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Mr. BENTON. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HILL. Then it is useless to raise it to $250. 

Mr. BENTON. I understand it to be $250 income. 

Mr. HILL. Is it net income or gross income? 

Mr. BENTON. I understand it to be gross income. 

Mr. HILL. It seems to me the Pension Committee ought to 
scan that legislation carefully in order to see that it is beneficial 
in its results. Tied 7 : 

Mr.MAHON. The Commissioner of Pensions says that it means 
net income. : 7 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, a few words only in closin 
this debate. In reply to the gentleman from Connecticut, I wil 
say that as I understand it has always been the rule of the Pen- 
sion Department in deciding upon widows’ claims to estimate the 
net income and not the grossincome. In my judgment no other 
rule would be just or a reasonable construction of the law. 

Mr. HILL. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. BARNEY. And I understand that if the bill which has 
passed the Senate shall pass this House and become a law, pro- 
viding for an increase of that limit of income to $250, that will 
relate also to net income and not to gross income. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BARNEY. The law of June, 1890, under which widows 
receive pensions, provided that if any officer or enlisted man who 
served ninety days or more in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the late war of the rebellion, and who was honor- 
ably discharged, has died or shall die leaving a widow without 
any other means of a than her daily labor, she shall have 
a ion of $8 a month. 

Whe Pension Department, under that law, ruled, and I[ think 
every lawyer will say that the ruling was a reasonable construc- 
tion of the law, that if the widow’s income does not exceed the 
amount of a yearly pension—that is, $96—she can receive this pen- 
sion, but that if it is more than that shecan not. Now, a bill has 
recently passed the Senate increasing that limit to $250, and I trast 
it will very oe pass this House and become a law. And I 
might say right here that the Pension Commissioner told us that 
he made his estimate for the fiscal year 1901 anticipatory of that 
law, providing a sufficient amount to pay the claims which would 
come in under and by virtue of thatlaw. I hope that is a suffi- 
cient answer to the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Ch , just afew words more, and we will close this 
debate. I must say that I am somewhat weary of hearing sugges- 
tions made here from time to time that the pension roll of the 
United States ought to be a roll of honor, thus at least insinuat- 
ing that at present itis not. In myhumble judgment, the pension 
roll of the United States to-day is and always has been a roll of 
honor, the grandest record of brave and patrioticsoldiery that the 
world has ever known. 

When we remember that there are nearly a million of names 
upon this roll, we will not wonder that a few unworthy names are 
placed there, but this latter class are so very few that they can 
not be said to affect the character of the whole; and there is no 
class more ready and willing to purge the roll of the few unworthy 
ones than the old veterans themselves. 

Neither do [like to hear gentlemen upon this floor or elsewhere 
speak of pensions as gratuities and charities doled out by the Gov- 
ernment to its old soldiers. No; these old veterans, whose heads 
are growing gray and whose shoulders are being bowed with the 
weight of years, reenforced by the privations and hardships of 
war, are not objects of charity! 

They have earned, and honestly earned, as but few men in the 
history of the world ever earned money, every dollar which this 
nation is paying them in the way of pensions. Their services and 
sacrifices and the services and sacrifices of their comrades who 
fell u the field of battle kept the stars upon our flag and pre- 

us as a nation, and we are only paying them a part of their 
honest dues when we appropriate this money. 

Of all the millions of money which this Congress necessarily and 
very oe appropriates every year I donot think one appro- 

riation contains less of fraud and more ir proportion of money 
7 earned and justly due than this pension appropriation 


That is all I desire to say, and if no other gentleman desires to 
be heard further in — debate, I call for the reading of the 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

The bill was read at length. 

r. BARNEY. I now move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not think all 
the eee eee of this bill was read. 

The C MAN. It has been read. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I find a portion of this bill which 
seems to be in a note. That isa portion of the bill, I understand? 

Mr. BARNE no. 
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Mr. BARNEY. It is for the information of the House, in order 
to show what the expenditures have been heretofore, but is no 
part of the bill. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6627), and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House without amend- 
ment and with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
this amendment, which I think we will all agree to. I will have 
it read for information. 

The SPEAKER, Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of an amendment, which will 
be read for the information of the House. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, in line 2, page 3, after word “dollars,”’ the following: “> 


i vided, 
That the Commissioner of Pensions shall furnish all necessary blanks to 


claimants, and that said Commissioner may, in his discretion, refuse to pay 
the fee to attorney of record when he is satisfied that said attorney failed to 
yrepare the case under his or her personal supervision and did not discharge 
bis full duty to claimant.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the ven 
tleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.| The Chair hears 
none, and the question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that permission may be granted to those who have addressed the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on this 
bill to extend their remarks in the Recorp within five days. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that gentlemen who have addressed the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union on this bill may have leave 
to extend their remarks for five days. Isthere objection? {After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Gaines] 
desires to resign as a member of the Committee on Elections No. 2. 
Without objection, that request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The following committee assignments were announced: 

Mr, SNopGRaAss to the Committee on Elections No. 2. 

Mr. GAYLE to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
2 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending a 
new light-house tender for use on the lower Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Orange River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from Hamilton & Colbert, transmitting the annual 
report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Adeline M. Willis against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Lytle A. Rather, administrator of estate of John Oswald, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, a draft of a bill re- 


. . Qh, no. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I do not understand the lating to the erection of public buildings at Fort Dupont, Del.— 


purpose of printing it in the bill. 
XXXIII——64 





to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: : 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4602) to authorize the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill mili- 
tary reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 77); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised 
Statutes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 78); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res, 101) 
requesting the Secretary of War to furnish correspondence and re- 
ports pertaining to proposed power canal at by the Michigan- 
Lake Superior Power Company, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by areport (No. 79); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 69) 
directing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to fur- 
nish information as to right and title by which any railroad cor- 
poration occupy and use Government grounds within the District 
of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 80); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the billof the House (H. R. 5454) topurchase a paint- 
ing of the several ships of the United States Navy known as the 
‘*Squadron of Evolution” and entitled ‘‘ Peace,” reported the 
same without amendment, ———_ by a report (No. 81); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committe of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 404) to preserve the grave of Gen. Daniel 
Morgan and erect a monument over the same, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 82); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 50) granting permission 
for the erection of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the 
ornamentation of the national capital and in honor of Samuel 
Hahnemann, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 83); which said joint resolution and report were 
—— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. THROPP, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1605) for the relief of the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine 
Building Company, of anes Pa., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied a report (No. 76); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5677) for the relief of Edward Tweed—Committee 
= War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (H. R. 6728) granting an increase of pension to Esek B. 
Chandler—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Se following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

oOllOWS: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6872) to print the label of 
the Allied Printing Trades on all publications of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6873) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and erection of a public building 
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thereon at Leadville, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 6874) to create an additional 
life-saving district and authorizing certain changes in the serial 
numbers of existing districts—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 6875) to authorize needed 
repairs of the graveled or macadamized road, and the replanting 
of trees, from the city of Fort Scott, Kans., to the national ceme- 
tery near said city—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 6876) providing for the transfer 
to Post 39,Grand Army ofthe Republic, certain guns now in 
possession of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6877) to amend section 
8949 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 6878) to reduce the duty on print- 
ing paper to 2 per cent ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6879) to provide for the employ- 
ment of women nurses in military hospitals of the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 6880) to place on the free list all 
manufactured products where the articles may be controlled by 
trusts or combinations of capital—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R.6881) for the relief of settlers upon 
the lands within the grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6882) limit- 
ing the hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed upon the public works of, or work done for, the 
United States or any Territory or the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6883) to extend the laws relat- 
ing to customs and internal revenue over the island of Puerto 
ae ceded to the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6884) eee for circuit 
and district courts of the United States at Valdosta, Ga., and to 
transfer certain counties from the northern to the southern dis- 
trict in said State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6956) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Norfolk, in the State 
of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) for 
the relief of Capt. Andrew Miller’s company, of St. Genevieve, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 128) au- 
thorizing and directing the of the ury to pay cer- 
= claims of the State of Indiana—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 102) to con- 
tinue the employment of John Tate as page in the press gallery 
of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A resolution (H. Res, 103) directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish House of Representatives 
with receipts from the war-revenue law of 1898—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 104) relative to the cost 
of the war with Spain—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FITZG@ of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
105) relative to the sailors of the Spanish war having appoint- 
—_- in public offices—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 

Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 106) relative to dams 
in the Ohio and Allegheny rivers—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 


—— 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

> following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horace B. Durant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

— BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 6886) for the relief of John 
L. twell, of Wilm: n, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of 
John T. Philli to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 6888) to remove 
the of desertion 


charge against the name of Samuel by—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6889) for the relief of R. H. 
to the Committee on War 
By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6890) granting an increase 
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of pension to Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6891) to grant a pension to 
David S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6892) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Kate O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 6893) allowing Charles A. Moody 
and Albert Berg to commute their homestead entries—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6894) granting pension to H. 
Mvyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6895) granting a pension 
to David L. Rathburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting a pension to Rachael E. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 4 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Eliza Power—to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6898) for the relief of S. W. Fountain—to the 
Committee on Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6899) granting a pension to Martin Essex— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 6900) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Kurtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ions. 

: Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) removing charge of desertion from 
military record of Martin Mehaffey—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. - ; 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 6902) granting pension to Mrs. 
Lydia A. Tryon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 6903) for the relief of Wil- 


liam Ludgate—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 6904) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to John L. Finley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauncey Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVY oy request): A bill (H. R. 6906) to amend the 
military record of James C. Howard—to the Committee on Mili- 
tar. airs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 6907) for the relief of Kate 
A. Hill—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6908) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Har- 
din Walworth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing theSecretary 
of State to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia 
and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for compensation on 
account of expenses incurred in repairing its Manila-Hongkong 
and Manila-Capiz cables, which were cut by United States forces 
during the war with Spain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 6910) granting a pension to 
John A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James R. Sawtell—to the.Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6912) granting a 
pension to Joseph E. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULLER: A bill (H. R. 6913) for the relief of James 
Supple—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 6914) antes & pension to 
Elliott Loomis, of Gibbon, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to William C. Wil- 
son, of Kearney, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6916) granting a pension to Mary L. Under- 
hill, of Brokenbow, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 6917) for the relief of T. P. Sal- 
yer, of Lawrence County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6918) for the relief of William G. Gardner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) for the relief of William T, Moore—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6921) granting an 
increase of pension to Gustav Reinecker, of Alexandria, Va.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of F. M. Brabham—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 6923) granting a pension 
to Peter J. , ® major-general in the Union Army in the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6924) granting a pension to 
Marilla Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6925) granting-an honorable discharge to 
G. G. Martin, ate lieutenant-colonel First United States Colored 
“ae Re ee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a - R. 6926) granting pension to Orin A. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid ons, 


Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to 
Philip Schrier—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. 


| By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 6927) for the relief of Thomas 


t. 6929) granting an increase 
of pension to James G. Hartzell, of Golden, Colo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to 
James Stonehocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 

} ward P. Pitkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 6932) for the relief of John G, 
Winckler—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 6933) to pension Susan 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 6934) to pension Priscilla Soule 

| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6935) to pension William W. Myers 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 6936) for the relief of Mary 
J. Maxey, widow of J. J. Maxey, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6937) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Peter Baker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 6938) for the relief of the Soci- 
ety of the United Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.—tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 6939) correcting the mil- 
itary record of William H. Davis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 6940) to remit the sentence of 
general court-martial against Franklin J. Myers, late private, 
Company C, Two hundred and thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6941) toremove 
the charge of desertion from George W. Smith—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6942) granting a pension to John W. Wallace— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to Martha Love- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) granting a pension to M. A. Mullen, 
widow of the late D. A. Mullen, second lieutenant, Ninety-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6945) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension to John A. Levens 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) to grant Alonzo C. Rembangh, laic 
private, Company C, Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6948) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Laddy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6949) to increase the pension of George D. 
Fitch, late assistant surgeon, Second Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6950) granting a pension to Cornelia §, 
Sherve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6951) for the relief of Jeremiah Eltz 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 6952) to pension Carrie P, 
Dale, widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6953) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion now standing against Furman D. Lee—-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By. Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 6954) for the relief of Deca- 
tur Hamlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6955) granting a 

ension to Catharine A. Schwunger—tothe Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 


to the Com 


to the 


to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of Hancock Command, No. 1, 
Union Veterans’ Union, protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 3899—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolutions of the Horse Breeders’ As- 
sociation of Missouri, in favor of the pure-food bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of post-office clerks at Canon City, 
Colo., and citizens of Grand Junction, Colo., in favor of the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Oitice 
and Post-Roads. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Olathe, Colo., against the seating of 


By Mr. SMALL: Petition of S. M. Beasley, of Carricut County, 


B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. | J. b. Etheridge, and many citizens of North Carolina, relating to 


Roberts Case. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of farmers’ institutes of New 
Holland, Quarryville, and Gap, Pa.,and the Agricultural and Hor- 
ticultural Society of Lancaster, Pa., urging legislationin aid of 
American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Antonia Q. Lovell and others, 
for compensation for use of their real estate occupied by the Army, 
and evidence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Decatur Hamlin—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to David 8. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Kate O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts: Resolution of the Cen- 
tral Labor Union of Washington, D. C., in opposition to section 3 
of House bill No. 5486—to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, resolution of the Springfield, Mass., Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No, 887, in the interest of manufac- 
turing and commercial industries—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the employees of the Yankton, 
S. Dak., post-office, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4851— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill No, 1944, for the relief 
of Eli C. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Memorial of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the increase of coast artillery—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
the appointment of a commission to study and report upon the in- 
dustrial and commercial conditions of China—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of C. I. Miller and 
others, of Reading, Pa., against the pooling. of B. H. Roberts, of 
Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

3y Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers and amendment relating to House 
bill No. 6327, for the payment of certain claims of John Schierling, 
administrator of the estate of Gallus Kerchner, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Meigs County, 
Ohio, in favor of rural free mail delivery—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers in support of House bill for the relief of Eliza 
Power—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Rachel E., 
Edwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of David L. 
Rathbun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of S. W. 
Fountain—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protests of citizens of Locust, churches of 
Volga City, and the faculty of Charles City College, all in the 
State of Iowa, against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to 
the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of post-office clerks at Galveston, 
Tex., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4851, for the reclassi- 
fication of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5885, re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims a certain claim for the use of hook 
attachments for firearms—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of W. C. Cattell and 
others, of Wenonah, N. J., and James 8. Fenton, of Pennsgrove, 
N.J., favoring the establishment of postal savings banks—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Mary L. Underhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
mayor and councilmen of Baxter Springs, Kans.; Baxter Post, 
No. 123, Grand Army of the Republic, of Baxter Springs, and let- 
ter of Samuel H. Smith, for an appropriation for the improvement 
of a public highway from River street, Baxter Springs, to the 
national cemetery, west of the city—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, petition of Thomas Caldwell, praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Gustav Rienecker, of Alexandria, Va.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Schrier—to the Committee on Pensions, 


surfmen of the United States life-saving station—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of Mary J. Maxey, widow of J. 
J. Maxey, deceased, for reference of war claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of California 
Citrus Growers’ Tariff Committee, against the reduction of tariff 
rates on citrus fruits as proposed in pending reciprocity treaties— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROPP: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
the claim of the United Brethren Church of Christ, in Tyrone, 
Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petitions of 12 railway postal clerks and 11 
citizens of the Fifteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
to reclassify railway postal cle sks and prescribe their salaries—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Towanda, Pa., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of druggists of the 
Thirty-seventh Ward, Philadelphia, Pa., relating to the stamp tax 
on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 20, 1900. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N, Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MEA‘AGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

5. 1933. An act to provide an American register for the steam 
whaler Bowhead; 

8. 255. An act to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the 
Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in Idaho, and making appropria- 
tions to carry the same into effect; and 

S. 1484. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to changa 
the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at 
the navy-yards at League Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone. 


THE CASE OF BRIGHAM H, ROBERTS, REPRESENTATIVE FROM UTAH. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I present the report of 
the Special Committee on the Case of Brigham H. Roberts, together 
with a ieee thereto, and I give notice that I will 
call it up on Tuesday next. y 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents a privi- 
leged report on the case of Brigham H. Roberts, and gives notice 
that he will call the same up for consideration on Tuesday next. 
The Clerk will read the title of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Special Committee on the Case of Brigham 
H. bye Representative-elect from the State of Utah, presents the follow- 
ing report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and placed upon 
the House Calendar. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to submit the 
views of the minority. : 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent 
that 5,000 copies of the rt, with the views of the minority, be 
printed for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The views of the minority will be printed 
with the report of the majority. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
that 5,000 copies of the report of the majority and minority views 
be printed for the use of the House. 

r. LACEY. I suggest to the gentleman if it would not be 
well to have the resolution and that of the minority, whatever it 
may be, _ in the RECORD? 

‘ Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, I see no reason why that should not be 
one. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would na to the gentleman from 
Ohio and the House whether it would not be better to have the 
copies of the views of the majority and the minority printed and 
put in the folding room for distribution instead of the document 
room, so that they will be apportioned to members. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that there be printed 5,000 copies of the report of the ma- 
jority and the views of the minority, and that the copies shall be 
distributed to members through the folding room of the House. 
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Is there objection? [After apause.| The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. — et Tone 
The following is the resolution in the majority report: 

d, That under the facts and circumstances of this case Brigham H. 
Bohan ‘Ropresentative-clect from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 
hold a seat in = — oa oo ntatives, and that the seat to which he was 

eC. vacant. 

a ae ROBERT W. TAYLER. 


CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
PAGE MORRIS. 
ROMEO H. FREER. 
SMITH McPHERSON. 
SAMUEL W. T. LANHAM. 
ROBERT W. MIERS. 

The following is the resolution submitted in the views of the 
minority: 

Resolved, That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly elected a Represent- 
ative in the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah. with the qualifica- 
tions requisite for admission to the House as such, is entitled, as a constitu- 
tional right, to take the oath of office prescribed for members-elect, his status 
as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives, affording constitu- 
tional ground for expulsion, but not for exclusion from the House. 

And if the House shall hold with us and swear in Mr. Roberts as a mem- 
ber, we shall, as soon as recognition can be had, offer a resolution to expel 
him as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives. 

C. E. LITTLEFIELD. 
DAVID A. DE ARMOND. 


ADMISSION OF SENOR ALFARO TO WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say to members of 
the House that in these matters where requests are made for 
unanimous consent the House should be in order, so that all 
members may hear what the requests are and understand the 
matters proposed. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HULL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that this is a resolution 
sent by the Secretary of State, after consultation with the Secre- 
tary of War, simply granting to the Republic of Ecuador the 
right to send a et to the Military Academy at West Point 
without expense to the Government of the United States, a cour- 
tesy that has been always granted to any republic asking for that 

rivilege. 
. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 
for instruction at the Military Academy, at West Point, Olmedo Alfaro, 
of Ecuador. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ss assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to permit Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador, to receive instruction at 
the ae py ey at West Point: Provided, That no que shall be 
caused to the United States thereby: And provided further, That in the case 
of the said Alfaro the — of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised 


Statutes shall be suspen: 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if this is in the usual form? 

Mr. HULL. Itisin the usual form and in the form that the 
Secretary of State has always sent it to the House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I supposed it was. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if it has ever been customary heretofore under such 
circumstances to make cadets take an oath that they will not take 
up arms against the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HU I think there is nothing of that kind. It suspends 
the conditions of admission, and admits them as a friendly act to 
a neighboring Republic, and they can go back to their country 
yey Ay to serve their country. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railwa 
y to construct and operate a railway through the Fort Renoan 
Fort Sill military reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 


purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
Company, acorporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the States 
of be, and the same is here 4 empowered to survey, locate, 
tain a railway, telegraph, and telephone line oe 
Sill military reservations in the Territory of Okla- 
,aoe such a lineas shall be determined and approved by the Secretary 
Sec. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes 


for no other purpose, a right 
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of way 100 feet in width through said Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reser 
vations and a right to take and use a strip of land in each of said reservations 
200 feet in width, with a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for 
stations, with the right to use such additional ground when cuts and fills may 
be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not 
exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much 
thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no part of the 
lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the company, 
and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such purposes as 
shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of said rail- 


way, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall cease 
to be used, such portion shall revert to the United States, from which the 
same shall have been taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the bill which has just 
been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving all rights, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
the gentleman if the bill has been reportec from any committee? 

Mr. HULL. It has been unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The Secretary of War reported that 
there could be no objection to its passage. The House some time 
ago passed a bill authorizing the right of way through the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and the road was constructed until it reached 
this reservation, when they found that the mere grant of way 
through a Territory covers no right of way through a military 
reservation, and they are held up for that reason, 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will not do that. After a 
full hearing, the committee were unanimously in favor of it. It 
can do no possible harm. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr, Cox]. 

DRY DOCKS AT LEAGUE ISLAND, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1484) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to change the material to be used in the 
construction of the dry docks at the navy-yards at League Island, 
Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from timber to concrete and stone. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of “‘An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1800, and for other 
purpose, nore May 4, 1898, relating to the construction of dry dock 


ISLAND AND MARE 


‘aS 
modified by**An act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1809, 
are hereby further modified so that the Secretary of the Navy may, in his 
discretion, contract for the construction of the dry docks at League Island, 
Pa.,and at Mare Island, Cal., in addition to those at Boston, Mass., and Port 
mouth, N. H., to be built of concrete and stone, and in such case the limit of 


cost of the dry docks for Mare Island, Cal.. and League Island, Pa 
modified that the total additional increased cost for the two dry dock 
said shall not in the aggregate exceed $700,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have order. 
In view of the fact that this is a request for unanimous consent, 
and involves a considerablesum of money, I should like an expla- 
nation of the reason for it. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. Gentlemen will 
cease conversation and resume their seats. ‘There is no more im- 
portant duty for members than to watch these requests for unan- 
imous consent, and order is absolutely essential to the discharge 
of that duty. The gentleman from Tennessee—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that this being a 
request for unanimous consent, and involving the expenditure of 
quite a large sum of money, I think we ought to have some clear 
explanation of the necessity for the measure and some statement 
as to the necessity for passing it at this time. Why is it emer- 
gent? Why can it not wait until the regular course of legislation? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I will say for the benefit 
of the members of the House that the Senate bill is exactly in the 
language of a bill that has been considered by the Naval Commit- 
tee of the House and reported to the House. The report is ufiani- 
mous, 

The urgency for this legislation is stated in the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and I think I can, in a few words, show to 
the House the necessity for it. 

The act of 1898 authorized the construction of four timber dry 
docks, but left it discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy to 
have one of those dry docks built of concrete and stone. He exer- 
cised that discretionary power, and selected the one to be located 
at Boston as the one to be constructed of concrete and stone. ‘The 
appropriation bill for 1900 so far modified the act of 1598 as to give 
the Secretary of the Navy discretionary power to select one of the 
remaining three dry docks to be constructed of concrete and stone, 
and he selected the one to be located at Portsmouth, N. H., to be 
so constructed, leaving the other two, one located at League 
Island, Pa., and one to be located at Mare Island, Cal., to be con- 
structed of timber rather than of concrete and stone. 


is so far 
s aloré 
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It may be well to say to the members of the House that in the 
consideration given by the committee to this matter in 1898 they 
took extensive testimony and were unanimously of the opinion 
that concrete and stone dry docks were the best that could be 
built, but for reasons of economy considered that the timber dry 
docks were advisable. They were led to chat conclusion from the 
facts submitted to them as to the relative cost of the two kinds of 
dry docks. They believed that a stone dry dock of the dimen- 
sions asked for would cost from a million and three-quarters to 
to two millions and a quarter of dollars. However, the facts of 
the case are that since then proposals have been asked for by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the dry dock at Boston has been con- 
tracted for at a cost of $1,013,000, and the one at Portsmouth, 
N. H., has been contracted for at a cost of $1,089,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
when these wooden dry docks were ordered? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. In 1898. Thecost of these two stone 
dry docks will be $2,102,000, or about the amount that was sup- 
posed by the committee at that time to be necessary for the con- 
struction of one dry dock. The Secretary of the Navy, being 
compelled to follow out the instructions of the act of 1898, has 
submitted proposals and received bids for the construction of 
these two dry docks of timber, the one to be located at League 
Island and the other at Mare Island, but there is a clause in each 
contract which specifies that these dry docks may be changed 
from timber to concrete if the Secretary of the Navy be author- 
ized to do so, and that no damage shall occur to the Government 
by virtue of that change, and no increased cost, except such as 
may be determined by a board of naval officers, three of whom 
shall be engineers. Now, these contracts having been entered 
into, the Secretary of the Navy being anxious that the change 
shall be made, and the Naval Committee, who have given this 
matter consideration, believing that it is for the best interests of 
the Government and the most economical, have asked that this 
legislation be passed in order that the change may be made, so as 
not to make any increased cost to the Government by virtue of the 
delay. 

If any other information is desired, I shall be glad to furnish it. 
I might add that, believing some of the members might feel that 
there might be some cause for damage or expense to the Govern- 
ment by virtue of the contracts having been entered into, I have 
obtained and have in my possession a letter from the contractors, 
in answer to one that I sent to them, wherein they state that no 
work has been performed and no materials furnished for these 
contracts save such work and materials as would be necessary to 
enter into the construction of the docks whether they be built of 
timber or of stone, and hence no damage can come to the Govern- 
ment, nor do they ask for any compensation by virtue of the 
change, except so much as will come by reason of the change in 
the kind of material, from wood to concrete and stone. 

Mr. FOSS. I should like to ask the gentleman to state, for the 
benefit of the House, the time within which this change in the 
contracts must be made. That would s!ow the urgency of this 
legislation at this time. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This change is desired to be made 
before the 13th day of February next, and that is the necessity 
for this legislation now. While some of the members thought it 
best to let it come in on the regular appropriation bill, I can say 
that it will cost the Government no more, nor will the money be 
expended any sooner, by the passage of the resolution at this time. 
The only object of this legislation is to enable the Secretary of 
the Navy to make the changes and modify the contract so as to 
provide for building the dry docks of concrete and stone and to 
make that change before any delay shall be occasioned which will 
be a ground for expense or cost to the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I could not catch the gentleman’s state- 
ment asto the additional expense which is to be imposed on the 
Government by reason of the change which the gentleman seeks. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Noadditional expense, except for the 
difference in the material furnished. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much is that? About how much is 
the increase in this expense by reason of this error or mistake in 
the Department, or in the legislation of 1898? How much addi- 
tional expense is to be imposed on the Government by the change 
or modification now contemplated? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The limit of the increase of cost is 
$350,000. The original limit was $825,000. The present cost of 
the two stone dry docks already contracted for at Boston and at 
Portsmouth is $1,089,000 and $1,013,000, respectively. The dry 
docks at Portsmouth and Boston are of the same size and to be 
constructed in the same manner, but the less cost of the dry dock 
at Portsmouth is due to the fact that it is located nearer the 

uarries from which the stone is furnished; hence the cost of 
the delivery of the raw material is not so great. Now, these two 
contracts can not cost more than the limit fixed, and the increase 
in the limit is $350,000. The Department, however, believe that 
they can be built for $1,100,000 or less. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If I understand the gentleman, this re- 
port now made is concurred in by the minority members of the 
committee as well as the majority. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. That is correct, and it is concurred 
“7 the Senate committee and unanimously passed by the Senate. 

r. DEVRIES. As lLunderstandit, nothing has been expended 
by way of construction on the wooden docks, and therefore this 
change from wood to stone involves no loss in money whatsoever 
to the Government, because no damage has been done. It means 
simply anincrease of expenditure to secure a better dock, without 
the loss of a cent to the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is to correct an error made, I suppose, 
by the Department, in 1898, in recommending wooden docks in- 
stead of stone docks. So far as Iam concerned, Mr. Speaker, I 
have no objection to the consideration of the bill. I understand 
some gentlemen of the minority of the committee desire to give 
expression to their views when the measure is under considera- 
tion, but I imagine there will be no objection to considering it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know of the gentle- 
= from New Jersey if he desires the consideration of the Senate 

ill? 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Ought we not to vote to adopt 
the amendment to the bill before we proceed further? There is 
an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would just say for the benefit of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, who is my éolleague on the com- 
mittee, that the Senate bill embodies the amendment made by the 
House committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
the committee? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is exactly the same. It isin the 
Senate bill, and it disposes of the legislation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The Clerk in reading the bill 
read it as originally reported from the Senate, and then read it as 
amended in the Senate? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He may have read the House bill as 
amended in the committee. The Senate bill is the House bill as 
it was amended in the committee. I compared it, with my clerk. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOODENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House bill on the same subject lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
port from the House committee and a letter from the contractors 
be printed with my remarks in the Recokp, so that the facts may 
be fully known. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to supplement his remarks by the printing of the 
report and a certain letter. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

The report and letter referred to are as follows: 


DRY DOCKS AT LEAGUE ISLAND, PA., AND MARE ISLAND, CAL. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the 


following report: 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


e Committee on Naval Affai: 
4026) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to change the material to be 


The amendment agreed on in 


used in the construction of the docks at the navy-yards at League Island, 
Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from timber to concrete and stone, beg leave to 
submit the following peers 

The Secretary of the Navy, 


urging the speedy consideration and passage 
g: 


NAvY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1900. 

Srr: [have the honor to state that the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks reports in relation to the proposed change of material to be used in 
the construction of the dry docks at the navy-yards at League Island, Pa., 
and Mare Island, Cal., from timber to concrete and stone, that the condition 
of the work under the contracts for these docks is such “‘ that it w 
practicable to make a phange in the construction without modifying the 
work already done or involving of because of the 
ment of the work already done. 
should be made because of the - 
struction contemplated. A dry dock constructed of stone and concrete is 
greatly superior to one of timber, because of its ence.” 

Bogerting further in the premises, the Chief of the Bureau referred to has 

tted the plowing, Ge 

“ Dry docks built of ber are found by the mana smertuaes to 
be structures of a temporary character, vi rs 
amount to a re- 


of this bill, submitted the follo 


su 


very van or 
renewals throw thedry dock out of use for long periods of time, which results 
in — inconvenience to the naval service when, as at the present 
time, the number of dry docks in the Navy is very small, and particularly 
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need of their services, as in time of war, would render such 
= docks fitolerable. The experience of the Government has 
shown that w it toa timber dry dock can be made without 
serious interruption in their use, the extensive repairs which are inevitable 
after the lapse of comparatively few years take them out of service for 
docking vessels for 1 riods of time. The masonry dry docks, on the 
contrary, require very sli t and a repairs, and these do not take 
them out of service for docking ships. n only a single instance in the naval 


service has a masonry #7 thrown out ofservice for any consider- 
i account veuarre. 
my peculiar and dangerous failures to which large and deep tim- 


ocks such as used in the Navy are liable involve t risk to very 
La and, indeed, in some instances to the lives of those employed in 
timber decayed, and the construction is such that 
its hold upon the earth, which is never t, is liable to be much lessened 
from the removal or of the due to , and both conspire 
to render its resistance to the hydrostatic pressure, which is always present, 
precarious. When failure occurs it is liable to involve vital parts of the 
structure and to be extensive in its limits, and therein lies the great danger 
of extensive and costly injury to the dock and to what it may contain. Risks 
of this kind are not t in masonry dry docks. 
“While the first cost of a timber dry dock is much less than that of one of 
masonry, the ultimate cost is greater. To keep a timber dry dock in good 


d safe condition requires large outlays after the lapse of a few 
— a almost com renewal place before many have elapsed. 
The timber dry docks to the Navy, of which we now have six, the 


being only ten years of age, are proving to be very costly structures 
uae far excecding in this respect the masonry docks. In the past 
ten years the Navy has spent upon the four of its timber dry docks in use 
from four to ten years for current repairs to those portions distinctive of 
timber dry docks eight times as much as has been spent similarly upon its 
four masonry dry docks during the same period, and this comparison _ex- 
cludes the extraordinary rs to timber dock No. 3 at the New York 
Navy-Yard, which failed immediately after its acceptance, and those of large 
extent in progress ups —- dock No. 2 at New York and upon the timber 
dock at League Islan . 

“The stone and concrete docks can be built in a period of time little 
greater than that consumed in constructing timber dry docks. 

“ Altogether, the superiority of masonry dry docks for the naval service 
over those of timber is so manifest in the matters of permanence, safety, 
cost, and readiness for service at all times, and so fully proven in its experi- 
ence, that the Bureau strongly hopes that Congress will authorize the modi- 
fication contemplated in this bill.’ 

The Department concurs fully in the foregoing, and accordingly commends 
the bill to the favorable consideration of the committee. In this connection 
attention is invited to the views of the Department, as contained in my an- 
nual report to the President for the fiscal year ending June 30 last, page 38, 
on this subject, and to the extended remarks of the efof the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks thereon in his annual report to the Department for the 
same period, page 37 et seq. (marked copies herewith). 


ery respectfully, 
; JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon. GrorGcs Epmunp Foss, 
Acting Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


In view of the above facts, and the further fact that the contracts for the 
building of these two dry docks contain a clause which permits the Govern- 
ment to chang» and modify the plans and specifications, as well as the con- 
tract, so that ssid doc be constructed as concrete and stone dry 
docks instead «cf as timber dry docks, without any loss or damage to the 
Governme<t by reason of such change, and that such additional cost as may 
be allowed tice contractor for the change of material used in such construc- 
tion shall be determined by a board of officers, of whom at least three shall 
be civil engineers ot the Navy, and approved by the Bureau of Yards and 
pay = your committee recommend that said bill do pass with an amendment 
as follows: : 
pe 2, in line 5, after the word “not,” insert the words “‘in the aggre- 


3 


Tue SHOREHAM, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1900. 
Dear Str: In answer to your letter of January 17, making certain inquiries 
as to the status of the contracts for ae dry docks for the Government 
al 3 


t League Island, Pa., and at Mare Island, , 1 have to say that the situation 
in regard to these contracts is substantially as indicated in your letter. 

On the e Island dock at Philadelphia no work whatever has been 

commenced r than the delivery of some ma , Which material would 


be poanioes its construction even if it be changed to concrete and stone. 

ge from timber to masonry was contemplated when the contract 
was entered into, and a clause was inserted in the contract giving the Gov- 
ernment the option of making the change in case the same was authorized 
the value of the same by a board of Government 
appointed by the Secretary of the Mawr three of whom are 


civil engineers. Therefore the Government will sustain no loss by 

reason of this change. 

In to the status of the Mare Island dock, no material has been de- 

livered will not be required in the dock, even ifthe change be made. 

a doneon the Mare Island dock except the excava- 

would berequiredinanyevent. Therefore no loss will 

accrue by reason of thischange. Neither will the changes in either instance 

cause any for which the Government will have to award the contractor 
any com if the change is made without unreasonable delay. 


Y¥c“~s, respectfully, 
ATLANTIC, GULF AND PACIFIC COMPANY, 
By J. McMULLEN. 
Hon. H. C. LovupENsLAGER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee . Cox] withdraws his objection to the bill (H. R. 
4602) to au the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 


ee construct and operate a railway through the Fort 
Reno Fort Sill military reservations, in the Territory of Okla- 


homa, and for other pu I again ask unanimous consent 
oy ion the mside 

to resent co ra- 
tion of the bill referred to? — 4 


Mr. LENTZ. I may want to object. I reserve the right to ob- 
ject until I hear an explanation from the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, as I said before, this bill is supple- 
mentary to legislation had by the House and by Congress grant- 
ing a right of way to the Rock Island Railroad through the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, The Congress of the United States believed 
that they had given ample power tothe road to construct this road 
throngh the entire Territory; but on the line of road there are two 
large military reservations, and the Secretary of War held that 
Congress had not given in the general law the right of way through 
those reservations, and that he could not give it except as author- 
ized by the Congress of the United States, 

The bill follows in its language substantially the same terms as 
originally the bill passed by Congress. It grants 100 feet right of 
way; it grants 300 feet where the stationsare located. Iwanttosay 
to the House that the right of way and the stations must be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War before they can locate the stations 
or locate their right of way. The War Department has reserved 
to itself the entire control of the road as it goes through these 
reservations, and the Secretary of War reported the bill back to 
us with the statement that there could be no objection to the 
passage of the bill. My idea is that it simply enables the people 
living on each side of these reservations to have a road built into 
their communities, and that Congress would gladly grant them 
that power. I yield a minute to my friend from Oklahoma. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, I would like to ask the gentleman a qué 
tion. 

Mr. HULL. Willi you wait a minute until the gentleman from 
Oklahoma makes a statement? And then, if necessary, | will yield 
for a question. ; 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, it was always customary until last 
Congress, whenever arailroad desired to build through the Indian 
or Oklahoma Territory, there being so much of Indian reserva- 
tions and allotments, to come to Congress for the right of way. 
These requests became so numerous—in fact, almost every morn- 
ing unanimous consent was asked to pass some special right 
of way bill—that Congress took up the subject and passed a 
general bill which gave the authority to grant this rignt to the 
Interior Department, subject to such rules and regulations as 
they might make. I was unaware until this bill was introduced 
that the authority did not also include military reservations. 
Now, the situation out there is this: Here is a railroad that has 
built in my Territory during the last year probably a hundred 
miles of road. They are up against a military reservation, which 
they must traverse in order to reach the State of Texas. 

The War Department holds that the general act—and I am con- 
fident that it was an oversight on the part of Congress—failed to 
confer authority on the Department officers to approve a right of 
way across a military reservation, and consequently there has 
been nothing left but to come to Congress and ask it to grant a 
right of way across that reservation. Now, I desire tosay further 
that the custom until two years ago was to grant 300 fect right of 
way. Congress saw fit to cut that down and limited it to 100 feet, 
except at points where stations were located and where switches 
were necessary. There it was provided—and this bill follows that 
precedent exactly—that there should be a right of way of 300 feet; 
but before they can even take that, the matter must be passed 
upon, maps filed, and receive the gs lg in addition to this act, 
of the Secretary of War. Now, if there is any question the gen- 
tleman desires to ask, I will yield to him. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. When was this legislation passed that has 
been referred to? 

Mr. FLYNN. In the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What guaranties have we that this road 
will build this way if the right of way is granted? 

Mr, HULL. It has already built to the reservation. 

Mr. FLYNN. And when the road is built it will develop this 


country. There is no question but what they will build it if this 
bill is passed. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Have you any security that they will 
build it? 


Mr. FLYNN. If they do not build it the people of the Terri- 
tory are the losers. There is no doubt but that the road will be 
built if you give them the right of way. 

Mr. CURTIS. The character of the road—the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific—is proof enough that they will build the road. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. They may build the road, but Iam opposed 
to granting these valuable privileges unless they can give some 
bond or security that the road will be built. 

Mr. FLYNN. They have built as far as they can without this 

ant. 

Mr. CURTIS. They never would come here and ask for the 
passage of this bill unless they intended to build the road. 

Mr. HULL. There has never been a bond put up that a road 
would build if a right of way was granted. In this case the road 
has put up something of a bond by building the road up to the line 
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of the reservation. They believed that they could build through 
the reservation under the general authority given them by Con- 
gress, but they were stopped at the reservation by the War Depart- 
ment. The War Department recommends us to pass this bill and 
give them the power to build through the reservation, after they 
have complied with the requirements of the Department by filing 
the maps and after they have received the approval of the Depart- 
ment on the lines adopted. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Is any power reserved in the Department 
to refuse to grant the privilege of building the road? 

The SPEAKER (rapping for order), There isso much confu- 
sion on the floor that gentlemen can not be heard, Will gentle- 
men please take their seats? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I was asking the gentleman if there was 
any regulations adopted by the Department that secured any 
guaranty that they would build and occupy the privilege that 
we are asked to grant. 

Mr. FLYNN. All I can say is this: The fact that they are up 
to the reservation and have made arrangements to build through 
the adjacent district in Texas, the district of the gentleman who 
stands before me [ Mr, STEPHENS], shows that a corporation like 
this would not ask for a right of way unless they intended to 
carry it out. 

Mr. HULL. They could not hold it nor transfer it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, Could they not hold it indefinitely? 

Mr. CURTIS. No; there is a limit in the act. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is a limit in the general act? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD, I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
will not object. This is a very important matter to my State. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Why do you want.to give them aright of 
way 300 feet wide? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Because it is necessary where the 
are toput in stationsand switches. It only gives 150 feet on coth 


side of the center. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
a question. How far does the right of way extend through the 


Government reservation? 

Mr. HULL. I can not answer that, but about 3 miles, I am in- 
formed. Itis only through the military reservation. All else is 
already granted. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Does it protect the interests of the 
Government in this reservation of 300 feet? Suppose they should 
strike a coal mine or a mine of gilsonite. 

Mr. HULL. It does not give them 300 feet for a right of way, 
but only 100 feet, with 300 feet at stations, and gives the Secretary 
of War absolute control over it and a veto of the whole thing. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, It simply gives an easement over the 
Government land? 

Mr. HULL. That is all, and provides that it reverts to the 
Government if it is not occupied. 

Mr. LENTZ. I want to know something about the size of these 
two reservations. 

Mr. HULL. I can not give it exactly. 

Mr. FLYNN. One is 3 miles by 10, and the other I do not 
know the size of. In all these Indian reservations or reserved 
an area anywhere from about 2 miles square to 5 miles square 
for military posts when the Indians were bad down in that coun- 
try. The only ones left are this one at Fort Sill and this one at Fort 
Reno. They are about 3 to 5 miles square. 

Mr, LENTZ. I want to know a little more about this 300 feet 
wide right of way. It says not to exceed 8,000 feet in length. 
How many are there and why should they be 300 feet wide; why 
not 200 feet wide, and why should not the language be ‘‘ not to 
exceed 3,000 feet in length,” and why should not that be deter- 
mined by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HULL. It is all determined by the Secretary of War. If 
the gentleman will read lines 9 and 10 of the bill, he will see that 
it gives the Secretary of War absolute control of it. If you have 
no station on the reservation, there will only be 100 feet right of 
way. Stations may be necessary for the Government, and they 
may require it. There will probably be but one station. 

Mr. LENTZ. I do not object to the station, but I would like 
to know how many stations they are going to put there, 

Mr. HULL. There will oe be but one. 

Mr. LENTZ. Ishould like to see the language of this bill. We 
have no copies of it. 

Mr. FLYNN. All that I can say about this matter is from 
past experience—— 

. eae LENTZ, Well, I shall object unless you show me the bill 

Mr. HULL. This bill was considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, of which the gentleman from Ohio is a member, 
and the reason he does not understand anything about the bill is 
because he did not attend the meeting of the committee. I stated 
to the Speaker that it has the unanimous indorsement of the 


Committee on Military Affairs, including every Democrat, and of 
every Republican on the committee, I did not intend to mislead 
the Speaker when I stated that. 

Mr. LENTZ. I know the gentleman did not intend to mislead 
anybody, and it is not a _— question. 

r. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. LENTZ. But I want to know how many 3,000-foot strips 
you can get under this bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. Under the general law they are limited to one 
station in 8 miles. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt but what this 
is merely for the purpose of enabling them to construct railway 
stations at such convenient points as is usual in the building of a 


railway. There is nothing unusual in this matter. 
Mr. LENTZ. I want to see what that limitation is. [After ex- 
amining the bill.] Mr. Speaker, I have no further objection. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


REGENT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Library, I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 52, to fill a vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the a consideration of a Senate joint reso- 
lution which the Clerk will report. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than members of Congre 
caused by the death of William Preston Johnston, of Louisiana, shall be fille 
by the appointment of Richard Olney, a resident of Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota a question. I understand this is unanimously reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Unanimously reported by the Library Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HITT. And I will say to the gentleman that the Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, as far as I have been able to con- 
sult them, are all desirous that this resolution pass immediately, 
as the annual meeting is approaching. 

The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLEARY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MICHIGAN-LAKE SUPERIOR POWER CANAL, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House resolu- 
tion No. 101, reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and calling for information from the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the etary of War be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to furn: to the House of Representatives all corre- 
spondence and reports now on file in the War De 
proposed power canal projected by the Michigan-Lake Superior Power Com- 

ny and intended to constructed in the State of Michigan, from Lake 
Bapertor, above St. Marys Rapids, to a point below said rapids. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CERTAIN CLAIMANTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief 
of claimants having suits against the United States pending inthe 
circuit and district courts of the United States affected by the act 
of June 27, 1898, amending the act of March 3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no suit shall abate or be affected by the act of June 
27, 1898, entitled “An act to amend sections land 2 of the act of March 3, 1887,” 
which was pending in any circuit court of appeals, circuit or district court of 


the United States at the time of the pa: 


of said act; and all such suits 
which have been dismissed by reason of said act shall be restored to their 


places in such courts and proceeded with as if the same had not been enacted. 
With the following amendments recommended by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary: 


In line 7, after the word “any,” insert the words “ circuit court of appeals.” 
aapenes & line 1, after the word “enacted,” insert the words: ‘and time 
wi w 


han a or writ of error may be taken or ted in any 
cane emyoted Uy act is hereby extended six months from the passage 


rtment pertaining to the 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
he bill? 
we PAYNE. We should like to hear a statement about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ishould like to have an explanation from 
the chairman of the J nn Committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This billis unanimously reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and the necessity for the law is: 
In 1898 we passed a bill taking, jurisdiction from the circuit and 
district courts of the United Statesof certain claims against the 
Government made by officers of the Government, and relegating 
all such claimants to the Court of Claims. In doing that we had 
no purpose to abate or discontinue pending suits where the claim- 
ants had alread me into court, filed their bills, and commenced 
their action, and in some cases had obtained judgment. In con- 
struing the law to which 1 have referred, the question was raised 
that the passage of the act relegating these claimants to the Court 
of Claims had the effect, to abate and throw out of court actions 
then pending. There has beena diversity of holdings in the United 
States courts on this question. In some places it is held that these 
actions were abated and could not be further prosecuted, while in 
other circuits or districts it has been held that such actions were 
not abated under this act and that they can be prosecuted. 

So, in some localities the claimants have been getting their judg- 
ments and in others they have been thrown out of court. This 
matter being brought to our attention and to the attention of the 
Attorney-General of the United States, he recommended this leg- 
islation, and all the members of the Judiciary Committee are 
united in the opinion that it was not intended that the amendment 
referred to should have the effect to abate suits which had already 
been commenced. The Attorney-General of the United States says 
that when he recommended the legislation he had no such purpose, 
and his letter is a nen to the report of the committee, in which 
he favors this nek ation. The Democrats and Republicans on the 
committee are united as to the necessity, propriety, and justice of 
this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the bill been‘regularly reported? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, certainly, and the report has been 
printed and is now in the hands of the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

OFFICERS OF STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 4445 
of Title XII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to the licensing of officers of steam vessels. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 


Now, we desire to invest the inspectors with that power and 
then to punish the violators of that law, because, as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will understand, the value of the services of 
these applicants for licenses depends largely on the experience 
of the men applying forthem. If a man has not had the experi- 
ence that is set forth in his application, then he ought not to be 
licensed and can not be, under the law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MINOR. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. This provision is applicable to 
the rivers of the United States as well as to other navigable 
waters, is it not? 

Mr. MINOR. So far as pilots and engineers are licensed by the 
Federal Government. ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Now, does not the gentleman 
think the penalty prescribed for misstating the facts in regard to 
one’s experience is somewhat severe? Permit me to call your at- 
tention to the fact that on some of the rivers of the United States 
it requires no very high degree of intelligence to act as pilot or 
engineer. On some of the rivers of the country men are accus- 
tomed to ply those rivers with limited experience as pilots and en- 
gineers in charge of very small craft; and to prescribe a maximum 

malty of three years in prison and a maximum fine of $500 is a 
ittle severe. I happen to know something about that class of cit- 
izens, living in a large river district, and I do not think that you 
ought to send a man to the penitentiary for a mere misstatement 
of facts. It occurs to me that the anally is too severe. 

Mr. MINOR. The penalty ought to be severe. But in reply to 
your question, I wound say this, that in my judgment it is a grave 
offense for an applicant for this license, for the purpose of procur- 
ing such a license, to go before the inspector of steamboats and 
make an affidavit to a complete falsehood, and then, securing the 
license, and his employer having confidence in his ability, which 
confidence is based upon his statement of experience, puts in his 
charge hundreds of precious lives that go down on the rivers as 
well as on the lakes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Just a moment, if you please, 
Does not the gentleman understand that often small craft, tugs 
and boats with a very small amount of steam pressure, do not re- 
quire men of much ability as pilots and engineers, who will not 
be permitted to have a license if they carry passengers at all, and 
they may ply up one of these small rivers only 50 or 75 miles, and 
have very few passengers? 

Mr. HULL. If he only plies a short distance, would he need a 
license at all? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Every man has to havea license 
to carry passengers at all; and I will say tothe gentleman, if 
he lives in a district where there are large rivers, he knows that 
there are hundreds of little craft plying short distances that do 
not carry more than 50 passengers in a year. 

Mr. MINOR. I would say that I have nodoubt that the punish- 
ment would be imposed in accordance with the gravity of the 
offense. 


report Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I have practiced too much be- 
Se was read, as follows: fore Federal courts not to know what granting such power means. 


Mr. MINOR. It has come to the attention of the Inspector- 
General, whose letter I have, that there are many such cases, aid 
he condemns them and recommends the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I believe in the merits of the 
bill, but the penalty is too severe. 

Mr. MINOR. The Law Department of this Government recom- 
mends it. There is absolutely no opposition to this bill from one 
end of the United States to the other. In my judgment, it ought 
to pass. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4445, of Title LII, of the Revised Statutes be, 
and is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following paragraphs: 

“Every a t for license as either master, mate, pilot, or engineer un- 
der Ee of this title shall make and subscribe toan oath or affirma- 
tion, before one of the inspectors referred to in this title, to the truth of all 
the statements set forth in his application for such license. 

“Any —— who shall make or subscribe to any oath or affirmation au- 
thorized in this title and knowing the same to be false shall be deemed guilty 


jury. 
E esnaed,, master, mate, pilot, or engineer who shall change, b 
addition, interpola m, Or erasure of any Risd“ans certificate or license i 


by any inspector or inspectors referred to in this title shall, for every | The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
offense, u con be punished by a fine of not more than $500 | ,. , . J pres 
and by nme t at hard bor fora term not exceeding three years.” | tion of the bill? 


SEC. 2. this act shall take effect immediately. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, we should like to have some 
—— of the necessity for taking this bill up out of order. 
can not it wait its ar course? 

r. MINOR. Mr.S er, this is unanimously reported from 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. The object 
sought is to correct an evil and a defect in the law as applied to 
those officers who must obtain licenses, like captains, mates, and 
The ent, under the provisions of 


quitting law, Drovide a blank for each applicant to fill out and 
is experience in part 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I object, unless the gentleman 
will consent to an amendment reducing the penalty. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


LYNCHING AND MOB VIOLENCE, 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a petition of 
2,413 names of citizens of the United States, asking for national 
legislation against the crime of lynching and mob violence. Lask 
that the heading of the petition be read and that, accompanied by 
the bill I have drafted, it be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. I ask that the heading of the petition be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the heading of a petition against lynching 
be read. The Chair will say to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina that he has the right to introduce the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thinkit ought to take the regular course 
of all other petitions and memorials. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, 


own cular lineof duty. It 
been found that a great man app icants for licenses fill out 

th false statements, aiming to have had a num- 
ber of years , when the truth is that no such experience 
has been had. e are unable at present to reach the offenders, 
for that the of 


steamships have never been 
vested with the power to that kind of an oath. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
Spicurt indefinitely, on account of important business. 


THE LATE HON. LORENZO DANFORD, 


The SPEAKER. Thehour of 1 o’clock has arrived, the time set 
by the special order for memorial services on the death of the late 
Mr. DANFORD, of Ohio. : . 

Mr. GILL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 

The clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that opportu- 
nity may be given for paying tributes to the memory of Hon. Lorenzo DaN- 
¥ORD, late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That, as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased and in recognition of his eminent abilities as adistinguished public 
servant, the House at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings shall 
stand adjourned. : ; . 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to the family of 
the deceased. 

Ordered, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. GILL. Mr. Speaker, it is in the presence of death and in 
the contemplation of his handiwork that the kinship of all hu- 
manity is most forcibly manifest to every thoughtful mind. Can 
it be other than a useful and humanizing experience to all that 
live to thus receive a new and most emphatic a of the great 
truth of the brotherhood of man? The divine laws of kindness 
and of charity can not be too often freshened up in our hearts, 
and their timely exercise toward the living, both as an oppor- 
tunity and as an obligation, should be earnestly resolved upon 
each time that we pay our loving and tearful tributes to the re- 
vered but unresponsive dead. 

At such times the thoughts of the exalted should tend toward 
humility, and the lowly may lift his head to a higher level in the 
absolute assurance of a universal ultimate equality. For though 
the carved marble and the laurel wreath may be placed, and justly, 
over one, and the modest slab and a solitary flower may be the only 
mark that love can give to the resting place of another, yet be- 
neath the token of remembrance in either case the silent lips, the 

ulseless heart, and the rigid clay are in every essential identical. 
Both, as they lie there prostrate, have been stripped of every pos- 
session, whether material, intellectual, or spiritual, and to neither 
is there anything left beyond the equal hope of a common resur- 
rection morning. Surely some such thought as this justifies the 
poet when he exclaims: 


O fading honors of the dead! 
O high ambitions, lowly laid! 


The full consciousness of this thought is borne in upon us in a 
striking manner if we but pause an instant to consider the sad 
havoc wrought by the fell destroyer during the past year in the 
ranks of those who have won fame in widely different walks of 
life. By so doing we can learn afresh the truth that the great 
Leveler grants no favors, but that high and low, rich and poor, 
youth and age, alike must obey the summons to that “ unknown 
silent shore.” Thus, even he who held the great office of Vice- 
President of the United States was not exempt from the chilling 
blast, and when the genial Hobart heard the summons, ‘‘ Weary 
wanderer, come,” he was, notwithstanding the showering tears of 
a nation bereaved, laid away in the bosom of our common mother 
earth, with the throng of undistinguished dead, to sleep the same 
dreamless sleep. 

This House can not escape the universal experience, and to-day 
the work of legislation halts once again to permit the perform- 
ance of the sad duty of paying our tributes of honor and respect 
to the memory of yet another of its members who has passed away 
in the last year. 

Were it not that Lorenzo DANFORD was my immediate prede- 
cessor as the Representative of my district on this floor, I would 
prefer to sit silent and listen to others more able to speak in fit- 
ting language of my dear and honored friend; but conscious as I 
am of the exalted place he held in the hearts of the people whom 
I have the honor to represent, I should, even in the Shmaee of the 
custom of this House calling for my participation in the proceed- 
ings of this hour, feel that I had disregarded their wishes should 
I permit this occasion to pass without attempting to give expres- 
sion to their high appreciation of his character and their love for 
his memory. 

Not in years has a sorrow so universal pervaded the homes of 
the Sixteenth district of Ohio as that which followed the an- 
nouncement on June 19, 1899, that LorENzo DANFORD was dead. 
Everywhere throughout the district the news came as a stroke of 

rsonal sorrow to all, and on the streets, in the factories, on the 
arms, and wherever men are wont to congregate were heard 
mingled expressions of keenest sorrow and regret. When I re- 
call the faces of his friends shadowed o’er with he yon of 
ing and the eloquent tears that sprang unbidden to the eye, I am 
reminded that no poor sentiment of mine can thrill the Cherds of 


love with such majesty and power as did his simple story, for 
each could say: 


His life was fentle. and the elements 
So mix’d in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, “ This was a man!’ 


Born on a farm in Washington Township, Belmont County, 
Ohio, October 18, 1829, he was fortunate in living through the 
most magnificent period of onpers nity which the history of this 
nation presents. Breathing the frée air of country life and intel- 
lectually expanding under the educational influences of his teach- 
ers and the ready knowledge of his father, he was soon able to 
comprehend the fateful trend of the political movements of the 
times and to intelligently play his part in the great drama of 
human affairs. 

Beginning at the period of his majority, a time of great activ- 
ity had set in along all lines of prog:ress, not only in the sphere of 
politics, but also in the field of industrial advancement. Territo- 
rial acquisitions had extended the boundaries of our nation from 
ocean to ocean; property qualifications had heen superseded by 
manhood suffrage; the isolated settler, in his humble cottage, was 
now the peer of any in the land; canals had brought the West into 
closer connection with the East and opened the markets for the 
surplus products of the farms; the Mexican war fired his youth- 
ful bl with martial valor, while the great discussion over slav- 
ery thrilled his soul with freedom’s highest and noblest impulses. 

He received a common-school education; attended college at 
Waynesburg, Pa., for two years, studied law, and was admitted 
to the bar in 1854. The people of his native county early recog- 
nized the characteristics which later were to carry him to higher 
positions of activity and responsibility by choosing him succes- 
sively in 1857 and 1859 as prosecuting attorney; but ere his second 
term had expired, vehement discussion of the burning question of 
that hour had given way to a passionate appeal to the arbitrament 
of force, and the booming cannon heralded the first act in history’s 
greatest tragedy. 

In that hour of his country’s peril he did not hesitate to sacrifice 
all upon its altar, and resigning his office, he enlisted for three 
months as private in the Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
Upon the expiration of his service he returned home and assisted 
in raising a company of the Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, of 
which he was chosen second lieutenant, and later was promoted 
for bravery upon the field of battle to be first lieutenant and cap- 
tain. He was one of the nation’s heroes who sustained his coun- 
try’s honor upon the bloody fields of Shiloh, Stones River, Chicka- 
mauga, Resaca, Kenesaw Mountain, and many others, 

Owing to failing health he resigned his commission in 18(4 and 
returned to his native county. The sterling qualities which had 
so successfully carried him through his early career were mani- 
fest in the richer and more conspicuous triumphs of his later 
years. Devoting himself ae. to the practice of law, he 
soon became the leading advocate of the eastern Ohio bar, and 
step by step won the esteem and confidence not only of the peo- 
ple but also of his professional brethren. He was eminently fit- 
ted for forensic triumphs, and was in a most remarkable degree 
successful in obtaining favorable decisions in his jury cases. 

Tall and graceful, with keen eye and massive head, a command- 
ing presence and a most musical voice, he was an orator who car- 
ried conviction to the minds of his hearers, his clear logic and 
burning eloquence often enabling him to sway his auditors at 
will. Nor was this power exerted in the court room alone, for he 
was one of the most forceful and pleasing speakers who ever 

ced the political forum of his native State, and even in this 

lhe has won notable triumphs in the arena of debate, of which, 
and of other details of his work in Congress, his friends and asso- 
ciates still serving here are in a position to speak more fully and 
satisfactorily than I can. 

In 1864 he was a member of the electoral college of Ohio, and 
in 1892 he was again a member and presidentof same. In 1872 he 
was a candidate for the Republican nomination for Congress from 
the Sixteenth Ohio district, and his personal popularity was so 
great that he was successful in his campaign over the intrepid and 
eloquent John A. Bingham, who enjoyed a national reputation as 
a brilliant statesman and scholar. though the task before him 
was difficult, yet so well did he orm the arduous duties of his 
new trust that the people ratified the choice of that convention 
by reelecting him to Con in 1874 and again in 1876. 

Retiring from political life in 1879, he resumed the practice of 
law. His reputation as a powerful advocate was so well estab- 
lished that hardly a case of any importance was tried in hisnative 
county upon-which he was not employed as attorney for one 
side or the other. Although in many heated contests, he never 
took an unfair advantage of a witness or an opponent, for, although 
intellectually combative and persistent in o on, he was al- 
ways generous to an adversary, and the kindness of his disposi- 
tion was never oe aes in the skill which he displayed 


in eliciting needed information. Always alert, active, and force- 
ful in behalf of a client, his high sense of honor prevented him 
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from into the tricks of a mere pettif r, and he was 
oe and admired even by his’ bitterest oppo- 
nent. Just and in his demeanor, he was a man of warm 
i gz carry within 
classes of men. To those who knew him well 
unassuming and confiding, and he was at all times abso- 

lutely steadfast in his friendships. : 
Reentering politics in 1894, he became a candidate for Congress, 
and after a heated contest was nominated for that high position 


lected a large jority. Appointed by Speaker Reed 
pm eens ot the oan Committee, he displayed unusual 


breadth and ability in discussions out of the intricate 
and difficult problems coming within the scope of the work of that 
committee. Ke was reelected in 1896 and in 1898, but ere the 
Fifty-sixth Congress began its labors his spirit had taken its flight 
to the God who gave it. 

In 1858 he was married to Annie H. Cook, of Jefferson County, 
and as a result of this union three sons were born—William, 
John, and Thomas—the first and last of whom still survive. His 
wife dying in 1867, he was again married in 1870 to Mary M. Allen, 
their only child being Carrie Lee, now a nurse in the Philippine 
Islands. 


The proximate cause of his death was the exposure to which he 
was subjected in attending the funeral of his father, Samuel Dan- 
ford, and his constitution, already weakened by disease, was un- 
able to withstand the insidious attacks of la grippe which followed. 
Though he fought in the sick room with the same vim and deter- 
mination he had always displayed, yet slowly but surely the tide 


of his life ebbed away. Surrounded by kind and sympathetic 
friends who forestalled his every wish, his mind wandered again 


to the scenes of his childhood, and he lon, for the hills and 
vales, the simplicity and purity of country life. 

Loving hands removed him to the home of his cousin, John 
Sidebottom, a few miles from his own home, at St. Clairsville, 
where, surrounded by peace and plenty, and subject to the gentle 
ministrations of his devoted daughter, Carrie Lee, the hourglass 
slowly ran its course, with hope freshening as renewed strength 
seemed to summon back the old fire and vigor, and anon giving 
way to . as the hectic flush faded, leaving the patient 
weaker than before, until at last, on a beautiful day in June, the 
mane: ise seemed to flood his countenance with a strange, 
new light, and ere the evening shadows gathered Death's finger 
touched him and he fell —— 

To describe him whom we honor to-day as merely an ordinary 
man would be to do his memory a t injustice; to say that he 
was a very great man, as that term is generally understood, would 
be fulsome flattery; but measured by the standard of purposes 
well and earnestly accomplished Captain DANFORD was truly 
great, for by faithful and honorable conduct in public and private 
ife he won the confidence, esteem, and love of those who knew 
him best, and in their hearts his name will ever be written, like 
Abou Ben Adhem, «=~ one who loved his fellow-iman. 

Mr. DANFORD was a man of action as well as a man of thought, 
and having that valuable possession generally termed ‘‘ com- 
mon sense,” he was clear and practical in his views of affairs, and 
it was needless to be in doubt as to his position upon any public 
question. He was frank in all that he did. He was faithful in 
every sphere of life, — as well as private, and whether as 
soldier or as civilian lity to his duty always characterized his 
conduct. He was a patriot in the best and broadest sense of that 
term, intensely loyal to his country. He loved the Republic be- 
cause it meant a sovereignty under organized law, able and ready 
to give back toits citizens a full return for all services demanded 
of —‘‘a republic with iron in its blood.” 

He loved his country for its devotion to human rights and its 


adherence to pledge of public faith, and he gloried in its 

onward sepa at teneinee aol! in its progressive spirit. He had 

unlimited faith in its imperishable vitality oo and purpose to 

and rule the American Continent. . Speaker, our friend 

ves in all that is deathless; the physical body is laid away under 

the sod of the , but those qualities of soul which manifested 
themselves in 


to God and country, in kindness and love 
and in fidelity to truth and honesty of 
life, will bear his memory upon the bosom of everlast- 
There is so much to be said that is good of 
him, and with such justice, that I feel entirely free to say that I 

understood as claiming that he was a perfect 


eee mortal, he had, like all of us, many faults, toward 
which severe than his most censorious critic; 
but when we think of the superabundance of his many virtues, 
all else melts away into insignificance. 
It is also to be said that there was a sad minor strain of sorrow 
running through his life which brought to him a degree of suffering 
that tenderly pathetic look which is 
but he complained not, and bore 
im this, it must be admitted, there 


| Bingham was the greatest orator Ohio had produced. 


was after all nothing so very exceptional; for where is the life that 
is ideal, or in which the stream of happiness or even of satisfac- 
tion flows smoothly without the murmering rapids or even the 
thundering cataract at some point? 

And here, not alone in contemplation of the facts in the life of 
Captain DanFrorD, but referring to what I am sure is the too com- 
mon experience of most mortals as to the painful contrast be- 
tween the prospect and the retrospect of this life, I will venture 
to recall a vivid word picture by an eloquent tongue, in which 
there is very much of consolation to soften its somber shadows. 
He says: 


The loves and eee of individuals partaking of the frail character 
of human life are brief and uncertain. The experiences of human life may 
be shortly summed up: A little loving and a good deal of sorrowing; some 
bright hopes and many bitter disappointments; some gorgeous Thursdays, 
when the skies are bright and the heavens biue, when Providence, bending 
over us in blessing, glads the heart almost to madness; many dismal Fri 
days, when the smoke of torment beclouds the mind and undying sorrows 
gnaw upon the heart; some high ambitionsand many Waterloo defeats, until 
the heart becomes like the charnel house, filled with dead affections, om- 
balmed in holy but sorrowful memories; and then the cord is loosened. the 
golden bow] is broken, the individual life—a cloud, a vapor—passeth away 

As Captain Danrorp sank into his last sleep some one inquired 
as to his comfort, and he replied, ‘‘All is well.” Let us believe 
that at the dawning of the morning in the New Jerusalem he 
found a richer, fuller realization of his words than earth could 
give and was able to say, with Longfellow: 

There is no death! What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 
Is but a suburb of the life elysian, 
Whose portal we call —eath. 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, it was not my fortune to know 
LORENZO DANFORD before he became a member of this House, so 
that I did not have that intimate personal acquaintance with him 
which would justify me in making any extended remarks on this 
occasion. I would say, however, that in some of the work here, 
and especially the work which he asa member was most interested 
in, I was closely associated with him. He was chairman of the 
Committee on Immigration, of which I was a member, and I had 
occasion in the work of that committee to know him somewhat 
intimately, and especially to know something of the way in which 
he performed his public duty. 

I was impressed with the great care and conscientiousness with 
which he did his work. He was, as members know, a firm be- 
liever in the policy of restricting immigration. He gave a great 
deal of his time while a member of this House and a great deal of 
ability as well to that single subject; he made the most elaborate 
= ration upon it, and it was an occasion of sorrow to him that 

1e did not finally secure the passage of the bill he had so long ad- 

vocated. His successor in this body has feelingly alluded to the 
sorrow which he appeared to have suffered. Very likely he had 
his full share, but he showed no signof being consumed with vain 
regret over what had gone by, but he kept his face turned man- 
fully toward tbe future, and did his utmost upon each new con- 
dition and to solve each new problem as it arose. He was anable 
and devoted Representative and a true friend, and in the presence 
of those who knew him well, and especially the members from the 
great State which he served and which he loved, I wish to add 
my word and pay my tribute to his worth and to his memory, 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I shall undertake no eulogium upon 
the life and career of my dead colleague, but I want to leave upon 
the record a few words in remembrance of an old friend. 

The statesmen of Ohio naturally divide into two classes and 
into two periods—those who precede and those who follow the 
days which marked Garfield's greatest fame. To this observa- 
tion one exception should be noted. John Sherman belonged to 
both of these periods. His public career was respectable before 
Corwin’s brilliant sun went toward its setting, and it was na- 
tional and distinguished before the first gun of the civil war was 
fired, and in the end as it was longer so was it greater than that 
of any Ohioan. In practical statesmanship and in constructing 
legislation John Sherman has no peer among Ohio statesmen, 
living or dead. 

In the days preceding Garfield, with one exception, John A. 
Yet, when 
this great man was in full possession of his resplendent powers, 
‘*while his shadow still was falling toward the west,” the people 
of his district took from him his seat in this House and gave it to 
LorENzO Danrorb. No ordinary man could have wrested from 
this old commoner of Ohio his seat in Congress. 

When Captain Danrorp was first elected to Congress he was 
in the meridian of a splendid physical and mental manhood. His 


people had been contributing to the public service such men as 
Stanton and Stanbery and Bingham, and with these men was 
he measured and weighed. Those of us who knew him best as he 
was in his latter service here, somewhat burdened with years, 
his physical and mental strength weakened by infirmities, and the 
gloom of a constitutional melancholy thickening toward the end, 
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can but little appreciate the strength and virility of the man dur- 
ing his service with such parliamentary giants as Blaine and Gar- 
field and Hill and Randolph Tucker. 

Mr. DANFoRD’s experience has been duplicated hundreds, per- 
haps thousands, of times in the history of this body. He had many 
of the elements of greatness, and had his service been continuous, 
and a public career the concentrated and consecrated purpose of 


his life, he would have taken high rank in the House, but he was 
a lawyer, the profession his sure and certain staff; office was sec- 
ondary or incidental. With him, as in all such cases, and they 
are the rule, his professional achievements were modified by his 
public career and his public career interrupted by the demands of 
his profession. 

If I could extract from his combination of qualities the pre- 
dominant one, I would say that it was his modesty. He shrank 
from making himself conspicuous, and it was only in the discharge 
of duty that he put himself in positions attracting attention or 
notice. Modesty has spoiled many a career and lecantl many 
men of talent and aptitude toobscurity. But after all this quality 
in public men has its compensations. It escapes notoriety, which 
is worse than obscurity; against it the javelins of envy are seldom 
thrown; it escapes jealousy’s poisoned fangs, and when life’s fitful 
fever has burned outit rests as well and sleeps as sound as the head 
that has worn a crown. 

I remember well the first time I saw LORENZO DANFORD; it was 
back in the seventies and among his old comrades of the Fifteenth 
Ohio. It was at a camp fire, and there he was at his best. I recall 
him now as he was then, strong, rugged, standing firmly upon 
the ground, perfectly at home among the men who had endured 
with him the dangers and hardships of war, my ideal of a citizen 
soldier, and, withal, in referring to those who had succumbed to 
the hurricane of battle, as tender as a mother. 

He was modest even about his service in the civil war, long and 
distinguished as it was. I have talked to him many times about 
it—about his regiment, many of whose soldiers went from m 
district—and the only thing I now recall about it al] with whic 
he connected himself conspicuously was his paternal care and 
watchfulness over a younger brother who was in his command. 

Witha father’s care and affection he shielded this young brother 
from the rude blasts of war; and when we are weighed and the 
credit given for balances, it will not be our performances in the 
larger sphere and more conspicuous relations of public life which 
will weigh most to our advantage or discomfiture, but rather in the 
narrow circle of family and friendship will the reckoning be made. 

Mr. DANFORD was an eminent lawyer at the Ohio bar and in his 
section. When politics or public duty did not subtract from his 
professional efforts, he commanded one side or the other of every 
important case. He had arugged, homely way of stating proposi- 
tions of law and fact, and, with a reputation for honesty and.can- 
dor, at a country bar and before country juries he won his cases, 
which, after all, is the best measure and test of the success or 
failure of a professional career. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not dwell upon my colleague as a states- 
man, a lawyer, or a public man. 

I knew him best in the relations of friendship, and as a friend 
I pay his memory this modest tribute; I lay upon his grave a 
flower of remembrance. 


Mr. WEAVER addressed the House, See Appendix. j 

Mr. LYBRAND addressed the House. See Pppendix) 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 
Mr. BROWN addressed the House. See Appendix. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave to extend 
my remarks in the RecorD, and I will couple with that a request 
that all members of the House who speak on this occasion niay 
have authority to extend their remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. Eppy). The gentleman from 
Ohio asks unanimous consent that he and others who address the 
House on this occasion may have leave to extend their remarks in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would be unmindful of 
the obligation imposed by a long acquaintance with LorENzo 
DanFrorD, and of the high regard which I entertained and often 
expressed of his character and ability, if I did not take this oppor- 
tunity to bear public testimony to that regard. The eminence of 
his early career at the bar and his effective and patriotic services 
as a soldier during the civil war brought him prominence and 
reputation among the people of Ohio many years ago, and that 
prominence and that reputation were emphasized and taken into 


a larger field by his election to Congress in 1872. We honor him 
because he deserves to be honored. He was honest as the sun; 
as free from cant or buncombe or hypocrisy as an absolutely 
— straightforward, and fearless character could possibly be. 

I engaging 


ink, with my colleague {[Mr. Kerr], that his most 


and conspicuous characteristic was his modesty. I never knewa 
man who had been so successful in everything he undertook, and 
who possessed in so large degree the capacity of bringing success 
in this body, who was so utterly lost to any sense of vanity or 
self-seeking or pushing himself into prominence. He was essen- 
tially, and like a youth or a girl, modest and simple. He wasted 
neither words nor action. He always aimed at the heart of the 
controversy and always reached it. 

The years, full of usefulness and honor, came to him, and he 
died after a life well spent, mourned by all who knew him, and 
entered into a well-deserved rest, leaving behind him a legacy of 
good will and good deeds which will long survive. 


[Mr. LENTZ addressed the House, See Appendix. ] 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it is well that we should 
pause amid the exciting scenes of legislative action to thus pay 
tribute to the memory of one who but lately mingled with us in 
the conduct of affairs, whose voice was so recently heard in this 
Chamber, and whose wise counsels aided in the deliberations of 
Congress. 

We are told that man was made in the image and likeness of 
the Almighty, and, sir, the man whose memory we cherish to-day 
exemplified in his spirit and in his life that man may be godlike. 

My personal acquaintance with LORENZO DANFORD was not in- 
timate nor my association with him extended, but my knowledge 
of his — life and of his private character has come to me 
through a long series of years, beginning a third of a century ago 
on the battlefield of Stone River, where he performed a hero’s part 
in the discharge of his duty. From that time I have followed his 
career with admiring gaze. No man living in the State of Ohio 
and caring to know —— of its public men could remain igno- 
rant of the valor, the ability, the virtues, and the beautiful life of 
LORENZO DAaNFoRD. Soon after the close of the civil war I met 
him in the congregation of the boys who had been in the field; and 
although I then was young and he in the prime of his young man- 
hood, knowing so well that he was one who had distinguished 
himself in the cause of his country and defense of its honor, I gave 
him my profoundest respect, if not my love. 

Later in lite my association with him was always in the field of 
political contention, and I was not often permitted to meet him 
save when the air was charged even to bitterness with partisan 
feeling, but I always found in him an honest advocate for what 
he believed to be right. I always. found him not only able and 
courageous, but always absolutely fair and courteous; and al- 
though in our itical discussions we differed, yet when we 
closed I never did, and no man ever could, leave LORENZO DAN- 
FORD without respect for and admiration of him. 

When I came to this House I sought to know him better, and in 
my seeking, as well as from those who came closer in contact with 
him, I was more than ever convinced that he was a manly man. 
He was braver than most men gave him credit for. A man 
ladened with sorrow and disease in life, rising bright above them 
and always appearing among his fellows with cheerful smile and 
kind words upon his lips, moving about ever with kind and far- 
seeing counsel, is deserving of more sympathy than he who is in 
full enjoyment of physical health and strength. 

There was that about him that can only be characterized in a 
sense as womanly. ‘‘ Kind as a woman” is a frequent expression, 
and in his character there was that trait which may be called wo- 
manly kindness, a kindness that did not need to be drawn out by 
some great emergency, but welled up from the fountain of his 
heart at all times, wherever his daily walk led him, and commu- 
nicated itself to every one he met. 

His life was a benediction to his fellow-men; his death a uni- 
versal loss. Not alone do his own people and home mourn, but 
over his native State a wave of sadness rolled,extending in widen- 
ing circles until it covered every State whose Representatives sat 
in this Chamber with him. ; 

It is often said that after the death of a man wesometimes carry 
to the extreme our praiseof him. We know that inthe grave lies 
buried all resentments. We know that it is easier to speak kindly 
of one that is gone from us than for the one who remains; but, 
Mr. Speaker, from the profoundest depths of my heart comes the 
belief that not one has been uttered hereto-day in commem- 
oration of the life, character, and virtues of our departed friend 
that is not true and is fully warranted. I believe that around the 

ve of LORENZO DaNFORD, from all who knew him, will gather 
or time and eternity clusters of memories of respect, honor, and 
love that will never die. 


. McDOWELL addressed the House. See a a 
. GORDON addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and accordingly 


(at 2 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, January 22, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





1900. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of amounts due certain a for publishing advertisements 
for recruits, fuel, horses, etc., for the Army—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- 
port on the claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in 
aid of the suppression of the rebellion in the civil war—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending the 
transfer of the appropriation for the improvement of Pearl Har- 
bor, Hawaii, to the jurisdiction of the Navy Department—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 124) providing 
for the erection of a monument at Put in Bay, Ohio, commemo- 
rative of Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry and those who partici- 

ted in the naval battle of Lake Erie on the 10th day of September, 

813, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 84); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 911) to amend 
section 1176 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 87); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of joint resolution and bill of the following 
titles; which were thereupon referred as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. 60) directing the presentation of a 
first-class life-saving medal to Lieut. Fidelio S. Carter, United 
States Navy—Committee on the Library discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H.R. nt for the relief of Josephus Johnson—Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. ; 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ot ine following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Ws: 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6957) to revise and codify the 
— both civil and criminal, relating to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and pas service, and to amend the same, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 6958) to amend sec- 
tions 5398, 5399, and 5406 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 6959) to amend an act ap- 
proved Jan 5, 1893, entitled “An act granting increase of 
pension to of the Mexican war in certain cases,” so as to 
extend 


the provisions of said act to all Mexican soldiers pensiona- 
law—to the Committee on Pensions. 
SPERRY: A bill (H. R 6930) in relation to the service- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 6961) for the establishment of a 
at the Falls of the Ohio—to the Committee on Mili- 


WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6962) to establish 
mal station at the entrance to Holland Harbor, 
4 on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 









\ (Hknfili3) for the protection of all 
citizens ited States against mob violence, and the penalty 
for i aws—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6964) toamend 
the construction, repair, and 


on rivers and harbors, and 
March 8, 1899—to the Committee on 


ill ( eae ee pesseribe the number of 
d Volunteer and fix their sal- 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





1021 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6966) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Navy by the purchase of submarine boats of the Ho/- 
land type for coast and harbor defense—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 6967) making an appropriation 
for dredging a channel from Ship Island Harbor to Gulfport, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 6968) to provide for a clerk 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States held in Char- 
lotte, N. C.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 6969) making an appropriation 
for the purpose of dredging a channel from Ship Island Harbor to 
Biloxi, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 130) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of the painting by J. Walker, representing 
the capture of the City of Mexico, September 13, 1847—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ATWATER: A bill (H. R. 6970) for the relief of C. H. 
Dupree, son of John G. Dupree, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 6971) to refer the claim 
against the United States of J. M. Huston to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 6972) to increase the pension 
of David J. Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6978) for the relief of Leon- 
ard W. Carpenter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6974) for the re- 
lief of Platte County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
and Masonic lodge of Platte City, Mo.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of I. W. 
Whiteley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 6977) for the relief of David 
Alexander—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) granting a medal to Mortimer 8. Long- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6979) granting a pension to Louisa White, of 
Greensburg, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6980) granting a pension to Emily J. Smith, 
of Switzerland County, Ind,—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) removing the charge of desertion 
against Daniel Lock, of Markland, Switzerland County, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) granting a pension to John Clarkson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6983) for the relief of George W. 
Bromley, of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of William Mason, of 
Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6985) for the relief of John N. Bell, of Fred- 
erick County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 6986) granting a pension 
to Perry Dunton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6987) for the relief of John C. 
Webb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 6988) for the relief 
of John F. Foard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 6989) granting a pension to 
Philip Barnhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6990) granting a pension to Patrick O’Don- 
nell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 6991) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Lawrence Kennedy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 6992) to increase the pension of 
Edward W. Nortoni—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 6993) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6994) to pension Mary A. Lawyer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) to pension Catharine Harris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6996) to correct the military record of Charles 
H. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6997) to increase pension of Mrs. Josephine 
H, Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) to correct the military record of Harvey 
Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Louisa Meloy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7000) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. J. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) granting a pension to John H. Hayden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7002) granting a pension to Mary G. Edmond- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7003) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Queen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7004) restoring to the 
roll the name of Penelope Morton—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7005) for the relief 
of Elam Cooper, of Lauderdale County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7006) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac D. Wade—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7007) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline M. Botts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7008) granting a pension to 
Louise Donath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7009) for the relief of John M. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7010) to increase 


msion 
valid 


the pension of Elwin A. Scutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7011) for the 
relief of William Foy and Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 7012) to increase the pension of 
Emma C. Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7013) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Michael J. Dowling, Company C, Fourth Ohio Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7014) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Robert Pratt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) to remove the charge of desertion from 
~ record of Spencer D. Gleason—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod 
of Maryland, against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the 
Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr. ATWATER: Papers relating to the claim of John G. 
Dupree,of Wake County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of C.H. Dupree,son of John G. Dupree, deceased, 
for reference of war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring the passage of House bill No. 5067, concerning 
the boarding of vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
the appointment of a commission to study and report upon the in- 
dustrial and commercial conditions of China—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
the passage of the shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of post-office clerks at Dayton, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the reclas- 
sification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of post-office clerks at Waterville, 
Me., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of citizens of the Second Con 
sional district of Rhode Island, against the ons of B. H. Rob- 
erts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Also, petition of railway postal clerks of Rhode Island, favoring 
a bill providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVEY: Petitions of post-office clerks at New Orleans, 
La., in favor of the passage of ones bill No, 4851—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of J. Heyward Thayer and other 
employees of the Charleston, 8. C., ffice, on the paa- 

ttee on the ost-Office 


of House bill No. 4851—to the 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of survivors of the Seventh 


uesting 
erchant 


and Post- 8 


Indiana Infantry, to accompany House bill asking that a medal 
of honor be conferred upon Mortimer S. Longwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Louisa White, to accompany bill granting a 
pension to her as dependent daughter of Giles E. White, late cap- 
tain Company A, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROW (by request): Petition of the Woman’s Suffrage 
Association of Pennsylvania, favoring a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution, granting suffrage to women, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of H. H. Beach, N. E. Thorn, W. M. 
Lemen, W. E. Hoyt, and others, and of the First Presbyterian 
| Church of Oelwein, Iowa, against the seating of B. H. Roberts, 
of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Also, resolutions of the First Regiment, Hancock Command, 
Union Veterans’ Union, Army of the Potomac, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 3988—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of George H. Thomas Regiment, No. 2, 
Union Veterans’ Union, of Wichita, Kans., protesting against the 
pesags of House bill No. 3988—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McLAIN (by request): Petition of the Mississippi Wo- 

| man Suffrage Association, Mrs. Hala Hammond Butt, president, 
| for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting dis- 
ee on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper in support of House bill for 
the relief of Thomas A, Queen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

| sions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Louisa 
Meloy, widow of James A. Meloy, of eens A, Eighty-second 
| Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of James A. J, 
Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6528, for 
the relief of W. H. Copley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 6534, to correct the 
military record of James H, C. Mann—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 6533 to correct the 
military record of Gabriel R. Bartley—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill No. 6532, for the relief 
of Thomas H. Stapleton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6531, for the relief of 


Robert Ross—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accom House bill No. 6529, for the relief of 
— . Brickley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 


— to accompany House bill No. 3868, for the relief of 
Martin Lunsford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Papers to accompany House bill to 
increase the pension of Caroline M. Botts, widow of Capt. Ran- 
dolph Botts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Lincklaen Center, Sanford, and 
Groton, N. Y., for the passage of a bill relating to dairy food and 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of James Skinner and others, 
favoring the passage of a bill for the establishment of a national 
military park on the battlefield of Stone River, Rutherford County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Wayne Knit- 
ting Mills, of Fort Wayne, Ind., against the French reciprocity 
treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of druggists of Butler, Pa., 
relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of druggists of Waterbury, Conn., 
relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: Petition of manufacturers 
and citizens of Catskill, N. Y., in favor of an appropriation for 


conn and removing obstructions in the navigable ena of 
oe tskill Creek in New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolutions of the Citizens League of 
Zanesville, Ohio, for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of 32 citizens of the Fifteenth Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohio, against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to 
the Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 


an Mr. eee tay of 2,413 a a, 
ng legisla’ making lynching mob violence a crime 
against the United States, providing penalties therefor, 

the creation of a central Deoctver blenn 

branch offices in various sections of the country 
transmit tion of the movements of such 


informa 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, January 22, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzury, D. D. : 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the pppoe 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. TILLMAN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be 20 objection. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the cre- 
dentials of WiLLiaM V. SULLIVAN, chosen by the legislature of 
Mississippi a Senator from that State for the unexpired term end- 
ing M 8, 1901; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PEARL HARBOR, 


The PRESIDENT _ tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting informa- 
ation relative to the appropriation of $100,000 for improving Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii, in accordance with the report submitted by 
Rear-Admiral Walker, United States Navy, June 11, 1894, and sug- 
gesting the desirability of transferring that appropriation to the 
jurisdiction of the Navy Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


NEVADA STATE CLAIM, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement from the Auditor for the War Department relative to 
the claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid of 
the suppression of the rebellion in the civil war; which, on motion 
of Mr. STEWART, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting the 
annual report of the operations of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1899; which, with the accom- 

ying paper, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry, and ordered to be printed, 


ESTATE OF FELIX RQBERTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified y of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Adele Virginia Spangler, administratrix de bonis non of 
the estate of Felix Robert vs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PROPERTY EXEMPT FROM TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
to a resolution of December 20, 1899, an item- 
ized statement of all the real estate in the District of Columbia 
exempt from taxation, er with a reference to the statute 
under the authority of which such has been exempted 
from taxation; also an itemized statement of all the real property 
in the District of Columbia acquired by the United States and the 
ico cutemmanaiigiiins the are caaaiadaieninameaty 

© pro upon w. © payments 

for ee and tenance of or has been refused; 

which, with ying papers, was referred e Com- 
mittee on the District of C iauktn ua evdecol to be printed 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION ACT OF MARCH 9, 1998, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
from the Auditor for the ent, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 8th instant, an itemized statement 
of expenditures for allotments made to the Treasury De ent 
oy nny 2s of Congress approved 1 h ®, 

a ons to supply urgen 
gga in the appropriations for tho fiscal year — = 
and for other ” cove the 
9 wigeet pein purposes, g 


; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
ee ee division of the Revenue-Cutter Serv. 
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MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, re 
questing that the unexpended balance of the appropriation for rifle 
practice and matches for the militia of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year 1899, amounting to $708.61, be made available 
in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting urgent de- 
ficiency estimates of appropriations required for the service of 
the Interior Department, amounting to $87,214.50; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, submitting estimates of deticiencies 
in appropriations under the control of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF*CLAIMS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senateacommn 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 19th instant, a list of judgments, 
amounting to $27,730.22, rendered by the Court of Claims and 
requiring an appropriation for their payment; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1484) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to change 
the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at the 
navy-yards at League Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone. 

The message also announced that the House had passed tho 
joint resolution (S. R. 52) to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants having suits against 
the United States pending in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, amending the 
act of March 3, 1897; 

A bill (H. R. 6627) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 

The message also transmitted the resolutions of the House 
adopted as a tribute to the memory of Hon. LorENZo DANrorpb, 
deceased, late a member of the House of Representatives from 
Ohio. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SIMON. I present the petition of H. W. Corbett, presi- 
dent of the Home for Destitute Children, and sundry other citi- 
zens of Portland, Oreg., praying for a modification of the present 
Federal tax on legacies and bequests to colleges and benevolent 
and religious societies. I ask that the petition be printed in the 
REcorRD, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as 
follows: 

To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

The undersigned respectfully petition the Congress to amend paragraph 5, 
section 20, of “An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1498, by adding thereto the fol- 


lowing: 
wane further provided, That where the a corporate entitled to any 
beneficial interest in such property shall be a religious, charitable, or educa- 


tional corporation the duty or tax shall be at the same rate as that imposed 


on such property passing to the lineal issue to the person who died possessed 
of such property.’ 
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Your petitioners are all religious, charitable, or educational corporations 
engaged in performing works and disbursing funds for the public welfare 
solely and not in any manner for private profit or gain. This amendment is 
asked for the following, among other, reasons: 

(1) It has always been the policy of the Government to exempt from tax- 
ation religious, charitable, and educational institutions, on account of their 
meritorious nature and the fact that they relieve the Government of burdens 


which it would otherwise have to bear. 

(2) The present tax compels such institutions as your petitioners to pay as 
high a tax as bodies corporate engaged in business for private gain. 

(3) The present tax places a premium on cutting off legacies to such insti- 
tutions as your petitioners and operates to close an important source of rev- 
enue, which in the past has been one of the chief means of obtaining funds for 
the work to be performed, the rate of taxation being six and two-thirds times 
as great as that levied on legacies to lineal issues. 

(4) The present tax defeats itself as it discourages legacies, and hence fails 
as a source of revenue to the Government as well as to your petitioners. 


Mr. SIMON. I present a petition, signed by sundry property 
owners and taxpayers of the county of Tillamook, Oreg., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the 
Nehalem River in that county. Iask that the petition be printed 
in the Recorp, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress convened: 

Your petitioners, citizens of the State of Oregon and property owners and 
taxpayers of the county of Tillamook, of said State, respectfully petition 
Congress of the United States for an ———— of wpry 4 and for such 
measures as may be deemed proper, for the improvement at the mouth of the 
Nehalem River in said county. 7 

We, the undersigned, betng familiar with the resources of said county 
and the requirements essential and needful, respectfully represent: 

That said Nehalem River drains a large and fertile region, rich in coal, 
farm and dairy products, and inexhaustible timber. 

That lenge and varied enterprises, such as sawmills, canneries of various 
kinds, stock raising, dairies, etc., are established in said county, particularly 
along the region above the mouth of said river, and that these, and more to 
be established, are but waiting for the opportunities the pn ps asked 
for would afford for developments of vast importance to the people and the 
State. 

That there is now an established coal field of sufficient depth for economic 
mining in Lower Nehalem is further evidenced by the United States Geo- 
logical report, by Prof. G. 8. Diller, of the years 1895 and 1896. 

That the region referred to is one of the richest in the State in natural 
resources, and that the Nehalem River is the principal water course, affording 
among the inlets the most easy and convenient access to and by the commer- 
cial world by sea, and is therefore the river first requiring such attention. 

That the mouth of said river now divides into two distinct channels, caus- 
ing the waters to divide or spread in such manner as to not afford sufficient 
depth in either of said channels for the convenient entrance into said bay 
and river by ocean ships and steamers. 

That this inconvenience greatly retards development,and that the im- 
provement asked for, if made, would afford commercial opportunities and 
insure results immeasurably greater than the cost of making such improve- 
ment. 

That said improvement may be made by closing one of said channels by 
means of a jetty or dike, which, by causing the waters to flow in but one of 
said channels, would secure sufficient depth for all navigable pu 

That said jetty or dike may be built with ease and at comparatively small 
cost, the needed material being near at hand, close by said channels; and that 
Arey of cueing sueh jetty or dike would hardly exceed the sym of 

5 or 000. 

tie, in praying for this appropriation for said improvement, we 
feel that our request is reasonable and just; that, in view of the urgent need 
and the commercial opportunities it would afford, the cost is but small; and 
that the guaiee of such appropriation will meet with approval of the peo- 
ple and the gratitude of your petitioners and all our citizens. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the drug-trade 
section of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medi- 
cines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was relerred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 139 railway mail clerks of New 
York City, 104 railway mail clerks of Buffalo, and sundry railway 
mail clerks of Cortland and Madison, allin the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the classi- 
fication of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Boston, Wakefield, Cambridge, Lawrence, Lynn, Medford, 
Dorchester, Haverhill, Ware, and Jamaica Plain, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also present d the petitions of J. J. Pike & Co., of Chelsea; 
C. 8. Hamlin and sundry other citizens of Boston, and of the 
Omega Chemical ere, of Boston, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mary A. Livermore, president 
of the Woman Suffrage Association of Melrose, Mass., praying for 
the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, pro- 
hibiting the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account 
of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
—— 

He presented the petition of Salome Merritt, president of 


the National Woman Suffrage Association of Massachusetts, pray- 


ing that the women of the new island possessions be 
rights with men; which was referred to the Select 
oman Suffrage. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the common council of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the construction of a railway bridge 
across the Detroit River at that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Alabama, 
———e against the enactment of legislation for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN = a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Laramie, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Manis- 
tee, Escanaba, Muskegon, and Three Rivers, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
—— were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a letter, in the nature of a petition, 
from Albert B. Guyton, secretary of the North Carolina Letter 
Carriers’ Association, of Winston-Salem, N. C., praying for the 
a of House bill 4911, to increase the pay of letter carriers. 

move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. ALDRICH es the petition of W. A. Reynolds and 
75 other citizens of Rhode Island, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the oe pee 8 

Mr. MASON ene a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Rock Island, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Mary A. Livermore, presi- 
dent, and Henry B. Blackwell, secretary, of the Massachusetts 
Woman Suffrage Association, praying that the equality of polit- 
ical rights be granted the women of Hawaii and the other islands 
over which Congress has control; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry soldiers of Capt. 
James M. Dennis’s pany, Osage and Maries County militia, 
of Missouri, wage that they be placed on the pension roll; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 101) for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer, 
of the State of Washington, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ‘ 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 194) providing for a monument to 
mark the site of the Fort Phil Kearny massacre, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on ims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 739) for the relief of the estate of George W. Lawrence, 
re it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 200) ting to the State of ne 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, ew an 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and ors’ Home, 
reported it without amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 68) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort 
Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the p of estab- 
lishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and 
of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for a public park, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 268) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the northern district of New York, to 
divide the same into two districts, and provide for the terms of 
court to be held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition 
of pen causes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred ra oe ae (8S. R. a carry into effect — 
resolutions 0 e Continental Congress directing monumen 
of Generals Francis Nash and William 


anted equal 
mimittee on 


be erected to the mem: 
Lee Davidson, of North lina, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referzed the bill (S. 2176) to amend an act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved 
March 38, 1899, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. . 

r. SHOUP, from the Committee on mp to whom ae 

rred the bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
tO. Rogers, natal d without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. : 

r. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 492) granting an increase 
of pension to William Carothers, to ask to be discharged from its 
further consideration. I move that the bill be postponed indefi- 
nitely, the claimant having died and no right descending to any 
heir. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. FoRAKER on the 18th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico be, and 
it is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the con- 
nt fund of the Senate, a e rate of $1,800 per annum, until otherwise 


tinge 
provided by law. 
INDEX TO PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported the following order; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and aur to: 

That the usual number of the index to private claims, from the 

4th day of 1891, and up to the 4th day of March, 1899, inclusive, pre- 

red under direction of the Gommittee on Claims, in compliance with a reso- 
ution of the Senate of June 10, 1898, be printed. 


3 PRACTICE OF POLYGAMY, ETC, 

; Mr. HOAR, Tam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. RawLins] December 6, 1899, to report it with 
an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 


resolution; w 
Be it resolved ae 
Judi is hereby instructed to inquire into and to report to the Senate— 
First. To what extent veamy racticed or poly ous marriages 
entered into in the United States or in wlaces over which they have jurisdic- 


Second. Have ne or persons uted to have more than one wife 
been elected re pay the Dl of Utah, and if so, has such election been 


for the of gamy or in violation of any compact be- 
tween said and the Uni payee , * —_ 


Have or —— sepoted to have more than one wife 
ted ce by the dent, by and with the advice and consent 
of the or in cases where the concurrence of the Senate is not re- 


uired; and if so, have such appointments been made in aid of polygamy or 
violation of the compact between the United States and the gtate of tah 


with reference to that su ? 
ourth. if any, should be taken or measures enacted for the 
in United States and in places over which they 


Mr. ea The oe on the —_ motanente 
striking ou’ second and third paragraphs an opting the first 
and last paragraphs. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 


There is no necessity to read it again. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


. The SECRETARY. out paragraphs 2 and 3, as follows. 
| Mr. HOAR. I suppose itis not necessary to read the paragraphs 


was read, as follows: 
the Senate of the United States, That the Committee on the 


l 


Bg 
4 yj 
; 
a 


fe 
: 


Second. if any, should be taken or measures enacted for the 
proveetn of in United States and in places over which they 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2577) for the relief of the suf- 
by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin 
the coast of Massachusetts; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
also a bill (S. 2578) for the relief of Eliza M. 
; was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
WART introduced bill (S. 2579) for the relief of M 
* a or the re of Mrs, 
A. Ferguson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2580) granting an increase 
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of pension to William Strain; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2581) to incorporate the Na- 
tional White Cross of America, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2582) to provide for the 
establishment of the intersection of the true one hundredth me- 
ridian with Red River; to ascertain the amount of taxes collected 
by the ‘State of Texas in what was formerly known as Greer 
County, and the expenditures made on account of said county by 
said State, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2583) providing for enlarging the 
public building at Dallas, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


2585) for the relief of J. V. Davis; 
A bill (S. 2586) to give the Court of Claims of the United States 


jurisdiction of the claims of the Alexandria and Washington 
Railroad Company and others against the United States for com- 
pensation for the use and occupation of the railroad of said com 
pany by the United States or the military authorities thereof; and 

A bill (S. 2587) for the relief of the heirs of Valorous G. Austin, 
deceased. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2588) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of Gray’s Bat- 
talion, Arkansas Volunteers,” approved February 17, 1897; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2589) for the relief of 
W.N. Hedden; which was read twice by its title, and referted to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2590) for the relief of 
John P. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2591) to correct the military record 
of Cyrus E. Burnett; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills: which wera 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2592) granting a pension to Joseph A. Dudgeon; 

A bill (8. 2593) granting a pension to Henry Bowerman; 

A bill (S. 2594) granting an increase of pension to William 
McBrien; 

A bill (S. 2595) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Patterson; 

A bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to W. P. Snowden; 

A bill (S. 2597) granting a pension to Owen E, Davidson (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 2598) granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson (with 
a papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2599) granting an increase of pension to George M, 
Ireland (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2600) granting an increase of pension to Charles Allen 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2601) providing for an 
additional district judge in the district of Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2602) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against John Daley; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2603) for the relief of L. B. Shep- 
herd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2604) to revive 
and amend and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to 
encourage and promote telegraphic communications between 
America and Asia, across the Pacific Ocean, from the western 
shores of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan 
and China; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2605) granting an increase of 
— to Elijah Gay; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions, 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2606) to amend sections 5398, 5399, 
and 5406, Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2607) granting a pension 
to Emily Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompenr papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, Mc introduced a bill (S. 2608) to provide for and 
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create a judicial district in the State of Michigan, to be designated 
as the northeastern district of Michigan, and for the appointment 
of a district judge and other officers therein, and for the holding 
of courts therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2609) to transfer certain old rec- 
ords of the city of Washington from the custody of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to that of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. - 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (5S. 2610) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the property known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in the 
city of Washington, D.C.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2611) providing that the State of 
Wyoming be permitted to relinquish to the United States certain 
lands heretofore selected and to select other lands from the public 
domain in lieu thereof; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 2612) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Frederick Schulte or Schuldt; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2618) for the relief of Jacob 
Falwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2614) to grant a pen- 
sion to Miss Eva Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


810ns. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2615) for the relief of Joseph 
Loudermilk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2616) for the relief of J. W. and 
J. P. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2617) to abolish the office of justice 
of the peace within and for the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2618) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam H. Winans; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 2619) to amend section 29 of 
the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide ways and means to meet war 
expenditures, and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Steere; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2621) gory increase of 
pension to Charles Frye; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2622) 
to Maria A. Thompson; which was read twice 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
of Mrs. Maria A. Thompson, widow of Dr. Charles A. Thompson, 
surgeon Thirteenth Illinois and Ninetieth Dlinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, with affidavit of herself, and of Dr. R. E. Young, and of 
F. W. Roer and T. W. Towles, and of Dr. J. F. Thorpe, with a 
letter from the Pension Office. I move that the bill and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLATT of New Yorkintroduced a joint resolution oy: 71) 
authorizin 5 the President of the United States to invite Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain to join in the formation of an interna- 
tional commission to examine and report upon the diversion of 
the waters that are the boundaries of the two countries; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 72) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to appoint David 

ley as an additional cadet at the Naval Academy, Annapolis 
Md.; which was read twice by its title, and refe Dens 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILIS. 


Mr. STEW ART submitted an amendment Faseeting an appro- 
priation of $462,441.97 toreimburse the Stateof Nevada for moneys 
advanced in aid of the magouien of the war of the rebellion, in- 
tended to be proposed by hi the urgent deficiency at co 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria 
and ordered to be ae 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to fix the sal- 


nting a pension 
by its title. 
To accompany the bill I present the petition 


to the - 
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ary of the chief clerk, office of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, at $2,500 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing an appropri- 
ation of $10,000 for printing in book form reports of the commit- 
tee on awards of the World’s Columbian Commission on special 
subjects, intended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 


LAKE TAHOE NATIONAL PARK, 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 


Ordered, That 500 extra copies of 8. 2220, “‘ to set apart certain lands in the 
States of California and Nevada asa public park and forest reservation, to 
be known as the Lake Tahoe National Park, and for other purposes,” be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


TRANSACTIONS WITH NATIONAL CITY BANK, OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the report of the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to the 
Senate resolution of inquiry of Janu 4, 1900, is not complete in all respects 
and fails to transmit to the Senate copies of certain ndence between 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the officials of the N ational City Bank, of 
New York: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heishereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate copies of all letters and the substance + * any con- 
versation or agreement he may have written or had with A. B. Hepburn, of 
the National City Bank, of New York, in reply to a letter from Mr. Hepburn 
Semin gemena ok Canmmbonier eoveaen ts thamenoe ieammeass onto 
ments, papers, and documen ween an 8 
National Gity Bank, of New York, within the period embraced between June 
5, 1897, and October 27, 1897; also copies of any letters, communications, 
ments, papers, documents, or conversation between the Secretary 
ementy or his subordinate officers or officials and the officials of the 
National City Bank, of New York, or the officials of the National City Bank 
and the Secretary of the Treasury or his subordinates, in reference to the 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury to James Stillman, president of 
the National City Bank, of New York, of December 21, 1897, 

Secretary of the Treasury wrote, ‘‘I have yours of the 20th instan 

our su ons as to a conference with Mr. M 

wz deposits in the national bank depositaries 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is further directed to transmit to the 

Senate copies of any Le naa ts, comm 

ments, or other information 

Treasury Department 

the reaeeey and a coon 

Pierpont Mor, of New Yor! 

he conferred in el tioned 

president of the Nati City Bank, of New York, of December 21 

also whether or not the conference resulted in any penne - 

standing in regard to de ting Government moneys in tus national-bank 

depositaries in the city of New York; whether or not any record was kept in 

the Department of telephonic or tel hic communications be- 

tween the of the or his subordinate officers and the 

officials of the National City Bank, of New York City, and if so, what agree- 

ment and understanding was arrived at by means of these telephonic, tele- 
phic, or other communications; w r or not the Say S the 

FFreasury know or had reason to believe that the Government depos- 

ited in the National City Bank, of New York, were used with a view of caus- 

aS Sanitation of tive stocks, as mentioned in the letter of James 

8 to the Hon. Lyman J. Gage of April 8, 1899, and whether or not the 

Secretary of the or any of his su an - 

ence, telegraphic or or otherwise, or an 

papers. or conversation with the officials of the N: 

ork, between the period embraced from 
tember 19, 1898, to ber 29, 1898; A: 


bonds were 
any time held by the Government 
Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem . Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it go over and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be printed and go over 
under the rule. 
on ALLEN. Has objection been made to present considera- 

on 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made, 

GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 

form the Senate how far the act of of 1895, which 

“authorized and directed the of War to acquire such in the 

° F area the parcels of land shown on 

E. Sickles and now on file in the office 


and the amount 
United States for the Standard Oil 








REPORT ON COPPER RIVER EXPLORATION EXPEDITION, 


Mr. ELKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
aaate the Senate the report of Capt. W. R. Abercrombie on the Copper 
River exploration expedition to Alaska. g i 

Mr. ELKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resol Senate (the House tatives concurring), That there 
be pointed 5 peo ies of the wental pt. W. R. ‘Abercrombie on the Cop- 

r River ex oration expedition to Alaska, transmitted by the Secretary of 

ar, of which 1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 1,000 for distribution by the War Department. 

BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT, 

Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; which wascon- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish to the Senate 
a report from H. L. Marinden, an engineer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
recently detailed by him to survey the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., showing 
the amount of work done on said bar since his last report, its cost and its 


value to the Government, and an estimate as to the annual cost of maintain- 
ing the channel across said outer bar. 


EXPENDITURE OF WAR APPROPRIATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate: 


In mse to the resolution of the Senate of January 8, 1900, asking for 
information as to what portion of the $50,000,000 ap sropriated by Congress 
under the act approved rch 9, 1898, was expend y or under direction of 

Department of State, I transmit herewith a detailed statement from the 


the 
Secretary of State. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, January 22, 1900. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. ' 

The bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants having suits 
against the United States pending in the circuit and district 
courts of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, 
amending the act of March 3, 1897, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6627) making “ye = for the payment of 


invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) toe apes of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. CLAY. Last Thursday my colleague [Mr. Bacon] gave 
notice that he vould on next Wednesday call up Senate joint reso- 
lution 45, introduced by himself, declaring the purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, with a view 
of submitting some remarks thereon. I received a from 
my this morning stating that he has been called home 
for p: tial reasons and can not be here next Wednesday. I 
give notice for him that on Tuesday of next week, immediately 
after the business has been completed, he will call up the 
same joint resolution for the purpose of submitting some remarks. 

RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to call up Senate resolution No. 68 
and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT i re. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolution submi on the 8th instant by the Senator 

orth Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp] relative to the violation 

of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution 
“Tho tereae the resolution vabmitted by Mr. Pr 

resolution submit y Mr. PRITCHARD 

on the 8th instant, as follows: 


Re That an enactment, by constitution or otherwise, by any State 
which the right to vote upon any of its citizens because of their de- 
scent from certain persons or classes of persons, and excludes other citizens 
because from such persons or rsons, hav- 

ibed by law, in the opinion of,the Senate, is 


la 
and th amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States and of a fundamental principle of our republican form 
of government. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I have carefully considered 
the speech of the honorable Senator from Alabama on the pending 


tem 
t 


resolution. He has discussed the questions at issue with tadroit- 
ness, and has displayed that splendid ability which ° brings to 
for consideration. . Pate ie 
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The distinguished Senator undertakes to show that this body 
does not have jurisdiction of the questions involved in the resolu- 
tion, and in the next breath he insists that it relates to a question 
which in his judgment is now before the country for solution by 
popular suffrage. He says that it is a question which can not be 
repressed or evaded in the coming election. In dealing with this 
particular phase of the question, he says: 

Torefuse now toconsider this question is to draw the country intoa vortex 
of angry and Sapgenous excitement, such as seriously endangered the Re- 
public in 1876 and 1877. 

I heartily concur in the opinion that the question does involve 
the peace and welfare of the nation and the stability of our insti- 
tutions. It does seem to me that no more important question 
will be presented for our consideration during the present session 
of Congress. 

Article IV, section 4, of the Constitution of the United States 
provides as follows: 

_ The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a repub- 
lican form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion; 
and on application of the legislature, or of the executive (when the legisla- 
ture can not be convened) against domestic violence. 

In reading the foregoing provision of the Constitution it will be 
observed that it is the duty of the United States to guarantee to 
each State a republican form of government. The language of 
the Constitution is mandatory, plain, and unequivocal, When 
the members of this body took the oath of office, among other 
things, they agreed to maintain the Constitution of the United 
States. However, the honorable Senator does not entertain this 
view as to the amiendments in question. He says: 

The question of the protection of the suffrage of the negro against dis- 
crimination under the laws is the only one in reference to which the Consti- 
tution gives specific plenary and discretionary power to Congress, to be 
exercised by appropriate legislation or to be declined if Congress refuses to 
exercise the power. It is not mandatory, and no man can be conscience 
bound to exercise the power if he feels that it would imperil the country. 
In the fourteenth amendment the power to reject the negro vote is ad- 
mitted in favor of the States, and this right is nowhere taken away. 

If the right thus given to the States is taken away by the fifteenth amend- 
ment, as I do not believe that it is, the power of Congress over the subject is 
again repeated separately in that amendment, and it stands as the sole au- 
thority to deal with the subject, to be exercised at the discretion of Congress. 
It may be that a power is given to Congress to deprive the State of the right 


reserved in the fourteenth amendment; but if so, it is only a power, and 
Congress is not bound to use it. 


Unquestionably this legislative power is political and is not judicial, and 
it conveys no vested right in the negro race to vote that can stand against 
the power of Congress to permit a State to disqualify them by refusing to 
proceed to enforce their demand for the ballot. 

Mr. President, this is indeed a startling declaration in view of 
the plain language contained in the amendments in question. 
According to the Senator's contention, we can violate the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments with impunity, provided it be- 
comes necessary to do so in order to perpetuate Demecratic rule in 
the South. This sounds to me very much like the doctrine that 
was taught by Calhoun in his time. In other words, it is nullifi- 
cation pure and simple. That section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment which relates to the representation of States in the electoral 
college and in the House of Representatives relates solely to the 
instances wherein the States, acting within the scope of their 
authority, see fit to deny the right of suffrage to any citizens re- 
siding therein in a manner so as to not discriminate against other 
citizens similarly situated on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. In discussing this phase of the question, 
Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of Congress, says: 

The adoption of the fifteenth amendment seriously modified the effect 
and potency of the second section of the fourteenth amendment. Under 
that section a State could exclude the negro from the right of suffrage if 
willing to a the penalty of the ae ee loss of representation in 
Congress which the exclusion of the colored population from the basis of 
apportionment would entail. But the fifteenth amendment took away abso- 
lately from the State the power to exclude the negro from suffrage, and 
therefore the second section of the fourteenth amendment can refer only to 
those other disqualifications, never likely to be applied, by which a State 
might lessen her voting population by basing the right of suffrage on the 
ownership of real estate, or on the possession of a fixed income, or upon a cer 
tain degree of education, or upon nativity or religious creed. It isstill in the 

wer of the States to apply any one of these tests or all of them, if willing 
t haserd the penalty prescribed in the fourteenth amendment 

This is a complete answer to the statement made by the Senator 
from Alabama and leaves no doubt as to the proper construction 
tobe placed upon the amendments. _ ; 

In view of the fact that this resolution relates to the question 
as to whether or not the Constitution of the United States has been 
violated by constitutional enactment by certain States, about which 
we may be called upon at any time to legislate, I assume that no 
one will controvert the proposition that this body has jurisdiction 
of the subject to which it relates. In considering the question 
the inquiry naturally arises as to whether or not any State has 
adopted as a part of its constitution or by legislative enactment 
done that which is calculated to we any of its citizens of tho 
er to which they are entitled under the Constitution of the 

nited States. Iam prepared to show that a number of States 
have attempted, by constitutional enactment, to deprive acertain 
class of citizens residing therein of privileges tbat are vouchsafed 
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to them by the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Con- 
stitution. 

The State of Louisiana has already adopted as an amendment 
to her constitution a provision which is in contravention of the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, in that it discriminates against a certain class of 
citizens of that State to such an extent as to deprive them of the 
privileges that are guaranteed to other citizens who are similarly 
situated. There are other States that have adopted provisions 
that are equally repugnant to the amendments in question. 

I call attention to the fact that the Democratic party in the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent is attempting 
to secure the adoption of a proposition to amend our constitution 
that is in many respects similar to the one which has been adopted 
by the people of the State of Louisiana. 

The Constitution of the United States is not only intended for 
our guidance as representatives of the people, but it is consigned 
to the care and keeping of the Congress of the United States, and 
it is the duty of every member of this body to guard with zealous 
care each of its provisions and at all times to see that the principles 
enunciated therein are maintained and upheld in the spirit in 
which they were adopted, 

Recognizing this fact, and realizing the responsibility that rests 
upon me as a member of this body, I feel that I would be recre- 
ant to the trust reposed in me were I to remain silent and with- 
out protest permit the Democratic party of North Carolina to 
adopt a policy that will ultimately result in the curtailment of 
our representation in the House of Representatives and in the 
electoral college. What is it that enables the States of New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and Illinois to exert such a wonder- 
ful influence in the House of Representatives? Is it not due to 
their numerical strength inthat body? The greater the numerical 
strength of a State in the House of Representatives the greater in- 
fluence that State will be able to exercise in our national councils, 

The State which I have the honor in part to represent is one 
that is rich in undeveloped resources. It has greater possibilities 
than any other Southern State. I point with pride to the fact 
that more cotton factories were established in North Carolina, 
under the benign influence of Republican legislation during the 
last year, than in any other Southern State. This is but an ear- 
nest of what we can do in the future if we are accorded that nur- 
ture and encouragement to which we are entitled as one of the 
great States of the Union. 

How are we to secure needful legislation? Certainly not by the 
curtailment of our representation in the House of Representatives; 
and in this connection I wish to be plainly understood. Iam a 
Southerner, I sympathize with the Southern people, and I will do 
everything in my power to prevent the adoption of any legislation 
that is calculated and intended to lessen the power and influence 
of the State of North Carolina. And while discussing this partic- 
ular phase of the question I desire to call attention to a fact that 
has poe escaped the attention of many of the people of the 
South, and thatis that the fourteenth amendment, among other 
things, provides: 

Sec. 2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States 
according to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of per- 
sons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote 
at any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States, —enaaeres in Congress, the executive and judicial 
officers of a State,or the membersof the legislature thereof, is denied toan 
of the male inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of age, and citizens o! 
the United States, or inany way abridged, except for participation in rebellion, 
or other crime, the is of representation therein shall be redu in the 
proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole 
number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 

This section of the fourteenth amendment clearly makes it the 
duty of Congress in the apportionment of representation to base 
the same upon the numerical strength of each State as shown by 
the number of votes therein cast. And it only remains for Con- 

ess to ascertain the facts as to any particular State in order to 
Testve that State of representation in proportion to the number 
of citizens denied the right of suffrage. 

It is generally understood that the Republican party forced 
negro suffrage upon the South. This proposition is erroneous. 
Iam prepared to show that the Democratic party of the South is 
in a great measure responsible for the e chisement of the 
negro. It will be remembered that the Howard amendment, 
which among other things provided that the Southern States 
should resume representation in Congress, did not undertake to 
place any restriction upon the States with respect to the elective 
franchise. It only undertook to fix the status of citizenship in 
each State in the Union, and, among other safeguards, provided 
that as long as the negro was denied the right to vote he should 
not be counted in the Federal enumeration. 

The Howard amendment was rejected by all of the Southern 
States with the exception of Tennessee. The legislature of North 
Carolina, which was overwhelmingly Democratic at that time, 
votedalmost ee to rejectit. Idonot peapess to discuss 
the question as to whether or not the adoption of the fifteenth 


amendment was the proper course to pursue at that time. 
question has been settled by the people of the United States, and 


That 


the fifteenth amendment is as much a part of the Constitution 
of the United States as any other amendment thereto. I find by 
an examination of the legislative journals of my State that ex- 
Senator Thomas J. Jarvis, a leading Democrat, together with the 
Hon. James L. Robinson, who was at one time elected lieutenant- 
governor of North Carolina by the Democratic party, Thomas M. 
Argo, W. W. Greer, P. Hodnett, T. C. Humphreys, J. A. Kelly, 
J. A. Mason, W. P. Welsh, R. D. Whitley, W. L. Lord, L. A, 
Mason, and J. W. Osborne, all Democrats, voted for the ratifica- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment. 

If thesedistinguished Democrats at a time when the colored race 
had just been emancipated and wasin a ae state of ignorance 
thought it wise and proper that they should exercise the right of 
suffrage, I assume that I am right in contending, after a lapse of 
thirty years, that it is our duty as representatives of the American 
people to use all means in our power to secure the proper enforce- 
ment of the fifteenth amendment. 

If the Senator from Alabama is right in his contention that the 
negro is not entitled to exercise the elective franchise, the Demo- 
cratic party should have the manhood to propose the abrogation 
of the fifteenth amendment. This would raise the issue for 
which my distinguished friend contends and would afford the 
people of the United States an opportunity to pass upon the ques- 
tion—the — lawful method by which the colored people can be 
deprived of the rights which are now guaranteed to them by said 
amendment, 

Judge Story, in his great work on the Constitution, said: ‘‘ What is to be- 
come of the constitutions of government if they are to rest not upon the 
plain import of their words, but upon conjectural enlargements and restric- 
tions, to suit the temporary passions and interests of theday?” Let usnever 
forget that our constitutions of government are solemn instruments, ad- 
dressed to the common sense of the people, and d ed to fix and ae 
ate their rights and liberties. They are not to be frittered away to please 
the demagogues of the day; they are not to be violated to tify the ambi- 
tions “ ical leaders—they are to speak in the same voice now and for- 
ever. ey are no man’s private interpretation. They are ordained by the 
+ ong a = people, and can be chang 


And until the majority of the American people shall decree the 
abrogation of that amendment, the States are powerless by con- 
stitutional enactment or otherwise to do that which is a discrim- 
ination against any class of people residing therein, on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

I consider the pr amendment to the constitution of the 
State of North Carolina as the most important question that we 
have been called upon to deal with since the war. The right of 
— is one that is prized very highly by the le of the 
United States. It is a historical fact that those who have once 
enjoyed the high privilege of the elective franchise are loath to 
yield it without a struggle. The constitution of 1868 of North 
Carolina was framed by the Republican party, and among other 
things it contained a provision which guarantees free suffrage to 
the rich, the poor, the illiterate, and the educated alike. Its adop- 
a an era of encouragement to the common people of 
the State. 

Theretofore there had existed a deep-seated prejudice against 
the poor and illiterate white man as a result of the system of 
slavery which had done so much to degrade the poor man and to 
disco those who earn their living by manual labor. This 
section of our constitution is consonant with the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments. Justice Swaine in the slaughterhouse 
cases, in referring to these amendments, among other things, said: 
‘*Fairly construed, these amendments may be said to rise to the 
dignity of a new MagnaCharta.” 

ere is to-day a manifest disposition to invade the liberty of 
the individual and to ignore the rights of property—a disposition 
which is concealed under many pretexts, and referring to which 
_ Guthrie, in his,work on the fourteenth amendment, on page 

, Bays: 

This tendency, bred of envy and discontent and the thirst for organic 
ch it socialism or communism, or what you will—is the grave dan- 
ger of the prea. and it threatens humiliation and disaster. In this tend- 


ency lies the difficult problem which we of this generation must pre to 
face and tosolve. Much is to be dreaded and he in Respot- 


ism of the majority wielding and abusing een i ti d 
rantly or tatemrthomaliy undermining the founda mm of the tution eae 
This is a correct portrayal of the conduct of those who seek to de- 
prive the citizens of North Carolina of therightsthat areguaranteed 
tothem by the Constitution of the United States. There has never 
been a moment since the adoption of the constitution in 1868 when 
it has not been the intention of the leaders of the Democratic 
= to do all in their power, if the opportunity should nt 
, to =— pee epee nas as to ——- eae ht of 

suffrage, and, if possible, preven pooran terate white 
ple of that State from exercising that privilege. oy 
It has been contended all the while by the Republican party 
that, in the event of the Democratic party being tted again 
to control our affairs, it would attempt even y to so amend 


only by the sovereign command of 
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the constitution as to exclude the poor and illiterate people of 
both races from the enjoyment of the privilege guaranteed them 
by the constitution of 1863. : 

On the other hand, the Democrats have strenuously denied that 
such was their intention, and, in doing so, have ridiculed the 
charges made by Republicans. During the last campaign Mr. 
Simmons, chairman of the Democratic executive committee, 
devoted a good deal of his time in attempting to convince the 
people that his party was not inclined to restrict the right of 
suffrage. I call attention to the following interview which Mr. 
Simmons gave out on the 25th of September of that year, pub- 
lished in the Raleigh News and Observer, one of the leading 
Democratic newspapers of the State: 

t ty years or more just before every election the Repub- 
ae at th ht meetings, have been A the habit of telling 
the negro that if the Democrats came into power their right to vote would be 
taken away from them. After the Democrats came into power in this State 
they always had some reason to give the credulous beings why the Democrats 

not disfranchised them as they hai before predicted. 

First, they ‘old them that if the Democrats got the State government they 
would d hise them. The Democrats got the State government and did 
not disfranchise them. Then they told them that if the Democrats elected a 
President they would disfranchise them. The Democrats elected a Presi- 
dent and did not disfranchise them. Then they told them if the Democrats 
got control of Congress they would disfranchise them. The Democrats got 
control of and not disfranchise them. All along the honest 
white man of State laughed at these lies and marveled that the negro 
did not have sense enough to see that he was being duped. 

y, the negro himself began to see through the trick. He had seen 
the Democrats in full power in the State for twenty-odd years, and had 
learned through experience that that party did net propose to disfranchise 
him, and he, too, began to laugh at these lies, and finally refused to be fright- 


ened their rot any longer. So the old Republican scarecrow had to be 
pulled down and put away. 


I also call attention to the following statement contained in an 


address issued and signed by the Democratic members of the 
legislature of North Carolina in 1870: 


In the last contest in this State the principal issue was u 
of colored suffrage and civil rights of the colored race. t matter has 
been decided upon a solemn appeal by the people of the United States. The 

ranty of their rights has now become a t of the Constitution. To 
fhat Constitution we have ever been wi o defer; to the laws made in 
pursuance of it we yield and ever have yielded a ready obedience. 

The reconstruction acts of Congress, with the civil and political rights 
they ae eee colored race, we as a finality; we accept them in 


n the question 


regard 

e are one of the States of the Union. Let us seek to forget the 
itterness of the past, to build up the places made waste by the unfortunate 
= to promote the harmony prosperity of all sections of our great 
country. 
The colored man now sates Be same political and civil rights as the 
white man. We accept his status as fixed by the constitution of this State 
and United States in good faith. We it as a final settlement of the 
question. It now becomes our duty as good citizens to elevate him morally 

and intellectually. 


The foregoing is a portion of the address in question, which 


was dated on the 26th of March, 1870, and signed by the follow- 
ing gentlemen, who were Democrats, members of the legislature: 


Thomas J. Jarvis, of ll; H. C. Jones, of Mecklenburg; C. T. Murphy, 
of Sampson; F. N Strudwick, of ; J. Aw Moore, of Caldwell: Plato 
Dur of Cleveland; J. A. Moore, of Alamance; R. P. Matheson, of Alex- 
ander; John L. Smith, of Alleghany; J. H. Davis, of Carteret; Philip Hod- 
nett, of Caswell; Joshua Barnes, of Wilson; J. Scott, of Onslow; J. W.Graham, 
of 3 C. Melcho , of Cabarrus; A. M. Robbins, of Rowan; J. M. Mc- 
of Iredell; L. A. Mason, of Gaston: R. S. Beal; of Caldwell; W. L. 
Love, of Jackson; B. P. High, of Columbus; W. T. Ferebee, of Camden; T. C. 
Humphries. of Currituck; J. A. Kelly, of Davie; J. C. McMillan, of’ Dup- 
lin; W. E. Armstrong, of Duplin; John’ Gatling, of Gates; B.C. Will 
Harnett; W. P. W: of 


Haywood; Tilman Farrow, of Hyd A Nichol 
: iw, 0 e; . A. chol- 
Dardson. of iredell; E. M. . 


i 


son, of Iredell; G. F. ter, of Jackson; J. L. 
pope, Macon; R. D. Whitley, of Mecklenburg; W. W. Grier, of 'Meck- 
lenburg; W. W. Bodie, of Nash; Frank Thompson, of Onslow; T. M. Argo, of 

; J. Hawkins, of Rowan; J. M. Shaver, of Rowan; J. C. Williams, of 
Sam: ; J. W. Cla of —vapagsonaang D. E. Smith, of Wayne; David 
Profit, of Vancey; J. O. of Clay. 

This was the position taken by the Democrats in 1870, and when 
the question arose during the last ——— in North Carolina as 
to whether or not the Democrats sought to restrict the right of 

, the Democratic executive committee of that State printed 

the in question in full in the Democratic campaign book, 

g on 8. In order to allay this apprehension the ex- 

ecutive ttee of that party issued a fy sme to their 

handbook entitled: “Comments by the State Democratic Com- 

mittee on the handbook issued by the People’s Party State Execu- 

7 ee 

page 18 of the supplement, in discussing the question as to 

whether or not they to disfranchise any of the voters in 
that State, among things I find the following: 

It isthe poor mam'oparty, Nine-tenths of its membersare poormen. How 
utterly absurd, then, charge 
to deceive the unwary @ to oY hes wr tei one ro he 


thing from a Yankee newspaper, w owners and editors are, we have 
al blicans, that Gen. W. R. Cox, who lives in Washing- 
a reporter if Democrats succeeded they would disfranchise the 
it negro. But General Cox pu over his own name a declaration 
he never said that and never said anything like it, for he well knew that 

if even the Democrats should succeed and should have control of the le 
lature they would be powerless to anybody. The Constitution 


forbids it. 
The Constitution gives the right of su to all male persons over 21 
jualified by crime, and the legislature wanes add or take 


years of Lage not 
a from That can only be done by the people themselves, and 
will never submit any proposition to the people to take from 


E 
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repeated but for the profounc 
knew anything they would know that North Carolina has no power under 
Heaven to abridge the political rights and to deprive of the privilege of vot- 
ing the negroes any more than the whites. 
under the Constitution of the United States, and it takes the same power to 
abrogate the right as to confer, to repeal alaw as to make it. 

an 

the way it has done. 
and deception. Theirright to vote isasabsolutely secure as the white man’s 
right to vote. 


last election. 





a man his right to vote. No Democrat has ever proposed such a thing. 
charge is only intended to mislead, to deceive, and to make political capital. 
It is entirely false. There is not a Democratic convention that w he not 
spit upon the man who might make such a proposition. There isnot a Demo 
cratic candidate for office who would not pledge himself most solemnly 
againstit. There is not a maa who has any respect for his word who would 
make such a charge. It is, we learn, made by some radicals, but our people 
know the character of these men. They bave no self-respect, and nobody 
else respects them. They are not entitled to the respect of people, because 
they do not respect themselves. It is wonderful how low down some people 
can get in political matters; with what unblushing effrontery they can in- 
vent falsehoods, until they become like the “organized " being referred to in 
the Populist Handbook. : 


The Wilmington Messenger, a Democratic organ, on the 18th 
of September, 1898, contained the following as part of an editorial: 


The most stupid lie of the campaign is the Populist lie put out by the 
Skinner and Thompson gang and slyly repeated by the black radicals, the 
bald-faced lie that if the Democrats should carry the State they would dis 
franchise the negroes. If they desired it ever so mach, they have no power 
to effect it. The lie is so — that it could not have been started and 

ignorance of the niggers generally. If they 


Tho 


The franchise is a right secured 


So it is all bosh 
alsehood to try and bewilder and befool the poor, ignorant negroes in 


It is pitiful and mean to so work up them by lying 


As we stated yesterday, the three amendments to the Constitution intro 


duced and adopted soon after the war fixed the status of the negroes as 
citizens equal with that of the whites in their rights. 
the country of the negro ballot is by the same means and processes that 


The only way to rid 


were gone 4 - with to enfranchise him in his stolid and stupid condi 
tion. So it is a lie out of whole cloth when the dirty tricksters imposed 


upon the ignorant, credulous negroes by telling them that a Democratic 


victory means depriving them of the right to vote. 

The foregoing statements indicate the kind of campaign that 
was conducted by the Democratic party in North Carolina at the 
: The statement contained in the supplement re- 
minds one very much of the declaration of the Apostle Peter on a 


certain occasion when he was about to betray our Saviour. It 


does seem to me that the statements ought to be treated as a 


solemn pledge made by the Democratic party of North Carolina 


to the people of that State with respect to the question of suffrage. 

At that time we were in the midst of a most exciting campaign. 
The Democratic executive committee realized full well that unless 
it madea full and complete denial of the allegations that were being 
made by the Republicans against them that the voters of that State 
would again repudiate them. There has never been a more bind- 
ing and solemn contract entered into by any political party than 
when a majority of the people of North Carolina voted the Demo 
cratic ticket with the assurance from its committee that there was 
no foundation for the statement that either white or colored would 
be deprived of the right of suffrage in the event of their party being 
successful. They even went so far as to characterize the Repub- 
licans as not being entitled to respect, and with inventing false- 
hoods, hoping thereby to convince the people that there was not 
the slightest foundation for the allegation that they proposed to 
disfranchise any citizen of that State. They sought to show that 
it was absurd to even intimate that the Democracy of North Caro- 
lina would favor the abridgment of the right of suffrage in the 
slightest degree, and in order to remove all doubt as to the sin- 
cerity of their professions they called attention to the fact that 
the Constitution (meaning thereby the Constitution of the United 
States) would not permit them to do that which the Republicans 
were alleging they would do in the event they should succeed. 
They said, among other things: 


There is not a Democratic convention that would not spit upon the man 
who would attempt to make such a proposition. 


What proposition? The proposition to submit to the people a 

roposed amendment to the Constitution which should have for 
its object the disfranchisement of the negro. It was not only the 
Democratic committee that made these pledges, but almost every 
Democratic candidate for the legislature made solemn pledges to 
the voters in their respective counties that, if elected, they would 
oppose any and all measures that might be presented for the dis- 
franchisement of any class of our citizens. 

I do not wish to be understood as saying that every Democratic 
leader in North Carolina has been guilty of duplicity in dealing 
with our people, because there are several honorable exceptions; 
and notably among these was my distinguished predecessor, the 
late Senator Vance, who was respected and admired by all parties 
for his honesty and strict integrity. So long as he remained at 
the helm of the Democratic party in North Carolina all attempts 
to disfranchise the poor and illiterate classes of both races were 
futile. I am informed that on one occasion, when it was pro- 
posed by that element of the Democratic party which now domi- 
nates its actions to pass an election law which would enable them 
by manipulation to thwart the will of the majority of the people, 
he went in person to the city of Raleigh and, by his wonderful in- 
fluence, prevented the consummation of the conspiracy to deprive 
the people of their liberties. In this connection I call attention to 
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the following statement, to which he gave utterance m his speech 
delivered in the Senate of the United States on the 7th of April, 
1881. Among other things he said: 


The black people of my State have the same patriotism that we claim to 
have; they have the same pride in the character and the reputation and the 
prosperity of the Old North State that we claim to have; and when they 
came before the exodus committee they showed as much determination to 
maintain the good character and the good name of the land of their birth as 
the white people did, and they would do it now if you would let them alone. 


We have no objection to universal suffrage; we have no objection to the 
black people voting; we are willing forthem to vote, and we are willing for 
them to continue to vote just as long as anybody else votes. They are im- 
proving daily; they are far more qualified to vote now than they were when 


you first gave them the suffrage; they are acquiring property, and they are 
acquiring intelligence; and, what is more, they are ee 
0, 


for the people of North Carolina; and the worst thing you can nators, 
for the comfort and for jthe advancement of the black race, whose destiny 
you pretend to have so much atheart, is tostep between them and their 
white neighbors of the South again, proclaiming that they are not now 


receiving their rights at the ballot box or in the courts or elsewhere. It is 
not true. It is alleged simply for the purposes of party aggrandizement. 

It is a remarkable fact that the moment Senator Vance —_— 
away the element of the Democratic party which had been held in 
check by his influence at once asserted itself and assumed control 
of the party machinery in that State. 

If we are to profit by the lessons taught by the election meth- 
ods in the States of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Mississippi, 
we are justified in the assumption that the adoption of the pro- 
posed amendment in North Carolina will sound the death knell 
to the aspirations of every Zeb. Vance Democrat in the State. 
While the proposed amendment is intended to crush out the prin- 
ciples of Republicanism, it is likewise intended to eliminate those 
who entertain the liberal views of the late Senator Vance, as well 
as those who are not willing to submit to the dictation of the ma- 
chine, 

Notwithstanding the many pledges made by the Democrats in 
order to induce the citizens of that State to vote for them, and 
thereby enable them to obtain control of the legislature, we are 
confronted with a proposition to amend our constitution, which, 
if adopted, will, in my judgment, disfranchise the poor and illit- 
erate classes of both races. They were not content with submit- 
ting this propositior wnder the fair and impartial election law 
which had been enacte’ >y a legislature consisting of Republicans 
and Populists, and under which they had so recently obtained 
control of the legislature, but, in order to carry into effect the 
scheme of disfranchisement of the unfortunate classes of our 
people to whom it refers, they enacted an election law which is 
framed with the sole view of pay eee our elections so as to 
thwart the will of the people, and thereby enable them to do that 
which the people would never consent to if given a fair rtu- 
nity of expressing their views at the ballot box and having the 
same recorded as expressed. 

In order that we may have an intelligent conception as to the 
proposition which is submitted, I call attention to Article VI, sec- 
tion 1, of the constitution of North Carolina, which it is proposed 
to abrogate, which reads as follows: 

Art. VI, sec. 1. Qualifications of an elector. Every male born in the 
United States and every male person who has been naturalized, 21 old 
or upwards, who shall have resided in the State twelve months ne: - 


ing the election and ninety days in the county in which he offers to vote, 
shall be deemed an elector; but no person who, upon conviction or confes- 


sion in open court, shall be nudged guilt of felony or an er crime 
infamous by the laws of this State. and ee Stor committed, deemed 
an elector, unless such person to the rights of citizenship in 


a manner prescribed by law. 


It will be observed that the foregoing article isin harmony with 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, which read as follows: 


Art. XIV, sec.1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States and 
subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of 
the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United 
States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 
without the due process of law, nor deny to any person within its j - 
tion the equal protection of the laws. 

+ * * * * * * 

Art. XV, sec.'. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not 
be denied or s bridged by the United Statesor by any Stateon account of race, 
color, or pres:ous condition of servitude. 

sec. 2. Cor. russ shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 


Leagieinthenr 

It was expressly agreed at the time North Carolina was read- 
mitted into the Union that the people of our State should retain a 
provision in its constitution in ony with ee of the 
fifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and 
in order that there may be no mistake about the matter I call at- 
tention to the following provision contained in the enabling act, 
which was passed on the 25th day of June, 1868: 

That h-of the Stat f North Carolina, South Carol Louisiana, 
Geo! - “Aishenen, ond Florida shall be entitled eel eae 
tion in Co as a State of the Union when the legislature of such State 
shall have duly ratified the amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States pro by the Thirty-ninth and known as Article XIV, upon 
the following fu ental conditions: the constitution of neither of the 
said States ever be so amended or chan: as to deprive any citizen or 
class of citizens of the United Statas of arigit to voto im sald State who are 
entitled to vote by the constitution , herein recognized, except as a 
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punishment for such crimes as are now felonies at common law, whereof 
they shall have been duly convicted under laws equally applicable to all the 
inhabitants of said States. 

The foregoing is plain and explicit, and leaves no doubt as to the 

recise cunitiens upon which the Southern States were readmitted 
into the Union. hile it does not affect this controversy in a 
strictly legal sense, at the same time it clearly indicates the nature 
of the compact which was to be observed by the people of our State 
as the condition upon which the State was readmitted into the 
Union. 

It may be contended by some that this enactment is the product 
of a Republican Congress and that a majority of the ple of 
North Carolina never consented to its provision. The ublic- 
ans of that State gave their assent to it when they voted to ratify 
the adoption of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, and the Democrats, through 
their representatives who were members of the legislature in 1870, 
— their assent to it when they issued the address to which I 

ave heretofore referred. 

Notwithstanding the provisions of the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, together 
with the compact which was entered into when the enabling act 
was adopted, the legislature has submitted, among other things, 
certain sections as part of the amendment which is intended to be 
made to the constitution of North Carolina. I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read sections 4 and 5, 

r. MASON. Of the pr amendment? 


Mr. PRITCHARD, es; of the ewe amendment, 
Mr. MASON. Proposed by the legislature? 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; and submitted to the people for 
ratification. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Sec. 4. Eve resen imself for on shall be able 
Try person p ting h see b 


read and write any section of the constitution in Engl 
before he shall be entitled to vote shall have pai 


S 


of March of the year in which he proposes to vote, h: tax, as prescri 
by law, for the a Poli taxesshall be a lien on assessed prop- 
erty, and no process issue to enforce the collection of the same, except 
Se 
Sec. 5. No male person who was on J: , or at any time prior 


anuary 1, 
thereto entitled to vote under the laws of any State in 
wherein he then resided, and no lineal descen: 

denied the right to 
his failure to 

this article: i 


record 

1, 1908; and persons shall entitled 
and vote at all elections ae in this State, unless disqualified under 
section 2 of this article: , Such persons shall have paid their poll 


taxes, as required by law. 
Mr, PRITCHARD. It is a historical fact, of which the courts 


posed to our constitution is not rep 
ment to the Constitution of the U States, in that there is noth- 
ing on the face of theamendment which in terms proposes to 
exclude the colored 

This contention is not warranted by the factsin thecase. Itis true 
that there is no provision in section five which in so many words 
Ee ee 


not ee 
In order that we may be to place an intelligent construction 
upon the determine as to 


proposed amendment and correctly 

whether or not it is in conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States, it is necessary to carefully ascertain 

meaning of the fifteenth amendment. It is evident that the fram- 
ers of fifteenth amendment had but one object in view, 
that was to embody in the Constitution of the United 
guarantee that there should be no discrimination on the 
any State against any class st peens on account of race, 
previous condition of servi The framers of the 
ST aaa a eee j 
emancipated from slavery, and in that there might 
cavil as to the true intent and meaning of said amendment, 
not only provided that the right to vote should not be 
account of race or color, but 
vided that no one should be 

condition of 


é 


Z 

B 

i 
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t while in such on. Therefore, the proposed 
a rassacatinatinantacsanaame 


the 
ment as it would be with other portions of the amendment if 
vote. 
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this connection I call attention to the case of the United 
States vs. Reese, to be found in 92 United States Reports, on page 
214, Chief Justice Waite, in discussing the questions at issue in 
that case, and aan the intent and meaning of the fifteenth 
amendment, among 0 things said: iniae: 
endment d ot fer t t ffrage - 
ak: Se the States or the United States, however, from oavinw 
preference in this particular to one citizen of the United States over another 
on account of race. color, or ous CO ion of servitude. fore its 
adoption this could be dene. It wasas much within the power of a State to 
exclude citizens of the Uxited States from voting on account of race, etc., as 
it was on account of age, property, or education. Nowitis not. If citizens 
of one race, ha’ certain qualifications, are permitted by the law to vote, 
those of another having the same ——— must be. Previous to this 
amendment there was no constitutional guarantee against this discrimina- 
tion. Now there is. It follows that the amendment has invested the citizens 
of the United States with a new constitutional right which is within the pro- 
tecting power of aeons. That right is exemption from discrimination in 
the exereise of the elective franchise on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. 

This construction by the Supreme Court of the United States 
leaves no doubt as to the real intent and meaning of the fifteenth 
amendment, but I do not rely solely on the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. The supreme court of North 
Carolina has rendered a decision in thecase of Riggsbee vs. Town, of 
Durham, reported in 94 North Carolina Reports, on page 800, which 
involves the principle in question. This was a case wherein the 
legislature sought, by enactment, to levy a tax on the property 
of the white people for the purpose of maintaining white schools, 
and likewise on the property of the colored people for the pur- 

of maintaining colored schools. Chief Justice Smith, in ren- 
Nering the opinion of the court, among other thingssaid: 
It matters not however regular and free from apahe may be the pre- 
bed method of levying the taxes, if, when collected, those paid by one race 
are to be and ied exclusively to the schools in which children 
of that race are t, and the same discrimination in the disposition of the 
fund is made, as if taxes had been raised by separate and distinct assess- 
ments on the races. It is true, as was ruled by the judge, the present assess- 
ment is uniform, and not obnoxious to one of the objections considered in the 
case referred to, but the essential objection remains, that there is “ dis- 
crimination in favor or to the prejudice of*’ one of the races (Const., art. 9, 
par. 2), which renders the enforcement of the tax for such proposition illegal. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was a Democratic court. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes; that was a Democratic court. 

The foregoing construction which has been placed on article 9, 
section 2, of our constitution is to the effect that funds that were 
raised by taxing the property of white people can not be applied 
to the education of the white children to the exclusion of the col- 
ored children, on the ground that it would be discrimination in 
favor of, or to the prejudice of one of, the races. Is it not reason- 
able to infer that it will likewise be held to be a discrimination 
against the colored race to attempt to confer upon acertain class 
of our e the right of suffrage to the exclusion of the colored 
race, W the fifteenth amendment provides that there shall be 
no discrimination against any class of people on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude, in much plainer language 
than that of article 9, section 2, of our State constitution. 

Also in the case of Preuit vs. Commission, 94 N. C., page 719, 
Chief Justice Smith says: 


It is not therefore every distinction dependent upon race, color, or previ- 
ous condition of servitude that comes in conflict with the Federal Constitu- 
tion, but only it produces inequality in t or interests; and when 
this is the result the State legislation from w it flows is rendered inop- 
erative. the same ee are secured to all, such legisla- 
— is —= —— rests in the so discretion and views of public policy of 

ose W 


It will be observed that the opinions rendered by the supreme 
court of North Carolina are in harmony with the opinions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States as to the right of a State legis- 
lature, by enactment, to discriminate against any class of people 
similarly situated on account of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude. As my colleague suggested a while ago, I call at- 
tention to the fact oo this court at that time was composed ex- 


ae, 

It is contended by some that the proposed 

tains ion same visions that are to be found in the 

amendment to the constitu of the State of Massachusetts. The 

statement is without foundation, as will appear by an examination 
usetts constitution. The amendment to the Massa- 

chusetts constitution to which they refer reads as follows: 


Art. XX. Ni shall have ble 
tader the constitution of this ereeertectes win snl norte econ 
the constitution in the English language and write his name: Provided, how- 
provisions of this amendment shall not apply to any person 
aay popu whe noe aetna aa Se nar at eee ee as 
60 years of age or upward at the time this amendment shall take effect. 
There is no similarity between the amendment to the constitu- 
and the amendment to the consti- 
.. The a a the ——- of 
Massachusetts able to read and write as 
a condition quaeleatte a ent to vote; the only exceptions being 
those who are physically incapacitated to comply with the require- 
ments, those who were at the time of the adoption of said amend- 


amendment con- 
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ment entitled to vote, and those who had attained the age of 60 
years, and were therefore presumed to have reached that point 
where they were practically incapacitated from learning to read 
and write the English language. There is nothing in the excep- 
tions that can be construed so as to exclude any race of people 
from its operations. It is aprovision which affects all racesalike, 
and does not conflict with the fifteenth amendment in the slightest 
degree. : 

lt is different with the proviso which accompanies the amend- 





ment to the constitution of North Carolina, in which it is provided 
that all those whose ancestors were entitled to vote in the year 
1867 shall not be required to comply with the educational require- 


ments of the amendment as a condition precedent to the right to 
vote. It is plain that it is an attempt to deprive the colored race 
of the right to vote, which is now guaranteed them by the tif- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator if he knows why the 
date January 1, 1867, was fixed? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It was fixed, I understand, with a view of 


| caring for the white men of the State who were entitled to vote at 


that time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That being the date of the reconstruction 
acts of Congress which gave the right to the colored people to 
vote? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. You will remember that tho 
fifteenth amendment was not ratified by the several States and 
the result announced until about the 20th of March, 1870, I believe 
it was. In 1867 they were not entitled to vote. 

Mr. MASON. That is, the ancestor of the black man was not 
entitled to vote? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. No, sir. 

Mr. MASON. But the ancestor of the white man was? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. Regardless of any qualifications? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. I did not intend to do so but for the two ques- 
tions put by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator 
from Illinois. I understood the Senator from North Carolina to 
say that the descendants of those who could vote in 1867 were enti- 
tled to vote under the proposed amendment. That is your propo- 
sition? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is what the proposed amendment 
provides. 

Mr. MONEY. They are not compelled to comply with the re- 
quirements of section 4 of the proposed amendment? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. The way the constitutional amendment 
was read at the desk was that those who voted at that time 

Mr. MONEY. Or prior to that time. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Either in North Carolina or in any other State, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Does not theSenator from North Carolina know 
that up to 1835 the colored people did vote and there must be in 
that State a great many descendants of such people; and is it not 
quite likely that many colored people under the amendment will 
be able to vote? I only ask that question in view of the two ques- 
tions which have been asked. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from North Carolina will 
allow me, I will ask a question so that he can answer it with the 
question of the Senator from Mississippi. The question is whether 
that language was not intended by the framers to mean white 

le alone? 
r. PRITCHARD. Isounderstand it. 

In reply to the question propounded by my distinguished 
friend, the Senator from Mississippi, I desire to say that while it 
is true that the colored people were entitled to vote in North Caro- 
lina prior to 1835—— 

Mr. BUTLER. That is, free negroes, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Free negroes; it is also true that in the 
Dred Scott decision the court decided that they were not citizens 
of the United States; and I further call attention to the fact that 
you may eliminatethe word ‘‘color” and the word ‘‘ race” and the 
proposed amendment is still in violation of the fifteenth amend- 
ment, which expressly provides against discrimination on account 
of *‘ previous condition of servitude.” 

T ask the Senator from Mississippi when he comes to make his 
speech to show me a single individual in any State in this Union 
who was entitled to vote while in a condition of servitude. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the Senator from North Carolina desire 
that I shall answer him now? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator can answer it any time he 
desires, but I would rather go. on now. I will be delighted to 
hear from him at any time, however. 

Itis unfair to attempt a comparison between North Carolina 
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and Massachusetts, when it is well known that Massachusetts 
has all the while had the best public-school system of any State 
in the Union, while ours has been weak and inefficient. At the 
close of the late civil war the soldier from the State of Massa- 
chusetts returned to a home of peace and plenty, where his chil- 
dren had enjoyed uninterruptedly the benefits of the public school, 
while, on the other hand, the Confederate soldier returned to a 
home of desolation and ruin, to find that his children had been 
denied the privilege that had been enjoyed by the children of 
Massachusetts. 

The Massachusetts soldier, if diseased or wounded, was granted 
a pension by a generous Government for service rendered in its 
behalf; the Southern soldier, if diseased or wounded, was called 
upon to face the struggle for life in his pitiable and destitute con- 
dition, and the only ones who aided him were the children of his 
household, who at that time ought to have been in the public 
schools learning to read and write, and as a result they were un- 
able to obtain an education. Itis now proposed by the leaders of 
the Democratic party that his children and their descendants 
shall be denied the right of suffrage because of their inability to 
read and write the constitution in the English language. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The fifth section of the amendment proposed 
for adoption by the people of North Carolina provides virtually 
that all white men who could vote on or before the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1867, their sons and grandsons, shall be entitled to vote under 
the suffrage amendment, notwithstanding that they do not possess 
the qualifications required by the fourth section. Now, would 
not that qualify the illiterate white people whom he says this 
ordinance would deprive of the right of suffrage? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It would, provided the Supreme Court of 
the United States should decide that section 5 is constitutional. 
I will discuss that phase of the question later on. 

The Senator from Alabama contends that the Mississippi case 
has practically settled the question in favor of the Lp es 
amendment. The case in question is Williams vs. State of Missis- 
s.ppi, reported in 170 United States Reports, page 213. In that 
case the syllabus reads as follows: 

The equal protection of the laws is not denied by a State constitution and 
laws which make no discrimination against the colored race in terms, but 
which grants a discretion to certain officers, which can be used to the 
abridgment of the rights of colored persons to vote and serve on juries, 
when itis not shown that their actual administration is evil, but only that 
evil is possible under them. 

The case is one wherein the defendant, who was indicted on a 
charge of murder, moved to quash the bill of indictment on the 
ground that the section of the act under which the grand jury 
had been summoned and charged was unconstitutional and re- 
pugnant to the letter and spirit of the Constitution of the United 
States of America, fourteenth amendment thereof, in that colored 
men were not permitted to serve on the grand jury. It will be 
observed by reading the facts as stated in that case that there 
was no discrimination against the colored race in terms, and it 
was not shown that the administration of the provisions was of 
such a character as to exclude the colored race from voting. 

The constitution of Mississippi provides, section 244 of article 
12, that: 

On and after the Ist day of January, 1892, every elector shall, in addition 
to the qualifications, be able to read any section of the constitution of this 
State; or he shall be able to understand the same when read to him or give 
a reasonable interpretation thereof. 

This provision on its face applies to all races of that State alike, 
and there is nothing contained therein that undertakes to classify 
its citizens, and the only possible harm that could come to any 
particular race in consequence thereof would be the evil admin- 
istration of the same, and at the time the case in question was 
heard it was not shown that there had been an improper adminis- 
tration of the law; that no valid objection can be raised to said 
amendment until it shall appear to the court that its provisions 
are administered to the detriment of the colored race. 

Justice McKenna, in discussing the case at bar, among other 
things said: 

It can not be said, therefore, that the denial of the equal protection of the 
law arises primarily from the constitution and laws of em nor is 
there any sufficient allegation of an evil and discriminating administration 
of them. The only allegation is * by granting a discretion to the said offi- 
cers,” as mentioned in the several sections of the constitution of the State 
and the statute of the State adopted under the said constitution, the use of 
which discretion can be and has been used by said officers in the said Wash- 
ington County to the end complained of, to wit, the abridgment of the elec- 
tive franchise of the colored voters of Washington County, and such citizens 
are denied the right to be selected as such jurors to serve in the circuit court 
of the county, and that this denial to them of the right of equal protection 
and benefits of the law of the State of Mississippi on account of their color 
and race, resulting from the exercise of the discretion tial to the white 
citizens, is in accordance with the purpose and intent of the framers of the 
present constitution of said State. : 

The case in question was decided solely on what appeared in 
the constitution, and there was no evidence that there had been 


an evil administration of its provisions. In this connection I call 
attention to what Justice Matthews, among other things, said in 
the case of Yick Wo vs. Hopkins Sheriff, 118 U. §., 356: 

Though the law itself is fair on its face and impartial in appearance, yet 
if it is applied and administered with an evil eye and unequal hand, so as to 
practically make unjust and illegal discrimination between persons in sim- 
ilar circumstances, material to their rights, the denial of equal justice is 
still within the prohibition of the Constitution. 

These principles of interpretation have been sustained in Hen- 
derson vs. Mayor of New York (Henderson vs. Wickham), 92 U, 
8., 259; Chy Lung vs. Freeman, 92 U. 8., 275; Ex parte Virginia, 
100 U. S., 339; Neal vs. Delaware, 103 U.8., 370, and Soon Hing 
vs. Crowley, 133 U. S., 703. 

Here is an explicit statement by Justice Matthews which de- 
clares that although a law may be fair on its face and impartial 
in appearance, yet if it is capable of being administered ‘‘ with 
an evil eye or an unequal hand,” so as to discriminate between 
persons similarly situated, that the denial of guaranteed rights is 
violative of the spirit and letter of the Constitution. Will an 
one deny that the proposed amendment is capable of being ad- 
ministered ‘‘ with an evil eye and unequal hand?” 

In commenting on the foregoing statement Justice McKenna 
said, page 225: 

This comment is not ae to the constitution of Mississippi and its 
statutes. They do on their face discriminate between the races, and it has 


not been shown that their actual administration was evil, only that evil was 
possible under them. 


According to the quotations which I make, it is apparent that 
the decision in the Mississippi case can not be taken as having the 
slightest bearing on the proposed amendment for two reasons: 
First, there is nothing in the constitution of Mississippi which 
proposes to classify the citizens of that State, or which can be 
construed, in a spirit of fairness so as toexclude any race from the 
operation of its provisions. Secondly, it was not shown in that 
case that there been an improper administration of its pro- 
visions which had resulted in an injury to any particular race of 
people in that State. 

owever, I am of the opinion that if the amendment to the con- 
stitution of Mississippi is enforced with a view to disfranchising 
the colored people of that State, and if it should be made to ap- 
pear to the court that its provisions are administered with ‘‘an 
evil eye and unequal hand,” in that event it would be in conflict 
with the Constitution of the United States. 

There is much in the proposed amendment which is calculated 
to create apprehension and alarm on the part of the illiterate and 

r white people of North Carolina, as well as the colored race. 
t is a carefully prepared and well-devised scheme by which it is 
sought to forever prevent the common people of North Carolina 
from participating in the management and control of her affairs. 
While it is pretended by those who advocate the proposed amend- 
ment that its object is to secure white supremacy, at the same 
time there lurks beneath the surface a p to disfranchise 
thousands of our citizens, both white and colored, and thereby 
enable acertain class in our State to hold the offices and enjoy the 
emoluments of the same. 

The proposition which they propose to submit is an attempt to 
confer the right of suffrage by inheritance, a plan which is repug- 
nant to every principle of the organic law of the land, and one 
which ignores all that is sacred and dear to a free and independent 
people. If it were possible to enforce this unwise provision, it 
would sooner or later result in the complete overthrow of that re- 
publican form of government to which we are entitled under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

There are perils attending the submission of this amendment 
which, in my judgment, can not be escaped by the _ and illit- 
erate white people of North Carolina, and in order that I may be 
fully unders when I make this declaration I call attention to 
the fact that in the event the Supreme Court of the United States 
should decide that the ancestor and grandfather clause of the pro- 
posed amendment is unconstitutional, there is danger that the 
may go a step further and decide that the educational and poll- 
tax qualifications can properly be segregated from the other 

rovisions, and thereby permitted to become a part of the organic 

aw of our State, and as such apply toall classes and races of peo- 
ple alike, and asa result thousands of white farmers and laboring 
men would be disfranchised and denied the rights for which their 
ancestors fought at Kings Mountain and Guilford Court-House. 

My distinguished friend from Alabama, in attempting to de- 
fend the action of the Democracy of North Carolina, failed to 
consider this important phase of the question. The fact that he 
did not unde e to show that there was no danger of section 
5 being declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court and at 
the same time section 4 permitted to become part of our organic 
law is conclusive to my mind that he realizes that there is grave 
doubt about the result, to say the least of it, and his silence on 
this subject is enough within itself to alarm every illiterate white 
man in that State. 
war TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
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Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly. I am informed that the framers of the amendment, after they 
Mr. TILLMAN. If I understood the Senator in the remark he | had inserted the educational qualification, became alarmed lest 
has just made, he is afraid of some possible decision of the Su- | our poor people should all learn to read and write, and in order to 
preme Court on this question when it reaches it. render it more difficult for that class of people to exercise the right 
Mr. PRITCHARD. If we should ever get one I fear that it will | of suffrage it was provided that they should not only be able to read 
disfranchise both races. and write any section of the Constitution in the English languace, 
Mr. TILLMAN. lf you succeed in defeating the amendment | but it was also provided that they must pay their poll tax on or be- 
before the people next summer, of course it will never get there; | fore the Ist day of March. Why fix the Ist day of March? And 
but if you do not, will it not be time enough for us to consider | why was it that they failed to fix the day of election as the time 
this proposition when it reaches us in the regular order of our | on or before which citizens should be required to pay their poll 
affairs, when some Senator appears here elected under it, or when | tax? Can it be possible that it occurred to them that if more time 
the other end of the Capitol shall have taken it up in the election | was given our people that it might enable them to realize on their 
of a Representative? crops, or by hard labor earn enough money and pay their poll tax 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Are you through? and thereby qualify themselves to exercise the right of franchise? 
Mr. TILLMAN. That is questionenough. If you will answer In order that you may fully understand and appreciate the 
that it will satisfy us all, I think. result of the proposed amendment, it is necessary for each citizen 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, among other things it is | of North Carolina to answer this question: How many men in 
our duty to uphold and maintain the Constituticu of the United | your voting precinct, if called upon to-morrow to write any sec 
States, and I know of no better employment that we can engage | tion of the Constitution in the English language, from dictation, 
in than to do that which will prevent the violation of the plain | would be able to correctly write the same, und if they should 
language of the Constitution of the United States. I do not think | succeed in doing so, how many are able to pay their tax promptly 
that the proposed amendment to our Constitution will be adopted | on or before the ist day of March in each election year? 
by the le of my State if we get a fair election, but I want to During the late civil war there were no property or educational 
say to the Senator now that if the election methods are applied in | qualifications required of those who were called upor to fight for 
my State that have been — in other Southern States, we | the Confederacy, neither were there any educational or property 
shall have no opportunity whatever to be heard at the ballot box, | qualifications required of the brave and patriotic North Carolina 
and it is for that reason that I want to call the attention of the | boys who cumenten so nobly to the call of their country during the 
country at large to this proposed attempt to disfranchise not only 
the colored men of my State, but the poor white men as well. 
However, Mr. President, it is contended by some of the Demo- 
cratic leaders that sections 4 and 5 of the proposed amendment will 
either stand or fall together, and that the Supreme Court does not 
have the power in dealing with this question to segregate the objec- 
tionable or unconstitutional part from that which is not in con- 
flict with the Constitution. This is am erroneous idea, and in 
order that there may be no doubt about the question I call atten- 
tion to the ivllowing statement of Chief Justice Fuller in the 
income-tax cases recently decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States: 
It is elementary that the same statute may be in part constitutional and in 
= unconstitutional, and if the parts are wholly independent of each other 
will 


which is constitutional may stand while that which is unconstitutional 
be rajected. 


war with Spain. Many of the brave boys who faced the shot and 
shell during the war with Spain were unable to read and write, 
and I am informed that an examination of the muster rolls dis- 
closes the fact that not a member of the legislature which sub- 
mitted the proposed amendment participated in that struggle. It 
is not the first time in history that an attempt has been made by 
the rich and educated to cast reflection upon the illiterate class. 
After the battle of Cowpens the British officer, Tarleton, in 
conversation with Mrs. Wiley Jones, of North Carolina, observed: 
**You appear to think very highly of Colonel Washington; and 
yet I have been told that he is so ignorant a fellow that he can 
hardly write his own name.” ‘It may be the case,” she readily 
replied, ‘‘but no man better than yourself, Colonel, can testify 
that he knows how to make his mark.” It was in the battle of 
Cowpens that Colonel Washington had wounded Tarleton in the 
hand, and which caused Mrs, Jones to make the pointed retort. 
Some of the best people in my State, owing to circumstances 
over which they had no control, are unable to read and write, 
but they know hoe to make their marks, and many of them have 
acquired what might be termed large fortunes; and in almost 
every instance they are people of high character and standing, 
with sufficient intelligence to vote on any of the great questions 
that may be submitted to the American people for their consider- 
ation. I want to suggest to those gentlemen who, like Tarleton, 
would cast reflection upon them and deprive them of their liberty 
as Tarleton proposed, that they must not forget the fact that 
although they may not be able to read and write they can make 
their marks when it comes to the question of depriving them of 
their liberties, for which their ancestors fought at Cowpens. It is 


This case will be found in 158 U. S. Reports, page 635. 

I also call attention to the case of Riggsbee vs. Town of Durham, 
94.N. C., page 800; Johnson vs. Winslow, 63 N. C., page 553. 

The question then arises, Does section 4 depend upon section 5 
in any respect for its validity? In other words, is it not com- 
ee within itself, and does it not give full expression to the legis- 

tive will without referring to section 5? I shall assume that 
the advocates of the proposed amendment, if they should ever 
reach the courts, will take the position that there is no discrimi- 
nation in the proposed amendment, and that therefore it does not 
conflict with the fifteenth amendment. 

They will be compelled to take this position in order to obtain 
standing in any court, and when they once admit that it was not 
the intention of the legislature to discriminate against any race of | the poor and illiterate classes of our people who perform the 
people the court will have no difficulty in arriving at the conclu- | greater portion of the public duties required by the State. 
sion that section 4 is complete within itself, because it certainly In time of peace they are required to pay poll tax and work the 
provides for that which the advocates of the arg amendment | roads, and in time of war they sacrifice their health and risk their 
say was the object of those who framed it. hat was the object | lives in defense of our people. The State of North Carolina has 
of the legisiature if there was no discrimination meant? Was it | not afforded her citizens proper educational facilities in the past, 
not to restrict and qualify suffrage? Such being the case, does not | and as a result we have a large per cent of illiteracy; and the 
the fourth section restrict and qualify suffrage by requiring all the | Democratic party, having been in control of the State for a greater 
citizens of North Carolina to be able to read and write the Consti- | portion of the time since the war, is responsible for this deplorable 
tution in the English language and pay a poll tax as a condition | condition of affairs, and it is cruel and inhuman in the leaders of 
precedent to the right to-vote? Can there be any doubt as to the | that party to attempt to punish our people for that which they 
construction that the court will place upon the proposed amend- | can not help. 
ment? In this connection I call attention to the following letter writ- 

Mr. President, in addition to the dangers already pointed out, | ten by Prof. C. H. Mebane, superintendent of public instruction 
there is another to which I desire to call attention. 1t will be ob- | of the State of North Carolina. This letter clearly indicates the 
served by reading section 5 that the last proviso therein contained | deplorable condition of the p~blic-school system in North Carolina, 
reads as follows: Among other things it discloses the fact that 23 per cent of the 


Provided such persons shall have paid their poll tax as required by law. white —— are unable to read and write. 


: Mr. LLER. Is that a recent letter? 
That is to say, the grandfather clause will not avail those} Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; it was dated just the other day, 
citizens who, in consequence of poverty and misfortune, are un- | [ have not the date of it, but it is quite a recent letter. 
able to pay their poll tax on or before the 1st of March in the We can not hope to reduce the percentage of illiteracy of that 
i in which they propose to vote, as provided in section 4 of | State in any appreciable degree with our present school facilities 
Lge sage a gee a ae Ss ted, ee between now and December, 1908, the period at which time if is 
chise man best © of our ; ere are Hundreds i he proposed amendment shall apply to white as well as 
of good citizens to be found in every county of North Carolina ere Se yeegs pPly 
who do not pay their poll tax promptly on or before the ist day 
of owing to some misfortune over which they have no 
control. It is only the rich class of people, and those who are 


colored people. 
Mr. Me 


In reply to your letter, will say as to illiteracy I can only give you tho 
figures taken from the Census Reports of 1800, which are as follows: 


ebane, in his letter, says: 


en in business in the towns and cities, who can promptly ae of the = population of — Cavenae, a) yee cent Hilt. 
tax eracy of white population. 23 per cent. [literacy of colored population. 

al their poll on or before the Ist day of March of each elec- per dems. Peresan e of school children in North Carolina according to Edu- 
nm year. cational Report of this Department. enrolled in schools was in 1808, 62" white 
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and (4yY, colored. Percen 


e of school 
school was in 1898, white, 347,; colored, 327; per cent. Ave 
school terms in weeks or days was in 1808, whites, 144 weeks, or 71 days; for 
colored, 124 weeks, or 64days. Total expenditure for schools for the schoo! 


ulation in average attendance on 
e length of 


year ending June 30, 1890, was $936,801. Number ef insolvent white polls was 
20,076. Number of insolvent colored polls was 18,233. 

Massachusetts has about nine and one-half months of publicschool. Their 
term for the entire State willaverage this. In North Carolina the term will 
only average about three and one-half months. 

We spend $836,000 for three and one-half months school, and this pays only 
a salary to teachers of an average of about $25 per month. 

Even at the low prices paid teachers, in order to make our term equal to 
that of Massachusetts, we would have to spend more than three times as 
much as we do now. 


It has been boldly proclaimed by Chairman Simmons and other 
leaders of the Democratic party that the proposed amendment will 
not, if adopted, disfranchise a single white voter in the State of 
North Carolina. May I ask those gentlemen what is to become 
of that unfortunate class of our white people who are unable to 
pay their poll tax and in consequence thereof have been placed on 
the insolvent list? The fact that they are unable, by sickness, 
poverty, or otherwise, to pay their poll tax should not be taken 
advantage of by the lawmakers of our State for the purpose of 
degrading them in the estimation of the public in consequence of 
their poverty. 

I know of many citizens whose names are on the insolvent list 
whose character and standing is as good in every respect as that 
of the gentlemen who have submitted the proposed amendment to 
the constitution of our State, and I, for one, will never give my 
consent to a proposition which has for its object the humiliation 
and degradation of those unfortunate ——_ 

This does not include the many hundreds and thousands who 
by neglect or oversight fail to pay their poll tax so far in advance 
as the ist of March. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from North Caro- 
lina will suspend one moment, while the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the stand- 
ard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued 
or coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the regular order be laid aside tem- 
porarily, in order that the Senator from North Carolina may con- 
clude his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the regular order may be temporarily laid aside, in order 
that the Senator from North Carolina may proceed with his speech. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
North Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, the Democrats of North 
Carolina attempt to justify their actions in regard to the proposed 
amendment by asserting that they fear negro domination. Ac- 
cording to the census of 1890 our population was 1,617,947, and of 
that population only 562,000 were negroes; and I am sure that if 
a census could be taken at this time it would disclose the fact that 
the white people outnumber the in a greater proportion 
than they did in 1890. According to the census of 1890 the whites 
outnumbered the negroes more than two to one, and no intelligent 
citizen can be induced to believe that two white North Carolinians 
are in danger of being dominated by one negro. 

It is absurd to contend that there is any danger of n domi- 
nation in NorthCarolina. In the very nature of things it can not 
be. From the earliest dawn of civilization to this good hour the 
great white race has given to the world its a its philosophy, 
its laws, its government, and its Christianity, and it will continue 
to do so. The colored people of my State in the main are conserv- 
ative and well behaved. They have never acted offensively, nor 
have they shown a disposition to interfere with the white people 
in the management of the State's affairs. It is true that thereare 
some exceptions, but in no instance has the conduct of the negro 
been of such a nature as to challenge the serious consideration of 
the white people. 1 take it that no one will seriously contend 
that there is or ever was the slightest danger of the State govern- 
ment of North Carolina being dominated or controlled by the col- 
ored people, 

It has often been contended by the Democrats that there are 
not more than 30,000 white Republicans in North Carolina. I 
have made a careful poll of the white Republicans in the State, 
and I am prepared to show by documentary evidence that can not 
be contradicted that there are over 60,000 white Republican 
voters in that State. I do not believe that there are y more 
than 100,000 colored voters in the State, and I am sure that at the 
last election not more than 80,000 colored people voted for the 
cooperative ticket. I do not undertake to say that the remainder 
of the colored people voted the Democratic ticket, but I do say 
that hundreds of them were compelled to vote the Democratic 
ticket by intimidation and violence, their votes in m cases 
being counted for the Democrats when actually cast for the 
me ome = Nese ct and quite a number were prevented from 
voting at all. 

The Democratic party in North Carolina is inconsistent in crit- 


icising the Republicans for having recognized the colored people 
by giving them office, in view of the tact that it has in many in- 
stances preferred colored people to white men when they thought 
that such a policy would enable them to control the election. e 
first coalition movement that was arranged in North Carolina 
was entered into between the negroes of Craven County on the 
one part and the Democratic party of that county on the other 


rt. 

There are 97 counties in North Carolina, of which number there 
are 12 counties, according to the census of 1890, wherein the col- 
ored people are in the majority, and not one of them has been 
dominated or controlled by the colored people. 

In most of the twelve counties in North Carolina in which the 
negroes are in the majority the Democrats elected their legisla- 
tive and county tickets at the last election. Take, for instance, the 
county of Halifax, wherein there is a majority of 1,420 negroes over 
the combined white vote; the Democratic party secured a majority 
in that county for the legislative and county candidates. Now, 
one of two things is certain—they either failed to count the votes 
that were cast for the Republican ticket in that county or the 
negroes voted the Democratic ticket. I do not care which horn of 
the dilemma my Democratic friends may choose to take, but I will 
assume that they acted honestly and will say that the majority of 
the negroes in that county voted the Democratic ticket. Such 
being the case, it does seem to methat the cry of negro domination 
is ludicrous in the extreme. 

There are about 50,000 ne in North Carolina who can read 
and write, and will be entitled to vote in the event the proposed 
amendment is adopted, provided they can pay their poll tax on or 
before the ist day of March in each election year. 

Mr. President, the old-fashioned cornfield hand belongs to the 
class of colored — that wili be disfranchised under the pro- 

osed amendment. It was he who remained at home during the 
ate civil war and cared for the white women and children while 
his master was in the army fighting to forge the chains of slavery 
closer about his limbs. is devotion to the white women and 
children of the South during that terrible ordeal is without a 
precedent in the history of the world. 

There is nota single instance, in so far as I am informed, wherein 
the slave betrayed the trust that was reposed in him by his master, 
who had practically left him in of his affairs during his 
absence. It was the faithful old colored servant who followed his 
master on the bloody field of battle and who was ever ready and 
willing to sacrifice his life for his master’s ease and comfort. It 
is that class of people who are now deserted by the very men who 
received such splendid service at their hands. 

In speaking of this class of colored e the late lamented 
Grady, in his famous speech in Boston, said: 


What of the negro? This of him: I want no better friend than the black 
boy who was raised by my side and who is now trudging patiently, with 
downcast eyes and shambling figure, through his lonely way of life. T want. 


no sweeter music than the and 
pune bo ge,.cn D Daaed Son Se aoe oe ene rae, eet Sen 
and led 


than 
slave, who for four while my father fo 
barred his ate Y 
down his humble life on her threshold. History has no 


kept by the negro in the South d the war. 

500 negroes to a single w man, and yet through those dusky 
th: women and children walked in safety, and the unprotected homes 
vested i marshaled the black battalion marc patiently to the 


and loved onesin your ,” the tende: 
tween stood disclosed. And when theslave held that charge 
= through storm and temptation, he gave new meaning to faith and 
Vy ‘ 
I rejoice that when freedom came to him, after years of waiting, it was all 
the rejoice that whe the black hands from which the shackles fell were stain- 
less of a single crime against the helpless ones confided to his care. 


Mr. President, some of our Democratic friends justify their con- 
duct by the assertion that the negro is inferior to the white man, 
and that therefore he is not entitled to the enjoyment of the rights 
guaranteed by the fifteenth amendment; and in the next breath 
they are compelled to admit that on and after the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1908, it is the purpose of the proposed amendment to place 
the unfortunate white man in the same category that they now 
propose to place the illiterate and poor colored man. In other 


placed 
man, who, contend, is a degraded being. 
amendment not in the slightest degree affect the race ques- 
tion. The Democrats will always contend that there is a race 
question so long as any number of negroes vote against the Dem- 
ocratic party. 
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While Icontend that itis the duty of every white and colored voter 
in the State who is in favor of a republican form of government 


vote nst the proposed amendment, at the same time I am 
of the aiden that * the event the white Republicans and the 
Democrats of that State will show their magnanimity and patri- 
otism by defeating the proposed amendment, and it is highly 
probable it will result in a division of the colored vote, and thereby 
reclude the possibility of racial prejudice interfering with the 
air consideration of public questions in that section. As I have 
already stated, the proposed amendment will not exclude all the 
colored race, and so long as the Democrats can have a pretense 
for the contention that the colored race casts a solid vote for the 
cause of Republicanism, so long will the demagogue take advan- 
of that fact in order to amube political capital for his party. 
“= the face of the faet that many colored people have voted the 
Democratic ticket in the past and that thousands of their votes 
have been counted for that party by unscrupulous election officials, 
it is loudly laimed by Chairman Simmons that the Demo- 
cratic party is a white man’s party. Iam informed that quite a 
number of colored voters are ready and willing to openly espouse 
the cause of Democracy, and once oe such a policy the 
mask under which the Democracy has n parading heretofore 
will be withdrawn, and when it is, it will disclose the fact that 
the Democrats are not now and have never been entitled to the 
distinction of being the white man’s party. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama undertakes to convey 
the idea that the Democratic party of the South is the white man’s 
party. In this connection I call attention to the following state- 
ment, which I take from a speech of the Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. ALLEN], delivered on the 12th day of February, 1895, in this 
y. Inreferring to the black counties and the election methods 
in Alabama, among other things, he said: 

There, Mr. President, is the seat of thefraud. It iscapable of proof beyond 
all question and beyond all doubt that in many of these counties, where from 


to five thousand, and in many instances 6,000, votes were returned in 
favor of the Democratic candidate, Mr. Oates, there were not registered 1,000 


voters. Insome instances but very few; in many instances the vote returned 
ex the vote for the county by 200 per cent or relatively so. So by this 
system of manipulation and fraud in what is known as the black belt, the 
Pe Democrats, and Republicans having carried, I think, 


two-thirds of the white counties; by controlling the election machin- 

ery in the black belt, counties where the colored people stayed away from 

the registration board, and where they stayed away from the polls to a very 

great extent, the entire result of the honest vote cast in that State in the 
white counties was overcome this system of political rapine and fraud. 

Mr. it, what effect does this have? It overturns the republican 

form of government and makes it a hiss anda byword, a snare, and a delusion. 


This statement was deliberately made by the distinguished Sena 
tor from Nebraska after having carefully investigated the sworn 
testimony of leading citizens of that State, and is, I presume, a 
fair statement of the conditions that then existed in Alabama. I 
am informed that at the last Congressional election in the State of 
Alabama, in some of the Congressional districts the Democrats, 
according to the election returns, were defeated in the white 
counties and had to rely on the black counties in those districts 


for the rities on which their certificates of election are based. 
- a notable instance, I call attention to the Fourth district of 
Semmes, ; 


In that district it will be found from an examination of the 
records that, taking the white counties in the district, Mr. Aldrich, 
the contestant, a clear majority of 816 votes, and that in the 
county of Dallas, wherein there is a negro majority over the com- 
bined white vote of 6,385, the contestee received 2,046 majority. 
A to the logic of the Senator from Alabama, and assum- 
ing that there were no frauds trated in the county of Dallas, 
we are irresistibly forced to the conclusion that the Democratic 
party in that district is the negro party. 

Mr. P US. Willthe Senator allow me? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will he also include in his information the fact 
that the man who ran for Congress on the Republican ticket gave 
orders Pee eErcos should not vote, and that they did not vote? 

Mr. D. Iam not advised as to that. 

Mr. PETTUS. Well, that is the fact. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I am not advised as to that 
particular matter, but it isa peculiar fact that inall these colored 
counties in Alabama and elsewhere our Democratic friends suc- 
ceed in getting a majority every time. I do not know how they 
do it, but they work it out some how or other by some kind of rule. 

Mr. PETT Will the Senator allow a further interruption? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Does the Senator know that in Dallas County, 
which he speaks of, there are 7,000 colored voters and only about 
2,500 white men, and as the order was given to the colored men 
by the Republican candidate not to vote in that election, the man 
who was elected did "x 3,000 votes altogether? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I am not advised as to that 
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Mr. PETTUS. I should be very much obliged to the Senator if 
he would speak of what he knows and not of these vulgar reports. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have been speaking from the records 
taken from the sworn testimony of as good citizens as live in 
Alabama. 

if the Democratic party of the South is sincere in its professions 
that it only desires to perpetuate white supremacy, why is it that 
these unlawful and unconstitutional methods are invoked in the 
black belt for the purpose of overcoming the result of the vote in 
the white counties? Takethe Stateof North Carolina, forinstance, 
and in almost every instance where there are but few colored men 
you will find an overwhelming majority for the Republican party. 
In the county of Mitchell, where there are only 45 colored votes, 
the Republican majority is 1,300. 

Take the county of Madison, in which I reside, where there are 
only about 62 colored voters in the entire county, and you will 
find a majority of over 800 for the Republican ticket—a county in 
which the Democrats have not been able to elect a county officer 
for about twenty-two years, with the exception of a few con- 
stables and justices of the peace. The cry of negro domination 
has not only been used against those of us who have advocated 
the principles of Republicanism, but it has been used with as much 
energy and more intensity against the Democrats who have joined 
what is known as the Populist party. In the campaign of 1894 the 
Populists of North Carolina were denounced with more bitterness 
by the Democratic orators than had ever been used by them in 
denouncing the Republicans previous to that date. They were 
accused of being negro lovers and a black-and-tan crowd, just as 
the Democrats had abused the Republicans theretofore. 

Mr. President, the wave of prosperity and the general revival of 
business that is now pervading every nook and corner of the United 
States, and whichis as much in evidence in our beautiful Southland 
asin any other section of this country, together with the fact that 
the Spanish war has once more reunited our country and fired the 
Southern heart with renewed ardor and patriotism, and prompted 
them with a desire to sustain President McKinley in his efforts 
to bring to a speedy termination the war that is now being waged 
in the Philippines, has alarmed the leaders of the Democracy and 
caused them to resort to the agitation of the race question, in 
order, as they think, to blind the Southern people to such an 
extent as to prevent them from considering the splendid results 
that have followed in the wake of Republican legislation. 

I make this statement after mature deliberation, and I am pre- 
pared to demonstrate to the satisfaction of anyone that such is 
the case. There are some people in North Carolina who are 
honestly of the opinion that the proposed amendment will only 
affect the colored people, and that its adoption will settle the race 
question. These gentlemen are honest in their opinions, but they 
are sadly mistaken in believing that the Democrats will ever cease 
to yell ** Nigger,” and to ostracize those who advocate Repubii- 
canism, if by doing so they can induce one citizen to vote for the 
Democratic party. 

Take many of the Southern States as illustrations. The negro 
has no voice in the control or management of the affairs of state; 
but in the face of that fact the South Carolina Republicans are 
still denounced as belonging to the ‘‘nigger party,” and will be 
denounced as such as long as they tamely submit to the inhuman 
treatment which isaccorded them by the leaders of the Democracy. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
mé right there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When in a Southern State negro postmasters 
are forced on the people, and at the North there are no negro 
postmasters, how can we separate the negro from the Republican 
party when the Republican Administration will not let us forget 
that they are doing those things? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. There it is again, Mr. President. You 
might read the Ten Commandments to my distinguished friend 
from South Carolina and he would yell ‘‘negro” back at you. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TILLMAN, If you read the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments at me I certainly should yell ‘‘ nigger ” back 
at you, because theyare chock-full of ‘‘ nigger,” and nothing else. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That isexactly right. Iam accustomed to 
that kind of talk. When we say that a protective tariff is the 
—_ thing to have and undertake to show to the people that the 

mocratic party is opposed to it, they only answer by yelling 
“negro” at us. When we say we ought to hold the Philippines, 
they will answer by saying ‘‘ negro,” and when we say the people 
ought to rule and control their own affairs, they yell ‘‘negro”’ 
back at us; and that is the only answer we are able to get. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. 





Does the Senator from North 


We do not say ‘‘ negro.”’ but we say “‘ nigger.” 


Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator may adopt that pronunciation 
[ Laughter. } 


if he desires. It is purely a matter of taste. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Iam merely speaking of the facts and you are 
drawing on your imagination. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam speaking of facts, and that is what 
hurts some people. They do not like to hear the facts. 

It is a well-known fact that many Southern States have, 
by indirection, completely ignored the fifteenth amendment. 
The motive which has prompted this policy was a determina- 
tion to perpetuate Democratic rule in the South at all hazards, 
Not oa y has there been a well-defined policy on the part of 
the Democratic party of the South to deprive the colored man 
of his vote, but the leaders of the party have been equally deter- 
mined in their efforts to restore the rule of the classes, and thereby 
prevent the great common people from participating in the con- 
trol and management of public affairs. This policy has caused 
that class of people to lose interest in public questions to a great 
extent, and as a result, the farming and laboring classes are ig- 
nored and all of the political power is being centered in the cities 
and towns. 

There has been a gradual encroachment of the rights of South- 
ern Republicans since the election of 1876,and while the methods 
that have been used in those States have not heretofore been in- 
voked in North Carolina, I am sorry to say that we are at last 
called upon to face the same propositions which have been pre- 
sented to the Republicans of the Southern States to which I have 
heretofore referred. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator excuse me if I interrupt him 
fora moment? I was not paying close attention and did not catch 
what he was reading from the proofs there. Did the Senator 
name the States? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. No, sir; I did not, but I am going to refer 
to some States in a few moments in which the Senator will prob- 
ably be interested, 

In the beginning, in those States, the Democrats claimed that 
their policy was only to rid the States of negro domination, and 
they solemnly declared that they did not propose to disfranchise 
any white man; but in the light of the recent election returns we 
are irresistibly forced to the conclusion that the real intent and 
effect of the Democratic methods in those States, as well as in 
North Carolina, is to restore the rule of the classes and to ignore 
the masses. 

I find by an examination of the public records that in the State 
of Louisiana there were in 1898 149,975 white people who were 
21 years of age and upward and entitled to vote, and by an ex- 
amination of the Congressional election returns of that year I 
find that the entire Democratic vote of that State was 27,453 and 
the total opposition vote was 5,429, which makes the total vote 
cast for that year 32,882. Admitting that none but white people 
voted, we are confronted with the astounding fact that there were 
117,000 white voters in that State who, for some cause or other, did 
not exercise the right of suffrage. In South Carolina there were 
in 1898 about 117,000 white voters and 154,000 colored voters. 

The Congressional election returns for that State in 1898, as 
taken from the World Almanac, show that there were 29,027 cast 
for the Democratic candidates and 2,804 for the opposing candi- 
dates, and assuming that all those who voted were white men, we 
find that over 86,000 white men, for some cause or other, were 
prevented from exercising the right of suffrage. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to explain that? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will do it with a great deal of pleasure, and 
without a particle of doubt on your part or that of anybody else 
as tomyexplanation being true. Underournew State constitution 
(which is patterned after that of Massachusetts, requiring an edu- 
cational qualification and enlarging the suffrage by giving the bal- 
lot to an illiterate who pays on $300, and which had the Missis- 
sippi clause in it, but which no longer has, because we limited its 
operation to three years) we have about 14,000 registered negro 
voters and about 98,000 or 100,000 white registered voters. ‘Our 
fight is in the Democratic primaries for the nominations, and in 
those primaries we usually cast about 80 to 90 per cent of our vote. 
There is no opposition, no Republican party in South Carolina, 
except a little machine which sends delegates to the national con- 
vention of the Republican party and controls the patronage; and 
those delegates, when there is any struggle for the nomination 
between Republican candidates, live on the money which they get 
for their votes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me get through. 

Mr, PRITCHARD, Idid not yield fora h. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 1 am merely explaining why it is that the 
white vote, the regular vote, in November substantially registers 
the action of the Democratic primaries in July. Therefore, when 
he says we suppress the white vote the Senator does not know 
what he is talking about, or else he misstates the facts. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I am quoting from the record, and the 
record shows that in South Carolina there were 86,000 white men 


who, for some cause or other, did not vote at the last election. 
That is what the record says about it. 

In Mississippi, in the year 1898, 134,000 white men were entitled 
to vote at the Congressional elections, but the returns show that 
there were 22,365 votes cast for the Democratic candidate and 
4,82z for the opposition, which makes the total vote cast in that 
State 27,187, and assuming that only white men voted, we find 
that 87,436 white voters, who were entitled to cast their ballots, 
for some cause or other did not vote. 

And in order that you may have some idea as to whether or not 
our Southern people are inclined to exercise the elective franchise 
when afforded an opportunity to do so, I call attention to the fact 
that in North Carolina in the year 1898, out of a voting popula- 
tion of 380,000, there were 337,960 votes cast under a fair election 
law, which was enacted by a legislature composed of Republicans 
and Populists. These figures clearly indicate that the white peo- 

le of the States of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Mississippi, 
y some means or other, were prevented from exercising the elect- 
ive franchise. 

This is only accounted for in one of two ways: One is that the 
elections were conducted in such a manner as to prevent them 
from voting, and the other is that they were ignored by the leaders 
of the Democracy in these States to such an extent as to discourage 
them, which always results in a spirit of indifference on the part 
of those ignored. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I should like to get through with my 
remarks. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam very reluctant to interrupt the Senator at 
that point; but if he wants to know how this happened, I will 
make reply in substantially the same manner as the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] has done, that the nomination of 
the primary convention settles the whole business. The opposi- 
tion is so small that the votes of the parties interested in the nom- 
inating convention and in the nominating primaries are really 
conclusive of the contest. That is the fact, and the conclusion 
which the Senator draws, while he no doubt thinks it is perfectly 
logical, is not so by any means, 

On the contrary, there has never been a contest in Mississippi in 
which any fraud or violence on our part has been charged by any- 
body. The facts show and the records of the House of Represent- 
atives show that a Democrat who was elected by what was con- 
sidered a fraudulent election was unseated by a Democratic House 
and a colored man put in his place, and the Democrat who was 
unseated immediately joined the Republican party because he 
said the Democrats did not stand by-him. 

I want to say that in another contested-election case in that 
House, in which it was alleged that certain means were exerted 
to keep the colored people from the polls, a Republican commit- 
tee seated the Democratic contestee, and there has not yet been a 
contest made that has been successful in a Congressional case, 
although a number of elections have been held since that consti- 
tution went into effect; and before that time there had never 
been any charge of fraud, intimidation, or violence. : 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from North Carolina 
allow me to ask the Senator from Mississippi a question? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Mississippi whether 
there was an election in Mississippi last year? 

Mr. MONEY. I presume there was. There were elections in 
most of the States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator examine his mind and 
tell me whether he knows? 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes; I will say there was an election there, 
if you simply want information, because I am willing to give the 
Senator information at any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The ulation of Mississippi is 1,300,000. 
The vote last year in Mississippi was, Democrat 42,273, Populist 
6,097. Why is it that the voters of Mississippi do not take any 
more interest in their elections? 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator was hunting up a little mischief 
instead of listening to what I said to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall be very glad to hear it again. 

Mr. MONEY. The truth of the business is the Senator from 
New Hampshire knows very well he does not hear what is said b 


anybody. Heis usually hunting up a point on somebody, and 
am just = much — - _ — =—S a — turned — 
in a powder magazine a boxof matches. I am always expec 
ing mischief from the Senator. 

r. CHANDLER. Is that all the explanation the Senator is 
going to make of the small vote in Mississippi? 


Mr. MONEY. I thought I had already made the explanation; 











1900. 


but if the Senator has not heard it I will repeat it if the Senator 
from North Carolina will allow me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to know why the people in 
Mississippi take so little interest in the elections there? 

Mr. Me NEY. Would the Senator rather continue questioning 
me, or will he allow me to answer? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was afraid, from the personal remarks 
the Senator was making about me, that he was not going to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator knows very well I regard him with 
the greatest kindness and respect, but it is certainly not out of 

lace if I use a simile which is recognized by the Senate; andI am 
just as likely to be a victim of the Senator's wit as anybody else, 
as I have been, I believe, once before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [Iam listening to the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. Last year there was an election in 
my State for officers from governor down to constable, except for 
members of the other House. There was a hot contest in the 
State. There were two Senators to be elected by the legislature, 
and a governor of the State was to be elected. In fact, elections 
were held for all the offices in the State, and the contest was waged 
at the primaries. The voters in the counties turned out at the 
primaries, and the nominees of the convention were chosen by a 
smaller vote than they received in the primaries, because the oppo- 
sition was so small that nobody thought it worth while to quit 
fishing or plowing or anything else to go to the polls to vote. 
The Senator does not consider that the votes cast in the primaries 

ractically settle the question. When the peopleare called upon 
to select delegates to the convention they express their wishes as 
to the selection of the nominees, and the people turned out when 
the real question was to be decided; that is, as to who should be 
the nominees. Theelection was simply a ratification of the action 
of the Broglie held prior to the convention. 

Mr. DL Mr. President, I understand the Senator’s 
answer, and I believe it to be a correct statement of the fact. It 
shows that in Mississippi and one or two other States that I will 
not mention—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ani South Carolina as well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Because, if I do,I shall have more than 
one Senator upon the floor talking to me at the same time—poli- 
tics has been reduced to a contest in the Democratic primaries. 

Mr. MONEY. Very much in the same way that it has been 
with the Republicans in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In the Democratic white primaries; and 
the black voters in those States have been absolutely excluded 
from any participation whatever in politics, either in the pri- 
maries or at the regular elections by the people, That isthe situ- 
ation; I do not — Laughter]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I believe I shall proceed, Mr. President. 

In ly to my distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
Mowert, I desire to say that his statement of the case within 
itself is enough to convince anyone that there is not that fair con- 
sideration of public questions in the State of ey i which 
should be accorded to people residing in that State. If I under- 
stand the Senator correctly, those who attend primaries have the 

wer to absolutely name the individuals who are to fill the offices. 

o all intents and purposes you had just as well let your primaries 
settle the matter, and not have the formality of an election. 

If this policy is persisted in by the Democratic leaders in the 
South, the day is not far distant when only those who hold office 
and who expect to run for office will participate in the 

t of the governmental affairs in that section. 

I call attention to the fact that in those States wherein these 
unconstitutional methods have been invoked it has been rendered 
impossible to secure a fair discussion and consideration of the 
great public questions that command the attention of the Ameri- 
can people and of the arraignment of any public abuses that 
naturally result from the rule of the machine at the bar of public 
reason. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 

ina excuse me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina rene 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I should like to proceed with my remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina declines to yield. 

Mr. MONEY. I want to call the Senator’s attention to his use 
of the words ‘‘unconstitutional methods.” We do not know of 
any such methodsin Mississippi, and I beg the Senator to exclude 

from the statement, for we have not resorted to un- 
constitutional methods there. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have been informed that in the State of 
weno unconstitutional methods have been invoked in order 
to give the Democratic party the majority which it claims in that 
State. I am informed also that while the constitution of Missis- 
sippi is fair on its face, ithas been administered, as was said in the 
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case of Yick Wo vs. Hopkins, “ with an evil eye and an unequal 
hand.” 

Before the war it wasthe slave owners and thearistocratic classes 
who dominated the politics of the Southern States, and we are rap- 
idly drifting to a point where only the favored few will be given 
political preferment. It is, indeed, a sad day for republican insti- 
tutions when the majority of the people for any cause fail to 
vote on the great questions of the hour. It is a fact that the 
blight known as dry rot on the limbs of trees will eventually 
reach the trunks and result in their destruction; and it is equally 
true that in a republican form of government, where any part of 
the government fails to perform its functions, it is only a ques- 
tion of time when the citizens of that State will lose interest in 
public affairs, and, as a result of the corrupt influences that nat- 
urally thrive under such conditions, will culminate in the com- 
plete overthrow of its republican institutions, 

We have heard a great deal of late about the Goebel election law, 
enacted by the legislature of the State of Kentucky, but after a 
careful comparison of the Goebel election law with the one which 
was passed by the Democratic legislature of North Carolina at its 
last session, [ do not hesitate to say that our election law is in 
every respect a more unjust and discriminating measure than the 
Kentucky statute. Section 11 clothes the registrars of the elec- 
tion with a judicial discretion to be exercised in passing upon the 

ualifications of applicants for registration, and many of the quali- 
fications enumerated in said section are not to be found in that . 
section of our State constitution which contains the prescribed 
qualifications of an elector. 

This section was drawn for the express purpose of enabling 
the unscrupulous election registrar to deprive the citizens of the 
State of the rights that are vouchsafed to them by the constitu- 
tion of the State of North Carolina as well as of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

The idea of requiring the voter to prove his age and date of 
birth by two creditable witnesses! There are not half a dozen 
members of this body, if called upon by one of those registrars 
to prove by twocreditable witnesses that they were born on a cer- 
tain day, would be able to comply with its provision. It was 
enacted solely with a view of depriving those who might oppose 
the Democratic party of the rights which are guaranteed them 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. President, unless I am badly mistaken, the people of North 
Carolina will never submit to the enforcement of such an outrage- 
ous and infamous law. The people of that State are noted for 
their conservatism, and it affords me pleasure to state that the 
statute in question does not reflect the honest sentiment of a 
majority of the Democratic party. It was conceived and enacted 
by the self-constituted leaders whose chief desire was to secure 
their own preferment regardless of the effect that it might have 
on the fortunes of the good citizens of that section. 

{ regard the pro amendment as an attempt to legalize the 
fraudulent methods and practices of the Democratic party that 
have obtained in the conduct and control of elections in the past. 

Take the election law in connection with the proposed amend- 
ment, and you will have no difficulty in divining the true intent 
and purpose of the Democratic party in submitting this proposi- 
tion to the le. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator will allow me a moment, I wish 
to inquire if he is referring to a violation of the Constitution of 
the United States? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to my distinguished friend from 
Nebraska, I desire to say that Iam referring to an amendment 
which is proposed to our State constitution, restricting the right 
of suffrage. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not such a restriction be in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It certainly would be, if I am correct in 
the views I entertain in reference to the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. It seems to me that to adopt such an amendment 
to : State constitution would be a violation of the Federal Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to the Senator's question, I desire 
to say that I do not think it 1s the purpose of a majority of the 
people of the State of North Carolina so to do, but the Democratic 
party of that State has submitted an amendment of that kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. Such an amendment would be declared by the 
courts to be in violation of the spirit or the letter of the Federal 
Constitution. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I have great confidence in 
the patriotism of the people of North Carolina, and | do not be- 
lieve that they will ever permit such an unjust proposition to 
become a part of the constitution of our State. 

The Republican party can not afford to fold its hands and per- 
mit the Democratic party to again secure political ascendency in 
the nation by resorting to such unrepublican and unconstitu- 
tional snothode. No public question is ever properly settled until 
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it is settled in accordance with the principles of justice, and 
while the Democracy of the South has apparently been having 
its own way since 1876, it has at last reached that point where 
every move which it may make in the future looking to the de- 
privation of the voters of the South of those rights to which they 
are entitled will be promptly met. Some of the Democratic news- 
papers in my State are attempting to construe my action in this 
respect to mean an attack upon the State which I have the honor, 
in part, to represent, The statement is false and without founda- 
tion and is made for the purpose of preventing the people from 
giving to this subject that careful consideration to which it is 
entitled. 
I am indebted to the ple of North Carolina for all that I am. 
I stand ready and willing on any and all occasions to defend 
her good name when assailed. If the people of North Carolina 
had been consulted in regard to the proposed amendment, it would 
not have been submitted to them for their consideration. A more 
loyal, devoted, and patriotic people are not to be found in any State 
of this Union. The resolution was introduced for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the country at large to the iniquitous 
scheme which had been proposed by the leaders of the Democracy 
of that State for the purpose of enabling that aged to retain con- 
trol of our affairs regardless of the will of the majority of our 
yeople, 
, North Carolinians have always done their duty in every great 
emergency in which they have been called upon to act, and if the 
people in that State are given an opportunity to express them- 
selves freely at the ballot box at the next election, they will con- 
sign to oblivion those who now seek to do that which can only 
result in great injury to the welfare of our people, and which will 
impede the nail strides we are now making in our industrial 
development. 
Mr. President, I understand that a number of my Democratic 
friends in the Senate desire to discuss this question, and I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent that the resolution may lie upon the 


table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? TheChair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I donot object; but I myself 
desire, in connection with this resolution, at some time to submit 
a few remarks, occasioned by the extraordinary speech of the 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] on the 8th of Janu- 
ary. Ishould go on to-day were I not informed that the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. TURNER] prefers to speak; and therefore 
I give notice that I shall make those remarks to-morrow after the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY) has spoken upon the reso- 
lution of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. TURNER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the United 
States with reference to the Philippine Islands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the joint resolution indicated by the Senator from Wash- 
ington, which will be read. 

The joint resolution (8. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 


United States with reference to the Philippine Islands was read, 
as follows: 


Pesolved, etc., That the Government and people of the United States have 
not waged the recent war with Spain for conquest and for the acquisition of 
foreign territory, but solely for the purposes set forth in the resolution of 
Congress making the tion of war, the acquisition of such small tracts 
of land or harbors as may be necessary for governmental purposes being not 
deemed inconsistent with the same. 

Sno. 2. That in demanding and in receiving the cession of the 
Islands it isnot the purpose of the Government of the United States to 
and maintain permanent dominion over the same asa of the terri 
the United States, or to permanently incorporate the bitants 
citizens of the United States, or to hold said inhabitants as vassalsor su 
of this Government; and the United States hereby disclaim any 
or nbqntian to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 
Said 18: 8s. 

Sec. 3. That the United States, having accepted the cession of the Philip- 
ae Islands from Spain, and having by force of arms overthrown 

zed authority and opposition to the authority of the United States 
the duty and obligation rest upon the United States to restore _— 
main order throughout the same; to in said islands enjoy- 
ment of life and property and the 


of 
as 


n 
pursuit of lawful avocations; and to con- 


tinue such protection until So poet and duty to maintain said protection 
shall have been transferred and intrusted by United States to a govern- 
ment of the people of said islands deemed capable and worthy to exercise 
said power and d said duty. 

Suc. 4. That when armed resistance to the authority of the United States 


shall have ceased within said islands, and peace and order shall have been 
restored therein, it is the purpose and intention of the United States, so soon 
thereafter as the same can be practically and ey accomplished, to provide 
the opportunity and prescribe the method for the formation of a t 

of the people of the Philippine Islands, to be therea*ter independently 
exercised an lied b Uni 
States to accord to the people of said islands the same measure eee 


dence which have been pledged by the Congress of the United tes 
to the e of Cuba, 
have been duly formed and erected in 


5. That when a stable government shall, by the method aforesaid, 

said islands, competent and worthy, 

in the ~— of the United Sates, to cane Se ee See 
pendent government and to preserve peace and main order within its 


bya 
: controll themselves, it being the design of 





jurisdiction, it is tne pur and intention of the United States, reserving 
to themselves only such harbors and tracts of land as may be needed for 
coaling stations or other governmental purposes, to transfer to said govern- 
ment,,upon terms which shall be reasonable and just, all rights and territory 
secured in said islands under the treaty with Spain, and to thereupon leave 
the dominion and control of the islands to their le. 

Sec. 6. That when said government has been thus formed and set up in the 
Philippine Islands and approved by the United Sta it is the design and 
intention of the United States, thro such means and measures as may be 
deemed most efficient and appropriate, to secure the guarantee of the con- 
tinued independence of the same. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, we have now had at the present 
session of Congress in this Chamber two deliverances on the 
Philippine question from an Administration standpoint—one by 
the President in his annual message to Congress, and one by the 
junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] in the speech de- 
livered by him in this Chamber on Tuesday of last week. I think 
it may be presumed that both deliverances were authoritative— 
that of the President, of course, because it was the utterance of 
the President; that of the Senator from Indiana because we were 
told by the inspired press that its delivery was determined after 
consultation with the President, and because the Senator himself 
told us substantially that its delivery at the then early period in 
the session was on account of the general desire of Senators and 
Members of the other House to have an expression of his views at 
the earliest practicablemoment. Ithink it may be presumed also 
thata discussion of thesubject from twosuch distinguished sources 
would conclude everything that could be said on that side of the 
question. Notwithstanding this, I must confess that for one I 
am stili unregenerate and unconvinced. Neither the stately pe- 
riods of the President’s message nor the fervid oratory of the Sen- 
ator’s address can change the truth of history or metamorphose a 
proposed course of action, already partially completed, which 
involves a shocking breach of national faith into an act of policy 
defensible on grounds of justice, morality, and national duty. I 
call the President’s policy a pro course of action, because, 
while he is fully committed to it and has endeavored to carry it 
out so far as lay in his power, the path of honorable retreat is yet 
open to the American people. The President himself has consist- 
ently maintained that the ultimate disposition of these islands is 
for the determinationof Congress. Everybody knows who knows 


anything that the ratification of the treaty of e with Spain 
was not intended to cut off or abridgeeither the right or the oppor- 
tunity for the fullest range of discussion and decision by the 


American Congress. Everyone knows, likewise, that that treaty 
would never have been ratified if there had been an intimation 
in this Chamber by any person that Congress would be embar- 
rassed in considering the matter de novo and a, without 
reference to any changed in the legal status of the matter 
by reason of the ratification of the treaty. 

Approaching the question, then, it were still open and ur- 
concluded, as it in fact is, the first thing that strikes ~ mind, 
and which ought to strike every rightly constituted mind, it seems 
to me, is the breach of faith involved in the pretensions put forth 
by the President and in the resolutions of the Senator from In- 
diana of a right to absorb and govern the Philippine Islands 
wholly without reference to the consent of the le of those 
islands. That le alone of all the Asiatic peoples has shown a 
remarkable ion for liberty and independence, and a no less 
oe a and : in the effort to — 

at blessings. For three years they waged aga 
Spain an intermittent warfare for independence, for the right to 
vern themselves in their own way, under their own laws, and 
y their own rulers. One of those struggles had only — ter- 
minated when our own war with Spain began, and it had ter- 


ft 
S 
= 


and discontented, it is true, but still oo at peace with their 


rulers. Weinduced them to break peace. Our ic 
agents hunted up their leaders, then dispersed t the 
world, and induced them to return to their homes and to their 


people and to foment another insurrection. con- 
veyed those leaders to their native shores and landed them there. 
Our functionaries, both civil and military, furnished them 

, with arms, and with munitions of war. 











wer in that quarter of the globe, and the realization of 
ca long-cherished hopes and aspirations for liberty and 
independence; and basing their action upon these statements, 
they appealed to the people of the Philippine Islands to again 
rise in revolt against the power of Spain. This appeal was re- 
sponded to promptly and with remarkable unanimity, and there- 
after the war was waged with such ardor and vigor that when 
our own land forceshad reached the vicinity of Manila they found 
the interior of the island of Luzon entirely cleared of hostile 
Spanish forces. Such as were not then prisoners of war were 
beleaguered by the insurgents in the city of Manila, and their 
spirit and their courage were so broken by the assaults which 
they had been compelled to resist on the part of the Filipinos that 
after @ sham battle they surrendered themselves and their city 
to the American forces. Undoubtedly if our forces had delayed 
their arrival at Manila only a few weeks, the insurgents them- 
selves would have forced a surrender of the city at the point of 
the bayonet. ‘ 

These facts are shown to be true beyond any question by docu- 
ments in our possession. These documents also show that the 
Filipinos never had any idea from the beginning of their struggle 
that they were fighting for anything other or less than their own 


independence from all foreign domination. Yet the President of 
the United States in his annual message makes the unfounded 


assertion that the idea of independence on the part of the Filipino 
people was an afterthought, founded on the sinister ambitions of 
certain of their leaders. Here is what he says on that subject. 
After having spoken of the arrival of the commissioners appointed 
by him to visit the islands, he says: 


But before their arrival at Manila the sinister ambition of a few leaders of 
the Filipinos had created a situation full of embarrassment for us and most 

rievous in its consequences to themselves. The clear and impartial prelim- 
faery report of the commissioners, which I transmit herewith, gives so lucid 
and comprehensive a history of the present insurrectionary movement that 
the story need not be here repeated. It isenough tosay that the claim of the 
rebel leader that he was promised independence by any officer of the United 
States in return for his assistance has no foundation in fact and is categor- 
ically denied by the yery witnesses who were called to prove it. The most 
the insurgent leader hoped for when he came back to Manila was the libera- 
tion of the islands from the —_— control, which they had been laboring 
for years without success to throw off. 


Against this unfounded declaration I a to the truth of his- 
tory as exhibited in the documents submitted to us by the Presi- 
dent himself and vouched for as authentic and worthy of credit. 
The first of these documents to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate is a proclamation issued by the Filipino junta in 


Bones, before the de of Admiral Dewey’s fleet to engage 
the Spanish fleet in the of Manila. This proclamation is found 
in Senate Document No. 62, part 1, Fifty-fifth Congress, third ses- 


sion, which document embraces our treaty of peace with Spain, 
the proceedings of our peace commissioners at Paris, and the testi- 
mony submitted to them there, and is a part of the testimony 
which they had under consideration at that time. Now, what 
does this proclamation say? 


Compatriots: Divine Providence is about to place independence within our 
reach, and in a way the most free and inde mt nation could hardly wish 


for. 
The Americans, not from mercenary motives, but for the sake of human- 
ity and the lamentations of so many ted people, have considered it 


7a to extend their tecting mantle to our beloved country, now 
they have been to sever conn with Spain, owing to the 


tyranny this nation is exercising in Cuba, ca’ enormous injury to the 
Americans, who have such commercial and o interests there. 
At the moment an erican sq’ is preparing to sail for the 
We, your ether, are very much afraid that you may be induced to fire 
on the Toecioens. o, brothers, never make this quistebe. Rather blow 
pect own brains out than fire a shot or treat as enemies those who are your 


Your natural enemies, your executioners, the authors of your misery and 
unhappiness, are the » Spaniards who a or eakainat these ou | 
raise pao ae um; understand w nst the an 
never against Americans. - 


Mr. TILLMAN, What is the date of that proclamation? 

Mr. TURNER. The date is not given in this publication, but 
it is stated in the publication that the proclamation was in ad- 
vance of the sailing of the American squadron for the harbor of 
Manila. The proclamation is preceded by the following statement: 

The following is a translation from the Spanish of a proclamation of the 
rebel leaders in Hongkong, sent over to the Philippines in advance of the 


The next thing that happened was that General Aguinal 
leader of the a ememnee in the city ef areere about 
the 28th of April, 1898, ere he was sought by Mr. E. Spencer 
Pratt, consul of the United States in that city, and after an inter- 
view between them the correspondence passed between 
Mr. Pratt and Admiral Dewey. Mr. Pratt telegraphed: 


insurgent Sontien, aoe We ompe laf desired: "Telogr apt. 
To which Commodore Dewey replied: 


Tell Aguinaldo come soon as possible. 
DEWEY. 
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What passed between Consul Pratt and Aguinaldo is stated in 
a publication in the Singapore Free Press of Wednesday, May 4, 
1898, which Consul Pratt incloses in a dispatch to the Secretary 
of State, and he says in reference to this publication: 

I regret to have to report that the circumstances attending the departure 
from here of Gen. Emilio Aguinaldo to join Commodore Dewey, which I had 
endeavored so hard to prevent being disclosed, were in substance made 
public in yesterday's edition of the Singapore Free Press, from the inclosed 
copy of which you will note, by reference to my reports Nos. 212 and 213 of 
the 28th and 30th ultimo, respectively, that though the facts are in the main 
correctly given, the dates are not quite accurate and a certain amount of 
conjecture has been indulged in as regards my action in the matter and that 
of the Commodore. 

Here is what this newspaper says passed between Aguinaldo 
and Consul Pratt, and which Consul Tratt says is substantially 
correct: 

During this conference, at which Mr. Bray acted as interpreter, General 
Aguinaldo explained to the American consul-general, Mr. Pratt, the incidents 
and objects of the late rebellion, and described the present disturbed state 
of the country. General Aguinaldo then proceeded to detail the nature of 
the cooperation he could give, in which he, in the event of the American forces 
from the squadron landing and taking possession of Manila, would guarantee 
to maintain order and discipline amongst the native troops and inhabitants 
in the same humane way in which he had hitherto conducted the war, and 
prevent them from committing outrages on defenseless Spaniards beyond 
the inevitable in fair and honorable warfare. He further declared his ability 
to establish a proper and responsible government on liberal principles, and 
would be willing to accept the same terms for the country as the United 
States intend giving to Cuba. 


That is what Aguinaldo told Mr. Pratt he expecced from the 
Government of the United States in return for the cooperation of 
himself and his countrymen. And this is what the same news 
paper account reports Consul Pratt as saying and doing in re- 
sponse to Aguinaldo’s declaration: 

The consul-general of the United States, coinciding with the general views 
expressed during the discussion, placed himself at once in telegraphic com- 
munication with Admiral Dewey at Hongkong, between whom and Mr. Pratt 
a frequent interchange of telegrams consequently took place. 

Mr. President, a few days after this interview between Agui- 
naldo and Consul Pratt, and after Aguinaldo had gone to join 
Commodore Dewey, the Filipinos then residing at Singapore, 
exiles from their country, desiring to recognize the interposition 
of Consul Pratt in favor of their country, gave him a compli- 
mentary serenade, which is also reported in the Singapore Free 
Press, and which he transmits with his dispatches to the Secre- 
tary of State of the United States. This report throws further 
light upon the relations between this consul and this leader of the 
insurgents, and shows what the Filipinos had a right to expect 
from the Government of the United States. At this serenade an 
address was made to Consul Pratt by Dr. Santos, one of the Filipino 
refugees, and in the course of that address he said: 

Mr. SPOONER, From what page is the Senator about to read? 

Mr. TURNER. From page 351 of this document. He said: 

Our countrymen at home, and those of us residing here, refugees from 
Spanish misrule and tyranny in our beloved native land, hope that the United 
States, your nation, persevering in its humane policy, will efficaciously sec- 
ond the pr mme arranged between you, sir, and Genera! Aguinaldo in 
this port of Singapore, and secure to us our independence under the protec 
tion of the United States. Our warmest thanks are especially due to you, 
sir, personally, for — been the first to cultivate relations with General 
Aguinaldo and arrange for the cooperation with Admiral Dewey, thus sup- 
porting our aspirations which time and subsequent actions have developed 
and caused to meet with the applause and approbation of your nation. Fi 
nally, we request you to convey to your illustrious President and the Amer 
ican people, and to Admiral Dewey, our sentiments of sincere gratitude and 
our most fervent wishes for their prosperity. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When was that? 

Mr. TURNER. On June 8, and it is reported in the Straits 
Times, of Singapore, of June 9. 

Consul Pratt, in his reply, does not deny that he had promoted 
this arrangement to secure the independence of the Filipino peo- 

le under the protection of the United States. On the contrary, 
is reply tacitly admits it. He says: 

Tam thankful to have been the means, though merely the accidental means, 
of ae about the arrangement between General Aguinaldo and Admiral 
Dewey, which has resulted so happily. Ican only hope that the eventful 
outcome will be all that can be desired for the happiness and welfare of the 
Filipinos. My parting words to General Aguinaldo were, “General, when 
you have proved yourself great, prove yourself magnanimous,” and from the 
treatment accorded to the recent Spanish prisoners it would appear that he 
had done so. 

The next document to which I wish to call attention, and all of 
these documents are appended to the Spanish treaty and were sub- 
mitted to our commissioners at Paris, is the letter from Aguinaldo 
to the President, dated June 10,1898. This letter is found on 
pages 360 and 361 of Senate Document No, 62: 

CAVITE, June 10, 1398. 
To the President of the Republic of the Great North American Nation. 

DEAR AND HONORED S1R: I come to greet you with the most tender effu 
sion of my soul and to oxgrese to you my deep and sincere gratitude, in the 
name of the unfortunate Philippine people, for the efficient and disinterested 

whic. you have decided to give it, to shake off the yoke of the 
cruel and corrupt Spanish domination, as you are doing to the equally unfor 
tunate Cuba, which Spain wishes to see annihilated rather than free and in- 
— giving her, to quiet her and to cicatrize the deep wounds made 
in heart the iniquities committed upon her children, a false autonomy, 
of which one bold blow of the Governor-General may deprive her imme- 
diately, as she has no colonial army to serve as a counterpoise to the almost 
sovereign powers of that supreme authority. 
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At the same time, as [am always frank and open, I must express to you 
the great sorrow which all of us Filipinos felt on reading in the Times, a 
newspaper of the greatest circulation and reputation in the whole world, in 
its issue of the 5th of last month, the astounding statement that you, sir, will 
retain these islands until the end of the war, and, if Spain fails to pay the 
indemnity, will sell them to a European power, preferably Great Britain 


After going on and arguing against such a course, he concludes 
in the last paragraph of this letter by stating: 


I close by protesting once and a thousand times, in the name of this people, 
which knows how to fight for its honor by means of its improvised warriors 
and artillery men, against the statement published by the Times, mainly for 
the purpose of casting a blot in history upon its glorious name; a people which 
trusts blindly in you not to abandon it to the tyranny of Spain, but to leave 
it free and independent, even if you make peace with Spain, and I offer fer- 
vent prayers for the ever-increasing prosperity of your powerful nation, to 
which and to you I shall show unbounded gratitude, and shall repay with 
interest that great obligation. 


The next document to which I call the attention of the Senate 
is a letter from Consul Wildman to Aguinaldo from Hongkong. 
The date is not given here, but it is contained in a dispatch to the 
State Department by Consul Wildman dated August 7. I see that 
in the body of the dispatch he says he wrote this letter to Agui- 
naldo on July 25, 1898, 


If you stand shoulder to shoulder—— 


Mr. QUARLES, On what page is that found? 

Mr. TURNER. Itis page 339, at the bottom of the page. 
this letter to Aguinaldo Consul Wildman says: 

If you stand shoulder to shoulder with our forces, and do not allow any 
small differences of opinion and fancied slights to keep you from the one set 
~~ of freeing your island from the cruelties under which you claim it 
1as n groaning for so many hundred years, your name in history will be 
a glorious one. There are greater prizes in the world than being the mere 
chief of a revolution. 


Now, mark this language: 


Do not forget that the United States undertook this war for the sole pur- 
se of relieving the Cubans from the cruelties under which they were suf- 
ering, and not for the love of conquest or the hope of gain. Whatever the 
final ey of the conquered territory may be, you can trust to the United 
States that justice and honor will control their dealings with you. The 
= thing is to throw off the Spanish yoke. Do not let anything interfere 
with this. 

Now, Mr, President, for the purpose of showing that these 
representations were brought to the attention of the Department, 
I refer the Senate to a memorandum made by Secretary J. B. 
Moore for the information of Secretary Day, dated June 22, 1898, 
and found in this publication on page 340, This memorandum 
says: 

For the Secretary: 


Here are two dispatches from Mr. Pratt, consul-general at Singapore, 
respectively numbered 214 and 217. 
No. 214 incloses a copy of Mr. Pratt’s confidential No. 212, to which you 


have qeeenty replied. 
of his No. 213, narrating his parting interview with 


It also incloses a co’ 
General Aguinaldo. r. Pratt states that in this interview he enjoined upon 


General Aguinaldo the meouneey. under Commodore Dewey’s direction, of 
assuming absolute control over his forcesin the Philippines, since no excesses 
on their part would be tolerated by the United States, the President having 
declared that the present hostilities with 8 were to be carried on in 
strict conformity with the principles of ci od warfare. Mr. Pratt states 
that to this injunction General Aguinaldo gave his full assent, assuring him 
that he intended, and was able, when in the field, to hold his followers, the 
insurgents, in check and lead them on “‘as our commander should direct.” 
General Aguinaldo, as Mr. Pratt reports, “further stated that he hoped 
the United States would assume pro ion of the Philippines for at least long 
enough to allow the inhabitants to establish a government of their own, in 
the organization of which he would desire American advice and assistance.” 
* These questions,” says Mr. Pratt, “‘I told him I had noauthority to discuss.” 
This confirms Mr. Pratt's statement, in his recent te’ , that he confined 
his action to bringing General Aguinaldo and Commodore Dewey together. 


The only intimation in this whole record from beginning to end 
that the Filipinos or anybody acting for them ever expressed a 
willingness to accept anything less than their independence is 
contained in a letter addressed by Consul Williams at Manila to 
Secretary Day, dated June 16, 1898, in which he states thatin a 
conversation with Aguinaldo the latter had stated that certain of 
his leaders had expressed a yon to accept annexation to 
the United States. Yet, Mr. dent, Aguinaldo, in the letter 
to the President which I have already read, dated June 10, 1898, 
six days before this supposed conversation ‘between himself and 
Consul Williams, had notified the President that when was 
finally concluded between the United States and Spain he ex- 
pe that it would be done upon terms that would concede the 

dependence of the Philippine Islands. 

Moreover, Aguinaldo, in a letter to Consul Williams, dated 
August 1, 1898, only one month and fourteen days after this sup- 
posed conversation between himself and Consul Williams, — 
strenuously and forcefully in favor of the independence of the 
Philippine Islands and gives no intimation whatever that in an 
conversation with Consul Williams he had indicated the willing- 
ness of anybody connected with the Philippine republic to accept 
annexation to the United States. This letter is so pathetic and 
affecting and breathes so high a spirit that it would move the 
heart of anybody not im ious to generous and magnanimous 
feelings, I desire to a few of its passages to the Senate in 


In 
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this connection. It is found in the Senate document before read 
from, on pages 398 and 399. He says: 


Why do not the American generals operate in conjunction with the Fili- 
pino generals and, uniting the forces, render the end more decisive? 

Is it intended, indeed, to carry out annexation against the wish of these 
people, distorting the legal sense of that word? If the revolutionary govern- 
ment is the genuine representative, by right and deed, of the Filipino people 
as we have proved when necqerety. wey is it wished to oppress instead of 
gaining their confidence and friendship 

lt is useless for me to represent to my compatriots the favors received 
through Admiral Dewey, for they assert that up to’the present the Ameri- 
can forces have shown not an active, only a passive, cooperation, from which 
they — that the intention of these forces are not for the best. They 
assert, besides, that it is possible to suppose that I was brought from Hong- 
kong to assure those forces by my presence that the Filipinos would not 
make common cause with the Spaniards, and that they have delivered to the 
Filipinos the arms abandoned , the former in the Cavite Arsenal, in order 
to save themselves much labor, fatigue, blood, and treasure that a war with 
Spain would cost. 

But I do not believe these unworthy suspicions. I have full confidence in 
the generosity and philanthropy which shine in characters of gold in the his- 
tory of the privileged Reople of the United States, and for that reason, in- 
voking the friendship which you upetem for me and the love which you have 
for my people, I pray you earnestly, as also the ed generals who 
represent your coun in these islands, that you entreat the Government at 
Washington to the revolutionary government of the Filipinos, and 
1, for a ee will labor with all my power with my ple that the United 
States shall not —— their sentiments of humanity in coming to the aid of 
an oppressed ple. 

Say to the Government at Washington that the Filipino people abominate 
savagery, that in the midst of their past misfortunes they have learned to 
love liberty, order, justice, and civil life, and that they are not able to lay 
aside their own wishes when their future lot and history are under discus- 
sion. Say also that I and my leaders know what we owe to our unfortunate 
country, that we know how to admire and are ready to imitate the disinter- 
estedness, the abnegation, and the patriotism of the grand men of America, 
among whom stands preeminent the immortal General Washington. 

You and I both love the Filipinos; both see their progress, their prosper- 
ity, and their tness. For this we should avoid any conflict which would 
be fatal to the interests of both “— who should always be brothers. In 
this you will uire a name in the history of humanity and an ineradicable 
affection in the hearts of the Filipino people. 


Mr. President,can anybody read these documents and say truth- 
fully that the idea of independence was an afterthought with the 
Filipino people? On the contrary, from the very beginning, from 
a period anterior even to the outbreak of hostilities between our 
Government and _—s they were advising us in any and every 
possible way that the stake for which they were fighting and for 
which they expected to fight was the independence of their beloved 
country. Nor is it strictly true, Mr. President, to say that they 
were never promised their independence. A fair reading of these 
letters of Consul Pratt and Consul Williams would induce us to 
say that they were promised independence by those officials, if not 
in express terms, at least by necessary implication. A reading of 
the letters from General Anderson, the commander of our forces 
at Cavite before the arrival of General Merritt in that country, 
would also carry the same iéntimation to that people. I want the 
Senate to listen to what General Anderson said to them at that 


time. On the 4th day of July, 1898, General Anderson indited a 
letter to General A aldo, and said to him in that letter, among 
other things: 


Mr. SPOONER. On what page is that found? 
Mr. TURNER. That letter is found on page 390, General 
Anderson wrote to Aguinaldo as follows: 


GENERAL: I have the honor to inform you that the United States of Amer- 
ica, whose land forces Ihave the honor to command in this vicinity, being at 
war with the Kingdom of Spain, has entire sym —~ To most friendly 
sentiments for the native le of the Philippine Islan 

= oe saan * desire as eee the e a relations wu yen. 
an ‘ve you and your ) us in military operations 
against the Spanish nm Se ™ 


In another letter found in this document, at page 391, dated 
July 6, 1898, General Anderson says to Aguinaldo: 


Very soon we expect a addition to our forces, and it must be appa- 
vent Ve yon 20 8 wemnez © r that we will require much more room to 
camp our soldiers, and storeroom for our supplies. For this I would 
like to have your excellency’s advice and cooperation, as you are best 
uainted with the resources of this Sant 
an must be apparent to you that we do not intend to remain here inactive, 


but to move promptly against our common enemy; but for a short time we 
must E ond awh supplies and also retain place for them near 
our and transports. 


nishaebee Ene teie one eee 
Tau als anions to ave sickness by taking salty precautions? ‘s 
own officers have been making voluntary wi 
fear epidemic disease, if the vicinity is not made Would it not be 
well to have prisoners work to this end under the advice of the surgeons? 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that we had no pris- 
oners at that time, but the only Spanish prisoners were those held 
by the forces of the republic. 

Mr, McLAURIN. ose letter is that? 

Mr. TURNER. That is General Anderson’s letter to General 
Aguinaldo, The last letter from General Anderson to which I 
shall call the attention of the Senate is dated July 23, 1898, and in 
it he says to Aguinaldo: 

GENERAL: When t cuss Reve tee weels ane t requested your queaiiensy 
to give what to procure transportation for the 


assistance you could means 
army, as it was to fight in the cause of your people. So far 


American we 
have received no response, 











1900. 


resent your people, I now have the honor to make requisition on 
you tor 500} horses ond 60 oxen and ox carts. ee 
If you can not secure these, I will have to pass you and make requisition 


directly on the people. 

The cause of these letters and other letters, and acts of a simi- 
lar character, with which I shall not further weary the Senate, 
was explained in the testimony of General Merritt, given before 
éur peace commissioners at Paris. That testimony, or so much 
of it as I will read, will be found on page 367 of Senate Document 
No. 62. Among other things, General Merritt says to the com- 
ae arrival there at Manila, I had tel 

m there at Manila, I had tele- 
eee ee ie been Sines of tae possible trouble that ehh ey ee 
with the insurgents, and asked for instructions as to whether I should con- 
sider them as en and treat them accordin y, in such case. To that re- 

uest I had no reply, and the consequence was I had to mix diplomacy with 
‘orce in order to avoid a tilt withthem. I knew if bloodshed was once had 
that would be the end of an amicable status there, and to that end I wascare- 
ful only to enforce that which was proper and which I conceived must be 
executed in order to have my troops fully occupy the ground we had taken. 

Mr. President, when Secretary Day heard of this interview be- 
tween Aguinaldo and Consul Pratt at Singapore and of the letter 
add: to Aguinaldo by Consul Wildman at Hongkong he took 
occasion to write a letter to each of those officials disavowing their 
course, but he never disavowed, nor did any other official of this 
Government ever disavow the course of those consuls to Agui- 
naldo or to anybody else, although we were then in daily com- 
munication with inaldo in and about the vicinity of Manila. 
Why was not thisdone? The answer is obvious and is indicated 
in the testimony of General Merritt. We desired the friendly 
cooperation and assistance of the Filipinos in our war with Spain. 
We knew that if we disclosed to them our purpose to absorb their 
land and deny their independence, we would not only not have 
their friendly cooperation and assistance, but we would have their 
active suneene. We knew that we would be at war, not only 
with the Spaniards but with the Filipinos, from the very moment 
that we set foot upon the soil of those islands. 

Mr. President, does not this whole miserable history bear out 
the statement with which 1 began, that we owe that to the Fili- 
pinos, by virtue of what has ——. which, if we now go on 
with our pretensions against their liberty and their independence, 
will be looked on as a gross breach of faith upon the part of the 
American people? Whatever may be said as to actual promises of 
independence, itis indisputable, nobody can deny it, that we sought 
and accepted the assistance of the Filipinos, knowing that the 
stake which they fought for was independence, and when they 
had almost won their independence, when it required but one 
more effort on their part to clear their soil from the last vestige of 
Spanish dominion, we, their professed friend and 7 without 
any previous intimation of our pu , Stepped into the shoes of 
Spain and opposed our overwhelming power to the accomplish- 
ment of their long-cherished hopes and aspirations. Mr. Pres- 
ident, our conduct then and there has no parallel in the history 
of the world from the Des of time down to the present 
moment. If it be sted in it will be worse than Punic faith. 
Beside it Punic faith will hereafter be considered. as full observ- 
ance of honorable obligations. It is indescribable. To the honest, 
unperverted* American mind it is inconceivable. I venture the 
assertion that there is not one American voter in a hundred 
who would not have repudiated as perfidious and dishonorable 
the cage pen» ut forth by the President of the United States 
and by the utions of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEvErR- 
prt if they had been called upon with full knowledge of all 
the facts, to sanction them in the beginning and before the pres- 
ent desolating war began. The truth of the matter is that those 
pretensions have from the beginning and do now constitute a 
stain on the honor of this nation, which we may atone for if we 
will, but which can never be entirely wiped out. The man or 
men who have put us in this position before the world deserve and 
will receive the condemnation of the American people. That 
po have a conscience which stings and an honor which repro- 

when they see — fe meen by their servants and in 
their name on a helpless and deserving people. Those in high 
places who have stifled their own consciences at the dictation of 





itical expediency will learn that fact to their sorrow long be- | 


ao this deplorable chapter in our national history is closed 
orever. 
Mr. President, the President in his annual message to Congress 
our right in the me mage on the ground that we had 
one ee are nothing to the inhabitants of those 
islands whic uded us in honor from acquiring them, and 
on the further ground that we had apy a those islands 
from Spain, their former owner, and he declared, therefore, that 
they are ours by every title of law and equity. I do not believe 
that they are ours by either title. If they were private posses- 
any court on a ne emer ere oo _ 
even Ju ,in ca’ ty asa judgeo 
the t semitet ten United States, ot ae 
pelled to declare on the record that, instead o 
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uity, would 
being trus- 
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tees of those islands under God, as the Senator from Indiana [-Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] thinks we are, we are in truth and in fact trustees 
de son tort, in fraud of the rights of the Filipinos. The suggestio 
falsi and the suppressio veri are both there for the purpose of con- 
stituting the equitable jurisdiction. Nor do I believe it lies in our 
mouth to say that we hold a legal title to those islands. Caveat 
emptor. How could we purchase from Spain something which 
Spain herself did not possess? How could the Filipinos be bound 
by the empty act of Spain in undertaking to sell a sovereignty 
which they had wrested from her by the God-given right of revo- 
lution? If it be said that while Spain had lost her sovereignty 
de facto it sti'l existed de jure, I say that as to us she had lost 
her sovereignty both in law and in fact. We can not be per- 
mitted in any forum, either of law or conscience, to breathe both 
hot and cold tothe Filipinos. Having assisted them to destroy 
the sovereignty of Spain, we can not be permitted now to turn 
around and say that while it is true that that sovereignty had de- 
parted asa fact, it still existed de jure, for the purpose of pur- 
chase by us. And I call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that if we have any rights whatever in the Philippines, it is by 
purchase, pure and simple, and nothing else. At the time of the 
signing of the protocol, which ended the war with Spain, we were 
not in possession of a single foot of territory in the Philippines 
which had not before that been wrested from Spain by the vic- 
torious armies of the Philippine republic, and by them surren- 
dered to us as an act of comity toa friend and an ally. Judge 
Day himself places this matter right in a publication from him 
whic’) I saw in the public prints a few hd ago, and in which ° 
he points out that such rights as we do possess in the Philip- 
pines we acquired by purchase, and not by conquest. I am sorry 
that I have not the very full and satisfactory expression of Judge 
Day upon this subject to present to the Senate now in connection 
with my remarks. 

It may be assumed by some that any discussion of the status of 
this country in the Philippine Islands from a legal standpoint is 
abstract and profitless since our sovereignty has been declared by 
treaty and is therefore fixed in all our own forums. But is it so 
fixed, Mr. President? Neither that instrument nor any other to 
which the Filipinos were not parties can fix it in the forum of 
conscience. hat forum finds its being in the Congress of the 
United States primarily, with right of appeal to the people of 
the United States in their collective capacity as the ultimate sov- 
ereign to whom all questions of conscience must in the end be 
submitted and decided. That people will determine hereafter, 
whatever Congress may now do, whether the Philippines ‘‘ are 
ours by every title of law and equity.” Our people are broad, 
generous, humane, and magnanimous, and their every instinct is 
for right and justice. I can not doubt that, when the matter is 
submitted to them understandingly, they will render a just and 
righteous verdict. In the meantime, what a cause and what a 
forum for an advocate filled with holy zeal for justice and with 
righteous indignation against wrong perpetrated in high places! 
Oh, for a Burke, or a Fox, or a Pitt to demand justice for an out- 
raged people, and to scourge with scorpion whip the cant and 
hypocrisy that would oppress them under the guise of extending 
liberty and civilization. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana did not address him- 
self to our position in the Philippines from the standpoint of right 
and justice. His address was a rhapsody directed to our interests 
and our senses; and while it was very beautiful, he must pardon 
me for saying that it lacked that majestic harmony which can be 
evoked only when the nobler chords are struck. We now know 
from his address, if we did not before know, that the islands are 
both rich and beautiful, that their climate is salubrious, their 
waters healing, their soil fertile, their productions diversified, 
their position commanding, and that the opportunities to exploit 
them for our enrichment are many and manifold; but we do not 
know by what right Spain, after being expelled from them by 
their 10,000,000 inhabitants, could sell them and their inhabit- 
ants to us without the consent of the latter, nor do we know by 
what right the United States, after having assisted to expel Spain 
from those islands, could buy them and their 10,000,000 inhabit- 
ants without the consent of the latter. Nor does the Senator from 
Indiana tell us, unless he intends us toinfer the right from the 
claim which he makes, that the Filipinos are a barbarous race of 
people and that the principles of liberty declared by our great 
political charter were never intended to have application to such 
a people. But the Senator must pardon me again if I express 
doubt whether his opportunities have been such as to constitute 
him an authority on the subject of the capabilities of the Filipino 
poeple. We all know that his ability to travel through the island 
of Luzon and to mix with its people was much restricted during 
his recent visit to the Orient, and the same may be said of all the 
other islands, unless possibly we except that group governed by 
the Sultan of Sulu. Those islands, I believe, at the time of the 
visit of the Senator had been won over to friendly consideration 
by the exiraordinary means which that great Oriental statesman, 
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Li Hung Chang, advised us to employ in the efforts to pacify all of 
the islands. But there are others, whose opportunities have been 
greater than those of the Senator from Indiana, who tell us a dif- 
ferent story concerning the capabilities of the Filipinos; and I 
prefer, as I have no doubt the country will prefer, to believe them 
rather than to accept the version of the Senator from Indiana. 

Admiral Dewey tells us, from observation and experience with 
the Filipinos, that they are far more capable of self-government 
than the natives of Cuba. He reiterated this in his views formu- 
lated for the information of our peace commissioners at Paris. 
In those views, which are published in Senate Document No. 62, 
on page 383, 1 find, among others, this statement from Admiral 
Dewey. It is very brief: 

In a telegram sent to the Department on June 23 1 expressed the opinion 
that “these people are far superior in their w~ ba and more capable of 
self-government than the natives of Cuba, and I am familiar with both 
races.’ Further intercourse with them has confirmed me in this opinion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the Senator is speaking of Admiral Dew- 
ey’s testimony in connection with this matter, I should liketoask 
him if he has ever found in any official dispatch whether or not 
Admiral Dewey made a compact with Aguinaldo as to the condi- 
tions on which the war should be prosecuted? 

Mr. TURNER. I have found nothing on that subject in the 
documents published. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I ask whether there is any evidence that 
there were any active insurgents in the Philippine Islands when 
Dewey destroyed the Spanish fleet? The Senator speaks of our 
assisting the insurgents to take possession of the a 
Islands, When the news of Dewey’s victory went around the 
world, and when, as the Senator says, we began to assist the insur- 
gents to take possession of the islands, were there any active in- 
surgents in all the islands? 

Mr. TURNER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If so, I should be very glad to be informed 
of it, because I had supposed there were none. 

Mr. TURNER. Ishall not take the time to turn to the letter 
now, but the Senator will find in this publication a dispatch from 
Consul Williams, at Manila, to Secretary Day, before the outbreak 
of hostilities between the United States and Spain, in which Con- 
sul Williams told Judge Day that there were 5,000 armed insur- 
gents then in and around the city of Manila. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt there were plenty of armed 
Filipino insurgents at Hongkong, but I have yet to see any reliable 
evidence that the insurrection at that particular time one par- 
ticle of vitality in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. TURNER. Then the Senator has not read this correspond- 
ence, which I commend to his consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, there were 
undoubtedly insurgents, inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, 
with arms which they were ready to use if they were encou 
and assisted, as the Senator says, by the United States, but that 
the insurrection had any vitality whatever on the day of Dewey's 
victory I have never believed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the permission of the Senator from 
Washington, I will read from page 319 of Senate Document No. 
62, Fitty-fifth Congress, third session, a letter from Consul Wil- 
liams, dated February 22, 1898, in which he says: 

Peace was proclaimed, and since my coming festivities therefor were held; 


but there is no peaceand has been noneforabouttwoyears. Condi 


tions here 
and in Cuba are practically alike. War exists, battles are of almost daily 
occurrence, ambu 


ces bring in many wounded, and hospitals are full. 
That was February 22, 1898, before we declared war, 
Prisoners are brought here and shot without trial, and Manila is under 
wee forces have not been able to dislodge a rebel army within 10 
miles of Manila, and last Saturday, February 19, a battle was there fought 


and five dead left on the field. uch of such information is found in my 
longer dispatch, referred to, and which is at your command. 


Mr.CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, the difficulty 
is for me to understand, if that be true—and I am not now pre- 
pared to say that it is not true, although I somewhat doubt it— 
why Aguinaldo and all the leaders of the rebellion had gone off 
to enchonet to enjoy the money of the Spanish Government, 
which had been ommanh to be paid to them as a reason for aban- 
doning the insurrection. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator one question. I 
inquire if the Senator has formed his opinion on this subject in 
ignorance of that fact? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, TALIAFERRO in the chair), 
The Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] is entitled to the 


floor. 
Mr. TILLMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Wash- 
ington, I will read some additional tostimony from Mr. Williams, 


and the members of 


with selections from the 37,000 insurgents, can 
can Be well armed 


arse b 

Third. Few United States troops will be needed for conquest, and fewer 
still for occupancy. 
clerics—will remove all 
the beginning but better than the presen 
while native priests, of which there are many, can 
acce’ 
reli 


that the government of these insurgents, while crude 
ginning, would be better than that which was then being admin- 


istered by the S in that country. Can it be that a people 
who could pot government than the Gpontediie : are 
capable of administering can be truthfull 





under date of March 19, 1898, page 820 of the same document. 


He writes to the Assistant Secretary of State as follows: 


Sir: Matters are in a serious state here. I have daily communication by 


cable and letter with Commodore Dewey, but we pass letters by British and 
other shipmasters and by private parties, because cables and letters are 
tampered with. 


Insurrection is rampant; many killed, wounded, and made prisoners on 


both sides. 


* * * * + 2 - 
Rebellion never more threatening toSpain. Rebels gettingarms, money, 


and friends, and they outnumber the Spaniards, resident and soldiery, pro 
ably a hundred to one. 


If Mr. Williams was a liar, he ought not to have been there as 


the consul of the United States. 


Mr, TURNER. Mr. President, to proceed with the tenor of my 


remarks and to return to the question of the capacity of the Fili- 
pinos for government, the next document to which I call the 
attention of the Senate is a dispatch from Consul Williams to the 
Secretary of State. found on 
short time after the battle o 


ages 327 and 328, written a very 
nila Bay. It is dated May 12, 
1898. He says to the Secretary: 


These natives are —— to be organized and led by United States officers, 

their cabinet visited me and gave assurance that all 
would swear alle ce to and cheerfully follow our flag. They are brave, 
submissive, and cheaply provided for. 

To show their frie ness for me as our nation’s onl 
this part of the world, I last week went on shore at Cavite with British con- 
sul, in his launch, to show the destruction wro t by our fleet. As soon as 
natives found me out, they crowded around me, off, shouting * Viva los 
Americanos,” thronged about me by hundreds to shake either d, even 
several at a time, men, women, and children striving to get even a finger to 
shake. So I moved a 3 continuously with both hands. The 
British consul, a smiling spectator, said he never before saw such an evidence 
of friendship. Two thousand escorted me to the launch amid hurrahs of good 
feeling for our nation, hence I must conclude— 


And it is these conclusions of Consul Williams, to which I wish 
the particular attention of the Senate: 

First. Oursquadron can force surrender inaday. Spaniardsareall cooped 
up in Manila. 
This was before our troops got there at all. 
Second. Spanish officers of native regiments away, these 6,000, together 


ive us ample land t , and 
with rifles of Spanish soldiers and from barracks and 


representative in 


ulsion of Spaniards—naval, civil, mili 


tary, and 
rd and i 


r, and civil government, crude in 
will be easy and be well received, 

lly and with ea 
tability meet ail requirements so far as present established 
on is concerned. 


Consul Williams in this letter states to the Secreta — 
e = 


said to be barbarians? 


he next evidence to which I shall call the attention of the Sen- 


ate on this subject is a letter from General King, very much in 
line with that of Admiral Dewey. 
cisco, June 22, 1899. It is found published in Senate Document 
No. 66, and is as follows: 


This letter is dated San Fran- 


SAN FRANCISCO, June 22, 1899. 
To the Editor of the Journal, Milwaukee, Wis. 
DEAR S1R: Thinking over per tiagnam ond uest of June 7, I find my- 
self een aa eemanee. oe an officer of ioe dnaen there are many a 
sons why I wie not give my “views of situation in the Phili 


es, how 
y to continue, and thoughts as to America’s 


infuture 


such seh ae action: Aguiselie dandy sekars whan ight ssine or 
highly educated; nine-tenths of the read and write are skilled 
in one way or another; they are temperate, and, 
given a fair could look out for themselves itely better than our 
pocgie Saegine. apy covenen, Shey seach oe Baer ae Sa Camnner the 
arate F to whom we have given the righ suffrage. 
ae CHARLES KING, 
Brigadier-General. 
After the surrender of Manila two of the officers of Admiral 
Dewey’s fleet obtained leave of absence with a view of making a 
tour of the island of Luzon and of Officially to Admiral 
a they had observed d that tour. ose officers 
were Paymaster W. B. Wilcox, of the United States Navy, and 
Naval Cadet Leonard R. Sargent, also of the same service. They 
passed all of the months of October and November in the interior 
of the island of Luzon, traveling about from place to place. As 
officers of the United States, they were received in commu- 
nity which they visited with the utmost friendliness and with the 
very highest honors which the people were capable of offering to 
them. After they returned they made a report to Admiral Dewey 
concerning what they had observed, and here is what they had to 
say concerning the education and intelligence of the natives: 


53. The Ph both and civil, that we have met in all 
the provinces we have nai have with pry ow Poem man a 
in t appearance and conversation. The same is true of all those men 











r class in each town. The education of most of them 
Witaited, ine they ap ar toseize every opportunity to improve it. They 
have great respect and admiration for pernine. Very many of them desire 
to send their children to schools in the United States or Europe. Many men 
of importance in different towns have told us that the first use to be made of 
the revenues of their government, after there is no more danger of war, will 
be to start good schools in every village. The poorer classes are extremely 
ignorant on most subjects, but a large percentage of them can read and write. 


Further on in this report, concerning the popular sentiment on 
the subject of independence, it is stated: ; 


57. Of the large number of officers, civil and military, and of leading towns. 
ple we have met nearly every man has expressed in our presence his senti 
ment on this question. It is universally the same. They all declare they 
will accept nothing short of independence. They desire the protection of 
the United States at sea, but fear any interference on land. The question of 
the remuneration of our Government for the expense of establishing a pro- 
tectorate is never touched upon. On the subject of independence there is, 
again, a marked difference between the four provinces first visited and those 
of Ilocos Sur and Union. In the former there is more enthusiasm—the senti- 
ment is more of the people; in the latter it is more of the higher class and of 
the army. In these provinces we have seen signs of actual discontent with 
the existing state of things. 


This report from which I have read was submitted by these 
officers to Admiral Dewey, and received from him this indorse- 


ment: 
FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, P. L., December 1, 1898. 
Approved and respectfully forwarded for the information of the Navy 
rtment. ‘ 

= pecial attention is invited to this interesting and carefully prepared 
report, which, in my opinion, contains the most complete and reliable infor- 
mation obtainable in regard tothe present state of the northern partof Luzon 


Island. 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear-Admiral, U. S. N., Commanding Asiatic Station. 


One of these officers afterwards wrote an article for the Out- 
look, embracing in a more popular form the results of his obser- 
vations and those of Paymaster Wilcox while engaged in making 
that tour. This article is also published in Senate Document No. 
66, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. I desire to have read the 

arts of it which are found on pages 1 and 2 of the document 
own to the bottom of page 2, and I send the document to the 
desk for that purpose. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE BACKWOODS FILIPINO. 
[By Leonard R. Sargent. ] 


It has been my privilege to have been intimately associated with the Fili- 
ino people for a short time at a most interesting period of their history. 
ith the permission of Admiral Dewey, I spent the greater part of the 
months of October and November of 1894, in company with Paymaster W. P. 
Wilcox, United States Navy, in the interior of the northern part of the island 
of Luzon. It will be remembered that at that date the United States had 
not yet announced its policy with regard to the Philippines. The terms of 
the treaty with Spain were being negotiated by our commissioners at Paris, 
and the fate of the islands hung in the balance. In the meantime the native 
population, taking matters into their own hands, had declared their inde- 
pendence from all foreign jurisdiction and had set up a provisional govern- 
ment, with Aguinaldo at its head. 

a government has never been recognized, and in all proba- 
bility go out of existence without recognition, yet it can not be denied 
that, in a region occupied by many millions of inhabitants, for nearly six 
months it stood alone between anarchy andorder. The military forces of the 
United States held control only in Manila, with its environs, and in Cavite, 
and had no authority to reseed further, while in the vast remaining districts 
the representatives of the ~~ other ized never on the field were 
prisoners in the hands of their ised subjects t was the opinion at Ma- 
nila during this anomalous period in our ippine relations, and possibly in 
the United States as well, that such a state of affairs must breed something 
akin to anarchy. 

I can state unreservedly, however, that Mr. Wilcox and I found the exist- 
ing conditions to be much at variance with this opinion. During ourabsence 
from Manila we traveled more than 600 miles in a very comprehensive cir- 
cuit th ‘+h the northern part of the island of Luzon, traversing a charac- 
teristic and important district. In this way we visited seven provinces, of 
which some were under the immediate control of the central government at 
were remotely situated, separated from each other and 
from the seat of government by natural divisions of land, and accessible only 
by lengthy and arduous travel. Asa tribute tothe efficiency of Aguinaldo’s 

vernment and to the law-abiding character of his subjects, 1 offer the fact 

t Mr. Wilcox and I pursued our journey throughout in perfect security, 

and returned to Manila with only the most pleasing recollections of the quiet 

and orderly life which we found the natives to be leading under the new 
2. 


years at an exposition held at Barcelona, Spain, a man and 
woman were ted as representative types of the inhabitants of Luzon. 
The man wore a loin cloth and the woman a scanty skirt. It was evident 
that they belon to the lowest plane of savage. I think no Geeper 
wound was ever inflicted upon the pe of the rea ipino population than 
that caused oe exhibition, the knowledge of which seems to have spread 
throughout island. The man and woman, while actually natives of 
Luzon, were captives from a tribe of wild Igorrotes of the hills, a tribe as 
hostile to the as to the Spaniards themselves, and equally alien to 
both. It is dou! to what extent such islanders are responsible for the 
low esteem in which the Filipino is held; his achievements certainly have 
never been well advertised, while his shortcomings have been heralded 


The actual, everyday Filipino is not as picturesque a creature as the Igor- 
rote. The average human ion a remarkable affinity for “the 

uresque; and the commonplace citizen of Luzon is too often overlooked 
the presence of the engrossing savage. If the observer's attention can 
be drawn to the former, however, much that is of interest will be found in 


ee 


comparatively life 

our we traveled first across the of Nueva Icija, by far 
tho pears malt of all the provinces we visited. a Suen 
here we were by the intelligence and refinement of the in- 


tly 
habitants. our en t at ant was r—for want of the 
wherewithal to provide a more generous one—we nevertheless detect 
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the same spirit of hospitality that found vent in elaborate manifestations in 
the richer towns which we visited later 

We were particularly struck by the dignified demeanor of our hosts and 
by the gracetul manner in which they extended tous their welcome. We had 
unlimited opportunities for conversation with the citizens of the towns, and 
we found everywhere a class that gave evidence of considerable culture and 
a certain amount of education. Their education included those branches 
only which were taught at the schools conducted by the priesthood at the 
capital towns of the provinces, and was of rather an impracticable nature. 
The Spanish language, Spanish history (appropriately garbled), church his- 
tory, and the dead languages evidently formed its leading features 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Washington 
yield to rae for a moment? ; 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that the Senator from 
Washington would prefer to continue to-morrow, in view of the 
extended remarks he has made this afternoon; and with the Sena 
tor retaining the floor, if there is no objection, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like very much to have passed a bill to 
which I am sure there will be no objection. It proposes to divide 
one of the New York judicial districts, which is very much crowded 
with business and about which bill both of the New York Senators 
have spokento me. If the Senator will allow that to be submitted 
to the Senate before making his motion, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I shall not make the motion until 
the Stnator from Massachusetts has had an opportunity to pre- 
sent the bill, if the Senator from Washington does not object. 

Mr. TURNER. I have no objection, if [ may be permitted to 
go on to-morrow at the close of the morning hour and finish my 
remarks. I prefer to go on this afternoon and finish my remarks 
unless—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask unanimous consent to call up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield the floor? 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow, 
after the morning business, the Senator from Washington may 
proceed with his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Washington shall 
be entitled to the floor after the morning business is concluded 
to-morrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. To finish his remarks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the routine business. 

Mr. TELLER. After the routine business. 

Mr. SPOONER. After the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Ross] has already given notice of his intention to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Vermont will speak after 
the Senator from Washington has finished. 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. HOAR. Iaskunanimousconsent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 268) toamend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, to divide the 
same into two districts, and provide for the terms of court to be 
held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pending 
causes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 9, at the end of line 2, 
page 5, to insert: 

And shall perform the duties and receive the salary and compensation now 
incident to their respective offices. 


So as to read: 


All other officers who have been heretofore appointed for the northern 
district of New York who shall be in office at the time of the taking effect of 
this act shall continue in office as officers of the district of their residence 
until the expiration of their respective terms, and shall perform the duties 
and receive the salary and compensation now incident to their respective 
offices. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ act,” in line 10, sec- 
tion 9, page 5, to insert: 

Or returnable thereto. 

So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to impair or 
affect the jurisdiction of the district court of the northern district of New 
York in any case, civil or criminal, pending therein at the time of the pas- 
sage of this act, or returnable thereto, but the same shall be proceeded in to 
final disposition as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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STATUE OF LAFAYETTE AT PARIS EXPOSITION, 


Mr. DEPEW. I am directed =z the Committee on Industrial 
Expositions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 55) 
authorizing the President to appoint one woman commissioner to 
represent the United States and the National Society of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of 
Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, France, in 1900, to report it 
with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, a to consider the joint resolution, which was re- 
ported from the Committee on Industrial Expositions, with an 
amendment, in line 3, after the word ‘‘ President,” to strike out 
“by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall” and 
insert ‘‘may;” and at the end of line 8 to insert ‘‘and at the expo- 
sition then to be held;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the President may appoint one woman commissioner 
to represent the United States and the National Society of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette and the 
presentation of a tablet for said statue at Paris, France, in 1900, and at the 
exposition then to be held. 

That said commissioner shall not be entitled to receive compensation for 
any services rendered in connection with this mission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought it was distinctly understood by 
the French Government that there should be no female represen- 
tation at the exposition. If I am not very much mistaken, and 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will remember that 
question, it was understood that it was the desire of the French 
Government that there should be no women representatives sent 
there on the part of the United States, and now, in direct viola- 
tion of that provision, this woman istogothere. She will go there 
as a representative of the Government at that exposition, the way 
the amendment reads. I make the suggestion whether or not it 
is proper, in view of the fact that the French Government does not 
want them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of the fact that this ques- 
tion has arisen, I renew my motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask the Senator to kindly yield to me to 
have a bill passed. It will take but a moment. 

Mr, DEPEW. I did not, nor do I know, of any such restric- 
tion on the part of the French Government. The joint resolu- 
tion was prepared by the Daughters of the American Revolution, 
of which the president-general is Mrs. Daniel Manning, widow of 
the late Secretary of the Treasury in Mr. Cleveland’s Cabinet, and 
it was presented to the Senate by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE]. It came before our committee, and we thought that under 
the circumstances surrounding the testimonial presented it was 
a very admirable appointment to be made. Therefore we favor- 
ably ere the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that it lie over for a day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will lie over for a day, but I should like 
to have the Senator from Iowa speak in regard to the matter. It 
came up before him; he was present. I do not remember that 
there was any Official representation, but the Senator recollects 
the circumstances very distinctly. 

Mr. ALLISON. That question arose as respects commissioners 
to the Paris ae 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, There was a report — that question made 
by our commissioner, the commissioner who preceded the present 
commissioner-general, and I think it was understood that as re- 
spects the exposition itself there would be no opportunity for a 
representation of work of women distinctively, but that all the 
exhibits were to be placed in groups, and that woman’s work as 
such could not have a distinctive place; and our arrangement was 
for an appropriation in accordance with that understanding. I 
understand this to be a different matter. This relates to the un- 
veiling of the Lafayette statue, 

Mr. DEPEW. If the Senator will excuse me, thére is no appro- 
priation asked for in the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. I observe that there is no 
appropriation, but this is a proposition to have a woman repre- 
sentative present at the ceremony of the ee of the statue 
of General Lafayette, the principal amount of the cost of the 
statue having been contributed by the children of the United 


States. The Government, however, did contribute a portion of 
the amount—$25,000. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] reminds me of the fact that the Daughters of the Revolution 


were active in ree the matter of the statue. I think if the 
Senator from New York will allow the joint resolution to lie over 
until to-morrow the matter can be adjusted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to a lady representative 
at that unveiling. I think that is very appropriate, so far as I 
am concerned, but the few little words put in at the end, “and 
at the exposition then to be held,” I shall move to strike out, 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not observe the last clause, which I think 
is rather an important one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did observe it, and that is the reason why 
I called attention to it. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
43 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 23, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 22, 1900, 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Thomas B. Hildebrand, of Albia, Iowa, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Rampart City, Alaska, vice John C. W. Rhode, resigned. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Daniel H. Wheeler, of Omaha, Douglas County, to be a super- 
visor of the Twelfth Census for the Second supervisor's district 
of Nebraska. 





POSTMASTER, 

Frank W. Rollins, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine, in the place of H. H. Harden, 
whor commission expires February 11, 1900. The nomination of 
— W. Rollins to the above-named office is hereby with- 

rawn. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Alfred 8S. Frost, Tweiuty-second United States Infantry, 
to be paymaster with the rank of major, January 20, 1900, vice 
Hamner, retired from active service, 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col, George M. Randall, Eighth Infantry, United States Army, 
Janu 20, 1900. 

Od: Ponta M. Bell, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United States Vol- 
unteers (lieutenant-colonel Eighth Cavalry, United States Army), 
January 20, 1900. 

FORTY-lIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Charles McG. Sweitzer, Company B, Forty-fifth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 
19, 1900, vice Jones, honorably discharged. 

WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 22, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Charles B. Drake, Fifth Cavalry, which was sub- 
mitted to the Senate January 15, 1900, for promotion in the cav- 
alry arm, United States Army, with a view to his nomination 
with an earlier date of rank. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 22, 1900. 
SUPERVISORS OF TWELFTH CENSUS. 

Daniel H. Wheeler, of Omaha, to be a supervisor of the Twelfth 
Census for the Second supervisor’s district of Nebraska. 

Andrew J. 8. Thomas, of Greenville, Greenville County, to be 
a supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Fourth supervisor’s 
district of South Carolina. 

George M. French, of Hot Springs, Garland County, to be a 
supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Fifth supervisor's dis- 
trict of Arkansas. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Julius R. Langner, to be postmaster at Birdsboro, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Francis Ball, to be tmaster at Pocatello, in the county of 
Bannock and State of Idaho. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, January 22, 1900. 


The House metat 12 dclockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N, Coupen, D. D. 
nook Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 
Leave was granted Mr. McCati to withdraw papers from the 
files of the House, without leaving copies, in the case of Martha 


W. Pollard, Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Leave of absence was granted to Mr. FirzPaTRICK, indefinitely, 
because of serious illness in his family. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to call up the motion to re- 
consider the question of reference of certain portions of House 
Document No. 291, and, as I understand there isa chance for a 

ood deal of time to be taken in discussion, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all action heretofore taken on the subject in dispute be 
rescinded and the whole matter left to the Speaker to refer, as 
in his judgment, after investigation, he shall determine to be 


ign. SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks that all action 
heretofore taken in this matter be set aside and the question of 
reference be left to the Speaker. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I did not understand the gentleman's 


red SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that all proceedings that have been had in regard to the 
change of reference in this matter be set aside and the question 
of reference be left to the Speaker. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I presume that simply means that the 
Speaker will take it and refer it as an original proposition? 

Mr. HULL. Thatis ——. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that there ought to be some un- 
derstanding as to whether there may be an appeal, as in the usual 
cases, I mean; whether an exception may be taken from the action 
of the S er of the House, as exists in all cases of reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state in this connection 
that under clause 3 of Rule XXII, as the Chair understands it, there 
are three methods of referring a bill. One by unanimous con- 
sent of the House, which is usually submitted by the Chair; one 
on the motion of the chairman of the committee to which the bill 
has been referred, and one on the motion of the chairman of the 
committee that desires the reference. If this request be granted, 
the Chair would still feel compelled, under the rules, to follow 
the first method, namely, to submit the change of reference to the 
unanimous consent of the House. The Chair calls the attention 


of the tleman from Iowa to what he considers the course he 
would have to pursue, 
Mr. HULL, Mr. Speaker, I understand that, but of course the 


int raised by the gentleman from Tennessee, under the present 
ecision of the Chair, would not deprive the House of any of its 
rights. The two items that are in dispute are the Rock Island 
Armory, at Rock Island, and the Springfield Armory, at Spring- 
field, for the manufacture of small arms. My only idea in mak- 
ing that uest, Mr. S er, was that it could be adjudicated 
by the Speaker after deliberation, and then if either party were 
aggrieved they would have their right of appeal to the House. 
he SPEARER The gentleman from lowa [Mr. HULL] must 
bear in mind that there are three methods of reaching the change 
of an erroneous reference of a public bill. It is a matter that 
rests with the House. The Chair has indicated the three methods 
of reaching it. The Chair feels it his duty to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Iowa to that. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. My only idea 
was that it would save time, and the chances are very good that 
after the Speaker has investigated the matter his action will stand 
without any challenge from either of these committees. 

The action of the Speaker heretofore was this: In the ordinary 
course of business he referred it to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and then on the challenge of the Committee on Appro- 

riations—— 


priat ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear what 
the gentleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER, The House will be in order. 

Mr. HULL. I was just saying, Mr. Speaker, that my under- 
standing of the situation was that this document was sent to the 
Speaker, and in the ordinary course of affairs was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. On the challenge of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as to whether the reference was correct, 
the S er submitted to the House a F ges oy ae to take it from 
the Committee on Mili Affairs and refer it to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and while I at the time tried to get in an ob- 
jection, I did not succeed, and the motion to reconsider has been 
en for the purpose of bringing it before the House. Now, it 
will undou y take considerable time to discuss the question, 
asa many members are desirous of speaking upon it. In 
order to avoid that and in order to avoid the delay, I have asked 
unanimous consent that the whole action be rescinded and that 
the —— be referred to the — as an original proposition, 
for him to make the reference. Of course either committee feeling 

can bring it before the House if they desire to, but I do 
not believe that after the Speaker has given it the consideration 
that he will give before deciding either one of us will feel like 

Mr. 


action before the House. 
° ON. In view of the statement of the gentleman, I 
am quite content to vacate the orders that have been made, and 
unanimous consent to consider this document as on the Speak- 
er's table, and then let the Speaker take such action as, under the 





rules, is his duty in his judgment, with one further amendment, 
because we want to have this question settled by the Speaker, 
after investigation. Then, if either committee or any of the 
members of the House are dissatisfied, we can proceed further in 
the ordinary way. On page 135 of the Book of Estimates there is 
this item: 

Infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, including horse equipments 
for cavalry and artillery. 

And the following words are added: 

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the 
arsenals. 

Under the head of ‘‘The manufacture of arms” are found the 
same words: 

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture. 

Now, these two items in principle are on all fours with the docu- 
ment to which the gentleman from Iowa refers, and I am willing 
to assent to his proposition for unanimous consent, with the addi- 
tion of these two items. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, they are in the Book of Estimates, 
and have been referred to the committee, and arein the bill. I 
am perfectly willing, if the gentleman desires to have it done, to 
leave that to the Speaker also. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. HULL. Andof course either party, if aggrieved, can bring 
the matter before the House if desired. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, they are all the same in prin- 
ciple, and I apprehend that after the Speaker investigates prob- 
ably neither committee nor any member of the House will object 
to his decision. I think it will save much time to have the unan- 
imous consent given, modified as I have suggested. 

The SPEAKER, Will one of the gentlemen now state the re- 
quest that is to be submitted to the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let it be stated, so that we can hear it. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair asks that the House may be 
in order, so that all members may hear it. 

Mr. HULL. Itis Executive Document No. 291. I do not under- 
stand that in this proposed action the Signal Service of the Army 
is also involved, is it? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think not. It is conceded that the Sig- 
nal Service of the Army properly belongs, without question, with 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HULL. Iam glad you do not question it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well—— 

Mr. HULL. The Rock Island Armory, at Rock Island, Ill., and 
the Springfield Armory, at Springfield, Mass., together with the 
two items to which the gentleman has called attention, including 
tools and fixtures—I donot understand the gentleman to challenge 
the appropriation for the manufacture? 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, no; not at all. It is the two items, ‘‘in- 
cluding machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture,” 
under the heading ‘‘ Manufacture of arms,” page 136 of the reg- 
ular Book of Estimates, and the same words on page 135 of the 
Book of Estimates, and the same words under the title ‘‘ For pur- 
chase and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisition of 
troops.” 

Now, I understand that all orders touching the four items are 
to be vacated, and that the four items, two in the Book of Esti- 
mates and two in the document the gentleman read from, are by 
unanimous consent to be placed upon the Speaker’s table, for such 
action under the rules as he sees proper to take, and that all 
orders heretofore made with reference to these items be vacated. 

Mr. HULL. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that on page 135 the 
words “‘including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manu- 
facture ”—— 

The SPEAKER. In justice to the House and to the Chair, if 
this matter is to be left to the Chair, it will be better to have the 
proposition reduced to writing. 

r.CANNON. Then I suggest that the matter be temporarily 
laid aside, and the gentleman from Iowa and I can explain the 
proposition in five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that an argument is 
really being submitted. instead of a proposition. 

Mr. McRAE,. Will the Chair be kind enough to state, so that 
members on this side can understand the question, what the pre- 
vious action has been on this subject, and what action is proposed 
to be taken now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in the usual course 
of business Document No. 291 was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Subsequently two of the three items in the 
document, namely, those referring to the Rock Island Armory 
and the Springfield Armory, were, by a request submitted by the 
Chair to the House, transferred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. These items have reference to the manufacture of small 
arms. As soon as this was done, and really before the matter had 
been completed, it seems that the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 


HUvU..], chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, addressed 
the Chair. 
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The Chair, not hearing him, passed to other business arising en 
the right, and subsequently, on the nguatee. of the Chair, in 
order to protect the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HuLt] in ‘his 
rights, a motion to reconsider the reference then made by unani- 
mous consent was on that morning entered by the gentleman 
from Iowa. Subsequently the matter was called up, on Thurs- 
day or Friday last, and unanimous consent was given to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to discuss the proposition. At this stage of 
the proceedings the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], shair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, asked that the matter 
go over until Monday—that is, until this morning. Now unani- 
mous consent is asked that all proceedings heretofore had be 

vacated, and that the reference be left to the Speaker, coupled 
with two new items, referred to in the Book of Estimates, which 
items the Chair has not been able clearly to understand. The 
Chair has now asked that this request be reduced to writing for 
the intelligent consideration of the House and the Chair. 

Mr. McRAE. If that consent is granted it leaves it with the 
Chair to refer the matter to either committee? 

The SPEAKER. A request for unanimous consent to vacate 
the order is submitted. “the Chair desires the request to be sub- 
mitted in writing, as up to this time this morning it seems rather 
to be an argument than a distinct proposition that has been sub- 
mitted. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that unless too much time is consumed about it this matter had 
better be disposed of, as the House does not seem to be crowded 
with work this morning. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to consume some time. I can yield 
at any time the gentlemen desire. 

The SPEAKER. Very well. With that understanding the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


RIGHT OF RAILROAD CORPORATIONS TO USE AND OCCUPY GOVERN- 
MENT GROUND. 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration House 


resolution 69. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, if not i 
compatible with the public interests, be requested to furnish to the House of 
Representatives— 

irst. Full, specific, and definite information as to the right and title by 
which the Pennsy lvania and other railroad corporations occupy and use the 
Government gr rounds, or what is commonly reputed to be Government p- 
erty, within the District of Columbia, th h what is known as the “ .” 


to and ine luding the ground agen which the Pennsylvania de > a stands. 
Second. What, if any, rental is orert for the use of rty. 
Third. What. if any, rental should paid therefor if none ie b 


The amendments by the committee were as follows: 


In line 5 strike out the words “the Pennsylvania and other” and insert 
the word “any.” 


In line 6, after the word “use,” strike out the word “the.” 

In line & after the word ‘ ‘ Columbia,” strike out the following words: 
“ through what is known as the ‘ Mall,’ to and including the ground upon 
which the Pennsylvania depot now stands.” 

In lines 13 and 14 strike oat the following words: 

“Third. What, if any, rental should be paid therefor if none is being paid.” 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the amend- 
ments. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, before the motion 
is put upon the passage, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin why, when dealing with the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the House should ‘‘request” them instead of 
‘directing ” them, and why the qualification is put in that is used 
in addressing communications to the Executive of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, ‘‘if not incompatible with the public 
interests.” It is a mere matter of form, but seems to be a matter 
of vital form. I would like to know if the gentleman from Wis- 
en or his committee had considered the form ‘‘ request” or 
** direct.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would suggest to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that the resolution was no doubt drawn as resolutions of 
this class are drawn when addressed to any one of the Depart- 
ments. That matter was not called to the attention of the com- 
mittee. I think . is not material. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I — it is a bad precedent, 
but I shall not make a motion to change it 

Mr. DALZELL. Why not have it modified as suggested by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BABCOCK: I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the reso- 
lution be modified in accordance with the suggestion of the gen 
tleman from Massachusetts. Strike out the words ‘‘if not aimed 
patible with the public interests.” 

Mr. MOODY o Massachusetts. And substitute the word “ di- 
— ” for ‘‘ requested.” 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, that is identically what I 
to ask the tleman from Wisconsin about. 
heSPEAKER,. ithout objection, these changes will be made. 
[After a pause. } The Chair hears none. 







The resolution as amended was then agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. ill the gentleman from Wisconsin yield for 


@ moment, in order that the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


chairman of the Committee on Territories, may submit a request? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts submits 
the following request. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, and 
ask its immediate consideration by the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be authorized to sit during 
the sessions of the House. 


The resolution was agreed to, 
OPENING OF SIXTEENTH STREET, 


Mr. eee ae Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 6 


The Clerk =a as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6777) anetine to the wide and extension of Sixteenth 
t, in the District of bia. 


Beit enacted by ay ieate and House of tatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, ane the issioners of the District of 
Columbia be, and they are hereby, au thorized and directed, within thirty 
days after the dedication to District of 75 per cent of the lands 1 
within the lines of Sixteenth street NW.., - extend ing to the hi 
way plans, between the Piney Po and the Blagden Mill road, and 
between the Military road and the District of Columbia boundary line, to 

the extension of Six- 


orris stree line 
with a uniform width of 160 feet, under the terms and provisions of an act 
eee “ Anact toextend Sstreet in the District of Columbia, and for other 
rposes:"’ Provided, of the amount found due and awarded as 
ages for and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of Sixteenth 
s aeee, as in this section peeyiee, Bat ae > less Sen one-half eee Ls be “. 
said jury in said p key 
ground situated and lying on Ersceed ae of sai ae ae 
rris street and the subdivision, and os the Blagden Mill 
road the Rock Creek or Milkhouse Ford road, and between lots 7, 4,and11 
of A. R. Shepherd’s Ss to ~ — of 250 feet, = to such greater 
depths as the benefits re teiidinntines Bp Ft Mod to —_— nd, measured on 
each side thereof from the eens as extended. 
Sec. 2. That the a cmaal te aaa gpm y eloagy: pone 
equity court, shall re authority to empower, order, and decree the com- 
ttee or guardian of an of unsound mind, and the guardian or 
trustee of any infant, owning oF having an an interest or estate in any land 
within the limits are d to the District A Colum for 


andasa of teenth street any land or part thereof owned by such 
person of unsound mind or by —_ infant, or in which they may have an in- 
terest or estate, if, upon the pplication of such committee, guardian or 
ee eee the Sestignent of eritmaanes shall be talsen and such other 

as the court —Eee roper, the court shall determine 
coe dtontion will i be to the in and advantage of such person of 
unsound mind or such infant. 


L% That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
re 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee as to daa hs pwede this vision in refer- 
ence to the condemnation of lands unsound mind or 
infants changes the law of the Distele in in that respect? 

Mr. BABCOCK. [yield to the gentleman from Maryland 

the bill, and who will make an e 


Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is nearly identical with 


Sone ue joint resolution No. 61, which was introduced by Senator 
CMILLAN. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I — for order, I would 
like te hear what the tleman has to sa 
The SPEAKER. e point of the gen from Alabama is 


well taken. The Houssts nat inorder. It is simple justice to the 
House that order be restored. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical with Senate 
joint resolution No. 61, which was introduced by Senator McMIL- 
Law, of the Committee on the District of Colum of the Senate. 
It now n the House as a bill from the Committee on the 


that the land, anon oth veaeel Sor 
of this street was in the o es 
another part of it in the o 


a power was condemn that portion of the 
rou 
aan of these difficulties this bill is intro- 


ee nee Lane Se 1899, 
ae ig er ey re upon dedication by 75 per cent of the 
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e land the proceeding may take -place; and the sec- 
eae yeovides for a remedy in the cases of ownership 
of the land by a lunatic or an infant. These are the only changes 
made, and these oe were made because it was necessary 
that they should be made to make the act of March 3, 1899, effective 

, tive. 
or UNDERWOOD. 1 would like to ask the gentleman from 
Maryland whether there is not a general provision in relation to 
the condemnation of land of persons of unsound mind and of 
infants? Is there no general law in the District of Columbia to- 
ha ? 
1a OPEARRE. 1 fancy there is a general act covering the sub- 
ject, but not with sufficient particularity as to cover this particu- 
ier phase of it. e ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why is it necessary to make a particular 
provision with reference to the condemnation of this land if there 
is a general statute of the District of Columbia applying to it? 

Mr. PEARRE. Idonotknow exactly why such provision would 
be necessary, but, whether it be provided for in the general act or 
not, there can be no possible objection to giving this power, be- 
cause it gives nothing more than is necessary in such a case, 

Mr. COWHERD. ill the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PEARRE. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think it will be found on examination that 
the act in the District of Columbia for the condemnation of 
public lands for highways is only the old act that applied to the 
condemnation of roads; that there is no general act for the con- 
demnation of private lands for public highways for cities, such 
as is usually found in every city in the country. For that reason 
we have passed special acts for the opening of streets. I think 


a will find that there is no general act for the condemnation of | 


nd owned by minors or _— of unsound mind. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has the gentleman from Missouri exam- 
ined this bill? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the rights of people of unsound 
mind and of infants are fully protected by it? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to inquire if there has been 
any estimate made as to the cost of opening this street; and if 
so, how much it is? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I will say to the gentleman from Colorado 
that this is simply amendatory of an act passed last March. This 
is the most extensive street-opening case in the District, and in- 
volves a large amount of money. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. How much? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Eight hundred thousand or a million dol- 
lars. It is Sixteenth street from the White House to the line of 
the District. They have met with three pieces of ground; two 
have refused to Gelteate, and the third they can not dedicate un- 
der the law, because it is owned by infant heirs and an insane 
person. All this bill applies tois this third piece of land. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. ° 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


oon sg Lnow yield to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
ULL]. 

The SPEAKER. Has the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia — bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, Mr. Speaker; not to-day. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk of the Clerk to 
have read my request for unanimous consent in relation to the 
change of reference of certain ions of House Document No. 291. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa submits a request 
for unanimous consent, to be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Qrnteman from Iowa [Mr. Hut] asks unanimous consent of the 
House all orders touching so much of se Document No. 291, first ses- 
sion eee as refers to the Rock Island Armory, Rock Island, 
TL, and ory, ., and touching so much of 
the estimate of for infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipment, sub- 


mitted on page the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1901, as includes 

. —— fixtures for their manufacture at the arsenals, and 
touching so of the estimate of $1,100,000 for the manufacture of arms, 
submitted on page 136 of the Book of Estimates for the fiseal year 1901, as in- 
cludes fixtures for their manufacture, be vacated, and 


that the same shall be on the § r’s table for reference under the 
rules, as no had heretofore been taken by the House or the 
Speaker the reference of these items. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none, and it is so ordered; and the proceedings here- 
tofore had are vaca’ 


ted. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


The motion was to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 37 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 12 o'clock to-morrow. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Big Sandy River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of project for improving the 
Southwest Pass of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting esti- 
mates of appropriations for defraying the expenses of collecting 
the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 0, 
1901—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting the 
report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year ended June 
30, 1899—to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of let- 
ters and reports relating to the petition of the Allegheny Valley 
Railway Company for right of way through the Allegheny Arse- 
nal, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James O. Earnest against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 28) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election 
of Senators of the United States, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 88); which said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5) to 
appoint a commission for the investigation of the pollution of 
water supplies where such pollution affects or threatens to affect 
the sanitary condition of the people of more than one State, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
89); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 54) 
directing a suitable shaft to be placed at the grave of John Tyler, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 90); which said joint resolution and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


| joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 59) to carry into effect 


two resolutions of the Continental Congress, directing monume.ts 
to be erected to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William 
Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 91); which said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 7016) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Richmond, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7017) amend- 
ing the statutes relating to patents, relieving medical and dental 
practitioners from unjust burdens imposed by patentees holding 
patents covering methods and devices for treating human diseases, 
ailments, and disabilities—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7018) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to enter into a contract for 
the collection and disposal of garbage and dead animals in said 
District—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. BAILEY of*Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7019) to locate and 
build a civil Federal reformatory at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
and for other = oses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7020) to provide a gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Puerto Rico—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7021) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to cede a portion of cob-dock, navy- 
yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., to the State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A resolution (H. Res, 110) relative to the 
— of William A. Watson—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 7022) to pension Rhoda A, 
Patman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7023) to correct the mili- 
—. record of Joshua L. Sawyer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 7024) granting a pension to 
Sarah Herriman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7025) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Burton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7026) for the relief of J. G. Odell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7027) for the relief of Henry Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7028) for the relief of Robert P. Moore—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7029) for the relief of D, M. Simerly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7030) for the relief 
of Mary J. Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7081) for the relief of John Ware Page—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7082) to increase the pension 
of William A, Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & Co,—to 
the Committee on Claims, 
ms | Mr, CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 7034) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Reuben O p deceased, late of Lafay- 
ette, Ind.—to the Committee on War t aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) to correct the military record of George 
Yeager—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7036) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Kimmel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7037) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joseph Rogers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7038) for the relief of William P. Marshall— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7039) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Patterson Mehaffie—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7040) granting a pension to Laura Newman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ~ R. 7041) ting a pension to Minnie L. 
Gravis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7042) increasing the pension of John H. 
Jack—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7043) increasing the pension of Richard C. 
Strumphford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) increasing the pension of Winfield 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7045) increasing the pension of Mary J. 
Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7046) increasing the pension of John N. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7047) to correct the militar 
record of David W. Smythe—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7048) for the relief of Charles 
Carr, of Jamaica, Vt.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7049) for the 
relief of John Barnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7050) granting an increase of 

nsion to William J. Remington—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions., 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7051) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet 
A, Fergusson—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7052) for the relief of Henry 
H. Curtis—to the Committee on Military Aff 


airs. 

Also, a bjll (H. R. 7053) for the relief of Mra. Addie L. Potter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 7054) to correct the military record 
of Pacmmn Ss. a s—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7055) granting a pension to John G. Barr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7056) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to A. G. Beer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (1. R. 7057) for the relief of the estate 
of Isaac Easterly, d , late of Grundy County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058) for the relief of the legal representa- 
— of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) for the relief of Samuel Edington, of 
Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7060) for relief of Dr. R. Gordon 
Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7061) for the relief of loyal citi- 
zens, therein named, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) for the relief of Joshua Sherwood and 
Elizabeth Gray, heirs of Lewis A. and Ellen Sherwood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7063) for the relief of Sal- 
vador Costa—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7064) for the relief of John Barfield—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) for the relief of Chester P. Knapp, of 
Escambia County, Fla.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7066) granting a 
pension to Hiram C. Childress, a soldier of the United States Army 
in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7067) granting a pension to 
Nicholas Tolmay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham T. Schenck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R, 7089) to correct military record 
of Joseph P. Swope and remove the charge of desertion there- 
from—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7070) to increase the pension of Joseph 
Shroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 7071) for the relief of 
Francis S. Davidson, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7072) nting a pension to 
Mary Barron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of H. C. Chapin and other business 
men of Union, Iowa, asking for the repeal of the bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of B. D. Herron and others, of Boone, Iowa, urging 
the passage of House bill No. 5029, to put wood pulp and printing 
paper on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. ALLEN of Maine: eee to accompany House bill to 
correct the military record of Joshua L. Sawyer—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4335, 
granting a pension to Sarah Robinson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of post-office clerks at Lincoln, 
Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the reclas- 
sification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that a franchise be granted to a com- 

eting cable company for laying a cable to connect the United 
tates with Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
a Mr. CARMACK: Papers relating to the claim of John P. 


taw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petitions of E. W. Gray, H. H. Palmer, H. B. 
Potter, a committee, and 66 others, of the State of Florida, favor- 
ing a bill providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail 
Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of Branch No, 454, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Charleston, S. C., favoring the 
pee of the bill to equalize the salary of letter carriers—to the 

mumittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. GRAHAM: Report of the committee on city affairs to 
the New York Board of Trade and ae ae eg en relating to 
the lack of mail facilities at New York—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 7 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of selectmen and 
other town officials and citizens of Wellfleet, Mass., asking for 
survey of harbor with view to its further protection and improve- 
ment—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Boston and Cape Cod railway postal clerks, 
for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of B. H. Adams, of Chelsea, Vt., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 3988—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to poneeeany House bill No. 2682, in the matter of 

anting a pension to Mary J. Lawrence—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of W. S. Morey and others, R. E. 
Reiniger and others, W. A. Gibbens and others, F. W. Roberts 
and others, H. Campbell and others, all in the State of Iowa, 
against the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Com- 
mittee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of P. M. Parker and 24 other 
citizens of Rice Lake, Wis., against a parcel-post system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of John D. Burg and others, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

en report of the committee on city affairs to the New York 
Board of eand Transportation, relating to the lack of mail 
facilities in New York—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of employees in the Bureau of 
Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr., asking for the modifi- 
cation of the rules governing leaves of absence and sick leaves— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of employees of the 
Haverhill, ae Beene favoring the passage of House Dill 
No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOON: Petitions of Voigt & Co. and T, R. Breston, of 
Chattanooga, Tenn., for the re of the stamp tax on proprie- 
tary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Citizens’ Business League 
of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of a naval training station at Mil- 
waukee—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: Petition of Benjamin White, of 
Montgomery County, Md., to refer claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. P. Sellman, administrator of the estate of 
W. O. Sellman, deceased, of Comus, Md., to refer claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Lewis W. Riddlemoser and Marion F. Rid- 
dlemoser, sole heirs of Ephraim Riddlemoser, deceased, late of 
Frederick County, Md., for reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Joshua Sherwood and Elizabeth 
Gray, heirs of Lewis A. and Ellen Sherwood, deceased, praying 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

= aaiaee a ” accompany ee No. 6926, 

ing a ion to Orin A. Carpenter—to the Committee on 
valid Wedione. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petitions of the Christian En- 
deavor societies of Grand Rapids; General Conference of Pastors 
of Grand Rapids; Woman’s Foreign and Home Missionary societies 
and Ladies’ Aid Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Lowell; Ministers’ Association of Ionia County; Thomas Young 
and others, of Orange; N. E. Gibbs and others, of Orleans; E. A. 

and others, of linCenter; Free Baptist Church of Grand 
Rapids; L. H. Davis and others; Methodist Episcopal Church of 
South Boston, and of the Mission Guild of Grand Rapids, all in 
the State of Michigan, against the seating of Brigham H. Roberts, 
of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Ionia, Mich., in favor of 
the of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Lewis S. Buzzard and 3 others, of 
Huntington, Ind., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THROPP: Papers to accompany House bill to increase 
eae of Joseph Shroyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Samuel Birdsall, M. D., and 2 
other physicians of Susquehanna, Pa., asking favorable action 
on clause in the Agricultural appropriation bill for investigating 
native drug plants—to the Committee on Ways on Means. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1049 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 23, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. —~ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

RENT OF OLD CUSTOM-HOUSE IN NEW YORK CITY, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting cer- 
tain information relative to an appropriation of $109,847.12 to be 
included in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, to enable the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay rent for the use of property 
known as the old custom-house in New York City, formerly be- 
longing to the United States, from August 28, 1899, to June 30, 
1900; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widening and extension of Six- 
teenth street in the District of Columbia; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of the clerk of the 
council of Annapolis, Md., together with copies of resolutions 
and a petition from the mayor, council, and aldermen of that city, 
praying that an appropriation of $142,000 be made to improve 
the harbor at Annapolis and the Severn River in that State, in 
accordance with the estimate of the Chief of Engineers of the 
War ens as authorized in the river and harbor act ap- 
proved June 3, 1896; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Puerto Rico, 
relative to educational affairs in that island; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry fourth-class 
postmasters of Berrien County, Mich. praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for an increase in the compensation of 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Gen. C. C. Andrews, chief 
fire warden of the State of Minnesota, praying for the establish 
ment of a national forest reserve in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

He also presented a petition of 32 railway mail clerks of St. 
Paul, Minn., and a petition of 4 railway mail clerks of Faribault, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
classification of clerks in first and second class post-oftices; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease American shipping; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing 
the appointment of a commission of business men to study and 
report upon the industrial and commercial conditions in China; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Philadelphia, 
and Lebanon, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal 
of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. . 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Altoona, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
_ was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation relative to 
the boarding of vessels; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY presented a petition of Branch No. 28, National 
Association of Post-Office Clerks of the United States, of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


oads. 

Mr. DEPEW presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Auburn, Jamaica, Mount Vernon, New York Citv, Westches- 
ter, Onondaga, and Oswego, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the classification of 
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clerks in first and second class post-offices; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of Mrs. 8. D. Masse, of Niagara 
Falls; R. T. Booth & Co., of Ithaca; the Morgan Drug Company, 
of Brooklyn; the Packer Manufacturing Company, of New York 
City; the Pond’s Extract Company, of New York City; the Na- 
tional Remedy cee; the World’s Dispensary Association, of 


suffalo; of Emile Utard, of New York City, and of Samuel W. 
Fairchild, of New York City, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, per- 
fumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SIMON presented the petition of J. H. Johnston and sun- 
dry other citizens of Oregon, praying for the repeal of the stamp 
tax on proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Redlands, Cal., and a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of San Jose, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HANNA presented the memorials of Dr. John A. Murphy, 
of Cincinnati; Dr. Ralph J. Wenner, of Cleveland; B. G. Hannum 
and E. A. Hannum, of Cleveland, and of Dr. N. J. Esch, all in the 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Colnmbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present a memorial adopted by the 
fourth biennial convention of the Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, and as it is very short I will state the substance of it by 
reading it, without undertaking to boilit down. Itis as follows: 

Whereas there is an attempt being made in this country to build upa 
large standing army, and as history will prove that in countries which have 
large standing armies me Sees Saree are oppressed by taxation and are 
arbitrarily held in subjection: refore, be it 

Resolved, That while we do not object to the raising of a sufficient volun- 
teer force in times of war to protect our country and its honor, we view with 
alarm the present attempt to forée upon us a large standing army in time 
= pene, when neither our country nor its honor are in jeo y- Beit 

Bevaiend. That a copy of this resolution be sent to the United States Sen- 
ate, ae, House of Representatives, the press, and be printed inthe Trainmen’s 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of Mary Bentley Thomas, 
president, and Margaret Smythe Clarke, secretary, on behalf of 
the Woman Suffrage Association of Maryland, praying for the 
adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account of sex; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman —_ 

Mr. PLATT of New York pet the petition of Mariana W. 
Chapman, president, and Isabel Howland, secretary, on behalf of 
the Woman Suffrage Association of New York, pra’ for the 
omission of the word “male” from the suff clause of the con- 
stitution to be framed for the government of Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto 
Rico, and the Philippines; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of sundry Galtteetn Rut- 
land, Vt., and a petition of sundry druggists of Bur! » Vt, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Missoula, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
of Fergus Falls, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post- Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of Mrs. M. K. East and 
Mrs. E. 8. Willoughby, on behalf of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution prohibiting the disfranchisement of citizens of the United 
States on account cf sex. I present also with the petition a letter 


written Susan B, Anthony. I should like to have the letter 
read. It is only four or five lines long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the letter 
will be read. 


The letter was read, as follows: 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, 
Rochester, N. Y., January 20, 1900. 


My Dear Srr: Inclosed is a woman suffrage petition, signed by two 


duly 
ladies of your State, on behalf of many other citizens, which 1 wish to ask 
you to present in the Senate at the earliest opportunity. 


Since the right of petition is the only political means through which 


women can speak to a, I trust that you will present this ap from 
yaa ee constituents with the most earnest request for its careful 
consideration. 


Hoping to hear from you favorably, I am, very sincerely yours, 
USAN B ANTHONY. 
Hon. SHe_py M. CuLLom, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the petition and letter be referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEITFELD presented the petition of C. L. Watrous and 
sundry other scientists, entomologists, nurserymen, and orchard- 
ists of the United States, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
2571, to provide rules and regulations governing the importation 
of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, cuttings, grafts, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. THURSTON —— petition of the Haller Proprietary 
Company of Nebraska, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax 
upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Auer, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 346) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Arethusa Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Edwin L. Field, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. 
oe reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Mary Stotsen- 
berg. reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
the 


reon. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2034) providing for the repairing of and 
again placing in commission the U. 8. frigate Constitution, re- 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 620) for the relief of Christopher Ellis, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee; to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 408) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which Was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned eee 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

— bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
orse; 

A bill (8. 2886) granting a pension to Joseph E, Hendrickson; 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E. Augur; 

. A bill + 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C. De- 
aney; an 

A bill (S. 2814) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 
vaspones, approved January 29, 1887. 

r, GALLINGER, from the Commi 
were referred the followi bills, re them severally with 
amendments, and submi reportsthereon: — 

A bill (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 


A bill (s. 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Hop- 
A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 
rn; 

oe = (8. 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 


uriat; 
A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell; an 
A bill (S. 495) gran a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following joint resolution and bills, reported 
OK Joint reeclution (8B $9) to provide for payment of salary to 
joint resolution (5S. or paymen 
certain retired officers of the Mate Coops, 
A bill (S. 1631) to encourage enlistment in the United States 


Navy; 
‘A bill (8. 1535) to for the examination of certain offi- 
cers of the Navy, and to regulate promotion therein; and 
A bill (S, 1 a, Eee AS act authorizing certain officers 
Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved 


ttee on Pensions, to whom 
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Mr. SHOUP. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


Oo . , 
erred . 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
roterrod the bal eae oe with an amendment, and submitted a 


es PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2447) to place Lieut. Col. and 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of 
the United States Army, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ; aa 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5042) to provide 
for improvements in the tax departments of the District of 
Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 

n. 

Pot ORITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the et bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

A bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Jennie A. Kerr; and 

A bill (3. 1047) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 

th. 

“aa ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2259) for the relief of Jeronemus S. Underhill, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

bill (S. 726) for the relief of Alice Walsh, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. TURLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to report a resolution in the case of Mr. Quay, 
setting forth that he is not entitled to a seat in this body asa Sen- 
ator from the State of Pennsylvania. I accompany the resolution 
with the report of the jority of the committee, and accompany- 
ing the report of the majority is also the report of the minority of 
the committee. I ask that the report may be printed. I believe 
the regular course of the resolution is to go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The ator from Tennessee, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, reports a resolu- 
tion, which will be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thg_resolution is at the end of the report. 
I ask to have it read. cat 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution, of course, will go upon the 


Calendar and the two ts will be printed. I ask that an order 
be made that a thousand extra copies may be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that a thousand extra copies of the resolution and the 
report of the committee, with the views of the minority, be printed 
asadocument. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 


is so ordered. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Pritcu- 
ARD] is one of the minority and signed the minority report, the 
written copy, but the one now presented has come from the 
nter and has to be signed the second time, and the name of 
the Senator from North Carolina is not there. I should like to 


reserve the t for him to sign it at the desk when he comes in. 
The P. ENT pro tempore. The papers will be held at the 
desk, at the request of the Senator from Massachusetts, until the 


Senator from North Carolina comes in. 
REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, agreed to. 

Resolved, That there be for the use of the Superintendent of In- 


dian schools 1,000 copies of the report of the “Superintendent of 
Indian Schools,” in order to supply the demand therefor. - 


FORESTRY PRIMER. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 34) 
tof 


auth the printing of 35,000 copies of Bulletin No. 24, De- 
partmen haulers entitled ‘*A Primer of Forestry,” for the 


use of Congress and the ment of Agriculture, to report it 
without amendment. aed Tok fon its t consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2623) for the relief of the 
owners or legal representatives of the canal boats Swan and 
Lewis and Butler; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, -eferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2624) granting a pension to Mary Keen; 

A bill (S. 2625) granting a pension to Minerva Sturgess; and 

A bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Maria E. Mailley. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2627) granting equal priv- 
ileges to per diem employees in the United States Navy outside of 
Washington, D. C., with those employed at the Executive Depart- 
ment in Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Nava! Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2628) granting a pension to Kate 
Pearce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles; and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2629) for the relief of John Chambers; 

A bill (S. 2630) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Merrick, Merrick & Cope; and 

A bill (S. 2631) for the relief of G. W. Ebert. : 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2632) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John W. Miller; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2633) for the recognition of the 
military service of the ‘‘ First Union League Regiment Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteers,” or Forty-fifth Pennsylvania Militia; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2634) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to William H. Cummings; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2635) authorizing the con- 
solidation of the independent post-oflices of Wollaston, Norfolk 
Downs, and Atlantic, Mass., with the post-office at Quincy, Mass., 
and muking appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


oads. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2636) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Law; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2687) granting a pension to James 
Collins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMiLLAN introduced a bill (S. 2638) authorizing tho 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enter into a con- 
tract for the collection and disposal of garbage and dead animals 
in said District; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2639) to regulate insurance in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S, 2640) for the relief of the 
heirs of Gottlieb C. Grammer, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2641) for the relief of representa- 
tives of James Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2642) for the relief of Robert F. 
Thompson for services rendered by him for compilation of the laws 
relating to Indian affairs; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 2643) for the relief of J. J. L. 
Peel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2644) granting pensions to certain 
officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service, and to their 
widows and minor children; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (5.2645) granting a pension to Jerome 
M, White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2646) granting an increase 
of pension to Don C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2647) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Perry Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2648) to pay to Jesse M. Blue for 
gtain and stock taken from him by United States troops in July, 
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1864; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2649) for the relief of the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2650) granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
Taylor Dodge; 

A bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill; and 

A bill (S. 2652) to increase the pension of Louisa E. Baylor 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2653) for the relief of the 
estate of Benjamin D. Carpenter, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2654) to correct the military record 
of A. W., alias Washington, Huntley; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2655) to amend section 5 of 
an act to relieve certain ——— or enlisted men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 
1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

He also, introduced a bill (S. 2656) to prevent the failure of 
military justice, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2657) for the relief of Fred- 
erick von Baumbach, collector of internal revenue at St. Paul, 
Minn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2658) for the relief of 
Hudson Maxim and W. H. Graham in connection with various 
inventions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2659) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Robert V. Hancock; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2660) to amend the pro- 
viso of section $148 of the United States Statutes; which was read 
twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2661) to remodel the consular 
service of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a joint resolution (S, R. 73) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Hoyne; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

My. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 74) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to complete the purchase of a site for the 
public building at Helena, Mont., at a cost not to exceed $19,500, 
and to pay for the same out of money heretofore appropriated, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

TREATY WITH SPAIN, : 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coneurveng). That there 
be printed and bound 20,000 copies of the message of the President transmit- 
ting the treaty of peace with Spain, and the soy Sap in 
one volume, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and 7,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT ACT. 
Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner 6f Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
investigate the effect upon labor, production, and wages of the international 
cores act approved March Teo, and report the results of his inquiries 
to the Senate, or through the Bulletin of the ent of Labor: Provided, 
That the investigation hereby authorized shall be carried out under the reg- 
ular appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 


YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 
Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the report of the commission appointed, pursuant to an act 
of Congress approved 3, 1890, to investionte and Sotermine certain 


facts with reference to the establishment of a free public highway into the 
Yosemite National Park, heretofore submitted to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior pursuant to law be printed for the use of the Senate, and that the photo- 
graphs accompanying the same, illustrative and as a part thereof, be photo- 
engraved or stereotyped to accompany the said report as a part thereof. 


TREATY OR AGRECMENT WITH SULTAN OF SULU. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to send to the Senate a copy of the report and all accom- 
panying papers of Brig. Gen. John C. Bates in relation to the negotiation of 
a treaty or sgrotmens made by him with the Sultan of Sulu on the 2th day 





of August, Said eeaty peersere that the United States Government 
will pay the following monthly salaries: 
Per month. 
Pu NINN «= iia, oo odebdutbndnauiietange tb oudh aliaimeditaeesaeaadin 
To Dato ah Muda 75 
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To Dato Joakanain 75 
NN It ion tid wihtinngivatindhins sbbedabinins pissaehecbmidienbiiebinekant 60 
Se ND 5. 5 a. cdntas cdr ceniiaieiasesdietatenidibhdeucdéedsed 60 
To ten I iniclinistidis Sit nechenelibeldididedhd cantiiahsds Citaend gibi aiaameeanndaoniiin 
ty SL 1 acca diantpi binGnlihe Gabesd tueiaianatieie okie kcbbusadaeieb nila 40 
PT bn nenseciinenn tacit nkaconcdidibeescohmadpahetnns sdiaaitiaill 15 


Out of what fund are these salaries paid? What services do these people 
perform for the United States that entitles them to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States? And are these officers, or any of them, under the 
civil service? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lobject. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 


TREATY OF 180 WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President be, and he 
is hereby, requested, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the public 
interest, to furnish the Senate with copies of the correspondence in relation 
to the treaty between the United States and Great Bri , Signed the 19th 


of April, 1850, which has passed between the two Governments, not hereto- 
fore communica 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA, ETC, 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President be, and he 
is hereby, requested, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the public 
interest, to furnish the Senate with copees of the correspondence with the 
Republic of Colombia, in relation to the Canal and to the seed, 


Panama 
between this Government and New Granada, concluded December 12, 1 
not heretofore communicated. 


NEW PAN AMA CANAL COMPANY OF FRANCE, 

Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and d to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President be, and he 

hereby ~ pognemnes to furnish the Senate, i? in his opinion it is not incom- 

patible with the public interest, copies of all corr ence and communi- 


cations received ”, him, or by the tary of State, from the New Panama 
Company of France, or any of its officers or attorneys. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 

Mr. HALE submitted the follo resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to es temporarily an assistant clerk, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $100 per month. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS, 

Mr. BATE. I ask leave to withdraw from the Committee on 
Claims the bill (S. 2309) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition of the bill 
does the Senator ask? 

Mr. BATE. I desire such tion as I may make of it when 
it comes to the Senate. Let it lieon the table andIshall call it up. 
I want to amend it. 

The PRESIDENT _ tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 


simply desires that the committee shall be disch from the 
further consideration of the bill, as the Chair und ds. 
Mr. BATE. The order may come in that form. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem . If there be no objection, the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee will be complied with, and 
the bill will lie on the table for the present. 

PRINTING OF ADDRESS BY HON. GEORGE 8S. BOUTWELL. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Governor Boutwell, of Massachu- 
setts, a few days delivered an address in this city on the 
question of our on with the Philippines and its bearing on 
business and labor. I ask unanimous consent that that ad 
= as a document. 

eP IDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object, Mr. President. There must be a 
limit to the printing of eee speeches here for gratuitous dis- 
tribution, and I think is a pretty good place to stop. 
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IDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, 

Mr. i ONES of Arkansas. T should like to have the opportunity 
to say, in reply to the Senator from Rhode Is!and, that when pub- 
lic questions provoking general interest are discussed by men of 
eminence aa character in the country it seems to me such 
addresses ought to be allowed to go to the public as the expres- 
sions of gentlemen who are on this floor. If there is no other way 
to get such things printed that come from men of eminence and 
character and force than to read them on the floor of the Senate, 
I suppose that method will have to be resorted to. But for one I 
think that this means of reaching the public with the addresses of 
men of character and standing ought not to be suppressed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas or any other Sen- 
ator can adopt Governor Boutwell’s ideas and principles as his 
own, if he sees fit, and make them a part of his own argument at 
any time. Then there will be some responsible author here for 
them, and they can properly become a part of the public records, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am willing, for one, to assume the 
responsibility for this address. 

r. ALDRICH. Then the Senator can read it or get some one 
else to read it. 
TRANSACTIONS WITH NATIONAL CITY BANK OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate joint 
resolution No. 70, favorably reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, for the purpose of placing it uponits passage, It will 
not take a minute. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the morning business ought to be con- 
cluded before ———s of that kindis done. The regular order 
has not been exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further concurrent 
or other resolutions? If not, the morning business is completed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Idesire tomake a parliamentary inquiry. What 
has become of the unfinished business coming over from yester- 
day —e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ALLEN, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to send to the Senate copies of all let- 
ters and the substance of any conversation or agreement he may 
have written or had with A. B. Hepburn, of the National City 
Bank of New York, in reply to a letter from Mr. Hepburn to him 
dated June 5, 1897, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on agreeing to 
the resolation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read in part the resolution submitted yesterday 
by Mr. ALLEN. 

; Mr. ALLISON. Ido not ask for a further reading of the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, upon which 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I referred on yesterday to a 
letter written by Judge me explaining the nature of the title 
which we uired to the Philippine Islands and expressed 
my regret that I did not have that letter with me at the time to 

er toand from which to quote. I have the letter this morn- 
ing, a letter written by Judge Day to ex-Congressman D. K. Wat- 
son, of Columbus, Ohio. It was read by the latter at a public 
meetinginthatcity. The portion of the letter to which I referred 
on yesterday is as follows: 

It was not claimed that the United States had a right to the Philippine 

asamatter of conquest. The United States has never undertaken, 

so far as I know, to wrest from a foreign cogutey lands or possessions simply 

zee conquest. Had we been disposed to do so, it must be remembered 

we were in possession only of the city, bay, and harbor of Manila under 

the Rectoent ot August 12, 1898, proving t the United States should occupy 

and the same the conclusion of a treaty of peace, which should 
determine the con disposition, and government of the Phili pines. 

of the os thang the ciguin of the protocol by General Mer- 

ritt and forces, w er its | effect may have been, included no 

=e 7 than we were entitled to hold under the protocol. In addition 


the plishing peace, which, I need hardl : 
ot great Importance at tha ene there was 2 strona desire my tens pain 
Line one national precedent nthe Sonuen ef enioo fob tho 
cain of territory to us at close of the Mexican war. 
CLEAR TITLE TO THE ISLANDS. 
ok cession, iv a papaitecntinn, we obtained an indisputable title which 
The had just completed reading an extract from the 
a of Mr. : published in = Outlook jw eave wa 
or an adjournment on yesterday. I am sorry that all of that arti- 
cle can not be put in the Sdepaeslon of every American voter. It 
is most instructive and most interesting in the side lights which 
it throws on the character of the Filipino people and the details 
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it gives of their daily life. It confirms fully all of the general 
statements of that gentleman which I caused to be read to the 
Senate on yesterday. That article and the other documents which 
I submitted to the Senate it seems to me conclusively establish the 
incorrectness of the position of the Senator from Indiana | Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] that the Filipinos are on a par with the North Ameri- 
can Indians and are entitled to the same and no other considera- 
tion. On the contrary, Mr. President, it. appears to be true, as 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} in this 
Chamber the other day, that this people are as fitted for self- 
government as were any of the peoples of thiscontinent sonth of our 
own Republic at the time of the recognition of their independence 
by us. It may be possible, it is no doubt true, that their ideas of 
free representative governmentarecrude, and that they are unfitted 
to administer government based on an Anglo-Saxon model; but it 
is an absurdity, if I may be pardoned the expression, to say that 
they are barbarians. They have a fair share of education and re- 
finement; they appear to be peaceable and law-abiding among 
themselves and kindly and hospitable to strangers; they understand 
that the function of government is to protect life, liberty, and 
property, and that the duty of the citizen is to yield allegiance in 
return for that protection. Such a people are within the mean- 
ing of the Declaration of Independence; and no nation can under- 
take to enforce an unwilling government on them without making 
itself guilty of tyranny and, if it hold to the Declaration of Inde- 

endence, without stultifying itself in the eyes of the world. I 

old, with Abraham Lincoln, that ‘‘the framers of the Declara- 
tion of Independence meant to establish a standard maxim for free 
society which should be familiar to all and revered by all, con- 
stantly looked to, constantly labored for, and, although never per- 
fectly attained, constantly approximated, and thereby constantly 
deepening its influence and augmenting the happiness and value 
of life to all people of all colors everywhere,” 

Liberty knows no clime, no color, no race, no creed. Its prin- 
ciples, as embodied in the immortal Declaration of Independence, 
comprehend all time, past, present, and future, and embrace all 
peoples to whom Almighty God has vouchsafed the instinct of 
association and the capacity, however limited, for orderly govern- 
ment. The North American Indians do not possess this instinct 
or this capacity, and the Senator from Indiana was doubtless cor- 
rect in saying that they were not comprehended within the Decla- 
ration; but the same thing can not be said of the Filipinos. .They 
are a people who desire to live 1m friendly association with their 
fellows, and who understand that they and their fellows each possess 
rights which can only be perfectly protected and maintained bya 
higher power than individual might. In other words, they arefitted 
for government, and areentitled to the God-given right declared by 
the Declaration of Independence, of determining for themselves the 
kind of government they want. This is the essence of all liberty. 
The Senator from Indiana was wrong in saying that this right is 
an incident of liberty and not its essence, and that any govern- 
ment which perfectly secures to man life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness gives him the fundamentals of liberty. The first 
fundamental of all liberty is the right to select your own form of 
government and your ownrulers. The best of all governments is 
a tyranny if imposed on the governed without their consent. 

Mr. Webster well expressed this idea when he said: 

We may talk of it as we please, but there is nothing that satisfies mankind 
in an enlightened age unless man is governed by his own country and the 
institutions of his own government. No matter how easy may be the yoke 
of a foreign power, no matter how lightly it sits upon the shoulders, if it be 
not imposed by the voice of his own nation and his own country, he will not, 
he can not, and he means not to be happy under its burdens. 

The right of any people at all fitted for government to establish 
a bad form of government if they want to, rather than a good one, 
toimperfectly administer either a good or a bad form of government 
for themselves, rather than to have one perfectly administered for 
them by somebody else, is, because of the fact so eloquently ex- 
ouantan by Mr. Webster, as much a God-given right as was the 
right of the American people at the close of the Revolution to 
form the most perfect Government ever known to man. Mr. 
President, it is no impeachment of our own free institutions, nor 
of the governing = of our own —. to say that they can 
not govern any other people as well as the latter can govern 
themselves, or to say that to impose our government and our in- 
stitutions on another people without their consent is to deprive 
them of their liberty. I assent to and concur in the panegyrics 
which are being delivered upon our own free institutions and upon 
the liberty-loving instincts of our own people by the advocates of 
enforced government in the Philippines; but I can not understand 
their application to the question in as and I confess that I have 
but little respect for the intellectual processes of the man who 
thinks that he can see their application. They have one useful 

urpose, however. They serve to furnish the people with an ob- 
ject lesson showing how it is possible for the greatest of minds, 
when taken possession of by an indefensible idea, to become in- 
volved in hopeless contradiction and in the most palpable stultifi- 
cation. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana indicates the kind of 
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government he would have us give to the Filipinos. It involves 
an American captain-general, with power to meet daily emergen- 
cies, with an advisory council having no power except that of dis- 
cussion; American lieutenant-governors t or the several provinces, 





with like councils; an American adviser for each district in that 
country, with a like council; an American board of visitation to 
visit the archipelago semiannually, with no power other than that 
of visitation and report; American judges to try all but the very 


smallest criminal offenses; the introduction of the English lan- 
guage throughout the islands, the teaching of it in the schools, 


and employing it exclusively in the courts. He would not have 


us to give that people this extremely liberal government imme- 


diately—the time is not ripe for that. At present military govern- 


mentisadvisable. Along with this government, when finally estab- 
lished and backed by sufficient power to maintain and execute it, 
he expects Congress to legislate so as to bring about various bene- 
ficial reforms in that country, among which are a Philippine civil 
service, the abolition of duties on exports, the establishment of im- 
port duties on a revenue basis, with discriminations in favor of 
American imports, so that we may compel the inhabitants to buy 
our calicoes; a complete reform of local taxation on a just and scien- 
tific basis, the minting of an abundance of money, the granting of 
franchises and concessions upon the theory of developing the re- 
sources of the archipelago, the formation of public schools every- 
where, the establishment of a simple civil code and a still simpler 
criminal code, the gradual, slow, and careful introduction of the 
best Filipinos into the working machinery of the government, 
and with no promise whatever of the franchise until the people 
have been prepared for it. ; 
Mr. President, this proposed scheme of government involves 
both wise legislation and honest administration. It is not sur- 
rising that the Senator from Indiana expects to secure the latter, 
yecause one who has the high opinion of the virtue and intelli- 
gence of the ordinary American ward heeler entertained by the 
Senator from Indiana could have no doubt of honest administra- 
tion in a foreign country by any class of our American citizens. 
But his hope and expectation of securing wise legislation by Con- 
gress, in view of the inaction of that y in every direction, save 
that of furthering the interests of the dominant political party, 
would hardly seem to me to be well founded. Our experience in 
Alaska and in Hawaii does not give much of hope and promise to 
the great majority of the Filipinos striving, according to the Presi- 
dent, to come under the dominion of this exceedingly liberal gov- 
ernment devised for them by the Senator from Indiana. 
The Senator from Indiana expects this government of his, when 
ut in operation, to prove a boon to ourselves as well as to the 
Filipinos, When we shall have projected ourselves, as it were, 
on a living screen and seen ourselves in the act of administering 
it as others see us, he expects the example to have a very benefi- 
cial influence here in America. This strong and simple govern- 
ment in the Philippines is by a kind of reflex action to kick us 
into good government here at home. To paraphrase the biblical 
quotation employed by the Senator in this connection and to give 
it the meaning which he evidently intended it to have, “‘ that gov- 
ernment which we mete out to the en it shall be meted 
out to usagain.” Truly a most wise and sapient a of 
Holy Writ. Whoourgovernor-general shall be when this a 
government has begun to have the boomerang effect predicted for it 
by the Senator from Indiana hedoes not indicate. hat language 
other than our own shall be employed in trying us for crime he 
leaves to conjecture. Whoshall make our civil and criminal code 
for us, whatnation furnish us our judges, what country sell us our 
calico, what political system develop its ward workers into our 
political administrators, the Senator leaves in the dark. It is not 
given to one finite mind to draw great outlines and at the same 
time to fill in the petty details. Nodoubt the future Kamchatkan 
statesman, who comes to us as our proconsul, will be wise and 
just and humane and the eee example of the then Kamchat- 
kan civilization. That is all we will have a right to expect, and 
no doubt we will be happy under the laws and the administrators 
brought with him for our government. We will have to be, in- 
deed, if his government comes, like that of the Senator from Indi- 
ana to the Philippines, ‘* backed with sufficient power to execute 
it.” Salve imperator! 
Mr. President, already our experience in the Philippines is be- 
quae to have the boomerang effect predicted by the Senator 
rom Indiana. There is a primitive people,a mere handful, living 
in South Africa, pious and simple, brave and heroic, but careless 


of the great wealth lying under their hands, indifferent to its | is 


civilizing influences, and asking only to be permitted to live their 
own simple lives in their own simple way. 

They are the last link which binds us to one of the great heroic 
epochs in the world’s history, because they are of the same blood 
and, by reason of their longisolation, they may well besaid to beth 
same identical people who braved the power of Spain when Spain 
was mistress of the world in order that religious berty 
perish from off the face of the earth, who fought for eighty years 
with a desperation and valor never before known in 
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cause, who pulled down their altars and their firesides, piece by 
piece and stone by stone, and piled them up as breastworks against 
the approach of their invaders and oppressors, whogave their land 
up to the cruel sea, time after time, rather than give it up to the 
scarcely less cruel Spaniard, who through it all saw their land 
devastated by fire and sword and rapine, drenched in blood and 
maimed with slaughter, but who faltered not, and who emerged 
from the long struggle torn, decimated, bleeding, and impov- 
erished, but rich in the right which they had won for themselves 
and the heritage which they had won for mankind—the right of 
each man to worship God after his own fashion. 

A great nation having racial tendencies similar to our own has 
seen the present backward and deplorable condition of affairs 
existing among those people, and has determined to regenerate 
and improve them, as we are now regenerating and improving 
the brave but simple Filipinos. Unhappily, they are not succeed- 
ing so well in their self-imposed task as we are doing. The 
Afrikanders are proving themselves to be worthy sons of heroic 
sires. If they had lived in that day,they might have sat in coun- 
cil with William the Silent and fought in the ranks of Maurice of 
Nassau. But living in this day, they are making a struggle 
equally as heroic as their ancestors made and one which has won 
for them the wondering admiration of mankind throughout the 
entire world. 

Because of that which we, in common with mankind, owe to 
their blood, because they are bravely fighting for their homes and 
their firesides, because they are ws for the God-given right 
to govern themselves and their affairs in their own way, because 
when they go down another republic will have perished, they un- 
doubtedly carry with them in their struggle the profound sym- 
pathy of the erican people. In other days that sympathy 
would have been expressed through governmental channels. We 
have frequently interposed in such struggles with less call upon 
our ow and less justification for our interposition. But 
now we dare not. The ghost of Liberty, murdered in the Philip- 
pines, stands in the way. 

Truly we have cast our bread upon the waters. We can not 
even preserve a decent neutrality between those brave people and 
their assailants. The latter depredates upon our commerce on 
the high seas, attempts to destroy it, in fact—because no combatant 
people will long undertake to deal with another people lacking in 
the spirit or disposition to — their own noncontraband 
tr d we accept an indefinite promise of some indefinite in- 
demnity in the future as full and complete reparation for the 

done to us. Then we permit this same combatant to come 
into our ports and make them the bases for provisioning and sup- 
plying its own armies without protest or shadow of protest on the 
part of our‘officials. Mr. dent, civilization must go forward 
and our coadjutor in the great work must not be hampered or in- 
terfered with. Itis 7 permitted to us, however, as individuals, 
to avert our eyes, and as these noble people with their institutions 
go down to death and oblivion to say to them, as I now do, Thou 

ast survivors of a heroic age, hail and farewell! 

Mr. President, it is not Se that one holding the peonter 
views of government entertained by the Senator from Indiana, 
and who, after they shall have fruited in the Philippines expects 
to see their seed wafted back to our own shores, should become 
impatient of freedom of debate in our | tive halls and at- 
tempt to crimp it down to the dimensions of his twentieth-century 
Filipino government. But as we are yet enjoying in this Chamber 
the {government devised for us by our eighteenth-century an- 
cestors, I thought it a remarkable thing when the Senator from 
Indiana turned to Senators who have been in public life for a period 
longer than he has been in existence, and who have honored them- 
selvesand their country through it all by an upright ee 
because they had spoken here a and honestly, as the a 
right to do and as they always ought to do ess of conse- 
quenecs, should say to them: ‘‘ The blood of our and wounded 
boys is on your hands, and all the floods of all the years can never 
wash that stain away.” This statement was remarkable because 
of the fact stated and also because of its utter baselessness. Who- 
ever may be ble for the ous blood shed in the Philip- 
pines, it can not be laid at the of the men in this Chamber 
who sought to stay the hand of on in that desolated coun- 
try. Everyone knows that if advice had been taken the 
American le would never have been embroiled in war with 
their and allies in the Philippines. Surely, Mr. President, 
they had aright to give their advice. The blood of our young men 

DP ; nobody realizes that more than I do; but I am certain 
that they themselves would pour it out like water as a libation on 
tbe altar of their country rather than see freedom of ee 


Indiana 
red with blood and whose 
moment of their lives by the 
dier in the Phili 


ppines, let him elsewhere and he may possibly 


find them, but he will not find them here, 
While we are on this subject of bloodshed and the responsibility 
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want to asksome man totell this Senate and the Ameri- 
pry why it is that the envoys of the insurgents were re- 
ceived with ignominy and contempt when they appeared at our 
headquarters immediately after the initial outbreak, represented 
that the collision between their forces and ours was accidental and 
not designed, and asked for the establishment of a modus vivendi, 
whereby peace might be maintained pending the settlement of the 
fate of the islands by the American ——, Why was their 
reasonable request denied and they told that since the war had 
been started it must now be continued to the bitter end? Why 
do we hear the same vindictive story from the President, from 
General Otis, from the Senator from Indiana, from the myriad 
newspapers subsidized to debauch the conscience of the country, 
that the war once started must now be prosecuted with unrelent- 
ing vigor until the Filipino people lie broken and helpless at our 
feet? Did we not owe something to that people? Were they not 
lately our companions inarms? Would it not have been generous 
and humane and imous and American to have listened to 
their reasonable request for a cessation of hostilities until their 
fate had been determined by the American Congress? The Presi- 
dent has always said that the matter was one for the determination 
of Con . Then why not permit Congress to approach its deter- 
mination with that calmness and moderation which peace alone 
would have insured? Was it because there was fear that the con- 
clusion reached by a ee not be that which certain 
interests in this country ? Ishall not say so, Mr. President, 
but several things are certain. All the bloodshed in the Philip- 
pines since the first outbreak might have been avoided by listening 
to the reasonable request of the Filipinos for a cessation of hos- 
tilities. The American Congress might now be approaching the 
question of the fate of those islands in a spirit of justice and 
moderation and of thoughtful regard for the rights of the people 
of the islands, and there would be no cause, even if one could be 
found with temerity enough to try it, to attempt to put fetters 
upon freedom h in the American Congress by the parrot 
cry of ‘‘ Blood, blood!” 

Mr. President, I shall not enter upon an extended constitutional 
argument concerning mt ated of Congress to govern the Terri- 
tories. That power is undoubtedly supreme, with one limitation. 
The laws enacted for their government must conform to those 
certain provisions of the Constitution intended to have general 
application and to embrace all Territories of the United States 
wherever situated and whatever the form of government enjoyed 
by them. Those laws must not trench upon the guaranties in 
favor of the individual security of the citizen contained in that 
instrument, nor upon those provisions designed to secure, in all 
the possessions of the United States, uniformity in taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, nor upon those provisions intended to fix 
every where the status of citizens of the Republic. 

It was strennously denied at the last session of Con 8 in this 
Chamber that there were any provisions of the Constitution hav- 
ing application to Territories other than that which gave Congress 
the power to make all needful rules and regulations for their gov- 
ernment. But that contention was in the face of a long line of 
decisions by the Supreme Court of the United States which would 
have —— anybody except one of car latter-day adepts in 
twentieth-century government. I have read all of those cases 
again since the debate at the last session, and I am surprised that 
any lawyer who cares anything at all for his reputation should 
hazard it by such a contention. The very cases relied on as most 
strongly su’ the plenary power of Conga 3ss are cases in 
which tne revenue laws of the nation were extended over unor- 
ganized Territories of the United States by virtue of the provisions 
of the Constitution requiring uniformity in taxation. 

In addition to the limitation on the power to govern Territories, 
there is, I believe, a limitation on the power of the Government 
to acquire them, namely, that they shall have fitness for and be 
intended for ultimate statehood in the Union of States. This lim- 
itation, however, is implied and has its sole sanction in the legis- 
lative and executive conscience; and in this utilitarian age, when 
even the positive written provisions of the Constitution chafe and 
irritate, it is not to be expected that this limitation would be 
looked on in some — with res or even with toleration. 
Nevertheless, the Supreme Court of the United States on more 
= one occasion has declared that this limitation does in fact 
exis 

Mr. President, if either of these limitations be admitted to exist, 
then it puts an end to our msions in the Philippines. No per- 
son on either side of the Philippine question has ever admitted or 
will admit, I epprehend, that we can, after any possible lapse of 

ine Islands into the Union as one or more 
the States of the United States of America. While their peo- 
ple undoubtedly have some capacity for government, they have 
lc-Saxon government, and never will have. 
pinos now, or 20,000,000 or 40,000,000 in the 
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American Republic. I need not argue that proposition. If it 
be not true, every person in this country, at least, believes it to be 
true. Therefore, if we are limited in the acquisitidn of terri- 
tory to such as may ultimately be erected into States, we must 
either immediately withdraw from the Philippines or, if we 
determine to retain them, must immediately proceed to exter- 
minate their inhabitants. There is no middle course. I was 
about tosay that nobody in this country could be brought to con- 
template so frightful an alternative, but when | hear warfare upor 
the Filipinos justified upon the ground of the duty we owe to that 
a, I shall not hazard any opinion upon that subject. 

Mr. President, we are not any better off if it be held that this 
limitation on the power to acquire territory to which I have 
referred does not in fact exist. The Constitution of the United 
States fortunately yet exists, although there is some demand for 
its partial abrogation by amendment, in order to enable us to 
meet this Philippine situation, and under the provisions of that 
instrument these people and their descendants would become citi- 
zens of the United States, although not citizens of any particular 
State. And under the —— of the same instrument they 
would become citizens of any State the moment they entered into 
and became domiciled within its limits. Thus, while we might 
avoid Philippine statehood, we could not avoid an American 
Philippine citizenship, with perfect right and title to flow into 
any of the already organized States and to there assist in con- 
trolling their destinies, and, through them, the destinies of the 
American Republic. I shall not stop now to cite the provisions 
of the Constitution and the decisions of the Supreme Court ot 
the United States expounding them under which this condition 
would be brought about, but I apprehend that no lawyer will 
deny their existence or their binding force. If any shall do so, | 
shall be curious to hear the ground upon which he predicates his 
opinion. 

When we shall have finally annexed the Philippines many curi- 
ous and inconvenient consequences will ensue besides that of 
debauching the citizenship of the nation. I shall refer now, how- 
ever, toonly one. The Filipino will become entitled to all the 
rights of citizens of the United States. He can come and go at 

leasure everywhere within the confines of the nation. He can 

ring or send his products here as freely as Americans now inter- 
change their products between themselves and with the same 
exemption from taxes and duties. This will be to debauch the 
labor of the country, to pit the 10,000,000 underpaid and underfed 
Filipinos against the mechanic, the artisan, al the laboring man 
of theland. If it be true, as claimed by the Senator from Indiana, 
that the Filipinos will not come here because the Dutch did not 
permit the Javanese to goto Holland, their products will come here, 
and that will be the same thing from the standpoint of labor. If 
this be a good thing to bring about, why is it that we have upon 
our statute books restrictions against the landing of Asiatics on 
our shores and against their right to apply for naturalization in 
ourcourts? It would seem that this rage for dominion is growing 
so fast that it is not only causing our people to be dissatisfied with 
their own political institutions, but is causing them to reverse 
their policy in almost any and every direction. 

Mr. President, there is one way and only one in which we may 
continue to hold the Philippines and yet avoid the disastrous con- 
sequences to which I have referred. So long as we can main- 
tain a state of war in those islands the military rule will override 
the civil law, the law of the Constitution included. Inter arma 
silent leges. Certain advocates of the President's policy have rec- 
ognized this fact, and, while urging the retention of the Philip- 
pines, are seriously insisting that Congress shall never legislate so 
as to give civil or political recognition to the Philippine Islands. 
These people, however eccentric their views of free government, 
are honest and well informed, and that which they insist on now 
will be ultimately insisted on by every advocate of the President's 
policy. Not to insist on it is to contemplate with equanimity in- 
ternal disorders and radical national changes for which all the 
riches of the Philippines can not compensate. And I should like 
to suggest to these same advocates that the establishment of gov- 
ernment by the bayonet will also introduce radical changes in our 
national economy for which not all the riches and all the wealth 
of all the possessions in the world could compensate the American 
people. Mr. President, it is evident to my mind that those citizens 
are right who criticise the President’s policy and call it a policy of 
imperialism. To call it expansion is a misnomer, if for no other 
reason than that the population of the Philippine Islands is already 
so dense that there is no room for expansion there. There is room 
for the Filipino to expand on the American continent, but there is 
no room for American expansion on all the continent of Asia or 
any of its outlying and tributary islands. Wedo not want im- 

rialism or a government by the bayonet in any American pos- 
session. The American people do not want it. The craze for 

tion and the rage for innovation may push us forward 
now when the obligations to pause are not well known and the 
result of proceeding is not well understeod, But those things 
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will become better known in the future, and then, if we proceed 
now, we will retrace our steps in sackcloth and ashes and with 
fervent thanksgiving to Almighty God that the way of retreat 
is yet left open to us. We have already now provisionally made 
the Filipinos citizens of the Republic. The only thing that keeps 
them and their products out of the country is the fact that a state 
of war exists in the Philippine Islands, and this enables General 
Otis to govern the islands as he pleases. If we now clinch our 
title there, the only way to keep them out of the country perma- 
nently is to continue to make war on them permanently. Mr. 
President, let the advocates of annexation examine this question 
carefully and see whether the results to which I have pointed are 
not those which must necessarily ensue if we — to carry out 
the President's policy in the Philippines; and if so, let them ask 


themselves whether they are prepared to pay the price required | 


for the benefits of annexation. If they are not, they should imme- 
diately retrace their a the way is open tothem. It is never 
too late to listen to the dictates of prudence, and it should be an 
easy task when honor points the way. 

Mr. President, I do not understand the position of those Sena- 
tors who profess respect for the fundamentals of self-government 
and would see them applied in the Philippines, and who yet insist 
that the war must be prosecuted with unrelenting vigor until the 
Filipinos have been whipped into submission, before making any 
declaration on thesubject. They mustknow, as everybody knows, 
that a declaration by Congress of its purpose to confer self-gov- 
ernment on the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands will put a 
stop to warfare there instantly. Then why can not everybody 
who is in favor of making that declaration at some time unite in 
making it now and thus stopfurther bloodshed? Human life is not 
so cheap, misery and suffering so insignificant, that we can afford 
to sacrifice the one and augment the other on a point of etiquette. 
I heard Senators at the last session of Congress declare, with a 
great deal of heat, that they would never consent to any declara- 
tion on the subject so long as the Filipinos were found with arms 
in their hands against our authority. Without intending to re- 
flect on any Senator, it seems to me that we can not at this con- 
juncture act or forbear acting on a view so small, sorepugnant to 
Christian charity and all the dictates of humanebenevolence. We 
are in the position of a strong man who has been attacked by a 
weak and puny child. What would be thought of such a man if 
he were to insist on continuing the fight until his assailant had 
been whipped into submission on the ground that his dignity 
would be injured and his prestige impaired by pursuing any other 
course? We ought now tostop this war ifwecan. Wecanstop it. 
We can stop it in a manner consonant with our own honor, with 
our own dignity, and with the interests of our own people, and to 
fail to stop it when it can be done so easily is to convict ourselves 
of a cruel pride and vindictive resentment unworthy the Ameri- 
can people, 

My own view of the course to be pursued at this conjuncture in 
the matter of the Philippine Islands is that we should ae a reso- 
lution, as simple and direct as possible, declaring it to be the pur- 
pose of the American people to confer independence on the people 
of the en Islands whenever they l have shown them- 
selves fitted for that great boon, on condition that they now lay 
down their arms and submit to the authority of the United States, 
and on the further condition that when we retire from the islands 
we have liberty to retain such parts of them for coaling, naval, 
and military stations as our interests in the far east may require. 
Such a resolution would immediately bring a would be 
in consonance with our traditional political principles, and would 
leave us far stronger from a military point of viewin the Eastern 
Hemisphere than if we continue to hold the islands. I am very 
far from being unmindful of our interests in that quarter of the 
globe. We have vast interests there which must be protected. 
To a any nation or combination of nations to hem China in 
with a cordon of guns is to permit them to bar us out. Wecan 
not suffer that. China is our friend and neighbor and customer, 
and aggression on her under certain circumstances is ssion on 
us. Of course we are not required to act the part of Don Quixote 
and go to the assistance of our celestial neighbors unless our own 
material interests are threatened. If it be true, as stated in the 
public prints, that the nations appearing to have designs on that 
country have made pledges to us of free and unrestricted trade in 
territory already occupied by them or which they shall hereafter 
occupy, that perhaps ought to be accepted as sufficient. It is not 
a very brave or generous thing to do, but probably it would be 
procure by the resolutions of prudence. But one thing is certain. 
It those nations have made us these pledges, or shall do so, it will 
be on condition that we make reciprocal concessions in our 
possessions. This, every lawyer knows, we can not do without 
amending our great organiclaw. Thus we have the seeds of 
certain controversy in that quarter of the world which sooner or 
later will embroil usin war. We can avoid all this by granting 
independence to the Filipino, can win back his confidence in us 
and his gratitude to us, can make him our friend and ally for- 


ever, can secure by commercial treaties with him all the benefits { 





of annexation without any of its burdens, and with restricted pos- 

sessions in that country, sufficient, however, for our naval and 

military power, we will be all the better ——e to compel that 
oO 


respect for our flag which the interests of our people there may 
require. This is absurdly easy of accomplishment. All that 
it requires is a little generosity and magnanimity and a loyal ad- 
herence to the fundamental principles of our own Government. 
Senators, do not let the rage of faction defeat a consummation 
somuch to be desired. Let us do theright thing and do itquickly, 
because the right thing, if it is to be done effectively, ought to be 
done quickly. We will never regret it. The nation will never 
regret it. On the contrary, su ing generations will rise up 
and call us blessed. If 1 were calied on to formulate a watch- 
word of American statesmanship at this juncturein our affairs, 
I should say that justice to the Filipino, our friend and ally, and 
fidelity to ourselves, is the sentiment that should inspire every 
true American heart. 

Mr, President, one more thought and Iam done. We do not 
need the city of Manila for the purposes of our trade and com- 
merce. If, as has been suggested, it shall become a second and 
greater Liverpool through our trade, it will be at the expense of 
those Live ls which should be built = our own coast, and 
it will profit principally a motley population of foreigners, for 
whom we care nothing. Nor will the possession of that city add 
anything materially to our trade. These catchwords with which 
it has been sought to dazzle the multitude are music to the ear, 
but an inharmonious jangle to the sense. Manila is not the gate- 
way of the Orient for us. It does not command the trade of the 
Pacific for anybody. There is no royal road to either wealth or 
commerce. Theonly way toattain either one of them is by hard, 
constant, and unremitting labor. If we would control a large 
part of the trade of the East we must manufacture cheaply, convey 
our goods to them in our own bottoms, and sell the goods to them 
there at their own doors for less money than any other nation can 
afford to sell to them for. In this way and only in this way can 
we control the trade of the Orient. 

Let us go to work, then, and settle the questions of internal 
economy pressing on us, in order that the energies of the Ameri- 
can people may be freed to address themselves to the task of cap- 
turing the trade of China. There are enough such questions, 
and they are of sufficient importance to engage our attention with- 
out eee in theinterests of astrangeandanalien people. Wo 
may feel kindly toward that people; 1 am certain that we all do; 
but we owe them no duty except justice, and they ask no other 
boon at our hands. If we shall give them that, we will do more 
for their mental, moral, and political regeneration and that of their 
kindred races than we could do by a hundred years of political 
connection and association through such government as our in- 
terests would permit us to give them. We will do this by the force 
of example—the only way we can safely undertake to promote 
self-government in another hemisphere—the o—— of a great 
and a free people, risen through the excellence of their institutions 
to a position of such and vantage and s med by 
love of those institutions and the practice of their noble — 
to such virtue, that while they fear no power on earth, however 
powerful, no power on earth, however weak, which is deserving 
needs to fear them or their strength. Oh, what a noble example! 
It has been ours to give ever since our fathers gave to the world 
the glory of the American*Republic. It is impossible to estimate 
the influence which it has exerted upon free government and the 
amelioration of hard political conditions d the last century. 
Let us pray that it may continue to be ours to give and that it 
may not be said of the American ple now, to be-repeated in 
future in de of freedom, that they who have sat so long 
at the feet of Liberty were the first in their blindness to plunge 
a dagger into the heart of her youngest and latest devotee. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SIXTEENTH STREET. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HansprovuGH in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widen- 


Mr. McMILLAN, 
be now considered. A similar bill was reported to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and the are he ae within thirty days after the 
dedica to said of 75 per cent of lands | wi the lines 
ef Sixteenth street NW., as to the 


to extend § in the District of bia, and for other 
Provided, That of the amount found due and a as for and in 
respect of the land condemned for the extension of Sixteenth street, as in 


in said th of nd situated 
ind lying on bach side of oxi Bixteonth etrect UW. between Bi 
and the en subdivision, and between the Blagden Mill road and the 





li 


elite aa tesa ctne, 
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Cree se Ford road, and between lots 7, 4, and 11 of A. R. 
ne ow oo oe. to the depth of 250 feet, or to such greater depths as 
h Tjenefits may be found by said jury to extend, measured on each side 
thereof from the building lines of said Sixteenth street as extended. 
‘SEC 2. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia, sitting as an 
uity court, shall have authority to empower, order, and decree the com- 
ttee or guardian of any person of unsound mind, and the guardian or trus- 
te of any infant, owning or having an interest or estate in any land within 
the limits above described, to dedicate to the District of Columbia for and as 
~ rt of said Sixteenth street any land or part thereof owned by such per- 
7 ret unsound mind or by such infant, or in which they may have an inter- 
oat or estate, if, upon the a plication of such committee, guardian, or trustee, 
= d after the toetimony of witnesses shall be taken and such other proceed- 
in had as the court may deem proper, the court shall determine that such 
de ication will be to the interest and advantage of such person of unsound 


— eT seit or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 


repealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? ; ; 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask whether that bill has 
ever been considered in the Senate? It has just come from the 

has it not? 

Fete McMILLAN, The bill has just come from the House, but 
it is identical with the bill which was prepared at the instance of 
the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, on which bill 
the committee has authorized a favorable report. The bill aims 
tomake effective the law for the opening of Sixteenth street which 
was passed last year. It merely enables the Commissioners to 
condemn two or three small pieces of land which can not be do- 
nated, mainly because the present owners are incompetent to make 
a legal transfer, There is no cost to the Government, because 
the District pays half and the property half. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that Ishall 
address the Senate on Thursday, after the routine morning busi- 
ness, upon the resolution submitted by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] relative to the right of suffrage. 


OUTLYING DEPENDENCIES, 


Mr. ROSS. Mr. President, I ask leave to call up the resolutions 
submitted by me on the 18th instant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted by Mr. Ross on 
the 18th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the provisions of the Constitution do not, unaided by act of 
Congress, extend over Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 

Resolved, That by the recent treaty with Spain the United States take the 
sovereignty over Puerto Rico and over the Philippine Islands under the duty 
to use and exercise it for the general welfare and highest interest of the 

le of the United States and the inhabitants of the islands, unrestrained 
by the proves of the Constitution; and over Cuba, under the duty to ex- 
ercise it for the tion of the island. 

Resolved, That the successful discharge of this duty demands the establish- 
ment of a separate de ent of Government to take charge of all outlying 
dependencies of the United States, and the passage of a general law making 
appointments therein nonpolitical. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. President,I think it is entirely evident that all 
Senators do not take the same view of our relations to the Philip- 
pine Islands, Puerto Rico, and our other dependencies. I shall 
present my own view. 

I have always thought it wiser to give attention to present con- 
ditions, and to the discharge of present duties, than to dwell upon 
transactions passed and closed, in an attempt to criticise or to find 
fault, or to — out how they might have been more wisely con- 
ducted and have brought better supposed results, Early I learned 
that criticism and fault-finding could be set up on very limited 
capital, and that the *‘ better supposed results” are more imaginary 
than real, In forecasting his su _— results the critic rarely fore- 
sees, or can foresee, the new and important factors which would be 
pat ea problem if the changes demanded by his after-date 
criti had been made. Allow me, therefore, toengage the atten- 
tion of the Senate briefly in considering what I deem to be present 
conditions and duties, 


First, then, let usinquire if the Constitution of the United States, 


ex vigore, unaided by treaty or act of Congress, extends 
to and covers the inhabitants of the territories acquired by the 
United States. 


This is an important question for consideration and determina- 
tion, especially by every Congressman, whose action may help de- 
termine the laws which shall govern the inhabitants of such 
territories, 

TREATIES. 


the recent treaty with Spain sovereignty is ceded to the 
vane States over Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands with 


The civil and ‘ status of the native inhabitants of the territories 
hereby ceded to the United States shall bz determined by Congress. 


XXXITI—67 





Cuba, over which Spain relinquishes sovereignty and title, the 


treaty leaves without any declaration in regard to the status of 


her inhabitants, or the rights of Congress further than to say 


that, upon its evacuation by Spain, the island is to be occupied 


by the United States, and while such occupation shall continue 
the United States— 
will assume and discharge the obligations that may, under international law, 
result from the fact of its occupation, for the protection of life and property. 
_I do not propose in this connection to discuss what the rela- 
tions of the United States to these islands are, further than to 
observe that the ceding power has imposed no conditions nor 
reserved any rights detined and secured by the Constitution to 
the inhabitants of those islands. This distinguishes this treaty 
from all others hitherto made by the United States by which she 
has acquired territory occupied by inhabitants. ‘The treaty of 
1803, for the cession of Louisiana, provides in Article III that— 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of tle United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, 
advantages, and immunities of the citizens of the United States; and in the 
meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess 

The treaty of 1819, by which Florida was ceded to the United 
States, in Article VII has a provision of similar legal import. So 
have the treaties by which New Mexico, Utah, California, ete., 
were acquired in 1848 and 1853, contained in Articles VIII and IX 
of the treaty of 1848 and brought forward into the treaty of 1853 
by Article V. The treaty of 1867, by which Alaska was acquired, 
has no provision for the incorporation of the Territory into the 
Union as a State or States. It divides the inhabitants into two 
classes. It provides that they may return to Russia within three 
years, and of those who do not return says: 

But if they should prefer to remain in the ceded territory they, with the 
exception of the uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment 
of all the rights, advantages,and immunities of citizens of the United States 
and shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
property, and religion. The uncivilized tribes shall be subject to such regu- 

ations as the United States may, from time to time, adopt in regard to abo- 
riginal tribes of that country. 

It is thusmanifest that in every treaty by which the United States 
has acquired inhabited territory prior to the late treaty with Spain 
the ceding power has inserted a provision that the inhabitants, 
except uncivilized tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of 
all the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the 
United States, and all, except that by which Alaska was acquired, 
contain the further provision that they shall in due time, to be 
determined by Congress, be admitted as a State or States into the 
Union, 

SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 

It will be important to keep the provisidns of these treaties in 
mind, especially when we examine the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in regard to the constitutional rights of the inhabitants of 
these territories. In his opinion in The American and Oceanic 
Insurance Cos. vs, 356 Bales of Cotton, Canter, claimant, Chief 
Justice Marshall quotes the sixth article of the treaty ceding 
Florida, which reads: 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 
United States by this treaty shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States as soon as may be consistent with the pee of the Federal Con- 
stitution and admitted to the enjoyment of all the priviliges, rights, and im- 
munities of the citizens of the United States. It is unnecessary to inquire 
whether this is not their condition independent of stipulation. They do not 
however, participate in political power; they do not share in government til 
Florida becomes a State. (1 Peters, 542.) 

The Northwest Territory and other territories ceded by sepa- 
rate States to the United States, when under the Articles of Con- 
federation or the Constitution, were ceded under a pledge from 
Congress in regard to their use and rights. Chief Justice Taney 
says in his opinion in the Dred Scott case: 

By resolution d October 10, 1780, Congress pledged itself that, if the 
lands were ceded as recommended, they should be disposed of for the com- 
mon benefit of the United States, to be settled and formed into distinct re- 
publican States, which shall become members of the Federal Union, and have 
the same rights of sovereignty and freedom and independence as the other 
States. 

This pledge acted upon is of equal force as the provision of a 
treaty, especially under the ordinance of 1787. 

These treaties and this resolution include all the territories of 
the United States, except that of Oregon, which came by dis- 
covery and occupation—in regard to which | know of no decision 
of the United States Supreme Court on the question under con- 
sideration—and, except that acquired by the annexation of Texas 
and Hawaii, until we come to the recent treaty with Spain. 

THE SCOPE OF THE TREATY-MAKING POWER. 

By Article VI of the Constitution: 

All treaties made under the authority of the United States are made the 
supreme law of the land. 

Of the treaty-making power the Supreme Court, in Geofrey vs. 
Riggs (133 U.S., 258), speaking by Mr. Justice Field, says: 

The treaty power as expressed in the Constitution is in terms unlimited 
except by those restraints found in that instrument against the action of tho 
Government, or of its departments, and those arising from the nature of the 
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Government itself and that of the States; it woulda not be contended that it 
extends so far as to authorize what the Constitution forbids, or a change in 
the character of the Government, or in that of the States, or the cession of 
any portion of the latter without its consent. Fort Leavenworth R. R. Co. vs. 
Lowe (114 U.S.,525,541). But with these exceptions, it is not ved that 
there is any limit to the aS =a ud ene pany mat 
te hich is properly the subject of negotiation w a fore’ country. a 
ee. Hylton GUS. 190 ); Chirac vs. Chirac (15 U. 8.,2 Wheaton, 259); Hauenstine 
vs. Sanborn (100 U.8., 483); Droit a’ Aubaine (3 Ops. Atty. Gen., 417); People vs. 
Gerke (5 Col., 381). mY 

I; will not be claimed that the provisions of these treaties giving 
the inhabitants of the territories the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of citizens of the United States lie without the scope of 
the treaty-making power. It isa generally admitted proposition 
that the ceding power may properly require such a provision in 
its treaty granting its sovereignty over a territory, and that the 
power accepting the grant becomes solemnly bound thereby. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Inasmuch as one or more of the decisions of the United States 
Supreme Court is in regard to the constitutional rights of the 
inhabitants of the District of Columbia, it is proper to remark 
that the territory, now included in the District, when the Constitu- 
tion was adopted constituted parts of the States of Virginia and 
Marviand, and before being ceded, had become subject to the 
Constitution. By the cession the territory of the District was not 
taken from under the operation of the Constitution. If so, the 

rocess by which it was accomplished is unknown to me. Nor 
cor I seen any suggestion by anyone that ag 6 change in its rela- 
tion in this respect was made by its cession by the States to the 
United States. 
HOW DECISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT SHOULD BE CON- 
SIDERED. 

These observations are necessary for the proper understanding 
of the language used by various judges of the United States 
Supreme Court in their opinions touching the constitutional rights 
of the inhabitants of the District of Columbia and of these Terri- 
tories: for, as aptly and pertinently said by Chief Justice Marshall 
in Cohen vs, Virginia (6 Wheaton, 264, 399): 

It is a maxim not to be disregarded that general ex ms in every 
opinion are to be taken in connection with the case in which these expres- 
not to control the judgasent ia a subsequent sult when the very point is pre- 
an for judgment. The reason fon tes maxim is obvious. Ft 
actually before the court is investigated with care and considered in its full 
extent. Other principles which may serve to illustrate it are considered in 
their relation to the case decided, but their possible bearing upon all other 
cases is seldom completely investigated. 

Keeping this caution by the eminent Chief Justice in mind, I 
fail to find any decision of the Supreme Court which fairly in- 
dicates that - ie cede teaenienen States, eae 
Congressional legi or by treaty, ex io vi 8 
to the territories acquired by the United Etates. There are ex- 
pressions in several of the opinions which would indicate that 
such might be the view of writer. Such ions were 
unnecessary for the decision. In no case which I have been abie 
to find is this point actually considered and decided, every 
case in which the court has decided that the party was entitled to 
be accorded the rights, petrioant, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution, such ts, privileges, and immunities had been con- 
ferred by the States from which the territory was ceded, as in the 
case of the District of Columbia, or by the treaty by which the 
territory was ceded to the United States; and the rights 
thus secured had been confirmed by the act of Congress conferrin 
territorial government. The resolutionsand which 
several States ceded territory to the United es, in the 
ta aha Territory, were in legal effect treaties and of like bind- 
ing force, 

The decisions of the United States Court most gen- 
erally relied upon to support the view that the Constitution, un- 
aided by act o' ev or treaty, extends ex proprio vigore 


to 
all territories may, for convenient consideration, be divided into 
three classes: 


( 3} _ right of — by jury. 

(2) Revenue, or the apportionment of direct taxes. 

(3) Citizenship. - rm 

THE RIGHT OF TRIAL BY JURY. 

Of the first class are Callan vs. Wilson (127 U.S., 540); American 
Publishing Company vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 464): itis on 
Thomas (166 U.S., 707); Thompson vs. Utah (170 U.S., , and 
some others noted in these decisions. Callan vs. Wilson cloarl 
holds that a citizen of the District of Columbia has constibelliens) 
right to trial by jury when charged with a crime. Although not 
fully stated as a ground for the decision, the case was correctly 
decided if, as I think the fact is, the Constitution was extended over 
the District while included in the States of eee and Virginia, 

of the 


and was never su uently withdrawn. decision 
American Publishing pany vs. Fisher was turned the 
point taken, that the act of the tory which a a ver- 


dict rendered on the concurrence of nine or more members of the 
jery contravened the act under which Utah was constituted a 
tory. It leaves undecided whether the seventh amendment 


applies. Mr. Justice Brewer summarizes the decisions on this 
suhe as follows: 

Whether the seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
which provides that ‘in suits at common law. where the value in controversy 
shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved,” oper- 
ates, ex proprio vigore, to invalidate this statute may be a matter of dispute. 
In Webster vs. Reid, 2 Howard, 437, an act of the ture of Iowa dispensing 
witha j in a certain class of common-law actions was held void. While 
in the opinion, on 460, the seventh amendment was quoted, it was also 
said: “ cnuunte Tew the Territory of Iowa, by express vision and 
by reference, extends the laws of the United States, incl che ordinance 
of 1787, over the Territory, as far as they are — ova the ordinance 
of 1787, article 2,in terms provided that “‘ the bitants of said Territory 
shall be entitled to the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus and of tria] b 
jury.” So the validity a been adjudged by reason of conflict wit 
Congressional legislation. Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145, 154), it 
was said, in reference to a criminal case coming from the Terese? of Utah, 
that ‘* by the Constitution of the United States (Amendment VI) the accused 
was entitled to a trial by an impartial jury.” Both of these cases were 

uoted in Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540), as authorities to sustain the rulin 
t the provisions of the Constitution of the United States rela to trial 
Lf jury are in force in the District of Columbia. On the other hand, in 
orman Church vs. United States (136 U.8., I, 44), it was said by Mr. Justice 
Bradley, speaking for the court: “* Doubtless in for the 
Territories, would be subject to those fundamental limita in favor of 
personal rights which are formulated in the Constitution and its amend- 
ments; but these limitations would exist rather by inference and the gen- 
eral spirit of the Constitution, from which Congress derives all its powers, 
than by any ex and direct ene of its provisions.”” And in McAl- 
lister vs. United States (141 U. 8., 174), it is held that the constitutional pro- 
vision in respect to the tenor of judicial offices did not apply to Territorial 


If what has been said in regard to the force of the treaties by 
which these territories were ceded is sound, the cases were all 
correctly decided. and justified, as is done in some of them, classi- 
fying the District of Columbia and Territories with States as pro- 
tected by this provision of the Constitution. 

There can be no doubt that the with Mexico secured to 
the inhabitants of the territory ceded the rights, privileges, and 
immunities secured by the Constitution. By its terms Mexicans 
who should — to remain in the territory could retain the title 
and rights of Mexican citizens or acquire those of citizens of tho 
United States. If they remained without election fora year after 
the cession of the territory, they— 
should be considered to have elected to 


becom 
States, * * * shall be in ted into the Union of the United States, 
and be admitted at the proper time to the e' ment of all the rights of citi- 


hi 

zens of the United ay tay ape | tothe rine! of the Constitution, and 
shail be protected in the enjoyment of their liberty and property. 

These terms of the treaty were eet by the United States, 
and secured to the inhabitants of the itory the rights secured 
to citizens of the United States by the Constitution. Trial by 
common-law jury was one of these rights. The fact that such 
territory was secured the rights, immunities, and privileges of 
the Constitution, and was in preparation, under the treaty, for 
becoming a State, justified the remark of Mr. Justice Bradley in 
Mormon Church vs, United §tates: 
Gace tenden tlk Enanadins bs Wares of pusmceah catie aii ore tecta 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would 
esa Conse Serves al is powets tian OF sty express or direct applic: 
tion of its provisions. 
These rights were secured by the treaty. Unquestionably these 
inci i shoul islation of 


e citizens of the United 


d govern the legis]. oO SS 
ing the ts of reas aero Sneneeng peapared 
to take its place the States of Union. 
The case of Springville 


vs. Thomasis made torest upon the ground 
stated in American Pu Fisher. nm 


blishing Company vs. . Thompso 
Utah Aechgh npen tho queen theh the + 
whion the plain ete tried was alicaties the erne 


as an ex post facto 

law, an immunity secured None of 

decisions, read in the t of the treaties or the law of the 

land extending over of Columbia and the Territories, 
uphold the claim that the Constitution, ex io vi, 


vailed over them. It is quite evident that 
Sp i ee eee , 
was @ seaman on an American vessel. He to be a 
British subject. 
mitted thereon a murder. B ose eae ee - 
ably to a treaty between the United States , he could be 
tried by a consular the American 
consul and four associates. The court and its were 
regular, if the act of Congress was constitu . He was tried, 
convi and sentenced to be executed. On the trial he prop- 


erl the points that he was entitled by the Constitution to 
be indicted by a grand jury and tried by a common-law jury, and 
ae ee ee Oe constituted, no jurisdi to try 
m. 
the act the consular court was unconstitutional 


challenged by him, thoagh British subject. as a 
‘American 7 _ Sotitied’ to be tele by 
valid Se ae ee His 















1900. 





ife i itentiary at Albany, New York. After remaining 
ae ma time, he brought habeas is, claiming that his 
incarceration was unlawful on the grounds claimed by him on the 


trial. It was held that the American vessel, though on the high 
seas, common to all nations, was American territory, and under 
the treaty the consular court had jurisdication to try him, and 
his conviction was lawful. I can see no escape from the conclu- 
tion that this decision establishes that Congress has plenary power, 
unrestricted by the Constitution, in legislating for outside terri- 
tories. 
REVENUE OR THE APPORTIONMENT OF DIRECT TAXES. 

Of the second class I have found but one decision which is 
claimed to hold that the Constitution, of its own unaided vigor, 
extends itself over the District of Columbia and Territories located 
outside the States, and thatis Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
317). It was decided in 1820, Chief Justice Marshall delivering 
the opinion. The question for decision was whether an act of 
Congress including the District of Columbia in an apportionment 
of a direct tax, according to the census of the States and District, 
was constitutional. It was held constitutional. It could not be 
otherwise held if the District was then under the Constitution. 
The reasoning of Chief Justice Marshall, as I understand it, is 
that it was immaterial whether the District was under the pro- 
visions of the Constitution. In substance he reasons that if in 
levying a direct tax Congress should omit a State or not appor- 
tion the tax among the States according to the census, as pre- 
scribed in the Constitution, the tax would be unlawfully levied 
and void; that the same effect would not result if a Territory was 
omitted, because the Constitution does not require direct taxes in 
the Territories to be so apportioned; that in the Territories Con- 
gress exercises plenary power in levying direct taxes, and in the 
exercise of this power could apportion the tax as required by the 
Constitution among the States. I think the decision and reason- 
ing of the eminent Chief Justice, properly understood, does not 
support the doctrine, but the reverse. 

CITIZENSHIP. 


In considering citizenship I shall not discuss the Slaughterhouse 
cases and some others which are upheld, because the acts of the 
States complained of as impinging = the rights of citizens 
secured by the Constitution were held to be valid within the 
police power of the State, although some expressions in the opin- 
ions may give the careless reader the impression that the Consti- 
tution extends over the District of Columbia and the Territories, 
unaided by act of Congress or by treaty, for, if any such ex- 
pressions can fairly be held to have such force, they were clearly 
outside the points considered and decided, and are no more than 
dicta. In United States vs. Wang Kim Ark (169 U. S., 649) it is 
held that the defendant in error, born of Chinese parents in Cali- 
fornia while his parents were residing there, but were not and 
could not, undev the laws of the United States, be naturalized, 
became a citizen of the United States under the fourteenth 
amendment. The case was decided by a divided court after very 
full consideration. The majority of the judges hold that the 
common-law doctrine in regard to birth in a country, from for- 
eign parents residing there, entitles the child to the protection of 
the country, and for that reason he owes to such country allegi- 
ance, and es a citizen under the terms of the amendment. 

There is force in the dissenting views of Chief Justice Fuller 
and Mr. Justice Harlan, holding that the birth must be from 
parénts who, by the laws of the country, could have become citi- 
zene by nabtineliion tion to give the child such a status, In the dis- 
cussion in the opinion representing the views of the court, some 
expressions are used w carry the impression that such a birth 
in the Territories, or wherever the United States has jurisdiction, 
renders the child a citizen. But no such question was before the 
court, nor does the opinion —= to consider such a question. 
The question involved may be correctly decided, and yet does not 
touch the doctrine that the Constitution extends to the District of 
ee of its = a — —— ne — 
ee representative cases claimed to indi at t - 
stitution has such unaided power. 

THE CONSTITUTION. 
to its having such power are the nature and language of 
the Co tion and many decisions of the Supreme Court. The 
Constitution is that of a representative government of the people. 
It was formulated and adopted by ntatives selected by and 
from the —— the different States to form a common govern- 
ment for ves under the name of the United States. This 
name is used throughout the instrument to mean the States 
united, or their combined power. The Constitution commences 


We, the people of the United Sta in order to form a more perfect 
union, * * * and secure the Gone liberty to ourselves and oor pos- 
ety, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of 


United States as here used evidently is a synonym for the union 
of the States which should adopt it. ‘The people of the States an- 
nounced in advance that, through their representatives, they form 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1059 


the Constitution, among other things to secure the blessings of 
liberty to themselves and their posterity, and announced no other 
purpose. It is almost invariably held that the acts and laws en- 
acted by the legal representatives of any municipality bind only 
the inhabitants of that municipality. Such acts and laws have, 
and are intended to have, no extraterritorial effect or jurisdic- 
tion. If any extraterritorial jurisdiction for such laws is in- 
tended, it must be clearly expressed, or the contrary will be pre- 
sumed. The several articles of the Constitution, and the first ten 
amendments adopted nearly contemporarily, establish the three 
departments of the Government, provide for the manner of their 
establishment, define their respective powers, some both affirma- 
tively and negatively; define what power the States yield to the 
General Government, and what they reserve, including its powers 
over the citizens of the several States, the relation of the States, 
and of the citizens of the several States, to each other, and to the 
General Government; how and by whom the Constitution can 
be amended; provide for the admission of new States; and specify 
the power of the Government over the Territory and other prop- 
erty of the United States. 

Not a sentence contained in the original articles, nor the first 
ten amendments, adopted nearly contemporaneously, more clearly 
to specify the scope and limitation of the powers named in the 
original articles, indicates that these provisions are applied to or 
bind anyone except the citizens of the several States, who, through 
their chosen representatives, framed and adopted them and are 
given power to annul and amend them. Nor is there any such 
sentence in the eleventh and twelfth amendments. When the 
thirteenth amendment was framed and adopted it was therein 
clearly expressed that its provisions should extend, not only to 
the States then included in the Union, or throughout the United 
States, but to any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

It is significant that this clause should be inserted into this 
amendment, and be nowhere found in the original articles, nor in 
the preceding nor succeeding amendments, if of their own vigor 
they extend wherever the United States exercises jurisdiction. 
Especially significant is the insertion of this provision into this 
amendment, and its omission from the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments following so soon thereafter and formulated by some 
of the same eminent constitutional lawyers. It clearly shows 
that the men who formulated it did not think that the other pro- 
visions of the Constitution, as then amended, extended of their 
own vigor into the territories. In confirmation of this view is 
the fact, that up to that time all treaties ceding territories to the 
United States contained carefully expressed provisions giving 
immediately its citizens the rights, privileges, and immunities of 
citizens of the United States, or providing that such rights, priv- 
ileges, and immunities should speedily be conferred and the Ter- 
ritories formed into States. The Commissioners who formulated 
those treaties, the Presidents who submitted them to the Senate, 
the Senators, or some of them at least, who ratified them, were 
eminent constitutional lawyers, and some of them engaged in 
formulating and discussing the original Constitution. It can 
hardly be conceived as possible that this line of action should 
have been pursued for so many years, if the Constitution, of its 
own unaided force, extends to every territory acquired by the 
United States, 


TERRITORIES AND TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Such was not the view of Daniel Webster in 1828 when arguing 
American Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters,511). Hethen 
said: 

What isFlorida? It is no part of the United States. How canit be? How 
is it represented? Do thelaws of the United States reach Florida? Not unless 
by particular provisions. The territory and all withinit are to be governed 
by the ac Paes power, except where there are reservations by treaty. By 
the law of England, when possession is taken of territories, the King, jure 
corone, has the power of legislation until Parliament shall interfere. Con- 
gress has the jus corone in this case, and Florida was to be governed by Con- 
yress as she thought payee. What has Congress done? She might have 
done anything; she might have refused the right of trial by jury, and refused 
a legislature. She has given a legislature to be exercised at her will; anda 
Qeaenaaes a mixed nature, in which she has endeavored to distinguish 

between State and United States jurisdiction, anticipating the future erec- 
tion of the territory into aState. Does the law establishing the court at Key 
West come within the restrictions of the Constitution of the United States? 
If the Constitution does not extend over this territory, the law cannot be in 
consistent with the national Constitution. 


Such was not the view of Chief Justice Marshall, who delivered 
the opinion in that case and therein said: 


These courts, then, are not constitutional courts, in which the judicial 
power conferred by the Constitution on the General Government can be de- 
posited. They are incapable of receiving it. They are legislative courts, 
created in virtue of the general right of sovereignty which exists in the Gov 
ernment, or in virtue of that clause which enables Congress to make all need- 
ful rules and regulations respecting the territory belonging to the United 
States. The jurisdiction with which they are invested is not a part of that 
judicial power which is defined in the Third Article of the Constitution, but 
is conferred by Congress in the execution of those general powers which 


that body possesses over the Territories of the United States. Although ad- 
miralty jurisdiction can be exercised in the States in those courts only which 
are es ished in pursuance of the Third Article of the Constitution, the 


same limitation does not extend to the Territories. 
exercises the 
government, 


In legislating for them 
combined powers of the general and of the State 
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Nor was such the view of Chief Justice Chase, as shown by an 
extract from his opinion in Clinton vs, Englebrecht (13 Wallace, 
434), as follows: 


There is no supreme court of the United States, nor is there any district 





court of the United States in the sense of the Constitution, in the Territory of 
Utah. The judgesare not appointed for the same terms, nor is the jurisdiction 
which they exercise part of the judicial power conferred by the Constitution 
of the General Government. The courts are the legislative courts of the Ter- 


ritories, created in virtue of that clause which authorizes Congress to make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories belonging to the 
United States. 

The same doctrine has been adhered to by the Supreme Court, 
as shown by the opinion in McAllister vs. United States (141 U. S., 
174), where the cases on the subject are reviewed. The courts 
brought under consideration in this line of cases are denominated 
legislative courts, courts established by Congress in the exercise 
of its plenary power over the Territories, or the combined power 
of the General Government and of the States, as it is sometimes 
expressed; courts which do not derive their authority from the 
judicial power of the United States, vested in the Supreme Court 
and inferior courts ordained agreeably to Article III of the Con- 
stitution, but derive their power from an act of Congress, even 
when it embraces the identical subject-matter—maritime—over 
which the Supreme Court is given jurisdiction by Article III of 
the Constitution. These cases are distinguishable from those that 
hold that the citizen of the District of Columbia, and of the Ter- 
ritories, is entitled to be tried by a common-law jury. No person 
has the constitutional right to be tried by a articular court, if 
the court which tries him accords all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities secured to him by the Constitution. 

CITIZENS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND OF TERRITORIES. 

Of like tendency and force are the decisions of the Supreme 
Court holding that a citizen of the District of Columbia or of a 
Territory can not sue in the United States courts a citizen of a 
State, nor be sued in such courts by such citizen of a State, because 
the Constitution gives such courts jurisdiction only of suits be- 
tween citizens of different States; that the District of Columbia 
or a Territory is not a State within the terms of the Constitution, 
whatever it may be internationally. (Hepburn vs. Ellezy,2Cranch, 
445; New Orleans vs. Winter, 1 Wheaton, 91; Barney vs. Baltimore, 
6 Wallace, 280.) These cases establish, if they establish anything, 
that the term State in the Constitution means one of the States of 
the Union and no other municipality. By parity of reasoning, 
United States, when used in that instrument, should mean the 
States united and nothing more, unless clearly asserted, as in the 
thirteenth amendment. 

DRED SCOTT DECISION. 

The Dred Scott decision is not opposed to these views. Chief 
Justice Taney, as furnishing the foundation for holding that the 
plaintiff in error was not entitled to sue in the United States 
courts, defines who are included as citizens of the United States 
within the terms of the Constitution. He says: 

The words “people of the United States” and “citizens” oe eects 
terms, and mean the same thing. They both describe the political body who, 
according to our republican institutions, form the sovereignty and hold the 
power and conduct the Gevernment through their representatives. They 
are what we familiarly call the * sovereign people,’’ and every citizen is one 
of this people, and a constituent member of this sovereignty. The question 
before us is, whether the class of persons (negroes) described in the of 
abatement compose a portion of this people and are constituent members of 
this sovereignty. We think they are not and are not included, and were not 
intended to be Included, under the word citizens of the United States. 

This portion of the decision has not been criticised nor over- 
ruled to my knowledge. Under this definition of citizen he must 
have a part in the exercise of the sovereignty. Other portions of 
the opinion, if not overruled, have been ignored, especially that 
portion which holds that the clause in the Constitution in regard 
to the power of Congress over territories applies only to the terri- 
tories belonging to the United States when the Constitution was 
adopted, or such as might be acquired to be developed into States. 
The case clearly holds that until the adoption of the Fourteenth 
Amendment there might be persons born and residing within the 
United States, subject to its powers and having a right to demand 
its protection, who are not citizens because not entitled to ci- 
pate in the sovereignty. Thatamendment enlarges this definition 
only to the extent of all persons born in the United States and 
subject to its jurisdiction. The term United States here must 
mean the territory of the States united to form the National Gov- 
ernment. The words ‘“‘and subject to its jurisdiction” are not 
words of enlargement, as in the Thirteenth Amendment, but words 
of limitation of the class born in the United States, and were in- 
serted to exclude children born of parents who were residing in 
the United States as the representatives of other nations. 

DECISIONS IN REGARD TO THE RIGHTS OF INDIANS. 

Of like legal tendency and effect are the decisions of the Su 
Court in regard to the rights of Indians, as shown in United States 
vs. Rogers, 4 Howard, 567; United States vs. Kagama, 118 U. S., 
875; Elk vs. Wilkins, 112 U.S., 94, and other cases relating to the 
relations of the United States to the Indians. In the last case 
named the plaintiff was an Indian, born among the tribe to which 
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he belonged. He sued the defendant for refusing to enroll him as 
a voter in the city of Omaha. He alleged that he was an Indian, 
born within the United States; that for more than a roe prior to 
the grievances complained of he had severed his tribal relations 
to the Indian tribes, and fully and completely surrendered himself 
to the jurisdiction of the United States; that he was a citizen of 
the United States by virtue of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, entitled to all the rights and privileges of the citizens 
of the United States, and had been a bona Jide resident of the State 
and city for a period of time more than long enough to entitle him 
to vote. 

These allegations were admitted by demurrer. It was held 
that he was not a citizen of the United States by virtue of the 
fourteenth amendment, because born with his tribe, and there- 
fore owed subordinate allegiance to it. The peculiar relations of 
the United States to Indians were discussed, and statutes shown 
which allowed them to be naturalized. On this branch of the case, 
and respecting the allegation that he wasa citizen, it was held that 
this allegation and the allegation that he had severed his tribal 
relations and completely surrendered himself to the jurisdiction 
of the United States and of the State, were not sufficient to enable 
him to recover, unless accompanied, as they were not, by the 
further allegation that the United States or State had accepted 
his surrender, had naturalized him, or recognized him as a citizen. 

United States v. Kagama establishes the right of this nation to 
govern the Indians by acts of Congress instead of by treaties while 
they maintain their tribal relations on an Indian reservation within 
the limits of a State; that, because within the geographical 
limits of the United States, they are necessarily subject to the laws 
which Congress may enact for their protection and for the protec- 
tion of people with whom they come in contact; that the States 
have no such power as long as they maintain their tribal relations; 
that they owe no allegiance to the State, and the State gives them 
no protection. The opinion recognizes and discusses the peculiar 
relations of the Government to the Indians; that Indians, while 
maintaining tribal relations, owe a subordinate allegiance to the 
tribe and a paramount allegiance to this Government. 

It would seem that in regard to citizenship amount ae 
ance ought to control. Sovereignty and sihalunee are interde- 
pendent. Sovereignty is the paramount power which governs 
and protects. From eeeomen arises subjection, or duty to obey, 
or allegiance. It is difficult to discover any satisfactory reason 
distinguishing this case from In re Wang Ark Kim, except that 
the latter was born within a State, and therefore within the opera- 
tion of the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution, and 
Kagama, on an Indian reservation, over which the State within 
whose limits the reservation was had no jurisdiction, and there- 
fore was outside the operation of that amendment. Both were 
born under the sovereignty of the United States. The protection 
furnished by the exercise of that sovereignty raised the duty of 
obedience to the laws of thée*United States in both, the datz of 
proteetion and duty of obedience being interdependent. The 
subordinate control of the tribe over him did not amount to sov- 
ereignty within its meaning in international law. 

INTERNATIONAL LAW RESPECTING CEDED TERRITORIES. 

Again, it is international law, everywhere admitted and recog- 
nized, that the cession of aay over a country by one na- 
tion to another affects only the relations of the inhabitants 
of the ceded country, and es them subjects thereafter of the 
nation receiving the cession; that while the inhabitants of the 
ceded coun change their allegiance, their relation to each 
other and their ts of remain undisturbed. The ces- 
sion of a country does not affect the rights of property. (Vattel, 
book 8, chap. 13, sec. 200; United States vs. Perchman, 7 Peters, 51; 
Mitchell vs. United States, 9 Peters, 711; Strather vs. Lucas, 12 
Peters, 410; American and Ocean Insurance Co. vs. Conter, 1 
loan d municipal regulations in force at the time of 

ws, usages, and mun ons in force at the time o 
cession remain in force until changed by the new sovereignty. 
The new sovereignty may deal with the inhabitantsand give them 
what law it pleases, unless restrained by the treaty of cession, but 
until alteration be made, the former law continues. (Calvin’s 
Case, 7 Co., 17; Campbell vs. Hall, Co , 209; Mitchell vs. United 
States, 9 Peters, 711; Cross et al vs. , 16 Howard, 164.) 
Cross vs. Harrison holds that this international law prevails inthis 
country. The Constitution, therefore, can not, of its own inher- 
ent force, extend itself over such territory. It might be widely 
at variance with the law of the ceded territory. Henceit follows 
that the Constitution, with the exception of the thirteenth amend- 
ment, does not extend, ex io vigore, into the newly ceded 


dependencies, and the con nations veges gre coed except 
uncivilized tribes from the ts, privileges, immunities of 
citizens in the treaty by w Alaska was acquired. Hence the 


Supreme Court ly has held that Congress has plenary 
power in 1 fing tow Tesvioattos, unless restrained by the ae 
ulation of treaty, whether that power is derived impliedly 
from the treaty-making power—that the nation must have power 














to govern what it may lawfully acquire—or from section 3 of 
; Constitution. 
a ae Oe that it is immaterial from which source the 
wer comes. It is plenary or unlimited, from whichever source 
it springs. The cases following the Dred Scott decision refer to 
this section as an expression of this power. By it territory is 
treated, not as a part or portion of the United States, but as prop- 
erty belon ring to the United States, and Congress is given plenary 
jower to dispose of it, which it has no power to do if it consti- 
sate a portion of the United States covered by the Constitution. 
If it were a part of the United States within the meaning of those 
words as used in the Constitution, on the fundamental principles 
on which the Government is founded the inhabitants of such ter- 
ritory should be clothed with the power of legislation under the 
Constitution, be represented in Congress, and have a voice in alter- 
ing and amending the Constitution. In whatever light it is 
viewed it is manifest that the Constitution, with the exception 
named, unaided, does not extend to Puerto Rico and the Philip- 
pine Islands, and that Congress, with this exception, is clothed 
with plenary power to legislate in regard to them; to make such 
rules and regulations respecting them as it regards needful, con- 
sidering their situation and circumstances, untrammeled by the 
other provisions of the Constitution which secure particular 
rights, privileges, and immunities to citizens of the United States 
whose property these islands are. ; , 

If the Constitution, with the exception named, does not invade 
these islands of its own force, it is manifest that its other pro- 
visions will not become operative there without an act of Con- 
gress. The treaty did not put them in operation there. It has 
been claimed that Congress by some indefinable process impliedly 
puts them in operation as soon as it enters upon legislation for 
the islands, even without having passed any act to that effect. 
In quite a number of instances the Supreme Court has said that 
in legislating for the Territories Congress has plenary power, or 
the combined power of the National Government and of the 
States. Such combined power must be absolute and unlimited, 
the power of any nation over such territories—except in regard 
to allowing slavery—or, in the language of section 3, Article IV, of 
the Constitution: 

Power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory and other property belonging to the Uni States. 

The power of the States in enacting laws is not confined within 
the limits prescribed for the National Government by the Consti- 
tution. It is absolute except in the particulars surrendered to the 
National Government. There are numberless decisions of the 
Supreme Court to this effect on the subject of ‘‘due process of 
law” or the “law of the land.” In Missouri vs. Lewis (101 U.S., 
22,31) Mr. Justice Bradley says: 

We might go still further and say, with undoubted truth, that there is 
nothing in the Constitution to prevent any State from adopting any — 
of laws or judicature it sees fit for all or any part of its territory. If the 
State of New York, for example, should see fit to adopt the civil law and its 
methods of ure for New York City and the surrounding counties, and 
the common law and its methods of procedure for the rest of the State, there 

the Constitution of the United States to prevent its so doing. 

And Mr. Justice Brown, in Holden vs, Hardy (169 U. S., 366), 
after quoting the foregoing, says: 

We have seen no reason to doubt the soundness of these views. In the 
future growth of the nation, as heretofore, it is not impossible that Congress 
may see fit to annex territories whose jurisprudence is that of the civil law. 
One of the considerations moving to such annexation might be the very fact 
that the territory so annexed should enter the Union with its traditions, 
laws, and of administration unchanged. It would be a narrow con- 

the Constitution to require them to abandon these, or to substi- 
tute fora which represented the growth of generationsof inhabitants 
a jurisprudence with which they had no previous acquaintance or sympathy. 

These decisions are forcibly to the point that Congress, in the 
exercise of the combined powers of the National Government and 
of the States, has og ge ned antag in legislating for these islands, 
with the exception of allo fe slavery, and does not thereby im- 
pliedly confer upon their inhabitants the other rights, privileges, 
and immunities secured to the citizens of the United States by the 
Constitution. Doubtless the citizens of the United States, fully 
imbued with the principles of the Constitution, will see to it that 
no Congress will ever exist which will not confer upon the inhab- 
itants of these islands all the rights, privileges, and immunities 
secured by the Constitution, so far as they are applicable to their 
condition and circumstances. 


RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES TO THESE DEPENDENCIES. 


While, under these views, Congress enters upon the government 
of these dencies unrestrained by the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, nevertheless it will exercise this power under the obliga- 
tion of a general duty, to be discharged faithfully and honestly for 
the nee welfare of their inhabitants, and of the inhabitants of 
the nation. a function of seemnpent is a duty so to be dis- 
c As applied to Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands the 
duty is general. It is so left by the treaty. 
RELATIONS TO CUBA. 

In regard to Cuba the duty is particular. It isso constituted 

by the resolutions antedating the war and by the provisions of 
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the treaty. The preamble of the joint resolution of Congress ap- 
proved April 20, 1898, counts upon the abhorrent conditions which 
have existed in that island for more than three years, shocking to 
the moral sense of the people of the United States, a disgrace to 
Christian civilization, culminating in the destruction of the Maine 
with 266 of its officers and crew, and thereupon it is solemnly re- 
solved, (1) That the people of the island are, and of right ought 
to be, free and independent. (2) That it is the duty of this Gov- 
ernment to demand, and it does demand, that Spain at once re- 
linquish its authority and government of the island. (3) Author- 
izes the President to use the entire land and naval forces, and to 
call out the militia to enforcethe demand. (4) The United States 
disclaims any disposition or intention to exercise sovereignty, 
jurisdiction, or control over the island except for the pacification 
thereof,and then asserts its determination to leave the govern- 
ment and control of the island to its people. 

These were followed by the act approved April 25, declaring that 
a state of war had existed between the United States and Spain 
since April 21, and directing and empowering the President to use 
the entire land and naval forces and to call into the service the 
militia of the United States in the prosecution of the war. The 
President exercised the power conferred, obeyed the direction, 
prosecuted the war to a successful termination, resulting first in 
the protocol and then in the treaty ratified by the Senate, by which 
Spain relinquishes her sovereignty over Cuba, and the United States 
announces to the world that she is about to occupy and, while the 
occupation continues, she— 
will assume and discharge the obligations that may, under international law, 
result from the fact of its occupation for the protection of life and property. 

The United States is now in the exercise of such occupation. It 
has been claimed that she did not take sovereignty over the island; 
that on the relinquishment by Spain it vanished into thin air to 
some place unknown, or, as one eminent writer on international 
law has said, was in abeyance until the inhabitants of the island 
should be in condition to receive and exercise it. Sovereignty is 
supreme or paramount controlinthegovernmentofacountry. The 
United States is now, and has been since the signing of the pro- 
tocol, in the exercise of this control in the government of the island, 
It has not been a divided control, as sometimes happens in the con- 
flict of arms. Her control has been unquestioned and undisputed, 
I think the United States, upon the surrender of sovereignty over 
the island by Spain, immediately following the signing of the pro- 
tocol, took sovereignty over the island, not as her own, nor for her 
benefit, nor for the people of the United States, but for the inhab- 
itants of the island, for the specified and particular purpose of 
pacification of the island. What is meant by the pacification of 
theisland? It may be difficult to determine. 

Persons and nations may differ in regard to the state of things 
which must exist to have this accomplished. The Cubans may 
say that they are pacified, in a state of peace now, and therefore 
it is our duty to withdraw and allow them to set up such a gov- 
ernment as they may choose. Wemay say that pacification means 
more than absence of a state of war; that, considering the state 
of things that had existed for three or more years, it means until 
the inhabitants shall have acquired a reliable, stable government. 
Are the Cubans capable of establishing and maintaining a stable 
government? Who shall decide? If that be the meaning, what 
kind of a government? A monarchy, a despotism abhorrent to 
the fundamental principles that have ruled and inspired this 
nation from its origin? Whocan tell? Then the announcement 
makes no provision for any return by such government, when 
established, for the expenditures and obligations incurred in prose- 
cuting the war and administering the sovereignty. Is the United 
States to receive such compensation? She became a volunteer in 
the war, and announced herself such volunteer in taking the sov- 
ereignty until pacification is accomplished. As such the United 
States stands to-day before the civilized nations of the world. 
The inhabitants of Cuba are the beneficiaries of this voluntarily 
assumed duty, and when a difference arises between this Govern- 
ment and them, whether the duty has been performed and 
whether this nation is to be compensated for the expense of its 
administration, have a right to arraign this nation at the bar of 
nations and demand that it give account of the stewardship 
which it voluntarily assumed. The determination of the rights 
of this nation and of the Cubans under this assumed duty may 
involve many nice questions and many difficulties, 

SHOULD THE UNITED STATES EXTEND THESE RELATIONS TO PUERTO RICO 
AND THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS? 

Yet there are those who earnestly urge that Congress should 
make a declaration that the nation holds Puerto Rico and the 
Philippine Islands under the same undefined, yet in a sense par- 
ticular,duty. In my judgment, such a course is beset with com- 
plications and difficulties. By adopting it the nation would court 
these and invitethe inhabitants of the islands to engender perplex- 
ing questions and entanglements. Under the treaty the nation 
rm the sovereignty of Puerto Rico and of the Philippine Islands, 
under the general duty to use it in such a manner as Congress may 
judge will best subserve the highest interests of their inhabitants 
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and the inhabitants of this nation. I would announce no other 
duty in regard to them. Many more complications and entangle- 
ments may arise in the discharge of the particular duty to Cuba 
than are likely to arise in the discharge of the general duty to 
Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 

CONGRESS SHOULD ANNOUNCE NO POLICY EXCEPT THE FLAG. 

It is urged that this nation should announce the policy of its 
purpose in the administration of the sovereignty. The of the 
nation has been planted on those islands, That is the emblem of 
its policy, and ever has been, even when at half-mast, mourning 
the loss of her sons slain in its defense. The flag never did, and I 
hope never may, represent but one policy. That policy is indi- 
vidual manhood; the right to enjoy religious and civil liberty; 
the right of every man to believe in and worship God according to 
the dictates of his own conscience; the right to stand protected 
equally with every other man before the law in the enjoyment of 
freedom, of personal rights, and of property. Let the flag, as the 
representative of these principles, be planted and become domi- 
nant on and over every island and every inhabitant. Noother, no 
better, policy can be proclaimed. In no other way can this Con- 
gress and nation discharge its duty to the people of the United 
States and to the people of the islands. Congress should proclaim 
this policy by its acts and make no attempt to do what it has no 

»wer to do—to pledge or limit the action of future Congresses. 

hat future Congresses shall do is for them to determine and pro- 
claim. It can not be assumed that wisdom will die with the 
present Congress, nor that it is any part of its duty to proclaim 
what future Congresses shall do. Sufficient unto day is the 
duty thereof. 

CONSENT OF THE INHABITANTS OF ISLANDS NOT REQUIRED. 


If these principles are enforced as far as applicable to the gov- 
ernment of these islands, the inhabitants will be blessed, whether 
they consent thereto in advance or not. Ina re tative gov- 
ernment the right to govern is not derived from the consent of the 
governed until they arrive at a stage of advancement which will 
render them capable of giving an intelligent consent. Four-fifths 
of the inhabitants of this country have given no consent except 
representatively, The consent of women, as arule, and of minors 
is never required, nor allowed to be taken, Wives and children 
are assumed to be represented by husbands and fathers. Boys are 
to be educated, trained, and ripened into manhood before they are 
capable of giving consent. Doubtless the boys of fifteen in this 
country are better prepared to give an intelligent consent than are 
the inhabitants of those islands. This is not their fault. After 
having lived for more than three hundred years under a govern- 
ment of oppression and practical denial of all rights, it is not 
wonderful that they are not capable of judging how they should 
be governed. They are to be trained in these pri ; first, by 
being allowed, under experienced leaders, to put them in practice 
in the simpler forms of government, and then be gradually ad- 
vanced in their exercise, as their knowledge increases. 

All accounts a that the administration of justice in the 
a ane < © courts oo been a ee ae = native could 
establish his rights or gain cause, however teous, against 
the Spaniards and priests; that therein bribery and every form of 
favoritism and oppression prevailed. Under such training and 
— falsehood and —_— have pe | Pegs see a most 
discouraging traits of character can no @ genera- 
tion, and never except by pure, impartial administration of justice 
through the courts, regardless of who may be the parties to the 
controversies. In my judgment, the people of this nation obtain 
more and clearer knowledge of their personal and propery Dene 
through the administration of justice in the courts than all 
other sources, 

WHAT EXPERIENCE TEACHES. 


All experience teaches that the 
practice of the principles of civil and religious liberty cannot 
speedily be acquired by the inhabitants, left to their own way, 
under a protectorate by this nation. The of this 
tion in governing and endeavoring to civilize the Indians teaches 
this. For about a century this nation exercised, in fact, a pro- 
tectorate over the tribes, and allowed the natives of the country 
to manage their tribal and other relations in their own way. 
The advancement in civilization was very slow and hardly 
ceptible. During the comparatively few years that Congress Ses: 
by direct legislation, controlled their relations to each other and 
to the reservations the advancement in civilization has been ten- 
fold more rapid. This is in accord with all ae. The 
untaught cannot become acquainted with the t problems 
of government and of individual rights, and their due enforce- 
ment, without skillful guides, 

a body of ~~ 


: 


No practical educator would think of creating 
mechanics by turning the unskilled loose in a 


would place there trained superintendents and guides to 
information to their untaught brains, and to their 
hands. It is equally true they would never become skilled 


without using their brains and hands in operating the machines. 
So, too, if this nation would successfully bring the inhabitants of 
these islands into the practice of the principles of religious an.| 
civil liberty, it must both give them the opportunity to be taugh: 
in, and to practice them, first in their simpler forms and then in 
their higher application, but under competent and trained teach- 
ers and guides placed over them by thisnation. Itis equally true 
that the laws and customs now — must neither be pushed 
one side nor changed too suddenly. They must be permeate: 
gradually by the leaven of civil and religious liberty until th. 
entire a is leavened. To accomplish this without mis- 


take, in the interest of the people of this nation and of the inhab- 
tants of the islands, is a most difficult task, demanding honesty, 
intelligence, and the greatest care and good judgment. task is 


rendered much more difficult because the ple of the islands 
have hitherto been governed by the application of the direct op- 
posite of these principles, and are composed of great numbers of 
tribes, speaking different dialects and languages, and governed by 
different customs and laws. 

SEPARATE DEPARTMENT OF GOVERNMENT DEMANDED. 

The successful solution of this problem demands accurate 
knowledge of the ance ys conditions of the entire population, an: 
of the different c , of their tive habits, customs, an: 
laws. As the principles of civil and religious liberty are gradu- 
ally Serene’ with their present customs, habits, and laws, 
changes will ney — An intimate know!- 
edge of these changes necessary for their successful 

vernment. Hence, as a first step to a successful discharge of 
this duty, Con should create a department of government, 
charged with sole duty to become accurately acquainted with 
and to take charge of t affairs, and place exact knowledge of 
them before Congress for its guidance. They should not as now, 
be left in charge of departments overloaded and overworked. 

APPOINTMENTS MUST BE MADE NONPOLITICAL. 

The second step to be taken is to remove all civil appointments 
in theislands from the realm of politics. The nation will utterly 
fail in the discharge of its duty if the islands are made political 
footballs subject to change in government with every political 
change in the Administration. The administration of the sov- 
ee must be intelligent, honest, and uninterrupted. A faith- 
ful, intelligent man, with a full knowledge of the situation, must 
not be displaced to give place to one ignorant of the conditions, 
however capable otherwise. The duty rests u the entire na- 
tion. It must be for the interest of the whole nation. 
men in aon re . These 


this sovereignty, as nearly as may be in proportion to the 
strength of the several political parties in the nation. Then, when 
there is a political in the Administration, there will be no 
inducement to make ive changes in the administrative ap- 
pointees of the sovereignty. 

CONCLUSION. 


Difficult as is the administration of this ee , if honestly 
and inte tly such admistration, I believe, will be 
th to the people of this nation and to the inhabitants 
of theislands. Difficulties which have come as these have come— 


unsought—honestly and faithfully encountered, wisdom 
and The for nearly a century in nation 
over sla ve s earness 
of insight into the great principles which the nation is now calle: 
upon to oppressed islands. decay 
and death. struggle, endeavor; and discussion 
object to be Situs the of this duty is the on 
of the inhabitants of islands » mentally, and mo-:- 
ally; to make them eto, intelligent, : 
oO 4, This end attained, the secondary object, 
canal ea growth among them and the sur- 
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earn discharge it for the highest interest of the 
— eine the islands, int the fear and under the direction of 
the Supreme Ruler, who guided the fathers and founders; and the 
nation will not, can not, encounter failure. 

During the delivery of Mr. Ross's speech, / 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will 
suspend fora moment. The Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, the hour of 2 o'clock having arrived. 

The SecreTaRY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. _ 

Mr. DAVIS. ILask that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside, so that the Senator from Vermont may proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the request I was about to make. 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks that the unfinished business be informally laid aside. If 
there be no objection, it is so ordered, and the Senator from Ver- 
mont will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Ross's speech, 


HUGO O. LOEWI. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing m from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, and on motion of Mr. 
Davis, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: —~ . , 
ransmit herewith a repo) rom the Secretary of State, with accom- 

A papers, in response to the resolution of the Senate of January LI, 
Foo? calling upon him “to furnish the Senate with copies of all the corre- 
spondence wh = been a Ss = the - of eS oO laew 

ti since response ie Senate's resolution of June 6, * 
er WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXeEcuTIvE MANSION, January 23, 1900. 

CUBA SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewitha report from the Secretary of State, with accompany- 
ing papers, with reference to the claim of the Cuba Submarine Telegraph 
Company, @ British corporation, for compensation of the expenses incurred 
in repairing the damage done to its cables and property by United States 
forces during the war with Spain. 

I recommend that, as an act of equity and comity, provision be made by 
the Congress for reimbursement to the company of the actual expenses in- 
curred by it in the repair of its lines and property. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXEcUTIVE MANSION, January 23, 1900. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is some question about its reference. I 
think it ong to go to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It ought to go to the Committee 
on Fo Relations or the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. DAVIS. It should go to the Committee on Relations with 
Cuba. 1 move that it be so referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. McENERY. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate reso- 
lution No. 68, and that it be read. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution indicated by the Senator from Louisiana, which will 


be read. 
read the resolution submitted by Mr. PrircHarp 
on the 8th instant, as follows: 


That an enactment, by constitution or otherwise, by pay State 

the right to vote upon any of its citizens because of their de- 
scent from es or classes of persons, and excludes other citizens 
because they are descended from such persons or classes of persons, hav- 
ing all other qualifications prescribed by law, in the opinion of the Senate, 
is in violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments tothe Constitution 


of the United of a fundamental principle of our republican form 
government. 
Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, the solution of the race ques- 


tion in the United States is one of the most serious problems that 
ever confronted a nation. It is confined to no locality. Eve 


State is affected by it. The social, political, and industrial wei- 
fare of the South have influences on other sections of the country. 
e redict what is be- 
‘ausultasianting 
prosperous nding 
ignorant blacks, to make her 
separation of the races, 


are but on the threshold. No man can 
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corruption which prevailed under this Government from 1868 to 
1877. 

The recollection of that period is like a hell-born dream, and 
one is almost unnerved at the mention. Itis the darkest and most 
shameful period in the history of the human race. The wonder 
now is that by force it was not sooner terminated by an outraged 
people. 

Annul the legislation of Louisiana which has for its sole object 
the advancement of both races, the progress of the State socially, 
politically, and industrially, and inaugurate again negro domina- 
tion in that State, the tragic period of 1876 will be reenacted. 
The white Republicans of Louisiana make no complaint against 
the provisions of the present constitution regarding suffrage. 
The more intelligent negroes accept it as a wise settlement of the 
question of suffrage. The ignorant of the negro race are indiffer- 
ent about it, as they have long ceased to have any political affili- 
ations except those which were momentarily created by the 
purchase of their vote. 

There never has been any disposition on the part of the people 
of Louisiana to deprive the negro of any of his political or civil 
rights. There has been and will continue to be determination, 
fixed and unalterable, to deny him social privileges on equality 
with the whites, to prohibit him from aspiring to an equality in 
social life, which nature forbids. 

Very recently the so-called National Republican party in Loui- 
siana held a meeting of its executive committee. The chairman, 
H. P. Herwig, of the regular Republican party of Louisiana, was 
present and evidently the controlling influence in shaping the pro- 
ceedings of the National Republicans. There was a combine made 
between the two organizations. The following resolution was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That all Republicans, and all other persons who are qualified as 
electors under the constitution and laws of this State, without distinction as 
to race, color, religion, nativity, or former political affiliation, who condemn 
the usurpation of 1896, who favor free, fair, and honest elections, who believe 
in the selection by the people of their registrars of voters and of all other elec- 
tion officers, and who desire to strip the executive of the power to dictate 
to and control, through his appointees, all conventions, registrations, and 
elections are invited to participate in the selection of delegates to the con- 
vention which is calied by this committee. 

The following agreement was entered into between the two 
organizations: 

It is agreed between P. F. Herwig, chairman of the State Republican com- 
mittee of the State of Louisiana, and W. E. Howell, chairman of the State 
ate committee of the State of Louisiana, that there shall be a joint 
call issued by the committees presided over by the said Herwig and Howell 
for a primary election to elect delegates to a State convention to be held ata 
time and place to be agreed on, say, not later than the day of February, 
1900, for the purpose of nominating a Republican State ticket and for dele- 
gates at large to the national Republican convention called to meet at Phila- 

elphia on the 20th day of June, 1900. 
All Republican qualified electors under the constitution and laws of Loui- 


siana shall be entitled to participate in said primary 

Rules and regulations for the conduct of said primary to be agreed on by 
a committee of five from each party. 

The said Herwig and Howell obligate themselves to appoint a committee 


of their respective committees to report to their respective State committees 
the means adopted to carry out the purposes aforesaid. 

The object and purpose of this agreement is to harmonize all party differ- 
ences and to present a united front to the common enemy and build up a 
strong Republican party in this State. 

Final action on the agreement is to be had by the respective State com- 
mittees. 


P. F. HERWIG, Chairman. 
W. E. HOWELL, Chairman. 

New ORLEANS, January 6, 1900. 

No complaint was made of the suffrage article in the constitu- 
tion of Louisiana. It was, in fact,approved. One member of the 
committee went so far as to claim that the Republican party of 
Louisiana was responsible for the suffrage clause, as it had forced 
the Democrats to adopt it, and that the Democrats had no right 
to claim credit for it. 

It will be observed that this was a primary election, and under 
the call the Republicans asked only that those who were qualified 
electors under the constitution of the State of Louisiana should 
have the right to vote. 

From the day that the negro was enfranchised and negro domina- 
tion prevailed in the State until 1876, whenit was overthrown, there 
was an era of corruption, vice, and tyranny not equaled in any 
age. Congressional investigation and reports prove this. Asan 
initial step to this corrupt era the Freedman’s Bureau was organ- 
ized. The negro was made to believe that he was under the spe- 
cial protection of the Government and its Army, and that the 
white man was his inferior, and that any personal grievance he 
had would at once be righted by the Bureau and the offending 
white man who dared to insult him would be summarily pun- 
ished. This too often happened on the unsupported testimony of 
some negro who imagined he was offended and his new-born lib- 


eS 

e Bureau agent exacted from every planter a large sum of 
money for the privilege of employing negroes, reaching in some 
instances, to my personal knowledge, the sum of fifteen hundred 
dollars for the year. Negroes became justices of the peace, con- 
stables, sheriffs, legislators, State officials, lieutenant-governor, 
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generals of the militia, Even the high office of governor was 
awarded to him. They were ignorant, insolent, and oppressive, 
and corrupt beyond mention. The State debt in eight years in- 
creased from four to fifty million dollars. They were police jurors 
in parishes and councilmen in the towns and cities, All parochial 
and municipal indebtedness increased in the same proportion that 
the State debt had increased. The State expenses alone went to 
$19,000,000 a year, when the legitimate expenses ought to have 
been then, as now, one and a quarter million of dollars, 

It is well known that laws were enacted during recess. They 
were promulgated after the adjournment of the legislature as 
having been passed, when they never were presented to that body. 
The journals were fraudulently manipulated in order to show 
that they went through the regular course of legislation. The 
courts as arule were corrupt. Negro jurors were impaneled, and 
no white man had an opportunity in criminal cases for a fair trial. 

A drunken judge on the United States bench at midnight signed 
an order organizing the legislature of the State, and no member 
was permitted to enter the statehouse without a permit signed 
by the United States marshal, Polling places were before dawn 
taken possession of by negroes, who stood in long lines, and it 
was with great difficulty and humiliation that a white man could 
vote. White men under arrest for some fancied wrong were 
brought to the — under a guard of United States soldiers 
to encourage, edify, and amuse the negro voters. The entire 
State was a military camp, and United States troops were almost 
daily employed as political agents. Detachments were furnished 
sheriffs and constables to make arrests on warrants issued by 
courts of record and justices of the peace. The parties in many in- 
stances were turned over to the military authorities and, under the 
pretense of a rescue, kept under a military guard. United States 
marshals forged by the hundreds the names of United States 
commissioners to warrants and arrested with United States cav- 
alry the most respectable citizens on fictitious charges and placed 
them in irons and confined them in loathsome dungeons. 

The Republican Representative from the Fifth Congressional 
district of Louisiana had the boldness to publish in a Republican 
paper called the Intelligencer, in order to give him greater power 
over the negroes, that these troops had been furnished at his re- 
quest, on the requisition of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, for the sole purpose of keeping the Republicans in power. 
People livedin terror. Every man wentarmed, expectingan attack 
at any moment from the negroes. It was the pastime of drunken 
negroes riding along the roads to fire intodwelling houses. Prior 
to an election they became more turbulent. The people could no 
longer stand such a condition of affairs. For some months prior 
to the Presidential election of 1876 they became unusually violent 
and unruly. 

The consequence was that the indignation of the people broke 
into fierce energy and overthrew the negro-carpetbag domination. 
At itsend the State was in apitiable condition. Tax collectors had 
stolen the collections they had made. The State treasury had been 
looted and the auditor's ks made way with in order to prevent 
prosecution. Levees which had been built for $1 per square yard, 
when they ought not to have cost more than 19 or 21 cents per 
square yard, were found to be full of barrels in order to give them 
bulk. State credit was at the lowest ebb; warrants on the State 
treasury went begging on Carondelet street at 20 cents on the dol- 
lar, State bonds at 50 cents on the dollar. Demoralization and 
distrust were everywhere. 

Under white rule the State recovered rapidly. Levees have 
been rebuilt; bonds have gone above par. The State treasury is 
full; warrants are at once cashed. Schools are p ous for 
both white and colored. Peace prevails everywhere. The whites 
and negroes are on cordial terms, Crime has decreased; courts 
speedily and impartially administer justice. Officers are compe- 
tent, careful, honest, and diligent. White immigrants from the 
West have come to Louisiana in large numbers since the over- 
throw of negrodomination. Except the corrupt and adventurous 
conpeemne, none ventured there before that time. The people 
of Louisiana have been watchful that there be no return to that 
era of debauchery and crime which I have described. Only one 
serious attempt has been made to go back to it. The n 
were massed as they were in 1868-1876, but the energy of the white 
people prevented this attempt to go back to that period; and so 
they will ever prevent it. Noreasonable or intelligent man can 
find fault with them for this determination. 

It has been an absorbing question with the people of Louisiana 
to regulate the suffrage so as to eliminate the ignorant negro as 
well as the ignorant white man who has no conception of our 
form of government. The regulation of the suffrage in the pres- 
ent constitution does not alone affect the negro. It affects a large 
number in New Orleans who have emigrated to the State since 
the civil war, The controlling motive in the adoption of the 
constitutional provision was to eliminate an impersonal mass 
from the electorate—a mass that exists in all large cities as well 
as in the fields of Louisiana. It is a dangerous power, one which 
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has been a potent factor in the overthrow of governments and the 
destruction of nations. Its elimination from electoral power is 
the surest means of preserving republican government. It is 
corrupt. It is unreasoning. It has no intelligence. It has no 
thought. It isa dead weight and is moved by an external force, 
It has nu personality, no individuality. It falls under the power 
and dominion of one man or a faction, and is moved irresistibly 
in a course that a directing will orders. 
The bestowal of political power upon mere numbers—the im- 
rsonal mass—can not be justified. Itis nof the government of a 
ree people. It will degenerate into absolutism. The exclusion 
of this impersonal mass is therefore no violation of any represent- 
ative law. Its inclusion in the eleetorate is the degradation of 
the whole. 
The multitude is everywhere dangerous to the State, but the bestowal of 
nae upon it is to the arms of her arsenals in the hands of the blind. 


is the unreason of the State when it calls upon ignorance, vice, and crime 
to determine its career. 


The writer from whom the above quotation is taken says: 


The object of every political constitution isto exclude this element—that is, 
the Pomevoonas mass—from authority in the State. The reference of power 
toitsubjects the organization of society to brutal force, while the whole effort 
of civilization has been to wrest it from that blind and unthinking sway. 

Democratic government is a representation of a _—— by a per- 
son, and not an inert mass by a person. Every elector has a per- 
sonality which finds rey resentation in the government. 

In the very able and interesting address recently made before 
the Senate by the distinguished junior Senator from Indiana he at- 
tempted to show that the Filipinos were incapable of self-govern- 
ment. He read many statements from intelligent men residing 
among them, showing that if they had the right to vote they 
would vote oe to the will of a leader or of their employers. 
They have no will of their own, no individuality, no personality, 
and are an impersonal mass. The views entertained by the dis- 
tinguished Senator are those of a majority of Republican Senators 
in this Chamber, and, I presume, of the Senator from North Car- 
olina, who offered the resolution. 

If a people is incapable of self-government it is not entitled to 
be intrusted with electoral power. This is self-evident. The de- 
scription of the Filipinos is exactly that of the negro race in Louisi- 
ana. They tried the experiment of government and made a great 
failure. hile some of the authorities quoted by the Senator from 
Indiana say the Filipino might be intrusted with municipal gov- 
ernment under restrictions, the negro experiment in Louisiana 
showed that the negro was unsafe when in charge of the munici- 
palities of Louisiana. Why, then, do some of the ublicans in- 
sist upon eee upon Louisiana and North Carolina a govern- 
ment that they will not tolerate in the newly acquired territories? 
If it is to secure the negro vote for the Republican party, they 
will not succeed, unless you withdraw a part of the Army from the 
Philippines and again make a military camp of the entire State. 

Review the history of negro suffrage in Louisiana. When first 
exercised by the negro, he fell under the power of the carpetbag- 
ger. The entire negro vote was moved by one influence; it was 
one aggregation. It was kept solid by continuous, unremitting 
attention, by promises of land and mules, by threats of a return 
to slavery, by promises of social equality with the whites, by the 
encouragement of race ara When the power of the car- 
petbagger was broken, the negro fell under the domination of 
the whites. He was as tractable as when under the power of the 
carpetbagger. He voted just as his immediate employer in the 
country dictated him to vote. He had‘ no will of his own. In 
some localities it was so well known that the entire-vote on the 
plantation would be cast according to the views of the proprietor 
that the presence of the negro at the polls was dispensed with. In 
the cities and towns, where they were not employed in large num- 
bers by any one person, they soon learned the money value of 
= votes, and through a chosen leader would sell to the highest 

idder. 

The Republican party existed only in name, com of a few 
renee in New Orleans who kept up a eee onpeaiention 
for the purpose ef sending delegates to the Republican national 
ccurventie . Itis — since the tion of suffrage that 
ee begins to show some vitality, by attracting to it some 
intelligent and respectable white citizens and n who have 
sufficient intelligence and a, toe the right of 

Old-time put respectable Republicans and Democrats 

and the more Snteeptan si Be apes ees in our 
litical conditions and a reformation of the suffrage. e@ mem- 
of the convention which adopted the constitution of 1898 were 

able and conscientious. were confronted with a serious 
problem, and, in my opinion, solved it. The article 
of the constitution des every male citizen 21 years of 
age, a bona fide t of the State for eS Ss parish 
one year, and of the precinct six months, be entitled to vote 
if he can read and write, or if he owns property, real or personal, 
assessed to him to the amoant of $300. The qualification to read 








1900. 


and write is tested by the ability of the voter to fill out the blank 
application to register, which is as follows: 

Iam a citizen of the State of Louisiana. My name is 
porn in the State (or county) of , parish (or county) of 
— day of .in the year ——._ I am now years months and 

te of . I have resided in this State since in this parish 
: - and in precinct No. ——, of ward No. —, of this parish, since 
= and I am not disfranchisead by any provision of the constitution of 
this State. 


i is simple enough. The disfranchisement has refer- 
<a to a 903, which enumerates the causes to be conviction 
of crime the punishment of which is imprisonment at hard labor; 
inmates of charitable institutions, except the Soldiers’ Home; 
those actually confined in any public prison, interdicted persons, 
i idiotic persons. 

‘msvith the cnalien of this disfranchised class, any citizen, white 
or colored, who has the qualification of residence can vote if he 
be able to read and write or possesses property assessed to him of 
the value of $300. No constitutional objections can be urged to 
these qualifications. The constitution, section 5, article 197, ex- 
cepts a certain class from the qualifications above stated. It is 
this article against which complaint is leveled, because it is said 
it discriminates against the negro. A like provision is contained 
in a proposed amendment to the constitution of North Carolina, 
which is the occasion of the resolution offered by the Senator from 
that State. Section 5 is as follows: 
on January 1, 1867, or at any date prio ereto, 
entitied to ee ane constitution or statutes of any State of the ciatrew 
States wherein he then resided, and noson or a of such person not less 
than 21 years of age at the date of adoption of this constitution, and_no male 
rson of foreign birth who was naturalized prior to the lst day of January, 
898, shall be denied io aes to register and vote in this State by reason of 


to ucational or property qualifications prescribed by 
eee teed on: Provided, He shall have Tetlded in this State for five years 


I was 
. on the 



































next p ing the date at which he shall apply for registration, and shall 
have tered in accordance with the terms of this article prior to Septem- 
ber 1, 1898; and no person shall be entitled to register under this section after 


said date. 

The inclusion of this class does not exclude the negro from vot- 
ing. He has the right in common with the white people on the 
conditions alike applicable to both races, that he can read and 
write, or that he owns a certain amount of real or personal prop- 
erty. He is deprived of no right of suffrage by the conferring of 
it upon another class. If the suffrage amendment, because it con- 
ferred the right to vote upon certain citizens, is to be interpreted 
as a discrimination against the negro, then no privilege could be 
granted to any white citizen by a State unless a negro was granted 
the same. The fourteenth amendment declares that the privi- 
leges or immunities of citizens of the United States shall not be 
abridged by any State. This amendment was intended to protect 
the negro, so that he could not be discriminated against in public 

laces of amusement and on public conveyances and in the courts. 
Suppose a State should for some reason or other provide for the 
free transportation of some of its citizens on a public conveyance, 
then, according to the views of those who complain of the suffrage 
amendment in the constitution of Louisiana, the State would be 
bound to grant the same privilege to an equal number of negroes. 

Amendment fifteen of the Constitution of the United States says: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. 

Wherein is the denial or the abridgment of the negro’s right 
to vote by the inclusion of one class into the electorate? The 
right to vote still remains to him unimpaired. No one will say 
that the educational or property qualification provided for both 
races denies or abridges his right to vote under the fifteenth 
amendment. The gravamen of the complaint is that the same 
exemption from the educational or property qualification was not 
accorded the negro. If this had been done, the educational and 
property qualification would have been useless and the suffrage 
would have been in the same condition as it was before the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. 

The Constitution of the United States does not confer the right 
to vote on anyone. This is left exclusively to the States. I am 
not aware of any restriction upon the State as to the persons it may 
admit to the electorate. its power is unlimited. e only restric- 
tion imposed = the Constitution of the United States is that the 
—_ to vote shall not be denied or abridged on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. As I have stated, the 
State, in the exercise of its exclusive power to confer the right to 
vote, does not ao abridge or deny the right of other citizens 

g acertain class from the qualification pro- 
t body of electors. 
ing in the text of the suffrage clause quoted to 
show that there is any denial or abridgment of the right to vote 
on account of race, color, or previous condition. TheState, being 
the sole my oh the qualifications of electors, can discriminate 
among terate as to electoral capacity. This is what the 
State of Louisiana has done. There were certain ae living 
in the country parishes who served the State with fidelity = 
could e 


not read or write and who did not own property. 
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descendants of these people had no opportunity immediately after 
the war to obtain an education, as the struggle for an existence 
was hard, They had beenvoters, They attended public meetings 
punctually and heard discussions on public affairs. They knew 
who was President, governor of the State, and how they were 
elected, and had a very good comprehension of the principles of 
the Government and the duties of public officers. They were 
incorruptible. 

No money or other consideration akin to bribery could influence 
them. They had a personality. They did not vote en masse at 
the dictation of anyone. It wasright, it was just, that they should 
be continued as voters. The exemption is not partial to the white 
race. Itdeprived a great many people in the city of New Orleans 
of the right to vote. Since the close of the war between the States 
large numbers of foreigners have come to New Orleans and many 
have gone into the sugar district who can not read and write and 
who have not the property qualification. Prior to the constitution 
of 1898 they were voters, even after they had filed a declaration of 
intention to become citizens of the United States, and were influ- 
enced and controlled by leaders and voted en masse as directed. 
This class has been disfranchised, and will remain so until they 
become qualified voters, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana pardon an in- 
terruption for a moment? 

Mr. McENERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is now pending in my State a proposed 
suffrage amendment, to be voted on next August, containing the 
same ‘‘ grandfather clause” of the Louisiana amendment already 
adopted in that State. This grandfather clause, which is section 
5, is, in my opinion, clearly unconstitutional, and I had under- 
stood that the Senator from Louisiana held to the same opinion; 
but it seems from his present remarks that he is now undertaking 
to defend that monstrous absurdity. 

Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I should like to ask him if 
he was not of the opinion when this amendment was pending in 
his State that it was clearly unconstitutional, and if he did not 
so advise the convention of his State, and if he did not also advise 
them that the ablest constitutional lawyers of this body held to 
the same opinion? 

Mr. McENERY. Yes, sir. When the constitutional conven- 
tion was in session I was telegraphed to know what was my opinion 
of this section 5. I replied to that telegram that in my opinion it 
was unconstitutional. I then received another telegram, after its 
adoption, to know if, when it was attacked, I would defend it in 
the Senate of the United States. To that telegram I replied that 
I would. 

Istand, Mr. President, always ready to defend the people of Loui- 
siana when their character is attacked. I stand ready to defend 
them when their interests are in peril. I stand ready to defend 
them when their laws are assailed. 

It is the same way, Mr. President, in reference to my duty to 
the Government of the United States in regard to the war that is 
now being waged in the Philippine Islands. 1 do not stop to in- 

uire whether the people of the United States are right or wrong. 

do not stop to inquire whether or not the first volley was fired 
by the Filipinos or by the troops of the United States. It is 
enough for me to know that the authority and power of this Gov- 
ernment is assailed and that it is the duty of every citizen, no 
matter what were his convictions, to rally to the support of the 
Government, not only to send its ships abroad and its armies upox 
the field and to supply money and munitions of war, but with our 
great sympathy ond whole will and heart to stand by the Presi- 
dent of the United States and uphold his hand until the enemies 
of this Government are brought under subjection. That same 
motive, Mr. President, induces me todefend to the best of my abil- 
ity the constitution of the State of Louisiana when it is assailed. 

But, Mr. President, although that was my opinion at that time, 
since then I have studied the question more carefully, and I hope 
the reasons which I assign are a sufficient justification for that 
change of opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think I now understand the 
Senator. He said the amendment was unconstitutional; but he 
also said in another letter that if his people adopted it, he would 
do his best to defend it inthe United States Senate. I do not wish 
to interfere with his speech; but if the Senator does not object to 
the interruption, I have in my hand both of his letters, to which 
he has referred, and an editorial from the New Orleans Times- 
Democrat, from which I should like, with the permission of the 
Senator, to read. 

The Senator's first letter is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1598 
To the Times-Democrat: 

In answer, I say that section 5 is grossly unconstitutional. I have sub- 
mitted the same to some of the ablest Democrats of the Senate, who are able 
constitutional lawyers. They all concur in my opinion that if adopted, the 
effect will be to lose in our representation in Congress and in the ele« 
vote of the State. 


toral 


8S. D. McENERY. 
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The second, to which the Senator himself has referred, is also 
addressed to the New Orleans Times-Democrat and is under date 
of March 19, 1898. The Senator has already stated the substance 
of that letter. He says that after the amendment, which he op- 
pa and denounced as ‘‘ grossly unconstitutional,” was adopted 

e would try to defend it when it was attacked, 

That letter is as follows: 


[Special to The Times-Democrat. ] 

I know of no better plan for a suffrage article in the constitution than an 
educational or property qualification. This was recommended for adoption 
as an amendment to the present constitution. 

It was defeated not because of its defects, but for other reasons. There 
was universal regret at its defeat, and complaints made Democratic 
authority for its defeat. I am opposed to the South Carolina plan. It is an 
expedient. In time we will have to adopt the plan herein suggested. A 
serious problem confronts us. It ought to be solved in a manly, courageous, 
and honest way. I have noapprehension of negro supremacy or undue n 
influence in elections under an educational or property qualification. The 
peusas system is said to be effective in Arkansas, pi, and probably 

n Tennessee. It may not suit conditions in some parts of Louisiana. There 
is diversity of opinion. It may be reconciled by referring the matter to the 
legislature with discretion. 

Confederate veterans and voters in 1868 can be protected by provision ad- 
mitting them to vote without qualifications. This is inclusion of one class 
and not the exclusion of another. In answer toa telegram from delegates, 
ion y that AL Senate, I wes suppor’ ny plan adopted when attacked. 

uty to the rle o uisiana wo emand 

re a 8. D. McENERY. 


I understand that the Senator is now simply carrying out his 
pledge to support whatever they adopted, even though it were 
“* grossly unconstitutional.” 

n this connection I will also read a short extract from an edi- 
torial in the Times-Democrat from its issue the next day after 
this unconstitutional amendment was adopted, commenting upon 
the same: 

After themselves disowning and Senty Comanins section 5, a majority 

y 


of members of the constitutional conven that offensive 
section—offensive to Democracy, to poli Americanism. 
* 


* * And the convention, too, has 
the fact that the ablest Democrats in the United States Senate ha 


it to be unconstitutional. Senators CAFFERY and MCENERY have protested 


against its passage, and have declared that it contravenes the Federal Consti- 
tution. In this opinion ar oo joined by such stal and un- 


wart Democrats 
compromising States’ righ tors as Turpie of Indiana, Linpsay of 
Kentucky. Vest of Missouri, Berry of Arkansas, Walthall of Mississippi, 
TuRLEY of Tennessee, Perrus of Alabama, and McLaurin of South Caro- 
lina, and many members of the House of Representatives. 

Now, Mr. President, this same constitutional amendment, this 
proposition ‘‘ offensive to political honesty and to Americanism,” 
is now to be voted upon by the people of my State. My opinion 
about it is the same as that expressed by the Times-Democrat and 
by the Senator in his letter to that paper. But I am glad to hear 
any arguments as toitsconstitutionality. But theSenator is now 
discussing the evils of negro domination more than the constitu- 
tionality of this amendment. If the Senator had before this body 
a proposition to abrogate the fifteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, then I would be ready to discuss with him the advisability 
of negro suffrage, to consi its evils and how to er et to 
pore the negro domination which he has said he has in 
1is State, or which might exist anywhere else. There is no negro 
domination in my State, and never will be, for we have more 
than two white voters for every negro voter. 

However, that is not the question now before us, as I under- 
stand it. It is a legal question that confronts us. As long as the 
fifteenth amendment stands I consider it the duty of every Sena- 
tor and,of every citizen—— 


Mr. McENERY. Iam going to argue that legal question. I 
was just going to do that, the Senator will it me to go on. 
Mr. BUTLER, If the Senator will let me finish this sen 


I will listen to him with a great deal of interest. I say it is the 
duty of every State not to violate the fifteenth oommbeath as 
long as it stands as a part of the o ic law of the land. In 
fact, we can not violate it, for our attempts to do so will be de- 
clared void by the courts. 

I shall be glad to have the Senator address himself, also, toanother 
phase of this question in which he is interested in his State and 
in which the people of my State are interested, and it is this: If 
section 5 is unconstitutional, as the Senator advised the conven- 
tion of his State that it was, even though he agreed to try to de- 
fend its unconstitutional action—— 

Mr. McENERY. I will follow my own course of reasoning, so 
far as that is concerned. 

Mr. BUTLER. But it is not the Senator's reasoning, but the 
probable action of the Supreme Court, of which jemnoe nee 
speak, If section 5 is unconstitutional, then, Mr. President, 
sooo is, Will the court knock that out—that section—leaving 
the remainder of the amendment stand? If it does, then the illit- 
erate white citizens of the Senator's State, to whom he has just 
paid such a fine tribute, would be then disfranchised and be pow- 
erless to remove that provision from the constitution of his 

The same thing faces the people of my State. There are over 
60,000 illiterate white voters in my State who would be disfran- 
chised, as large a number as there would be of negroes, if section 





5 is unconstitutional; and if the courts should follow the usual 


construction and knock out the objectionable parts, leaving the 
remainder of the constitutional provision, which would, without 
section 5, make a constitutional scheme of limiting suffrage by an 
educational qualification applying to both races alike, to stand. 

Mr. President, this is a that should appeal to everyone, 
even though he is willing to violate the fifteenth amendment, 
unless he desires to see the poor and illiterate whites also disfran- 
chised. I hope to hear the Senator discuss this phase of the ques- 
tion before he concludes. 

Mr. McENERY. In the opinion in the case of United States 
vs. Reese et al. it said by the organ of the court: 

If citizens of one race, having certain qualifications, are permitted by law 
to vote, those of another having the same qualifications must be. 

This is the strongest language in the opinion relating to the 
denial or abridgment of therightof the negro to vote. This state- 
ment means that where the general law prescribes the qualifica- 
tions to vote the negro who has these qualifications can not be 
denied the privilege. The State of Louisiana has a on in 
its constitution prescribing qualifications for all voters, white and 
colored, and the violation of the fifteenth amendment must nec- 
essarily be in the denial of the act of voting, by a refusal to 
mit the negro to regi or to deposit his vote on account of bis 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. The exception of 
a certain class from the qualifications provided by the Constitu- 
tion in no — affects the negro’s vote, nor does it affect the right 
to vote of white men who were not voters in Louisiana or any one 
of the States of the Union in 1867 or prior thereto. 

It has been held by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
the Constitution of the United States has not conferred the right 
of s upon anyone, and that the United States has no voters 
of their own creation in the States. (21 Wall.,178; United States 
vs. Cruikshank et al., 92 U.S., 542.) the latter case it was said 
by the court, after having quoted from United States vs. Reese et 
al., 92 U. §., 214: , 

From this it 
og boo temenae Git di, obo etre inet norm ts 
cise of that right on account of race, etc., is, but it must be expressly averred. 
(United States vs. Cruikshank, 92 U. 8., 542.) 


The fact is, that all 


who can read and write, and who 

have the qualifications are in the electorate, and all 

will be when they acquire these qualifications. From this it will 
the article was striking 


that at ignorance among both white 
= colored, and not at the ; ey 


negro race 
hae ee show a eee me on ac- 
coun color, etc., is n article regulating suffrage. 
Affirmatively it confers the right to vote on the negro, (Ex parte 

Yar h, 110 U.8., 651.) 

The right to vote in the State comes from the State; but the 
ibited discrimination comes from 
has not been granted or secured by 
the Constitation of the United States, but the latter has been. The 
rovisions in the constitution of in suf- 


do not ma discrimination on account of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude. It is not eno: to infer or 
article the 


the in Constitu 
——" In McPherson of Blacker (110 U. S., 1) it was said, 
soviewiing bath tice Sotuntenntih cont te Siftensie emeteianente: 


Th t to vote intended to be protected refers 
extablinten ty the is 


Oe eee Sane oe eat be 
ws and constitution of the State. There is no color for 
State bene a citioen of the United States han, from the tlnect nis majority, 

a . 
a right to vote for Presidential electors. 


The State therefore cerns + seers 


Sliven Iyclliemes set 
discrimination 


inate 
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teachers are provi 
cate their teachers. 





ded, a normal school has been provided to edu- 
Besides the university established and sup- 
ported by the State, there are several colleges of a high order with 


eo continued in power, the State would have been 
one vast sea of desolation; values of all kinds would have been de- 


cultivated, improvements of all kinds delayed; 
cade “foie have bean aiceull: sand bo, the toed of unscrupulous 
adventurers, would be now sunk in moral degradation and mental 


“an ple of the South availed themselves of the first oppor- 
tunity, after the white people gained the ascendency, to rebuild 
their shattered fortunes. In 1870 there were 4,352,317 bales of 
cotton, with an aggregate value of $326,032,066; in 1880, 6,605,750 
bales, of an te value of $344,555,920; in 1890, 8,652,597, 
worth $369, 118,787.02; in 1898, 11,119,994 bales, worth $243,399, 668, 
but because of the low price of cotton—4} cents = pound—this 
enormous increase was worth $100,002,200 less than the crop of 
1890. From 1870 to 1890 the population of the South increased 
100 per cent. From 1880 to 1890 the South made an advance of 87 
cent in farm products as against a gain of 50 per cent for all 
the rest of the country. The total value of farms for the South 
$660,000,000; for the rest of the country it was $1,555.- 
000,000. In 1890 the South ee $107,000,000, or 16 per cent, 
while the rest of the country had gained only $141,000,000, or 9 per 
aa the year just closed there were established in the South 
industrial en to the number of 1,938, comprising agricul- 
tural, forestal, and mineral industries. In nine Southern States 
there are 4,773 knitting machines; in five there are are 57 woolen 
mills, devoted to making all wool and mixed wool. Several of the 
Southern States are manufacturing furniture from native woods, 
said to be poe as that made elsewhere. Cotton factories are 
being established ev here near the fields of production, and 
during the past year there was consumed 1,400,026 bales, Coal 
and iron mines have been opened and furnaces and rolling mills 
established, Railroads now cross every section of the country. 

** The opportunities of the South are those of the nation.” Let 
her alone and her bilities for the future can only be conjec- 
tone rapid C Sectalal preaves of the South ble und 

The rapi ustrial progress of the South was impossible under 
negro domination. Restore to the negro indiscriminately the bal- 
lot and invest him with power, and there will not only 


a check 

to the progress of the South, but the advan gained will be lost. 
There can be noadmixture of the races. “Ths is alawpf nature. 
They must work out their destinies on parallel lines,@vhich can 


not come . The aa blood and brain will always 
be the su and can not be subordinated to the negro, 
The negro, unfortunately for the country, is here to stay. His 
tion is im ble. He has strong local attachments which 
ill keep him in the South. He must movealong in his own line 
of dey , directed, encouraged, and assisted by the Anglo- 
Saxon. will become more intelligent, more self-sustaining, 
and better for work along all lines of industrial develo 
ment. Since the supremacy of the white people has asserted itself 
the negro is becoming more tractable, a better laborer, a better 
mechanic, and in some instances has attained a respectable stand- 
ing in the professions. Tl ese intelligent negroes are in the elec- 
torate and are helping to snape the destiny of the State. It would 
be a cruel wrong to again throw them back into race hostility and 
prejudice and to consign those who have the opportunities for 
advancement to again possess the idea that they are ‘‘ wards of 
the nation,” better than a white man, and are entitled to Govern- 


ment and to live in idleness and dissipation. 

We South are making the negro’s condition better every 
day. He has been ponaee sO as ene toa on —. the 
antagonism y carpe overnmen 6 is re- 
os a Seolee in the South’s future development. He is not 

from work because he is a negro. fields, the work- 
shops, the factories, and the professions are — to him for his 
development. We do not deny his political rights because he is a 
negro. We regulate the because he is ignorant, and at 


of the 

ci tion has fone mg 
cal properties of soil and climate have had less 
tellectual superiority. In every climate, on every 
Fes ieee nan ne sppeered, be hes asserted supremacy. 
The African and the Oriental fall under his dominion, and th 
ag eae me raniaien tate fact ‘in the 
rapidly a n the 
in Ching "andl in the wanda ot the Panic, The concep- 
ieabepemne sie nee Sas osc re 
e races, o zation 
the enlightenment of the world. Tenanawe and art and 
and architecture and all modes of culture will bear the 
of the white man’s supremacy. Itis a universal law. It 


o race has no electoral capacity. 
of the white 
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is present here and everywhere, and no act of Congress can sus- 
pend it. 

The greatness of a republic consists in the representation of 
persons. Political power ina representative government must be 
in the organization of electoral action, so that there may be an 
expression, a realization of personality in the government. 

** There is no basis for electoral rights where there is no capac- 
ity for electoral action.” In the impersonal mass, where there is 
an absence of individuality and personality and an absence of 
electoral capacity, it is the duty of the State to lift the individuals 
composing the mass from an indifference to electoral power and 
to educate them for its exercise. It is the duty of theState to de- 
velop in each member of the community personal power as an 
elector. This is what the State of Louisiana is accomplishing. 
It provides for the negro and the ignorant emigrant schools where 
they can learn the elements of an education. It goes further and 
provides for higher education. The State is trying from among 
this class ‘‘ the formation of an independent manhood, so that he 
who has reached his majority in years is always in his political 
majority.” When this shall have been accomplished the voter 
can exclaim, ‘‘ I have not gone with the multitude to do evil.” 

‘It is thus also that Indians are excluded from voting; not be- 
cause they are not taxed, but because they are subservient to the 
will of a chief; and absolutely controlled by it they are without 
freedom. They also exist in a tribal relation, the organization of 
a race, which isolates them from the organic and moral being of 
the nation; but in withdrawing from the tribal relation they come 
upon a national position and should be regarded as members of 
the nation.” 

The populations in the Philippines, as we learn from the junior 
Senator from Indiana, are wanting in personality and fall under 
the control of some superior mind, and are not fit to be intrusted 
with electoral power. And this may be truly said of the mass of 
the negro population in the South. Every person should have 
representation in the State, but this means every actual person, 
one who is possessed of sufficient intelligence to separate himself 
from the mass and who is invested with a personality, showing a 
capacity for electoral action. 

he qualifications of an elector are defined in a general law, but 
they may be more exactly defined as the State progresses. In de- 
fining the qualifications of an elector under the Constitution of 
the United States the State has the power to exclude those who 
have no will of their own, and to keep them so excluded until they 
attain the qualifications prescribed by law. It can more exactly 
define the qualifications of electors by including a class which it 
deems of sufficient intelligence to be admitted to the right of suf- 
frage. The fact that the admission of the class‘designated in sec- 
tion 5 of the constitution of Louisiana to the right of suffrage, 
and that it increases the number of electors and may give an ad- 
vantage in number to the white people, is no evidence that the 
right of the negro to vote has been denied or abridged. 

he State of Louisiana undoubtedly has the power to enact a 
law declaring that, for the love and reverence of the people of 
Louisiana for the late General Beauregard, his descendents, as a 
mark of distinction, shall have the right to vote and be exempt 
from the suffrage clause of the Constitution. This would not 
deny or abridge the right of the negro to vote. But under the 
theory of the Senator from North Carolina it would, unless a 
negro was given the same distinction. Some negro general of 
militia of the reconstruction era would have to be thus honored, or 
the law would be a violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 

The fifteenth amendment never intended to place the negro on 
a perfect plane of equality with the white man, so as to deny priv- 
ileges to the latter without giving the same to the former, It 
means only that the right to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
because of his race, color, or previous condition. 

In our democratic government the majority rules, This is not 
tyranny. There is no power so devoid of tyranny as the political 
majority. All tyranny has sprung from the minority acting be- 
yond and outside of the law. It has been said that 800 persons 
inaugurated the reign of terror in France. A few carpetbaggers 
controlling the negroes inaugurated a reign of terror in the South. 
In Louisiana, after the disappearance of the carpetbag negro gov 
ernment, one man controlling sometimes 100 negro voters exer- 
cised a dangerous power. He overthrew the will of voters who 
lived in another section of the State where no such power was 
attainable, because of the absence of the negro from those sections. 
With the mass of the negroes as voters there was no political’ 
majority in Louisiana. A minority necessarily governed because 
of the preponderance of the negro population and the ability to 
absolutely control it by one or more persons. The remedy is a 
principle of representation involving the right of all as against 
the arpitrary rule of a few controlling an impersonal mass of 
voters. 

In the constitution of 1898 for arbitrary action of an individual 
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or class there has been substituted the well-being of the whole 
against the design of afew. There may be to the unthinking an 
apparent wrong in the inclusion of one class of voters into the 
dechounie, but this inclusion was of a class who have freedom of 
will, independence, and capacity for political action. The inclu- 
sion of the negro, as I have described his capacity for the suffrage, 
would have been a greater wrong and a detriment to the whole 
electorate. 





The State of Louisiana was compelled to change this 


condition in its political affairs so as to avert grave disaster in _ 
an 
It was compelled to 


paralysis of power and will and to give strength and ener, 
ower and authority to the government. 
ook among its citizens for a higher personality in order to bestow 
electoral power upon them, It had the sole and exclusive right 
to do this. Its judgment can not be questioned unless you find 
that for arbitrary reasons the negro was excluded from the elec- 
torate simply because he was a negro. 

The question raised in the resolution offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina is a judicial one. Congress has the power, 
but it has not the right, to delare any law or constitutional pro- 
vision of a State unconstitutional. Under the Constitution of the 
United States this is the exclusive prerogative of the judiciary. 
If the resolution should pass, it would be meaningless in the face 
of a decree of the Supreme Court of the United States declaring 
such a provision in the constitution of a State constitutional, not 
being in violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 
Congress can pass no law coercing a State. If, under the - 
anty of a Sopebiionn form of government to the States, any State 
should organize a government not republican, but hostile to that 
of the United States, then the State would be virtually placing 
itself outside of the Union, and Congress, by the military power 
of the Government, if necessary, would undoubtedly have the 
right to rehabilitate the State and organize a government repub- 
lican in form. 

But because a law or an article in the constitution of a State is 
invalid, because of its conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States, gives Congress no right or authority to declare the law or 
the article in the constitution null and void. It would be the 
usurpation of judicial authority and in itself unconstitutional. 
Suppose the judicial department should decree that the article in 
the constitution of the State is null and void. The effect of the 
decree would be to reinstate the suffrage as it was before the con- 
stitution was adopted. Then, if anegro should be denied the right 
to vote—the exercise of the act of voting—because of his race, 
color, or previous condition, the fifteenth amendment would be 
violated, and the individual cr person preventing the act of voting 
would be liable to be prosecuted under any law of Congress en- 
acted to carry out the provisions of said amendment. 

In my opinion Congress can only enact a law to act upon the 
person or persons who deny or abridge the right to exercise the 
act of voting on account of race, color, or previous condition. It 
can not punish the State. It can not deprive the State of any of 
its constitutional rights. Its laws must be respected until they 
are declared unconstitutional by the judiciary department of the 
Government. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I have just been told that while I 
was absent from the Chamber the Senator from North 
|Mr. BuTLER] had a newspaper article read in which it was stated 
that I had given an opinion that the provision of the Louisiana 
constitution in question was unconstitutional. I wish to state that 
I never gave any such yr At the time the newspaper article 
referred to was printed I had never seen the provision in the Loui- 
siana constitution and had not discussed it. 

ABANDONED PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS, 
_Mr. TILLMAN, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 602. It is a bill which is o great 
importance to a great many people in the South. It was intro- 
duced by the Senator from Minnesota 
report submitted on it tothe Senate. I shall be very much obliged 
if the Senate will allow the bill to be taken up and put on its pas- 
sage at this time. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the 
Senator from South Carolina what is the Calendar number of the 


bill? 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Calendar number is 18, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- | 1 


lina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
Order of Business No. 18. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill will be read. 

The Secre read the bill ‘ey 602) to revive and amend an act 
to provide for the collection of abandoned property and the 
vention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United 
States, and acts amendatory thereof. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this bill leads to any discussion I shall cer- 
tainly have to object to it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only wish to ask that the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr, Davis] who introduced the bill may have an oppor- 
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tunity to make a brief explanation. If it leads to any debate, of 
course we will have to submit to the will of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, about a year ago my attention was 
called to these claims, and I gave them and their history a very 
careful examination. The result of that examination was that I 
came to the conclusion that they were not only just, but that it 
was the bounden duty of Congress to provide for their settlement. 
1 will proceed to state in a very brief way what the history of this 
business has been and what led me to that conclusion. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question before he goes 
on with his statement. I notice in reading the bill that it is pro- 
vided that judgments under the bill shall be paid notras ordinarily 
by appropriations made by Congress, but out of the fund of cap- 
tase oad abandoned property. Will this bill under any circum- 
stances or any construction cover what have been known and what 
have been discussed heretoforeas the captured and abandoned prop- 
erty claims in the South, for cotton and other kinds of property? 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it does. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator thinks it covers them? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. That, Mr. President, amounts to ninety or a hun- 
dred million dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS. But the amount of the disbursement is strictly 
limited to the fund in the Treasury, 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will let me go on now—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has answered my a I did not 
su it covered the question of captured and a cotton. 

r. DAVIS. Mr. President, in regard to the captured and 
abandoned cotton, the claim is strictly limited to what the prop- 
erty produced. In 1863 an act of an was passed as to cap- 
tured and abandoned property, by which it was provided that it 
should be sold and the p: , after paying the ex of the 
sale and transportation, should be deposited in the Treasury as a 
fund, and that within two ea from the ending of the rebellion 


a having claims could bring their suits in the Court of Claims 
or the p of ea judgment against the fund; provided, 
however, that they should make proof of loyalty, that they had 


never given aid or comfort to the rebellion. 

The result of it was that the net fund produced by the sale of 
this captured and abandoned —and I can not impress 
upon Senators too strongly the fact that this bill is limited to that 
fund—was $20,000,000 in round numbers. Under the act of Con- 
gress to which I have referred, where loyalty had to be proved 
and where the limitation was two years, suits were brought 
whereby judgments against that fund of $20,000,000 were ren- 
dered for about $9,000,000, and which judgments were paid out 


of that fund. 
In the meantime the two years had ne The provisions in 
— to the proof of loy were kept in force. Many people 
whose property unquestionably had gone into this fund were not 
able to make the proof requisite. y were limita- 
tion, and for other reasons. They had not brought their suit, or 
the suit, if brought, had been thrown out, some on the groun 
of limitation and some on the ground that they had not furnished 
proof that they had not given aid and comfort to the rebellion. 
So, Mr. President, that fund is in the Treasury, not Government 
, not m of the United States at all, a fundim é 
y atrust for the Federal Government, which is its holder, to 
bag citizens ae ee —— to be oe a decision of 
e Supreme Court, to which I shall presently 
the Senate. It remains there and has remained there for twenty 
, the Government ha’ the use of it since the statute of 
limitations barred it in 1868, I think. 
Now, in regard to the nature of ee ee Oe ee 
Government to it, whether it has covered into the 
to use the common expression, or whether it was a fund 
ussion and considerable 


im by trust, there was much disc 
litigation, until it finally came before the Su e Court of the 
United States in the case of Klein vs, United States, reported in 13 


Wall., 138; and it was held: 


1. That it was not the intention of Congress, by the enactment of that 
talasa thst dhe title be icmerter caload nlite toad he Uiventel thom the 


yy + the property should go into the Treasury without 


of 
RS eee healt in regard to the property of owners 
become 
— ree erica, a 


ceeds should be restored to 

5. That the President's of pardon and , with restora- 
tion of rights of i that of July 4, was a decision 
on the part of the which right of all 
the owners of such to the proceeds ; and 
ined proceeds became the absolute right of the persons 


6. And that “the Government constituted itself the trustee for those who 
by that act were Cape oe EE a Be ns 











a 
Sy 






1900. 


In this opinion the court used this language: 


was the intention of Co that the title to these proceeds 
oho be Tivected absolutely pe aid Glo the property 
M 0! ‘eren 

seems clear upon jy seen that those articles which became by the simple fact 
f capture the property of the captor, as ordnance, munitions of war, and 
the like, or in which third parties acquired — which might be made 
beolute by decree, as ships and other vessels captured as prize, were 
ox ressly excepted from the operation of the act; and it is reasonable to 
infer that it was the purpose of Congress that the proceeds of the property 
for which the s provision of the act was made should go into the Treas- 
rr without change of ownership. Certainly such was the intention in 
ben’ 4 t to the property of loyal men. That the same intention prevailed in 
ve ee to the property of owners who, though then hostile, might subse- 
quently become loyal, appears probable from the circumstances that no 
srovision is anywhere for confiscation of it, while there is no trace in 
he statute book of intention to divest ownership of private property not 
excepted from the effect of this act otherwise thar. by pr ings for con- 

fiscation. 
that, except as to rty used in actual hostilities, as men- 

It is thus seen that, excep Poe 





first section of the March 12, 1863, no titles were divested 
fine aoumnanh States, unless in pursuance of a judgment rendered after 
due legal proceedings. Government recognized to the fuliest extent the 


mane max e modern law of nations, which exempt private prop- 
a eae enemies from capture as booty of war; even the law 
of confiscation was sparingly @ cases were few indeed in which 
the property of any not actual hostilities was subjected to seizure 
and sale. « 
fore, that the title to the proceeds of the property which 
aan Pe ge hm of the Government by capture or abandonment, with 
the exceptions already noticed, was in no case divested from the original 
owner. it was for the Government itself to determine whether these pro- 
ceeds should be totheowneror not. The promise of the restoration 
of all rights of property decided that question eigenpirey as to all persons 
who availed themselves of the — pardon. * * * The restoration of 
the proceeds became the absolute right of the persons pardoned, on applica- 
tion within two years from the close of the war. It was, in fact, promised an 
equivalent. ‘Pardon and restoration of political rights” were ‘‘in return” 
for the oath and its fulfillment. 


The court adds the following language: 


To refuse it would be a breach of faith not less cruel and astounding than 
to abandon the freed people whom the Executive had promised to maintain 
in their freedom. 


Mr. President, bearing in mind that up to a certain time there 
was a limitation upon the right to sue by the eer to prove 
loyalty, I ask the attention of the Senate while I give the history 
of the by which proof of that fact became entirely 
immaterial, and in fact could not be required: 


Under the act of July, 1908, known as the confiscation act, the President 


was authorized at an e thereafter, by proclamation, to extend to persons 
who may have in rebellion in any State or t thereof pardon 
and am with such exceptions and at such time and on such conditions 
as he sh eom t for the public welfare. 

On the 8th day of ber, 1863, the President issued his proclamation, in 
which he referred to the act of 1863, relating to captured and abandoned 
property, and offered pardon and amnesty, with ration of all rights of 


property, queue as to slaves oe meee to which third persons ac- 


quired rights, to all persons wh rticipated in the rebellion who would 
take an oath to su) the Constitution and the laws. Certain classes were 
excepted from the fits of pardon and amnesty under that proclamation. 
On the 29th of — 1865, another proclamation was issued, extending par- 
don and enna. th a full restoration of all property rights, except as to 
slaves, etc., to who had participa’ in the rebellion. A similar 
a oe req and 14 of persons were excepted from the benefits 
of the on. 
the of ber, 1867, another similar proclamation of pores and 
amnesty was which reduced the excepted classes from 14 to 7. 
j— 


And here is the important point, on the 4th day of July, 1868, 
after the two years’ limitation provided for in the act of 1863 had 
closed upon the parties who otherwise would have been benefited, 
another similar tion of pardon and amnesty was issued, 
which reduced excepted classes from 14 to 7, 

Finally, on the »1 roclama 
Pigehlcll caleaineportin and caneoty te all ith cooks ane he 
cxcopt inal and on the sik dy st Dcseater, aby withoas cesytiog 
unconditionally, and t reservation. No oath was required. . : 

Now, what was the situation, Mr. President? Little by littleas 
time went and the feelings of resentment were assuaged, and 
wiser views and considerations of public policy, as it was then 
thought, prevailed, by proclamation after proclamation the Presi- 
dent granted until finally, on the 4th a of July, 1868, a 
val, te day, uni amnesty without restriction, 
without qualification, a clean and clear on as was ever 

ted by ruler to men, was issued by the President of the 
nited eyo by which no oath of allegiance, proof of loyalty, or 


ty ee 
in what situation did it leave these parties? Those who 
had remained under the restriction in the previous proclamation 
or in the statute of 1863, who did not their suits because 
knew they could not prove loyalty, by the time the proclama- 
was issued had become barred by the statute of limi- 
tations. So the word of was held forth to the ear, but 
broken to the hope. A t was declared and a remedy with- 
held. t is of a fund in the Treasury 
the Supreme Court has declared 
is still the paves of the owners, from whom it has never been 
di w the Supreme Court declared this Govern- 
trustee. It there remained and has 


E 
! 
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remained for twenty years undisposed of, unappropriated, undis- 
tributed, the property of private citizens throughout the United 
States, made perfectly free and clear to claim their rights in the 
property as I ever was or any other Senator on this floor. 


Now I read from the decision of the Supreme Court of the 


United States in the Padelford Case, reported in 9 Wallace: 


In the case of Garland this court held the effect of a pardon to be such 
“that in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent as if he had never com- 
mitted the offense;*’ and in the case of Armstrong's foundry we held that 
the general pardon granted to him relieved nim froma penalty which he had 
incurred to the United States. It follows that at the time of the seizure of 
the petitioner's property he was purged of whatever offense against the 
laws of the United States he had committed by the acts mentioned in the 


findings and relieved from any penalty which he might have incurred. It 
follows, further, that if the property h 

taken the faith of the Government was pledged to its restoration upon the 
taking of the oath in good faith. We can not doubt that the petitioner's 


ad been seized before the oath was 


right to the property in question at the time of the seizure was perfect, and 
that it remains perfect, notwithstanding the seizure. 
But it nas been suggested that the property was capi ured in fact, if not 


lawfully, and that the proceeds having been paid into the Treasury of the 


United States, the petitioner is without remedy in the Court of Claims, unless 
proof is made that he gave no aid or comfort to the rebellion. The sugges- 
tion is ingenious, but we do not think itsound. The sufficient answer to it is 
that after the pardon no offense connected with the rebellion can be imputed 


tohim. If in other respects the petitioner made the proof which, under the 
act, entitled him to a decree for the proceeds of his property, the law makes 
the proof of pardon a complete substitute for proof that he guve no aid or 
comfort tothe rebellion. A different construction would,as it seems to us, 
defeat the manifest intent of the proclamation and the act of Congress which 


authorized it. Under the proclamation and the act the Government is a 
trustee, holding the proceeds of the petitioner's property for his benefit. and 
having been fully reimbursed forall expensesincurred in that character loses 
nothing by the Judgment, which simply awards to the petitioner what is his 
own. 


Mr. President, IJ might go on and cite other decisions cumula- 
tive in their nature, but to the same effect. This bill has received 
the favorable reports of committees in four successive Con- 
gresses, I think. The report made last year was made while the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I had some conference with him about it at 
the time, and he assured me this afternoon of his entire confidence 
and belief in its perfect justice. 

To recapitulate briefly, the situation is just this: There went 
into the Treasury net $20,000,000, the proceeds of property the 
title to which had never been ‘tivested from the owners, and 
which has remained and still is a cund representing that property 
and their title just as much as if it never had been taken from 
their hands, the Government holding it as a trustee. 

This is no mere matter of individual speculation or legislative 
opinion. Such are the solemn, recorded, and repeated decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It was held fora 
time, so that the loyal owners could recover, and they only, but 
while that time ran on the Supreme Court said that that which 
belonged to disloyal owners was held in the same undivested shape 
of property by the United States as trustee, for the owners who 
might once have been disloyal might subsequently have become 
loyal. That time came, Finally, on the 4th day of July, 1868, 
long after the two years’ statute of limitations prescribed by the 
act of 1863 had closed upon all parties alike, the President of the 
United States issued a proclamation of general, unconditional, 
and unrestricted amnesty, which required no oath and put every 

roperty owner, loyal or disloyal, in whatever category he might 
29 upon an equal footing to claim restoration of his property. 

But while that was done the statute of limitations had run, and 
the pending bill is asked for to perfect this act of justice, and no 
clearer act of justice was ever required of any body of men, in my 
juczgment. When this was done the statute of limitations enacted 
in 1805 was set up asa bar. Consequently these parties are reme- 
diless against a trustee who possesses the power of legislation to 
open the gates of relief to them. Why should it not be done? 

Mr. President, in regard to the apprehension or misapprehension 
that this bill opens the sluiceway for the letting out of indefinite 
amounts of money upon so-called cotton claims, it does nothing 
of thekind. This bill is limited to the distribution of the $9,000,000 
undistributed of that net fund of $20,000,000 which was realized 
to the Treasury by the capture and sale. That is all thereis to it. 
It sets no precedent whatever for any future legislation as toclaims 
which have not taken the shape of being realized and turned into 
the Treasuryincash. The kind of claims that have awakened the 
apprehension of my friend the Senator from Maine are not in- 
cluded, are not contemplated, and can not be covered by this bill. 

I have not a particle of interest in this matter more than the 
general interest and desire to see the right and proper thing done. 
I do not know that any constituent of mine has the least interest 
in the world in it. I introduced this bill, the same bill which has 
been introduced by others before, because upon an examination 
of what my fellow-citizens were entitled to and what has been 
denied to them so long by this Government I became thoroughly 
and perfectly convinced that they were right and were entitled to 
this measure of long-deferred relief. 

Mr. President, I think I have said all I want to say upon tuis 
subject, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to a 
suggestion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that in line 25—the Senator has 
the bill there—after the word ‘‘the”—— 


Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
the bill is not up yet. It takes unanimous consent for its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought that had been given. 

Mr. HALE. It has not been given. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought it was given. I ask the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent was given 
prior to the ae 

Mr. HALE. y for its reading. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; unanimous consent was given for its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. Thatis not customary in the Senate. I 
never knew a bill that paid for a peddler’s cart that was sought to 
be thrust through the House on the claim that when consent is 
given that the bill may be read-—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I am not trying to thrust any bill through the 
House or anything of the kind. 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the Senator from Minne- 
sota is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave been in some way or other put in charge 
of the bill at the request of the Senator from South Carolina, who 
moved its consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand it was the Senator's bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will assume charge of it. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly do object to its being claimed now, at 
this hour, in a thin Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota introduced the 
bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lintroduced the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but I do object to its being claimed here now 
that because consent was given for the reading of a bill of this 
kind, which even its advocates admit takes $9,000,000 out of the 
Treasury, the bill shall be considered as before the Senate, when 
nobody has consented to its being before the Senate. The rule 
invariably is that the bill is read for information, and when it is 
read for information the question is asked, Is there objection to it? 
and that question has not been asked since the bill was read and 
since any Senator here outside of the committee knew a single 
thing about its provisions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objects, 
and the bill goes over. 


OLMEDO ALFARO, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg attention for a single moment. I have 
a little bill here to report from the Military Committee of a class 
that has never been objected to, and there are many 
for it. They have been considered oe of 
President of "meunher desires to send his 
Point Academy. It can only be done by 
There have been many SSS men admitted aes that co and their 
own or bah the 

I report back without amendinent the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
129) sntaeiiing the of War to receive for 


instruction 
at the Military Academ est ae of Ecua- 
dor. Our minister to is the son of a wise man, a 


good President, and is himself a = young fellow. 
Mr. aa Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me a 
momen 


7 Mr. HAWLEY. Iam done now, if the Senate would just say 
a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connec- 
ticut yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would let this matter be 


finished. It will nat take five seconds more, It is considered a 
matter of 


Mr. DAVIS. ear tebiitens Swi te cael mest. I 
ask that the bill to which objection was made may retain its place 
on the Calendar without prejudi 

Mr. HAWLEY and others. deen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order. 

—— HAWLEY. [ask for thereading of House joint resolution 
0. 129, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 


asks for the eee eee Res, 
129) au of War to receive for 
at the Military Academ emy at West Point Alfaro, of Ecua- 


dor. The joint resolution will be read for information, 


Mr. HAWLEY. The joint resolution has passed the House, and 
I now report it from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which has been read? 

Mr. MASON. I —. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why do you do that? I will withdraw the 
report. 

ay EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive 

The motion was to; and the Senate Sea Steen 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were ed, and (at 5o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned unti to-morrew, Wednes- 
day, January 24, 1900, at 12 o’c m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 23, 1900. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—CAVALRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Charles B. Drake, Fifth Ca , to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 13, 1899, vice Slavens, Fourth valry, eS 
assistant uartermaster, who o resigns his line commission onl 

Second Lieut. Charles McK. Saltzman, First Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 13, 1899, vice Williamson, Ninth Cavalry, 
a assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line commis- 
sion only 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander William W. Kimball, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 8th day of December, "1899, vice Commander 
Charles P. Howell, deceased. 

Lieut. William 8. Hogg, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 8th day of December, 1899 (subject to the exami- 
nations — by law), vice Lieut. Commander William W. 
Kimball, promoted. 

Lieut. "Canmatiel William P. Day, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 12th day of December, 1899, vice Commander 
Edward P. deceased. 

Lieut. Robert I. Reid, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 12th day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William P. Day, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John C. Wilson, to be a commander in the 
Navy, pa the 29th ema of Slee 1899, vice Commander 


John F. mee Fg 

P. A. Surg. N.T : nea ee Bas saben 3s Se Sery, 

from the 2ist day of October, 1899, vice Surg. Louis W. Atlee, 
eut. Col. eo C. Cochrane, to be a colonel in the Marine 

Corps, from the ith day of Jan * 1900, vice Col. Robert W. 

Hunti , retired. 


Maj. Allan C. Kelton, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
ts | Corps, from the 11th day of January, 1900 ni + oa 
nations Lieut. Col. Henry 


required by law), vice C. Cochrane, 
Capt. Lincoln Karmany, Marine Corps, 
from eee day of ee pe O00 aie Majed Allan ©. Kelton, 


Samuel A. W. Patterson, eS eee: aera to be a sec- 
Téa, fo il vacancy the Marin Ore S  iatele agi 
a 


3: Hizsiager, a ction of North Carolina, to to be 
ond a isckeaaeie eee day of J: 
corps. 


@ sec- 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 23, 1900. 


Clark Grier, to be at of La in 
ne postmaster at Dublin, county urens, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1900. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Thomas H. Callan, of the District of 
wae eee umbia ( 


to be justice of 
to the city 














CONGRESSIONAL 


POSTMASTERS. 


. Lehman, to be postmaster at Berne, in the county of 
State of Indiana. : 
John A. Hall, a postmaster at Cicero, in the county of Ham- 
State of Indiana. : 
ign o. Twombly, to be postmaster at Denver, in the county of 
Arapahoe and State of Colorado. 
raichohes N. Nock, to be a at Bel Air, in the county of 
Harford and State of Maryland. ; ; 
William Hobson, to be ster at Campbellsville, in the 
county of Taylor and State of Kentucky. : : 
Thomas J. Ochiltree, to be postmaster at Morning Sun, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa. ; 
Daniel Anderson, 7 be postmaster at Lamoni, in the county of 
State of Iowa. 
Deca a ott, jr., to be postmaster at Delray, in the county of 
d State of Michigan. 
We isha N. Clink, to be a at East Jordan, in the county 
of Charlevoix and State of Michigan. 7 . 
Daniel O'Riley, to be tmaster at Leitchfield, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Kentucky. P ; 
Ira CG. Richardson, to be postmaster at Chief River Falls, in the 
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota. ; 
Warren D. Harden, to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county 
of Mower and State of Minnesota. E 
Henry C. Whitmer, to be postmaster at Colon, in the county of 
St. Joseph and State of Michigan. : 
Henry J. Crider, to be postmaster at Maitland, in the county of 
Holt and State of Missouri. : 
William B. Strom, to be postmaster at Hector, in the county of 
Renville and State of Minnesota. 
Samuel C. , to be postmaster at Camden Place, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 
John 8. Hoover, to be ter at Blue Hill, in the county of 
Webster and State of Nebraska. 
Jesse C. Ricker, to be postmaster at Havre, in the county of 
Choteau and State of Montana. 
Walter Alderson, to be postmaster at Red Lodge, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Montana. 
Sanford R. Razee, to be postmaster at Curtis, in the county of 
Frontier and State of Nebraska. 
John M. Mills, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Cedar and State of Nebraska. 
James L. Lashbrook, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Furnas and State of Nebraska. 
Robert G. Anderson, to be ae at Freeport, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 
Louis O. Fullen, to be ieee at Carlsbad (late Eddy), in 
of Eddy and Territory of New Mexico. 
Ric F. W: to be tmaster at St. Edward, in the 
county of Boone and State of Nebraska. 
Casper Kennedy, to be aster at Sisseton, in the county of 
Roberts and State of South Dakota. 
Ezra H. Woodward, to be postma:ter at Newberg, in the county 
of Yamhill and State of Oregon. ; 
John R. Smith, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Linn and State of n. 
Clinton J. Farrell, to be postmaster at Vernon, in the county of 
Weaa L. awards, to cneniae  Smithvill he 
2 ‘oO at Sm ille, in the county 
of Bastrop and State of Texas. 
Charles R. Bone, to be — at Beaumont, in the county 


of Jefferson and State of 
J postmaster at Lufkin, in the county of 
Angelina and State of Texas. 


eannette D. McConnell, to be postmaster at Jacksboro, in the 
county of Jack and —_ of Texas. 


e Houssels, to be aster at Childress, in the county 
of Childress and State of Texas. 

ow tmaster at Kenosha, in the county of 
, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county 

Wisconsin. 
aster at Cairo, in the county of 
2 at Baldwin, in the county 
postinaster at Florence, in the county of 
oseph E. Parmelee, to be postmaster at West Salem, in the 


of Lacrosse and State of Wisconsin. 
C. Campbell, to te postmaster at Los Gatos, in the 


a 


county of Santa Clara and State of California. 

aster at Kaukauna, in the county 
o rent Tucker, to be postmaster for per titnntes in the f 
’ county 0 
Wisconsin, 5 7 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 23, 1900. 

The House met at 12 o’glock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

5. 268. An act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, to divide the 
same into two districts, and provide for the terms of court to be 
held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pending 
causes, 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill was taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate committee as indi- 
cated below: 

5. 268. An act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, to divide the 
same into two districts, and provide for the terms of court to be 
held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pend- 
ing cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
wascommunicated tothe House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

W. W. RILEY. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for the pres- 
_ consideration of the bill (H. R, 1806) for the relief of W. W. 

iley. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to nay to W. W. Riley. of Ackerman, Miss., $14, being 
the amount of United States money-order funds which was stolen from his 


safe October 13, 189, when he was postmaster at Ackerman, Miss., and which 
amount he paid into the United States Treasury. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. Willthe gentleman from Mississippi allow me 
a question? Has this been reported by the committee? 

r. FOX. Ithas. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
GRAFF] to make a statement about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to hear some explanation of the bill 
before consent is given. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. FOX. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] 
to make a statement about the facts in this case. 

hon SPEAKER. The gentleman desires that a statement be 
made. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi | Mr. Fox], I desire to say that House bill 
No. 1806, for the relief of W. W. Riley, who was postmaster at 
Ackerman, Miss., in 1896, was before the Committee on Claimg 
to-day and favorably reported. I learn that the wife of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr,. Fox] is dangerously sick, and for 
that reason he has been recognized for the consideration of the 
bill at this time. 

There was absolutely no objection to a favorable report of the 
bill before the committee. The facts as shown before the com- 
mittee are that W. W. Riley, while acting as postmaster at Acker- 
man, Miss., a town of about 700 population, received a registered 
package containing $458; that on the day he received it he and 
his clerk were both sick; that it would have been their duty 
to have transmitted this registered package on the next mail; 
that there was one mail per day through that town, and that the 

tmaster on account of the sickness of his clerk and of himself 
failed to transmit that package on the next mail. Therefore the 
only delay that can be imputed to the postmaster was the failure 
to transmit it within twenty-four hours, and he had but one oppor- 
tunity to do that and was prevented by sickness. 

The facts show that the package was stolen that night, together 
with —- sum of money which belonged to the postmaster 

y. 

When a post-office inspector came to the office for the purpose 
of investigating the matter, the postmaster paid the $458. After- 
wards he submitted a claim to the Post-Office Department, and 
the Post-Office Department refused to pay the claim, not because 
it lacked equity, but because under the law it pertained to the 
loss of a registered package, instead of to the loss of United States 








1072 


funds which were in the hands of the postmaster as postmaster. 
However, the committee had in their possession a report from 
the Postmaster-General to the committee in favor of the passhge 
of this bill, and also a favorable report from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, both of whom had before them the 
facts concerning the claim. 

The bill, as I understand it, was mistakenly introduced by the 
gentleman from Mississippi for the sum of $464, when in fact, as 
the proof shows, the actual amount in the registered package was 
$458. Hence, the committee to-day favorably reported the bill, 
with the recommendation that it be amended by striking out 
‘* sixty-four ” and inserting in lieu thereof “ fifty-eight,” to make 
the or agree with the amount contained in the registered 

ackage. 

. The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FOX, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to be present on 
Saturday last when eulogies were delivered on the life, character, 
and services of the Hon. Mr. Danford, of Ohio. I desire unani- 
mous consent to print remarks on that subject in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio = SouTHARD 
asks unanimous consent to vo remarks upon the life and dea 
of the late Mr. Danford, of Ohio, his colleague. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. pred I call up the resolution 
from the committee on the case of Brigham H, Roberts. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the Special Committee 
on the Roberts Case. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
minority and the majority of the committee have agreed that the 
vote be taken on the substitute and on the resolution on Thursday 
next at half past 4 o’clock, and that in the meantime 
sion continue, to be under the control of myself and the gentle- 
man who See the minority. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible in this 
part of the House to understand what the gentleman from Ohio 
is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be restated. The House 
will be in order, and gentlemen will please resume their seats. 
— the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, TAYLER] restate his proposi- 

ion 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Thearrangement between the minority 
and the majority of the committee is that a vote be taken on 
Thursday at half past 4 o’clock on the substitute offered by the 
a of the committee, and if that be lost, upon the resolution 
offered by the majority; that the debate continue from now until 
that hour, and that the previous question be considered as ordered 
upon the resolution and the substitute. I ask unanimous consent 
for the carrying out of that arrangement. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, TayLEerR] 
states that an agreement has been reached between the majority 
and the minority of the committee in the Roberts case, whereby 
it is proposed to have general debate until 4.30 on Th next, 
when a vote will be taken, first upon the substitute, and if lost, 
then upon the original resolution, and that the previous question 
be considered as ordered upon both the original resolution and the 
substitute. Is there objection to this proposition? 

Mr. LACEY. _I object, unless opportunity be given to offer the 
following amendment—— 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, objection is made. I 
think we will proceed, and I will move the previous question at 
the proper time, 

r, LACEY, I think perhaps the gentleman will not object to 


this ee, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not consent to it, 
_ The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio objects, and ob- 
jection is made to hisrequest. The gentleman from Ohio is rec- 


ogniz 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Does the gentleman from Ohio object 
before he knows what the proposition of the gentleman from 


Iowa is? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If there is a desire on the of the 
House that any amendments should be offered and we have oppor- 
tunity to discern what they are and what they mean—— 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I ask that the proposed amendment be | if 
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Mr. LACEY. Let it be read for information. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. But the gentleman from Iowa has ob- 


jected. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave not. My objection was conditional, and 
my request is that a third proposition not involved in the two 
cr here may be pending. Perhaps when my friend 

ears it he will consent to it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I may consent to it, but I will not con- 
sent to it at this moment. It has not been proposed to the com- 
mittee. No member of the committee, as far as I know, knows 
what it contains, and we are certainly not fiving consent to a 
proposition about which we are not informed. 

r. LACEY. Why not let the House know what it contains? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. There is a way in which we might 
have been informed, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isuggest tothe gentleman from Ohio that 
the proposition be for information. 

The SPEAKER. The matter in order now is the reading of the 
a proposed by the majority of the committee, The Clerk 

r 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham H. 
Sala @ contin the Monee af Paisetomtnliven ond Gah ie enct te ele Ge 
oO e House mn 
was elected is hereby declared vacant. ~ cat a 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I ask for the reading of the resolution 
offered by the minority of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That ham H. Roberts, having been duly elected a Represent- 
ative in the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of U with the qualifica- 
tions uisite for admission to the House as such, is entitled, as a constitu- 
tional right, to take the oath of office prcecrived for members-elect, his 
status as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives, affording 
rr ee for ee but not for exclusion from the H 

ouse shall h a 


e House. 
Andif the with us and swear in Mr. Roberts as a member, 
we as soon as ition can be 


had, offer a resolution to expel him 
as a polygamist, unla y cohabiting with plural wives. 


Mr. LACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman yielded the floor for the amend- 
ment which has just been read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield for an- 
other amendment? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects, and is rec- 


ognized. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I may be pardoned for a 
word personal to myself in this relation. Some weeks ago the 
duty was laid upon me to make an investigation of the law relat- 
ing to the rights of the member-elect from Utah, and I undertook 
that work. [did so without prejudice in any respect, and I was 
not aware, nor am I now, that I was then moved by any so-called 
emotional impulse respecting what the member-elect from Utah 
is sup to represent. 

I started in that investigation with the opinion that the proper 
course for the House would be to admit member-elect from 
Utah to his seat, and then, if his life or his conduct had been such 
as to justify it, that we should him. Butwhen I progressed 
with my investigation, as rely judicial as ~y investigation 
ever was, I came to the lusion that under the facts of the 
case as then ted to me this House would make itself ridicu- 
lous before the eyes of the world if it adopted that method. 
ee have found that en as. Some ae ane ae 

or man a n practice of the 

habit and conthilon, with Por Ww. of the laws cf the land, 
and that he is in that condition, as we ve, to-day; and as re- 
cently as last month that he would not give up the rela- 
tions which he said he had taken before the law spoke, although 
claims for himself that it did 

not for him. 


he knew that the law had spoken; he 

Mr. Chairman, the members of this committee entertain varying 
views, not because of any larger fund of knowledge or any differ- 
ent di of mental ee ee ee but rather on account of 
what I may call their in temperament. Every member 
has " an unbiased eee conclusion, Lapa ee by 
any party or an clamor. Every man goes into a 
scientific and Sisal uepatieation with some certain intel- 
unaffected by any kind of ce reeset 
. we under- 


osop 
lectual ben 
ing the subject 
Th erctaes b cell ciel tees but the micro 
6 necessary, e micro- 
ps erry ie ogg anna Hp of synthesis and gen- 
on We must not that we survey the 
whole area of related facts, when we shut ourselves up in the val- 
ley, or lose ourselves in the forest. I will be therefore, 
I mt a few general o t of 


vie y as I can reach, Sarai te deer be cmap am wien 
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We may then the more justly and correctly 

= aioe | the Sees eects observations that are to follow. _ : 
FE hief Justice Waite, in the Reynolds case, in 1878, speaking ci 
the claim that polygamy was justified as a religious practice, said: 


, in effect, to permit every citizen to become a law 
ne eernls Oe Wecumentons exist only in name under such circumStances. 


And Mr. Justice Matthews, in the Ramsey case, in 1884, declares 


apap tthe ealth is founded on the idea of the famil 

A free, self-governing commonw t oun on the . ea 0 — . oon y 
= — in and springing Te ay. and that ail p fitical influences = 
inte withdrawn from those who are practically hostile to its establishment. 

attach any importance to these fundamental obser- 
cola we a Scie no matter what moral question may be 
involved, that this case presents, in bold relief, a question of gov- 
ernmental life the basis of which is law. 

This is a representative Government. It springs from the peo- 
ple, from the people who make the law, and their representatives 
are such because they are believers in the law and subject to the 
law, and as they can not stand for defiance of any law, so much 
the more must they stand as the respecters of and obedient to such 
laws as have p from the people, at the people's initiative. 
Now and then we have a law which springs from the united voice 
of a united people as an — of the civilizing forcein which 
practically all of them eve and which is necessary to the ex- 
istence of that civilizing force. a 

Of the more than 75,000,000 American citizens all but the merest 
handful believe, and believe with a mighty fervor, in the kind of 
commonwealth which Justice Matthews declares is founded on the 
marriage relation existing for life between one man and one woman. 
That idea has been for many years crystallized in solemn and de- 
liberate law, whose principle and form have been approved by the 
highest judicial authority. 

These propositions are fundamental and self-evident. They lie 
at the root of things. They are the bed rock upon which constitu- 
tions rest. They precede constitutions. Constitutions assume 
their preexistence and perpetualexistence. They are institutional. 
If the Federal Constitution had explicitly declared that all per- 
sons should be eligible for Representative in Congress who denied 
that the Constitution was the supreme law of the land, that Con- 
stitution and the government which it sought to create could not 
have endured a single day. It follows that if such specific decla- 
ration could not have been made, it can not be implied. 

Neither the presence nor the absence of certain words in the in- 
strument can implya certain meaning if it is impossible that such 
meaning could have been expressed. If the claimant to this seat 
is eligible, he is eligible because the Constitution so makes him, 
either by its express language or because it is necessarily implied. 
The words ‘‘ necessary implication” mean—and I ask the careful 
attention of the House to this—the words ‘‘ necessary implication” 
mean thatif the framers of the Constitution had had in mind the 
particular exigency to which the words applied, they would, if the 
proposition was approved, have written into the Constitution the 
words that are necessarily implied. 

For example, if we say that under the Constitution, as it now 
stands, there can be no property qualification for Representative in 
Congress, then we into the clause respecting qualifications 
the words ‘‘and no person shall be rendered ineligible by any 
property qualification.” 

the constitutional provision by implication, which for the 
sake of this discussion I admit, means that no educational quali- 
fication shall be required, then when we get down to the last 
analysis and demonstrate the correctness of that proposition, we 
read into the Constitution the statement that no educational 
qualification shall be required of any candidate for Representative 


in Co 
The Constitution says: 


This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the land. 

If the member-elect from Utah is eligible to bea Representative 
in Congress, then for the purpose of his case we must read into 
the Constitution other words which are now said to be implied, 
so that it will read: “‘No person shall be a Representative in Con- 
gress unless he shall have attained to the age of 25 years and been 
poh) sn a citizen of the United States and. who shall not when 
el be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be chosen, 
provided that no person shall oe to a seat as such Repre- 
sentative, although in form and substance, in word and act, in 


lifeand e defies the Constitution and the laws and denies 
their vahdity and supremacy.” 


It not whether this proviso be attached to the clause 
referred to or to some other, it must be written into the Constitu- 
tion somewhere if the claimant is eligible. 

Thus stands the case. If the minority be right, the framers of 
the American Constitution, if they had foreseen the Roberts inci- 
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dent with its defiance of the Constitution and the law, and its de- 
nial of their validity and supremacy as to him, would have said, 
‘*Brigham H. Roberts is eligible and must take his seat.” There 
is no other rule by which to determine what the makers of the 
Constitution mean than to ask what would have been their dispo- 
sition of such a case; and if what they would have done is abso- 
lutely free from doubt, we can understand what it is that is implied, 
though not expressed in words. 

The majority of the committee are fixed in their conviction that 
in view of the status of Brigham H. Roberts, not because of any 
moral question that may be involved, but because of the ques- 
tion of governmental right involved, in view of his defiant viola- 
tion of law, in view of his denial of the validity and supremacy of 
the law of the land, has no right to take his seat in this body, and 
should be excluded therefrom. 

The minority, on the other hand, attaching more value tothe husk 
than to the ear, seeming to conceive that the shadow is to be more 
taken care of than the substance, declare that we must let him 
go through the hollow form, the sacred form of taking an oath, 
and then expel him; to rob him of that which is substantial, but 
that we must not deprive him of that which is a mere shadow. 
They say, “‘ You may come up and enter our front door, in order 
that we may kick you out of the back door, but we cheerfully de- 
clare, with the Constitution before us, that we can not kick you 
down the front steps.” 

We believe that that is absolutely untenable as a proposition of 
law and absolutely unsupported by precedents. 

I want to make these preliminary statements respecting that. 
First, upon the doctrine of exclusion. 

The language of the constitutional provision, the history of its 
framing in the Constitutional Convention, and the context clearly 
show, whatever else may have been true, that it did not intend to 
prevent this disqualification for crime or for defiance of the Con- 
stitution and the laws. The overwhelming authority of text-book 
writers on the Constitution and of judicial declarations on the 
subject harmonizes with this view. The House of Representatives, 
in all the years of its existence, has never denied that it had the 
power and the right to exclude, 

In many instances it has excluded for disloyalty and for crime. 
In 1862 Congress passed the test-cath act, which in effect disquali- 
fied hundreds of thousands of American citizens, and thousands of 
Representatives in this body went tothe bar of the House under a 
disqualification that was not removed until they took the test 
oath, an oath substantial in its character and superadded to the 
constitutional oath. And this very House in 1869 adopted a gen- 
eral rule of order providing that no person should be sworn in asa 
member against whom the objection was made that he was not 
entitled to take the test oath. 

On the proposition of expulsion I present these general observa- 
tions: That the ablest lawyers from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment down to this case, but of course not including it, have insisted 
that neither the House of Representatives nor the Senate has the 
right to expel a man unless the thing for which he was expelled 
occurred in connection with his election or while he was a member, 
and was inconsistent with his trust or duty as a member. 

I lay that proposition down as absolutely sound and as not con- 
tradicted anywhere; and both Houses of Congress have in many 
instances refused to expel members where the proof of guilt was 
absolutely clear, because the acts complained of were unrelated 
to the members as such, because the acts complained of were not 
inconsistent with the trust and duty of the member as such. 

Neither House has ever expelled a member for any other cause. 
So I say this here and now: To exclude is to be in harmony with 
principle Sa to expel is to do violence to principle and 
_— nt. There is no precedent in the House against exclusion, 

ere is no precedent in the American Congress for expulsion 
under such circumstances as exist here. 

Three reasons are asserted why this man should not be permit- 
ted to enter the House of Representatives. 

First, because of his violation of the Edmunds law and the dis- 
qualification created thereby. 

Second, independent of any statutory ineligibility, independent 
of any joint action of the two Houses in the passage of a law, but 
because of the inherent power of the House, by that inherent 

wer which in all cases of exclusion has been invoked—and the 

ouse has never excluded for any other reason except for that 
which it itself declared, independent of any statute law—that this 
man was a defiant violator of law; his declarations, words, and 
acts that he was above the law, that the law did not speak to him, 
in the very necessity of things, make him ineligible; and 

Third, because the State of Utah was admitted into the Union 
under the express understanding that polygamous practices were 
at an end and would not be renewed. And now it sends as 
its Representative the most conspicuous example, the most con- 
spicuous practitioner of the very thing the abandonment of which 
was the condition precedent to its admission into the Union, 
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This question, then, meets us at the threshold: Does the con- 
stitutional provision naming qualifications for members of Con- 
gress preclude the imposition of any other kind of disqualification? 

Must it be said that the constitutional provision, phrased as it 
is, really means that every person who is 25 years of age, and who 
has been for seven years a citizen of the United States, and was, 
when elected, an inhabitant of that State in which he was chosen 
is eligible to be a member of the House of Representatives and 
must be admitted thereto, even though he be insane, or disloyal, 
or a leper, or a criminal? 

Is it conceivable that the Constitution meant that crime could 
not disqualify? The whole spirit of government revolts against 
such conception. i or Mis 

I want to distinguish between that qualification which is of 
the character of age, citizenship, and inhabitancy, such as prop- 
erty and education, and those disqualifications w ich arise out of 
the criminal or wrongful practices of an individual who willingly 
puts himself within the prohibited class. 

I say this: Whatever general statements may have been made, 
no commentator on the Constitution, no court, and neither House 
of Congress has ever questioned the propriety of the distinction 
between disqualification arising from improper life or criminal 
practices and qualifications within the usual meaning of that 
word, 

In our opinion the law is correctly stated, and as comprehen- 
sively as this case needs to state it, in Burgess in his work on 
Political Science and Constitutional Law, where he says: 

I think it certain that either House might reject an insane person or might 
exclude a grossly immoral person. . ‘ 

Now let us look for a moment at where the claimant himself 
stands. What is he? What picture does he present as he stands 
at the bar of the American House of Representatives? 

In 1862 Congress first d a law making the act of polyga- 
mous marriages unlawful; but it did not make the practice of 
polygamous living unlawful. The Mormons claimed that law 
was unconstitutional, because it was an infraction of their right 
of religious worship. The Supreme Court, in the Reynolds case, 
in 1878, declared that law valid in all respects, and Chief Justice 
Waite in a luminous opinion voiced the sense of modern civiliza- 
tion in his characterization of polygamy. I quote as follows: 

Polygamy has always been odious among the northern and western na- 
tions of Europe, and until the establishment of the Mormon Church was 
almost exclusively a feature of the life of Asiatic and of African ng 

By the statute of James I the offense was made punishable by dea 

It is a significant fact that on the 8th of December, 1788, after the paswepe 
of the act establishing religious freedom, and after the convention of Vir- 
ginia had recommended as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States the declaration of the bill of rights that *‘all men have an equal, nat- 
ural, and unalienable right to the free exercise of religion, according to the 
dictates of conscience,” the legislature of that State substantially enacted 
the statute of James I, death poner. included, beca‘ as recited in the 
preamble, ‘‘it hath been doubted whether bigamy and_ po! y be punish- 
able by the laws of this Commonwealth.” From that day to this we think it 
may safely said there never has been a time in any State of the Union 
where polygamy has not been an offense against society, cognizable by the 
civil courts and punishable with more or less severity. 

And, continuing the quotation: 

Marriage, while from its very nature a sacred obligation, is nevertheless, 
in most civilized nations, a civil contract, and usually a by law. 
Upes it society may be said to be built, and out of its fruits sp social 
relations and social obligations and duties, with which government is neces- 
sarily required to deal. In fact, according as monogamous or ous 
marriages are allowed, do wa find the ps on which the government 
of the people to a greater or less extent rests. Professor Lieber says polyg- 
amy leads to the patriarchal pene. and which, when ap; to nee 
communities, fetters the people in stationary despotism, while principle 
can not long exist in conn with monogamy. Chancellor Kent observes 
that this remark is equally striking and profound. 

Can a man excuse his practices to the contrary because of his religious 
belief? To permit this would be to make the professed doctrines of religious 
belief superior to the law of the land, and in effect to permit every citizen to 
become a law unto hi . Government could exist only in name under 
such circumstances. 

So also in Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 45). 
Edmunds Act, Justice Matthews says: 

Certainly no legislation can be su more wholesome and necessary 
in the founding of a free, self-govern commonwealth, fit to take rank as 
one of the coordinate States of the Union, than that which seeks to establish 
it on the basis of the idea of the family, as consisting in and sprains trem 
the union for life of one man and one woman in the holy estate of ma‘ y; 
the sure foundation of all that is stable and noble in our civilization; the best 
guaranty of that reverent morality which is the source of all beneficent 
progress in social and political aprovement. And to this end no means 
are more directly and immediately suitable than those provided this 
act, which endeavors to withdraw all political influence from those are 
practically hostile to its attainment. 


How cogent and prophetic are these words. How applicable to 
this situation, that all political influence ought to be withdrawn 
from those practically hostile to the establishment of a ‘‘common- 
wealth on the basis of the idea of the family as consisting in and 


springing from the union for life of one man and one woman in 
holy estate of matrimony.” 


Construing the 


There was no machinery for enforcing the act of 1862 until 1882, 


when aera E graomee what is known as the Edmunds law. 
act de and punished —~ and ygamy in the same 
terms as the act of 1862, but puni unlawful cohabitation, 
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and declared ineligible for office any person who maintained the 
status of a polygamist or who cohabited with more than one 


woman. 
Section 8 of that act is as follows: 


. bigam: m cohabit with more tha 
nn Se = toe Roary of the “ZS described os 
aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other p over which the 
United States have exclusive tanya shall be entitled to vote at any 
election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 
or appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or place of public trust, 
honor, or emolument in, under, or for such Territory or place, or under the 
United States. 

This law had not only the force of a public law, but it was the 
outcome of years of agitation and reflection. It crystallized the 
sober sense of the American people; it represented the settled 
views of our wisest and most conservative statesmen, and later 
received the stamp of approval*from the Supreme Court of the 
United States in many well-considered cases, and was made the 
subject of felicitous proclamation by the President. 

Prior to 1882 the claimant to this seat married his first wife. 
About 1885, after the pesmes of the Edmunds law, after the 
Supreme Court had declared that law valid in all of its parts, while 
the Territory of Utah was fairly ringing with the blows of that 
act, Brigham H. Roberts married a second or plural wife, one 
Celia Dibble by name. With her he has lived ever since, Sho 
has borne him six children, the last of whom were twins, born in 
1897. This woman he married with full knowledge of the law, 
openly, publicly, notoriously holding her out as his wife and 

ing children by her. 

This second wife he married in defiance of the Edmunds law. 


He declared by his act that he ——- no binding rule upon 
; he declared by it that he recog- 


him of a law of 

nized a higher law. e Con of the United States was to 
him an object of contempt. Supreme Court of the United 
States might declare the law for others, but not for him. He 
laughed at its futile decrees and spurned its admonitions. The 
Executive which had declared in solemn m its gratification 
that polygamy seemed gone forever he defied and despised. Of 
what consequence to him were laws of Congress and declarations 
of the highest court and proclamations of Presidents as against 
his sensual interpretation of a sensual doctrine? 

And all the time the Edmunds law declared not only polygamy, 
but cohabitation with more than one woman unlawful. Roberts 
not only bigamously married a second wife, but he persisted in 
vorennn sy defiantly trampling under foot every other provision 
of the ac 

But he had not sufficiently shown his contempt, his utter and 
absolute contempt for the American people and for this body. He 
defied it by word and by act, and in order to show how utterly he 
defied and despised the national authority and the American Con- 
gress, a little while later he married a third wife. We do not 
know whether he married her before 1897 or not. He held her out 
as his wife in 1897, and not before. And if that be about the time 
cand after ths cosatincdlamal prokitetion of poipapanceasaarringee 
an © CO) pro on 0 ygamous marriages. 

The claim is made, not by any sworn seatlonse , that he married 
her prior to the manifesto of 1890, which prohibited further plu- 


ral marriages in the church. 

If that be true, he managed to marry a third wife within a year 
after he got out of the penitentiary for marrying a second wife. 
This is the gentleman whose rights under the American Constitution 
are so sacred that he must be invited before the Speaker of the 
House and asked to hold his hand up before high Heaven and swear 
to obey the Constitution and laws which in his life and practice he 
declares that he defies and whose sw he denies. 

The amnesty proclamations of 1893 and 1894 never embraced 
him. There was never a moment when its p' ons were com- 
plied with by him. There has never been a moment since he 
married Celia Dibble down to the moment when he has 
not been a persistent, notorious, t, demoral , audacious 
violator of a vision of the State and Federal law relating 
to env ts attendant crimes. And this is the man who 

on to this body. 

It was declared in the Kentucky cases, and in the Thomas case 
in the Senate, and in the test-oath act of 1862, that disloyalty 
created ineligibility; that fidelity to the Constitution was a neces- 

S Ae tne anid a A 

80 or government. 

mere Oe oe Seen: SS ee 
ee een era aer nes the 
fulness of the government. His only concern may be that he shall 
not be found out and punished. But that man is surely disloyal, 
and in the fullest sense disloyal, when by his words, his acts, and 
his t practices he declares unequivocally in this wise: 

‘*You have solemnly enacted certain laws; have tal- 
lized into statute the will of the sovereign I bid 
to your law. I will not recognize it. I here and now before 
your very eyes do the things you say I shall not do, I recognize 
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: ur man-made law—no law of yours can re- 
i 4 = ee y bligations which I thus take in defiance of 
yout enactments. The only thing I promise not to do is to take 
7 anh bribe taker, or of a burglar, or of a murderer is 
trivial, is a mere ripple on the surface of things, compared with 
this far-reaching, deep-rooted, audacious lawlessness. 

What was the case of Whittemore, who was excluded, as here- 
after set out? He had not been convicted of any crime, but a 
committee had found that he had sold a cadetship. He did not 

retend that he was wiser or greater than the people, or that he 
had the right to sell cadetships and was above the law. The acts 
of Roberts are essentially disloyal. They deny the sovereign; they 
repudiate the lawful government. Look at them from whatever 
point you will, they are subversive of government. They do not 
merely breed quarchy, they are anarchy. ' 

Now, whatarethe duty and the power of the House? The Consti- 
tution has a provision which I have heretofore read in the hearing 
of the House, declaring the qualifications for Representatives in 
Congress. I assert that that is not exclusive in so far as it pre- 
vents the House from asserting any ground of disqualification 
which goes to the vitality of this body as such, or which in the com- 
mon judgment of mankind ought always to exclude from the 
legislative body a person who is thus charged. 

have not the time to go fully over the reasons that have 
brought conviction to my mind and to the minds of my colleagues 
of the majority, but I shall refer to them to such an extent as I 
think will convince this House. : 

Three methods present themselves by which to test the sound- 
ness of this view: : 

First. On principle, and this involves— 

(1) The nature of the legislative assembly, and the power nec- 
essarily arising therefrom. vs s 

(2) The express language of the constitutional provision. 

(3) The reasons for that language. 

(4) Its context and its relation to other parts of the instrument. 

(5) The obvious construction of other portions of the same in- 
strument necessarily subject to the same rule of construction. 

Second, The text-books and the judicial authorities. 

Third. Congressional precedents. These are of two classes— 

(1) Action respecting the rights of individual members. 

(2) Acts of Congress and general resolutions of either House, 

As to the first proposition, what is the argument on principle? 
I think it will be undoubted that every legislative body has un- 
limited control over its own methods of organization and the 
qualifications or disqualifications of its members, except as s 
cifically limited by the organic law. I do not think that this 
proposition needs amplifying; it is axiomatic. It is apparent 
that every deliberative and legislative body must have supreme 
control over its own membership except in so far as it may be 
specifically limited by a higher law. There is a distinction to be 
drawn between the legislative power of a legislative body and its 
organizing power, or those things which relate to its membership 
and its control over the methods of performing its allotted work. 
That is to be distinguished from the legislative power to be ex- 
pressed in its final results. 

When our Constitution was framed there was practically no 
limit to the right and power, in these respects, of the English Par- 
liament, Such power is necessary to the preservation of the body 
itself and to the dignity of its character. In England it was at 
one time admissible to permit the admission into the House of 
Commons of minors, of aliens, and of persons not inhabitants of 
the political subdivision in which they were elected. To this day 
it is well known that an inhabitant of London may be elected by 
a Scotch constituency, and a member has been elected by inore 
than one constituency to the same Parliament. 

The ———_ . the on a an = am = 
posed to prevent their happening in this country. ey knew 
that a similar latitude of choice had been exercised in the original 
colonies and in the States of the Federation, and it was pr 
to put a stop to it so far as Con was concerned. A very lumi- 
nous ent was made on subject by John Randolph in the 
House of Representatives in 1807. 

I quote as follows from his remarks: 


ve naturally run thus: “Every 
has attained the age of 25 yearsand been seven years acitizen of the 

ho chal, when elected, be an inhabitant of the State 
he shall be chosen, shall be eligible to a seat in the House of Rep- 
But so far from fixing the qualifications of members of that 
House, the Constitution merely enumerated a few disqualifications within 


Scotfoma. st members, its words would ha 


persons just naturalized; you shall not elect any to this 
House who have not been some re tizens of the Uni States. 
Sometimes mere sojourners and t persons have been clothed with 


wiiaiative authority. You shall elect none whom your laws do not consider 
In pursuance of the idea ‘n the mind of the framers of the Con- 
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stitution we have the peculiar words, ‘‘ No person shall be a Rep- 
resentative who shall not have attained,” etc. Howhappy, indeed, 
are these words if we give them precisely the force and meaning 
for which we contend. How unhappy and how misleading, how 
impossible, in fact, to the masters of the English language who 
wrote them if they were intended to exclude all other possible re- 
quirements or disqualifications. We might admit such construc- 
tion if suitable language was difficult to find or frame; but note 
how easily such a purpose could have been served in fewer words 
and with unmistakable meaning—thus: ‘‘Any person,” or ‘‘a per- 
son,” or “‘every person may be a Representative who shall have 
attained the age of 25 years,” etc. 

The provision seems to be worded designedly in the negative, so 
as to prevent the suspicion that it was intended to be exclusive, 
and so as to prevent the application of the rule, ‘‘ the expression 
of one thing is the exclusion of another.” The immediately pre- 
ceding clause is affirmative, and says: ‘‘The electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications,” etc. With some show of propriety 
it can be claimed that this provision isexclusive. It at least does 
not have the negative form to condemn such construction, 

Story says (Constitution, section 448): 

The truth is that in order to ascertain how far an affirmative or negative 
proposition excludes or implies others we must look to the nature of the pro 
vision, the subject-matter, the objects, and the scope of the instrument. 
These, and these only, can properly determine the rule of construction 
There can be no doubt that an affirmative grant of powers in many cases will 
imply an exclusion of all others. ; 

It is a notable fact that in the first draft of this constitutional 
provision which provides for qualifications of Representatives in 
Congress the language was aflirmative and positive, and that 
when it was finally presented for adoption it appeared in the form 
in which we now find it. 

The slight contemporaneous discussion in the Constitutional 
Convention was upon the provision in the affirmative form. Why 
was it changed to the negative? Surely not for the sake of 
euphony, And certainly not to make it more explicitly exclusive. 

In the report of the committee of detail, submitting the first 
draft of the Constitution, this section read in the affirmative and 
as follows: 

Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 25 
years at least; shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least three 


years before his election, and shall be at the time of his election a resident of 
the State in which he shall be chosen. 


In the discussion Mr. Dickinson opposed the section altogether, 
expressly because it would be held exclusive, saying he— 
was against any recitals of qualifications in the Constitution. [t was impos- 
sible to make a complete one, and a partial one would, by implication, tie up 
the hands of the Legislature from supplying omissions. 

Mr. Wilson took the same view, saying: 

Besides, a partial enumeration of cases will disable the Legislature from 
disqualifying odious and dangerous characters. 

The next day after this discussion, and when the ciause respect- 
ing age, etc., had, in its general sense, been informally approved, 
a pro section respecting a property qualification was dis- 
c . Mr. Wilsonsaid (Madison Papers, volume 5, page 404) that 
hethought ‘‘it would be best, on the whole, to let thesection go out; 
this particular power would constructively exclude every other 

wer of regulating qualifications.” What did Mr. Wilson mean 
if the result of the discussion in which he participated on the pre- 
ceding day was to “constructively exclude every other power of 
regulating qualifications?” 

In view of the objections urged by Dickinson and Wilson and 
their opinions as to the construction that would result and the 
co uences thereof, the conclusion seems reasonable, if not ab- 
solutely irresistible, that the change from the affirmative to the 
negative form was intentionally made, and with the very purpose 
of obviating such objections, and hence that in being negatively 
stated it was considered by the Convention that the particular 
qualifications mentioned would not be exclusive and would not 
render impossible the ‘‘ disqualifying odious and dangerous char- 
acters” and would not prevent ‘‘ supplying omissions.” 

This section was finally reported and adopted in the negative 
form in which it now appears. The report of the committee 
seems to have been elaborately discussed. 

Where do we find ourselves in such a case as this? Suppose 
that Brigham H. Roberts, instead of being charged with polygamy, 
was charged with treason, not constructive treason, but actual 
treason, and suppose that a witness appeared before the commit- 
tee—a credible witness, whose testimony was undisputed—who 
testified that he had seen Brigham H. Roberts wage war against 
the United States in the Spanish war, giving aid and comfort to 
Spain, not constructively, but actively; and suppose that Roberts 
appeared himself before the committee and said, ‘‘All that this 
man says is true; I did wage war against the United States; I did 
give aid and comfort to its enemies in time of war against a for- 
- foe, and I glory in it.” 

ow, in that state of facts the law could not lay its hand upon 
him for the crime of treason, for the Constitution provides that 
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upon hota | The same clause to which I have just referred has this pro- 


| ne 


| represer 


no person shall be convicted of treason except 
of two 1 sses to the same overt act or by confession in open } 
cour So that under the state of facts thus presented he could 
not ) 1 Of treason. 

Suppose he was here with a certificate of election from a great | 
tat ind demanded admission. 

J e, then. we have a spec tacle, the spectacle of a man not 
amenable t ] inishment fc r treason. glorying in his treason 
a tween ths country and a foreign foe, but having the consti- 
t nal tions for R rete t in Congress: and our 
frie f n ty will tell you on the floor of this House, if 
t ea that Mr. Roberts, thus spitted before the commit- 
tes 1 the } s 1 ” sworn ia, in order that the House may 
thereafter ex)el him. I say it the House would thus find itself 
| - ectitself and its own dignity and be made ridicu- 
} is Db ( I the w e world. 

Anothe t n. Su se that on the Ist day of January, 

’ » 7 I fter his election and two m« nths before his 

ik tatives ld « men e had been convicted 

! bigamy or of adultery, either one of which is a 

t atutes of Utah. for an offense, we will pre- 

sn} f ed prior to his tion that it can not be charged 

ection he voluntarily put himself in that position, 

nd he was tried, convicted, and sentenced tothe penitentiary for 
a term of two years: and it so occurs that his term of imprison- | 

ment uld expire on the 3d day of March, 1901, the day before 

his term as Representative in Congress expires. Suppose he pre- 

sented himself on the 3d day of March. 1901, no action having 
been previously taken in his case, wouid the House have to admit | 

him, or would not the proper proceeding be, while he was still in 
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vision: 


But no 


> <= ious test fe allever be requ: 
ubli ust under the United States. 

f the Constit alan had laid down all the qualifications which 
gress or any other — had the right to impose it was un- 
essary to goon and declare that no Teligious test should be 
requ red, That great instrument is inconsistent in its parts and 
contradictory of itself if it be true that it meant that no disquali- 
fications should be provided except those named. Nor was it 
necessary, if the proviso means an oath merely, that sux 
tion should be made, for the preceding words of the paragraph 

ut the required oath. 

The effort to make the negative declaration of minimum quali- 
fications exclusive of all others. whatever the necessities of the 
House may be, falls to the ground if we admit that the paragraph 

iting oaths is in the same instrument as that which defines 
ilifications of members of Congress. 
Let me now proceed with what I have called the text-book and 





red as a qualification to any offic 


2 
or 


Cr 


+h excep- 


the qu 


judicial authority. 
Tl 1ere is a statement in Story’s work on the Constitution to the 
effect that the clause in the Constitution describing the qualifica- 


tion s for Representatives in Congress would seem to imply that 
other quz ilific ations could not be added. 

Now, whether or not that be sound, these two observations are 
to be made upon it: 

First. That is dismis sed in a very few words. Justice Story 
himself disclaims explicitly in his work that he gives his own 
opinion as to what the ¢ ‘onstitution means, but asserts that he 
undertakes merely to give the statements of others. 

Second. This statement of Judge Story does not at all interfere 
with the proposition we have laid down—that the power of the 
House to exclude from its membership a person who is. for in- 
stance, disloyal, a criminal, insane, or infected with a contagious 


| disease, is net superadding any qualification within the meaning 


the penitentiary for such an offense, for the House to declare his | 
seat vacant: that he ought not to have or retain a seat in the 
Am an House of Representatives? 

Suppose another case: That in the midst of the organization, 
and before being sworn in, a member-elect should so indecent! y 

id outrag ‘ously conduct himself before the eyes of the House 
and the assembled multitude as to demand and justify expulsion 
if he had so conducted himself after he had beenswornin. What 


would the House 
must the House, 


do? In the midst of his outrageous misconduct 
with tender persuasiveness, beg him to honor it 


by being sworn in so that he may be turned out, or would it 
refuse to swear him in and proceed to declare his seat vacant? 


Could the strictest constructionist of the Constitution deny that 
the Constitution was substantially complied with if he was ex- 
cluded by a two-thirds vote, even if he did not assent to our view 
in all respects? 

Suppose that the claimant to this seat, while enjoying throngh 
the courtesy of the House the privilege of the floor, should declare 
his contempt for this body and for the Government; that he re- 
spected none of its decrees or the laws of the land as having any 
binding force upon him; that if he beeamea member of the House 
he should become so merely for the purpose of obstructing its 
business and to tear down the Government. What would the 
House do? Swear him inthat it might have the ineffable privilege 
of turning him out? Or would it declare him unfit to have a seat 
in that body and declare his seat vacant? 

As Judge Shaw says in Hiss vs. Bartlett (3 Gray 
necessary to put extreme cases to test a principle.” 

So much for illustrations upon that question. Look, now, at 
the last paragraph of Article VI of the Constitution: 

The ators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both of 
the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirma- 
tion to support this Constitution. 

Here is an affirmative declaration that a certain oath shall be 
administered to certain officials. If the theory of exclusion is ap- 
plied to the qualification clause as to Representatives, it must be 
applied to this clause, and therefore Congress has no power to de- 
mand any other oath or superadd tothis oath any other provisions. 

And yet the very oath we took as members of this House has 
additional provisions. Congress passed also the test-oath act in 
1862, making vital additions to the constitutional oath, and, indeed, 
adding a new ground of disqualification for members of Congress. 
This act was passed by a large majcrity, and compelled members 
of Congress to submit to that oath for many years. Chief Justice 
Marshall, the great expounder of the Constitution, in the case of 
McCulloch vs. Maryland, declared that ‘‘He would be charged 
with insanity who should contend that the Legislature might not 
superadd to the oath directed by the Constitution such other oath 
or oaths as its wisdom might suggest,” and the whole opinion in 
that case is addressed in principle to the very doctrine that is here 
advocated, 

If Congress could add to the constitutional oath, the same theory 
of construction must permit it to add reasonable qualifications to 
the requirements for members of the legislative body, at least to 
the extent of declaring disqualifications which in their nature 
ought to bar a man from entrance into a great legislative body. 


, 473), “It is 


Se 
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of Story, such as a property qualification or an educational! quali- 
fication. 

We find, however, that Story’s expression, if it means all that 
is claimed for it by the minority, does not accord with the opinion 
of other commentators, with the courts, or with the Congressional 
precedents. We have already quoted, and will not now repeat. 
what is said by Prof. John W. Burgess, professor of histery, po- 
litical science, and international law, and dean of the university 
of political science in Columbia College, New York. This ambi- 
tious work, published in 1896, must be considered an authority 
on the subject of constitutional law. 

In Pomeroy’s Constitutionat Law, third edition, page 


138, is the 
following: 


The power given to the Senate and to the House of Representatives each 
to pass upon the validity of the elections of its own members, and upon their 
personal qualifications, seems to be unbounded. ButI am very strongly of 
the opinion that the two Houses together, as one House, can not pass any 
statute containing a general rule by which the qualifications of members as 
described in the Constitution are either added to or lessened. 

Such a statute would not seem to be a judgment of each House upon the 
qualifications of its own members, but a judgment upon the quaiifications of 
the members of the other branch. The power is sufficiently broad as it 
stands. Indeed, there is absolutely no restraint upon its exercise except the 
responsibility of the Representatives to their constituents. Under it the 
House inquires into the validity of the elections, going behind the certificates 
of the election officers, examining the witnesses, and deciding whether the 
sitting member or the contestant received a majority of legal votes. The 
House has also applied the test of personal loyalty to those claiming to be 
duly elected Representatives, deeming this one of the qualifications of which 
it might judge. 

Pomeroy is discussing the power of the House, not stating what 
somebody may have said. 


Throop on Public Offices, section 73, says: 
The general rule is that the legislature has full power to prescribe qualifi- 
cations for holding office in addition to those prescribed by the Constitution, 
if any, provided that they are reasonable and not opposed to the constitutional 
provisions or to the spirit of the Constitution. 

Who shall say that the exclusion of Roberts on the ground of 
polygamy is ‘‘ opposed to the spirit of the Constitution?” 

Cushing (Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, page 195, 
section 477) says: 

To the disqualifications of this kind may be added those which may re- 
sult from the commission of some crime which would render the member 
ineligible. 

What have the courts said on similar propositions? We first 
have the case of Barker vs. The People (3 Cowen) [New York]. 
In that case it was held that every person not specifically disqual- 
ified by the Constitution was eligible to election or appointment 
to office. Insofar as that particular statement goes, it is a denial 
of the broad right to superadd to the constitutional provision as 
to qualifications. But that statement, as applied to this case, loses 
all of its applicability, for two reasons: 

(1) Because it was not the question that it had to decide. 

(2) Because the judge distinctly and positively declares—and 
that was the point involved in the case—that notwithstanding 
that want of power in the Legislature to add to the Constitution 
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JEREMIAH LARNED. 

One Jeremiah Larned, as long ago as 1785, was elected to the 
legislature of Massachusetts, but it turned out that he had vio- 
lated a law that that legislature had passed. And what was it? 
On election day he headed a riot for the purpose of preventing the 
tion of taxes. What did the fathers of that day do? They 
were not men who were regardless of human rights; they held 
that inasmuch as Larned had violated the law he was unworthy 
to take a seat upon that floor, and they kept him out, 

JOHN M. NILES. 

In the first session of the Twenty-eighth Congress, on the 30th 
of April, 1844, the credentials of John M. Niles as a Senator from 
Connecticut were presented to the Senate and objection was made 
to the oath being administered, Mr. Jarnagin submitted a reso- 
lution referring the credentials of Mr. Niles to aselect committee, 
which was instructed— 

To inquire into the election, return, and qualifications of the said John M. 
Niles, and into his capacity at this time to take the oath prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. Jarnagin himself made a speech at that time, in which he 
took the view that it was a question of eligibility that was raised, 
and that a man who was insane was ineligible, and of course in- 
capable of taking the oath. There was some discussion about it, 
and some doubt raised, and Mr. Niles’s colleague said he had no 
objection to the matter going to the committee. 

On May 16 following, the committee reported in favor of per- 
mitting Mr. Niles to take the oath. which was then administered. 
[It appears from the report that Mr. Niles had been suffering 
from severe bodily afflictions which impaired his mind to such an 
extent that he was removed to the insane asylum at Utica, N. Y., 
where he remained until April 1, 1844, after which he was dis- 
charged as improved, but not completely restored to health. The 
committee reported that while Mr, Niles was laboring under 
mental and physical disability, he was not of unsound mind in 
the technical sense of that phrase. 

If this case establishes anything, it establishes the right of the 
Senate to protect itself against a person of infirm or unsound 
mind; that it recognized that it had the right to exclude a person 
possessed of every qualification which the Constitution required 
if he was not of sound mind, 

PHILIP F. THOMAS. 

Another case in the Senate was that of Philip F. Thomas, of 
Maryland, in the Fortieth Congress. His credentials were pre- 
sented on March 18, 1867, and the following day were referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. There was a very elaborate debate. 

The charge against him was that he had been disloyal, and that 
he was therefore incapable of taking the test oath which was pro- 
vided for in the act of July. 1862. 

The resolution which was then adopted, and under the provisions 
of which Thomas was excluded from the United States Senate, 
was as follows: 


1] 
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Resolved, That Philip F. Thomas having voluntarily given aid, counte- 
nance, and encouragement to persons engaged in hostility to the United 
States, is not entitled to take the oath of office asa Senator of the United 
States from the State of Maryland, or to hold a seat in this body as such 
Senator, and that the President pro tempore of the Senate inform the gov- 
ernor of the State of Maryland of the action of the Senate in the premises. 

The vote for exclusion was 27 to 20. Amongthose voting in the 
negative was Lyman Trumbull. He did so because he thought 
the proof of disloyalty was unsatisfactory. 

His position on the question involved had, however, been clearly 
and unmistakably defined in the case of 

BENJAMIN STARK, 
who was appointed a Senator from Oregon early in 1862, 

There were ex parte affidavits as to Stark’s disloyalty. He was 
not permitted at first to take the oath, and his case went to a com- 
mittee, which reported in favor of letting Stark be sworn in, but 
without passing at all on the facts. The discussion of the case, 
however, showed that it would be impossible to take proof before 
the legislature of Oregon elected his successor. The state of the 
proof was so unsatisfactory also that on the resolution to expel 
Stark not even a majority voted in the affirmative. On the pre- 
liminary question Mr. Trumbull, February 7, 1862, made an able 
and conclusive report. He said: 

That an avowed traitor, a convicted felon, or a person known to be disloyal 
to the Government has a constitutional right to be admitted into the body 
would imply that the Senate had no power of protecting itself—a power 
which, from the nature of things, must be inherent inevery legislative body. 
Suppose a member sent to the Senate, before being sworn, were to disturb 
the body and by violence interrupt its proceedings, would _ the Senate be 
compelled to allow such a person to be sworn asamember of the body before 
it conld cast him out? Surely not, unless the Senate is unable to protect 
itself and preserve its own order. The Constitution declares “that each 
House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punishits members for 


Senay behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 
er.”* 

The connection of the sentence in which the power of expulsion is given 
would indicate that it was intended to be exercised for some act done asa 
member, and not for some cause existing before the member was elected or 
took his seat. For any crime or infamous act done before that time the 
appropriate remedy would seem to be to refuse to allow him to qualify, 


which, in the judgment of the undersigned, the Senate may properly do, not 
by way of adding to the qualifications imposed by the Constitution, but asa 
punishment due to his crimes for the infamy of his character. 

There is absolutely no doubt whatever that if the case of dis- 
loyalty had been stronger Stark would have been excluded. The 
weakness of the case in that respect is manifest when we remem- 
ber that less than a majority voted to expel him. 

KENTUCKY CASES. 

On the 3d of July, 1867, the members-elect from the State of 
Kentucky presented their credentials to the House. They were 
not then permitted to be sworn in, on the ground that they had 
been disloyal or had expressed disloyal sentiments. 

If there is any criticism to be lodged against the action of the 
House at that time, it is not thatthe theoretical ground upon which 
they based their action was untenable, but that they undertook to 
exercise the power to exclude a man for disloyalty years after he 
had been disloyal, as alleged, and after the time in which alone 
he could have been disloyal. 

The Committee on Elections, which took jurisdiction of the case 
under the order of the House, made several reports, all of which 
were of the same general character and all of which were sus- 
tained by the House. The reports were carefully prepared and 
were most elaborately argued. 

From the report filed by Mr, Dawes, as chairman, I quote as 
follows: 

The committee are of the opinion that no person who has been engaged in 
armed hostility to the Government of the United States, or who has given 
aid and comfort to its enemies during the late rebellion, ought to be per- 
mitted to be sworn as a member of this House, and that any specific and ap- 
parently well-grounded charge of personal disloyalty made against a person 
claiming a seat asa member of this House ought to be investigated and re- 
ported upon before such person is permitted to take the seat. 

A second report was filed, in which it is said: 

The committee adhere to the views expressed in the former report, that 
no man who has been engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Government 
and subvert the Constitution by force of arms, or who has voluntarily given 
aid, countenance, counsel, or encouragement to persons so engaged, ought to 
be admitted to a seat in this House to make laws for the nation he has traitor- 
ously sought to destroy; and it is apparent that there must be power in this 
House to prevent this, the House being the judge of the qualifications of its 
members, of which fidelity to the Constitution is one, and that this end can 
only be certainly accomplished by the investigating of any specific and ap- 
parently well-grounded charge of personal disloyalty made against a person 
claiming his seat as a member of this House before such person is permitted 
to take the seat. 

The House concurred in this view of the committee by adopting the reso- 
lution under which the committee is now acting. The principle upon which 
this preliminary investigation was ordered was adopted by Congress when 
the oath of office to be taken by members of this House was prescribed by 
law, and the preliminary investigation of specific and apparently well- 
founded charges against a person claiming a seat in this House is only an ad- 
ditional mode of attaining the same result sought to be secured by requiring 
the oath to be taken by all persons who become members of the House. 

From time to time after the objection was made to the swear- 
ing in of other members-elect, the House assumed jurisdiction, 
tried the cases in advance of administering the oath, and where, 
as sometimes had been the case, it appeared that the claimant had 
not been disloyal he was of course sworn in; in other cases he was 
excluded. 

As showing that the House in acting in the Kentucky and other 
cases in the Fortieth Congress was not precipitate and wanting 
in deliberation, I call attention to the resolution adopted by the 
House of. Representatives on the 22d of March, 1869. This was 
four years after the war and nearly two years after the Kentucky 
cases arose, when it may fairly be said that a deliberate judgment 
had been reached respecting the right of Congress in a proper case 
to exclude a member-elect. 

On the 22d of March, 1869, the following was adopted as the 
permanent rule of the House: 

Resolved, That in all contested-election cases in which it shall be charged 
by a party to the case, or a member of the House, that either claimant unable 
under the act approved July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act to prescribe the oath of 
office, and for other es = shall be the duty of the committee to ascer- 
tain whether such disability exist, and if such disability shall be found to 
exist the committee shall so report to the House and shall not further con- 


sider the aaneee without the further order, of the House, and no compensa- 
tion will be allowed by the House to any claimant who shall not have been 
entitled at the time of the election, and whose disloyalty shall not haye been 
removed by act of Congress. 

This rule, it will be observed, is independent of the mere dis- 
qualification for disloyalty, but is intended to exhibit the matured 
determination of the House of Representatives to insist not only 
upon the oath required by the act of July 2, 1862, but also that 
the person claiming the right to take the oath should show his 
right to do so. 

The test-oath act only required that he take the oath, bnt the 
House held that it had a right to inquire whether he had the ca- 
pacity to take the oath, which was an exercise of an original 
power, not based upon any statute. 


WHITTEMORE CASE. 

Again, in the Forty-first Congress the House of Representatives 
asserted its right to exclude from membership a Representative- 
elect with a perfect certificate and possessing all of the so-called 
constitutional qualifications. This is the case of Whittemore, 
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In that case the words *‘ holding any office” means an office other 
than a member, but the context is absolutely unmistakable, and 
no person is in danger of assuming, even if a member of Congress 
hold an office, that it meant to say that no member of Congress 
shall be eligible to be a member of Congress. 

In the second place, the provision in the last paragraph of sec- 
tion 5 of Article Il, relating to the duties of the President, that he | 
shall commission all the officers of the United States, does not | 
mean that he is to commission members of Congress; but he is 
himself an officer, and he does not commission himself, nor does | 
he commission the Vice-President, who is also an officer under the 
United States, 

So also paragraph 2, section 1, Article IT: 
But no Senator or 

fit under the Un 


| 
Representative, or person holding an office of trust or | 
prot ited States, shall be appointed an elector. 
There the distinction is made, ‘‘ No Senator or Representative, or 
person holding an office of trust.”’ 
But under the Constitution the word ‘office’ must include in 
certain of its provisions a Representative in Congress. 
It is inconceivable that in the Constitution the word ‘‘ office” | 
never includes a member of Congress. 


Look at the last paragraph 
of section 3, Article I: 


Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not extend further than to re- 
m 1 from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office of honor, 
trust, or profit under the United States 

Is it conceivable that the framers of the Constitution meant 


that a man might be adjudged guilty in case of impeachment 
and that that judgment of guilty could carry with it a judgment 
disqualifying him from holding any office save only to be a Rep- 
resentative or Senator in Congress? 

Paragraph 8, section 9, Article I, is as follows: 


ny 


o title of nobility shall be granted by the United States, and no person 
holding any office of profit or trust under them shall, without the consent of 
the Cor 
Whatey 





rress, accept of any present, emolument, office, or title of any kind | 
er, from any king, prince, or foreign state. 

Did the Constitution mean that Representatives and Senators 
in Congress could receive emoluments, presents, office, or title 
from some king, prince, or foreign state, but no other person 
holding an office could without the consent of Congress? 

But in the next place, as to statutes. Whatever may be held to | 
be the meaning of the word ‘‘ office” in the Constitution, it does 
not follow that the same meaning must be given to it in the | 
statutes. We finda varying meaning in the Constitution, and we 
find a varying meaning in the statutes. The act of 1790 has al- | 
Ways been assumed -to cover members of Congress, 

Section 5500 of the Revised Statutes, originally passed in 1853, 
and now in substantially the form in which it was when orig- 
inally passed, provides: 

Any member of either House of Congress who asks, accepts, or receives 
any money, or any promise, contract, undertaking, obligation, gratuity, or 
security for the payment of money, * * * either before or after he has 
heen qualified or has taken his seat as such member, with intent to have his 
vote or decision on any question, matter, cause, or proceeding * * * pend- 
ing in either tHiouse, * * * shall be punished by a fine, etc. 

Section 5502 is as follows: 

Every member, officer, or person convicted under the provisions of the 
two preceding sections who holds any place of profit or trust shall forfeit | 
his oftice or place, and shall thereafter be forever disqualified from holding | 
any oftice of honor or trust or profit under the United States. 
section applies explicitly to a member of Congress, and 
brings forfeiture of the oftice or place held by him. If ‘* office” in 
this section does not include a member of Congress, the word 





This 


‘**place” must include him. 

Now, the word “* office” in that concluding part of this section 
must refer to member. First, because the word ‘‘ office” is used 
in the preceding line as necessarily including a place that is held 
by amember. It can not fail to include that, for it refers toa 
‘‘member” and what shall happen to him. In the next place, 
because it is not conceivable that the legislative body intended 
that the violation of that law by a member should forfeit the posi- 
tion that the member had and then not intended to disqualify him 
from being elected again as a member of the House when it dis- 
qualities him from holding all other offices or places under the | 
United States. 

jut that is not the only statutory construction of the word 
‘‘ofiice.”” It is still more explicitly declared in the test-oath act of 
July 2, 1862: 

That hereafter every person elected or appointed to any office of honor or 
profit under the Government of the United States, either in the civil, mili- 
tary. or naval departments of the United States, excepting the President of | 
the United States, shall, before entering upon the duties of such office and 
before being entitled to any of the salary or other emoluments thereof, take 
and subscribe the following oath or affirmation: 

“IT, A B, solemnly swear (or affirm) that I have never voluntarily borne 
arms agairst the United States since I have been a citizen thereof; that I 
have voluntarily given no aid, countenance, counsel, or encouragement to 
persons engaged inarmed hostility thereto; that I have neither sought nor 
accepted nor attempted to exercise the functions of any office whatever 
under any authority or pretended authority in hostility to the United States; 
that Ihave not yielded a voluntary support to any pretended government, | 
authority, power, or constitution within the United States hostile or inimical | 
thereto. 

“And I do further swear (or affirm) that to the best of my knowiedge and 
ability | will support the Constitution of the United States against all ene- 





mies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that I take this obligation freely, without any mental reservation or 
purpose of evasion, and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties 
of the office on which I am about to enter, so help me God.” 

Which said oath, so taken and signed, shall be preserved among the files of 
the court, House of Congress, or Department to which the said office may 
appertain. 

"Any person who shall falsely take the said oath shall be guilty of perjury, 
and on conviction, in addition tothe penalties now prescribed for that oftense, 
shall be deprived of his office and rendered incapable forever thereafter of 
holding any office of trust under the United States. 

It will be noticed that the only person required to take that oath 
is an officer, a person elected or appointed to any office of honor or 
profit, but it does not include in this phraseology a member. 

By reference to the concluding portion of the act it will appear 
that the word ‘‘ office” does include a member of Congress: 

Which said oath so taken and signed shall be preserved among the files of 
the court, House of Congress, or Department to which the said oflice may 
appertain. 

We not only have the use of the word ‘‘ Congress ” as indicat- 
ing to what the word “ office’ appertains, but also the universal, 
unquestioned construction by the acts of the Senate and of the 
House in compelling the test oath to be taken year after year until 
it was repealed. Each House of Congress recognized that that 
oath was an oath to be taken by a Representative in Congress, 
notwithstanding the fact that the act passed made it apply only 
to a person elected or appointed to an office of honor or trust in 
the United States. 

I quote this section here as well for the purpose of showing the 
Congressional precedents imposing a substantial qualification or 
disqualification upon the members of Congress really substantial 
in its character, as the facts of history show, as to exhibit what 
is meant in the statutes by the word ‘“oftice.” 

There are many other statutory provisions, passed from time to 


| time since 1790, disqualifying for office of trust or profit under the 


United States persons guilty of the several crimes defined in those 
statutes. I do not refer to them specifically, but they are illus- 
trated by the statutes already quoted. 

It ought also to be said that section 8 of the Edmunds Act, 


| Whatever meaning may be given to it, evidences the legislative 
| will to disqualify polygamists for office. 


\ It indicated the legisla- 
tive purpose so aptly described by Justice Matthews, in the Ram- 
sey case, when he said that no more cogent or salutary method 


| could be taken than was taken by the Edmunds Act, which under- 


took to withdraw from all political influence those persons who 


| showed a practical hostility to the development of a common- 


wealth based upon the idea of the union for life of one man and 
one woman in the holy estate of matrimony. 

The statutory declaration, if I may use that form of expression 
as applicable to the joint action of the House, coupled with the 


| President's approval, is only a more solemn declaration by both 


Houses of the principle that it has the right to exclude under cer- 
tain conditions; that either House may do it. That very point 
was made in the discussion on the test oath in the Senate—that of 
course that law could not with certainty bind any succeeding 
Senate or any succeeding House, but that it was apparent that 
so long as there existed any necessity for such an oath, and in 
the very nature of things the time would come in a few years 
when it would not be necessary, either House would respect its 
requirements and compel a submission to it; and that was the 
action of the Senate and House for nearly twenty years. 


THE INELIGIBILITY CREATED BY THE EDMUNDS ACT. 


Having in mind that portion of this report in which I have 
heretofore set out the status and condition of Brigham H. Roberts, 
I would inquire where the specific provisions of the Edmunds 
Act place him. 

Two facts appear as pertinent to this inquiry. 

First. That he was convicted in 1889 of unlawful cohabitation 
under that act and served a term in the penitentiary therefor. 

Second. That he has been ever since 1885, and is now, a polyga- 
mist, as that word is used in section 8 of the Edmunds Act and 
defined by the Supreme Court of the United States in the cases of 
Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U.58., 15) and Cannon vs. The United 
States (116 U.S., 55). Section 8 is as follows: 

No polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than one 
woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described asafore- 
said in this section in any Territory or other place over which the United 
States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any election* 
held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election or 


| appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or place of public trust, 


honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 
the United States. 

Reading that act as applicable to this case, eliminating the ir- 
relevant portions, it appears as follows: 

No polygamist shall be entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 
honor, or emolument under the United States. 

In the Ramsey case, above referred to, a specific distinction is 
made between a polygamist and a person cohabiting with more 
than one woman. A polygamist is a person having a certain 


status respecting more than one woman. 
The condition, therefore, of a polygamist may be merely passive 








1900. 





and requiring no affirmative act. Tocohabit with more than on 
woman is, however. to doan affirmative thing, The result is that 
one who has two or more wives that he holds out to the world as 
such is a polygamist, wherever he may be, while one who cohabits 
with more than one woman is not cohabiting except in the place 
in which. of necessity, cohabitation must occur. 





In the Ramsey case the court illustrated its definition of a po- 
lygamist as being a status or condition like any other qualification 


for elector, or for office, and declared that it was as if Congress 
had undertaken to make a married man ineligible. It would | 
the status in that event of being a married man which would cre- 
ate and continue the ineligibility. 

It therefore appears that the fact that a man is a polygamist is 
a fact that inheres in him and stays with him, and persists in 
remaining with him wherever he may go, so long as he is the pos- 
sessor of more than one wife; and just as one who is a married 
man in the State of Maryland continues to be a married man if 
he leaves his wife at home and comes to the District of Columbia, 
so Mr. Roberts, being in the condition or status of a polygamist in 
the State of Utah, does not leave that status behind, nor does he 


dissociate himself from that status or cast off the garb of a polyg- | 


amist by leaving his wives at home and traveling from that State 
into the District of Columbia. 

In the very nature of things the House of Representatives, 
wherever it is as a House of Representatives, is in a place under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States; therefore when 

Zoberts comes into the District of Columbia, in the status ofa 
polygamist, he is ineligible under the Edmunds Act to hold any 
office or place under the United States, and therefore ineligible 
to hold the position of member of the House of Representatives, 


THE COMPACT OF STATEHOOD. 


I come now to the third main proposition, that his election in- 


volves a breach of the compact and understanding by which Utah | 


vas admitted to the Union. 

Utah was admitted to the Union with the distinct understanding 
upon both sides that polygamous practices were under the ban of 
the church, prohibited and practically eradicated, both as a prac- 
tice and a belief, and that they would not be renewed. 

The effort is made to alarm people upon this proposition that 
some similar objection might be made to representation from States 
in which the claim might be made that the right to vote was de- 
nied to some citizens. It is a sufficient answer to this to say that 
$f such ground of complaint exists the Constitution specifically 
tells us what our remedy is; and declares precisely, in the four- 
teenth amendment, what we may do in any event when the right 
of suffrageisimproperly denied. There is no possible escape from 
that position, even assuming that there was anything in the bogy 
man. 

But as to Utah, she was admitted on the express statement that 
the practice of polygamous living was interdicted by the church, 
was practically abandoned by the people, and eradicated as a be- 
lief. Of course, that sporadic instances of the violation of the law 
against cohabitation might occur no one doubted. 

The manifesto forbidding plural marriages and enjoining obedi 
ence to the laws relating thereto was issued by Wilford Woodruff, 
president of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 
September 25, 1890. 

Some doubt having arisen as to whether that manifesto prohib- 
ited association in the plural marriage relation as well as the con- 
tracting of plural marriages as a ceremony, President Woodruff 
himself testified under oath as follows: 


Q. Did you intend to confine this declaration and advice to the church 
solely to the question of forming new marriages, without reference to th 
that were existing—plurai marriages? 

A. The intention of the proclamation was to obey the law myself—all th 
laws of the land on that subject—and expecting that the church would do th 
same 

Q. You mean to include, then, in your general statement}, the laws forbid 
ding association in plural marriages as well as the forming of new marriags 

A. Whatever there is in the law with regard to that—the law of the lan 

q. Let me read the language, and you will understand me, perhaps, better 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural mar 
riages * * T hereby declare,” ete. Did you intend by that veneral 
statement of intention to make the application to existing conditions where 
the plural marriages already existed? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As to living in the state of plural marriage? 

A. Yes, sir; that is, to the obeying of the law 

Q. In the concluding portion of your statement you say, “I now publicly 
declare that my advice to the Latter-Day Saints is to refrain from contract 
ing any marriage forbidden by the laws of the land.”’ Do you unde i 
that that language was to be expanded to include the further statement of 
living or associating in plural marriage by those already in the status‘ 

A. Yes, sir; I intended the proclamation to cover the ground—to keep the 
laws, to obey the law myself—and expected the people to obey the law. 















‘ 











The significance of this statement by the spiritual head of the 
church is the more apparent when we remember that it was made 
but a short time before the question of the admission of Utah was 
debated in the House of Representatives. 

Is it to be an occasion for wonder, therefore, that the proclama- 
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It is not to be assumed from the fact that a rare or sporadic case 


of polygamous marriage occurred in Utah, or sporadic instances of 
unlawful cohabitation had come to light, that that would bea vio- 
lation of the agreement; but we take it that it is in the last degree 
a violation of the agreement or understanding when that State 


sends to Congress a man who is himself engaged in the persistent 
practice of the very thing the abandonment of which was the con- 


dition precedent to its admission; and that man the most conspic- 
uous defier of the law and violator of the covenant of statehood to 
be found in Utah. 


As 


bearing on this, I here quote the manifesto issued a few 
1 


days ago by the Mormon Church and presented by Senator Raw- 
Ns to the Senate: 


Ina raat 


LI 
ate ident Wilford Woodruff. 


and unanimously accepted 





of the late Pr 
res t 





ented 


> ak s 
6th of October, 





1¢ 





I u nee on tl 1890, the church has posi- 
ti y the practice of polygamy, or the solemnization of plural 
marri in this and every other State, and that no member or officer 
thereof has any authority whatever to perform a plural marriage or enter 
into h a relation. Nor does the church advise or encourage unlawful 


cohabitation on the part of any of its members 

In other words, the Mormon Church has left it to us and not to 
the church to say what shall be done with Mr. Roberts. Is the 
House of Representatives to respond in any uncertain tone? 

THE RIGHT TO EXPEL. 

Upon this alternative proposition that the proper method of 
procedure is to permit the claimant to be sworn in, and then, if a 
two-thirds vote can be obtained, to expel him, I desire to call 
attention first of all to what Story says on that subject, section 
RO. 


Ove 


The next clause 


is, ‘* Each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 
ings, punish its me 


mbers for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence 


f two thirds, expel a member." No person can doubt the propriety of the 
provision authorizing each House to determine the rules of its own proceed- 
1 If the power did not exist, it would be utterly impracticable to trans- 

t the busine f the nation, cither at all, or at least with decency, deliber- 
ation, and order. The humblest assembly of men is understood to possess 
this p r, and it would be absurd to deprive the councils of the nation of a 
li authority 


5 e@ power t 
witha power t 


But th t 


» make rules would be nugatory unless it was coupled 
» punish for disorderly behavior or disobedience to those 





rules. And asa member might be so lost to all sense of dignity and duty as 
to disgrace the House by the grossness of his conduct, or interrupt its delib 
erations by perpetual violence of clamor, the power to expel for very aggra- 


vated miscom 


tha 
tilt 


luct was alsoindispensable, not as a common but as an ultimate 
redress for grievance 

And again, section 838: 

What must be the disorderly behavior which the House may punish, and 
what punishment other than expuision may be inflicted, do not appear to 
have been settled by any authoritative adjudication of either House of Con- 
gress. A learned commentator supposed that members can only be pun- 
ished for misbehavior committed during the session of Congress, either 
within or without the walls of the House, though he is also of opinion that 
expulsion may be inflicted for criminal conduct committed in any place. 

And after a reference to the Blount case, Story says: 

It seoms, therefore, to be settled by the Senate upon full deliberation that 
expulsion may be for any misdemeanor which, though not punishable by any 
statute, is inconsistent with the trust and duty of a Senator. 

On the subject of expulsion, Rawle says, second edition, page 48: 

Both the Senate and the House of Representatives possess the usual power 
to judge of the elections and qualifications of their own members, to punish 
them for disorderly behavior, which may be carried to the extent of expul- 
sion, provided two-thirdsconcur. It had not been yet precisely settled what 
must be the disorderly behavior to incur the punishment, uor what kind of 
punishment is to beinflicted. * * * 

Paschal on the Constitution, page 87: 

It seems to be settled that a member may be expelled for any misdemeanor 
which, though not punishable by any statute, is inconsistent with the trust 
and duty of a member. 

We do not need to call particular attention to the phraseology 
of the constitutional provision, nor do we think it very important 
to consider the evolution, from the standpoint of punctuation, 
through which that provision went in the Constitutional Conven- 
tion. It now appears as following in the same sentence as the 
provision for disorderly behavior, with only the rhetorical separa- 
tion of a comma from it. 

It thus appears that the language of the provision for expulsion, 
in the view of the ablest commentators, furnishes clear and cogent 
reasons for its construction, and that neither House ought to ex- 
pel for any cause unrelated to the trust or duty of a member, 

This has been the uniform practice of both Houses of Congress, 

The case of Hiss vs. Bartlett (3 Gray, 468) is cited as showing 
the unlimited power of a legislative body to —_— 

A casual reading of this case, which a careful reading confirms, 
wili show that it directly sustains the position of the majority. 

As there was no constitutional provision in Massachusetts re- 
specting expulsion, the legislature of that State was, of course, 
clothed with all the powers incident to expulsion which are in- 
herent ina legislative body whose powers are not limited by a 
constitution, 

In addition to that, Hiss was expelled on the ground that his 
‘conduct on a visit to Lowell, as one of a committee of the house, 
was highty improper and disgraceful, both to himself and to the 
house of which he was a member.” 


A 
————— 


Everything said by the court had relation to such a state of 
facts. The case is one of expulsion for gross misconduct as a 
member and in the performance of his duty as a member. 

Neither House has ever expelled a member for any cause unre- 
lated to the trust or duty of a member. 

Both Houses have refused to expel where the proof of guilt was 
clear, but where the offense charged was unrelated to the trust or 
duty of a member. 

HUMPHREY MARSHALL. 

The Senate in 1795 refused to expel Humphrey Marshall, of 
Kentucky. He was charged with the commission of a grave of- 
fense against the law of his State. The Senate refused to expel, 
on the ground that it had ‘‘no jurisdiction” to do so. 

WILLIAM N. ROACH. 

In 1893 proceedings were set on foot in the Senate looking to 
the expulsion of William N. Roach, a Senator from North Dakota. 
A long and exceedingly interesting discussion followed, but the 
proceeding was abandoned without coming to a vote and Roach 
served out his term. Not a solitary precedent in the American 
Congress was cited in support of the proposition to expel. There 

yas no precedent. 

0. B. MATTESON. 

Matteson had resigned in the Thirty-fourth Congress before a 
resolution of expulsion was passed. He was charged with a grave 
offense—an offense inconsistent with his trust and duty as a mem- 
ber. He was reelected to the Thirty-fifth Congress and took his 
seat without question or objection. 

In the Thirty-fifth Congress a resolution of expulsion was pro- 
posed against him. The case went to a committee, and that com- 
mittee, of which our honored colleague, Mr. GRow, was a mem- 
ber, in a somewhat elaborate argument, reported against the 
expulsion of Matteson on the ground that the Thirty-tifth Congress 
had no right to expel, because the offense was committed in the 
previous Congress, and did not relate to any violation of his trust 
or duty as a member of the Thirty-fifth Congress. 

The resolution reported was to the effect that it was inexpedient 
for the House to take any further action in regard to the resolu- 


| tion proposing to expel O. B. Matteson, and the House never did 


take any further action, excepting to lay the resolution on the 
table, and Matteson served through the Thirty-fifth Congress. 
BROOKS AND AMES CASES. 

In the next place, we have the Brooks and Ames cases. They 
were cases in which charges had been made against Oakea Ames 
and James Brooks of corruption in connection with Credit Mo- 
bilier, and a special committee of five took the cases and reported 
in favor of expulsion. 

Thereupon, the Judiciary Committee, which had taken up a 
resolution respecting Colfax, reported on the Ames and Brooks 
cases, with an elaborate argument setting out that the House had 
no right to expel, and gave many reasons, among others that it 
was an imposition of a qualification not fixed by the Consitution. 
They laid down the same proposition that can rightfully be urged 
against expulsion here, if the minority of this committee is right. 

On February 18, 1873, the special committee submitted an elab- 
orate report, concluding with the following preamble and resolu- 
tions, V1z: 

1. Whereas Mr. Oakes Ames,a Representative in this House from the State 
of Massachusetts, has been guilty of selling to members of Congress shares 
of stock in the Credit Mobilier of America for prices much below the true 
value of such stock, with intent thereby to influence the votes and decisions 
of such members in matters to be brought before Congress for action: There- 
fore, 

Resolved, That Mr. Oakes Ames be, and he is hereby, expelled from his seat 
as a member of this House. 

2. Whereas Mr. James Brooks, a Representative in this House from the 
State of New York, did procure the Credit Mobilier Company to issue and 
deliver to Charles H. Neilson, for the use and benefit of said Brooks, W 
shares of the stock of said company at a price much below its real value, well 
knowing that the same was so issued and delivered with intent to influence 
the votes and decisions of said Brooks as a member of the House in matters 
to be brought before Congress for action, and also to influence the action of 
said Brooks as a Government director in the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany: Therefore, 


Resolved, That Mr. James Brooks be, and he is hereby, expelled from his 
seat as a member of this House. 


Mr. Sargent, of California, offered the following substitute: 


Whereas by the report of the special committee herein it appears that the 
acts charged as offenses against members of this House in connection with 
the Credit Mobilier occurred more than five years ago, and long before the 
election of such persons to this Congress, two elections by the people having 
intervened; and whereas grave doubtsexist as to the rightful exercise by this 
House of its power to expel a member for offenses committed by such mem- 
ber long before his election thereto, and not connected with such election: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the special committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this subject. 

Resolved, That the House absolutely condemns the conduct of Oakes Ames, 
a member Of this House from Massachusetts, in seeking to procure Congres- 
sional attention to the affairs of a corporation in which he was interested, 
and whose interest directly depended upon the legislation of Congress, by 
inducing members of Congress to invest in the stocks of said corporation. 

Resolved, That this House absolutely condemns the conduct of James 


Brooks, a member of this House from New York, for the use of his position 
of Government director of the Union Pacific Railroad and of member of this 
House to procure the assignment to himself or family of stock in the Credit 
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from these two votes is that as tu » this partic ‘ular proposition there 
was uncertainty in the minds of the members and they were not 
ready to make a detinite declaration. Thereupon, the House by 
an overwhelming majority adopted the resolutions of condemna- 
tion. 
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declare the proof of 

f 


t all is, that the House in the Ames 
as we apprehend, history and allauthority 
guilt was practically conclusive, refused to 
adopt the report of the committee in favor of expulsion, and 
merely censured the offending members. 

As indicating the views of eminent and able members of the 
House on this question, we quote the following from the debat 

the Ames and Brooks case: 
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the State or district wherein the crime shall have been committed. Untilhe 
i 








] ly convicted, the principles of the Constitution and of the common 
law ‘ur in presuming that he is innocent. And they are also of the opin- 
ion that, as the Constitution does not give jurisdiction to the Senate, the 

nsent of the party can not give it, and that therefore the said memorial | 


ht to be dismissed 


The minority report did not combat the position of the majority 
in so far as this case is concerned, as the following extract will 
show: 


That the only question now presented to the House is the question of ju- 
risdiction, which question arises under the last clause of section 5 of Article I 
of the Constitution: 

**Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers f< r disorderly behavior,and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
a member 








It will be seen that there are no words of limitation on the power to expel, 
which seems to have been left to the good sense and discretion of each House. 
In other words, does not the Constitution refer rather to the fitness of the 
member to hold the office, resting on considerations of public justice and 


jlicy, than to the time of his election? Yet the undersigned do not deny 
it that there are | tations on the power of this House arising from the 


mstances of particular cases and the relations of this House to the con- 









need not go further in this case than to assert jurisdiction, because the offenses 
con plained a were = t known tothe constituents of the members in question 
until after their election. 

Much is said, Mr. Speaker, about the moral side of this ques- 
tion. Doubtless it has such a side; and if that were the only con- 
sideration before us, the House might take the same action it will 
take. I do not hesitate, Mr. Speaker, to submit this proposition 
to the candid judgment of the House and before the bar of his- 
tory. Lam profoundly convinced that I am right and history 
will so declare it. 
power than it can part with any other power it possesses. 

This touches its very vitality; if it loses it, it is in certain con- 
ceivable instances absolutely powerless. We are told it isa power 
that may be abused. What power does the House possess that it 
has not at some time abused? 
is it that, having power, has not abused it? What man, what 
body of men, clothed with a little brief authority has not made 
an unwise use of that authority? But shall they therefore be 
shorn of power? It is a mighty question, it is a question of gov- 
ernmental life, not to be lightly dealt with or inconsiderately 
answered, 

The case of Roberts sinks into insignificance in its presence. If 
we do not exclude this man, we strike down one of the most vital 
and necessary powers that belong to a legislative body. Let not 
such a thing be done. If it is not we may be sure that never 
again while the spirit of civilization dominates this Republic will 
any defiant violator of the law, under cover of religion or any 
other claim, thrust himself into public view, nor will any polyga- 
mist knock for admission at the door of Congress. [Applause. | 

Mr. LirrLeEFIELD rose. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to me 
for amoment? Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, inasmuch 
as the gentleman from Maine may occupy more than an hour, 
that he be allowed to complete his remarks. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RicHARDsSON). The gentle- 


man from Texas asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from | 


Maine may be allowed to conclude his remarks, 
tion? |After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the minority of your com- 
mittee, unable after a long, arduous, thorough, and laborious in- 
vestigation of this case, to agree with the majority, beg leave now 


Is there objec- 


to submit, with all due and becoming modesty, their views upon | 
The minority freely concede to | 


the legal propositions involved, 
the majority industry, integrity, honesty, and ability, but we can 
not surrender to them our judgments. We understand that we 
were invested by the House with a duty and atrust. It was that 
of investigating the right of the gentleman from Utah to a seat 
in this House. This involved upon the part of the committee the 
ascertainment of the facts and the law, not as we might wish 
them to be, not as anyone else might wish them to be, but as they 
in fact exist. We have discharged that duty so far as we have 
been able, and I propose in the time allotted to me to submit our 
views upon these propositions. Upon the facts we agree. 

We believe that the House of Representatives is now sitting 
under the clause of the Constitution which makes it the judge of 
the election, the return, and the ‘‘ qualifications of” the gentleman 
from Utah. We believe that it is the duty of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to now sit as a judge, to determine what qualifications 
are required and whether or not the gentleman from Utah possesses 
those qualifications. 
this great constitutional court, that it sits here to legislate and 
create disqualifications. We believe it sits here to ascertain and 
determine, to ascertain what qualifications are prescribed by the 
Constitution, to determine whether or not the gentleman from 
Utah possesses these qualifications. 

The qualifications prescribed by the Constitution are age, citi- 
zenship, and inhabitancy. 


No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
of twenty-five years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and 


ieney of an accused member; therefore, as will be seen, the undersigned | 


The House can no more safely part with this | 


What branch of the Government | 


We do not believe, when this House sits as | 


who shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall 
be chosen.—(Constitution, Article I, section 2.) 

The report of the committee finds that the gentleman from 
Utah possesses these qualifications. Here the majority and the 
minority part company. The majority hold that this House sit- 
| ting here, alone, of its independent action, can add to the qualifica- 
tions mentionedin the Constitution. The minority hold that they 
can not add to them. The minority hold that when this House 
sits as this great constitutional court and ascertains the qualifi- 
cations required, and ascertains that the gentleman from Utah 
possesses these qualifications, that it is its duty under the Consti- 
tution to render a judgment in accordance therewith, no matter 
what the consequences may be, because we believe the Constitution 
to be, to quote the language of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLER], ‘‘the supreme law of the land.” 

I call attention to the several propositions relied upon by the 
majority, in order that we may understand at the outset the ques- 
tions which divide us. 

The majority state, first, that they propose to exclude the gentle- 
man from Utah— 


| By reason of his violation of the Edmunds law. 


Second—and this is the main ground: 





By reason of his notorious and defiant violation of the law of the land, of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court, and of the proclamations of the Presi- 
dents, holding himself above the law and not amenable to it. No govern- 
ment could possibly exist in the face of such practices. He is in open war 
against the laws and institutions of the country whose Congress he seeks to 
; enter. 

This proposition, stripped of its verbiage and rhetoric, simply 
means that this House of Representatives, here and now, can create 
| and impose qualifications or disqualifications not mentioned in the 
Constitution, by its own independent, individual action. 

This is the proposition of which, as l understand, the majority 
are principally enamored. 

They say, on page 40 of their report: 

The principles underlying the second main ground of disqualification, 
hereinbefore asserted, have already been fully discussed, but the ground is 
appropriately restated at this point. 

Ve assert before the House, the country, and history— 

It seems that history is standing around here somewhere look- 

ing at us— 


| that it is absolutely and impregnably sound, not to be effectively attacked, 
consonant with every legislative precedent, in harmony with the law and 
with the text-books on the subject. 
This is the first proposition to which I propose to address my- 
| self. Itinvolves the construction of the Constitution and tran- 
scends in gravity and importance all other questions. Reflect for 
amoment. Let ussee what the proposition is. This House by its 
own independent action can add a disqualification or a qualifica- 
tion not mentioned in the Constitution. 

At this time it is proposed to add the disqualification of polyg- 
amy. Ata future time it may be proposed to add the disqualiti- 
cation of adultery, of fornication. At another time it may be 
| proposed to add the disqualification of membership in a trust or 
an octopus, or the attorney of a trust or an octopus, or any mis- 
demeanor or obnoxious conduct, and so on ad infinitum. 

No man when he is elected to this House under this proposition, 
suggested by the majority, can ever tell whether he possesses the 
qualifications, or is affected by the disqualifications, that are thus 
to be asserted. It is only when he stands at the threshold of the 
House and knocks at the door, that he discovers that the House of 
Representatives, in the exercise of its wisdom, deeming him obnox- 
ious, then createsand declares the disqualification that may exclude 
him. Noconstituency can know whether its choice is eligible; in 
fact, between the election,and organization, popular excitement 
may demand the imposition of a disqualification, before unthought 
of, and their choice, though qualified when elected, would be ineli- 
gible when he presented himself for admission. And inasmuch 
as it is suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAyYLer], 
and well suggested, and in accordance with the law, that the 
action of this House does not conclude the action of another, the 
man who is admitted to-day may be excluded to-morrow. 

The man who is excluded to-day may be admitted to-morrow. 
I submit that this proposition, so general and so indeterminate, 
can only be justified by the ‘‘general-welfare” clause in the Con- 
stitution. 
I go on with these suggestions, to allude to this proposition as 
the ‘* general-welfare ” proposition. 

To this nebulous, elastic, dangerous ‘‘ general- welfare” propo- 
sition, indefinite as space, without limit or boundary, we enter 
our absolute dissent. As against it, we place ourselves upon the 
sound bed rock of the Constitution. We say that the right and 
the privilege of becoming a member of this House is a great right 
and a high privilege; we believe that that right is defined and the 
conditions prescribed by the Constitution; that it is surrounded 
by legal rules, protected by legal principles. It is not a varying 
| rule, to be affected by the vicissitudes of changing political majori- 
| ties, or to be affected, if you please, by fickle and evanescent, public 
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agitation. The rule that we rely upon is plain, simple, and well 
settled. He ‘**may run that readeth it. 
It stands undisturbed by the 


mutations and changes of time. 
It is without variableness, neither shadow that is cast by 
turning. Except as it may be modified by constitutional amend 
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mie is ‘*the same yesterday, and to-day, an 
changes not. when the majority changes in tl 
change, when the morality changes in this body. 
foundations the waves of popular, transitory, 

vain. Itisa distinct, well-defined ri 

Bearing in mind, if you please, the proposition of the majority, 
that this House, alone.can establish a disqualification, 1 wish to 
ask the House to allow me to review the historical conditions that 
surrounded the founders of this Government, when they bi 
Constitution under which we live. It is well and fitting. The 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the great constitution: 
case of Kilbourne rs. Thompson, in order to ascertain the limita 
tions on the power of the House of Representatives to punish for 
empt, and to define the rights and privileges of it 
went back to an English statute of I take the House ba 
1762. That year signalized a great period in the development 
English liberty. John Wilkes then became famous, in the strug- 
gle for liberty and freedom. 

In 1762 and 1763 he published a series, or what were then called, 
libels. In the main they consisted of caustic criticism and ter- 
rible arraignment of the ministry which was then controlling the 
destinies of England. They were drastic, severe, pointed; because 
John Wilkes wielded a pen that was the mortal foe of oppression 
and autocracy. 5 5 : . 

Shortly after April 23, 1763, the date of the publication of No. 45 
of the North Briton, a prosecution was begun against him for 
the publication of two libels—the ‘*‘ Essay on women” and No. 45 
of the North Briton—and he was summarily committed to the 
Tower. He wasthen a member of the Houseof Commons. U 
habeas corpus proceedings he was immediately released, because 
his arrest was held to be a violation of his privilege as a member. 

Shortly after that Wilkes left England and went to Paris. In 
1764, after he had thus fled the Kingdom, in order to escape the 
consequences of these prosecutions, he was expelled from the 
House for the first libel, his ‘* Essay on women.” Let it not be 
forgotten that Wilkes was then fighting the great battle for free 
thought and free speech—the liberty and freedom of the press— 
the right to publish, subject to legal responsibilities, just, fair, 
honest, and truthful criticisms of public men or measures, That 
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right was vindicated by Wilkes, he ‘ paying with his person” in | 


17¢9. In these days all concede, that the liberty and freedom of 
the press, is simply indispensable to the preservation of the liber- 
ties of a free people. The very presence here in these two Halls 
of Congress, of the representatives of the press, is of the greatest 
value to the Republic, for the conservative influence that it exer- 
cises upon national legislation. The right of the press in this land 
to-day tocriticise, and condemn if need be, every officer, from the 
President of the United States down to the humblest hogreeve or 
field driver, is the result largely of the courage and resolution of 
John Wilkes. 

In 1769 Wilkes, having returned to England, received his sen- 
tences for two libels and was committed to prison in the execution 
thereof. Hehad been electeda member of the Parliament which sat 


in 1768, not the same Parliament from which he was expelled in | 


1764, but a subsequent Parliament. He published a short criti- 
cism of a letter written by Lord Weymouth. He was again ex- 
pelled, and I will read the resolution of expulsion, because I want 
the House to understand from this historical source the origin 
of the contrast between, this power of exclusion and expulsion, 
as it rests upon sound historical foundation. His second expul- 
sion was February 3, 1769, and the resolution read as follows: 

That John Wilkes, esq.. who hath expressed himself the author and pub 
lisher of an insolent, scandalous, and seditious libel 

That was the article prefacing and criticising the letter of Lord 
Weymouth— 


and who has been convicted in the Court of Queen's Bench of havi 





and postanadaseetts us libel and three obscene, seditious, and im, s 
and been sentenced to twenty-two months’ imprisonment, be expell 3 
House, and that a warrant be issued for a new election.—Fitzgera of 


John Wilkes, Volume II, page 37. 


I beg the House to note this: This resolution of expulsion, Feb- 
ruary 3, 1769, expelled Wilkes, among other things, for an offense 
for which he had already been expelled in 1764, and for two offenses, 
both of which had been committed at least five years before that 
Parliament sat, and for which he was then imprisoned, so that he 
could not appear in the House of Commons. That was the expul- 
sion of February 3, 1769. What was the next step in thisstrugzle? 


Wilkes was returned again immediately, and unanimously, from | 


the county of Middlesex. What did the House of Commons do 
then? On the 17th day of February, 1769, they passed a resolu- 
tion reading as follows: 


Resolved, That John Wilkes, esq., having been in this session of Parliament 


expelled this House, was, and is incapable of being elected a member to serve | 


in the present Parliament.—Cavendish, Debates, yolume 1, page 231. 
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On the 15th of April he was returned again, Henry Luttrell op 
posing him in the election. The Commons then adopted a re 
lution amending the return, inserting Luttrell’s na n | 
Wilkes, and declared Luttrell elected. 

This is the history of the Wilkes casein the House of Commons 
He was twice expelled and three times excluded. The second ex- 
pulsion was in part for offenses committed six or seven years before 
the Parliament from which he was expelled, sat. Forone of them 
he had already been expelled, and for both of them he was then 
suffering imprisonment in the Tower. In 1782, after the House 
of Commons had recovered its liberty and been emancipated from 


the control of the ministry and the 


Ki 


ne adopted, 
of Wilkes himself, this resolution: 


on the motion 
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They resolved to expunge what? I 
**the resolution of February 17, 17 declaring him ineligi 
| Why? Because it was “ subversive of the rights of the whole | 
| of electors of this Kingdom.’ - 

That the significance of this resolution and its vital importance 

as declaring the lack of power of one branch of the legislature t 
| add a qualification, was fully appreciated at that time clearly 
appears from the discussion on its adoption. While Fox conceded 
the principle, he thought the resolution unnecessary, as it would 


beg the House to not 
69,” 


ty 


not have the force of law and would not change the doctrine. 
| The lord-advocate agreed with Mr. Fox and spoke principallyto 
| the ‘‘idea of excluding anyone from a seat in that House bya 
| mere resolution of the House, and without the concurrence of the 
| other branches of the legislature. Such a resolution wou!d be 
routrary to all law and to the vei { spu t of the « tililic 


according to which no one right or franchise of an individual was 
to be taken away from him but by law.” 

Wilkes was a man of almost supernatural resources in the line 
of fighting his battles against the Crown and the officers of the 
law. He had writs of error, habeas corpus petitions, and every 
artifice known to the law; but at no time during that whole pe- 
riod of twenty years from 1762 to 1782 did either Wilkes, or any 
champion of his, make any complaint as t 
action of the House, 


o the impropriety of the 
in the two expulsions. Bear this in mind: 





The original historical distinction between ‘‘ expulsion” and * ex- 
clusion.” This is not all. These things were not done in a corner. 
The warcryin England during that period was ‘‘ No. 45!" ** Wilkes 
and liberty!” 

It was the battle for freedom of the press, free thought, and fr 
speech. This period gave rise to all of those magnificent speci- 
mens of polemical literature know: the Junius Letters. I read 
what Junius said in his most famous letter, the letter to the King 
upon this proposition of the right of the Hous¢ Commons to 
create a disqualification; I read it in connecti with this same 

| proposition now pending before the House upon the part of the 
| Majority. 
| Hesays: 

The Commons have attributed to th I 
of the whole leislat 

The proposition was emphasized durit e whole of 
of ‘* Wilkes and liberty.” 

| The m . tion urged wa ‘ V 
— < his seat as bh t 
a resolutior ft i 
| action of the t : , ; 











This is a single branch of Congress. The Senate and the Presi- 
dent are the other branches that must concur before this body 
can 1 e any law of the land. 

t f Mr. Henry Cavendish’'s became a regular 
| from my soul detest and abjure as uncon 
and val th thle doctrine that the House of Commons can 
s ‘ ate the law of t ‘ This really ¢ 
whole, as it is called, **ina nutshell. Fiizgerald’s Life of Wilkes 
page 45. 

There is the history of * exclusion” by one branch of the great 
legislature, In1215 the barons of England, on the field of Runny- 
mede, wrested from King John, Magna Charta, In 1664 and 
1665 the liberties of the people of England were being ruthlessly 


trampled under foot by a dissolute, infamous ministry and a 
profligate king. Cromwell, at Marston Moor and Naseby, vindi- 
cated and preserved them. During this period, from 1762 to 17s2, 


John Wilkes was paying the ** penalty in his own person” and 
rendering great services to the cause of English liberty. 

The practical demonstration of the lack of power on the part of 
the Commons alone ** to make, alter, suspend, or abrogate the law” 
is a great milestone, along the pathway, blazed by a free people, 
n achieving civil and religious liberty. 

Such * proceedings were proved by unanswerable arguments to 
be illegal.” V tis Parlin ntary Practice ’ tenth edition, ISIS, 
page oh.) 


We freely concede to the majority the credit and the glory, if 
credit and glory there be, of resurrecting and in invoking, in these 
closing hours of the nineteenth century, for the purpose of exclud- 
ing a polygamist from the House of Representatives, a doctrine 
which was declared during that eighteenth century conflict, by 
liberty-loving Englishmen, to be detestable and ‘*‘ damnable” and 
“subversive of the right of the whole body of electors of the 
Kingdom.” 

We congratulate the House upon being given the opportunity 
by the majority to place itself upon record before ‘‘ the country 
and history,” asit will, if it adopts their resolution, as indorsing and 
approving a doctrine that history declares to have been an infa- 
ious instrument of oppression and tyranny. We can not con- 
sent to thus turn the time hand backward on the dial plate. Let 
the House of Representatives adopt the policy suggested by the 
najority in the light of these historical facts and principles. 

PROCEEDINGS OF FEDERAL CONVENTION, 

Let us examine the proceedings of the Federal Convention, held 
when? In 1787. only five years after the termination of this great 
controversy in England, in which Wilkes played so important a 
part. If the gentlemen of the majority will now permit me, I 
will correct an error which they make in the report they submit 
to the House. They say, referring to the discussion in that con- 
vention, on page 15: 

The next day after this discussion, and when the clause respecting age, 
etc., had, in its general sense, been informally approved, a proposed section 
respecting a property qualification was discussed. Mr. Wilson said (Madison 
Papers, volume 5, page 44) that he thought “it would be best, on the whole, 
to let the section go out; this particular power would constructively exclude 
every other power of regulating qualifications."’ Whatdid Mr. Wilson mean 
if the result of the discussion in which he ee on the preceding 
day was to “constructively exclude every other power of regulating quali- 
fications?” 

In view of the objections urged by Dickinson and Wilson and their opinions 
as to the construction that would result and the consequences thereof the 
conclusion seems reasonable, if not absolutely irresistible, that_the change 
from the affirmative to the negative form was intentionally made, and with 
the very purpose of obviating such objections, and hence that in being nega- 





tively stated it was considered by the convention that the particular qualifi- 
cations mentioned would not be exclusive and would not render impossible 
the “a 


joanna ying. odious, and dangerous characters” and would not prevent 
“supplying omissions.”’ 

It was because Mr. Wilson objected to the report of the com- 
mittee of detail, that this clause was changed in the Constitution, 
they say. Let me call the attention of the majority to the fact, as 
I ho}d Madison's Debates in my hand, that the speeches made by 
Wilson and Dickinson in that Convention were not made on the 
report of the committee of detail, but upon a proposition which 
was to be submitted to, and reported upon, by the committee of 
detail. The discussion was on July 26, August 10 the second 
speech was made by Mr. Wilson, which the committee say was 
made one day after the discussion—an error of only fourteen days, 
a mere trifle for the majority. 

Many more errors will be seen before I finish this discussion. 
The proposition under discussion that was to be submitted to the 
committee of detail reads: 

That the committee of detail be instructed to receive a clause requiring 
certain qualifications of landed property and citizenship of the United States 
in members of the National l Saleanere. and disqualifying persons having 
unsettled accounts with, or being indebted to, the United States from being 
members of the National Legislature. 

The objection that both Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Wilson made to a 
provision as to qualifications was made at that time. It was re- 
ported finally by the committee of detail, and when it was re- 
ported by the committee of detail it read as follows: 

Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 25 
years at least: shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least 


three years before his election, and shall be at the time of his election a resi- 
dent of the State in which he shall be chosen. 
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Now, I state to the House that after the report of that commit- 
tee of detail,no man raised his voice in the Federal Convention to 
ybject to that clause in any way, and the records bear me out. 
What, then, becomes of this suggestion, based upon an erroneous 
statement of facts, that the clause as to qualifications was changed 
from affirmative to negative to meet the objections of Mr. Wilson 
and Mr. Dickinson to this clause, in the report of the committee 
of detail, when neither of them made any objection to it in that 
report? 

The whole case, of the right to add qualifications is based upon 
the fact that such qualifications as are prescribed are negatively 
expressed. The juxtaposition of the affirmative and negative 
clauses, it is said, has some significance. It does not appear that 
any of the court’s, elementary writers. or lawyers, that have had 
oceasion to insist upon this, have ever availed themselves of the 
debates inthe Federal Convention, for the purpose of ascertaining 
the intention of the framers of the Constitution. While this pre- 
caution has not hitherto been observed, common fairness and a due 
regard for a thorough investigation, require that these great men, 
whose handiwork has so well withstood the assaults of time, 
should now, and upon this important question. be allowed to speak 
for themselves. An inquiry as to the origin of this clause will not 


only be interesting and instructive, but possibly determining. 
This course is stated by Cooley to be proper, 


(Cooley's Constitu- 
tional Limitations, page 80.) 

And Story, in his: great work on the Constitution, makes con- 
stant use of the debates in the Federal Convention. 

In the report of the committee of detail giving the first draft of 
the Constitution. August 6, 1787 (Madison Papers, etc., volume 5, 
page 376), the paragraph in question appears as an independent 
section—i. e., section 2, Article 1V—and reads: 

Sec. 2. Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age 
of twenty-five years at least, shall have been a citizen of the United States 
for at least three years before his election, and shall be at the time of his 
election a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen. 

It is significant that this section is affirmative, and is therefore 
exclusive, as is conceded, in its character. It is important to in- 
quire whether the change in phraseology was made for the pur- 
pose of changing its legal effect. That it was understood by the 
framers of the Constitution to be exclusive will, I think, clearly 
appear. The first consideration which indicates this is the incor- 
poration in the same draft of the Constitution of section 2 of Ar- 
ticle VI, which reads: 

Sec. 2. The Legislature of the United States shall have authority to estab- 
lish such uniform qualifications of the members of each House with regard 
to property as to the said Legislature shall seem expedient. 

The inference that the framers of this draft must have under- 
stood that section 2 of Article IV was exclusive, and that in order 
that the Legislature might have any power at all over qualifica- 
tions it was necessary to confer it by a later and specific provision, 
is necessary and obvious. The debates confirm this idea, 

Madison opposed the proposed section 2, Article VI— 

As vesting an improper and dangerous power in the Legislature. The 
qualifications of elector and elected were fundamental articles in a republican 
government and ought to be fixed by the Constitution. If the Legislature 
could regulate those of either it can by degrees subvert the Constitution. 

A republic may be converted into an aristocracy or oligarchy as well by 
limiting the number capable of being elected as the number authorized to 
elect. In all cases where the representatives of the people will have a per- 
sonal interest distinct from that of their constituents, there was the same 
reason for being jealous of them as there was for relying upon them with 
full confidence when they had a common interest. This was one of the for- 
mer cases, 

Gouverneur Morris moved to strike out ‘‘ with regard to prop- 
erty,” in order, as he said, ‘‘to leave the Legislature entirely at 
large”—precisely what is now claimed without any such consti- 
tutional provision. This was objected to by Mr, Williamson on 
the ground that should— 

A majority of the Legislature be composed of any particular description 


of men—lawyers, for example, which is no improbable supposition—the fu- 
ture elections might be secured to their own body. 


Mr. Madison further observed that “the British Parliament 
possessed the power of regulating the qualifications both of the 
electors and the elected, and the abuse they had made of it was a 
lesson worthy of our attention. They had made changes in both 
cases subservient to their own views of political or religious par- 
ties.” (Madison Papers, etc., page 404.) 

This article was not agreed to. 

Note the significance and primal importance of Mr. Madison's 
assertion that ‘‘the qualifications of electors and elected were 
fundamental articles in a republican government and ought to be 
fixed by the Constitution,” as otherwise the Legislature might 
** subvert the Constitution.” 

What did the House of Commons say in 1782? They said that 
the attempt on the part of the House of Commons, in violation of 
the law of the land, to add a qualification was ‘‘subversive of the 
rights of the whole body of electors of this Kingdom.” It is not 
surprising that James Madison, with a knowledge of these facts 
in his mind, saw that exclusive regulation of qualifications by 
the Constitution, was vital. 
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committee of detail, Mr. Dickinson opposed the section alto- | « 
her, expressly because it would be held exclusive, saying | 
Was aga nst any r tals of qualifications In the Constitut lt was 
I ‘ & par v i 
I f niss ‘ 
Mr. Wilson t the same saying, ‘‘ Besides, a partial 
e! 1 of cases will d Legislature from disqualify 
l s and dange1 Riad Py ° 
When ss n in was under discussion, after 
thr 1 been str n out and ‘‘seven™ inserted as to citiz 
ship, Alex er Hamilto1 ved ‘tl es n be so altered 
as t lire merely c p and tancy,” and suggested 
th rig] etermining tl of natut ition will 
then ive a discretion to t Legislature on the subject which 
will answer every purpose.” [bid., page 411 


Here it is clear that,as Hamilton construed this provision, with 


out this latitude as to naturalization, the Legislature had no dis- 
cretion or power. From the affirmative language of this pr 

vision, then, as it stood in the report of the committee of detail, 
and the understanding of the framers of the Constitution, it is 
clear that it was exclusive. This section was not changed to the 
negat form by amendment, or as the result of any debate. In 
its affirmative form, with other sections that had been finally 
acted upon, and their construction and terms definitely settled, 
it was referred to a committee ‘‘ to revise the style of and arrange 


I 
icles which had been agreed to by the House,” and this 
Littee consisted, among others, of Mr. Hamilton, Mr. Gou- 
ir Morris, arfl Mr. Madison. (Jbid., page 530.) 

committee had no power to make any change in the legal 
any of the clauses submitted tothem. They were sin 


. : roe 7 
revise and arrange Certainly, 





‘ 
Ol 
to ie o- 


the sty n with his 


pronounced 


views, Mr. Madison would not have made a 


change in Article IV, section 2, that would, in his opinion, have 
placed it within the power of the Legislature to ‘subvert th 
Constitution.” 

Yet, when the committee reported the Constitution as it now 
stands, Article IV is rearranged so as to be included in Article I, 


and the original aftirmative section 2 of Article 1V appears in the 
negative form as the second independent paragraph of Article I, 
somewhat changed, it is true, but in no sense connected with or 
dependent upon the preceding paragraph, which, with an improve- 
ment in phraseology, is section1 of Article LV of the draft. This 


deprives the argument sought to be derived from the juxtaposi- 


tion of all significance. (Ibid., page 55%. 
An examination of the finished wor! 
rearrangement and changes in phraseology by the committee were 
extensive. The object unquestionably was, to make the arrange- 
ment more orderly and lucid, and the language more perspicuous 
and felicitous. Toholdthatinany particular, any change was i 
tended to be made in the legal effect, is to impeach the integrity « 
men whose characters are of the most illustrious in our history. ‘ 

assert that they unwittingly made such! changes, is a mucii 
grievous assault upon their intelligence and ability. 

Moreover, we are not left to inference as to how this clause in 
its present form was interpreted by the most eminent of its 
framers. The Federalist, as is well known, was published while 
the Constitution was undergoing public discussion, and while it 
was being ratified by the States. It had been ratified by six States 
only when the numbers of the Federalist hereafter referred to 
appeared. The author of No. 52 evidently assumes that all of the 
qualifications of Representatives has been ‘‘ very properly consid- 
ered and regulated by the convention.” 

He says: 

The qualifications of the ele 
fined by the State constitutions, 


loses the fact that the 


y 
i 
To 


i“ 


ted being less carefully a 





id properly de 





r and being at the same time more susce pti 
of uniformity, have been very properly considered and regulated by the 
convention. A Representative of the United States must be of the age of 25 
years; must have been seven yearsa citizen of the United States; must at tl 
f his election be an inhabitant « state he is to repre 






present, and dur 
in no office under the United States 
limitations, the door of this part of the Federal Go 
1ent is open to me of every ription, whether native or adopt 
er yo or old, and without regard to poverty or w 
cular profession of religious faith. ; 

Af the learned author had supposed that any limitations in ad- 
dition that might appeal to the caprice of a legislature could be 
added, he would hardly have used the term “these reasonable lim- 
itations,” as he evidently did, as descriptive of all of the limita- 
tions to be imposed. In No. 57 a general reference to this clause 
is made, which evidently proceeds upon the idea that the qualifi- 
cations to be required, are stated in the Constitution. It reads: 

Whoare to be the objects of popular choi Every citizen whose merit may 
recommend him to the esteem and confidence of the country. No qualifica- 
tion « f wealth, of birth, of religious faith, or of civil prof ions is permitted 
to fetter the judgment or disappoint the inclination of the people. 
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case of a conviction of crime is purely arbitt 
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| from the Constitution, to a conviction me, m 1a 

| in the nature of expiation, a satisfyin the dicia ! 

| for the departure thus made from the Constitution. If po 
exists, it must be unlimited: and therefore, while you can n 
take from, or narrow. the first two specified elements, you have 
unlimited power to addtothem. For instance, unless a man 
at least twenty-five years of e he is not ible; theref 
Constitution does not undert t tha ( rage may not 
be required. In fact, the necessa infers that or 
minimum limit as to age has been establi l the ] 

| has unlimited power to add to that qualification, and henes 
require all Representatives to be fifty yea l 
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| zenship clause; you can not act withit ma 
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thing. 

But we do not stop here. If this prov I the C n 
which is now under discussion is not exclusive, 1 it that 
1866, the American Congress, by reasor 
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to want to do, when it meets a man it does not like, and sees fit to 
lisyualification into the Constitution and exclude him? 


read a di 
Why pass the fourteenth amendment? I read section 3: 









No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of 
President and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or military, under the 
United State der any State. who, having previously taken an oath, as 
amember of C s, or as an officer of the United States, or as a member 

] iture, or as an executive or judicial officer of any State, to 


itution of the United States, shall have engaged in insur- 
against the same, or given aid or comfort to the enemies 


Was it necessary to adopt that amendment to the Constitution? 
If it was not necessary, why was it done? I say if this great 
power existed, could not this House invoke it in the case of the 
application of a traitor to be admitted within its walls, as my 
friend here suggests, without a Constitutional amendment? 

‘The House and Senate had both exercised the power to exclude 
traitors without an amendment to the Constitution in great emer- 
gencies. Does not the fact that this amendment grew out of that 
crisis, demonstrate that both the House and Senate knew that 
their action in thus excluding, was unauthorized by the Constitu- 
tion? 

Let me suggest another consideration to my friends. Here is 
this fourteenth amendment, that limits the disqualification to per- 
sons who have taken an oath, only those. There were a great 
many traitors at one time in this country who had never taken an 
‘oath as a member of Congress, or as an officer of the United 
States, or as a member of any State legislature, or as an executive 
or judicial officer of any State to support the Constitution of the 
United States.” What about that vast body? When there isa 
constitutional provision limiting the disqualification to those who 
had taken such ‘* oath,” would this committee and this House hold 
that they could go further, and exclude any and every traitor, irre- 
spective of his having taken the oath? Why, they say they can 
now. Here is aclause in this Constitution that provides for the 
method to be adopted when a man who is disloyal stands at the 
door and knocks. 

And what does the chairman of this committee say? What 
does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] say? He says the 
member from Utah, Mr. Roberts, is ‘ disloyal.” Well, if he is 
disloyal,does he not come under the fourteenth amendment? Has 
this House, in the plentitude of its power, or rather in the plenti- 
tude of its determination, the power and the right to do anything 
that it sees fit, under any circumstances, when this constitutional 
amendment confines the right to exclude, toa man who has taken 
such oath? And there is no pretense that the gentleman from 
Utah has taken an oath, and there were thousands and thousands 
of traitors who never have taken the oath to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Let me see, has something been said 
about the sacredness of the Constitution? The minority of your 
committee stand here to say, that they take the Constitution as it 
reads, and stand for its interpretation upon reasonable, logical, 
common-sense principles, 

M'CULLOCH Vs. MARYLAND. 


Thecaseof McCulloch against Maryland (4 Wheat., 416) is, on the 
part of the gentleman from Ohio, said to have very great significance 
inconstruing this provision of the Constitution; and as remember, 
when he made his speech to the House on the second day of the ses- 
sion, he said he shuddered to think what Judge Marshall would 
have said, if some one had suggested that you can not add to this 
provision of the Constitution relating to qualifications. Ifthegen- 
tleman had taken a little pains, and read the opinion throngh, he 
would have found that Chief Justice Marshall was discussing a sec- 
tion of the Constitution (section 8, ArticleI), which confers various 
powers upon Congress. That section concludes with this provi- 
s10n: 

T'o make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into exe- 
ention the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution 
=o a ernment of the United States or in any department or officer 

That is the section of the Constitution that Chief Justice Mar- 
shall was discussing—in relation to the powers vested in Congress, 
and the right to execute those powers and carry them into effect, 

Purely as a dictum, made by way of illustration, when discussing 
the powers reasonably to be implied from the concise and general 
provisions of this section, necessary, appropriate, and plainly 
adapted to effectuate its purposes, he said that— 

He would be charged with insanity who should contend that the legisla- 
ture might not superadd to the oath directed by the Constitution, such other 
oath of cftice as its wisdom might suggest. 

This does not impress me as entitled to much weight in con- 
struing a provision of the Constitution, which the court was not 
considering, and to which the doctrine ‘‘that a government in- 
trusted with such ample powers, on the due execution of which 
the happiness and prosperity of the nation so vitally depends, must 
also be intrusted with ample means for their execution,” can have 
little, if any, application. 

Now, the gentleman in effect says, that the opinion of Chief 
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Justice Marshallin McCullough against Marylandis to bo used in 
construing every provision of theConstitution. If this be true, the 
annotator of the Constitution should have repeated that citation 
under every section, instead of placing it only under those which 
related tothe powers conferred on Congress by section §, article 1, 
If the gentleman from Ohio could see the awful shade of Chief 
Justice Marshall, when he first learned that the language he had 
used, a dictum, by way of illustration, in respect to the construc- 
tion of section 8, was to be applied to this section of the Con- 
stitution under discussion, the gentleman from Ohio would shudder 
before he had time to think. [Laughter.] 


TEST OATH AS A QUALIFICATION. 


It is suggested that the existence of the clause ‘‘ but no religious 
test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public 
trust under the United States,” which is found in Article VI of 
the Constitution, in a paragraph relating wholly to oaths, has a 
direct tendency to show that the previous paragraph in Article I, 
section 2, prescribing qualifications, was not intended to be ex- 
clusive, inasmuch as this paragraph in Article VI is said to adda 
qualification, which is entirely inconsistent with the idea, that the 
prior paragraph was exclusive. Reflection, however, leads me to 
the conclusion that this paragraph in Article VI has no proper 
connection with, or relation to, the paragraph in Article], section 
2. I think the word “qualification” in connection with “ religious 
test,” is used in an entirely different sense from that in which 
the word ‘‘qualification” is used in Article I, section 5. It is 
clearly applied to and is a description of the ‘‘ religious test,” and 
must be construed in connection with that phrase, no ‘‘ religious 
test * * * asa qualification.” The clause is found in a para- 
graph which relates solely tothe oath to be administered. 

Qualification, when used in discussing the elements which a 
member-elect must possess in order to be entitled to enter upon 
the office, is synonymous with eligibility. This is substantially 
the definition of legal lexicographers—Bouvier, Rapalje, and An- 
derson. This ‘test oath” came from the common law. It is 
clearly defined in Rogers against Buffalo, 123 N. Y., pages 189-190, 


Most, if not all, of the provisions of the Federal and State constitutions, 
which are of the nature of a bill of rights, were placed therein with reference 
to English history and the struggles for aoedg 5 which such history recorded. 
Declarations, oaths, and tests as a condition for holding office had been fre- 
quently resorted to by the Parliament of Great Britain for the purpose of 
promoting the prosperity or one religion orinsuring the downfall of another 


And, after referring to several histories— 


It can not be doubted that the facts mentioned in them were present to the 
minds of the framers of our original Constitution, from which this provision 
is extracted. They meant that no such oaths, declarations, or tests as above 
described, nor any other of like nature, should be ordained asacondition for 
the holding of any public office. The Federal Constitution has declared that 
‘*‘no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or 
public trust under the United States.” That type was undoubtedly in- 
serted for the same reasons which led to the insertion of the somewhat 
similar one of our State constitution, and now under discussion. <Attorney- 
General vs. Detroit Common Council (58 Mich., 217); Anderson's Dictionary of 
Law, ** Test; ‘* Test act;” “ Test oath.” 


The English test acts (25 Geo. II, c. 2) required persons holding 
office within six months after appointment to take the oath of alle- 
giance and supremacy, and subscribe a declaration against trans- 
substantiation, and receive the sacrament according to the usage 
of the Church of England. The qualification of a ‘religious 
test’ thus prohibited relates clearly to something “required” to 
be done by an officer when entering upon, or after having entered 
upon the office, and not to qualifications or elements of eligibility 
which he must possess, or disqualifications, or elements of ineligi- 
bility, which he must not possess, before he can enter upon the 
office. Qualification or disqualification, eligibility or ineligibility, 
is astatus that either does, or does not, exist at the time of entering 
upon the office. The qualification ot a religious test bas no ex- 
istence as a status; it is not a status, it is simply a condition to be 
performed. No member can change his status as to the e!ements 
of eligibility, or qualification as defined in Article I, section 2. at 
the time of entering upon the office; but if the qualification of a 
religious test existed, every member could, if his conscience were 
sufficiently elastic, comply with the test. One is predicated upon 
the past, the other upon the future. One relates to things done, 
or not done; the other to things to be done. 

After the rendition of a judgment of the House holding that a 
member-elect possesses the qualification to entitle him to take 
the oath, and only then, could the ‘‘ test oath as a qualification’”’* 
be applied. 

An examination of the constitutional history of this clause fully 
corroborates this view. The last paragraph of Article VI, with 
the exception of the clause as to the test oath and the word “‘ affir- 
mation” (which was added by amendment), is substantially 
Article XX of the first draft of the Constitution as reported by 
the committee of detail August 6,1787. (The Madison Papers, 
containing debates on the Confederation and Constitution, volume 
5, 881; Elliot's Debates. ) 

The clause in question first appears in the proceedings August 
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©. 1787. and was introduced by Mr. Pinckney as an independent 

propositic n to be referred to the committee of detail, and then read: 
No religious test or qualification shallever be annexed to any oath of « fi 

u the authority of the United States. t., 446. 


That the word ‘‘ qualification ” as here used related to the oath, 
and to nothing else, is too clear for argument, and that it was not 
used in the sense in which it was used in Article I, section 5, is 
likewise clear. This conclusion is emphasized by the fact here- 
tofore noted, that it was at one time proposed, by an independent 
constitutional provision, to confer upon the legislature express 
authority to add one qualification. The effort failed, and it is 
hardly to be supposed that they would doindirectly by this clause, 
what they had directly decided, nottodo. Later, when Article XX 
was being considered, Mr. Pinckney moved as an amendment to 
the article, his original proposition in precisely the language in 
which it now appears in the Constitution. _(Jbid., 498.) 

There is nothing in the proceedings to indicate that by a change 
in the phraseology he intended any change in its meaning. The 
selection by him for amendment, of the clause as to the oath, and 
not that relating to the qualification, is in harmony with this view. 


For these reasons it seems to me that the clause relating to re- | 


ligious tests can serve no legitimate purpose in enlarging that pre- 
scribing the elements of eligibility. 
AUTHORITIES. 


I wish to call the attention of the House to the authorities re- | 


lied upon by the majority in support of the right to add qualifica- 
tions to the Constitution. I read now from the remarks of the 


gentleman from Ohio, delivered in this House on the second day | 
of the session, when he was proposing to halt the gentleman from | 


Utah at the bar of the House. 


Our State courts in many instances have construed exactly similar provi- 
sions 


[ will read now from the report which the majority of the com- | 


mittee make to the House: 

The courts of several of the States in construing analogous provisions 
have with practical unanimity declared against any such narrow construc 
tion of the Constitution. 

The House was informed, and I presume in all candor, that 
there were ‘‘many instances in the courts of this country where 
they had construed similar provisions.” It dwindles down now 
to ‘‘several States” with ‘practical unanimity;” and as there 
are just two, that makes ‘‘several States,” 
that those two agree, we have ‘‘ practical unanimity.” All of the 
cases now relied on were mentioned by the gentleman from Ohio 
in his first speech, but, I submit. with the air that they were 
simply a sample, of the great array of cases to follow. 

They rely upon Rogers against Buffalo. 





inadvertently led—mark you, I do not say that he intentionally 
stated—into a stronger statement of the law than this authority 
will justify. The gentleman from Ohio said, that the supreme 
court of the State of New York in the case of Rogers against 
Buffalo, in an opinion drawn by Mr. Justice Peckham, who “ now 
adorns the bench of the Supreme Court ’’—and, by the way, have 
you noticed that any judge, or elementary author who, tends to 
sustain the position of my friends of the majority either adorns 
the bench, or is a distinguished jurist or an eminent man?—The 
gentleman from Ohio says Justice Peckham held— 

that a provision of the constitution of New York declaring certain quali- 
fications for office was not exclusive and did not bar the legislature from im- 
posing new, reasonable, and proper qualifications. 

I am obliged to question the accuracy of that assertion. If the 
gentleman from Ohio had read the opinion of the court in Rogers 
against Buffalo with diligence enough to find in it anything but 
the obiter dicta that suited his own use, he would have discovered 
that when Justice Peckham wrote the opinion there were no pro- 
visions in the constitution of New York that prescribed qualitica- 
tions. I read from the opinion, 

Here is the first proposition: 

This last provision, preventing the formation of a civil-service board of 
commissioners from one political party is cited as a violation of Article I, 
section 1, of our constitution, which declares that ‘*‘no member of this State 
shall he disfranchised or deprived of any of the rights or privileges secured 
to any citizen thereof unless by the law of the land or judgment of his 
peers.”’ (Page 181.) 

Are there any qualifications prescribed in that? 

Here is the next one: 

The provision is also claimed to be a violation of section 6, Article I, which 
declares that ‘no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property with- 
out due process of law. (Page 181.) 

Is there any qualification prescribed in that? 

The next proposition reads: 

Still another ground of invalidity is alleged by the appellant. He says 


that the statute conflicts with Article 12, which provides for taking of an 
oath of office by members of the legislature and all officers, executive and 





judicial, before they enter on the duties of their respective offices, which | 


“no 


oath is therein set forth, and it is then stated that as a ss 
ification for any 


other oath, declaration, or test shall be required as a qua 
office of public trust” (pp. 187, 183). 


XXXIII——69 


and as it isa fact, | 


I want to say to the | 
members of the House that I think the gentleman from Ohio was 
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So I submit the original suggestion by my friend m © n 
regard to that case. when 1 ivs that Jus » Pe wa **] 1 
that a provision of the constit ] 
tions for office was not exclusive and did not bar the] re 
from imposing new reasonable and pr i can 
not be sustained for a moment. 

[read alittle further to show what he did hold in ‘ 
Not only was there no provision in the constitutior New York 
prescribing qualifications, which wet I 
Peckham, but Judge Peckham in that opin veral tin said 
that he did not decide it on any such ground. Hesa 
) 17 - wh 3 

The opinion discloses the fact that no such ' 
prescribed in the Constitution 

He then asserts that t 1 
right it 
‘ r 
0 by the appella 
. for the} s 
igm le at hich 
Cc ‘ F ‘ wi L 
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In the light of these facts, what s ition is there f the 
confident assertion that Mr. Justice Peckham s i t 
ity contention? As to decided cases, they rest s n ) 
and Colorado instead of ‘‘our State courts in 

In Ohio vs. Covington ) Ohio St., h \ pass- 
ing upon the right of the defendants to hold t flic police 
commissioner and member of the board l 
Cincinnati. The constitution provided tl 

No person shall be elected or apy 
possesses the qualifications of an 

The court distinctly held that 

The defendants, as members of the board | m1 ’ + * @ 
are officers for whose election and appoi i 
constitution of the State or of the United Sta 


And were therefore such as the legislature had, by the express 
provisions of the constitution, authority 
legislature created the offices in questio1 
condition that each officer should be 








A resident citizen for three years of the cit W h ] 
mm d able to read a vrite t E s ul 

The offices in question were creatures of the st ot of 
the constitution. It is familiar law that whatey of the 
legislature creates it can create with such conditions, limitations, 
qualifications, and restrictions as it sees fit to impose, and this 
was all that it was necessary for the court to say in that case, in 
upholding the validity of the statute. It is true, that it did go 
further than that, further than the case required, and held that 
no implication arose, from the negative language of the constitu- 
tion, that other qualifications could not be added by tl ris- 
lature. In so far, however, as the opinion goes | yond the re- 
quirements of the case, it is certainly doubtful authority. It 
should be stated that this case has been fully approved in 


cent case of Mason vs. State 
The case of Darrow vs. People (8 Colo., 42) relied on is also sub- 
ject to the same criticism as State vs. Covington, as the office there 
considered was that of alderman, the creature of the sta 
That is all there is left of the ‘‘many instances 
this country” which they claimed sustained, this prop 


Ohio Sf. 


’ "to £ 
in the ¢ 


ELEMENTARY AUTHORS, 


| I examine briefly the elementary writers relied upon. They 





, rely upon Burgess upon Political Science and ( stit Law. 
| The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLer] says that I suggested 
that Mr. Burgess was not entitled ‘to any consideration an 
autkority. I do not remember ever having made any reflection 
upon the distinguished gentleman who writes, what the I 
| guished gentlemen of the majority suggest. is ‘‘a very ambitious 


| work.” Certainly the minority views contain no such reflection. 
| The majority say, it ‘‘ must be considered an authority on the sub- 
ject of constitutional law.” 

I do note the fact, that Mr. Burgess, in his work on Pvlitical 
| Science and Constitutional Law, cites no authority for the very 
i loose propositions that he lays down in an ex cathedra manner. 
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[ waste no time on Throop on Public Officers. He suggests no 
authority to sustain his text that relates to, or is in any way con- 


nected with, the construction of any provision in the Constitution. | 


Any member of the bar can examine the work and see whether 
or not my suggestion is correct. 

Pomeroy suggests the extraordinary proposition that Congress 
can not, but that one House can, add qualifications. He does not, 
however, state it to be the law, but says he is *‘ strongly of the 
opinion,” etc. 
this power, you will be in doubt as to what he did think on the 
clement of qualifications. 

Now, | wish to call attention to what Mr. Justice Miller says, 
and I think I can re): upon what Mr. Justice Miller says, because 
I find in the report of the majority this splendid and significant 
certificate of Justice Miller’s character. The majority say: ‘‘If a 
profound constitutional authority like Justice Miller had believed, 
Now, what did Justice Miller say? He said: 


Though it might ‘eivable that Congress— 


+ 


etc.” 


we COL 


Not the House of Representatives, not the Senate, but “ that | 


Congress 


might make some conditions or limitations concerning the eligibility 


Now we are finding out from ‘‘ profound constitutional author- 
ity ” what qualifications mean— 
the eligibility of its n I 
qualifications alone reg 
14 

Mari: that language! 

lie was a ** profound constitutional authority,” and every law- 
yer in this presence recognizes it, and reveres the memory of that 
magnificent jurist. He says ‘it has not been done and the con- 
stitutional qualifications alone regulate that subject.” I submit 
to the industry, and skill, and care, of the gentlemen on the part of 
the majority, that it might have been well for them to have ex- 
amined the chronology of that statement, before they cited it as an 
authority before the House, on the proposition that this act of 
i882, known as the Edmunds law, excluded the gentleman from 
Utah. 

W hen was this lecture of this distinguished jurist delivered, in 
which he says ‘‘it has not been done and the constitutional quali- 
fications alone regulate that subject?” That lecture was delivered 
in 1889 and 1890. This statute that they now claim is a disquali- 
fication was enacted in 1882. It can not be said that Justice Mil- 
ler did not know that there was any such legislation, because 
the great Ramsay case (114 U. S.), which defines the status of 
polygamists or persons unlawfully cohabiting, was announced in 
1884, two years after this act was passed, and five years before 
Justice Miller said that ‘* conditions or limitations” had not been 
added. Justice Miller took part in that decision as a member of 
the United States Supreme Court. 

There is yourauthority. Thereisthe judge, whosays, concern- 
ing the elements of eligibility, ‘‘ It might be conceivable that Con- 
gress might make some conditions and limitations,” but who also 


says: 


are. it 


! has not been done and the constitutional 
te that subject.—Miller on 





. It has not been done, and the constitutional qualifications alone regulate 
that subject. 

An ‘tit might be conceivable” is hardly the foundation for a 
change in the Constitution. However, if Justice Miller is an au- 
thority, and if he knew enough at that time to state the law as it 
was, there is nothing for our friends to stand upon in relation to 
this Edmunds Act, They can come back to their ‘‘ general-wel- 
fare” proposition—that is, they have found something that they 
do not like in some man; hence ineligibility. It is one thing to- 
day; it may be another thing to-morrow; but they have found 
what they want for this case; they now declare it, and they now 
propose to impose it. 

That is all I have to say about the authorities relied upon by the 
majority. Only two State courts and only three writers, Burgess, 
Throop, and Pomeroy—Pomeroy, in fact, does not state it, be- 
cause he states an entirely different proposition—only these can 
be relied upon. I leave out Cushing, as he writes on both sides, 
We present to the House, on the other hand, every case we have 
been able to find in the courts, In the case of People vs. May (3 
Mich. , 098). 

The court said: 

We concede to the fullest extent that it isnot in the power of the judiciary 
or even the legislature to establish arbitrary exclusions from office or annex 
qualifications thereto when the constitution has not established such exclu- 
sions nor annexed such qualifications. But it is begging the question to 
assume that the act of construing the constitution has that effect (610). 

In Thomas vs. Owens (4 Maryland, 223) the court said: 

Where a constitution defines the qualifications of an officer, it is not within 
the power of the legislature to change or superadd to it, unless the power be 
expressly or by necessary implication given to it. 

And in Page vs. Hardin (8 Ben. Mon., 661) the court said: 

We think it entirely clear that so far as residence is to be regarded as a 
ualification for receiving or retaining office, the constitutional provision on 


the subject covers the whole ground, and is a denial of power to the legis- 
lature to impose greater restrictions, 


If you will read what he says the House does under | ¢inctly, contrary to the contention of the majority. What do they 


In Black vs. Trover (79 Va., 125) the court also said: 

Now, it is a well-established rule of construction, as laid down by an 
eminent writer, that when the constitution defines the SS. for 
office, the specification is an implied prohibition against legislative inter- 


ference to change or add to the qualifications thus defined. 





I call attention right here and now to the suggestion that Mr. 
Justice Story is the first man upon whom we rely, and what our 
friends of the majority say about Judge Story? Judge Story 
happens in this instance to state the law flatly, squarely, and dis- 
say? ‘First, that it is dismissed in avery few words.” They say, 
‘‘Justice Story himself disclaims explicitly in his works that he 
gave his own opinion as to what the Constitution means, but asserts 
that he undertakes merely to give the statements of others.” Here, 
in this year of our Lord 1900, in this debate, the profession and 
the courts are advised, that this great commentator on the Consti- 
tution, Justice Story, did not write a commentary upon that in- 
strument, but simply narrated what somebody else said or simply 
what some other man thought. He is the Boswell of the Consti- 
tution [laughter] and no longer an authority. 

Well, now, I submit for the consideration of my distinguished 
friend, that this is in the nature of a revelation to the courts, and 
the profession in the United States. I had occasion while I was 
investigating this question, upon an allied proposition, to examine 
the opinion of the court carefully, in Kilbourne against Thomp- 


Oe, enatibation cane | 20% that case to which I have already alluded as establishing the 
the Consti ton, page | a 


constitutional limitations of this House in the exercise of its power 
to commit for contempt, and I noticed that the counsel in his brief 
cited to the court twelve instances where this great, powerful 
body had, in the plenitude of its mighty power, committed for con- 
tempt. And I noticed that the counsel on the other side cited one 


| Story, ‘‘ the Boswell of the Constitution.” 


I also noticed, that when the justice of the Supreme Court came 
to write his opinion, he did not even so much as allude to the 


| alleged precedents of this great body; but, being neither oppressed, 


or impressed, by this new hallucination as to Mr. Story, inadvert- 
ently referred to him in terms of respect as an authority. [Ap- 
plause and langhter.| I do not imagine it is necessary for me, an 
humble member of the legal profession, to stand here to defend 
the memory of that distinguished man. May I submit for the 
consideration of the majority that long after all of us who shall 
take part in this debate, in our weak and feeble way, shall have 
been covered by the protecting mantle of oblivion, the magnifi- 
cent intellect of Judge Story will continue to illumine the juris- 
prudence of this, and other lands? [Applause.] 

They quote what Mr. Bingham said about Mr. Story. I sub- 
mit it is hardly a proper attack, at the hands of men who wish to es- 
tablish in adisinterested manner, aproposition. John A. Bingham, 


of Ohio, if 1 remember aright—a gentleman from Ohio. [Laugh- 
ter.] It seems a good many things come from Ohio. This legal 


criticism of Justice Story seems to have originated in Ohio, 
is from a speech of John A. Bingham, of Ohio. 
Justice Story, he says: 

Gentlemen in this connection have referred to Story. I do not propose to 
read at any great length from him. Iam not unmindful of the fact that this 
lamented man, so full of learning, often crowded into his pages so much of 


the text of others with whose writings he was familiar that a doubt often 
arises as to his true and certain meaning. 


* This lamented man,” how painful. Here seems to be the ori- 
gin of this proposition, in Ohio eed , and when it was first 
started in Ohio, the objection was that Judge Story would narrate 
what other great men had said, and you could not tell on that 
account where Judge Story undertook to say anything himself. 
The idea is now improved, and the objection is that he never 
gives his own opinion, simply narrates what other people said, 
and is therefore unquestionably, the Boswell of the Constitution. 

Let me read what Justice Story said on the provision under 
discussion, and let the House say whether in the language used he 
is undertaking to repeat what any other men have said. He was 
discussing this very provision. He says: 

It would seem but fair reasoning upon the plainest principles of interpre- 


tation, that when the Constitution established certain qualifications as neces- 
sary for office— 


Now mark! 
it meant to exclude all others as prerequisites. From the very nature of 
such a provision the affirmation of these qualifications would seem to imply 
a negative of all others.—Story on the Constitution, section 625. 

Who said that? Is that the report of what somebody else said, 
of some constitutional sewing circle, or is that the sound learn-s 
ing of Justice Story? This was the utterance of a great lawyer, 
and no man ever was a great lawyer who undertook to claim for 
himselfall knowledge and information and speak ina dogmatic, au- 
tocratic manner ona legal proposition. Itmay be that Judge Story 
had read what Madison had said; it may be he had read what 
Hamilton had said, because his significant language is in perfect 
harmony with what they did say, Attention has already been 
called to what they did say. 

Again Justice Story says: 


But as the eae of members were thought to be less carefully de- 
fined by the State constitutions, and more susceptible of uniformity than 


This 
Speaking of Mr. 
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islature can not add others not therein preseribed.—McCrary on Elect that these precedents are ioul 
section 312. : fullv ; " ‘ etion ¢ } ( | ' ¢ 
McCrary also takes the ground t hat statutory and constitn- | one else.did wrong on insufficient fort i 
tional provis sions making ineligible to office any person aa has | debate, is no ex : for tl I - 
been gui Ity of crime » presuppose a conviction before the ineligi- | cumstances, In pursuing 
bility att taches. (Ibi d.. page 345. ) L have ju . word t I 
Paine, in his work on elections, takes the same view (pages | setts. There is no d ne! ) 
104-1 US). wil + +} , <7 ne | XT 
; what the provisions 
U pon this great proposition as to whether or notit is legitimate | It was prior ad 
1pon the part of this House, by its own unaid ed action, to thus ; States, and in » abse t 
chan ge and make uncertain that which should be certain a funda. | nothing ut pon r 





mental law, I wish to invoke the authority—though not precisely 
in point, still significant—of the immortal Webster, the defender I understood the gentleman from ¢ 
and expounder of the Constitution. that a questior 


1 Was raised as to the exclusion of 
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resolution was adopted in the Senate for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing whether or not he was sane or insane, as an element of eligi- 
bility. I beg leave to disagree with my friend, the gentleman 
from Ohio. ILholdin my hand the resolution, being that of the 
majority of the committee which reported it, and what does it say? 
j 1} into the election, retur1 nd qualification of the said John M. 

And w u se? 

A capacity at this time to take the oath 

‘Capacity’ meant his mental capacity. It is not worth while 
for me to stand here and argue in the presence of lawyers that an | 


insane inan can do no valid act. 


oath. 
fications, they were instructed to inquire also ‘‘ into his capacity;” 


simply whether or not mentally he was capable of taking the oath. | 
as thus used, had nothing whatever to do with eligi- | 


**Capacity,” 
bility or qualifications, 
THOMAS CASE, 
The Thomas case, next alluded to, I will discuss with the Ken- 
tucky cases of a like nature, that occurred in the House. 


STARK CASE 


If you have the report of the majority, you will find it on page | 


24. [will call the attention of the House to a few things that the 


majority of this committee omitted when they stated this case to 
the House, 

{ wish you to remember as I begin the analysis, the square, dis- 
tinct, explicit statement of the gentleman from Ohio that ‘‘no 
precedent in the American Congress exists against exclusion” — 
that is, that there is no case where they have decided they did not 
have the power to exclude. That is his explicit statement in his 
speech this afternoonin the House. (Since revised, the gentleman 
probably meaning ‘‘ House” instead of **American Congress.”) 

What was the Benjamin Stark case? Benjamin Stark was a 
Senator from the State of Oregon who was charged with disloy- 
alty. In the majority report they have quoted quite a lengthy 
suggestion from Mr. Trumbull, who was a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Mr. Trumbull discusses this * general- 
welfare ” proposition in relation to qualifications. Whatdoes Mr. 
Trambull start out with? Bear in mind that the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. TAYLER] has just stated to this House 
that there was ‘‘ no precedent against exclusion in the American 
Congress.” Let me read in the Stark case from Mr. Trumbull. 
He Says: 

A preliminary question was raised in the Senate when this case was 
referred to the committee, whether it was competent for the Senate, for any 





cause, to refuse to allow a person to be sworn as @ member of the Senate 

whose credentials were in proper form and who possessed all the qualifica- 

tions as to age, citizenship, and inhabitancy prescribed by the Constitution; 

and whether the only remedy which the Senate had to protect itself against the 

presence of an infamous person, a convicted felon, or an avowed and open 

traitor, was not by expulsion by a two-thirds vote after he should have been 
rorn into office. 


This is the precise question presented now. The precise ques- 
tion presented in the Stark case is presented here at this moment. 

Again: 

Many lawyers holding that when he possessed the necessary credentials 
ana the quaufications prescribed in the Constitution, that notwithstanding 
the charge of disloyalty he had the right to be sworn in and the remedy was by 
Mr. Trumbull held the other way, but every other manon the 
Judiciary Committee held against him. Bear in mind the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] that there is ‘‘no 
precedent against exclusion.’””» What did the Senate do ‘‘in the 
American Congress?” I think the gentleman from Ohio ought to 
have leave toamend his remarks. What did the Senate do in this 
very case? Let me read the resolution that they finally adopted 
under circumstances where, it is suggested by the gentleman from 
Ohio, this House of Representatives might make itself ‘‘su- 
premely ridiculous” before the American people. This awful 
spectacle was first presented by the Senate, or rather the prece- 
dent was furnished by them. Here is the resolution: 

Resolved, That Benjamin Stark, of Oregon, appointed a Senator of that 
State— 


Now, they did not put this in their report, mind you— 


appointed a Senator from that State by the governor thereof, is entitled to | 


take the constitutional oath of office without prejudice to any subsequent pro- 
ceedings in the case, 

The majority of the committee supported it. 
disloyalty were made. Ex parte affidavits were submitted as in 
this case. Mr. Trumbull, a minority of one, raised the same ques- 
tions raised here to-day by the majority of this committee. Ido 
not know whether he charged the Senate with being ‘‘ ridiculous,” 


The charges of 


as has been suggested by the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. TAYLER}, | 


but every other man on the Judiciary Committee supported that 
resolution, and that resolution was adopted by the Senate of the 
United States—yeas 26, nays 19. 

Now, I submit, in all candor and fairness, when we are stand- 
ing here upon either side of these legal propositions to disclose the 


truth, what becomes of the assertion of the gentleman from Ohio | and were still traitors to the United States. 


If insane he could take no valid | 
And after they were instrncted to inquire as to his ‘* quali- | 


} 





| question. 
| found he was disloyal, and that ought to settle it. 
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that there is no ‘precedent in the American Congress against ex- 
clusion?” What becomes of it, in view of this case and this vote 
on the part of the Senate? Iam not through with this csse yet. 
I.et me read the names of the men who voted in the affirmative, 
They were: 

Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, Davis, Fessen- 
den, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howe, Johnson, Kennedy, La- 
tham, McDougall, Nesmith, Pearce, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sherman, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Willey, and Wilson of 
Missouri. 

There is the vote of the Senate, under circumstances exactly 
parallel to the circumstances existing before this House, except 
that Stark was charged with actual disloyalty, not the newly 
invented, theoretical, metaphysical, empirical, chimerical, fanciful 
‘disloyalty ” of the majority. 

There is a further suggestion that is made upon the Stark case 
by the majority. They say here, on page 25: 

There is absolutely no doubt whatever that if the case of disloyalty had 
been stronger, Stark would have been excluded. 

I do not say that this is not so, though I think the assertion is 

ather vigorous. I am going to state the facts to the House and 
let the House say whether it isso. The committee say: 

There is absolutely no doubt whatever that if the case of disloyalty had 
been stronger, Stark would have been excluded. 

Let me read to you from the report of a committee of investi- 
gation returned to the Senate on April 22, he having been admit- 
ted February 27 and his case referred to the committee. The com- 
mittee say: 

That the Senator from Oregon is disloyal to the Government of the United 
States. 

Does not that look as if it was reasonably strong? 
W hat is the matter with that case? 

That the Senator from Oregon is disloyal to the Government of the 
United States. 

There is the precedent cited by the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] for the purpose of frightening this House 
from acting in accordance with the fundamental law of the land, 
as to which he says that there is no precedent in the American 
Congress against the power of exclusion, when the Senate took 
precisely the course suggested here. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If the Senate thought he was disloyal, 
why did it not expel him? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Thecase dragged along for along while. 
I have it right here. Do not fear that I am not informed about 
the case. I have not commented on what the Senate did. Iam 
giving you the record in the case. The principle involved is the 
John Sherman, of Ohio, was on that committee that 
[ Laughter. ] 
Now, it is true that when it came to a vote, for some reason or 
other the Senate of the United States did not vote to expel him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Might not the same thing occur in this 
case? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I am ready to meet you on that 
proposition, that you can frighten this House into voting for ex- 
clusion, in violation of the law, when the other course is the only 
one which can legitimately be pursued. Istand here upon the prop- 
osition that, so far as 1 am concerned, the gentleman from Utah, 
Mr. Roberts, shall have what I believe under all circumstances to 
be his constitutional right. I do not care how he is situated [ap- 
plause] nor whatis theresult. The fact that you may not get votes 
enough to expel does not tend to demonstrate the existence of the 
legal right to exclude. 

The vote in favor of expulsion did not pass in that case, and Mr. 
Sherman, who signed the report of the committee, holding that 
he was disloyal, did not even vote, either in the affirmative or in 
the negative. That indicates, perhaps, that some things might 
have occurred in connection with Mr. Stark, of Oregon, that the 
record does not disclose. I do not know anything about it. I 
give you the case exactly as it stands. I submit this in all fair- 
ness and candor, Ido not complain of the inadequate report of 
the majority. 

These records are open to us all, and it may appear to the House 
before I get through with this discussion, that I have taken occa- 
sion to examine some of them, in order that this House might 
intelligently apprehend, upon all the facts, precisely what these 
propositions stand upon. There is no good reason why the House 
should not have all the facts, 


KENTUCKY AND THOMAS CASES. 

First, we should take into consideration the conditions that 
surrounded the House of Representatives and the Senate of the 
United States in those days of 1866, 1867, and 1868, I do not wish 
to stand here and closely criticise the action of either one of those 
bodies. for we should bear in mind that under the feeling that ex- 
isted throughout the land, they believed that these men who were 
seeking admission to Congress, had been engaged in open rebellion 
We must consider 


(Laughter. ] 
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the fact, that these cases were determined under such circum- 
stances. The reports of the committees and the debates show the 
intense feeling that existed. In the Thomas case they were pass- 
ing upon the question as to the test oathin 1862. This is what Mr. 
Dawes said in his second report in the Kentucky cases in the House, 
as appears by the majority report: ; é 

After calling attention to the gravity of the situation he said 
that ‘‘in relation to these questions there are no precedents by 
which it may be guided in arriving at correct conclusions.” In 
1867. then, it seems from Mr. Dawes, that there were no prece- 
dents for this action now sought to be taken in this House. 
mav be that Mr. Dawes had not looked up these precedents, al- 
though his ability and industry were recognized as great. _ 

I hope that no one will think for a moment that I have failed to 
recognize the great industry, zeal, intelligence, ability, and ca- 
pacity which the gentleman from Ohio has brought to the inves- 
tigation of these questions. We all know that he has rendered 
most valuable service. But still Mr. Dawes did not examine the 
precedents, if there were any earlier that could properly be relied 
on. the Thomas case occurring March 18, 1867, and the Kentucky 
case July 3, 1867. Shellaberger, in his letter, states the question 
upon which these cases turned, ‘ First, may a law such as that 
prescribing the test oath be constitutionally passed and enforced 
either as to any officer or to a member of Congress?” And Mr. 
Dawes makes this suggestion: 

Now. sir, to those of us who believe that that fourteenth article is already 
a part of the Constitution, there isan expressed inhibition upon this man 
contained in that article. I do not care to take the time of the House in dis 
cussing the question whether it is or not a part of the Constitution. I plant 
myself upon the Constitution without amendment. 

It is apparent that some members based their action upon the 
test oath act of 1862, and some upon section 3, of the fourteenth 
amendment. 

This great fact istobe borneinmind. It wasinthe trying times, 
when the Republic was reorganizing itself after a terrible and 
devastating war, that these precedents occurred. Whatelse came 
out of that excitement under the heat and prejudice that was en- 
genderedthere? Thefourteenthamendment was placed in the Con- 
stitution to bar and exclude men from a seat in Congress who had 
been traitors, because they knew without the amendment they had 
no right to exclude, even a traitor. Its purpose was self-preserva- 
tion. I submit at this time, in these days of peace, when there is 
no probability under the circumstances that exist to-day, in either 
North or South—brethren every where—of the existence of a traitor 
within our borders, it is hardly worth while to invoke such cases 
as precedents, for the exercise of this unlimited power. No exi- 
gency exists, anything like that which existed under those circum- 
stances. [Applause. | 

I desire to call attention of the House further to what seems 
to me a very significant fact, as bearing on the proposition as to 
whether or not these cases are now entitled, in cold blood, in the 
exercise of plain, simple reason, toweight as precedents. The test- 
oath act was passedin 1862. In 1865 a statute was passed making 
it applicable to attorneys at law. Under that section the case of 
Ex parte Garland (4 Wall., 333) was determined. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, by a majority opinion announced in 
1866, held, in relation to this test oath that was proposed to be 
imposed upon members of Congress, upon attorneys at law, and 
upon any officers of the United States, as follows: 


The exaction of the oath is the mode provided for ascertaining the parties | 


upon whom the act is intended to operate, and instead{of lessening, increases 
its dangerous character. All enactments of this kind partake of the nature 
of bills of pains and penalties, and are subject to the constitutional inhibi- 


tion against the passage of bills of attainder, under which general designation | 


they are included (page 377). 


A little thing like thatis of no consequence, I apprehend. The 
Thomas and Kentucky cases were substantially based on the test- 
oath act of 1862. Ordinarily, after such a decision by the United 
States Supreme Court they would lose all force as precedents; not 
80 now, however. 

These cases have never been cited hitherto, as precedents. Be- 
fore I call your attention to the remarks of General Logan in the 
Whittemore case, I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
in 1867 John A, Logan was a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and himself, submitted one of the resolutions against swear- 
ing in certain members from Kentucky, making them stand back 
until their loyalty was determined. 

He made on the floor of the House afterwards, at least half a 
dozen speeches on the same question. In 1870, when this man 
Whittemore, who had been guilty of selling cadetships, resigned 
from the House, went back to the State of South Carolina and 
was returned immediately, a gross insult to the American Con- 
gress, Logan, making his speech on the floor of the House insist- 
ing upon excluding Whittemore, said—what? 

In reference to precedents, it is said by men whispering around that there 
no precedent for the course that I desire the House shall take in this case. 
But if we were to copy precedents, and ask ourselves is there any prece- 
dent to be found anywhere for this conduct of ours, I say there is; and the 


only precedent you can find is against Mr. Whittemore. If you will take 


the case of Wilkes in the English Parli i ieve 
expelled from that Pas —_ iament—he was four times, I believe, 


is 
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One resolution o 


re 


f exclusion in the Kentucky cases was adopted 
in 168, 
Just think of it! Logan taking part arly tr.0 
Says: 
If we were to ask ourselves there any } 
for this conduct of ours 
He put it fairly well— 
this conduct of ours, I say there is 
Mark that! 
The only precedent you can find is against Mr. W 
act of Wilkes, in the British Parliament, who ' tw 
Logan said in his speech, fresh from the cases of 1867 and 1s 
| that the Wilkes case was * the only precedent.” 
I submit in all soberness and seriousness, to this House that i 
a far cry in 1900, thirty years afterwards, to cite as a ] ke 
for the action of this House, a precedent that John A. Logan. lim 
self, did not deem worthy of citation for the action of the Hou 
in 1870. It must be that Logan realized, as I think everyone 
realized, that the House under those trying and exciting circum- 
stances had gone beyond the proper constitutional limitations of 
its power, and that a constitutional amendment was necessary in 
order to protect the House under similar conditions. If tl 
| Thomas and Kentucky cases, by reason of their extraordinary and 


| exceptional character, were not worthy to be cited by Logan, | 
| anything transpired to improve them by age? 


It is incones 
that they were not fresh in the minds of all. If they were n 
thority then, they certainly can not be now. 
WHITTEMORE 
The case of Whittemore, in the Forty-first Congress, is another 
legislative precedent for the right to exclude. 1 have examined 
that case with care,and I feel bound to say that I do not thin 


CASE 


it entitled to any weight as a precedent. The argument upon 
which it was based shows the action of the House to have been 
| unwarranted and ill advised in excluding Whittemore. The only 


| speeches made in support of the pro] 


| 


| 
j 





| debate is the criterion, the House acted wi 


| referred to once. 


ti 


sition were by Mr. Logan. 


He does not in any way refer to the 


one great legal question 
involved, as to whether Congress, to say nothing of the House, 
acting alone, had the power to add to the qualifications specified 


in the Constitution, and that question was not raised during the 
debate, although at that time (1870) several State courts—one a 
least—had discussed it, J’eople vs, Barker having been decided in 
1824. 

The House had apparently never heard that there was su 
question. The only provision of the Constitution that could 1 


ha 


| sibly justify the action of the House, that constituting the House 


the judge of the ‘“‘election returns and qualifications of its own 
members,” was not referred to directly or indirectly, and if the 
thout any reference to 
T ] 1 : i ‘ , ; . ; ra) 3 

The clause stating the qualification was incidentally 
Indeed, they apparently acted upon an entirely 


it whatever. 


different provision, that does not relate to exclusion or determin- 
ing eligibility or qualifications, and Mr. Logan distinctly based 
his case upon it when he says: 

I base my opinion, first, upon the Constitution of the United States, which 
authorizes Congress to prescribe rules and regulations t f nment 
of their members, and provides that by a two-thirds vote either House may 
= any one of its members without prescribing the offenses f which 
either House may expel. 


He then proceeded to make this gratuitous and unwarranted 
assumption: 


This being the theory with which I start out. I then assume that where 
| the House of Representatives has power to expel for an offense against its 
rules, or a violation of any law of the land, it has the same power to exclude 


a person from its body. 

Without giving any attention to the legal distinctions involved, 
or even referring to the constitutional right of passing upon quali- 
fications, or adverting to the fact that exclusion is the act of a 
majority and expulsion of two-thirds, he begs the whole question 
and assumes their identity. He quotes a statute which makes a 
disqualification to hold office absolutely dependent upon a convic- 
tion, and then assumes it disqualified Whittemore, although there 
had been no conviction. 


He admits there was no Congressional 
precedent for the action which he proposed. He cites the Wilkes 
case in the English Parliament as a precedent, when, as he states 
it, that case was directly in point against him. Wilkes, he says, 
was elected four successive times to the same Parliament, three 


times without opposition and the fourth time against an opposing 
candidate. Three times he was expelled. The fourth time his 
opponent was seated. Neither time, according to his statement 
was Wilkes excluded. 

Just how that case can be an authority for excluding asag 
expelling Whittemore wecan not see. These considerations (ani 
many more could be suggested), in view of the fact that the 
House, under Mr. Logan's lead, absolutely refused to allow any 
committee to examine, for the information of the House, the 1 I 
questions involved or to have the cases referred to any committe 
though such a course was desired by such men as Poland o 


’ 


Ver 


mont, Farnsworth of Illinois, and Schenck and Garfield of Ohio — 
law 


i 


and would not allow Schenck and Garfield to be heard on th 
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for even ten minutes each, deprive this case, in my opinion, of all 
Weight as a precedent, 
CANNON CASE. 

\s to that, it is only necessary to say that Cannon was a Dele- 

gate from the Territory of Utah. He was the creature of Con- 
ss and w not a constitutional member of this House. He 
wa bject to its control, and this House undoubtedly could have 
provisions as to his admission if it saw fit when they created 

t} o! 4 

it 1 deal with him as it saw fit, and it dealt with him in all 

! wa ind all sorts of arguments were used. That is | 
pra lly the history of the Cannon case. It is in no sense a 
pre t for nin case of amember of Congress. We submit 
th these precedents appear to have been ill advised, ill con- 
8 unusua ind are entitled to no controlling weight. The | 
Sti ise sustains the minority. These are the only precedents. 
Wi is there so inviolable about a precedent, that should lead 
this House, in violation of the law, to slavishly follow it? Idonot 

lerstand that the continuous repetition of a wrongful or un- 
lawful act, has ever by os si int on, ripened into a rightful act. 

i remember very well—and I have occasion to remember it, be 

[ reflect upon it with great pride—I remember very well 
w) he man of iron sto aj in the chair in this House, and in re- | 
8] » the order of the Republican House established a ruling, 
ove urning tl e precedents of a century. He took the House of 
Re} ent: ( 3, an obatructive body,and made itan instrument to 
r ter the people’s will. That ruling was not made in violation 
of t iw, it was not made on the basis of public policy, or because 
expediency required the Constitution to be wrenched, nor under the 
' neral-welfare” power, but it was made in accordance with 
he law of the land. 

\ decision in 62 New Hampshire, in 1882, had declared it, and 

nce the ruling, the Supreme Court of the United States has sus- 
ained it, Unless precedents are based on sound legal reason they 

ught not to influence or control the action of this House, 
iEM ‘SHIP IN CONGRESS NOT AWN “OFFICE UNDER THE UNITED STATES.” 
We submit with great confidence that there can be no question 
that this act of 1882 does not now,and never did,apply to the 
entleman from Utah. Why? This statute we submit must be | 
nstrued in connection with the conditions and circumstances 
under which it was enacted. 

What were the conditions under which it was enacted? When 
it wus enacted Utah was a Territory. To what did the act ap- 
ply? 

No polyga bigamist a srson cohabiting with more than one 

i in te ‘ other place over which the United 

t hye ‘Insiv ietion 

It was then the Territor ry of Utah. Did that act, when it was 
passed, affect the eligibility of any member of Congress? Did it 


not affect the elig sib ility of a De legate to Congress from a Terri- 


tory, and no one e Did it affect the eligibility of a polygamist 
or a person unlawfully cohabiting in Iowa,or in Maine, or New 


Ise? 


York? Was it not confined in its operation, when it was passed 
to Utah, and other Territories, of the United States? No man, a 
resident of the Territory of Utah, could become a member of Con- 


gress from elsewhere, and I submit that when that act was passed, 
the circumstances that surrounded it, demonstrate that it did not, 
and c uld not, apply to a member of Congress, and that it could 
only apply to a Territorial Delegate. 

But eighteen years have now passed, and where is the act of 
the Ai ican Congress that has changed the enactment so as to 


make it apply to a member of Congress? It could not then apply 





toa member of Congress. How can it now? Unless a member 
of the House holds an office *‘ under the United States,” within 


the ink 


aning of the Edmunds Act, 


there is no disqualification. 
As to the nature of their 
tates” or 


offices, whether ‘‘ under the United 

otherwise, members the House and Senate are evi- 
‘ ntly the same. The words “office” and “ offices” occur in the 
Constitution and amendments twenty-three times. and the words 
‘ off icer” and ‘‘officers” fifteen times, and, with the exception of 
perhaps two instances, these terms are never used, either directly 
tive 


5 ot 
1 
it 





ip 
in lirectly, as reé 
Senator. 
possible exception referred to is found in Article I, section 
l reads: 


lgment 


r lating to, or in connection with, a Representa- 


ve 


or 
On 


0, an 


in cases of impe achme nt shall not extend further than to re- 


moval from offic nd dis« fi 1 to hold and enjoy any office of honor, 
tru : peels ander United States 

The term “office” in the first clause, as to ‘‘removal from 
of ‘clearly does not relate to a member of either House, as it 


will be seen that the provisions as to impeachment do not apply 
to them. It would seem that 
would justify impeachment ought not to be eligible to a seat in 
Congress, though unless the clause ‘‘office of honor, trust, or 
profit under the United States” be held to include a member, he | 
could not be disqualified thereby. Still, if a member is not the | 
subject of impeachment, there is perhaps as much reason, in ex- 
empting him from the disqualifications of impeachment. 


House does not 
Edmunds Act does 
a civil officer guilty of conduct that | 


| context to include a member of Congress, when there is no 


| authority for adding anything whateve! 
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The other possible exception isin Article I, section 9, paragraph 8: 
No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States; and no person 
holding any office of profit or trust under them shall, without the consent of 
Congress, accept of any present, emolument, office, or title of any kind what- 
ever from ‘any king, prince, or foreign state. 
Standing alone, we might understand the paragraph as broad 
enough and comprehensive enough to include members of Con- 
gress; but taken with the other provisions of the Constitution— 
oad they are numerous—wherein the like terms do not embrace 
or apply to Senators or Representatives in Congress, what support 
can this paragraph possibly afford to those who invoke it as an 
*,to the prescribed qualifi- 
cations of a Representative. 
The clause in Article I, section 6, provides 
And no person holding any office 


) tates shall be a mem- 
ber of either Hot 


under the United § 
ise during his continuance in office. 
Here it is very clear that ‘‘ any + offic » under the United States” 
can not include a membe Tr, as otherwise it would be equivalent to 
a provision that no member of either House shall be a member of 


either House during his continuance in office—an absurdity, A 
clause in Article LI, section 1, provides: 
But no Senator or Representative, or person holding an office of trust or 


profit under the United States, shall be appointed an elector. 

Here the terms ‘‘ Senator or Representative” and ‘‘ person hold- 
ing an office of trust or profit under the United States” are used 
in the alternative, or in contradistinction from each other. If 
they were one and the same, their separate enumeration was un- 
necessary. If identical, there would be no occasion to particu- 
larize ‘‘ Senator or Representative.” 

If identical, the adjective ‘* other” 
that the clause should read, ‘ 


should have been used, so 
or person holding any other office 


of trust or sl fit under the United States,” ete. 

These observations apply to the following provisions: 

The Senators and moron ntatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both of 
the United States an d of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirma- 
tion, etc. Constitut Art. VIL.) 

No person shall 7 a Senator or Rey resent a in Congress, or elector of 
President and Vice-President, or hold any tivil or military, under the 








United States, or under an 
(XIV Amendment, sec. 

Article II, section 4—‘‘The President, Vice-President, and all 
civil officers of the United States shall be removed from oftice on 
impeachment for and conviction of treason, bribery, or other high 
crimes and misdemeanors ”—has been construed by the only tri- 
bunal therefor known to the Constitution, the Senate sitting as a 
court of impeachment, which held that a Senator was not a * civil 
officer,” and therefore was not liable to impeachment. Itwasthe 
case of William Blount, a Senator, who was impeached before the 
bar of the Senate by the Houseof Representatives. In his plea he 
claimed that as a member of the Senate he was not one of the 
‘* civil officers of the United States,” and on the 11th of February, 
1797, the Senate announced its conclusion, as follows: 


The court is of the op 


» whe 





y State o hay viously tuken an oath, etc. 





vo.) 


sinion that the matter alleged in the plea of the de- 
fendant is sufficient in law to show that this court ought not to hold jurisdic- 
tion of the said impeachment, and that said impeachment is dismissed. 
Annals of Congress, volume 8, page 
Story concurs in this view. 

792.) 

Who can be said to hold office ‘‘ under the United States” 
practions y decided in United States vs. Germaine (99 U. 5. 
512), where the court said: 

The Consti tution, for purposes of appointment, very clearly divides all 
its officers into two classes. The primary class requires a nomination by 
tne President and ec nfirmation by the Senate. But foreseeing that w hen 
ofticers become numerous and sudden removals necessary this mode might 
be inconvenient, it was provided that, in regard to officers inferior to those 
specially me mntioned, Congress might by law vest their appointme nts in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of departments. That 
all persons who can be said to hold an office under the Government about to 
be established under the Constitution were it “ onde d to be included within 
one or the other of these modes of appointm there can be but little 


doubt. 

In United States vs. Mouat (124 U. S., 303-308) 
case is cited and approved, the court saying: 

In that case, it was distinctly pointed out that. under the Constitution of 
the Unite tates, all its « fficers were appointed by the President, by and 
with the consent of the Senate, or by a court of law, or the head of a Depart- 
ment 

The same principle is affirmed in United States vs. Hendee (124 
U. S., 509-315). 

If, then, ‘‘all its officers,” ‘‘under the Constitution,” are ap- 
pointed in the manner above indicated, clearly a member of either 
hold an office ‘‘ under the United States,” and the 
s not apply. 

The fact, if it be a fact, that there are statutes in which the 
expression ‘‘office under the United States” is disclosed by the 
such 
context in this act, and when the existing conditions expressly 
negative the idea,is of no probative force in construing this act 
of 1882. I submit upon this branch of the case that there is no 
question but that this act has no application whatever to the 


2319.) 


(Story on the Constitution, section 
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the Germaine 
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member from Utah, because an ‘ office under the United States” | Article XXIV, section 2, of t tution re 
does not include a member of Congress. . ‘ a 


THE EDMUNDS ACT . ae caplecbean EO! ney ex} 


The committee qu rte section 8 of the Edmunds act and then say: | and the legislativ 








Re ng that act as applicable to this case, eliminating the irrelevant por- sg P ' 
tio! t} pears ast Ws 1 ur . 
And let us see how they eliminate it— —— id 
; r mist shall be entitled to hold any office or place of p . ) ar See hy 1 allt : ’ 
or. or emolument under the United States CREIOIG GO SRY OMICS, VF J . FCO » 
n r emolumen aati stadia ape : 
I submit to this s House hulle: that is the a t: ee ee } ; 
. lvgamist shall be entitled to hold any office or place of pt trust Ss, bina ADGN 4 a a 4 
] r emolument under the United States. ee eee re Si . 
cel : sa R.S.1 ' ' sii 
Where? According to the statement of the committee, when | ;: aati ont a atm os ; 
they have « lim nated all they desire—(and Iam prepared to con - te , 
- or . . +} ‘ ry : ¢ Ih Bont elatil 4 
cede that if this committee can amend the Constitution, the fu te ; ate 
damental law of the land, they have equal authority and power | “yy yo Pi ® the ‘ ’ ; } 
at least. to amend the statutes of the United States without the | , ; ae tales ; : a 
at } ‘ » Sas } neve ive Imposed. anv dis ‘ f } ; 
assistance of Congress)—[laughter} where, after their elimina- | ee bit a 
tion, does the act ap] ly? Anyw pon everywhere, withont limit. |.) Pa Piiios 
reside? rritory of | 
The only place where this act can operate—‘‘ any Territory or ind oe 
other place over which the United States has exclusive jurisdie- | °““** : ao '. 
tion "—is ‘‘irrelevant,” in the opinion of the committee. What the Edt a ’ 
dues the act say? an : 
© thi i ‘ i 4 i i l 
No polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more t nf ci aS aa , ie ( 
womal = n any Territory or other place over w h th l ie ss y ae u : BURRS ™ 
States 1 exclusive jurisdiction }; Seed Dy the au 
Let us have an analysis of this iaw as it is, not as some of us | ‘ gs ere ‘ 
wishit was. This willshow that no ineligibility can be predicated a CCEA SS 
upon section 8 of the Edmunds Act, upon the facts, as they must Louisiat i] Laws , 


be conceded to exist. A brief statement of the history of th eur i ‘ 
legislation involved may be useful. 

The Edmunds Act became a law March 22, 1882. Section 1 
amended section 5352 of the Re vised Statutes of the nited States 
and defined and prohibited polygamy. Section defined and pr 
hibited unlawful cohabitation, and reads as follows: 








ti , 
SFr . Thatif any male person. in i. Territ -y or other place er w 
+] I ss have exe ive risd ’ her < S thy re 
t \ in, he shall be guilty « 4 misdemeanor, a 
t il put by atine of not more th ; 
Lor ret xm hs, or by both sa 1! ? + it arty 
c tne rt aes , : 
Sect lating to eligibility to hold office, reads: strict the power of the St 
SE 10 polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more } ? r rier 
than or and no woman ¢ ting with any of the persons described | ©O™ Net eee 
as t in i ory or other place over which the | ge 
United ve ti sh ull be entitled to vote atany | 272#@uence 1e « 
7 m heid ry or othe lace, or be eligible for election | ? sine ta SES COURT 
( al ntmetr 1 to hold fl ‘e or pl ice of publie tr st. Bu it has 
hon rel un ler, or for any such Territory or place, or under The ca eal Waite 
the United States rheca I 
T ° - as the same pr 
Th » Edmunds-Tucker Act, which became a law March 3, 1887 


oiaeaneal 1 the Edmunds law, imposed penalties ft a ae) ae eee Cece Peete ? ; 
kindred offenses, dissolve i the corporation known as the ven)" 2* 


hu 


' wns ; tis annroved | lof tha conrt. from ¢ € Tnst y 
of Jesus Christ of Latte Saints, and contains | eo Bia It i a : 
Judge Curtis, in > tty f ; 





ings, various provisions as to dower and the law of descent. : 
ith reference to eligibility to office it contained, among others, | rene sates : ee 


1 
his paragraph, in the last part of section 24: ifn | a 








No persor hall haye been convicted of any « inder this act, or V 
under the act of Congress aforesaid, approved Marc] 2, or vue 
a polygamist, or who shall associate or cohabit ] sly \ persons This preci { t 
of the other sex, shall be entitled to vote in any « i rid rritory i law of ¢ I i I 
be capable of jury service, or hold any office or emolument in said Territory. ’ hac } , ; j : 
It will be noticed that this act applied only to ‘‘office oremolu- | R 


ment in said — ‘ritory.” It did not go as far as the similar pro- ‘The court were determining whether a law of Con 
vision in the Edmunds Act and apply to ‘‘any office under the | unlawful combinat ’ in for n Utah, and] 
United States.” 


February 4, 1892, Chapter VII the laws of the Territory of to the I Stat 
Utah was enacted. Section 1 defined and punished polygamy t 
substantially as did section 1 of the Edmunds Act. Section 2, re- ; 
lating to cohabitation, in all material parts is an exact transcript \ 
of section 3 of the Edmunds Act. There isno provision whatever | to! 
in this act relating to ineligibility to oftice, a? ason of any of B 
NS 


these offenses. (Laws of Utah, 1 i July 2 was not rem the 

Che enabling act, authorizing th “ ople of U tah to form a con- }! f the United Stat It 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the Unior os - — 
became a law July 16, 1894. This act requ ired tl 18 convention to WwW 
provide by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the | tinuing in for C10 or the ! 
United States and the people of the State— qualification. It 


“ 











First. Th at perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be s red, and 1t8 ter! t : 
that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be ed in pers ! vy J nhined in it 
on ace unt of his or her m¢ of religious worship: Provided, That ] ga- t r { ] 
mous or p.ural marriages ar rever prohibited _ | 1 : 

‘The c mstitution of U tab was adopte 2 hy the conven ion J bi g r n as 
1895, by the people November 5, 14! 95, and the p roclamation fully s : - 
Preside - of the United States announcing the result of t the elec CP 
tion and admitting the State into the Union was issued January 4, in action for dam ustained } é 
1896. Article III, ordinance of the constitution, contained the . 





od, heen section, of the! t to vote il 


} f 10} Lt tne rign V 
provision as to religious liberty and po! noes or plural mar- | [Ut ae and among other things th nt 


It is not, therefore 


big gamy or polygamy at some prev 3 time 


riages in the exact language of the enabling act. (2. S, I ‘tah, | 
1898, page 40.) 
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statute, and as an additional punishment for its commission, that he is dis- 
franchised by the act of March 22, 1s82, nor because he is guilty of the offense 
ned and punished by the terms of the act. * * #* 


The requirements of the eighth section of the act, in reference toa woman 


as det 












claiming the right to vote, are that she does not, at the time she offers to 
register, cohal with a polygamist, bigamist, or person cohabiting with 
more than one woman. * * * Uponthis construction the statute is not 
open to the objection that it is an ex post factolaw. It does not seek in this 
section and by the penalty of disfranchisement to operate asa punishment 
upon any offense atall. * * * 

The disfranchisement operates upon the existing state and condition of 
the person, and not upon a past offense. It is therefore not retrospective. 
He alone is deprived of his vote who, when he offers to register, is then in the 





ind condition of a bigamist or a polygamist, or is then actually cohab- 
iting with more than one woman. * * * Sothat,in respect to those dis- 
qualifications of a voter under the act of March 22, 1882, the objection is not 
well taken that represents the inquiry into the fact by the officers of regis- 
tration as an unlawful mode of prosecution for crime. 

In respect to the fact of actual cohabitation with more than one woman, 
the objection is equally groundless, for the inquiry into the fact, so far as 
the registration ofticers are authorized to make it, or the judges of election, 
on challenge of the right of the voter, if registered, are required todetermine 
it, is not, in view of its character as a crime, nor for the purpose of punish- 
ment, but for the sole purpose of determining, as in case of every other con- 
dition attached to the right of suffrage, the qualification of one who alleges 
his right to vote. It is precisely similar to an inquiry into the fact of na- 
tivity, of age. or of any other status necessary by law as a condition of the 
elective franchise. 

The principles which apply to eligibility as a voter, must apply 
to eligibility to office, as they are in the same section and the same 
language applies to each, and in order to be affected by the dis- 
qualification prescribed by this section, a person must be a polyg- 
anist or unlawfully cohabiting within the meaning of the sec- 
tion, ‘‘at the time” of entering upon the office. It is not enough 
to show that at some former period Mr. Roberts was a polygamist 
or unlawfully cohabiting, the disfranchisement does not 
operate ‘‘upon a past offense.” It would have been entirely com- 
petent for Roberts to have taken himself from under the operation 
of this section while Utah was still a Territory by simply ceasing 
to bea polygamist or cohabiting, or by moving into a State, as 
the “disfranchisement” operates upon ‘‘the existing state and 
condition of the person” only. In other words, the offense must 
be continuous, The offense, and the disqualification, are cotermi- 
nous, 

There is a further legal proposition, too well settled to require 
the citation of authority, and that is, no statute can operate, either 
directly or indirectly, extra-territorially. The statute in question 
does not undertake to. 

The offense of polygamy, and unlawfully cohabiting, is localized 
by the statute. The provision is not general. No polygamist or 
person thus cohabiting “anywhere, without any restriction as to 
place,” is not the language. On the other hand, the prohibition is 
confined to a specified locality. No polygamist or any person, thus 
cohabiting—where? ‘In any Territory or other place over which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction.” The United States 
had no power to make the prohibition apply to any other place, 
and did not attempt it. The offense, and the place defined, must 
coexist. He must be a polygamist, or person unlawfully cohabit- 
ing, in ‘‘any Territory,” or the statute does notapply. The statute 
applies only to residents of the Territory. 

In the light of these propositions let us analyze the case as it is, 

Mr. Roberts presents himself as a member-elect of this House. 
It is objected that he is disqualified, under this section, as a po- 
lygamist or person unlawfully cohabiting. The disqualification 
must exist, at the time of his becoming a member. But since 
January, 1896, he has resided in the State of Utah, and this stat- 
ute has not since then, and does not now, operate upon him. It 
can not, therefore, now disqualify him. The conditions of offense, 
and place, required by the statute to coexist, do not coexist in his 
case, and therefore the statute does not apply. In other words, 
it is said he is ineligible. Why? Because there is a statute of 
the United States which says that no polygamist or person un- 
lawfully cohabiting, in ‘‘any Territory” is eligible, and he is a 
polygamist or person thus cohabiting. It is acomplete answer to 
say, ‘‘ While lam a polygamist, lam not suchin ‘any Territory.’” 

While the penal provisions of the Edmunds Act are in full force 
in ‘‘any Territory,” it would not for a moment be contended that 
Mr. Roberts would be liable to prosecution thereunder since Janu- 
ary, 1896. Why? Simply because since that time he has com- 
mitted no crime, within ‘‘any Territory,” as all of his acts have 
been in theState of Utah. A fortiori the disqualifying provisions 
do not apply to him, as they do not even ‘operate as a punish- 
ment upon any offense at all.” The moment Utah became a State, 
he, living in Utah, became a resident of the State, and one of the 
indispensable elements of the condition to which the disqualifica- 
tion attaches—residence within ‘‘ any Territory ’—ceased to exist, 
and the disqualification ceased toapply. The offense of polygamy 
or unlawful cohabitation in ‘‘any Territory” and the disqualifi- 
cation were no longer coterminous. He is now doing no act in 
‘‘any Territory ” to which the disqualification applies, and there- 
fore it does not exist. 

It is true that while Utah was a Territory Roberts was unlaw- 
fully cohabiting, and the disqualification existed, and his status 


as 
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was then that of ineligibility, and therefore it may be suggested 
it continues. But this would make the disqualification the result 
of a past offense, and the law says that it “operates upon the ex- 


| isting state and condition of the person, and not upon a past of- 


fense.” It does not ‘‘operate asa punishment ” at all, all of which 
it clearly would do, if the supposition were correct. 

If the disqualification attaches to Roberts by reason of acts com- 
mitted in Utah, the State, then the act would be operating extra- 
territorially, outside of ‘‘any Territory ” to which by its specific 
terms it is expressly confined. The fact that Roberts still resides 
in the same place where he resided in 1895, though Utah is now a 
State, but then, was a Territory to which the law applied, undoubt- 
edly is the cause of some confusion of thought. It is clear that 
his legal rights are precisely the same as though, since 186 he had 
been residing in Maine and had been elected to Congress from that 
State. It would not be contended that this act could have any 
application to him in such case, to affect his present status, as it 
never operated there. No morehasitin Utah since January, 1896, 

To be sure, it is suggested that he may be eligible while in Utah 
by reason of the fact that this statute does not operate upon him 
there; but that the moment he gets into the District of Columbia, 
this being under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 
he is ineligible, which involves the further interesting proposition 
that the moment he returns to the State of Utah, he is also 
eligible again. Now you see it; now you don't. [Laughter.] 
Such a suggestion is not worthy of serious attention 

It seems tome beyond question that this act does not now apply 
to Mr. Roberts. Then there is no law having any application to 
this case by which the attempt is made to add anything to the 
constitutional qualifications. This House, by its independent ac- 
tion, can not make law for any purpose. The adding by this 
House, acting alone, of a qualification not established by law 
would not only be a violation, of both the Constitution, and the 
law, but it would establish a most dangerous precedent, which 
could hardly fail to ‘‘ return to plague the inventor.” You might 
feel that the grave moral and social aspects of this case allowed 
you to— 


Wrest once the law to your authority 
To doa great right, do a little wrong. 


But what warrant have you, when the barriers of the Constitu- 
tion are once broken down, that there may not come after usa 
House with other standards of morality and propriety, which will 
create other qualifications with no rightful foundations, that, in 
the heat and unreason of partisan contest—since there will be no 
definite standard by which to determine the existence of qualifi- 
cations—wiill add anything that may be necessary to accomplish 
the desired result? Exigency will determine the sufficiency. It 
would no longer be a government of laws, but of men. To thus 
depart from the Constitution and substitute force for law is to 
embark upon a trackless sea without chart or compass, with 
almost a certainty of direful shipwreck. 


THE UNDERSTANDING. 
The ingenuity of the majority is not yet exhausted. They say: 


His election asa Representative is an explicit and offensive violation of 
the understanding by which Utah was admitted as a State. 

I would like to inquire of the majority where they find the au- 
thority for the proposition that the United States Government 
-an go into the question of an ‘‘ understanding” that existed before 
aState was admitted into this Union, and then, having found it, 
exercise this domiciliary, supervisory, disciplinary power over the 
State. Where does it exist? What is it indicated by? Is it oral? 
They do not undertake to suggest it is in the enabling act, although 
they refer to it. 

But is it an oral ‘‘ understanding ” that exists between the States 
by reason of this ‘‘ general welfare” power? I assume that they 
invoke it under this ‘‘ general welfare” proposition. Think of it! 
An ‘‘understanding” which is based on what? A compact ora 
contract? I had supposed it was too late at this stage of the his- 
tory of the Republic, in these times of peace, to invoke the propo- 
sition of a contract, existing between the States and the General 
Government. 

I knew that the theory of a contract was the parent of the in- 
famous heresy of secession, and I have believed that it was wiped 
out in blood from 1861 to 1865. More than 500,000 of the best, 
truest, most heroic, and bravest men that ever met on the field 
of battle—the blue and the gray, brethren all—rendered up their 
lives that that infamous proposition should be blotted out, and 
blotted out forever. Let the dead past bury itsdead. I submit 
that under these circumstances it 1d bosumnel this House to under- 
take, in the interest, if you please, of civilization, to invoke anew 
the proposition of a contract existing between a State and the 
United States. 

In what kind of a condition does it leave the State of Utah, if 
this ‘‘ understanding” exists? Let me give an illustration of the 
application of this ‘‘ understanding.” Isuppose that the ‘* general 
welfare” of the people of this great Republic, is as fundamental 
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as any other proposition involved in this ‘‘understanding.” I 
imagine, and I can assume, that every State that came into the 
Unionagreed to help to promote the “ general welfare.” Without 
such an “understanding,” no State would have been admitted. 
On the basis of this ‘‘ understanding,” any State that is guilty of 
conduct that does not promote the ‘‘ general welfare,” or whose 
people are, violates the ‘* understanding ” under which it came into 
the Union, and therefore can be disciplined by the United States. 
Especially must they not imperil the ‘* general welfare.” 

I would like to inquire, under this ‘‘understanding,” if that 
theory is entirely true, if this view of the ‘‘ general welfare” is to 
be followed, what would happen, for instance, to New Jersey, 
which is now the breeding ground of trusts and octopuses. 
{Laughter.] They are organizing corporations from $10,000,000 
anywhere up to $125.000,000, based on air, and almighty thin air 
at that. [Laughter.] 

There are a great many people that believe that the octopus, *‘as 
a roaring lion, walketh about seeking whom he may devour,” and 
I would like to know why, if this proposition is true, if this nebu- 
lous, diaphanous, gauzy, dangerous, insufficient, metaphysical, 
chimerical, hypercritical, impalpable, evanescent and nonsensical 
theory is to be applied to this discussion [great laughter and ap- 
plause] I would like to know how it is to be applied in the exer- 
cise of our practice under our ‘‘ general welfare” clause. Will it 
be necessary tosuspend New Jersey from representation upon this 
floor in order that she may not hereafter thus interfere with the 
‘*veneral welfare.” [Renewed laughter and applause. | 

If not, why not? 
sition? [Laughter.] I shall now make this suggestion. 
discussed this subject up to this time upon the basis of the propo- 
sitions laid down by my friends on the majority of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not my friend think that 
the prohibition laws of Maine are not more against the general 
welfare and against the people than the corporation laws of New 
Jersey? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There are those who think the Maine 
prohibition law against the saleof rum, even worse than polygamy. 
I believe in the law. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Has the gentleman read the 
corporation laws of New Jersey? They are fifty yearsold andthe 
result of Democratic administration. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ihave. I do not want tomake any re- 
flection upon the State of New Jersey. I only used that as an 
illustration. a) I have read the corporation laws of 
New Jersey. Ihave also read the excellent speech made before 
the Buffalo Bar Association by Mr. Keasby, advertising these 
corporation laws of New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Have you read Governor 
Voorhees’sspeech at the Republican club dinner in New York City 
lately? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will be very glad to read it, if the gen- 
tleman will furnish itto me. There are a good many things | con- 
demn in the corporation laws. We have a corporation law in 
Maine, but we stop at $10,000,000. You do not stop them any- 


~ 


where. The only limitation that is placed upon them is the mini- 
mum, They shall not be incorporated for less than $1,000. You 


then go to anything below the stars. There is nothing but the 
gall of the men who organize the corporations to limit them. 
| Great laughter. | 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
Maine law? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
go beyond $10,000,000. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. They could go on. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We stopped at that. Let me venture 
the statement that this has no point in relation to this case. That 
is a question between Maine and New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART of NewJersey. And New Jersey can take care 
of these corporations. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Just fora moment. Let me state that 
there was an effort in 1899 in the State of Maine to get a charter 
for the organization of the ice trust, with a capital of $60,000,000. 
They appeared before the committee on judiciary. Mr. Joseph H. 
Manley, who is one of the prominent members of the Republican 
party, was a member of that committee. The committee promptly 
turned it down because it was a trust. It went forthwith to New 
Jersey and got acharter. [Laughter. ] 

“THE COMPACT OF STATEHOOD.” 

Compact is synonymous with contract. 
or contract is not predicable upon the relations that exist between 
the State and the General Government. They do not stand in the 
position of contracting parties. The condition upon which Utah 
was to become a State was fully performed when she became a 
State. The enabling act authorized the President to determine 
when the condition was performed. He discharged that duty, 
found that the condition was complied with, and that condition 
no longer exists, 


Is there any limitation in the 


There is a limitation that they shall not 
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What did Congress require by the enabling act? Simply th 
‘‘said convention shall provide by ordinance irrevocable.” etc.. 
and the convention did in terms what it was required to do, It 
Was a condition upon the performance of which by the **conven- 
tion” theadmission of Utah depended. Its purpose accomplished, 
its office is gone, and as a condition it ceases to exist. No pow 
was reserved in the enabling act, nor can any be found in the 
Constitution of the United States, authorizing Congress, not to say 
the House of Representatives alone, to discipline the people in, o1 
the State of Utah, because the crime of polygamy or unlawful 
cohabitation has not been exterminated in Utah. Where is the 
warrant to be found for the exercise of this disciplinary. s r 
visory power? This theory is apparently evolved for the 


poses of this case, is entirely without precedent, and has not 
the conjecture or dream of any writer to stand upon. 
If itis suggested that the case of Je.ras vs. White (> Wallace. > 


| lends aid or comfort to this idea, I respectfully submit, without 
| stopping to analyze the case, that it is based upon other grounds, 


and while the term ‘‘ compact” is mentioned but once, it is then 
mentioned for the purpose of showing that it was not a proper 


| term to describe the relations es isting between the State and the 


| an indissol 


Is it necessary to say more about that propo- | 


Federal Government. As the court said 
When, therefore, Texas became on 
luble relation. <All the obligatio 


nt in th 


(page 776): 


sof the United States she entered 


tates 


of perpetual ur \ inllt 








guaranties of republican governm e Union attached at once tot 
State. The act which consummated her admission into the | 
thing more than acompact. It was the incorporation a new 1 

| the political body, and it was finat. The union between Texas an: t 
States was as complete, as perpetual, and as indissoluble as the 
tween the original States. There was no place for reconsideration or rey 
tion except through revolution or through consent of the States 


I have | 


I propose now for a few moments to take up the question as to 
whether this House is or is not without remedy in case Mr. Rob- 
erts has the oath administered to him in comphance with his full 
constitutional rights, though that proposition has no legitimate 
relation to the question which I have been discussing. His rights 
depend upon the Constitution, and they are to be so determined, 
irrespective of what the results may be. 1 do not know how 
others may feel in relation to their constituents, but Iam ready 
to go back to my constituents in Maine and say I have acted con- 
scientiously, upon my construction of the Censtitution, regardless 
of the consequences. 

At this point [ will advert, to what, to my mind, is a significant 
circumstance in a kindred matter in the recent history of the 
House. During the sessions of the last House a distinguished gen- 
tleman, whom the Republcan party has delighted tohonor, who now 
presides over the deliberations of this House with so much ease, 
grace, dignity, and ability, was chairman of the committee which 
was passing upon the rights of General Wheeler, that gallant 
little hero of two wars, who by his heroic conduct in battle in the 
war of the rebellion, and later in the war against Spain, en- 
twined around himself the heartstrings of the American people. 
[Applause.| A great wave of sympathy welled up over the 
country, when it appeared that the gallant little general, who had 


| left this House at the call of his country, came back and the 


question arose whether or not under the Constitution he could 
return to his seat asa member. I have no doubt the chairman of 
that committee could hear the mighty throb of the great Amer- 
ican heart, pulsating with patriotic fervor, and could feel the 
surges of the wave. of love and affection, which swept over the 
country, but what did he say? He made this sublime declaration 
as chairman of that committee: 

No mere patriotic 
language of the f 

That magnificent sentence, as a part of the history of a free 
people, deserves to be ‘graven with an iron pen, and lead in the 
rock forever.” [{Applause. | 

I ask the House, under these circumstances, not to be governed, 
or affected, in determining this great constitutional question by 
any fear of reproof, or apprehension as to the result, particularly 
in view of the fact that 300 members of this House, on the state- 


sentiments should be permitted to override the plain 


) 
undamental law 


ment of my friend from Ohio, held this man upon the threshold 
for the purpose of investigating his rights asa member. I have 


| seen nothing to indicate, upon the facts of this case, that there 


The idea of a compact | 


‘Ty 


Let 


has been any change of feeling upon the part of members. 
: I I 
override the plain language of the funda- 


nothing induce you to * 
mental law.” 
EXPULSION. 
It is claimed that the House has no right to expel Mr. Roberts. 
I can not see how that fact, if it be a fact. has any legitimate tend- 
ency to establish the existence of a legal disqualification. I con- 


} 
L ¢ 


t 
t 


| tend that this House has an undoubted right to expel him, even for 


| their findings of fact do, or not, indicate that the gentlem 


conduct unrelated to him as a member. The majority say | 
conduct must be “inconsistent with his public trust and duty 
such.” 

I will quote from the report of the committee, and see whet 
in tr 
incon 


I think I can satisi 


Utah, from their standpoint, has been guilty of acts ‘‘ 
with his public trust and duty as such,” 


@ co 


stk i 
y th 
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House, from what they say, that he is richly entitled to the appli- 
cation of the rule, the y establish, for expulsion. 

They say that ‘‘no government can possibly exist in the face 
of such practices.” Is that inconsistent—a man guilty of these 
things—would that be inconsistent ‘ with his public trust and 
duty a as such?” 

They say he is in ‘‘open war against the law and institutions of 
his co antry and this Congress which he seeks to enter.” Would 
that be inconsistent ‘‘ with his public trust and his duty as such?” 
If it is not, in heaven’s name are they going to exclude him for 
it? If all these terrible things are not inconsistent ‘‘ with his pub- 
lic trust and his duty as such,” do they exclude him for them and 
yet he can not be expelled 

They further say: 

\ hav le muly n 
ute the will o SOV 
recognize it. 1 he re and 


iallnotdo. I recogniz« 





ted certain laws; you have crystallized into stat- 
mn people. I bid defiance to your law. I will not 

v be fore your very eyes do the things you say I 
a higher law then your man-made law—no law of 
yours can relieve from the obligations which I thus take in defiance of 
your enactments. »only thing I promise not to dois to take a fourth wife. 

Che case of a bribe taker, or of a burglar, or of a murderer is trivial, isa 


on the surface of things, compared with this far-reaching, deep- 












( lucious lawlessness. 
{ will ask this House in all candor, (I am assuming the com- 
mittee have made their report judiciously, coolly, not hysterically, ) 
is not that ‘‘ inconsistent with his public trust and duty as such,” 
or is it consistent with it? I have thought it was inconsistent 
with it. 

Now, here again, they say: 

The acts of Roberts are essentially disloyal. They deny the sovereign; 
they repudiate the lawful government. Look at them from whatever point 
you will, they are subversive of government. They do not merely breed 
anarchy, they are anarchy. And this proposition isasserted not so much for 
. ns ] nal tothe membership of the House, as because it goes to the 
very integrity of the House and the Republic as such. 

Now, is that inconsistent ‘‘ with his public trust and his duty 
as such?” If not, what would be? Looking at ‘‘them from what- 
ever point you will,” they say what? That ‘“‘they are subver- 

; y 
sive of government.” Can it be said, without being ridiculous, 


that when a man is in here whose acts are ‘* subversive of the | 


Government” that that is not ‘‘ inconsistent with his public trust 
and his duty as such?” ‘*They are anarchy.” Is that ‘ consist- 
ent with his public trust?” I submit that if the acts of Roberts 
are such as is suggested, it seems to me that upon their standard 
there is ample justification for his expulsion. This spirit, called 
by them ‘‘ from the vasty deep,” fades away when their own charges 


are applied to the legal propositions as they state them. If we ab- | 


jure fervor, and think coolly, the result is the same. 

The power of expulsion is, however, unlimited, and not confined 
to acts related to the trustor duty ofa member. They insist upon 
the contrary in order to frighten the House into exclusion. To ex- 
clude, the majority read into the clause relating to qualifications 
new provisions. To narrow the right of expulsion they read new 
conditions into that section. I take both clauses as they stand. 
i neither add to, nor take from. This precise question has been 
determined but once in this country. The opinion of the court in 
that case, an authoritative construction of this clause of the Con- 
stitution, was written by Chief Justice Shaw, conceded to be one 
of the greatest judges that ever sat in any court, in any land, at any 
time 

The constitution of Massachusetts contained no provision author- 
izing the expulsion of a member of the house of representatives. 
Jose h Hiss was expelled by the house, upon the ground that his 
conduct on a committee at Lowell “ was highly improper and dis- 
eraceful, both to himself and to this body of which he is a mem- 

r.”’ This was not disorderly conduct in the house, and it is sig- 
ificant that the facts that made it ‘‘improper and disgraceful” 
were not disclosed by the case. 

Hiss, after his expulsion, was arrested at the instance of one of 
his creditors on mesne process and committed to jail. He brought 
a petition for habeas corpus on the ground that he was a member 
of the House of Representatives and as such privileged from ar- 
rest. This raised the precise question of the legality of his expul- 
sion, and, speaking through Chief Justice Shaw, the court, among 
other things, said: 

The question is whether the House of Repres¢ 
expel a member. 

A 


After adverting to the fact that the Constitution did not in 
terms authorize expulsion, he says: 





ntatives have the power to 


There is nothing to show that the framers of the Constitution intended to 


with! thi spower. It may have been given in other States, either ex ma- 
Jori cau te 


than a mi 





jority. 


In the Constitution of the United States it was given evidently 
‘*for the purpose of limiting it,” as a two-thirds vote is required, 
Again: 


The power of expulsion is a necessary and incidental power to enable the | 
house to perform its high functions, and is necessary to the safety of the | 


State. Jt is a power of protection. A member may be physically, me ntally, 
or morally wholly unfit; he may be inflicted with a contagious disease, or in- 
sane, or noisy, violent, and disorderly, or in the habit of using profane, obscene, 


la, or for the purpose of limiting it, by requiring a vote of more | 


et 
— ae 


| 











and abusive language. Itisnecessary to put extreme cases totesta principle. 
If the power exists. the house must necessarily be the sole judge of the exi- 
gency which may justify and require its exercise. 
After having fully examined the law and practice of Parlia- 
ment, he says: 


But there is another consideration, which seems to render it proper to 
look into the law and practice of Parliament, to some extent. Iam strongly 
inclined to believe, as above intimated, that the power to commit and expel 

its members was not given to the House and Senate, respectively, because it 
was regarded as inherent, incidental, and necessary, and must exist in ev- 
ery aggregate and deliberative body, in order to the exercise of its func- 
tions, and because without itsuch body would be powerless to accomplish the 
purposes of its constitution; and therefore 7 attempt to express or define 
it would impair rather than strengthen it. This being so, the practice and 
usage of other legislative bodies, exercising the same functions, under simi- 
lar exigencies; and the reason and grounds, existing in the nature of things, 
upon which their rules and practice have been founded, may serve as an ex- 
ample and as some guide to the adoption of good rules when the exigencies 
arise under our Con nstitution 

But independently of parliamentary custom and usages, our legislative 
houses have the power to protect themseives by the punishment and expul- 
sion of a member. 

“It is urged that this court will inquire whether the petitioner has been 
tried. Butif the House have jurisdiction for any cause to expel, and a court 
of justice finds that they have in fact expelled, he then held their action was 
conclusive, and dismissed the petition.” (Hiss vs. Bartlett, 3 Gray, 468.) 


It is instructive on this point to note that this paragraph of the 
Constitution, as originally drawn, read: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings; may punish its 
members for disorderly behavior; and may expel a member. 

Making three distinct clauses separated by semicolons, eliminat- 
ing the idea that the words ‘‘ disorderly conduct” have any effect 
in limiting the power to expel, which appears in the clause imme- 
diately following. 

This extract from the records of the debates in the Federal Con- 
vention shows clearly why the two-thirds provision was inserted 
in the expulsion clause: 


Mr. Madison obs erved th at the right of expulsion (Article VI, section 6) was 
too important to be exercised by a bare majority of a quorum, and in emer- 
gencies of faction might Se dangerously abused. He moved that “‘with the 
concurrence of two-thirds’ might be inserted between “may” and “expel.” 

Mr. Randolph and Mr. Mason approved ~ idea. 

Mr. GOUVERNEUR Morris. This power may be safely trusted to a ma- 
jority. A few —, from factious snetives, may keep in a member who 
oug rht to be expelled 
: Mr. Carroll thought that the concurrence of two-thirds, at least, ought to 

e required. 

On the question requiringtwo-thirds in cases of expelling a member, ten 

States were in the affimative; Pennsylvania divided. 


Article VI, section 6, as thus amended, was then agreed to nem 


con. (Journal of Constitutional Convention (Madison), Volume 
V. page 500.) 


While 1 think this Hiss case establishes beyond successful con- 
troversy the power of expulsion as discretionary and unlimited, 
it is proper to note that no decided case, or elementary writer, mili- 
tates against it. I give all that I have found on the question. 

In discussing this question, the court, in State vs. Jersey City 
(25 N. J. L., 589), said: 


The power vested in the two Houses of Congress by the Constitution, Ar- 
ticle I, section 5, paragraph 2, is in different phraseology; it is, that ‘‘each 
House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for 
disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 
ber.” Under this power, the Senate in 1797 expelled a member of that body 
for an offense not committed in his official character asa member, nor during 
a session of C ongress, nor while the member was at the seat of Government. 
(Blount’s case, Story’s C ommentaris son the Constitution, chapter 12, para- 
graph 835.) But it is not clear that the power to expelis limited by the Con- 
stitution to the cause of disorderly behavior. 

Evidently without having in mind the accurate use of the term 
‘‘qualification,” as used in the Constitution, the court, in State 
ex rel, vs. Gilmore (20 Kansas, 554), said: 

The Constitution declares (Article II. section 8) that “ Each House shall be 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members.”. This 
is a grant of power, and con: titutes each House the ultimate tribunal as to 
the qualifications of its own members. Thetwo Houses acting conjointly do 
not dec ide. Each House acts for itself and by itself: and from its decision 
there is no appeal, not even to the two Houses. And this power is not ex- 
hausted when once it has been exercised and a member admitted to his seat. 
It is a continuous power, and runs through the entire term. At any time 
during the term of office cach House is empowered to pnss upon the present 
qualijications of its own members, 


Story says: 


And asa member might be so lost to all sense of dignity and duty as to 
disgrace the House by the grossness of his conduct, or interrupt its delibera- 
tions by perpetual violence or clamor, the power to expel for very aggravated 
misconduct was also indispensable, not as a common, but as an ultimate 
redress for the grievance. But such a power, so summary and at the time so 
subversive of the rights of the people, it was foreseen, might be exerted for 


| mere purposes of faction or party, toremove a patriot or to aid atorrupt 


measure; and it has, therefore, been wisely guarded by the restriction that 
there shall be a concurrence of two-thirds of the members to justify an expul- 
sion. * * * 

In July, 1797, William Blount was expelled from the Senate for “a high 
misdemeanor, entire)y inconsistent with his public trust and duty as a Sen- 
ator.” The offense charged against him was an attempt to seduce an Ameri- 

can agent among the Indians from his duty, and to alienate the affections and 
confidence of the Indians from the public authorities of the United States, 
and a negotiation for servicesin behalf of the British Government among the 


| Indi ins. It was not a statutable offense, nor was it committed in his official 

character; nor was it committed during the session of Congress, nor at the 
seat of Government. Yet, by an almost unanimous vote he was expelled 
from that body; and he was afterwards impeached (as has been already 
stated) for this, among other charges. It seems, therefore, to be settled by 





1900. 


the Senate, upon full deliberation, that expulsion may be for any misde- | debate, in 1870, he used this expression 


nor which, though not punishable by any statute, is inconsistent with 
the trust and duty of a Senator.—Story on the Constitution, volume 1, page 
oT 


Paschal states: 


It seems to be settled that a member may be expelled for any misdemeanor 
which, though not punishable by any statute, is inconsistent with the trust and 
duty of a member. (Blount’s Case, 1 Story Const., paragraph 838; Smith's 
Case. 1 Hall's L. J., 459; Brook's Case, for assaulting Senator Sumner in the 
Senate Chamber for words spoken in debate.) It extends to all cases where 
the offense is such as in the judgment of the House unfits him for parliamentary 
duties. (Paschal’s Annotated Constitution, page 87, paragraph 49.) ; 

It has not yet been precisely settled what must be the disorderly behavior 
to incur punishment, nor what kind of punishment is to be inflicted; but it 
can not be doubted that misbehavior out of the walls of the House or within 
them, when it is not in session, would fall within the meaning of the Consti- 
tution. Expulsion may, however, be founded on criminal conduct committed 
in any place, and either before or after conviction in a court of law. (Rawle 
on the Constitution, 2d ed., 47.) 

Cooley is specific: 

Each Honse has also power to punish members for disorderly behavior, and 
other contempts of its authority, as well as to expel a member for any cause 
which seems to the body to render it unfit that he continue to occupy one of 
its seats. This power is generally enumerated in the Constitution among 
those which the two Houses may exercise, but it need not be specified in that 
instrument, since it would exist whether expressly conferred or not. It is 
**a necessary and incidental power to enable the House to perform its high 
functions, and it is necessary to the safety of the State. It is a power of 
protection.” ' . 

“4 member may be physically, mentally, or morally wholly unfit; he may 
be afflicted with a contagious disease, or insane, or noisy, violent, and dis- 
orderly, or in the habit of using profane, obscene, and abusive language.” 
And, “independently of parliamentary customs and usages, our legislative 
Houses may have the power to protect themselves by the punishment and 
expulsion of a member,” and the courts can not inquire into the justice of 
the decision, or even so much as examine the proceedings to see whether or 
not the proper opportunity for defense was furnished. (Cooley's Constitu- 
tional Limitations, pages 159, 160.) 

Since there has been repeated occasion to take steps against members of 
each House under each of these two clauses, and since the majority has never 
taken this standpoint, it may now be regarded as finally settled that that 
interpretation is correct which is the broader and at the same time, accord 
ing to ordinary speech, unquestionably the more natural one. Both Houses 
of Congress must have been granted every power needed to guard themselves 
and their members against any impropriety on the partof a member and to 
preserve their dignity and reputation among the people. It is wholly for 
them to say what conduct they are to regard as dishonorable enough to re- 
quire expulsion. An appeal from their decision lies only to the cour 
public opinion, a court which brings in its verdict at the elections. | 
Holst’s Constitutional Law of the United States, 102.) 

The power of expulsion is unlimited, and the judgment of a two-thirds 
majority is final. (Pomeroy on Constitutional Law, page 139, 1895.) 

it seems necessary also to remark that a member may be expelled, or dis- 
charged from sitting as such, whichis the same thing in oiler terms, for 
many causes, for which the election could not be declared void. (Cushing, Law 
and Practice Legislative Assemblies, page 33, section 84.) 

The power to expel a member is naturally and even necessaraly inci- 
dental to all aggregate, and especially all legislative bodies; which, without 
such power, could not exist honorably, and fulfill the object of their creation. 
in England this power is sanctioned by continued usage, which, in part, con 
stitutes the law of Parliament. (Jbid., page 251, section 625.) 

Blout was expelled from the Senate for an offense inconsistent with public 
duty, but it was not fora statutory offense, nor was it in his officialcharacter, 
nor during the session of Congress, nor at the seat of government. The vote 
of expulsion was 25 to 1. 

The motion to expel a member may be for disorderly behavior, or disobe- 
dience to the rules of the House in such aggravated form as to show his un- 
fitness longer to remain in the House, and the case above cited, as well as the 
reason of the provision, would justify the expulsion of a member from the 
House where his treasonable and criminal misconduct would show his unfit- 
ness for the public trust and duty of a member of either House. But expul- 
sion, which is an extreme punishment, denying to his constituency the right 
to be represented by him, can only be inflicted by the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the House, and not by a bare majority only. (Citing Story on the 
Constitution, section 837.) Tucker on the Constitution, page 129. 

It has since been held by the House of Representatives that a member duly 
elected could not be disqualified for a cause not named in the Constitution, 
such as immorality, and that the remedy in such a case, if any, was expulsion. 
The distinction between the right to refuse admission and the right of expulsion 
upon the same ground is important, since the former can be done by a majority 
of a quorum, whereas expulsion requires the vote of two-thirds. The ques- 
tion can not be said to have been authoritatively decided. Foster on the 
Constitution, page 367. 


of 


Von 


Mr. Foster's attention does not appear to have been directed to 
the case of Hiss vs, Bartlett, as it is in point on his doubt if it relates 
to the power of expulsion, and he does not refer to it. 

Expulsion is generally reserved for offenses which render members unfit 
for a seat in Parliament and which, if not so punished, would bring discredit 
upon Parliament itself. Members have been expelled as being in open rebel- 
lion, as having been guilty of forgery or perjury or frauds and breaches of 
trust, of misappropriation of public money, of conspiracy to defraud, of cor- 
ruption in the administration of justice, or in public office, or in the execn- 
tion of their duties as members of the House, of conduct unbecoming the 
character of an _ r or gentleman, and of contempts, libels, and other of- 
fenses committed against the House itself. (May's Parliamentary Practic: 
tenth edition 1898, page 55.) 

These authorities clearly establish that conduct “inconsistent 
with the public trust and duty as such” or related to the duties of 
@ member is not an indispensable element of the right to expel. 

‘It is a power of protection.” Protection of what? Certainly 
not the member expelled; necessarily the House, its dignity, char- 
acter, ‘‘and reputation among the people.” It seems difficult for 
some to appreciate the distinction between exclusion and expul- 
sion. 

Now I suppose it will be conceded that Sir Roundell Palmer 
(Lord Selborne), a distinguished advocate and counsel at the Eng- 
lish bar, was a man of some ability. In the O’Donovan-Rossa 
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} squarely held that they had jurisdiction, because a majority 


LOYD 


n, very happily contrasting 
the power of expulsion, with the right of exclusion: 


+) 


A man may be expelled from the House for certain offenses, thougl 


en ja 7 alified 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] says that is *ri- 
diculous and absurd,” but I have no doubt that Sir Roundell 
Palmer will survive the suggestion. Palmer says that am: 
be expelled from the House for certain offenses, ‘* though 1 
gally disqualified.” And that is our proposition. 

LEGISLATIVE PRECEDENTS 

Iexamine the legislative precedents for a 
then I shall be through. 

The Marshall case, which is cited from the Senate as against 
the power to expel, was overruled by the Smith case, to wl 
the report of the committee devotes twolines. The reason tor this 
brief mention will clearly appear when that case is stated. 

SMITH CASE. 
John Quincy Adams made the report for the committee. which 
Was unanimous, You will find it on page 720, Senate Election 
Cases. It states the law thus: 

By letter of : : t 
each of the two Houses of Cong1 wit! tany | t than that 


which requires a concurrence of two-thirds of the vote to 


few moments, and 


the Constitution the power of expelling an 


that propo 


just 19 to 10, 


And how near do you suppose the Senate, under 
tion, came to expelling Snuth? The vote was 
ing one vote of expulsion. That is a precedent cited on the other 
side. It is a precedent distinctly in our favor. The Senate 


ack. 





was sufficient to sustain jurisdiction. In the Roach and Herbert 
cases, as stated by the majority, it was not even contended that 
the Senate or the House did not have the power toexpel. In fact 


the inference is that the power was conceded, but was not exer 
cised. 





MATTIE IN CASE, 

The Matteson case, in my judgment, does not warrant any such 
inference. Matteson was charged with inciting parties ‘to corrupt 
the House, and with slandering the House by charging that alarge 
number of members had pledged themselves not to vote for measures 
granting money or lands unless they were paid forit. Upon these 
charges a resolution for his expulsion was pending in the Thirty- 
fourth Congress, and was about to be adopted, when he prevented 
further action by resigning. Meanwhile, and before the hearing 
by the committee. he had been elected to the Thirty-fifth Cor 


In the Thirty-fifth Congress a resolution reciting these facts and 
declaring Matteson expelled was, after a long debate, referred to 
a committee, of which Mr. Seward, of Georgia, was chairman. 

The debate discloses that the principal ground relied upon in 
opposition to the resolution was that proces 


i 


uw pr auings tor expulsion 
were analogous to a criminal prosecution at common law, and 
that Matteson, having in effect been once punished by the Thirty 
fourth Congress, could not properly be punished a second time 
for the same offense. In this respect the facts are not parallel to 
Mr. Roberts's case, as it appears that the offense with which he 
charged is still continuing. The committee re 
adoption of a resolution ‘‘that it is inexpedient 
action in regard to Orasemus B. Matteson. 
was afterwards laid on the table by a vote of 
ended the action of the House. 
Mr. Seward, in urging the adoption of the recommendation, in 
correctly stated the action of the Senate in the Smith case in 1568 
Smith was indicted for treason in Virginia, as an accomplict 


ommended the 
to take further 
The whole sui ect 


96 to 69, and this 














of 
Aaron Burr, Mr. Seward states: 

Mr. Adams made a report to the Senate setting forth the crime for which 
the party was arraigned; and when the v was tak there was not a sufi 
cient number of the mer the S« ( ifavor of jurisdiction over 
the cause, and the § d a convict on the cha Phe 
upon the principle tl al 12 i juri when her 
Constitution or laws of United States v Vv se t 
established we re clear, usal t ) t l upon ti 
of jurisdiction and power. 

as claimed in Smith case that the Senate had no juri 

It was claimed in the Smit as t the S te had 
diction until after a conviction upon the indictment. The unani- 
mous report of the committee, as heretofore stated, held other 

There was no separate vote as to whether the Senate had ju 
diction. The report recommended a resolution ex} Smith 
and failed, as I have stated, lacking only one of the necessary 


two-thirds. 
When Mr. Seward stated that the *‘ facts 


4 abli she ad wer elk ar ” 
and the case must have turned 


upon ‘‘ want of jurisdictior 


t 1 anil 
power,” he presumed upon the lack of information on the part 

the House, or himself was lacking in information, as the 1 
discloses that the existence of the facts was bitterly contested, and 


page after page is devoted to their discussion, and 
would have clearly been sufficient 
jurisdiction or power. 

The Matteson case was in 1858. 


a majority 
to determine the qu 


With the exception of a 


gestion that a case had been decided in Massachusetts, the pur 


i 


of which was not stated, no reference was made to the L 
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though it was published in 1857. Although the only decided case 
in the country, it does not appear to have been cited in any debate 
on this question. 


BROOKS AND AMES CASES. 


Brooks and Ames were charged with complicity in the Crédit 
Mobilier frauds and with bribing members of Congress some five 
or six years before the session of Congress, when the resolution 
was pending, to expel them. Their case was referred to a sub- 
committee, and the subcommittee reported in favor of expulsion. 

For the purpose of showing this House the amount of delibera- 
tion and examination upon which other Houses have acted when 
they have established precedents that are invoked here to control 
our action, I want to call your attercion to the report of the 
Judiciary Committee, headed by Benjemin F., Butler, in that case. 
A resolution involving the question as to whether Colfax, then 
Vice-President, could be impeached for an offense committed be- 
fore his election as Vice-President, was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee on the 20th day of February, 1873, and they reported 
back to the House on the 24th day of February, 1873. 

That was only three days, at the outside, that this committee 
had in which to investigate, first, the question committed to them, 
the great constitutional proposition as to whether or not the Vice- 
President of the United States could be impeached for an offense 
committed before he took the office; second, the question as to 
whether or not the House had the right to exclude, and third, they 
went on to discuss the question as to whether, or not, the House 
had the power to expel, the last two questions never having been 
referred to them. In three days’ time that committee undertook 
to thoroughly investigate, those three great constitutional proposi- 
tions and report to the House, 

Now, as a matter of interest, I want to show you what they said 
on this question of exclusion. The majority did not quote this 
from the report of that committee, They said: 

Your committee believe that there is no man or body of men who can add 
to or take away one jot or title of these qualifications. The enumeration of 
such specific qualifications necessarily excludes every other. 

I submit that if this report of that committee is good authority 
to sustain their proposition that you have no power to expel, it is 
equally good authority on this proposition that you have no power 
to exclude, when they state it with a great deal more emphasis. 

The value of an opinion depends upon the care exercised in its 
preparation. On this point of time, Mr. Clarkson N. Potter made 
this suggestion, which is a part of his report: 

I dissent from the report, but I concur in the recommendation to dis- 
charge the committee, for want of time to make further investigation and for 
reasons expressed in views submitted herewith. 

This is the report upon which they rely. The special commit- 
tee, of which Poland, of Vermont, was chairman, held that the 
power of expulsion was unlimited. They said: 

The principal purpose of expulsion is not a punishment, but to remove a 
member whose character and conduct show that he is an unfit man to par- 
ticipate in the deliberations and decisions of the body and whose presence 
in it tends to bring the body intocontempt and disgrace. 

Every consideration of justice and sound policy would seem to require 
that the public interests be secured, and those chosen to be their guardians be 
{ves frm os pollution of high crimes, no matter at what time that pollution 

ad attacked, 

Lf two-thirds of the House shall see fit to expel a man because they do not 
like his political or religious principles, or without any reason at all, i 
have the power, and there isno remedy except by ap tothe people. Su 
exercise of the power would be wrongful and violat ve of the pin 


Ce Cs stitution, but we see no encouragement of such wrong 
we hold, 

That report is signed by George W. ee. On the second 
day of the session the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLER] read 
from Judge McCrary’s work, with an air of authority, to halt this 
man at the bar of this House. I notice that this air has disap- 
peared, and they say they do not quote his work ‘‘as being authori- 
tative in itself.” They have probably since learned his views on 
expulsion. If Judge McCrary was sufficient authority to justify 
challenging a member at the threshold, why is he not equally as 
good an authority for the proposition that this House has watt 


ited power of expulsion? 
CANNON CASE. 


The Cannon case is indefinite and uncertain, and was affected 
by several independent considerations, and can not fairly be said 
to determine anything. 

SCHUMAKER AND KING. 


In this case not only did the minority of the Judiciary, consist- 
ing of Scott Lord, W. M. Lawrence, GrorGe F, Hoar, and B, G. 
Caulfield, hold that— 


It will be seen that there are no words of limitation on the power to expel, 
which seems to have been left to the good sense and discretion of each House— 
but George W. McCrary again, in a separate note, said: 


But where the charge is that a member of the House has received money 
to be used by him to eee legislation in Congress, for which offense no in- 
dictment has been found, J think the House may properly take jurisdiction, 
though the offenses charged were committed prior ‘0 his elec 
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In this case, the fact that everything for which the gentleman 
from Utah is to be excluded, now exists, and in a very aggravated 
form, by reason of its continuance, if the majority are correct, 
eliminates the element of past offense, and is a complete answer 


to the objection raised against expulsion. 

It is proper to observe that the determinations of the courts and 
the opinions of eminent legal authors unexcelled in reputation and 
learning are entitled, upon these propositions, to great weight, as 
they are in every instance the result of careful, dispassionate, and 
disinterested research and sound reasoning, unaffected by consid- 
erations that must necessarily have been involved in legislative 
precedents. The two-thirds limitation upon the right to expel not 
only demonstrates the wisdom of the fathers, but illustrates the 
broad distinction between exclusion and expulsion. 

Asmall partisan majority might render the desire to arbitrarily 
exclude by a majority vote, in order to more securely intrench 
itself in power, irresistible. Hence its exercise is controlled by 
legal rules. In case of expulsion, when the ee two-thirds 
can be had, the motive for the exercise of arbitrary power no 
longer exists, as a two-thirds partisan majority is sufficient for 
every purpose. Hence —— has been safely left in the dis- 
cretion of the House, and safety of the members does not need 
the protection of legal rules. 

It seems to me settled upon reason and authority that the power 
of the House to — is unlimited, and that the legal propositions 
involved may be thus fairly summarized: The power of exclusion 
is a matter of law, to be exercised by a majority vote, in accord- 
ance with 1 principles, and exists only where a member-elect 
lacks some of the qualifications required by the Constitution. The 
power of expulsion is made by the Constitution purely a matter 
of discretion, to be exercised by a two-thirds vote, fairly, intelli- 
gently, conscientiously, with a due regard to propriety and the 

onor and integrity of the House and the rights of the individual 
member. For the abuse of this discretion we are responsible only 
to our constituents, our consciences, and our God. 

I believe that Mr. Roberts has the legal constitutional right 
to be sworn in asa member. The facts are such that I further 
believe the House, in the exercise of its discretion, is not only 
justified, but required, by every proper consideration involved, to 
e him promptly after he becomes a member. 

address myself to the intelligence, judgment, and conscience 
of the House, not to its a aren prejudices, tend- 
encies, opinions, and conditions may change; principles never. 
The Great Charter is our only guide, May the Constitution re- 
main inviolate. [Great applause. ]} 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, without at the present 
time undertaking to make any arrangement as to the method or 
order in which the resolutions and substitute may be offered, but 
specially, however, of an yg tapered to be afforded the gentle- 
man from Iowa to present amendment, to which I have no 
objection—that is, in so far as the presentation is concerned—I 
ask unanimous consent that an arrangement be made that debate 
on this question continue until half past 4 o’clock on Thursday 
next, at which time the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the resolution, the substitute, and the amendment to 
be presented later by the - from Iowa; but until that 
time the gentleman aine and myself shall have control of 
the time occupied by debate. 

The SP R. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be continued until half past 4 o'clock 
on Thursday next, at which time the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the resolution and substitute proposed 
by the minority, and the amendment to be proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and the vote then to be taken, the time to be 
controlled in behalf of the majority by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and on behalf of the minority by the gentleman from Maine, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does that involve any division of time 
including the three hours that have been occupied by one side? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, By an understanding with the gentle- 
men from Maine and Missouri it involves an equal division of 
time from the nning of the debate. 

The SP. That will be the understanding, if the request 


is ted. 

Mir. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I should like also to inquire if this 
— a provision for any member outside of the committee to 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer the question, 
but the custom of the House is that the members of the commit- 
tee shall first be heard. 7 

Mr. GROUT. That is precisely why I make the inquiry; be- 
cause the gentlemen ought to be able to inform the House whether 
pie from outside the committee who desire to be heard will 

vean rtunity. For one, I wish to be heard. 

The SP That is a question the Chair can not answer. 
In the absence of objection—— 

Mr. CRUMPA' . Mr, Speaker, I would like to have the 





eT Gitar Pee ee 


‘amendment t 
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o be proposed by the gentleman from Iowa read 
i ion of the House. ; 

for the EAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
was going to change the phraseology. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is as the gentleman proposes 
to offer it, and the Clerk will now report it. 

The Clerk read as Pee ee j eS 

i , after the word “and” in the four 

sintmend the resolvins: “7 he. is expelled; *“soastoread: — , 

“Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham 

berts, Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have 

- hold a scat in the House of Representatives, and he is expelled, and that 
the seat to which he was elected is hereby declared vacant.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 

from Ohio? ; 

“_. CRUMPACKER, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the gentleman from 

io i ized. 

ee TAY ER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the member-elect from Utah be heard for an hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Utah be heard for an hour and 
ahalf. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


wr. ROBERTS of Utah. Mr. ae, the discussion I have 
listened to upon the question involved on the admission of the 
member from Utah discloses wide differences of opinion, at least 
as to matters of procedure with reference to this case. I presume 
that the House will appreciate the fact that in the presentation of 
this case I can not agree with either the minority or the majority 
reports. I find myself in the — where one could say, with 
some propriety, perhaps, “‘a P ague on both your houses” |laugh- 
ter], since the propositions of both minority and majority reports 
equally propose my undoing. ; ; 

The situation, however, may not be altogether without its ad- 
vantages; for if the minority can convince the House, as I confess 
it has me, that I ought not to be excluded, and, on the other 
hand, if the majority can convince the House, as it has me, that 
I can not be expelled [laughter], it seems to me that matters would 
fall out about as I would have them, and I think substantial justice 
would be done. [Laughter and es 

So that this side or corner of the House hereby ane the 
magnificent argument of the minority against exclusion and ap- 
propriates so much of the argument of the majority as relates to 
expulsion. I want it understood, too, that this applies not only to 
what has already been said, but to what shall hereafter be said on 
the same subject by each side, respectively, on the same question. 

I call the attention of the House to the findings of this commit- 
tee—at least to a part of the findings, and especially to the first 
paragraph: 

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was at the date of his elec- 
tion above the age of 25 ous: that he had been for more than seven years a 
— citizen of the United States and was an inhabitant of the State 

I call attention to this enumeration of the qualifications of the 
member from Utah because they include all the prescribed quali- 
fications in the Constitution of our country for a member in this 
House, and I further call attention to the declaration here made 
that the member for Utah was elected. 

Now, putting behind that finding the logic, the forceful argu- 
ment, of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitrLeEFIELD]—and, 
mark you, I have already served notice upon you that I would 
appropriate it—I ask you if, without a violation of the Constitution 
of your country, you can deny the member from Utah the right to 
be called back to the bar of this House, from which he was im- 
properly turned away, and permit him to be sworn? 

A breach in the Constitution of our country is a very important 
matter—much more important than anything personal can be to 
this member from Utah. To drive him forth from this assembly 
without recognizing his right to take the seat may be in and of 
itself an insignificant thing; but if by doing it you make a breach 
in the fundamental law that was meant to prescribe a limit to 
your >. then that is serious. It would be a breach of con- 
stitutional morality compared with which the crime of the mem- 
ber from Utah, even though that be as bad as it is described to be 
by the ty of this committee, would be pure innocence. It 
is by actions—such breaches in the Constitution—insidi- 
ously introduced and repeated, that lead to the downfall of repub- 
lics. Let us not be too confident in our ability to survive such 
violations of the Constitution. 

We are standing in the midst of great temptations to indulge in 
actions of this description—that is to say, actions involving the 
disregard of constitutional limitations—and are invited to under- 


take iat in response to the popular clamor irrespective of 
what the limitations fixed by the Constitution may be. 
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A man would be open to the charge of disloyalty almost if ho 
were to intimate that there was a possibility of this great Repub- 
lic of the West crumbling to pieces, and yet we know from the 
graveyard of nations, which is described in history, that nations 
quite as proud and people equally as patriotic for their systems of 
government have fallen into decay, and naught remains but ruins 
to mark the place which they once occupied. ‘* Nations melt from 
power’s high pinnacle after they have felt the sunshine for a while, 
and downward go like avalanches loosened from the mountain's 
belt.” 

We may know from the history of the past that thereis a power 
above that ‘‘rules the harmonious destiny of this world even better 
than prime ministers,” and that if nations indulge in constitu- 
Sanel imeneuaitte the result must be just what the indulgence in 
immorality with the individual is. Its end is death. And so I 
call your attention to the seriousness of departing from the Con- 
stitution to respond to the clamor of misled people. What is it 
that is invoked as an excuse for this proposed action? 

What mighty emergency has arisen that demands this disre- 
gard of constitutional limitations? What vital force or principle 
of our Government is threatened? Who is in arms against our 
institutions, that you should resort to methods that never were 
resorted to except in the midst of civil war and when the life of 
the nation was at stake? It is alleged that a man guilty of hay- 
ing married under the sanction of his church a plurality of wives 
has been elected to the House of Representatives, and hence that 
the American home is in danger and these extraordinary pro- 
ceedings must be invoked against it. His crime and the circum- 
stances under which it was committed is supposed to make his a 
more direful offense than murder or robbery, and hence you must 
be rid of him. The report says: 

The case of a bribe taker or of a burglar or of a murderer is trivial, isa 
mere ripple on the surface of things, compared with this far-reaching, deep- 
rooted, audacious lawlessness. 

It seems to me that that is rather strange language to be em- 
ployed in a sober presentation of facts before the House of Repre- 
sentatives and breathes too much of rhetoric and passion. Just 
for a few moments I want to pay attention to the nature of this 
crime of polygamy, not with a view of showing that the American 
people have not the right to establish monogamy as a system of 
marriage that shall prevail, and not for the purpose of defending 
polygamy either. In the early debate that took place with refer- 
ence to this case on the floor of the House I then said that I was 
not here to represent polygamy, that I was not here to defend it; 
that we had long ago passed that stage of the case; that the thing 
itself was taken out of the realm of discussion. So I do not wish 
my remarks to be construed as any defense of the doctrine of 
polygamy; but I do want to call attention to the nature of this 
crime, in order that we may ascertain whether it is as awful as 
the description of it in the committee's report and if it warrants 
a@ more lawless act than polygamy itself in order to rebuke a man 
supposed to be guilty of it who has been elected to the House of 
Representatives. 

he Jewish people were made the depository of God's revela- 
tion to humanity. You will not find the crime of polygamy 
referred to regarded among that people as of the character that it 
is described here in the report of the committee. Evidently it is 
not from its nature asin or acrime. If it were, you would not 
find the Jewish law enforcing it under some circumstances, regu- 
lating it under other circumstances, and men after God's own 
heart sustaining those relations which are now supposed to jus- 
tify you in closing the doors against the member from Utah. If 
you go to the teachings of the great Master, whom, I take it, we 
all revere, although He denounced every crime, every sin that man 
can commit, you shall find no word of His in condemnation of 
the conduct of the patriarchs or of the law relating to this matter 
as it was given by Moses to ancient Israel. 

Last evening, while walking in the resident portion of this city, 
I passed a magnificent, heroic statue of stern old Martin Luther, 
than whom the nations of western Europe and America owe no 
man more than they do to him for the religious and civil liberty 
that they now possess, the founder of Protestant Christendom; 
and that man upon this subject that is here so much denounced 
declared in the early days of Protestant Christendom, when he 
was informed that his disciple Carlstadt was teaching polygamy, 
said in his letter to Chancellor Bruecks: 

lindeed must confess that I can not protest when one takes many wives, 
for it does not contradict the Scriptures. 

And again, in his letter to Philip, the Landgraave of Hesse, re- 
marking upon the fact that Philip had taken a second wife, his 
first wife being still living, he said: 

In matters of matrimony the laws of Moses are not revoked or contradicted 
by the gospels. 

Yet we build monuments to Luther, notwithstanding his tolera- 
tion and defense of that form of marriage. Now, I say all these 
things not for the purpose of arguing here upon the rightfulness 
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of polygamy, but I do say what I have here remarked for the pur- 
»08e of fixing it in the minds of members that it is merely a crime 
cause prohibited by law, and not by its nature a crime. 

In order that we may better judge of this case I desire to call 
attention to the origin of this institution of plurality of wives in 
the Mormon Church. It began under sanction of a revelation 
purporting to have been received by Joseph Smith at Nauvoo in 
1840. Subsequently the church was expatriated, not, however, 
on account of polygamy, but for other reasons, because of the re- 
ligious intolerance of the people in the northwestern part of the 
State of Illinois, They went a thousand miles from the frontiers 
of the United States and established themselves upon Mexican soil. 

In 1852 they publicly announced to the world their belief in this 
form of marriage and openly and boldly defended it from the 
platform and from the pulpit and throug the public press of the 
country. There was nothing secret in their conduct. It wasa 
part of their religion, and they considered themselves protected 
alike in their belief and in the practice thereof under the provi- 
sions of the Constitution—that provision which said: 


Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof. 


In 1862, however, the Congress of the United States, in the ex- 
ercise of its powers over the Territories, enacted a law against 
this system of marriage; but the people did not surrender this 
practice, for the reason that they believed they were protected by 
the clause in the Constitution I have just quoted. 

In 1876, desiring to put the matter to a test and not to be under 
the odium of violating the laws of the country, and being confi- 
dent that the courts would sustain the views that they had held, the 
Mormon Church themselves furnished a case, supplied the evidence 
and the witnesses, and brought that case before the courts, carry- 
ing it from one court to another, until in 1878, as already related 
here on the floor of the House, the law against this form of mar- 
riage was sustained by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

it has been recited as the chief offense both of the Mormon 
ple and of the member from Utah that notwithstanding this deci- 
sion they still continued to maintain the rightfulness of that 
institution. The argument seems to be that as soon as the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court was rendered those people should have 
dropped their hands and instantly conformed to the law of the 
land. Limited, indeed, must have been the experience and reading 
of that man who would suppose that controversies of this charac- 
ter would be so easily disposed of and who would think that a 
great religious conviction of a people would be immediately given 
up on the decision of a court. 

Worthy of all respect as the Supreme Court of the United States 
unquestionably is, and held in high esteem, amounting almost to 
veneration, by my pene still we could not forget the fact that 
the court was still human and liable to error. The people call to 
mind that judicial tribunals in other lands and in other ages had 
rendered decisions that were not altogether in keeping with right- 
eousness. Going back no further in history than the commence- 
ment of the Christian era, we in Utah could not forget that the 
great Peasant of Judea was condemned under all the forms of 
law by a judicial tribunal—the Sanhedrim of the Jews. We 
could not forget that the Inquisition of Spain was a judicial tri- 
bunal, the supreme court of the land, though it sent men to the 
rack and filled the land with the groans of suffering b 
We could not forget the fact that the Star Chamber in England, 
that filled the prisons of that country with patriots, was a judicial 
tribunal. We could not forget the fact that thousands and tens of 
thousands of patriots in France were sent to the guillotine by the 
decisions of judicial tribunals. We could not forget the fact that 
this Supreme Court of ours, high and exalted as it is, had fre- 
quently reversed itself. We remembered that it had sustained 
the constitutionality of the fugitive-slave law and that its decisions 
had been overturned by the people, by revolutions in sentiment 
as wellas by revolution through arms. I see upon the floor of 
this House a man who, because of his race, if absolute submis- 
sion to the decisions of the Supreme Court had been allowed to be 
the last of any controversy, would now be but a piece of goods or 
chattels in this country instead of being a member of the House 
of Representatives. 

_ So, believing in the righteousness of our doctrine, knowing that 
it came from a divine source to us, we hoped that there would 
be such a revolution in public sentiment as would result in the 
reversal of this decision. The hoped-for revolution did not come; 
the sentiment grew harder and stronger the other way. Butsuch 
violations of the law after the decision of the Supreme Court in 
1878—such violations of the law as took place, did not take place 
in wantonness against constituted authority and for the p 

of ‘‘spitting upon the law,” to use the eloquent language of the 
majority of the committee. Those violations did not occur be- 
cause We supposed that we could elevate ourselves above the law or 
that governments could subsist where that proposition obtained 
among the 
ment as that, But such violations of the law as took place were 
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in pursuance of a deep conviction of duty and to maintain what 
we believed to be a divine institution. I say that such viola- 
tions of the enactments of Congress as occurred must not be 
interpreted too hard against the people of Utah or the man that 
they sent here to represent them, 

But let us pr to the history of this matter. In 1882 addi- 
tional legislation was Special funds were granted to the 
courts in Utah and a judicial crusade started. Extrajudicial 
powers were invoked against this particular crime until a perfect 
reign of terror existed throughout the Territory. Women and 
chlidren were driven into exile. Thirteen hundred men passed 
through prison out of a smallcommunity of less than 200,000, not 
more than 2 per cent of whom were at any time involved in the 
violation of this law; and out of that small number 1,300 passed 
through the prisons of the Territory, the member from Utah 
among the number. And these men, let me say, both for tho 
mercy of the courts and also for the justification of the right in- 
tentions in the hearts of the condemned—these men could have 
escaped this indignity by speaking a word, and that was “to agree 
to give up this institution.” Iremember that the day I myself 
stood before the court a gentleman, now a district judge of Salt 
Lake} City, a personal friend now, said to the court, ‘‘This man 
need not go to prison if he will speak the word and say that he will 
obey the law and give up this institution.” I refused to say the 
word, because I felt at that time that it would have been like de- 
serting the cause of God to doit. [Applause in the galleries. 

Hence, I stood true to the convictions that had been instilled 
into my heart from boyhood, and so far as I was personally con- 
cerned in the matter, I felt as if I could have stood to have the 
flesh hewed piece by piece from my body rather than to have been 
untrue to that religious conviction. Itwas this conviction which 
= -” such lawlessness as I may have been guilty of, and only 

at. 

But the time came when there must be a submission to the 
ple of the United States, for we were under their jurisdiction; 
and, consequently, after grave consideration, the president of the 
Mormon Church at last issued what is known as the ‘* Woodruff 
manifesto,” in the month of tember, 1890. I shall ask that the 
manifesto be printed in full my remarks, though I read now 
only just the most important paragraph, which covers all the mat- 
ter that needs to be considered here: 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Geneoee forbidding plural mar- 
riages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the court of last 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws and to use my 
ee —_ the members of the church over which I preside to have them 

The full text of the manifesto is as follows: 

To whom it may concern: 


Press dispatches having been sent out for 
Lake City, which have been widely published 
commission, in their recent re’ 
that plural marriages are still 


political pu from Salt 
, to the e eck that the Utah 
rt tothe Secre of the Interior, alleges 
nq noloumnined. and that 40 or more of such 
ve m cont in Utah since last June, or during the past 
year; that in public discourses the leaders of the church have taught, 
encouraged, and urged the continuance of the practice of poly gam , 1 there- 
fore, as t of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, do 
hereby, S a ee declare that these foes are false. 1h 
are not teaching gamy or portions, nor pe ing any person to 
enter into its p: Le and I deny that either 40 or any other Shenber of 
lural neve, Goring. feat period, been solemnized in our temples or 
e ry. 
One case has been reported in which the parties alleged that the marriage 
took place in the Endowment House in Salt Lake City in the sp of 1889, 
but I have not been able to learn who performed the ceremony. hatever 
was thismatter was without my know. In consequence of this 
al occurrence the Endowment was, by my instructions, taken 
down without delay. 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural mar- 
riages, which laws have been. constitutional by the court of last 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws and to use my 
ees with the members of the church over which I preside to havethem 

0 wise 


There is nothing in my teachings to the church or in those of een 

ciates, during the time specified, which can be reasonably construed to in- 

culcate of encourage polygamy, and when any elder of the church has used 

which has a OE Se See, eee a Bas been 

proay reproved. And nowI publicly declare that my advice to the Lat- 

z Day Bainte is to refrain from contracting any marriage forbidden by the 
Ww oO 


any other p 


me in 


WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

SEPTEMBER, 1890. 

That manifesto was supported by the authoritative action of tho 
church, and polyesmnons —— from that day have been dis- 
continued. Notwithstanding all the misrepresentations that have 
been made with reference to that subject, this committee has not 
been able to find, and so far as I know no effort has been made to 
prove before them, that there has been a single polygamous mar- 
riage in Utah from that dateuntilnow. The le of Utah have 
been true to that manifesto. But what happened? In what con- 
dition were the men who had been involved ee of mar- 
riage? They had a proposition on their hands w could not be 
“= down the wind.” The proposition was this, how to 
conform their lives with the requirements of the law and at the 
same time discharge what was clearly their moral obligations 
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to the families th had formed under this Mormon system of 


ell, death kindly solved it for some, and many 


plural marriage. . A ; 
it was a pity that the same solution did not come 
ha all ; vr arin “Others sbandoned the women whom they had 


avrt i nder this institution. You need not doubt it; 
ae aoe at of it. Iam merely informing you of the fact in the 

= and that shall be my part of this discussion, for I feel that Ican 
feave the legal questions to the respective sides to this controversy 
as represented by the majorit and minority reports. But some 
abandonments took place. e@ Salt Lake Tribune, an anti- 
Mormon sheet, the chief storm starter in this present crusade that 
has swept over the land, on the 3d of January, 1894, said this: 


DO THE RIGHT THING. 


matter of which we spoke yesterday—that is, the aban- 
a Regarding » Weererel wives and families by some former polygamists of 
this Territory—we have to 7. that if the names of any such people can be 
s a to the Tribune office, and the sender will give proper proof that there 
is no mistake about his statement, we will publish the name of any man who 
thus has abandoned the women and children to whom he owes the duty of 
supporting them. We think our friends of the Mormon press ought to join 


i ink the Mormon Church ought to assist us, because it is a 
= 3 ch onan the feelings of Utah. It is, further.a mighty reproach 
against the church itself. Utah isin the transition state, but that transition 


> i ustification for men to go back on obligations of humanity, 
state furaieheone.2 in all apparent seriousness in the past. There is 
no justification for a man to refuse to do his duty under any circumstances. 
Under the laws of the United States it is a crime for a man to live with more 
than one woman at the same time as his wife. Under the laws of the Mor- 
mon Church that practice has been abandoned, and the heads of the Mormon 
Church have pledged their honor as to the good faith of their people in mak- 
ingachange. But there is nothing, either in the lawsor rules of this church, 
which absolves a man from either assisting to care fora woman whom he 
has once held to be his plural wife or from seeing, as a manifest duty, that 
his children by said wife are fed, clothed, and educated and counseled in the 
right, and a man who is base enough to shirk that duty deserves, first, adver- 
tising as the renegade he is, and next, if there is any hold which the law has 
upon such a man, it should be enforced to make him perform his duty. 


And on the following, this: 
DO THE RIGHT THING. 


It has come to us that certain former polygamists in this Territory. either 
through a mistaken idea of duty or who have taken the new order as an ex- 
cuse, are utterly neglecting their former plural wives and the children of 
those wives, and that this, in many cases, is working extreme hardships and 
cansing infinite sorrow. 

To such men we to say that there has never been a time, even in the 
extreme bitter days of the past, when both the Tribune and the Gentiles of 
this region would not have cried out against injustice of that kind, and now 
we beg to say that we donot believe there is a man, woman, or child in Utah, 
of any race, color, or condition, that would not condemn such work; that 
would not insist that geeey enon of manhood mires men so involved 
to do their utmost within the law tosecure the comfort, happiness, and peace 
of mind of those involved with them; to support their former wives and to 
watch over, provide, and educate to their best ability their children by such 
wives. 

It isa situation where there are bound to be some heartaches at best: the 
men involved should forget their own to make as light as possible the aches 
of those whose lives are a part of their own. 


And for performing these very acts of humanity a man 
could be haled before the courts, and men in the Territorial days 
have been haled before the court, and condemned for just such 
conduct. Such are the terms of the law that men had to take other 
means of meeting their obligations than those described. Those 
other means were these: This law enacted for the Territories by 
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the Congress of the United States did not operate in surrounding: 


States, and ey, plural wives were located beyond the 
boundary where the law did operate, and there, to the best of their 
ability, men sustained the sacred obligations they had incurred, 
and at the same time undertook to live within the provisions of 
the law applicable to the Territory of Utah. 

By these three causes—death, abandonment, and by removing 
such families from the Territory of Utah—plural marriages, po- 
ygamy, did cease practically in the State of Utah; and when 

egate RAWLINS, now Senator RaW LIns, upon the floor of this 
House declared that polygamy had practically ceased in Utah he 
stated that which was the truth. en he said that the Mormon 
Church had given up that institution and given it up and in good 
faith he the truth; and there was no design on the part of 
the le of Utah or the Mormon Church to deceive the people 
of the United States and get statehood under false pretenses. 

I come now to the settlement of this question under the state- 
hood, under the enabling act — by the Congress of the United 
States, and by the adoption of the Constitution on the part of the 

leof Utah. Congress made this demand of the people of Utah 
in the enabling act: 


Said convention oll peovilie by ordinance, irrevocable without consent of 
the United States and le of said State, first, that perfect toleration 
of sentiment secured, and that the inhabitants of said 
State shall never molest ony person or property on account of his or her re- 


ligious w: orever 
orship, provided polygamous or plural marriages are forever 

That was the demand on the part of the people of the United 
States h their representatives in the American Congress, 
When the tatives of the people of Utah met in conven- 
tion, how did they meet the requirements of the country? They 
met those its by adopting the very language of the en- 
abling act, and it stands in the constitution to-day as an argument 
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irrevocable without the consent of the United States and the peo- 
ple of said State. 

For a fuller discussion of that subject I refer members to the 
hearings before this committee, from page 219 to page 229, and 
also to the Utah State conventional debates, which were officially 
reported, on this question, to be found on page 1736 to page 1750, 
occupying some 14 pages of the public debates. Now, in the de- 
bates a resolution was brought in affecting this question; that is, 
in 1892 the Territory of Utah had enacted a law that practically 
paralleled the enactments of Congress on that subject, defining 
and punishing polygamy; also defining and punishing unlawful 
cohabitation, which is polygamous living. Mr. Varian, the last 
United States prosecuting attorney for the Territory, brought in 
a resolution which cut in two the old Territorial law of 1892, and 
the part of it that related to polygamy was made a part of the 
constitution. This not only forbade the practice of polygamy, but 
provided also for its punishment under this constitutional pro- 
vision. 

But the part of the law that related to unlawful cohabitation, 
which, if adopted, would have had the effect of disrupting such 
existing relations as were then extant in Utah, was purposely 
omitted from the constitution. Mr. Varian, upon the floor of the 
house, was asked if by omitting this part of the act of 1892 he did 
not thereby repeal it. He held that the law of 1892, since it par 
alleled the legislation of Congress and undertook to occupy a field 
already filled by Congressional enactments, was not valid. He 
said that if the law were valid, this action of the convention in 
effect and by implication would repeal it. But he clearly demon- 
strated that the only thing he desired to reach by his resolution 
was to prohibit plural marriages for the future, and with plural 
marriages prohibited by this constitution the result was that the 
institution of polygamy must cease to exist in the State of Utah. 

That was the understanding we had of the requirements of the 
country. It was publicly discussed, and it filled fourteen pages 
of the reported debates. It was published in the papers at the 
time, and there never was. so far as I know, any objection made 
against the admission of Utah because we had not complied with 
the terms of the enabling act. The fact that Utah was admitted 
to statehood must be the proof that the terms of the contract re- 
quired of us had been complied with. 

Now, as to the conditions that followed statehood. This set- 
tlement of the question appeared everywhere to be satisfactory. 
No one complained of the conditions that existed. Men previously 
involved in this system of marriage were freely nominated for 
political offices. In 1895, when our first State election was to 
take place, I myself was nominated as a Democratic candidate for 

Jongress. Another man involved in that system of marriage 
was nominated by the same Democratic convention to be the can- 
didate with Senator Raw ins for United States Senator from the 
State of Utah, and no objections were urged against these nomina- 
tions at that time. 

And so in relation to State offices, as well as to these Federal 
positions, Everywhere the matter was accepted as settled upon 
the terms fixed in the Constitution, and there was no dissenting 
voice from that. But in this campaign of 1898 we find ourselves 
confronted by another condition of things, and that is that when 
the Democratic State convention put in nomination the present 
member-elect from Utah, then suddenly, as from a cloudless sky 
they say a thunderbolt sometimes falis, charges were made against 
him which undertook to say that his nomination and election 
would be a violation of the understanding upon which Utah was 
admitted tostatehood. Then, if that be true, you must find in the 
compact, you must find nominated in the bond itself, that Utah 
engaged never to send as her representative, either to the Senate 
or to the House of Representatives, any man who had been involved 
in that system of marriage; and you can not find that nominated 
in the bond. It does not exist. 

It is part of the complaint, if not of the charge, against the 
member from Utah that to this attack made upon him, not by the 
opposing political party or any of its candidates, but by a Salt 
Lake newspaper, it is claimed, he made no answer, and that is 
true. I made no answer, exceptin so far as about twice or three 
times at most I said to the people whom [I addressed during the 
campaign: ‘‘These charges are made against me, but you know 
me; you know the conditions that have prevailed here in Utah. 
You know all about the circumstances. I have been in public 
life before you for some twenty years. I am not driven to the 
necessity at this late day of undertaking to defend my moral char- 
acter. [refer the question to you for an answer. You shall an- 
swer these charges.” And they answered them by rolling up a 
plurality of 5,665 yotes for the member from Utah out of a total 
vote of 67,805. 

And here let me say that that plurality was not given by the 
Mormon people. You makea mistake if you suppose that I am 
here the representative of the Mormon Church and that it was 
the Mormon vote that sent me here as against the protesting gen- 
tile vote of the State. I call your attention to the figures and to 
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some local facts that are very interesting in regard to this ques- 
tion. I carried every gentile stronghold in the State of Utah. 
Take. for instance, Salt Lake City, Ogden, and the mining cam 
of Utah. They are all known to be non-Mormon strongholds, 
Roberts carried Salt Lake City by 6,195 votes as against 4,564 for 
the Republican candidate and 1,165 for the Populist, making a 
plurality in that city of 1,631. Ogden was carried by Roberts by 
2,122 votes as against 1,592 for the Republican candidate and 409 
for the Populist, a plurality of 583 in Ogden. Consideration of 
the votes in the mining-camp counties is also of interest. First, 
take Tooele County, in which Mercur, Utah’s great _gold-mining 
camp is located. In Tooele City, almost exclusively Mormon, the 
Republican candidate received 237 votes, while the Democratic 
candidate, the supposed Mormon candidate, received but 213. 

At Grantsville, with an almost exclusively Mormon population, 
the Republican candidate received 171 votes, while the Democratic 
candidate received but 157, But in the two districts of Mercur,a 
mining camp, and almost exclusively non-Mormon, the Democratic 
candidate received 243 votes and the Republican candidate but 203. 

So it goes through the State, losing almost every Mormon strong- 
hold, but sweeping every non-Mormon stronghold. And I stand 
here to-day elected by the gentile votes of Utah, rather than by 
the Mormon votes, and that, too, as reported here by your com- 
mittee, after they knew all about Roberts in Utah. Yes, and 
knowing him, and knowing the conditions that had prevailed in 
Utah, I take it that they were better judges of the man they would 
have represent them here upon the floor of this House than you 
gentlemen can be, who do not know Roberts and who do not know 
the conditions that have prevailed in Utah. 

They knew Roberts. Yes; perhaps many of them knew of his 
struggles from boyhood; knew how he came of an obscure family, 
without prestige, without property, himself bareheaded and bare- 
footed when he came into the State; of his boyhood home that 
never consisted of more than two small log rooms. They knew 
how, late in his boyhood, he made every effort at acquiring some- 
thing of book knowledge. They knew of him in prone be 
and by the flaming forge, where upon the anvil he earned by 
sweat of his brow the bread that he ate, and all the while making 
efforts in the midst of untoward circumstances to acquire an edu- 
cation. They knew how he reese in his efforts until his anvil 
was left behind and he found his way into the forum of the peo- 


ple, becoming the editor of newspapers and of es. 


mag 
They knew him as an advocate of his religious faith and the 


defender of his political jap gers until ev platform in the 
State rang with his voice in the maintenance of what he believed 
tobethe right. You knew him, also,as amember of the constitu- 
tional convention which helped settle this vexed question of 
polygamy upon the basis of its settlement under that constitution. 

What do you propose in the rejection of themember from Utah? 
Why, you propose to teach the inhabitants of the State of Utah a 
lesson! You propose to discipline them. You propose to summon 
them before the bar of this ienee and administer a rebuke. 

These people, however, to whom you have proposed to adminis- 
ter this reproof are worthy of better treatment. They are the 
pioneers preeminent of the western:half of the United States; 
they have redeemed a desert and given a State to civilization. It 
is part of the misrepresentation concerning them that when they 
left the confines of the United States it was for the purpose of es- 
tablishing an independent government. That accusation is proven 
to be false from the fact that they had scarcely settled in the 
Salt Lake Valley and for themselves temporary homes 
than they sent delegates here knocking for admission into the 
Union. They asked you for the bread of statehood; you gave 
them the stone of Territorial government, and kept them under it 
until the year 1896. But in the meantime they were loyal to this 
Government; and I ask your attention to a time when they were 
invited to be otherwise than loyal. When the great States of the 
South were ee ee the Union, the Delegate from Utah was 
approached here in Washington and invited to lead Utah into par- 
ticipation in that secession. About this time, the fall of 1861, the 
transcontinental telegraph line reached Salt Lake. The first mes- 
sage sent out from Salt Lake City was— 


Utah has not seceded, but is firm for the Constitution and laws of our 
once happy country, and is interested in such useful enterprises as the one so 
far completed. 

That is signed by Brigham Young. Here, also, is the utter- 
ance of one of the grandest men our State has known, a man at 
whose feet I may aimost say I learned something about the insti- 
tutions of our country. I refer to Daniel H, Wells. On the oc- 
casion of a public gathering at Salt Lake, at which some of the 
wrongs endured by the Mormon people were referred to, he said: 

It has been thought b 
robbed, pranfiered: aah ae disfranchised 

a} rally feel reluctant to again unite their Ameri- 

blic. * * * No wonder that it was thought by some that we 
submit ourselves (even while we were yet scorned and 
culed) to re to our ce to our country. Remember that it was by 
the act of our native country, not ours, that we were expatriated, and then 
consider the opportunity we had of forming other ties. 
Let this pass while we lift the veil and show the policy that dictated us. 
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That country, that Constitution, those institutions were all ours; they aro 
still! ours. Our fathers were heroes of the Revolution. Under the master 


spirit of an Adams, a Jefferson, and a Washington they declared and main- 


tained their independence, and under the guidance of the spirit of trut}, 
they fulfilled their mission whereunto oa Sore sent from the presence o/ 
the Father. Because demagogues have arisen and seized the reins of power, 
should we relinquish our interest in that country made dear to us by every 
tie of association and ty? * * * Those who have indulged such 
sentiments concerning us have not read Mormonism “% yr never, no 
never, will we desert our country’s cause; never will we ound arrayed 
by the side of her enemies, although she may cherish them in her own bosom. 
Although she may launch forth the thunderbolts of war, which may return 
and spend their fury upon her own head, never, no never, will we permit 
the weakness of human nature to triumph over the love of country, our de- 
votions to her institutions, handed down to us by our honored sires, made 
dear to us by a thousand recollections. 

I challenge you from the archives of the Republic to produce 
language that breathes a purer sentiment of patriotism than is to 
be found in this passage 1 have read from one of Utah’s grand old 
men; and I can fill your Recorp with such utterances as this. 
The Mormon ple are not disloyal, but they are true to their 
country, and history will yet vindicate them. They do not de- 
serve the rebuke that is proposed here in the measure pending be- 
fore this House, 

At whose behest are you called u 
What is the source of it? aes t sectarian preachers from 
the State of Utah made a formal protest before the last Congress, 
and, I understand, before this House, against the admission of the 
member from Utah, and then took it upon themselves to run 
throughout the land and stir up religious prejudice against the 
Mormons, until a wonderful petition is rolled in on the floor of 
this House that makes members quake and tremble with fear in 
its presence—a petition gathered from Sabbath schools, sectarian 
churches, and societies. Much has been said about interference 
between church and state. 

Suppose that the Mormon Church undertook to defeat the will 
of the le of a sovereign State, or that the Catholic Church 
undertook to do the same thing? There would be such warnings 
uttered, there would be such protests pronounced, sg such 


m to administer this rebuke? 


e | imterference of the church with the state in a purely political 


matter that we would be made to believe that the v founda- 
tion of the Government was in danger. But here, without pro- 
test, you permit the church to interfere with the state when the 
case Of a Mormon is involved, I do not, however, refer to the 
people and the unworthiness of the assault that 
the of influencing action in 
pending before you. As I said in commence- 
— t —— oot hare Soaioe ner = — — of — 
‘ouse, I am not here ; Lam not here asking 
for favors; I am not here on my own behalf, but on behalf of my 
people, to demand for myself and for them our constitutional 
rights. Clear your vision; look to the charter that should guide 
your action; find warrant in it for zoe proposed action of ex- 
clusion or expulsion if you can; and if you find it, I will walk 
out without complaint. You can not find it without adding 
ualifications for membership in this House not enumerated in 
e Constitution, and that you have no right to do. 
If you can not find warrant in the Constitution for either of the 
roposed methods of unseating the member from Utah, then it 
Cootease your —, under the oath that you have taken and in 
order to be law-ab ding people yourselves, to show respect for the 
highest law of the land, to say that the protecting egis of the 
Constitution overshadows this man, and you can neither exclude 
him nor expel him without — such violence to the Constitu- 
tion as would menace representative government. , 
Some of the papers in discussing the Roberts case have said, 
‘*Brand this man with shame and send him back to his ple.” 
Mr. Speaker, I thank God that the power to brand me with shame 
is something quite beyond the power of this House, tas that 
power is. @ power to brand with shame rests with each man 
and nowhere else. The nS has conferred it upon no 
one else. I have lived up to day in all good conscience in 
harmony with the moral of the community in which | 
was and am sensible of no act of shame in my life. Brand 
me with shame! Why, if you finally determine either to exclude 
or expel me, I shall leave this august Chamber with head erect 
and brow undaunted and walk God’s earth as the angels walk 
the clouds, with no sense of shame upon me. [Applause on the 
floor and hisses from the gallery.] And, if in response to the sec- 
tarian clamor that has been invoked against the member from 
Utah, you violate the Constitution of your country, either in ex- 
cluding or me, all the shame that there is in this case 
“Gar Becian Sapte tar eupled d I thank the H 
. , [see my , an ouse 
for its ektentiom. [Applause. ] 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Pe teperied 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same 
8. 1484, An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to change 





5S As 





1900. 


used e construction of the dry docks at 
Gomis to be used. Int Tend, Pa. and Mare Island, Cal., from 
a an eating the time for the completion of a 
wagon and motor bridge across the Missouri River at St. Charles, 
Mo., as provided by an act approved June 3, 1896; and 
S. R. 52. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


§ KER. The Chair desires to submit the following 
ee ae the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


rt from the Secretary of State, with accom- 

I transmit nerewe herence to the claim of the Cuba Submarine Telegraph 
a peP British co ration, for compensation of the expenses incurred in 
spatring the damage done to its cables and property by the United States 
fo a Sin the war with Spain. I recommend that as an act of equity and 
ee pote on be made by the Congress for reimbursement to the com- 
Cony ot the actual expenses inc by it in the repair of its lines and 


— WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
-” mae en dae uary 23, 1900. 
SPEAKER. The message is ordered to be printed and 
aa to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SPALDING, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. j : ae . 
To Mr. Fox, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Leave was granted Mr. Escu to withdraw from the files of the 
House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Hiram R. 
Tripp in the Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report having been 
aa thereon. 


CIRCUIT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS, 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present the following bill, H.R. 
5076, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of an act to change the time and 
places for the district and circuit courts of the northern district of Texas, 
approved June 11, be, and the same is, so amended as to read as follows: 

“That the United States district and circuit courts for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas shall be com of the counties hereinafter named, and the 
terms of the said courts shall be held in each year at the time and places as 
follows: At Dallas, in the county of Dallas, on the third aay, in January 
and the fourth Monday in May; at Fort Worth, in the county of Tarrant, on 
the first Monday in March and the third Monday.in November; at Abilene, 
in the county of Taylor, on the first Monday in April and the fourth Monday 
in October; at San Angelo, in the county of Tom Green, on the third Monday 
in April and the second Monday in November; at Waco, in the county of 
McLennan, on the fourth Monday in April and the fourth Monday in Sep- 
tember.” 

‘SEC. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

With the following committee amendments: 

In the second line strike out the word “ third” and insert “fourth.” 

In the fourth line strike out the word “ October ” and insert * pepeeuaber.” 

In the fifth line strike out the word “second” and insert “ third.” 

In the seventh line e out the word “fourth” and insert * second,” and 
strike out the word “September” and insert ‘*October.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The committee amendments were agreed to. Ss 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MEETING AT 11 O'CLOCK TO-MORROW. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The 
consent that when the 





tleman from Ohio asks unanimous 

ouse adjourn it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
House adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o’clock a. m. 


I now move, Mr. Speaker, that the 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
neoeene were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for indemnity for clothing destroyed 


for reasons—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
submitting the claim of J. N. Bingham, collector of internal revy- 
enue for the district of Alabama—to the Committee on Claims, 
and order to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for rebuilding officers’ quarters at Fort 
Leavenworth—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a memorial from the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians, 
entering a protest against the ratification of an agreement for the 
cession of their lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5076) to amend the first 
section of ‘‘An act to change the time and places for the district 
and circuit courts of the northern district of Texas,” approved 
June 11, 1896, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 101); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6636) to extend the time 
for presenting claii.s for additional bounties, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 108); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washington City, 
D. C., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 109); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 6060) to provide an American register for the 
steam whaler Bowhead, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 110); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 947) to create a new di- 
vision in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 


(No. 111); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5440) granting a 
pension to Smith Jewell, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 92); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2666) for the relief of John M. Laughlin, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 93); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.5509) to pension Malinda 
Jones, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 04); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5710) to increase the pension of Charles 
W. Jerome, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 95); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2169) 
granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied 4 a report (No. 96); which. said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to which 
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was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 524) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Davis, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 97); which said bili and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2322) for the relief of Joshua 
Bishop, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 98); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. ; ; 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5969) for the relief of the dev- 
isees and legal representatives of D. L. Huskey, deceased, rted 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 99); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Mlinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1454) for the re- 
lief of William L. Orr, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 100); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2357) for the re- 
lief of A. T, Hensley, survivor of Fulton & Hensley, doing busihess 
under the name of Lavaca Wharf Company, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 102); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, fromthe Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5874) to pay H. P. Dyer 
for carrying mail, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 108); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred House bill 6889, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (H. Res, 113) for the relief of R. H. Shropshire, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 104); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2619) for the relief of Agnes and Maria 
De Leon, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 105); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4451) for the relief of 
Jeronemus 8. Underhill, reported the same without amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. ave said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6909) authorizing the 
Secretary of State to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Aus- 
tralasia and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for compensa- 


tion on account of expenses in in repairing its ila- 
Hongkong and Manila-Capiz cables, which were cut by United 
States forces during the war with Spain, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 107); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of E. H. Murrell—Committee 
= Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

Slaims. 

A bill (H. R. 7026) for the relief of J. G. Odell—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill CH. R. 4253) granting a pension to Mary F, Wollard— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6896) granting a pension to Rachel E. Edwards— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Eliza Power—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3983) for the relief of the Merchants and Miners’ 
Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md.—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred tothe Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6033) for the relief of James Bigler—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 681) authorizing and directing the 
Josiah B. Orbinson, of Donegal Township, 
the sum of $300, with interest, that he 

discharged 


) d to avoid the 
18#3---Committee on Claims di , and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


. R, 5157) for the relief of the Pro Towboat 
Company of Savannah—Committee Claims , and 


on 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


repayment to 
utler County, Pa., 
draft in 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori;,!; 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred ., 
follows: 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 7073) to provide for pur- 
chase of a site and erection of a public building thereon at Bar 
Harbor, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 7074) 
to amend an act of neues dated June 28, 1898, so as to provid) 
for an additional enrollment of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, ani 
Creek Indians, now residing in the Indian Territory, and for oth: r 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7075) to widen Fifteenth street, 
or Columbia avenue, in the District of Columbia—to the Committ« 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7076) to 
change the boundaries between the southern and central judici; 
districts of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7077) authorizing the construc. 
ye of jails in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7078) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building therev 
at Elizabethtown, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7079) to provide for the distri- 
bution of certain official documents of the Union and Confederate 
armies to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7080) to provide for an 
additional survey of an inland water route surveyed under act of 
Congress of March 3, 1873, along the margin of the Gulf of Mexico, 
from Donaldsonville, in Louisiana, to the Rio Grande, in Texas. 
by cuts and canals, as a means of military and naval defense, ani 
ve commercial purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7081) to aid in the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood ani 
the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American inde- 
pendence—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7082) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of certain buildings and grounds for the use 
of the United States Army Dispensary—io the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7083) for the purchase of a site for a hall 
of records—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7084) to authorize the agricul- 
tural departments of the several States to use the frank of the ex- 

rimental stations for official matter—to the Committee on the 

ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 7085) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Findlay, Ohio—to the Committee 01 
Public Sa and Grounds. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7086) reducing the 
price of electricity in the District of Columbia—to the Committe 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7087) granting post of Fort 
Supply (now abandoned) and certuin lands to the Territory o! 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7088) to amend section 387 * 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office an: 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7089) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Brooklyn. 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7090) making an appro- 
— for completing the rovement of the road to the na- 

onal er near Pensacola, —to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R, 7091) relating to Hawaiian silver 
ae and silver certificates—to the Committee on the Terri- 


es. 
By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7092) to provide for the punis)- 


ment of the crime of larceny within the Territory of Oklahoma— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 709:)) 
to remove the tax on medicines, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7094) to establish a sol- 
djers’ home at or near Johnson , Washington County, Tenn.— 


to the Committee on Mili 
By (H. R. 7095) to establish a Branch 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at 
, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, or some 
in or near that city, for the use of disabled officers 









i n of the Volunteer Army and Navy of the United 

and enlisted © Committes on Military Affairs. ‘ x4 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7096) entitling 
militiamen to pensions under certain circumstances—to the Com- 

i i nsions. 
as Invern. A bill (H. R. 7097) to remodel the consular 
aa of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7098) for the extension of 
Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 7174) to authorize the purchase 
of the statue “America,” by Cyrus Cobb—to the Committee on the 
Librat};. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7210) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for the protection of rsons furnishing materials 
and labor for the construction of public works,” approved August 
13, 1894—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 7211) to place officers of the 
Army upon the same footing as regards retirement with officers 
of the Navy, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tay Ai COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7212) providing for the ap- 
pointment of an assistant treasurer at Kansas City—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. oe ? 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7213) authorizing the construc- 
tion of waterworks and other public utilities by cities and towns 
in the Indian Territory, and so forth—to the Committee on Indian 


.— Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H.R. 7214) to provide pro- 
tection for public-school buildings of the District of Columbia 
against dangers of conflagration, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7215) authorizing and direct- 
ing the payment of certain moneys in the Treasury to the credit 
of the Sioux Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation, in South Da- 
kota. under the act of March 2, 1895, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 131} suspending proceedings in the courts of the In- 
dian Territory and before the Indian agent, pending the enactment 
of legislation now before Congress, wherein the possessory rights 
of said Indians are involyed—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
182) to provide for the presentation of medals of honor to certain 
troops who volunteered their services in 1863, before the battle of 
Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Committee ou Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 133) to author- 
ize the President to appoint, as an additional cadet to the Naval 
Academy, David Bagley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
134) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 111) calling for an item- 
ized statement of receipts and expenditures of the island of Cuba 
under the direction of the War Department—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. JOY: A resolution (H. Res. 112) providing for an assist- 


ant bookkeeper in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 114) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of an additional official stenographer to committees— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution adopted by the Club Borin- 
quin, Puerto Rican Society of Maryland, favoring the abolition of 
customs duties in the island of Puerto Rico—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7099) to pay Samuel Lee for 
services in Forty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. B : A bill (H. R. 7100) granting a pension to 
Daniel A. Stoke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) granting a pension to Aaron B, Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7102) for the re- 
a William H. H. Simpkins—to the Committee on Military 
airs, ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7103) for the relief of John Conrad—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7104) for the relief of Henry J. Waidner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7 ore pension to George F. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against James Magee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7107) for the relief of Ellis Williams Joy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Sockman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to Hiram Wallace— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) granting a pension to Peter Ranyan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cor- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7112) granting a pension to Joseph Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7113) granting a pension to Rachel E. Ford 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 7114) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Parker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7115) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of David Housel— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7116) granting a pension to Mrs. Laura J. 
Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7117) for the relief of Napoleon P, Giddings— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) granting a pension to C. H, John, Com- 
pany C, Seventy-seventh Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7119) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Edgar B. Willoughby, deceased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) granting a pension to Emeline B. Kerns, 
widow of William Kerns, late captain and acting quartermaster 
United States Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7121) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William I. McAtee—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7122) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7123) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Harrington—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7124) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Miers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a.bill (H. R. 7125) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Henry Schreijer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7126) for the relief of Fred E. Ernst, execnu- 
tor of the will of Charles F. Ernst, late postmaster, St. Joseph, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7127) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R, 7128) for the relief of William Smith 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7129) for the relief of Philip 
Brady—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7180) granting a pension to Nancy J. Kim- 
ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7131) granting a pension to Isaac C. Hogue— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7132) granting a pension to Lonisiana H. Dela- 
hay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7133) granting pension to James O. Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7134) for the relief of John Armstrong—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7135) for the relief of Franklin J. Robbins— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7136) for the relief of Michael McLaughlin 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7137) granting a pension to James F. Shell 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7138) for the relief of John Bost—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7139) granting a pension to John A. Link— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7140) to authorize the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to examine and audit, according 
to equity, the claim of Grubb & Robinson, a firm consisting of 
Alfred B. Grubb and William H. Robinson, and of Alfred B. 
Grubb, for building material sold and delivered to members of the 
Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kansas—to the Com- 
mittie on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7141) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from record of Luke O’Brien—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 7142) for the relief of Sam- | tate of John M. Malone, deceased, late of Sumner County, Tenn. — 


uel Choate, of Washington County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7143) to grant Mary §S. 
Callan, of Washington, D. C.,an increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. as 5 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A b:'l (H. R. 7144) granting an increase of 
pension to Agnes Capron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine Slayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to 
Harriet E. Crozier, of Madison, Ind.—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7147) for the relief of John 
Ward—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7148) for the relief of James Willett—to the 
Committee on Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to 
Ellen W. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H, R. 7150) for the relief of Fran- 
cesco Perna—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7151) granting a pension to Rus- 
sell N. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7152) for the relief 
of Nancy L. Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7153) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harland H. Reagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7154) for the relief of the city of 
Americus, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAY: A bill (H.R. 7155) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of John J. Waterkeyn and grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committeeon Military Affairs. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension 
of Juliet C. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7157) to increase the pension of William H. 
Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7158) to increase the pension of Levi 8S. Par- 
rott —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7159) to increase the pension of Wesley C. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7160) to increase the pension of Frederick M. 
Hahn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7161) granting a pension to Henry Eastham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Catherine C. Lay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Margaret C, Hart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7164) pus a pension to Emery Burk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7165) nting a pension to James G. Bow- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) granting a pension to John Rabe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7167) to pay Sarah A. 
Burton the purchase price of real estate reverted to the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7168) to pay Allen C. Burton the purchase 
price of real estate reverted to the Government—tothe Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7169) granting a pension to Frederick L. 
Killion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7170) prentins a pension to Samuel Letzer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7171) granting a pension to Paris F, Skirvin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R.7172) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Candace M. Reed, of Quincy, Ill., for services as army nurse dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
410ns, 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 7178) for the relief of J. Walter 
Smith, of Tracy City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to 
Adelaide M. McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting a pension to John D. Powell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7177) granting a pension to John N. Breed— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) to remove thecharge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert Downing—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Clarence S. Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 7180) to increase the pen- 
sion of Amelia A. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7181) for the relief of es- 
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to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) for the relief of Richard P. Blacki- 
stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7183) for the relief of John Leiper—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7184) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 
D. Carpenter, deceased, late of Brightwood, D, C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pen- 
sion to Maria Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 7186) for the relief of Sy!- 
vester Doss, alias Harry 8S. Doss, late pilot United States ram 
Lancaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7187) granting a 
pension of Joseph McComb—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7188) granting a pension to Chauncey Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to Warren Luce— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7190) to increase the pension of George 0. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7191) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin A. Botsford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7192) to grant a pension to 
Patrick Doyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to David 
Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 7194) forthe relief of Frederick 
B. Mallory, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7195) for tho 
relief of Robert M. Lay, administrator of Nancy Lay, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7196) for the relief of R. R. McMullen, ad- 
ministratrix of Thomas J. McMullen, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7197) for the relief of Smith Summers, ad- 
ministrator of John Waters, deceased—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7198) for the relief of L. B. Day, adminis- 
—_ of Carolinus Boyd, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7199) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of George W. Gower—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of Albert Griffeth—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7201) to increase the pension of John M. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to Wiley Causey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7203) granting 
a pension to Thomas F’. Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7204) for the relief of William 
er the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7205) to correct the military 
record of Daniel Graebes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7206) tocorrect the military record of Francis 
Remline—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7207) to correct the record of James William 
Harvey, who was a seaman in the United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7208) for the relief of J. R. D. 
Morrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7209) to pension Daniel B. 
Hadley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 7216) for relief of James W. 
Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7217) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Arnold P, Lane—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7218) to increase the pension of David Petu, 
Company A, One hundred and eighty-ninth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, now totally blind—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7219) for the relief of Adel- 
bert D. Lee—to the Committee on Military i 


Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as 


B 
of 


ong and papers 
ollows: 

the SPEAKER: Resolutions of a convention of fruit growers 
alifornia, Edward Berwick, chairman, for the construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 











1900. 


: Petition of F. 8. McCartney and others, of 
Pit y Mr. ADEN, foe the repeal of the — tax on proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of clerks employed in the post-office 
at Baltimore, Ma4., for the classification of clerks in post-offices— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition ‘of the publisher of the Otero County 
(Colo.) Democrat, for relief from the paper trust—to the Com- 

ittee d Means. 
mipy Mr. BOl TELL of Illinois: Petitions of John Blocki & Son 
and others, of Chicago, Ill., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax 
upon proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. sas . 
- ENNER: Petition of the publisher of the Demo- 
om LF oo relief from the paper trust—to the Com- 
itte and Means. 
mort tr. BURKE of Texas: Petition of H. Galbraith, editor, of 
Terrell, Tex., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee 
vs and Means. 
By Mr. ‘BURLEIGH: Petitions of citizens of Bar Harbor, Me., 
for an appropriation for the erection of a post-office building at 
Bar Harbor—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Owen Scott, publisher, De- 

catur, Ill., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
nd Means. 

‘ie COCHRAN of Missouri: Petition of John R. Snyder 

and others, for amendment of pension laws giving a pensionable 

status to members of the Missouri Enrolled Militiamen who per- 

formed over ninety days of military service during the civil war— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of numerous citizens of the Fourth Congressional 
district of Missouri, for the expulsion of B. H. Roberts, of Utah— 
to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petition of P. W. Van Dyhn, publisher, of 
Marshall, Mo., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committce 
on Ways and Means. , : 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: Petition of the Lanier Club, of Tryon, 
N. C., for the rejection or expulsion of B. H. Roberts, of Utah— 
to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of 201 clerks,in the New York 
post-office, favoring the passage of House bill No, 4351, for the 
reclassification of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of post-office clerks at Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the reclassifi- 
cation of — clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of H. B. McKenzie, of the Times- 
Herald, Palatka, Fla., for relief from the paper trust—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of employees of the Fort Dodge 
(lowa) post-office, favoring the e of House bill No. 4351—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of publishers of Boone County, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 5029, relative to the free entry of wood 





pulp imported for use in the manufacture of paper—to the Com-. 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Luke O’Brien—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of the publisher of the Leader, Guth- 
rie, Okla., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 3074, for 
the relief of Michael Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of the publisher of the Troy (Ohio) 
Democrat, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5869, 
granting a pension to George S. Hubbard, of Montpelier, Vt.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. George E. Cooley and 53 citizens of Rut- 
land, Vt., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 34, for the preven- 
tion of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, — of George W. Young, of St. Johnsbury, Vt., fa- 
J e repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Home Market Club of Boston, Mass., 
relative to the reciprocity interests of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

= Mr. ER: Petition of Mahlon Kratz and others, of 
Phi phia, Pa., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
prop medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of W.L. McEwen and others, B. C. 
and others, John Gammons and others, J. N. Gean and 
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others, D. N. Howe and others, all in the State of Iowa, against 
the seating of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee 
on the B, H. Roberts Case. 


By Mr. HITT: Letter of Miss Susan B. Anthony, together with 


a petition from citizens of Duquoin, Ill., asking that perfect 
equality of rights, civil and political, shall be secured to the 
women of Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions of the Real Estate 


Board of the city of Seattle, Wash., relating to beach or shore 
lands of Alaska, for the prohibition of mining claims by powers of 
attorney, and for the division of Alaska into judicial districts—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of Frank Harper, editor, Mount Ver- 


non, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


By Mr. McCALL: Papers in support of House bill for the relief 


of John N, Breed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany House bill granting Clarence S. Hall 


& pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of John D. 


Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Adileide 


M. McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of post-office clerks of Medford, Mass., in favor of 


the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of members of the bar of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, urging Congress to’provide better quarters for 
law library of Congress—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to place officers of the Army 
upon the same footing as regards the retirement with officers of 
the Navy, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petition of the publisher of the Ohio 
Democrat, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Petition of N. R. Webster, publisher, of 
Defiance, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of the Haller Proprietary Company, 
of Blair, Nebr., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper of George D. Greene, register 
United States land office, Helena, Mont., relating to the claim 
of Sarah A. Burton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper of George D. Greene, of Helena, Mont., relating to 
the claim of Allen C, Burton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Frederick 
L. Killion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Samuel 
Setzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper in support of House bill for the relief of Paris F, 
Skirvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: Petition of the patrons of the public schools of 
the District of Columbia for provision for protection against fire 
by the installation therein of an adequate system of manual and 
automatic fire-alarm devices—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6914, 
granting a pension to Elliott Loomis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6915, for the relief of 
William C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petition of clerks in the post-office 
at an Ohio, in favor of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the publishers of the Journal and Local, of 
Sandusky, Ohio, Spirit of Democracy, Woodsfield, Ohio, and the 
Ohio News, Bucyrus, Ohio, for relief from the paper trust—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: Petition of E. M. Upton & Co., of Hilton, 
N. Y., relating to dairy and food products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. POLK: Petition of P. Gray Meek, editor, for relief from 
the paper trust—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of citizens of the town of 
Barton, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy orfood products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Maria 
Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of Smith & Purcell, publishers, of 
Fredericktown, Mo., for relief from thepaper trust—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of H. C. Rockhill, of 
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House bill No. 5029, to put wood pulp and printing paper on the 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. p b 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of J. G. Gallemore, editor, Salis- 
bury, Mo., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. j 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of W. E. Ginnes, of Ken- 
ton, Ky., and J. Q. Thompson & Co., publishers, Washington, 
D. C.. for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; : 

By Mr. WHITE: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of David Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of Wiley Causey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 8 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military rec- 
ord of George W. Gower—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of L. A. Roberts, of Fairfield, Tl., for relief from 
the paper trust—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of L. B. Day, ad- 
ministrator of Caroline Boyd, deceased, to refer claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. R, McMullen, administrator of the estate 
of Thomas J. McMullen, deceased, late of Mississippi, to refer 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Smith Summers, administrator of John Waters, 
deceased, late of the State of Mississippi, for reference of war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Robert M. Lay, administrator of Nancy Lay, 
deceased, praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of the publisher of the Gazette, 
York, Pa., for relief from the paper trust—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, Januury 24, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 

REPORT ON COPPER RIVER EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 22d instant, the report of Capt. 
W. R. Abercrombie, on the Copper River exploring expedition to 
Alaska. As it is quite voluminous and_there are charts to be 
printed, the Chair thinks it should go to the Committee on Print- 
ing. It will be so referred. 

AGREEMENT WITH CROW INDIANS OF MONTANA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and one from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to the agree- 
ment entered into with the Crow Indians of Montana by the com- 
missioners appointed under the act of June 10, 1896, ete.; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of R tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 1933) to provide an American register for the steam 
whaler Bowhead. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. Riley; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1484) toauthorize the Secretary of the Navy tochange 
the material to be used in the construction of the dry docks at 
the navy-yards at League Island, Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from 
timber to concrete and stone; 

A bill (S. 2284) extending the time for the completion of a 
wagon road and motor bridge across the Missouri River at St. 
Charles, Mo., as provided by an act spuseres June 3, 1896; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 52) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Live Stock Exchange of 
South Omaha, Nebr., praying that the tax on notes and mort- 
gages given to secure loans on live stock be the first to be re- 


the Journal-Gazette, Fort Wayne, Ind., urging the passage o 


moved in the readjustment of the revenue law; which wa; 
"i c: pears in support of the bill 

e also presented sundry pa in sup of the 2351) 
granting a pension to Joseph W. Skelton; which were referred {, 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I present a petition of the mayor, tho 
aldermen, and sundry citizens of Frederick, Md., praying that an 
ap ropriation of $200,000 be made to be paid to the mayor ani 
aldermen of that city by way of indemnity for joss and injuries 
suffered by reason of ransom which that city was compelled ¢, 
pay Gen. Jubal A. Early July 9, 1864, I ask that the petition ). 
printed in the RecorD, omitting the names, and that it be referre:] 
to the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com. 
— on Claims, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, «s 

OLLOWS: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

The memorial of the mayor and aldermen and the citizens of Frederick, 
in the State of Maryland, respectfully represents as follows: 

During the late civil war the Confederate army of invasion under Gen. 
Jubal A. ly exacted from the municipality of Frederick, on July 9, 1864, 
the sum of $200,000 as 2 ransom of the town from pillage and burning by the 
invading forces. This was an ex measure of reprisal and retali«- 
tion adopted in uence of the destruction of by the Union 
Army in the valley of V: nia, and it was indicted upon rick as a 
border town of uncompro: ng loyalty. It constitu a yous and ex 
cessive imposition which drained the resources of the mun ty, and to 
ee it submitted as the only means of saving the homes and property o! 

citizens. 

At the time of the invasion the town was utterly destitute of defense. A 
la: number of its able-bodied men were off at the front in the ranks of the 
U armies. It urgently cought. but failed ‘ 
tion. The force specially or 21 State of Maryland for the pur- 
pose of home defense, and which would otherwise have been available in this 
emergency, had been a; ted by the National Government and sent 
beyond the borders of State to in the military ee 
then in progress. Having been left thus and defenseless, erick 
was compelled to bear the brunt of the incursion. 

For more than a eee St eeeeeny oa borne the burden of the 
bonded debt resulting from the Conf levy. The payments onaccount 
of interest alone have far exceeded the oa exaction, while the debt it- 
self isti i existence of 


volves a continuing sacrifice by the people of rick on account of their 
loyalty to the Union in the time of its greatest trial. 

The citizens of Frederick faithfully performed their duty of defending tho 
Union, but the Government failed to eee its duty of protecting the 
town. Justice requires that ay eer should be made by the Government 
to the municipality for the loss it has thus sustained. 

Your memorialists therefore pray that a bill may be by your hon- 


orable bodies appropriating the sum of 000, to melas tos mayor and 
aldermen en of Frederick by way of ae the loss and injury described 
n 


Mr. ALDRICH presented a memorial of the Jewelry Tariff 
Committee of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the French treaty; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Corners, Cw d, R. L., praying for the en- 
actment of ——— to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Soldiers’ Homes, immigrant stations, and all Government 

ildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 


i and 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of John W. Barrett 
and 20 other letter carriers of Springfield, Ill., praying for the 
enactment of legislation increasing the pay of letter carriers: 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


= ey Eo eee ut : a a petition — oe aaa 
tuc ru pany and sun o ists aterbury, 
Conn., oan a petition of the Yous Chesmicst Couspany and the 

Company, of Danbury, Conn., praying for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on prietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; 
which were referred to Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of Jesse I. Carter ani 
sundry other railway mail clerks, of Marshall, Tex., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the fication of 
clerks in first and second class ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAFFERY su papers to accompany the bil! 
(S. 1668) for the of Mitchell F. Jamar; which were referred 
to the Committee on ae Affairs. 

Mr. McCOMAS presen a ae of the ma and city 
council of Annapolis, Md., g that the United States Gov- 
ernment acquire certain in that city to be used as an 
annex to the Naval Academy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN ted the petition of Mrs. Jennie L. Allen 
_ Miss ewes . Chapman, a Grange No. 1, —— 

usbandry, of Fredonia, N. Y., that political equality 
be granted to the women of Hawaii; ~akbaes referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

ase WIND RIVER RESERVATION, WYO. 

- WARREN, I present a brief and argument in behalf of 
the claims of the settlers on the Wind River Reservation, Wyo.. 
for improvements made before the creation of that reservation and 








1900. 


part of 


when the land was & 
r be printed 
he motion was . 
IMPORTATION OF NURSERY STOCK. 
OCTOR. Yesterday the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Herr- 
a pi ante the petition of C. L. Watrous and other scientists, 
: tomologists, nurserymen, and orchardists of the country, pray- 
in for the pas of Senate bill 2571, to provide rules and regu- 
lations governing the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, 
uttings, grafts, etc., which he intended to ask to have printed. 
it is very short, and I move that the petition be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
_HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
aan to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6237) making appro- 
iati upply ur 
re fiscal an wie une 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments, and I submit a writ- 
ten report thereon. I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill 
to-morrow morning after the routine business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
dar. 
Ontr LODGE, I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 41) for the 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


relief of August Bolten, of New York City, and Gustave Riche- | 


lieu, of Boston, Mass., American seamen, to report it without 
amendment and to submit a report thereon. _ 
Mr. MONEY. I desire to state that that is not a unanimous 


t. 
*¢ne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be | 


placed on the Calendar. . : . 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: . 

A bill (S. 2834) to authorize Hon. Arthur 8S. Hardy, at present 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to accept the decoration 
tendered to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 
the United States to that country; and 

A bill (S. 2022) to authorize Rear-Admiral William T. Samp- 
son, United States Navy; Capt. Henry C, Taylor, United States 
Navy; Capt. Francis A. Cook, United States Navy; Capt. Charles 
D. Sigsbee, United States Navy; Capt. French E. Chadwick, United 
States Navy; Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy; 
Commander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Commander 
James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander Frederick 
M. Symonds, United States Navy, and Commander Chapman C. 
Todd, United States Navy, to accept orders and decorations ten- 
dered to them by the Government of Venezuela. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 630) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. New- 
son, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. DEBor), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2505) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. Carlton, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, GALLINGER (for Mr. McCumBer), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; and 

A bill C granting a pension to James Byrne. 

Mr. MCENERY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 903) authorizing the President to place 
on the retired list of the Navy, as chief engineer, the name of 
P. J. McMahon, late chief engineer in the United States Navy, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was ba med indefinitely. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library. to whom 
were referred the following joint resolutions, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 3) granting 
of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation of 
the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 60) granting permission for the erection 
of a bronze statue in Washington. D. C., in honor of Gen. Francis 
E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States. 


ALASKA SALMON FISHERIES. 
Mr. ao Mr. President, on behalf of the Committee on 


desire to present the report of Howard M. Kutchin, 
special t of the Treasury ent, on the protection of the 
salmon in Alaska, with an accompanying resolution for 
no re I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Commi on Printing. I will state that the salmon fisheries of 
Pm have very greatly; that it is a very important 


t deficiencies in the appropriations for | 


permission for the erection | 
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the public domain. I move that the | The resolution was read, and referred tothe Committee on Print- 








Lith 





ing, as follows: 


Resolved, That the report of Howard M. Kutchin, special agent of tho 
Treasury Department, for the season 1899, on the protection of the Alaska 
salmon fisheries, be printed and that 500 additional copies be printed and 
bound in paper covers for the use of the Treasury Department. 

REPORT ON FORESTRY IN SWEDEN, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. NELson De- 
cember 11, 1899, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That 20,000 copies of the report on forestry in Sweden, made to 
the Department of State by Gen. C. C. Andrews, late minister at Stockholm, 


be printed for the use of the Senate; the said report to be revised by tho 
author. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Gigax Nog an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to Charles Gil- 
man; and 

A bill (S. 2664) granting an increase of pension to Sebald V. 
Schlessinger (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2665) setting apart a tract 
of land to be used as a cemetery by the Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows of Central City, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2666) for the relief of James Broiles: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2667) to establish a library 


| post; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Library. 
Mr. WELLINGTON introduced the following bills: which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims: 
A bill (S. 


2668) for the relief of Mary L. McCormick; 
A bill (S. 


2669) for the relief of Isaac W. Busey; 

A bill (S. 2670) for the relief of Ann R. Widmayer; and 

A bill (S. 2671) for the relief of Lloyd W. Emmart. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S, 2672) to change the bounda- 
ries between the southern and central judicial districts of the In- 
dian Territory; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that as it relates to a change in the 
boundaries of two judicial districts in the Indian Territory, it 
should go to the Judiciary Committee instead of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2678) for the relief of 
volunteer officers and soldiers who served in the Philippine Islands 
beyond the period of their enlistment; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2674) for the relief of Edwin 8. 
Metcalf; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter H. Mosby; which. was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2676) for the relief of 
the estate of Thomas Sherman, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2677) for the relief of William L. 
Orr; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2678) to incorporate the 
East Washington and Bennings Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2679) declaring certain trestles 
of the Washington County Railroad Company to be lawful struc- 
tures; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2680) for the relief of the 
widow and children of John Hamilton, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


The bill will be referred to the 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


of the country, and the report is full of interest to those | priate $71,225 for the support of the Indian Training Schoo! at 
who desire the development of this great fishing interest in Alaska. | Grand Junction, Colo., intended to be proposed by him to the 
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Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. oe 

He also submitted an amendment proposing an appropriation 
of $120,000 for the construction and equipment of suitable build- 
ings in connection with the Indian school at Fort Lewis, Colo., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT OF HAWAII. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I give notice of an amendment 
which I propose to offer to the bill (S. 222) to provide a govern- 
ment for the oer of Hawaii. I ask that it may be read, 
printed, and, as the bill has been reported, lie on the table. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be printed, as follows: 

Strike out section 95 and insert in lieu thereof as follows: : 

a That until fu wher legislation by Congress the existing customs relations 
of the Hawaiian iacende itt the United States shall remain unchanged. 

Also strike out the following: ; 

“ xc . 87. That a delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to serve during each Congress, shall be elected by the voters qualified 
to vote fer members of the house of pepeaaensne rey of the legislature. The 
times, places, and manner of holding elections shall be as fixed by law. The 
person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the gov- 
ernor duly elected, and a certificate shall be given accordingly.” 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I also give notice of an amend- 
ment I intend to propose to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a govern- 
ment for the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. Iask 
that it may be read, printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. . ; 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

Strike ovi section 8, and in lieu thereof insert as follows: 

* That on and after the passage of this act, and until further le 
Congréns, there shall be levied, collected, and d upon all articles of mer- 
chandise, being the product of the soil or in ustry of the island of Puerto 
Rico, shipped direct from said island to ports in the customs districts of the 
United States a sum equivalent to 80 per cent of the customs duties ley- 
ied upon like articles imported into the United States from foreign coun- 
tries: and on and after the passage of this act, and until further legislation 
by Congress, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles of 
merchandise, being Ce pee of the soil or industry of the United States, 
shipped direct from said ports in the customs districts of the United States 
tothe island of Puerto Rico a sum equivalent to 80 per cent of the customs 
duties levied upon like articles imported into the island of Puerto Rico from 
foreign countries: Provided, That duties collected on such articles of mer- 
chandise shipped from the island of Puerto Rico into the United States under 
the provisions of this section shall be held in the Treasury of the United 
States as aseparate fund to be used under the direction of the President of 
the United States for the government and benefit of the island.” 

Also strike out the following: 

“Sec, 36. That the qualified voters of the island shall, on the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday of November, A. D.1900, and every two years there- 
after, choose one Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, who shall be entitled to a seat, but not to vote, in that body, on the 
certificate of election of the governor of the island: Provided, That no per- 
son shall be eligible to such election who is not a bona fide inhabitant of the 
island, and who is not 30 years of age and gemeees of property in his own 
right situated in the island of the value of at least $2,000." 


ELECTION OF SENATORS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, soon after the beginning of the 
session I introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 27) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of Sen- 
ators of the United States by a vote of the people. I asked that 
it might lie on the table temporarily, intending at the time to 
have made some remarks upon it, but I have reason to believe 
that the committee will make a report on the joint resolution 
some time during the present session, and I wish to express the 
hope that the committee will make a report one way or the other, 
so as to give the Senate an opportunity to vote on it. Therefore 
I have determined not to make the remarks until the report is 
made, and I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution, having 


been read twice, will be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 


LIST OF SPECIAL ACTS GRANTING PENSIONS, 

Mr. +ALLINGER. Mr. President, some days ago I presented 
a statement from the Commissioner of Pensions showing the 
special acts of Congress passed since March 4, 1861, granting pen- 
sions to commissioned officers and widows of commissioned offi- 
cers of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. At 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL], the 
document was laid on the table for the purpose of having a further 
statement made by the Commissioner, showing the special acts 
granting pensions prior to the date of March 4, 1861, 

I am in receipt of a communication from the Commissioner of 
Pensions stating that that is a work of importance, involving an 
examination of all the statutes from the Revolutionary period un- 
til 1861, and it will take a considerable length of time to complete 
it. He expressed the wish that the statement I then presented 


and 


tion by 
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and which was laid on the table, should be printed as a document. 
there being a considerable call for it from different parts of the 
oountry. 

lask that that statement may be printed as a document, with the 
promise that when the added information is received I will like 
wise ask that it shall be printed as a document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that is exactly right, Mr. President, 
I think we ought to have the other statement, and then, having 


this one, the two will give us a complete history of the whole 
matter. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


STATEMENT OF PENSIONERS. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I have likewise in my hand 
a communication, dated January 10, 1900, from the Commissioner 
of Pensions, which contains a great deal of valuable information. 
For instance, it shows the number of pensioners on the rolls for 
all of the wars, commencing with the Revolutionary war, and it 
gives an explanation of the laws relating to these different classes 
of pensioners, giving information that will be very valuable to 
Senators when they come to investigate the subject. 


Mr.COCKRELL., Isuggest that the Senator have it printed as 
a Senate document. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to ask not only that, but as 
the communication is comparatively brief, that it be printed in 
the REcorD, and that it likewise be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT 7 tempore. Is there objection to the request 


of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Washington, January 10, 1900. 

My Dear SENATOR: In reply to your inquiry relative to schedule of pen- 
sioning for the several wars, Lhave the honor tostate that for and on account 
of the Revolutionary war on June 30, 1899, there were borne on the pension 
rolls 4 widows, 7 daughters. 

Pensions of $8 per month for the surviving widows of soldiers who served 
for fourteen days or more during the war of the Revolution or who were in 
any engagement during said war are provided for by the act of March 9, 1878. 
Disloyalty is not a bar to pension under this law. : 

. cme of widows was increased to $12 per month by the act of March 

The daughters referred to as being borne on the pension rolls were pen- 
sioned by special acts of Congress. 


WAR OF 1812. 


a were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 1 survivor, 1,998 
ows. 

The act of February 14, 1871, now sections 4736 and 4737 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, provid da pension of # per month for soldiers and 
sailors who served sixty days or more and were honorably discharged or who 
are personally named in any resolution of Congress for any specific service in 
that war and the surviving widows of ‘such persons, but title would be barred 
in consequence of disloyalty du the civil war. 

In order to secure title under law a widow must have married soldier 
or sailor prior to the treaty of peace. 

This jaw was amended by act of March 9, 1878, which removed disloyalty 
as a bar, as well as the time of marriage, and provided for fourteen days’ 
corvige only, or engagement in any battle, and honorable discharge of soldier 
or sailor. 

The rate of — for widows was increased to $12 per month by the act 
of March 19, 1836. . 

For law relative to pension for disability see statement following Mexican 
war. 
INDIAN WARS, 1832-1842. 

There were borne on the rolls on June 30, 1899, 1,656survivors, 3,889 widows. 

The act of July 27, 1892, provided a pension of e per month for the surviv- 
ing officers and enlisted men who served thirty days or more in certain des- 
ignated Indian wars,and were honorably discharged, and such other officers, 
soldiers, and sailors as may have been personally named in any resolution of 
Congress for any specific service in such wars, and the surviving widows of 
such officers enlisted men, provided such widows have not remarried. 

Pensions under this act are for the natural lives of the grantees, subject, 
however, to dro if obtained by fraud. 

Disloyalty during civil war is not a bar to pension under this law. 

For law as to pensions for disability see statement following Mexican war. 


MEXICAN WAR. 
1899, there were borne on the rolls 9,204 survivors, 8,175 widows. 


The act of Jan 29, 1887, provides a pension of $8 per month ‘or the sur- 
viving officers and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, or Cor} s, who, be- 


ing duly enlisted, actually served days or more with the Army or Navy 
in Mexico or on the oe ja os : 
e 


On June 


coasts or thereof or en route thereto or were 

engaged ina battle and were honorabl Cnenaanes, ane to such other soldiers 

sailors as may have been personall named in any resolution of Congress 

for an c service in war, the surviving widows of such officers 
and en men, provided that such widows have not ki 

Under this act no title exists unless the officer, enlisted man. or widow is 
62 years of age or werd, except in case of a survivor under the age of 62 
years, who, at the date of filing claim, is disabled or dependent equivalent to 
some cause ized by the pension laws. : 

In case of a widow un ody} ie age it must be shown that she is de- 
pendent in order to give her title. 

Disloyalty is not a bar under this act, except in cases of officers and en- 
listed men, where the Claim is made when under 62 years of age and on 
account of a disability contracted while in any manner voluntarily en, 

abetting the late rebellion the authority of nited 


The act of January 5, 1893, provided for increase of pension named in act 
of January 29, 1887, to month to officers and enlisted men when it is 
shown that er ore y disabled for manual labor and in such destitute 
circumstances that $8 per month is insufficient to provide the necessaries of 
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ho were on the rolls at the 
life. This act provides only for ose peeouas w 


time of its passage—i. ¢., January F ’ ; 
senbilities ¢ i P l dut rior to March 
Pensions for disabilities incurred - service and line of duty prior arc 


INVALID. 


i o incurred disabilities in service and line of duty 

Scldions ens ois = subsequent to the war of the Revolution, are gov- 
as far as rates of pension allowed, by the provisions of the general 
erned, 6 4 soldier or sailor who incurred a disability in the Mexican war in 
—_ Small duty, or in an other naval or military service in the line of duty 
eu March 4, 1861, an eubecanent to the war of the Revolution, is entitled 
ae rate as if alike disability was incurred ir service and line of duty 

, 1861. 
sure pebilits ar acarred subsequent to the war of the Revolution and 
ior to March 4, 1861, the rates are egpatiocs from and after July 25, 1860. 
Tyce section 4712, Revised Statutes of United States. ) ; 
’ The law further provides, in cases of this character, that the pension, if 
alent *thall commence from the date of discharge, ‘if the claim is filed 

ithin three years from the time the right accrued; otherwise the pension is 
meio to commence from the date of filing the last paper necessary to estab- 

lish the claim. s18454 
were nted in consequence of disabilities incurred in 

Mpls of duty prior to March 4, 1861, and the pensioners were resi- 
dents of States then in arms against the Government of the United States, 
their names were stricken from the rolls, under the provisions of the acts of 
February 4, 1862, and March 2, 1867, subject to the right of restoration upon 
showing that they had not in any manner aided or abetted the late rebellion 

inst the authority of the United States, and were in favor of its suppres- 
soe For example, a soldier who lost an arm in battle during the war with 
Mexico and was pensioned at the rate provided for under the then existin 
laws, and whose name was cremped from the rolls under the provisions at 
the acts above cited, upon app ication for restoration and upon furnishing 
proof of loyalty would be ent tled to restoration from the date of last pay- 
ment of that pension, and to an increase of the rates from and after July 25, 
1866, as provided for soldiers and sailors who incurred disabilities of a like 
character subsequent to March 4, 1861. . 

At the present time, if the arm had been amputated at the shoulder joint 
or so near the shoulder joint as to prevent the use of an artificial arm, his 
rate would be $5 per month; if amputated at or above the elbow, $36 per 
month, and if below the elbow, $30 per month. In the case herein cited, if 
the soldier is unable to prove his sorely. as required by the general law, he 
has title to pension under the act of January 29, 1887, at_ the rate of $8 per 
month from and after the passage of that act, and if his name was on the 
rolls on January 5, 1893, he may, under the conditions set forth in the act of 
January 5, 1893, be entitled to $12 per month. 


Pensions on account of disabilities contracted in the military or naval service 
of the United States subsequent to March /,, 1861. 


GENERAL LAW. 


There were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 321,555 invalids, 
92,901 widows and other dependents. 

These figures represent many eens which were granted by special act. 
The rate allowed for widows under the general law ranges from $8 to $30 per 
month, dependent upon the date of marri or the rank of the soldier or 
sailor, and $2 Ee month for each child of soldier under age of 16 years. 

Under the terms of the general law, pensions ted to invalid pensioners 
range from be: $100 per month, according to the nature and extent of the 
disability. a basis of rating under the general law for minor disabilities, 
the Bureau, with the sanction of the Department, has established a rating of 
$8 per month for an anchylosed wrist or ankle or a disability equivalent 
thereto. From this basis a comparative rating is given for disabilities of a less 
degree, to wit, $6, $4, $2, according to the lesser degree of disability, and for 
disabilities in excess of this basis a higher rating is given up to $17 per month, 
which is the highest rating allowed by law for one or more disabilities which 
combined (i. e., the rating) do not produce a disability equivalent to the loss 
ofa i or foot. For the latter disability the rate is fixed by law at $24 per 
month. 

The rating for minor disabilities may be added together until they aggre- 
gate $17 per month, after which the combined disabilities must disable equiv- 
alent to the loss of a hand or fcot, when the rate of $24 is given. A higher 
rate than $4 can not be allowed unless the combined disabilities produce 
incapacity for performing manual labor, when a rate of $8 is provided by 
law. The next rate is $0 r month, where pensioner requires periodical 
aid and atten ; then when regular aid and attendance is required. 
There are also the specific ratings provided for total deafness, total disa- 
qn? of a aoe or a foot, and the various amputations, at $30, $36, $45, and 

per month. 

Prior to March 2, 1895, geretens under the 
less rate than $6 per month, but on that date Congress passed an act increas- 
ing all pensioners drawing less than $6 per month to $6 per month, and all 
peastetaea who were then on the rolls at a less rate than $6 were increased 

o %. Under the general law, since the passage of the act of March 2, 1895, 
where a r had a disability of service origin which entitled him toa 


rating of less than $6 per month, he was granted the amount provided by the 
act of March 2, ioe e., $6 per month. - ’ 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


There were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 420,912 invalids, 
190,266 widows and other dependents. 

The rate allowed widows under this act is $8 per month, with an increase 
of $ for each minor child of the soldier under 16 years of age. The rate 
granted Sopentont parents is dependent upon the rank of the soldier in the 
_ be Eo > ants f - Palid penet der this act i 

applicants for inv: pensions under this act is inca- 

pacity to labor, joined with incapacity to earn a Suypert. and the grades of 

rating are t upon these two conditions. e act provides that the 

pension shall not ex $12 per month, and shall not be less than $6, propor- 

ioned to the degree of inability toearnasupport. Under this law the Bureau 

has fixed intermediate rates of $8 and $10 per month for intermediate degrees 
to earn a support by manual labor. 

the ra act all disabilities of a permanent charac- 


meral law were granted at a 


tings under t 

are considered. The practice is to weigh each 
determine the degree that each disability or the combined 
disable the claimant from earning a support by manual labor, and 


on = a is allowed. 
; oe w a’ 


the age of 65 years is deemed entitled to at 

um ($6) rate of pension, unless the evidence discloses an unus- 

— the repeanes of ypeenn pe in — of ot age. 

reac age ears the maximum ($12) rate 

is granted for senility alone. Between the enw of 65 years and 75 years the 
age of claimant enters in as a factor in determining the rate. 


To distinguish between the methods of rating under the general law and 
the act of June 27, 1890: 

First, the general law. The ratings for each disability are added together 
in order to determine the rate that the claimant would be entitled to from 
$6 up to and including $17. 

Second, under the act of June 27, 1890. All the disabilities of a permanent 
character, not due to vicious habits, from which the claimant is found to be 
suffering are taken into consideration as a whole in arriving at the degree 
of his inability to earn a support by manual labor. In one case, the general 
law, the rates are aggregated; in the other case, the act of June 27, 1890, the 
disabilities are aggregated and the effect of such aggregated disabilities upon 
his capacity to perform manual labor is the criterion. 

To cite an example: A claimant who was suffering from rheumatism ina 
degree which under the general law would entitle him to a rate of $5 per 
month; diarrhea, which would entitle him to a rate of $4 per month, and the 
loss of a finger, entitling him to & per month, would be entitled, under the 

»ractice prevailing in general law claims, to have the rating for such disabili- 
ies combined, and would be granted a rate of $12 per month, while, in con 
sidering the same disabilities in a claim under the act of June 27, 1800, all of 
such disabilities would be considered together and their combined effect 
upon the claimant's ability to perform manual labor would govern this 

Bureau in fixing the rate to which he would be entitled 

It is deemed proper to invite attention to the fact that the rate of pension 
under the general law for those who are totally incapacitated for the per 
formance of manual labor is $30 per month, while under the act of June 27, 
1890, for a like condition the rate is fixed at $12 per month. 

There were also borne on the pension rolls on June 30, 1899, 653 nurses, who 
have been placed there either by special act or under the provisions of the 
act of August 5, 1892. 

Very respectfully, H. CLAY EVANS, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
United States Senate. 


COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN 


Mr. ALLEN. 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate full and exact copies of all proclamations and orders that have 
been issued or made respecting the collection of customs, internal, and other 
revenues in the islands of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Archipelago 
since the seizure thereof by the Government of the United States, the rate 
of such customs, internal, and other revenues, the total amount thereof, a list 
of the person or persons engaged in such service, where stationed, respec- 
tively, and how such customs, internal, and other revenues have been and 
are being disbursed, and whether the same or any portion thereof have been 
covered into the Treasury of the United States 

And the Secretary of War is further hereby directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence relating to the collection of the customs, 
internal, and other revenues in said islands since the seizure thereof by the 
Government of the United States to this time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not fully catch the reading 
of the resolution, and I do not know that I should have understood 
itifI had. Iask that it may go over and be printed. I do not 
know that there will be any objection to it. 
oo ae protempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule, 


DEPENDENCIES, 
I submit a resolution and ask for its present 


SEIZURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read 
and go over until to-morrow, and then I should like to have it 
passed. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


eee food products are not in their nature instruments of warfare; 
anc 

Whereas the United States is the greatest producer of such products in 
the world, and it is therefore essential to our prosperity that these products 
be freely sold and delivered wherever purchased; and 

Whereas to permit such products to be declared contraband of war and 
subject to seizure by foreign nations at war among themselves would work 
irreparable injury to the great body of our agricultural population: There- 


re, 

Resolved, That the United States of America will not recognize the right 
of any nation to declare food products contraband of war or to seize such 
products Selene to citizens of the United States or being tranapertes in 
vessels owned by citizens of the United States, and that any such seizure 
will be deemed by this Government an act unfriendly to the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over 
under the rule. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. Riley, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

GEORGE W. WESTON, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 32) for the relief of 
George W. Weston. It is a bill that will not provoke discussion, 
it having passed the Senate during the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
There can be no objection to it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is the morning business completed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is com- 

leted, but there is a resolution offered by the Senator from South 

akota which comes over from a former day. The Senator from 
New Hampshire asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by him. The bill will be read for 
information, if there be no objection. 

The bill was read, and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
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Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 
oses to pay to George W. Weston, late postmaster of Exeter, N. 
1., $281.21, that amount being the balance due him for moneys 

deposited in the National Granite State Bank of Exeter, N. H., 

during the month of July, 1893, and immediately preceding the 

failure of that bank. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TREATY OR AGREEMENT WITH SULTAN OF SULU, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which the Secre- 
tary will read. ; 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to send to the Senate a copy of the report and all accom- 
panying papers of Brig. Gen. John C. Bates in relation to the negotiation of 
a treaty or agreement made by him with the Sultan of Sulu on the 20th day 
of August, 1899. Said wrenty provides that the United States Government 
will pay the following monthly salaries: 

Per month. 
. $250 


To the Sultan -..--.-.--2-----0+ e--eeeee-ene eeecee ee renene ceneeeetee tenses nn ee GO 
To Dato Rajah Muda ......--.-ccccce cocccccccccccccces «20s coccce ess 4 75 
To Dato Attik « 60 
To Dato Calbe st — 5 
To Dato Joakanain , seve i t 
To Dato Puyo . 

To Dato Amir Halasin ..... .<cc.c-ccescesescs 
To Hadji I Uns 6 eteimnmnindinadiabekwdial a 
ie, DRE BED. on naecankuns ooppudsiebeinia 
To Serif Saguin 


Out of what fund are these ealaries paid? What services do these 
perform for the United States that entitles them to be paid out of the 
ury of the United States? 
civil service? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to modify the resolution by striking 
out from the last paragraph the clause: 

And are these officers, or any of them, under the civil service? 

Then I wish to insert at the top of page 2 of the resolution the 
words: 

And the President is further requested to inform the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to 
modify his resolution. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as modified. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to speak briefly to 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota will proceed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the Sulu group of islands 
are located between the island of Borneo and the island of Min- 
danao, of the Philippine group. Theyare 150in number. These 
islands were conquered by the Mohammedans about eight centu- 
ries ago, and they have maintained, as long as we have any his- 
tory of them, a governmentof their own, having an absolute mon- 
arch for a ruler. Spain claimed ownership over these islands, 
and has undertaken at various times to take possession of them, 
Her power and authority reached the distance only from the 
shores of the islands which could be traversed by projectiles from 
the cannon of her fleet. These people have n pirates and 
slaveholders and polygamists from the earliest record of their 
transactions. 

In 1876 Spain undertook to conquer their islands and assert her 
authority over them, but the effort failed; and finally the ageres- 
sive powers entered into a treaty with the Sultan by which Spain 
was to keep an officer ee that Government and a small 
number of troops at the capital of the Sulu group. The Sultan 
agreed to recognize the suzerainty of the King of Spain and - 
ised to suppress piracy. He received from Spain certain ies 
. compensation for his recognition of the suzerainty of the King 
of Spain. 

Whether or not the commissioners at Paris knew what they 
were buying I can not tell; but in some way we purchased the 
entire group, including all the Philippines; and we now find that 
the Sultan not only has the Sulu group under his jurisdiction and 
control, but also the large island of Mindanao, embracing an area 
as large as the State of telienn. and also the island of Palawan. 
These two islands, or portions of them, nearly their whole area, 
are under the immediate control of a subsultan, who owes some 
sort of allegiance to the Sultan of the Sulu Islands. 

The island of Mindanao has never been explored by the white 
people, and it was never under the jurisdiction of Spain, except 
that two or three of its coast ports were occupied by that power. 
In our treaty with Spain we take title to this entire group, as well 
as to the Philippines. Last summer we made a new agreement 
with these people, which I desire to read in order that it may go 
in the Recorp, I will read first this dispatch from Manila, dated 


July 12, 1899: 
Manila special, July 12, 1899. 

General Bates, in the capacity of agent of the United States Government, 
sailed for Jolo this morning to negotiate with the Sultan of Jolo regarding 
the future relations of the Jolo (or Sulu) Archipe . including the Basilans, 
as a naval station. The Sultan assumes that the Jolos reverted to him, the 


ople 
reas- 
And are these officers, or any of them, under the 
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evacuation of the S ds nullifying the treaty of 1878. General Bates wil! 
explain to the Sul that the Americans succeeded the Spaniards in th» 
treaty, assuming its obligations and continuing the annuities it provides for. 
He also present to the Sultan $10,000 in Mexican money as an evidence of 
will. e local administration of the Jolos will remain unchanged. 

he Sultan will enforce the law, and will also be expected to fly the Ameri- 
can flag continuously and cooperate with America to maintain order ani 
suppress piracy. The Sultan will retain ion of the pear! fishing ani 
the island trade, which will be conduc in such a way as to forward the 


development of the resources of the islands for the mutual benefit of Ameri- 
cans and natives. 


General Bates then entered into the following agreemen¢: 


Agreement between Brig. Gen. John C. Bates, representing the United 
States, of the one part, and His Highness the Sultan of Sulu, the Dato Rajah 
Muda, the Dato Attik, the Dato Kalki, and the Dato Joakanain, of the other 
part; it being understood that this agreement will be in full force only when 
approved oy, e Governor-General of the Philippine Islands and confirme:! 
by the President of the United States and will be subjected to future modi 
fications by the mutual consent of the parties in interest. 


I deem it proper to state that this agreement has been confirmed 
by the President of the United States in a letter transmitting the 
treaty to the Senate. However, this is a treaty apparently with 
a quasi sovereign power, over which the Senate, according to our 
new doctrine of imperialism, has no other authority and no con- 
trol, and it requires no ratification by the Senate and no consider- 
ation on our part. 


ARTICLE 1. The sovereignty of the United States over the whole archipel- 
ago of Sulu and its dependencies is declared and acknowled 

ART. 2. The United States flag will be used in the archi 
its dependencies on land and sea. 

Art. 3. The rights and ties of his highness the Sultan and his datos 
shall be fully ted; the Moros shall not be interfered with on account of 
their religion; their religious customs shall be respected, and no one shall 
be persecuted on account of his religion. 

RT. 4. While the United States may cocapy oud control such points in the 
archipelago of Sulu as public interests seem demand, encroachment will 
not be made upon the lands immediately about the residence of his highness 
the Sultan unless military necessity require such occupation in case of war 
with a foreign power, and where the property of individuals is taken, due 
compensation will be made in each case. 

Any ae can purchase land in the archipelago of Suluand hold the same 
by obtaining the consent of the Sultan and coming toa satisfactory agreement 
with the owner of the land, and such limmediately be registered 
in the proper office of United States Government. 

Arr. 5. All trade in domestic ucts of the archipelago of Sulu, when 
carried on by the Sultan and people with an rt of the Philippine 
Islands and when conducted under the American Hag. shall be free, unlim- 
ited, and undutiable. 

Art. 6. The Sultan of Sulu shall be allowed to communicate direct with 
the Governor-General of the Philippine Islands in making com: t against 
the commanding officer of Sulu or against any naval c 

Art. 7. The introduction 


of Sulu and 


er. 
of firearms and war material is forbidden, ex- 


7 : ust be wagreee®, and his datos agree 
heartily cooperate with the United States authorities to that end and to 
~~ every possible effort to arrest and bring to justice all persons engaged 
n piracy. 

RT. 9. Where crimes and offenses arecommitted by Morosagainst Moros, 
the Government of the Sultan will bring to trial and punishment the crimi- 
nals and offenders, who will be deli to the Government of the Sultan by 
the United States authorities, if in their on. In all other cases per- 
sons charged with crimes or offenses will delivered to the United States 
authorities for trial and punishment. 

Art. 10. Any slave in the archipelago of Sulu shall have the right to pur- 
chase freedom by paying to the master the usual market value. 


And I will show later on that slavery exists in its worst form. 

Arr. 12. At present Americans or fore wishing to go into the country 

should state their wishes to the Moro authorities and ask for an escort, but 

this will un as we know each other better. 

t foreign nation ould atte t tom i ae. _ 

case an na’ 8 upon them. 

i 14. The United States will not sell the Jaland of Sulu or any other 

island of the Sulu Archipelago to any foreign nation without the consent 
of the Sultan of Sulu. 

Art. 15. The United States Government will pay the following monthly 


To the Sultan 
To Dato 


The SULTAN SULU. 
Dato RAJAH MUDA. 
ATTIK. 


Dato . 

Dato CALBE. 

Dato JOAKANAIN. 
(Signed) J. C. BATES, v.8.V. 


Bri 

The annual te of these salaries is $9,120. The Spanish 
ent was for $6,300 a year. ee was one we 
ered to the Sultan, not one that he upon. Itisour own 

proposition that we are to maintain siavery in the Sulu Islands. 
Further than that, Mr. President, an investigation would show 
that, although this agreement was made on the 20th day of August. 
it was not possible to secure from the State ta of 
the agreement until after the election in Ohio. More than that, 
the Associated Press endeavored to secure a copy of the agreement, 
and as a response to the application of that great news-promul- 
gating organization, its representative was handed a copy of the 











Arabic—Sulu Arabic at that; and they could not 
find anybody in the United States who was able to translate it. 
h State nt had a copy in English, for the last para- 
enh of the treaty says, * a — in English and Sulu, 

7 i day of August, .- 

“ian this would appear that the State Department does not 
hesitate to withhold information or mislead and deceive the public. 
I therefore expect but little in the way of the real facts in answer 
von — State Department has two branches, as the 
English state department has--one that is secret, where secret 
matter is concealed forever from the public and never published 
in the Blue Book, and one which is given to the people in order to 
justify English robbery, English plunder, and English annexation, 
in which is filed the information that goes in the Blue Book to 
silence the conscience of the English people, Have we adopted 
the same policy of concealment, the same policy of refusal to let 
the public know what exists? ; ; 

I say this ment, when the Associated Press tried to get a 
copy of it before the Senate convened, was furnished in Arabic, 
andan Arabic used inthe SuluIslands. Therefore it was not pos- 
sible to have it translated in the United States, and we only got this 
copy which I have read after Congress convened and after the 
elections last fall were over. This is on a par and in line with the 
whole business of concealing from the American people the facts 
in regard to our maiden foreign venture. We are unable to pro- 
cure the truth through General Otis. Mr. Collins, of the Asso- 
ciated Press, says the censor told him he was to send nothing and 
they were going to allow nothing to be sent that would injure the 
Administration or help Mr. Bryan. , 

Here is an ent by which we are to maintain not only 
slavery, but polygamy in the Sulu Islands. Here is an agreement 
by which our is made to float over two crimes; and we further 
solemnly agree that no nation in the world shall be permitted to 
interfere. Itisthechief part of the business of the Sultan of Sulu 
to get into quarrels with the natives of the interior in the island of 
Mindanao; then to declare that they are in revolt against his 
authority. Upon this pretext he takes prisoners and sells them 
into slavery, the planters of Borneo being the purchasers. That 
has been his business heretofore whenever he needed money. We 
now propose to maintain that sort of thing under the flag of the 
United States, and we stipulate, and the stipulation is approved by 
the President, that no foreign nation shall be permitted to interfere. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator wish to be understood as 
asserting that the President approved article 10 of this agreement, 
which refers to slavery in the archipelago of Sulu? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, the President says in his message—and 
if the Senator will permit me I will read it— 


I have confirmed said ment, subject to the action of the ,and 
with the reservation, which I have directed shall be communicated to the 
Sultan of Jolo, that this ment is not to be deemed in any way to author- 
ize or give the consent of the United States to the existence of slavery in the 
Sulu Arch Icommunicate these facts to the Congress for its infor- 
mation and action. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The President eg of an agreement 
which provides that the slave may purchase his liberty at the 
usual market price, and according to the first paragraph of the 
agreement it goes in full force upon the approval of the President 
and can not after that be altered except by another agreement. 
This transaction is on a par with all the other inconsistencies 
attached to this miserable business. He then says that he wants 
the Sultan to understand that he does not authorize slavery; 
though he has approved the agreement which ratifies slavery. 
How could he transmit the agreement to us with his approval and 
then send word back to the Sultan that he did not wish to be 
understood as approving slavery? Who knows whether or not the 
word will ever get to the Sultan? It is merely an effort at double 
dealing and can not be otherwise construed, in my opinion. 

The President sends a proclamation to Mr. Otis to be announced 
to the SS Philippines, and Mr. Otis edits it, censors it, 
= then — Tr matter aren of me oes. SO as 

convey a@ wrong im ion e ie e ilippines. 
After it has been sufficiently Sesteoedl ke hited the revised 
roclamation. After this sort of deception he still continues to 
old his office. He is still maintained there with the approval of 
the President, and now we are told that word has been sent to the 
Sultan of Sulu that the Administration does not mean that which 
it has approved. I say it is in line with the whole policy from 
the to the end. Almost e ing we receive here in 
e to this matter is on a par with the transmittal to the Asso- 
ciated Press of a copy of the Sulu eement in Sulu Arabic to 
the infamy until after the elections were over last fall. 
It is on a par with the statement of the commissioners who made 
this t, which I shall to read. Mr. Schurman 
in on terview says: 
seems to me that were it not for the rance ed the nt 
hue and cry about polygamy and slavery pes Ree be absolutely 


mt in 
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If it were not for the ignorance ee the present hue and 
cry about polygamy and slavery would be absolutely criminal! | 
suppose the hue and cry about slavery before our civil war was 
criminal. Many people so asserted, many people honestly so be- 
lieved, and I presume that Mr. Schurman honestly believes that 
the hue and cry about polygamy and slavery again existing under 
the flag of the United States would be criminal but for the ig- 
norance of the people who cause it. 

In taking over the Sulu group we have acquired no rights of any sort 
there except those bequeathed us by Spain. : 

And yet the President, time and again during last fall in his 
speeches everywhere made to the people, asserted that the flag 
meant the same thing everywhere, meant the same here, in the 
Sulu group, and in Hawaii; that it meant in every place the same, 
and that its presence conferred liberty and happiness upon the 
people under it. 

She was bound by her agreement with the Sultan not to interfere with 
the religion or customs of the islands,and it would be most unwise for us to 
attempt this by force when it can be ultimately accomplished by the slower 
method of civilization and education. 

Mr. President, we tried the slower method of disposing of slav- 
ery and polygamy in the United States, also the slower method 
of civilization and education, but finally we resorted to war—the 
greatest war in modern times—and thereby succeeded in destroy- 
ing slavery under our flag. It has been restored by the act of a 
President elected by the Republican party. How will it strike the 
veterans of that war to annex slavery after all these sacrifices and 
then propose to abolish it when the slaveholders conclude it is 
wrong and give their consent? 

The Sulu group proper contains about 100,000 inhabitants. They are all 
Mohammedans. To attempt to interfere with the religion of these people 
would precipitate one of the bloodiest wars in which this country has ever 
been engaged. hey are religious fanatics of the most pronounced type, 
who care nothing for death and believe that the road to heaven can be at- 
tained by killing Christians. Polygamy isa part of their religion, and slav- 
ery, about_which so much is being said just now, is a mild type of feudal 
homage. The Sultan believes from what he has seen of Americans that they 
are ready to be friendly and deal honestly by him. 

Mr. President, I will show what kind of feudal homage this 
slavery in the Philippinesis. Owing to the fact that those people 
will fight, we prefer to indorse slavery and polygamy, and we 
attack the Christians in the island of Luzon and compel them to 
surrender—what? Surrender their desire fora government of their 
own. We prefer to turn from polygamy and slavery and indorse 
them, put our flag over them, and declare that nobody shall inter- 
fere with them, and then turn our armies and our navies to the 
destruction of the independence and freedom of a Christian popu- 
lation, which we also purchased from Spain. 

I will read from the second edition of Mr. Foreman’s book, which 
was published in 1899, and brought up to date. He says: 

The Sultanate is hereditary under the Saliclaw. The Sultan is supported 
by three ministers, one of whom acts as regent in his absence (for he might 
have to go to Mecca, if he had not previously done se), the other is minister 
of war, and the third is minister of justice and master of the ceremonies 

Slavery existsin a most ample sense. There are slaves by birth and others 
by conquest, such as prisoners of war, insolvent debtors, and those seized by 
piratical expeditions to other islands. A creole friend of mine, Don A. M., 
was one of these last. He had commenced clearing an estate for cane grow 
ing on the Negros coast some years ago, when he was seized and carried off 
to Sulu Island. In a few years he was ransomed and returned to Negros, 
where he formed one of the iinest sugar haciendas and factories in the colony. 

I now read from Social History of the Races of Mankind, by 
Featherman: 

Slavery exists on Sulu Island, and the slaves, who were formerly brought 
from the Philippines, are not well treated, for their masters exercise tho 

wer of life and death over them, and sometimes kill them for trifling of 
enses. The datus frequently punish adisobedient or fugitive slave by draw 
ing their campilan or kris and cutting off his head at one stroke without 
process of law. 

And this is the mild form of feudal homage Schurman would 
have us believe should enjoy the protection of our flag until we 
can persuade the slaveholders that it is wrong. 

Why did Schurman make this statement? ‘The reason is plain. 
He did it just before the elections—about the time the State De- 
partment gave out the Sulu copy of the treaty for the informa- 
tion of the people of the United States. I contend that after this 
statement, © at the time it was, made by Mr. Schurman with 
an evident purpose to deceive, he has forfeited all right to be be- 
lieved by anybody hereafter, and that his statements on all sub- 
jects in relation to the Philippines are not worthy of credence. 

i read also from St. John’s Far East, volume 2, page 192, as 
follows: 

The slaves are collected from all parts of the archipelago, from Acheen 
Head to New Guinea, and from the south of Siam tothe most northern parts 
of the Philippines. It is a regular slave market. 

Then he describes the people. Not only have the slaveholders 
the — of life and death over their slaves, but the monarch 
himself bas complete and full right to take the life of any of his 
subjects whenever he so chooses. Thereis norestraint upon him. 
In Senate Document No. 62, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, 
there is printed from the Contemporary Review of June, 1898, by 
Claes iam, what I shall read upon this subject. It isa 
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description of a visit by Mr. Ericsson to the subsultan of the island 
of Palawan in 1894. Itappears he went there for the purpose of 
gathering orchids, and he thus describes his visit to the Sultan of 
Palawan: 

The Sultan was not in state attire; at least there was no suggestion of the 
imperial yellow in his close-fitting white trousers and vest, slippers em- 
broidered with seed pearls, and scarlet fez. The two attendant nobles were 
much more gaily clad. Both wore tight jackets of blue silk, decked with 
gold buttons, and trousers of salmon red, ornamented with buttons of gold 
or gilt from the knee downward. 

is Highness, who ae to be about 50 years of age, had rather a 
ppeqeane expression, with a twinkle in his eye that reminded me of Arabi 
’asha. A chair was brought, also vermouth and chocolate. With a cup of 
the last in my hand, I explained the purpose of my visit, which was to crave 
the Sultan's assistance in exploring Marangas Mountain. Smiling, he prom- 
ised as many coolies as I needed, and I took my leave. 


After visiting the mountains Mr. Ericsson returned for the pur- 
pose of securing another escort. He says: 


Leaving men to collect the plants, I returned with the Sulus to the coast 
and embarked for Marangas. Wanting coolies for a journey to Datu Guah’'s 
village and an ascent of Panilingan Mountain, I paid the Sultan another visit; 
but the master of the ceremonies whispered that the moment was unfavor- 
able. His highness was susa—that is, he had been vexed or troubled. 7 

By means of discreet inquiries I learned the nature of his susa. It is a 
rather common story in the far east. Unable to lodge the whole of his wives 
in the * palace,” His Highness boarded a few of them—not the prettiest, I sus- 

vect—in the houses of his followers. One of these peris, an outcast from the 
-alawan paradise through want of room, consoled herself in the usual —— 
quite innocently, I was assured. The news reaching the Sultan, he sent for 
the venturesome lover and smilingly bade him be seated opposite himself. 
Not being altogether an idiot, the man had come armed. From _ his saron 
the jeweled handle of his of ne = plain to see. After a few compli- 
mentary commonplaces had mn exchanged His Highness remarked the 
weapon. 

“Aah has been good to you, S’Ali,” said he. “Those emeralds are very 
fine, and the diamonds are as stars in the heavens. If the blade match the 
hilt. you have a treasure. Show it to me.” : 

Thrown off his guard, 8’Ali drew the kris from its sheath and, holding it 
by the wavy blade, presented it to the Sultan. Instantly half a dozen of His 
Highness's attendants threw themselves upon the unfortunate fellow. He 
was overpowered in a moment and his hands securely tied behind his back. 

* Take him out,” said the Sultan, still smiling. 

S'Ali was led away and lowered to the ground. Nota word did he utter. 
It was kismet. Why waste his breath? I did not learn the manner of his 
end, but it would be either by kris or howenstng. Let us hope it was the 
first. In the hands of a skillful executioner the kris is a merciful weapon. 
He was buried in the jungle behind the Sultan's “palace.” Such was the 
susa of Muhammad Harum Narrasid, Iang de per-Tuan—*‘ he who ruleth *— 
in the year of our Lord 1894. And the Spaniards were supposed to govern 
the island of Palawan! 


And so are we supposed to govern these islands, and Old Glory 
floats over the throne, 

I could understand why the Sultan did not care to see a European so soon 
after his crime. However, I obtained the coolies and sent them on. 

[ do not care, Mr. President, to delve deeper into the character 
of those people. I simply desire to show what we have secured 
by this purchase. It has developed that we have bought about 
6,000,000 Christian people who aremembers of the Catholic Church, 
occupying the northern islands of the Philippine Archipelago; 
that we have purchased from one to two hundred thousand Mo- 
hammedan slaveholders, polygamists, who live by prosecuting the 
slave trade against the native population of the southern islands 
of the group; that we have agreed to maintain this condition of 
affairs; and the treaty is so arranged that it goes into force with- 
out the legislative bodies of this Government having anything to 
say about it. 

It seems to me, under these circumstances, that it is incumbent 
upon the Senate and upon the House of Representatives to take 
up this matter at once, and take such action upon it as will blot 
out the stain upon our flag placed there by the Administration. 
I therefore desire the information called for by the resolution, so 
hes we may act, and act intelligently and promptly, upon this 
subject. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota is covered by a previous resolution which 
has been adopted, but I see no possibile objection to this resolu- 
tion going through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison ing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota as it 
has been modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolve, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the publi: interests, to send to the Senate a copy of the report, and all accom- 
panying papers, of Brig. Gen. John C. Bates, in relation to the negotiations 
of a treaty or agreement made by him with the Sultan of Sulu on the 20th 
day of August, 1899. Said treaty provides that the United States Govern- 
ment will pay the following monthly salaries: 

To the Sultan, $250 per month; to Dato Rajah Muda, $75 per month; to 
Dato Attik, $60 per month; to Dato Calbe, $75 per month; to Dato Joakanain, 
$75 per month; to Dato Puyo, $60 per month; to Dato Amir Haissin, $60 per 
month oo Hees Soee $50 per month; to Habid Mura, $40 per month; to Serif 
Saguin, er month. 

And the President is uested to further inform the Senate out of what 
fund are these salaries paid? What service do these people perform for the 


coos States that entitles them to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
a 


JETTY WORK AT CUMBERLAND SOUND, 


Mr. CLAY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (S. R. 70) diverting and setting a 
$50,000 out of the sums heretofore appropriated for jetty work at 
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Cumberland Sound, in the States of Florida and Georgia, for 
sluicing and dredging at the entrance of said sound, and ask that 
it may be put upon its passage at this time. It is important that 
it should go through at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
by the Senator from 
to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas a project has been heretofore adopted for the improvement of 
Cumberland dound, in the States of Florida ‘and Georgia, known as the * Re- 
eae pepe of improvement of 1895,” and appropriations have been made 


Whereas in said project and the plans and specifications therefor no pro- 
vision has been made for aurea and sluicing; and 
i rovided the har- 


Whereas pending the construction of the jettiestherein 
tructed by the filling of the bar, it is deemed advisablo 


The joint resolution indicated 
eorgia will be read for information, subject 


bor is liable to be o 
te pom against a contingency of that sort: Therefore. 
esolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the sum of 
,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same hereby is, 
iverted, set aside, and apportioned out of the sums of money heretofore ap- 
propriated and now_standing to the credit of the existing project for jetty 
work in Cumberland Sound, in the States of Florida and r be used 
for sluicing and dredging at the mouth of said sound or elsewhere in said 
sound, an belanene 50 said project, where sluicing and dredging may bo 
needed or required; but nothing herein contained shall be construed to in- 
crease the limit of cost of said project or improvement beyond the amount 
fixed by the acts —y | appropriation for said project and fixing the ulti- 
mate sum which may finally be devoted tosaid project: And provided further, 
That the said $50,000 so diverted and set a shall be expended under the 
direction and with the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ee Has it been before the Committee on Com- 
merce 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution has been 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. Is there objection to 
its present consideration? 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


TWELFTH AND SUBSEQUENT CENSUSES. 


Mr. CARTER. From the committee of conference between the 
two Houses upon the disagreeing votes on Senate bill 2179, relat- 
ing to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, I ask leave to make 
the report which I send to the desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d reein 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth 
and subsequent censuses, and giving to the Director thereof additional 
power and authority in certain cases, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend 
to their tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, 
fixing limit of expenditures for law books, etc., and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word “five” in the amended bill 
insert the word “three.” 

That the Senate recede from fos Cengrecneend to amendment numbered 4, 
regarding payment to heirs of d supervisor or enumerator. 

As to amendment numbered 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and 
amendment numbered 2, relating to mines, mining, and minerals, the con- 
ferees have been unable to agree, and ask for per instructions. 


votes of the two Houses 


A, J. HOPKINS. 
CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see the House of Representatives have 
amended the Senate bill by ——— that we shall immediately 
take the census of the deaf, dumb, and blind, and also the census 
with regard to minesand mining. It seems to me thatthe Senate 
ought to to those amendments. In the first place, the deaf, 
dumb, and blind number less than 200,000 in the United States, 
and I understand that less than 10,000 of those are in public in- 
stitutions. Therefore, the enumerators are the only persons who 
- ag these necessary statistics, and it certainly can not delay 

e wor 

As tominesand mining, itis ee important that this in- 
formation should be secured, and not ao eo until three years 
from now. Heretofore the information with regard to mines and 
mining has been had at ten-year periods, and, now, if we do not 
agree to this House amendment, this period will be about thirteen 
years, because none of the work of securing the statistics with re- 
gard to mines and mining can be comimenced until after the enu- 
meration of the population, as provided in section 7 of the bill, 
has all been accom ed. 

Agreeing to this amendment will not delay the taking of the 
census a day. The last census of mines and mining was made by 
the Geological S , and there is no reason why the same 
Bureau should not the coming census with regard to mines 
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ean it at once, while the Census Bureau is going 
angrith, ne. oe or enumerating the population. The ae 
Surve is a branch of the Interior Department, and so is the Cen- 

Office, and therefore there can be no as trouble in pro- 
S\N ng that they shall do this work, and they undoubtedly will 
pines that they shall do it, because they have the knowledge and 
ae and know exactly how to proceed, having taken the last 
pe 3 upon this subject. Therefore I hope the Senate will agree 
to these two House amendments, so important, and agree to them 
MO CATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I should like to 

ska question of the chairman of the Census Committee. I have 
not the act before me, but referring to section 8, according to my 
recollection, it says that the special work is to be done after the 

opulation, manufacturing, and some other schedules have been 
Pompleted. I wish to know what is the construction placed upon 
that language by the chairman of the committee; whether the 
new work, the special work, can not be taken up until all the 
work is done in the Census Office of the tabulation of the returns 
of the enumerators, or whether it can be taken up immediately 
after the returns of the enumerators are received at the Census 
Office? There has been some question as to what that language 
means. If the Senator has the act in his hand and will read it, I 
will be glad to know what construction he puts upon it. 

Mr. CARTER. The langauge referred to by the Senator from 
Connecticut, in section 8, reads as follows: 

etion and return of the enumeration and of 
the Sa oon fee Sobeles' isting to the products of agriculture, 
and so forth, certain thingsshall be done. I think this language, 
Mr. President, is open to but one constriction, and that is that the 
schedules in the hands of the enumerators and also the clerical 
work upon the schedules in the Census Office at the national cap- 
ital must be completed before the supplemental work can be taken 
up. The purpose of this was to avoi re the rapid dispo- 
sition of the re decennial census work by an accumulation 
of supplemental work prior to the completion of the work upon 
the quick census which is contemplated. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the conference report? 

r. PROCTOR. I have a word to say about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On that question? 

Mr. PROCTOR. On that question. 

Mr. CARTER. On the question of consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I heartily agree—— 

Mr. CARTER. I assume that the Senator from Vermont does 
not understand the present parliamen situation. It is impor- 
tant that the conference report be considered at this time, what- 
soever the disposition of the Senate may be with reference to the 
amendments. The only question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro.tempore. The question is not debatable, 
except — unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro capers. e question is, Will the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the conference report? 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. Proceed to its consideration? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Yes; the report is a privileged 
one and can be made at any time; but the question following the 
presentation of the report is, Will the Senate proceed to its con- 
sideration? That isthe question before the Senate. [Putting the 
question}. The ayes seem to have it. The ayes have it, and the 
report is before the Senate. 

r. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I heartily agree for once with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew] in regard to 
the statistics as to mining. I do not see how it can delay the 
enumeration a day. In my vicinity it is so mixed up with the 
manufacture that the whole can be taken as easily as one. It is 
in the hands of a different set of men, and if it is not to be printed 
until after the enumeration I do not see how it can delay that 
work, and it will certainly be a matter of economy to have it done 
in connection with the statistics in regard to manufacturing. 

- COCKRELL. I should like to have the disagreements 
read, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will again re- 
port the dibiquoemente. a 
The Secretary read as follows: 


As to No. 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and amend- 
ment, No. 2, to mines, mining. and minerals, the conferees have been 
unable to agree, ask for further instructions. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate recede from its disa- 
greement to the first amendment in regard to the deaf, dumb, 
and blind, and agree to the same. 

“ae TELLER. I should like to inquire how that will leave the 


Mr. COCKRELL. That will leave that part of it settled. 
Then the question will come up in regard to mines. If those two 
amendments are agreed to, the bill is passed. 
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Mr. TELLER. I desire particularly to keep in mining. We 
are anxious about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The mining item will comeup next. There 
are two disagreements. Everything has been agreed to except 
two items. 

Mr. CARTER. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we we recede from our disagreement to 
those two items and agree to the report, the whole thing is passed 
just as it comes from the House, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. MayIask aquestion? I agree with what my 
colleague says as to the importance of procuring at once statistics 
as to the mining industry. I should like to ask, for information, 
if by some amendment or by some new action the investigation 
as to mineral resources is to be given into the hands of the Geo- 
logical Survey? 

am torn with doubts as to whether or not it should be left 
there, from the fact that so useless and so expensive an attachment 
to the Federal Government might as well be intrusted with some- 
thing if they can do it with credit to the Government. But I am 
interested in knowing whether we are putting new duties upon 
an underworked body. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Colorado that the 
Geological Survey is not so entirely without work lately as per- 
haps he may suppose. It has taken upon itself the work of crowd- 
ing this amendment through. 

r. WOLCOTT. Ah! 

Mr. HALE. And is very busy about it. 

Fn WOLCOTT. Itis eminently fitted for that work, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. HALE. The indications are that it is fitted for it. Early 
and late the Geological Survey has pushed this amendment. The 
committee in its original proposition of a narrowed census, what 
I called a quick census, left it out; and from that day to this the 
Geological Survey has been very earnest and night and day has 
been at work in beantnes this thing back, and the pressure has 
come from there, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to make an inquiry. <A confer- 
ence report is rather a difficult thing to understand when you do 
not have anything before you. I understand there is nothing 
here that throws this work as to mines and mining to the Geolog- 
ical Bureau. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will my colleague kindly inform me as to 
that point? If Idonot interrupt him, I am very much interested, 
as he is, in having it done, but it does seem to me that it might go 
into competent hands, perhaps. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Colorado will indulge me, 
I will read the amendment to which remarks are now being di- 
rected. 

Mr. TELLER. Suppose you do. 

Mr. CARTER. It reads as follows: 


Aad the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to collect statistics. required by section 8 of said act, in regard to 
mines, mining, and minerals at the time fixed for the enumeration of the 
population, agriculture,and manufactures, notwithstanding any restrictions 
or limitations contained in section 8 of said act. 


Mr. TELLER. That seems to leave it to the Director of the 
Census. That is where I suppose it ought to go. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there anything in the original bill which 
puts it in the Geological Survey? 

Mr. CARTER. There is nothing in the original bill which pute 
it in the Geological ar 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that action may be had on the motion 
which I have made, and that is, that the Senate recede from its 
disagreement to the House amendment in regard to the deaf, 
dumb, and blind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isuggest to the Senator that the vote ought 
first to be taken upon agreeing to the report and authorizing a 
new conference. After that the motion properly should come, I 
think, to move to recede, but not before any action upon the re- 





port. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not particular as to which motion is 


put first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
that is the usual and proper way. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the report of the committee of conference? 

The report was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL] makes a motion, which will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that brings us to an agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it is always in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand from the Senator in charge 
of the conference report, this amendment will not delay the tak- 
ing of the census at all. Itis a very small work comparatively; 
it is an important work, and it will not delay the taking of the 
census or the publication of the census an hour, and I hope it will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER, Mr..President, in reference to the deaf, dumb, 
and blind, I will say to the Senate that it is the view of the Cen- 
sus Office that an additional schedule will be required in order 
to secure the information sought by this amendment. It has been 
stated by the gentleman in charge of the population schedule that 
only about 60,000 of these additional schedules would be necessary 
in order to supply each enumerator with one, and that as a mat- 
ter of fact the inquiries are so brief and confined to people so few 
in number that there would not be any appreciable waste of time 
in connection with the matter. 

The committee of conference on the part of this body, however, 
did not feel authorized, in view of the policy that has been re- 
peatedly adopted by the Senate of confining the census to narrow 
limits, to agree to this amendment of the House, It rests with 
the Senate to dispose of the proposition relative to the deaf, dumb, 
and blind as in its judgment may seem proper andright. It is 
alleged that there are about 5,000 people in the United States to 
whom this amendment would apply. It is insisted that the sta- 
tistics relating to this defective and unfortunate class can not be 
acquired save through the enumerators who go from house to 
house. It is that fact which has caused the institutions, or those 
in charge of ‘them, to insist upon a special schedule being pre- 
pared upon this subject, to be carried about by the enumerators. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves that the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment 
numbered 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and agree to 
the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read now. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

Mr. CARTER, It reads as follows: 


And the Director of the Census is authorized and directed to collect sta- 
tistics relating to all of the deaf, dumb, and blind, notwithstanding the re- 
strictions and limitations contained in section 8 of said act entitled “An act 
to provide for taking the Twelfth and subsequent censuses.” 

Mr.HALE. Hasthe Senator from Montana the original census 
act? 

Mr. CARTER. I have the original census act. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, this is a case of sheer importunity. 
The original census bill, which was fully discussed in the Senate, 
narrowed the scope of the work of the enumerators and provided 
that it should be confined to certain designated subjects, and that 
the volumes relating to those subjects, being few, should be issued 
at such a date as was named in the bill, two years from the time. 
it covered a proposition that would give to the people what the 
people are entitled to every ten years, a _— census, 80 that time 
should not elapse and interest grow dull and everybody lose con- 
cern in the census matter, and at last an immense work of twenty- 
odd volumes or more should appear which nobody would care any- 
thing about. 

The committee and the Senate and the House and presumably 
the President, when he signed the bill, were not without con- 
sciousness that certain things that were desired to be put in the 
original enumeration were left out; and by section 8, recognizing 
the value of certain things to be put in afterwards, to be gathered 
by the Census Office and to appear for the people perhaps in sub- 
sequent volumes, they drew and there was put through the pro- 
visions of section 8,in which were included all these classes, 
There Congress provided for statistics as to the deaf and dumb, 
blind. and insane, and all the defective classes; criminals; 
ism; benevolence; reformatory institutions; deaths and 
registration areas; public indebtedness; taxation; electric light 
and power; telegraph and telephone business; transportation by 
water; express business; mining, placer and vein, number of men, 
average daily wages—all interesting subjects. 

Every one of these interests is of importance to those engaged 
in them, just as important as it is to the professors and officials 
and inanagers of deaf and dumb asylums and institutions through- 
out the country to have statistics as to their constituency; just as 
important in respect to electrical work, transportation, all these 
things, as it is to the mining industry. But the committee and 
Congress provided for those in section 8, and made a clear, dis- 
tinct, delineated bill that everybody could understand. At once, 
after Congress adjourned and the vacation had and we 
came back again, we began to be beset, not simply by deaf and 
dumb professors and the men who manage those institutions and 
by letters from them, but from all parts of the country for almost 
every one of these particular things that had been put into sec- 
tion 8, asking us to put them into the first enumeration. They 
laid in wait for us. They beset our doors. They clamored early 
and late that we should take each one of them and put it in 
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here with the others, and our committee in the Senate decline 
to doit. Wesaid, ‘‘ We will hold fast to the original proposition 
of a clean-cut census as provided in the last Congress,” and w. 
refused. When they left us they went over to the House an 
made the point there, and they began to besiege Representatives’ 
doors, mg left them no peace, to get somebody to go in and 
change this. P ‘ 

Now, the Senate may change it. The Senate did, on full discus 
sion, stick to the old proposition, and I can’ find no fault that a 
benevolent and generous-hearted man like my friend the Senator 
from Missouri has been overpersuaded to move to recede from our 
disagreement to this amendment and add to the act these pro- 
visions. But when that is done other things will come in. Why 
has not he or somebody else cared for the interest as to which | 
have just got the resolution of an important society, declaring 
that if we do anything for the deaf, dumb, and blind, we should 
take in the insane and put them in, and they say there should be 
in this first enumeration an enumeration of every insane person in 
the United States. They make the same appeal that the others 
did, and there is no end to it. 

If you begin, Mr. President, you have got to satisfy all these 
people. You have got to change the scope and the range of the 
census bill, which we meant and determined should be narrow, 
but for the general benefit of the whole people. If you put on any 
of these amendments, if you put on this amendment for the deaf, 
the dumb, and the blind, and leave off the insane, the next thing 
the insane will come in. The miners want to come in. If you 
put that in, why not put in electrical work, telephone and tele- 
graph, and all these things? You can do it, Mr. President; the 
Senate can do it: we can submit to it; but I notify the Senate that 
you will have the same thing that occurred in 1890 and in 1880— 
a census drawing out its long work, its weary length, until every- 
body is tired of it and everybody loses all interest in it and it ceases 
to be a decennial census. 

The Senate may do as it pleases about it, but it has got to do it 
with open eyes. When we begin, I say if I listen to the appeal of 
the deaf and dumb I have got to listen to the appeal of theinsane, 
who send here and declare that they should be put in, and that it 
is not right that we should have an enumeration that does not in- 
clude them. Ido not see why they should not be included as well 
as the deaf and dumb. Then the idiotic are pressing us also, and 
the feeble-minded. Then another set of statisticians say we ought 
to take testimony and have an enumeration as to the criminal 
classes and as to pauperism. The Senator from South Dakota 


“wants statistics as to the distribution of wealth. They are all in- 


teresting, Mr. President, but we did not a census bill of that 
kind, and the Senate must now deliberately decide if it chooses to 
add to and change the scope of this work. The committee can 
stand it if the Senate can, but it will delay. It is said it will not 
delay. Everything will delay. The census schedules are already 
made out, based on the original proposition. Puton other things 
and it adds to the burden, it adds to the volume, it adds to every- 
thing, and youcan not stop after you favor one class if you donot 
put the others on. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will adhere 
to its resolution and confine the census to narrow limits, so that 
we may have an early report as to Sy arene Weare compelled 
to have that every ten years, and it is important to carry on the 
Government that it should be dene promptly. Representation 
depends upon it. It is a part of the machinery of the Govern- 
ment. Every other matter should be inquired into at any time 
during the decade with equal care. The great benefit of statistics 
is to have them fresh, and in order to have fresh results, to know 
what is going. on at the time, it is necessary to attend to one thing 
at a time. we know only what occurred ten years ago in regard 
to manufactures, or five or six years ago, it is not very useful at 
the present time. The os ought to have these statistics be- 
fore it while they are fresh. It should have them immediately. 
The people ought to get them the following year, so that business 
men can arrange their business accordingly. An old census on 
industrial — becomes obsolete. Let us have once in ten 
years, and it does not matter at what time, fresh information on 
the different subjects. The enumeration must come out each 
decade. It ought to come promptly, because the administration 
of the Government depends upon it. I hope the Senate will ad- 
here to the tion it taken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when this bill, which origi- 
nated in the Senate, came before this body an effort was made to 
increase it, and I was the first Senator who protested against it. 
If it were in the Senate again I would not favor extending it, be- 
cause if you the door you do not know where it may end, 
when the matter is still open. But now this bill has been passed 
by the Senate; it has gone to the House, and certain amendments, 
only two, have been put agen it. The only question is whether 
we will to one or of those and settle it. 
That ends it, There will be no more or modifications in 
it unlessit is done by an independent bill, that will not be done. 












will ‘say to the Senator that if you put these 
Pan on it will aot be three days before these other amend- 
ments will come in by bills, and the committee will be obliged to 
consider them and obliged to report to the Senate, and the Sena- 
tors who are in favor of special and particular amendments in 
addition to these will be arrayed upon it, and we will have to 
pass them all. ; 
, LL. We will see. 
Mr. Oe This pill does not limit legislation. We can legis- 
late at any time, and that is what we are going todo. _ 

r. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, we can legislate at 
any time, but the Senate is a sensible body and will only legislate 
what is sensible. Of course we can legislate whenever we choose. 
We have legislated, and we restricted that legislation, and when 
an attempt was made in this body to amend it we prevented it; 
but the matter went to a coordinate and cvequal branch and they 
insisted upon two points only, and those two points are before us 
now, and neither one of them will delay the publication of the 
census half asecond. No mancan say it will. It is only a ques- 
tion now as to whether we will yield to a technical amendment 
of the existing Jaw, and yield to it in order to get the bill through, 
because this settles it; and I will join with the Senator and resist 
any influence on this earth that can be brought to add to it, so 
far as I am concerned. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a 


question? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. . : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Howcan he be entirely certain that the next 
proposition that is made will not be just as meritorious as this one, 
and why does he say he will oppose any other if he can only get 

his? 
, Mr. COCKRELL. Because I have some knowledge of what the 
census ought to be and what ought to be taken, and have some 
judgment as to what is important and what is not important. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Letme ask the Senator whether he has such 
a thorough knowledge of this whole question that he is prepared 
to say that the census bill needs this one amendment and by no 
possibility needs any other? : 

Mr. COCKRELL, The only questions before the Senate are 
these two amendments. I have moved to recede from the dis- 
agreement to the first House amendment, and that leaves it passed 
if the motion prevails. I oo @ motion will be made to recede 
from the di t to the second amendment; and as that 
amendment will not delay the publication and distribution of the 
census one-tenth part of a second, I shall vote for it in order to 
come to an agreement and get a law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now will the Senator let me ask him why 
he is able to say that these amendments are the only ones that 
ought to be made and pledges himself to resist all others? 

Mr. COCKRELL. use they are the only ones before the 
Senate—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh! 

Mr. COCKRELL. And there is no necessity for originating 
any more—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, That is most extraordinary. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And they are the only ones that can come 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I feel bound to say that if 
there is any legislation changing existing law as to the subjects 
to be em within the next census it ought to be by reducing 
the work of the enumerators next summer. I understand that 
those enumerators have thirty days in which to do their work, 
and I ask the chairman of the committee how many questions the 
enumerators are obliged to ask to-day _ the existing schedules 
at every house in the country and in the villages where they go 
to take the census—how many questions have to be asked by the 
enumerator when he goes to a village house or a farmhouse? 

Mr. CARTER. I will state, in reply to the Senator's question, 
that the number of interrogatories will, of course, vary. In the 
case of a farmer, the head of the house or the man in charge of 
the farm will be req to respond to all thequestions propounded 
upon the agricultural schedule. In the case of a person engaged 
in manufacturing to some extent in a section of country where a 
special agent is not charged with manufacturing work, but that 
work is given to the enumerator, a great addition will be made in 
the in contained in the manufacturing schedule. I 
should say that on a general average the enumerator will be re- 
quired to propound between one and two hundred questions at 
each residence he visits d his round. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator has understated it. 
Judging from the investigation I made when this bill was being 
framed, and judging from the schedules which the Senator had 
here the other day, i came to the conclusion that at least 150 ques- 
tions would have to be put by every enumerator, and that it would 
from 150 to over 200 in some cases. 

Mr. the best thing we could do for this census to-day 
would be to reduce those inquiries down to not more than 10 or 





the census originally was, and that is what it ought to be. 
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15. The enumeration of the population of this country is what 
It has 
gone on from an enumeration that would require 10 or 15 inquir- 
ies in every house to an enumeration that requires from 150 to 
250, and now the Senator from Missouri, who stood up here the 
other day to prevent the destruction of the good work which he 
nad helped to accomplish, of limiting this census, says—I suppose 
because he has been importuned about them—that we ought to 
take these things on, and then he pledges himself to stop all others. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has shown us that 
if we are toopen this door there should be many other subjects as 
to which the enumerators ought to get information, and | take 
the liberty, from a partial knowledge of this subject, to warn the 
Senate that it must stand by the law as it is now upon the statute 
book or else we shall undo all the good work of restriction and 
limitation that we have done in connection with this census, and 
we shall have just as bulky a census, a census just as long de 
layed, and a census a large portion of which will be utterly worth- 
less and useless to the people of the country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have taken occasion before, 
as a member of the Census Committee that framed the law prior 
to the reorganization of that committee, to signify my approval 
of the position taken by the chairman and the Senator from New 
Hampshire and tie Senator from Maine. 

The only point in regard to the blind, the deaf, and the dumb 
to which this amendment applies (and I call the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to this particular point) is that section 8 does 
not permit the enumeration of those classes in any other places 
except those who are confined or who live in institutions, I am 
informed that that is not 10 per cent of them; that it is not 5 ver 
cent of them; and therefore the census would be defective in a 
particular branch of inquiry that is very much desired by scien- 
tific and medical men. As the Senator from Montana has pointed 
out, with an additional schedule or special book for these classes, 
in which they would be enumerated and put down and nobody 
else go in that book except these defective persons, it would really 
save time, because in trying to assort out from among the seventy 
odd million, one, perhaps, in five hundred or a thousand, the clerk 
who would have to look up the blind and defective classes in the 
general schedule, who would have to add up this work and tabulate 
it at the Census Bureau, would consume more time than it would 
take to put them in a special schedule to themselves. 

Mr. HALE. Then why not put in the insane, as the very re- 
spectable memorialists who are now at our doors desire? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Just add the insane, 

Mr. HALE. And the idiotic? 

Mr. TILLMAN, The deaf, the dumb, the blind, and the insane. 

Mr. HALE. And the idiotic. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, I want tostop somewhere, and you want 


to goon. 

Mr. HALE. I willsay that the argument for one is just as good 
as the argument for the other. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam satisfied that the idiotic and insane aro 
not easy to get at, because people are sensitive of the fact that 
they have relatives who areinthat unfortunatecondition. There- 
fore there will be no objection to at least leaving the idiots out. 
There is some scientific value in obtaining a knowledge of the 
increase of insanity in our population, and the scientific men who 
are pressing this amendment I presume had reference to the sta- 
tistics of these defective classes us being really of value to the 
medical profession, and that is the reason why they are pressing it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish simply to call the 
attention of the Senate to the population schedule, I have all the 
schedules that the enumerators will be required to use now, as I 
understand. 

Mr. CARTER. All that are printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All that are printed up to date. This is 
the population schedule, the first one. There are 28 require- 
ments in connection with the population schedule, and I want 
them considered by Senators who think they ought to be added to. 

The location of the house; the street; the house number; tho 

number of the dwelling house, in the order of visitation; the 
number of the family, in the order of visitation; the name of tho 
person; the relationship of each person to the head of the family; 
pone description—color or race; sex; date of birth; age at 
ast birthday; whether single, married, widowed, or divorced; 
number of years married; mother of how many children; num- 
ber of children living; place of nativity—place of birth of this 
person; place of birth of father; place of birth of mother; citi- 
zenship—year of immigration; number of years in the United 
States; naturalization; occupation; months not employed; edu- 
cation—attended school (in months); can read; can write; can 
speak English; and as to the ownership of the home—owned or 
rented, owned free or mortgaged; farm or house; number of farm 
schedule, 

Now, there, Mr. President, is the initial step which the enumer- 
ators have to take, and with any reasonable districts that can be 
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created for them, it is all they ought to do in the month of June. 
The best legislation we could adopt for this census for the use of 
the people of the United States would be to tear off this population 
schedule and use that alone and throw all the others away. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to direct the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that about half those questions, 
or rather the limitations there that the enumerator must observe, 
are put there for his own guidance and for the checking of the 
Department down here as to whether he has not skipped some- 
body. At least half of those instructions there are not put there 
to be enumerated and added up and published. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The enumerator has to make a record for 
every one of those 28. ¥ 

Mr. TILLMAN. He does not have to ask those questions. 
They are there for his guidance in taking the census, so that he 
shall not skip around some house. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has to write down the name of every 
person in the family, and against each one of them he has to make 
a statement—not 28 as to each, because, of course, he will not put 
down the number of months that the father has attended school— 
but 28 entries; 28 inquiries have to be made and the result set 
down upon this cua and after that is done this whole other 
list of 100 to 125 or 150 is to be gone through with. The Senator 
from South Carolina could not in thirty days, under these sched- 
ules, take the census of one school district in South Carolina and 
get it right. 2 

Mr. TILLMAN. Possibly not, Mr. President, because I do not 
happen to be quite so nervous and so much like a grasshopper as 
my friend from New Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say to the Senator that a pitch- 
fork seldom touches a grasshopper. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. I happen to have had a little experience in 
this way: In 1880 a neighbor of mine was appointed enumerator 
in the township in which I reside, and in order to get himself to- 
gether and familiarize himself with his work he brought all his 
instructions to me and asked me to go over them with him and 
carefully examine and try to get him started off so that he would 
make no blunder. Well, he took the — of the township, 
amounting to about 4,000 people, and did it as well as it was ever 
done by the Senator from New Hampshire or any man in the 
State of New Hampshire, and he got through in less than twenty 
days. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Section 7 of the census act approved March 
3, 1899, provides: 

That the Twelfth Census shall be restricted to inquiries relating to the 
population, to mortality, to the products of agriculture and of manufactur- 
ing and mechanical establishments. The schedules relating to the popula- 
tion shall comprehend for each inhabitant the name, age, color, sex, conjugal 
condition, place of birth, and place of birth of parents, whether alien or nat- 
uralized, number of years in the United States, occupation, months unem- 
ployed, literacy, school attendance, and ownership of farms and homes, 

Now, if this amendment is agreed to, it will simply include deaf, 
dumb, and blind. I hope the motion will be to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The advantage which the Senator from Mis- 
souri has not mentioned is that we get rid of this business, and 
the bill will not have to go back to a committee of conference and 
bring about another fight between the House and the Senate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. And we get the law through. 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment. 

The question being put, there were on division—ayes 17, noes 
18; no —— voting. 

a RESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL rose, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri demand the 7 and nays? 

Mr, COCKRELL. Thereisnoquorum present. Let the Secre- 
tary call the roll. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the roll is now to be called to ascertain 
the presence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The suggestion having been 
made that there is not a quorum present, the roll must be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Fairbanks, McComas, Simon, 
Alliss ire” MeMillane omen 
son, rye, c . Ste 
Baker, Gallinger, Money, Taliaf: 
Bate, e Nelson, Teller, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Perkins, Thurston, 
Burrows, Hawley, Pettigrew, Tillman, 
Butler, Hoar, Pettus, Turner, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. Vest, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. W 
Chilton, Kean, Prite We 
Clay, Kenney, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Kyle, arles, Wolcott. 
Culberson, L y; 
Cullom, Lodge, Scot 
Davis, McBride, Shoup, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the roll call 61 Senators 
have answered. There isa —_ present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. It will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 1) to define and fix the standar( 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other p Ss. 

Mr. DRICH, I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside to allow the vote to be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. GALLINGER, lI ask for the yeas and nays on the pend- 
ing question. 

e yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. What isthe ow question? Let it be stated, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state tho 
motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The SECRETARY. That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House numbered 1, relating to the 
deaf, dumb, and blind, and agree to the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Bacon] is providentially detained from the Senate. 
He is paired with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [{ Mr. 
WETMORE]. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MarTIN}. Ido 
not understand this to be a —T, or political question, and I 
take the liberty of voting. 1 vote ‘* yea.’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have a 
i pair with the senior Senator from A ow ene [Mr. DANIEL]. 

transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. M MBER], who is ab- 
sent, so as to permit the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and 
myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

r. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I havo 
a general pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEITFrELpD], but 
as this is not a political question I shall take the liberty of voting. 


I vote “ _— 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. AsI do not see him 
present in the Hall, 1s not vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 


I have a general 
= with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY]. I am in- 
‘ormed that if that Senator were present he would vote “‘ yea.” 
I shall therefore vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

_" ae May I inquire what is the precise form of this 
question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The motion made by the Senator from Missouri, the Chair will 
state to the Senator from Massachusetts, was that the Senate 
should recede from its disagreement and agree to the amendment 


made by the House. 
Mr. HOAR. My vote stands “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—30. 
. McLa' 8 : 
i ger Slam BR 
Chilton, Hoar, Money, Teller, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Tillman, 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Ww, Vest, 
Culberson, Kyle, Seer teen, Warren. 
Elkins, McEnery, Proctor, 
NAYS—322. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Kenney, Ross, 
Allen, Foster, Lodge, Shoup, 
Allison, e, M e, Simon, 
Baker, Galiinger, McComas, Stewart, 
Carter, Hale, Nelson, Thurston, 
ane Hanna, past, N. ¥. ae is 
vis, = Kean, Quarles, Wetmore. ' 
NOT VOTING—% 
Daniel, McCumber, Rawlins, 
Beveridge, Deboe, Mallory, 
Butler. Poneker, Mason, Sullivan, 
Clark-Mont. Heltfeld, Ponsose, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House numbered 1. : 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate recede from its 









j eement to the amendment of the House in regard to mines 
ood taintog, and agree to the same. , t 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems to me a very unnat- 

| classification to provide for taking the statistics of agricul- 
com 1, manufacturing, and mechanical affairs and leave out min- 
— It appears to me that the first thing should be to provide for 
ing nature’ productions of the country, the basis of manufacturing 

i mechanical affairs. Now, under the measure as it stands we 
~ to take the statistics of eons mem of the products of the 
mines but not of the mines themselves. It seems to me the very 
firat thing should be to take the Sa of the country, and 
¥ then show by statistics what we do with them. — : 
3 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
4 the motion made by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Per- 
eI . 
9 TREY PTIGREW. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that 
the adoption of this amendment will delay the census at all. The 
trouble with the census bill is that we provide for certain infor- 
mation and then declare that no other information shall be had 
until this is finished, thus delaying for two years at least the time 
of taking the census on other matters. The statistics of mines 
and mining have heretofore been taken each ten years. Now, we 
pro to have a period of twelve years under the bill as it 
stands, and therefore we shall be unable to draw from the infor- 
mation and statistics which we receive the conclusions that we 
would otherwise acquire. I suggested that this census of mines 
and mining was taken the last time by the Geological Survey and 
that they might take it again. There is nothing in the amend- 
ment which requires that they shall take it, but they could take 
it, and thus not delay the enumeration of the population a single 
hour, and give us this important information at once. 

Some Senators have attacked the Geological Survey—no, not 
attacked it, Mr. President, but complained of it. My observation, 
- from an examination of their work extending over a period of 
: a several years, is that there is no more efficient and competent 

4 bureau of this Government, and that there is no better work done 
by any branch of this Government than is done by the Geological 
Survey. 

I was to say, further, that I am not prompted by any personal 
desire to have the census of mines and mining taken by the officers 
of the Geological Survey; but the State which I in part represent 
on this floor produces about $8,000,000 of gold per year, as well as 
many other ee and important minerals; one-third of 
our population is engaged in mining, and they are interested in 
the data concerning the subject. Iam therefore prompted in my 
q effort by their interest in urging that this should be done. 

; : Mr, CLAY. Iask that the amendment be read for information. 

5 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

l . And the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 

2 4 to collect statistics uired by section 8 of said act, in regard to mines, min- 

» a ing, and minerals, at the time fixed for the enumeration of the population, 


agriculture, and manufactures, notwithstanding any restrictions or limita- 
tions contained in section 8 of said act. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the amendment contemplates 
3 the collation of data with reference to mines, mining, and min- 
eral production at the time the enumeration is in progress. It is 
objectionable; it is unnec for the collection of the figures 
and facts contemplated by the Senator from South Dakota. 

In the first place, the attempt to collect facts, figures, and reli- 
able statistics relating to mines, mining, and minerals through 
enumerators to ee to perform this census work would 
be, to a person f. ar with the conditions surrounding mines 
and So a, a ridiculous proposition. 

Mr. PR R. ill the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to know if the statistics are to 
be a the enumerators? I do not so understand it. 

Mr. CARTER. I assume the purpose of this amendment is to 
charge the enumerators with the collection of statistics on this sub- 
ject. That must be the purpose in view of the direction in the 
amendment that the statistics shall be gathered at the time of the 
enumeration. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to interrupt the Senator from 
Montana for a moment. 
yields PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 


wenn CARTER. I will yield to the honorable Senator from 
a. 

Mr. STEWART. The Geological Survey has been taking such 
statistics each a and making reports, and I regard those reports 
as quite valuable. It is now proposed that this work shall be taken 
out of their hands. I think we ought to have the information 
which - are gi to the public annually with regard to the 
min ustries. It is apart from the general work of the Geo- 
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relating to coal and iron? 
was confined in its scope and work almost entirely to the Western 
part of the country, in the mountains and other similar regions. 












logical Survey. It has been done by a special division, which has 
Ishould dislike very much to have the valuable work of that 


Li2t 


division interfered with. I donot think that the enumerators can 
get the character of information we are now annually receiving 


from the Geological Survey in the reports which give information 


which those engaged in the mining business require. I hope that 
work will not be stopped. The bill might be so modified in con- 
ference as tocontinue that work. It seemsto me all that is neces- 


sary in regard to mining isto have the statistical information given 
to us which is now given to us annually. 
propriation made for it. 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLIsoNn}, 
Senate what is being done annually in that regard. 


There is a special ap- 
The Senator from lowa, the chairman of 
can tell the 


Mr. CARTER. 


In reply to the remarks of the Senator from 


Nevada I will state that, as a matter of course, with the books 
annually issued under and by authority of the Geological Survey, 
emanating from that branch of the Bureau presided over by a 
very competent man, Dr. Day, there comes a book known as the 
Mineral Resources of the United States. 
which has been issued from that Burean for many years past, [ 
think for over fifteen years, and constitutes a valuable library, or 
addition to a library, of persons interested in mines and mining. 


It is a publication 


Mr. HALE. And a book which is very much in demand. 
Mr. CARTER. And a book very much in demand, and sup- 


plied for distribution to members of Congress to a limited extent. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to know—I am almost ashamed 


to display my ignorance, but there are so many things I do not 
know about this Government that I amnot so very much ashamed 
after all—whether that book embraces statistics of coal mining? 


Mr. CARTER. 


Of course—iron, coal, copper, lead, cinnabar, 


etc., would be included. 


Mr. TILLMAN. How does the Geological Survey get statistics 


I thought that the Geological Survey 


Mr. CARTER. There is no law confining its operation to any 


particular section of the country. 


Mr. HALE. The Geological Survey is engaged in work in other 


sections. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, if I may answer the Senator 


from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], the Geological Survey gets 
millions of dollars each year for preparing maps of the whole United 
States, which are exact duplicates on an entirely different scale of 
the maps of the Coast and Geodetic Survey; so that this great 
country from ocean to ocean is being platted by the Geological 
Survey with maps which will never have the slightest value. The 
Geological Survey finds its way into every hamlet and every cabin, 
and especially finds its way into the lobbies of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 
is all-pervading and universal. 


|Laughter.] The Geological Survey 


Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to dis- 


claim any familiarity or introduction to that honorable body, 


[ Laughter. } 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Montana allow me to 
ask him a single question? 

Mr. CARTER. I will assume that the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. Wo.Lcort] has answered the Senator from South Carolina 
{ur TILLMAN], and therefore I will yield to the question of the 
enator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Montana stated that the 
statistics were to be taken by enumerators. I want to ask him if 
the Census Office has not within a few days issued a circular pro- 
viding for a distinct set of officers for taking the statistics on 
manufactures? 

Mr. CARTER, The amendment under consideration reads as 
follows: 

And the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, authorized and di 
rected to collect statistics required by section 8 of said act, in regard to mines 
mining, and minerals, at the time fixed for the enumeration of the popula 
tion, agriculture, and manufactures, notwithstanding any restrictions or 
limitations contained in section 8 of said act. 

I concede to the Senator, in reply to his question, that this does 
not require that this work shall be intrusted to enumerators, but 
the fact that it is to be accomplished at the time the enumeration 
is in progress seems to inferentially lead us to the conclusion that 
the enumerators are to do the work. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But, Mr. President, the Director of the Cen- 
sus is underno restriction except that the census is to be taken 
at the same time. In fact, he has recently issued a circular, cov- 
ering the whole country, providing for a separate set of men for 
taking the statisticsof manufactures, I can say for my own State 
that there is not a solitary place in it where there is any manufac- 
turing of any amount and no place where there is any quarrying 
or mining which is not included in that order and a separate set, 
of officials provided for taking that census. They can, while they 
are comment in collecting the statistics of manufactures, take the 
statistics of mining and quarrying without any additional expense, 

Mr. CARTER. That can not be done under this amendment. 
The law provides that the Director of the Census may employ 
special agents to collect statistics relating to manufactures, and 


, 


































































1122 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JANUARY 24, 





certain other special agents may be employed with reference to | of immigration and upon the well-known rule of the growth of thie 

Ly : the collection of statistics concerning range stock and live stock | people, considering our past history. I have no doubt they come 
: in cities and on farms; but this amendment does not provide for | near enough to the actual facts for all practical purposes. 

the employment of special! agents to collect statistics relating to| The census ought to contain satistics on a great many other 

mines, mining, and minerals. It provides no agency for the col- | subjects. Our census has been the most elaborate and perhaps 

i} lection of statistics, unless the enumerators referred to in the | the most useful of any census ever made by any government, ani 

i amendment be employed for the purpose. That leads me to make | it is so recognized. It has had at its h men who understood 


the observation. their business, and under them have been taken censuses which 
Mr. STEWART. I should like to make an inquiry of the | the world considers very valuable. I know myself, from com- 
Senator. ments which have been made upon late censuses in Europe, that 


Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Nevada will indulge me a | our censuses are regarded as more valuable than anything that is 
moment, I wish to add that this collection of statistics through | being done on the Continent. bade should we wait for statistics 
enumerators—and this amendment leaves no other means for the | on this subject any more than we should wait for the statistics of 
collection of statistics—would lead to the collection of the most manufactures? If we were to confine this census simply to the 
unreliable and misleading line of statistics anyone can conceive | population, I would not complain; but that is not done. It is 
of. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] well knows, as | Pro d to single out and select certain industries, which it is 
does the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEwart], that in our own | said must be reported with the population, and that certain 
highly favored Rocky Mountain region you would find an opti- others are not of sufficient consequence to be included. 
mistic enumerator who would go through a mining district in one I believe that the mineral census can be taken without any ; 
case and see, like Sellers, there were ‘‘ millions in it,” and another | delay, and that the Director has authority to select the right kind | 
man who had just been unfortunate in the development of a pros- | of people to take it. I should myself be glad to see it taken. 
pect would say there was nothing in the adjoining district, and he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
would set the whole country down as a barren rock. This would the Senator from South Dakota Mr. ye) that the Senate 
lead to a mere expression of opinion by enumerators, and the recede from its disagreement to t e amendment of the House num- 
height of the estimate would depend on the condition of the di- | bered 2, in regard to mines, mining, and minerals, and agree to the 
gestion of the enumerator from day to day or his experience in | same. [Putting the question.] The noes ap to have it. 
mining operations. Mr. PETTIGREW. [call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. President, collecting statistics relating to mining and min- | , The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 

; erals is a serious work. They have been, as the Senator from | to call the roll. ‘ 

a Nevada suggests, for more than fifteen years collected by compe-| Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again an- 

ft tent agents of the Government, trained in the collection of statis- | MOWnce my pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr, D,v- 3 
tics on this subject, so as to discriminate between wild rumor and | JEL]; but that pair has been transferred to my colleague [Mr. 


sh a alls 


substantial fact. When we depart from this method of collecting | MCCUMBER], and I vote ‘‘yea.” ; 
statistics we but trifle with public information. Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I have 


[ shall be glad now to yield to the Senator from Nevada. a general = with the Senator from Idaho (Mr. Hrirre.p], and 
Mr. STEWART. The Senator has pretty much answered the | Will therefore withhold my vote. 

question I was about to ask, which was, if the information that | Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a general 1 

is now collected does not answer every purpose, and if it is likely | pair with the Senator from Tennessee va TURLEY]. Ido not 

to be improved by statistics obtained by the enumerators. I do | know how he would vote if present. I therefore withhold my 

not think it would be improved atall. Ifthereisnot work enough | Vote; but if at liberty I should vote ‘‘ nay. 

done, it is very easy to require more by the making of a smal]; The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 

appropriation. It is important that we should secure accurate | Yeas 16, nays 35; as follows: 


aa, 


information which the whole country demands. I get frequent YEAS—16. 
requests for copies of this work, and have been sending them out Bere, ewiey. eoney. Shoup, 
for years. I had a consultation with Dr. Day about it. He has | Clay.’ Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Tillman, 
come to me at times with proof sheets to consult me about get- | Hansbrough, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Warren. 
ting the kind of information which would be useful to persons NAYS—36. 
engaged in the mining business. If any other information is re- | Allen, Fairbanks, Lodge, . Scott, 
quired, he can procure it in the course of the investigations he is —. Galuinger eee ee 
now making with very little additional expense. Chandler, Hale, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 
I do not think we need the Census Bureau to interfere with col- | Chilton. Harris, McMillan, 

lecting this information. Whatever may be said of the Geolog- | Clark. Wyo. ae. eine eee, yoo 
ical yerer in other respects, Dr. Day’s work is correct, scientific, | Guliom, ’ Kyle,’ Pritchard, Wellington. 
and logical, and furnishes valuableinformation. There is a great | Davis, Lin . Ross, 

, demand for * a g - miners. ii = not believe oe the ities Denial NOT bg een ioe 

a matter out of his hands, for untrained men can not do the work ch, mas, 
io Mi he has been doing. It may be when theappropriation is made by a — —" ara” 

the Committee on Appropriations there may be ——— as to | Beveridge, Elkins, Martin, Spooner, 
enlarging the scope of his duties; but I do not see why we should | Burrows, qiomee, Masco. — 
confuse this matter by os it in the Census Bureau. ee } me - ee Wermnre, 

| Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, this will not interfere in the | Giark,Mont. | Hanna, Penrose, Wolcott. 

a slightest degree with the work of the Geological Bureau. Itseems | Cockrell, Heitfeld, Platt, N. Y. 


{ to me, considering the great interest in the mining regions and | So the Senate refused to recede from its disagreement to the 
ii the great production of minerals, that we are entitled to have a | amendment of the House numbered 2. 
census if any other branch of national industry is entitled to it. Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, before this ope wr le 
(a if the enumerators are to be appointed from a class of men who | I wish to call the attention of the Senate tothe work in this direc- 
af i can only enumerate persons and who know nothing else, all the | tion which is being annually doneby the GeologicalSurvey. Here 
1 Senator from Montana [Mr, CARTER] said is true; but it would be | are two volumes [exhibiting] which are devoted tominerals, min- 
4 
i 
: 


<< 


I aan i ee 


within the power of the Director of the Census to send to every | eral resources, and statistics on these subjects. These reports 
mining camp the right kind of man to take the census of mining | come out annually. The work gives more valuable and accurate 
productions, the number of people who are engaged in mining, | information than can possibly be obtained in any other industrial % 
the amount of money which has been invested in it, and all such | department in the United States. So for that reason, and not be- > 
matters, It ought to be made and it can be made more in detail | cause I am to mines and mining, I voted to disagree with i 
in this census than it has been made in any other. 1 do not see | the action oft e other House turning the work over to the other sy 
why we should not have that information furnished to us regard- | department. If Senators will examine these volumes they will 
ing one great industry, which is not secondary to very many | obtain information regarding the mineral resources of their own 
others, which are to be looked to specifically when the census is | States which they can not get in any other way. : 
aa) being taken. _ : Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
A The most unimportant and inconsequential part of the entire | disagreement to the amendment of the House of Representatives, 
tie census is that as to population. There are thousands of subjects | and ask for a further conference. 
as to which statistics ought to be taken in the censuswhichare more | The motion was agreed to. 
uable in an economic point than those relating to a By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 

Mr. HOAR. A population census is necessary for the purpose | appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CarTER, 
of apportionment. 5 r. HALE, and Mr. McENERY were appointed. 

Mr. TELLER. It is required for the apportionment of Repre-| Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
tant; but I think th Treasa‘y Departmen Suant male every eneadl pe 1: SL ANeRomme EE eee Tieietiy, Janus? 

at; 18 e month an | p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Th , January 
estimate of population, They e the estimate on the statistics | 25, 1900, at 12 o'clock m, : 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 24, 1900. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 
erie the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM WHALER BOWHEAD. 
3 E of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
a present consideration of the bill (S. 1933) to provide 
an American register for the steam whaler Bowhead, which bill is 
now on the Speaker's table. | 
TheSPE R. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
jmous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
reported by the Clerk. 
he bill was read, as follows: : oi 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner cf Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign Dans steam whaler Bowhead, owned by 
John A. Cook, Preston B. Keith, F. B. Howard, E. T. Packard, D. W. Field, 
‘A. W. Barrows, George Bickford, W. H. Bryant, and H. B. Madison, citizens 
of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ; ; 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to hear the report read. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. GreENE] will yield to me—- 
The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and the Chair under- 


stands that a similar bill has been reported by the House com- | 


mittee. : : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A similar bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the House report is here, let it be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The House report is a copy of the Senate 
report, which I have. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to the gentleman from Ohio, 
who is chairman of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, making a statement of the facts. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, this is a small 
whaling vessel which has been bought at a cost of 311,500 up in 
the whaling region by a number of gentlemen engaged in the 
whaling business, from Brocton, Mass. All the owners reside 
there except one, who is in San Francisco. Itis proposed that 
this vessel shall be repaired, and a specific statement is filed with 
the report as to the character of the changes and improvements 
which are to be made, and which involve an expenditure of 
$12,500 and an outfitting of $16,000 in San Francisco. The bill 
provides that when that work is completed and proof is made to 
the Commissioner of Navigation that the amount of $12,500 has 
been expended, then an American register may be granted to this 
little —- 

Mr. DE VRIES. What is the capacity of the vessel? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a ship of 240 tons burden. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask if the House Committee has 
unanimously r ed this measure? 

Mr. GROS OR. The House Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries have reported a similar bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. A unanimous report. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, And now the proposition is 
to pass the Senate bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I understand that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly in the words of the House bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only wanted to know if the proper com- 


mittee have to this bill. 

The SP . Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no 0 on. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and 


d. 
_On motion of Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, a motion torecon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. GREENE of Massa- 


pag the corresponding House bill was ordered to lie on the 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated tothe Houseof Representatives by Mr. PruDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 
REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls up the unfinished business, 
and woeegeiese the — from Vermont [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. POWERS. . Speaker, the House and the country are to 
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be congratulated that this great question which now engages our 
attention has been submitted to an able, painstaking committee, 
who have searched through all the precedents that are to be found 
in the records of Congress, have explored all the decisions of the 
courts, and examined the text of al! the commentators upon this 
subject, and have presented to us an exhaustive analysis of this 
great fund of information in the reports which they have laid upon 
our desks. 

They have been unabie to agree. Their disagreement is not 
upon the facts upon which our action is to be based, but upon the 
conclusion to which those facts point. The majority of the com- 
mittee say that the remedy to be applied to the wrong which they 
insist has been done is to exclude Mr. Roberts from his seat in 
the House, to prevent even his being sworn in as a member of the 
House. 

On the other hand, the minority of the committee say that that 
remedy can not be applied, but that the proper one is to first admit 
aud swear him, and then expel him. Well, now, this presents, 
therefore, the only question for the consideration of the House at 
this time: Which of these two remedies, upon an agreed statement 
of facts, is the proper one for the House to adopt? 

It was said by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. LirrLer1eLp] on 
yesterday, in his very able and exhaustive argument, that the 
precedents point to expulsion as the proper remedy. But if I may 
be allowed to criticise the gentleman’s logic, I should say that he 
runs right up against the very precedents which he cites, because 
it is a universal rule, so far as the committee has given us infor- 
mation upon the subject, that you can not expel a member from 
the House for any offense committed prior to his election; and it 
is a confessed fact in this case that the crime of polygamous mar- 
riage that was committed by Mr. Roberts was committed long 
before the people of Utah elected him as their Representative on 
this floor, and that it was well known to the people of Utah when 
they cast their ballots that he had committed that crime. 

I am aware, sir, that the gentleman may reply to this and say 
that polygamy is a continuing status, and that I shall insist to be 
the fact; but, nevertheless, the crime itself, the initial steps that 
made him guilty and answerable before the bar of public justice, 
were taken long before he was elected to Congress. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, the minority of this committee, however 
ingeniously they may argue the question, are confronted with 
this obstacle in their pathway. The conclusion which they reach 
is one which can not be carried out if we are to follow the prece- 
dents that have been established for many years in this behalf. 

The House to-day is sitting in the capacity of a judge. Its 
jurisdiction is conferred by that clause in the Constitution which 
declares that each House shall be the judge of the election, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its members. 

The power to judge is a plenary one. Weare not told in the 
Constitution when we shall judge or how we shall judge, but the 
broad grant of power to sit in judgment is given, and the method 
that shall be adopted to accomplish that judgment is left, and nec- 
essarily left, to the discretion of the House itself. It is a funda- 
mental principle in the law that where there is a grant of power 
given that the very grant itself, ex vi termini, carries with it every 
incidental power necessary to make the grant effective. And soin 
this case, where the House is authorized to judge of the elections 
and qualifications of its members, it may judge in its own way. 
It may judge at such time and in such manner as it sees fit. Itis 
just as permissible to judge at the time that a member presents 
himself to take the oath as itis after he has takenit. If the House 
in its wisdom and discretion sees fit to pass its judgment at that 
stage in the proceedings, it has the right so to do. 

We are not restrained by this provision of the Constitution, we 
are not restrained by any other provision of the Constitution, and 
without any language whatever giving us the right to determine 
the time and the manner in which he shall judge of these qualifi- 
cations this general grant of power carries with it the incidental 
one to determine the method. 

But, sir, there is another clause in the Constitution which de 
clares that each House shall make its rules and regulations, and 
that would justify the House in proceeding under any regulation 
or rule that it might prescribe in determining when and how it 
shall sit in judgment on this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. POWERS. I should prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ido not want to break the line of your 





argument. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Vermont declines to be 
interrupted. 


Mr. POWERS. Ihave but avery short time accorded to me, 
and if I yield to interruptions I will say to my friend that he will 
lose the spell of my argument. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right; I will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman without his consent. 
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Mr. POWERS. The House, then, having the right to deter- 
mine when and the method by which it will decide this question, 
the inquiry arises, May it not determine it before the member 
takes his oath? It seems to me to be entirely unanswerable to say 
that the House may do so at that time. 

Now, sir, much has been said on the floor in the debate thus far 
as to the guilt of Mr, Roberts. I think, sir, there is another party 
that is guilty in this matter, and that is, the people of the State of 
Utah are responsible for this condition of things that we are con- 
fronted with here to-day. The people of the State of Utah came 
to the doors of Congress three or four years since with an appli- 
cation for admission to statehood. They came protesting that 
polygamy was a dead issue in that Territory, and they came with 
a manifesto from the chief executive officer of the Mormon 
Church, in which he had said to his people that polygamy must 
cease, 

They came, by their Representative on this floor, and declared 
that public sentiment in Utah was against this practice; and, lis- 
tening to this appeal that was made by the people of the Terri- 
tory, this House and Congress consented to take them in after 
prescribing certain conditions that never before had been pre- 
scribed in the case of the admission of a new State into the Union. 
This House originated a proposition to this effect: That the State 
of Utah when they adopted their constitution should put into it 
a clause of their own making, by their own free will, forever pro- 
hibiting polygamous or plural marriages. No such restriction as 
that was ever before incorporated in the enabling act admitting a 
new State into the Union. Butin this case, in view of the pledges 
that were made by that people, and in order to bind them to the 
utmost good faith for the redemption of those pledges, Congresssaid 
to them: ‘‘ Gentlemen, you must incorporate that into your organic 
law as the condition precedent to your admission into the sister- 
hood of States.” 

Now, sir, they did what they were told; but we were told that 
that prohibition was prospective in its operation; that it merely 
prohibited polygamous or plural marriages thereafter. I beg to 
differ from that construction of the language. Linsist that it was 
a prohibition against the status of a polygamous marriage. What 
is a polygamous marriage in the sense in which it was used in 
that instrument, in the constitution of their own State? Was it 
limited to the mere celebration of the marriage ceremony? Was 
that the mischief this House of Congress intended to remedy? 
Not at all. A man may marry two or twenty wives if that is all 
there is toit. It works no harm tothe public good. Itisall very 
true that aman may be prosecuted successfully for being a big- 
amist by the mere proof of the celebration of the second ceremony, 
but that was not the question pending before the House. The 
House was trying to protect the people against what is called the 
institution of polygamy. 

We were trying to strike a blow against the status thus assumed 
by the perty guilty of the offense. Congress was not trying to 
deny the right of the celebration of repeated ceremonies, but try- 
ing to prevent the ais up of polygamous households and the 
institution of more families than might be lawfully supported by 
one man. That was the mischief, and that is the force and the 
scope, by any legal or common-sense construction, that could be 
given to the language that was put in the very organic law of the 
State. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Maine said on yesterday, that 
there is no such thing as a contract between the State and the 
General Government. If you please tolimit it to that language, 
that is undoubtedly right; but, sir, there is such a thing as a con- 
tract of good faith on the part of the people of a State when it 
comes to the doors of Congressand asks admission. We have the 
right to hold them to an observance of plighted faith; and that is 
the point that I insist we should do to-day by repudiating the —_ 
resentative they have sent here, sending him Ssack to them, ask- 
ing them in some more positive way to show their faith in the 

iromise which they made to us when they were admitted into the 

nion, 

Now, then, the meer Sais the minority propose is expulsion. 
Expulsion is a matter that is wholly connected with and relates 
to the Representative himself, It is personal to him and does not 
touch the constituency. Youcan not expel a man for anything 
except, in the language of the Constitution, for misbehavior. ‘ Dis- 
orderly behavior ” are the very words adopted by the Constitution. 
Therefore it has been held repeatedly, and, I think, almost uni- 
versally, that there must be some disorderly behavior on the part 
of the Representative after he becomes clothed with the trust, not 
necessarily after he is sworn in, but after he has been selected. 
He must do something within the comprehension of the words 
“disorderly behavior” in order to warrant the House in taking 
notice of it. 

Why, sir, a man may commit the crime of murder, that crime 
may be known to all men in his State, and yet if afterwards they, 
knowing these facts, proceed and send him here as their Represent- 
ative, this Houge is absolutely powerless to deal with the matter 
for that crime. And, as suggested by my friend from Pennsyl- 
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vania {[Mr. Grow] who sits beside me, a fortiori is this so if they 
once admit him to a seat on this floor. But, sir, we are not see}. 
ing to punish this man for disorderly behavior, and therefore w, 
do not bring the case within the range of that clause of the Con- 
stitution that gives the House aright to expel. It must be lodg. 
somewhere else, and I propose, in the brief time I have, toattem)t 
to show that it is lodged not under the clause judging of this 
man’s qualifications—that is to say, the constitutional qualifica- 
tions of age, residence, citizenship, and inhabitancy—but it reaches 
back to the original election of the man. 

It is there that you are to plant your ground for excluding him 
from taking the oath. The constituency that sends him here are 
the ones we should criticise; their action is the action we call in 
question, and not the disorderly behavior of Roberts, under the 
other clause of the Constitution giving the House the right to 


expel. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, the result in this case must, by force of 
this reasoning, be exclusion or nothing. We are confronted with 
just that dire necessity. We must say either-this man may be 
sworn in and stay in, because we have noright to expel for a cause 
that existed long before, or we must exclude him now and accom- 
plish what the people of this Union are demanding at our hands, 

But we are told by the gentleman from Utah especially, and it 
has been hinted from other sources, that if we construe this 
enabling act to mean something more than the celebration of an 
illegal marriage, we are breaking up family households, we are 
tearing away the wife from the husband. deny it, sir; we are 
not breaking up a household; we are not tearing away the wife 
from her husband. Polygamy has never been legal in Utah, 
either asa Territory or as a State. Even before she became a 
Territory, the common law of England, that was in force there 
as everywhere, made polygamy illegal. 1t has never been legal- 
ized on the American continent, and therefore the moment 
Roberts took wife No. 2 he had a marriage that was, under the 
law as it then stood, absolutely and unqualifiedly void. When 
he took wife No 3, that marriage was absolutely and unqualified|y 
void. Both of them were contrary to the law of the land under 
which he lives. 

Now, then, we are not breaking up a family, because no legal 
family existed; no illegal marriage could make a legal family, 
and so the dire consequences, which are portrayed by the gentle- 
man from Utah, cease to exist. We are simply breaking up an 
illegal relation; nothing more, nothingless. It is not, therefore, 
a question of sentiment; it is a question of strict law and of stern 
justice. Rut, sir, Mr. Roberts is entitled to no consideration, be- 
cause he knew what the law was. Every man is bound to know 
the law under which he lives. He can not come here, therefore, 
and plead the baby act by nae that he acted in good faith, and 
he does not do that. He comes here and pleads that he acted un- 
der the high behest of the church to whose creed he subscribed. 
He puts it on the ground of a religious ceremony, of a religious 
institution, and justifies his action on that ground and that alone. 

Now, then, I have already said that the people of the State of 
Utah have broken their plighted faith when they assured us at 
the time of the passage of the enabling act and by the adoption 
of their own State constitution that this institution should cease. 
They were admitted into the Union, and when they were admitted 
into the Union, Mr. Speaker, they pledged themselves within that 
sweeping language in the preamble to the Constitution, ‘‘ We, the 

ple, in order to form a more perfect union, etc., adopt this 
Constitution.” They stand precisely to-day as though they had 
been one of the thirteen States that originally adopted that Con- 
stitution. Theyarea are of the people, and as a part of the peo- 
le the constituency of that State are bound to the utmost good 
Faith in the observance of their constitutional duties. 

Why, sir, ev American citizen that lived in the State of 
Utah and voted for Roberts was under oath to sup the Con- 
stitution of the United States. What do you mean by supporting 
a constitution? Do you mean to subvert it, or do you mean to 
yield a willing allegiance under it, to support it and defend it in 
its workings, of ministering to the highest good of all the peagie? 
They promised to support the Constitution. Now, then, they 

must support that Constitution in the spirit in which it was 
adopted, and for the high ends for which it was adopted. What 
are Vn high ends? Among other things, to promote the pulzic 
welfare. 

It is true my friend from Maine yesterday rather flippantly 
alluded to the general-welfare clausein the Constitution. But I beg 
to say to him that, under that clause promoting the general we!- 
fare, there has been more legislation that has up. the people, 
that has accomplished the public welfare, than under any other 
clause in that sacred instrument. And when the people of Utah 
were called upon to act under the Constitution by electing a Rep- 
resentative to Congress, they owed a duty to all the other people in 
the country to elect a man, to inaugurate a policy that woul! 
minister to the public welfare, and not send a man here that 
would im the very Constitution under which we are living. 

It was fore a breach of faith on their part to elect such 
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Representative. By their action in sending Mr. Roberts here as | that at that time any investigation of the charges hi 26 
their Representative they have imperiled the very Constitution | made. The elnention that in the en of ‘ale anon 
that they are sworn to support. They have attempted to make | the record of his naturalization might be held to be defective is 
this institution, which is nothing but a relic of barbarism, re- | not a charge that he was not acitizen. At least it merely sug- 
spectable. They have given it a standing and a status in the gested a doubt which was immediately dispelled by the production 
halls of legislation that ad been rejected by the legislature when | of his certificate of naturalization issuing by a court of competent 
they were admitted into the Union. _ , jurisdiction, which is certainly conclusive unless we are Ss as- 
But we are told by the gentleman from Utah that if we adopt | sume that the legislative branch of the Government can exer in 
the policy of excluding him from a seat in the House, we threaten | a revisory control over the judicial branch, which, it seems to ; a 
the very existence of the Constitution itself; that we break down | is subversive of their distinct and sovereign equalit y. It ms . ) 
the bulwarks that the fathers set up for the protection of public | that upon investigation properly had, if ‘there appears an a iv 
liberties. Well, if that sermon had been os to us by some- | lack of jurisdiction on the face of the proceedings it would be ir 
body who was not himself trying to break down those bulwarks, | the power of Congress to so declare and thus defeat his electic - 
it would have a great deal more force. Breaking down the bul- | At any rate, we are not to assume its void character until it d 
warks of the Constitution by es te con pomes here who comes | appear. a cae 

g here pledged to suppo e Constitution, comes here pledged to Why need we scoff at the administratior justice i e Frenc 
work for the public interests of our ple, and still justifies his | Republic, where evidently the omen 1 stern _ - ; 

belief in an institution that Congress as oncecondemned—is that | obtain and where a pleading and helpless prisoner is made 
the way that the bulwarks of the Constitution are threatened? prove his innocence of crime founded only in well-drawn scons 
For one I am perfectly —s to risk the ship of state. I think | tion, if the representatives of the people of the United States a re 
i she can sail on safely enough, notwithstanding the dangerous | themselves to encompass the reversal of our order and become tl ° 
2 assault which the gentleman says this House is about to make | chief exponents of the French system upon a mere suggest of 
upon those bulwarks. It is true, sir, that in sailing over these | delinquency. . ee 

troublesome waters the timbers of the old ship may creak, the The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER],in support of his res 
cordage may in some parts of it snap, the crew may murmur, but | lution, used this language: eran 
of one thing I feel well assured, that the old ship of state will ae 





: > . : If, investi ix its evelo » claims 
TR overbo swatowedup im the miry waters of Salt Lake, “(Langt| wu, stat fats wilde hy by ageing tire ns ne 
| ‘ j ice is not con ) o the stice and rong , me { a 
| i Mr. Speaker, we are told that over the doors of the legislative House and conus i. ineligible in ica deen ee an 
; i chambers in —— ae ——— an inscription in Latin, for one hour as a member of this body. : 
; 3 which translated means ‘‘ See to itthat no harm comes to the Re- My answer to this language is brie at we : i 
5 public.” That injunction was written in large letters on the | to thns incur the amaatel Gondhhe in jastion Te eaeum aad 
, ga very portals of theircapitol building,so that every member of their | it we have enshrined presumption of innocence, caaianeale 
; legislative body as he marched up to the capitol each morning to | as the Government and as sacred as the Constit at omg — 
, ‘ discharge his responsible duties in legislating for the welfare of a Secondly. If contamination is what was to b fi ae onded, w 
> fl oe — ahaa that it was his duty to see that no | had already been inoculated in the exercise by the Remeescntes ion 
j arm came to a from Utah of the functi Reo siven et ep ewe 
l i Now, sir, that same injunction is resting upon us. It is not | tution aleamian car die ent and the . ; a : f hi Sh Praamed 
| ig written in letters over the doors of our Capitol, but it is writte I abh lyga i : for ee asaemieoras 
> Gj 7 aarrk: os » OU y en abhor polygamy in any form. Buta large number of Repre- 
i ¥ in spirit in the very Constitution under which welive. It is writ- | sentatives, who are not governed by the strict constructi th 
. ten in the very pledge which every man makes when he takes an | Constitution, which is an old and sac vd painel Go Baeeaaie 
| . a he ae _ : a 20 » whi ‘ old and sacred creed of the Democratic 
: oat condu mself here for the best interests of the people. | faith, and which is the only safe and sure anchor of constit al 
n j It is written in the very atmosphere of every one of our legislative | liberty, sought to so mix up @ question of consti ae tale 
: 4 halls and it is our duty to-day, obeying this injunction, t hin ice wi lalupal gemeivtetaadtelee a 
ryt Siaunte the Mepuilic j nm, to see to “8 ing eee = office with questions of propriety involving a 
; 3 arm . igh moral standard as not to permit a fair e ssio 6 
i The American people only a few months ago rose to a level high | timent of the House. is aes aatnainaiaalemeicaaa’ 
j 5 enough and to a plane broad enough to write into the code of in- | Entertaining the views which they do witl ; 
i. ternational law a new dogma, which was that the uncivilized | Constitution, they could well do 7. the a mae — 
. . — of be —— ago must not be practiced in the con- | science. Their position upon the constitut anal soa i ~ well 
d duct of a modern war. And so we declared that on ground: a eee Mineman dies oe ee 
8 | escautey Ga Tena Milahaw eae jeatitied tn prevent! gr - = _— by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLer], the mover of 
c g uba 6 resolution, in his speech, which reads as follows: 
f the perpetration of those wrongs under Weylerism that had been : 
it —— three centuries before under the Duke of Alva in the Ee eens: grees, Sk 5 ast: ho attention of the 
n otherlands. And no nation on the face of the globe has as yet | unrestricted save by tho Teapitiatiom, waphell exp tbes i oun lmmpace aalh 
: called in question the propriety of that doctrine thus newly an- fications and declare ineligibilities probably sufficient where crimes or of- 
| nounced. fenses against civilization are concerned to justify it, and in some instance 
" it renates Geean to-day, Mr. Speaker 55 Wells ematiien tenaien to command it, to refuse admission to persons thus tainted. bea 
. in the parliamen law of our country, and that is that no The Democratic position on this question, and albeit the proper 
* one of the relics of Revtem that have come Gown to us from construction thereof, is as directly antagonistic to this view as it 
q A long-ago centuries shall longer vex and disturb the deliberations is possible to conceive. : 
‘ of an American Congress. We can say to the people of Utah e do not consider the Constitution as a limitation on the 
: “Take your man back, Return us a Representative who is in | Powers of Congress, but, on the contrary, we consider the Consti- 
. ’ accord with the spirit of our institutions and we will welcome tution as a grant of the only and limited powers it possesses 
j him tos seat on this floor. But if you insist upon sending us a The other theory, therefore, is to presuppose in Congress all auth: vr 
2 man who represents an idea that threatens the very happiness of ity upon which is imposed by the Constitution only certain limits 
. our people, if you undertake to popularize and make respectable while the Democratic theory is to deny all authority except the 
» such an idea in our autonomy, we say to you, ‘No.’” We say that limited powers authorized by the Constitution. 
6 it is proper that we record to-day, if never before in the legisla- | ,; Passing over the question of the dangers incurred by the estab- 
» ; tive ry of this H , the principle that no man shall be per- lishment of the precedent, whereby majorities elected may be re- 
- ; mitted to hold a anon, who is not in perfect accord with the duced to minorities in a preliminary skirmish. and where a Presi- 
” a very spirit of our institutions and in accord with the high aims dent or Speaker may be declared or constituted a Chief Executive 
y , and p of American civilization. [Applause. ] or presiding officer who was never elected, it would not be difficult 
is 2 Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr.$ ap. im Up Mantted tim : to harmonize the position of the majority on the Tayler resolu- 
at bean ad , time which has ) 1 
P e b n allotted to me in this debate I shall of course not have oppor- tion with their known views with regard to the particular case of 
tunity to make an exhaustive ment, and therefore I will con- Roberts in declaring disqualifications were it not for some other 
ty ense my remarks as mach cee ble in discussing this case. provisions of the Constitution, which even according to their view 
y To the principle of eouiemuing : @itient a hearlng—end imposelimits. In Article V of the amendments to the Constitution 
‘i o deny or arrest privil Saiiiely evoured and enjoyed with- it is provided that ‘‘ no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or 
4 ; = the necessity of our sanction is such condemnation—I am ut- property without due process of law.” cs 
de ag terly and forever én 6 eotine inst liberty, ing | ; — process of law has been held to include notice, trial, and 
: e indicia of ; Mo one = ¢ deny that A “the "tine judgment by regularly constituted jurisdictions in advance of such 
y e time 
. the tative from Utah was stopped at the bar of this Cogesvation. 
P- House e possessed all the prima facie right to office that any Again, in subsection 3 of section 9, it is provided that— 
ld he ae in co thereof had the right to take upon No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed. 
at assume its mandatory incidents, at least to the Public office and the right to the salary and to enjoy its privi- 


point where our discretiona uld be 
g. f vesehie ry powers co moved and the | leges has been held to be property. Therefore Roberts's present 
yA of investigation made known. And no one can affirm | right to take the oath must be considered in the light of io tees 
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now existing, and the passage at this time of any resolution or act, 
which is done bya meeene vee could not constitutionally oper- 
ate so as to deprive him of his office, because its operation would 
be ex post facto, and its decree would not be in accordance with due 
process of law, involving notice, trial, and judgment. : 

It is idle now to refer to the legislation of Congress respecting 
polygamy in the Territories. Those laws operated under a distinct 
grant or authority of subsection 2 of section 3 in Article IV of the 
Constitution, which gave to Congress full power to— 

Dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Terri- 
tories, etc. 

They were abrogated in so far as the General Government is 
concerned when a sovereign State was subsequently erected out 
of the discordant elements of the old Territory of Utah, and 
their last and lingering effects faded away in the amnesty proc- 
lamation which followed them. They can not penetrate the royal 
shield of a sovereign State. 

Neither does it affect the question that these laws are referred 
to and some of their provisions incorporated in the organic laws 
of Utah. They impose no disqualification for office; and if they 
did, a single State thus operating alone can not effect an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. Article V of the 
Constitution provides a way in which such amendments can be 
secured, as follows: 


The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of the 
legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for 
proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes, as part of this Constitution, when ratified by the legislatures of 





three-fourths of the several States, or by conventions in three-fourths 
thereof, as the one or the other mode of ratification may be proposed by the 
Congress. 


In thus providing it excludes every other method. In consid- 
ering this question it must not be forgotten that it is the matter 
of the status quo in which no latitude is allowed. It is nota 
question of what the Constitution ought to be, but a question of 
what it is. And we are bound to give it effect, whatever may be 
the consequence, because of the following oath which we have 
taken: 

I, ———. do solemnly swear that I will onpoers and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that 
I take this oath freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion, 
and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which 
Iam about to enter. So help me God. 

May those of us who disapprove the majority resolution and 
advocate a different procedure beg the indulgence of this House 
and the country while we modestly state that the exclusion of the 
Representative from Utah in this particular way may not be that 
vindication of virtue which the country demands? And may it 
not also involve a lapse from another standard by which the rec- 
titude of our intentions is to be gauged? 

‘Thou shalt not bear false witness,” etc., is as much of a com- 
mand thundered from Mount Sinai as the one couched in the 
terms, ‘‘ Thou shalt not commit adultery.” 

On all matters involving questions of policy or propriety mem- 
bers of Congress should Ss controlled by and oahect the will of 
their constituents. But on all questions touching the oath of 
office and their eternal responsibility they should be left without 
coercion or denunciation, as they will have to answer for their 
actions in the great day of accounts, where the secrets of all 
hearts are to be made known, and where all pleas of expediency 
will be stricken from the record in consequence of the warning 
that no evil shall be done in order that good may abound. We 
may reason with each other, however, and if an agreement is 
not reached the causes thereof may appear. Let us consider the 
swan of the Representative from Utah involved in his prima 

acie case. 

In the first place, I take the position that he is a State officer, 
elected by the people of his State to represent them in Co . 
which body is composed of the sum total of the number elected 
in all the States. It is true that the effects of such representation 
may become national in character, but nevertheless the choice of 
office is locally controlled. His resignation is made to the gov- 
ernor, and his place can not be filled except at the pleasure of the 
State authorities. 

The highest and the only evidence of his election that can be 
considered up to a certain time is the certificate of election issued 
to him under the laws provided by the State, by which the result 
of his being chosen was made known. The Constitution operates 
independently of aid or formality, but automatically, to constitute 
the collective body so chosen—the House of Representatives—as 
the following paragraph shows. Section 2 of Article I states: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the ple of the several States, and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State legislature. 

Now, the effect of this ph, operating before the Congress 
came together and organized for business, was to give the Re 
sentative from Utah certain rights, among which were the right 
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to draw his salary, to exercise the franking privilege, to receiv. 
and distribute Government publications, to journey to Washin.. 
ton under the ial protection of the laws, to participate in tho. 
caucus, and to help elect or defeat a candidate for Speaker. 

All the privileges which a member enjoys before he takes t1:o 
oath of office do not now occur to me, but enough have been 
stated to convince me that there is virtue and power enough in 
the Constitution, even before we have a chance to experimental! y 
interpret it, to make it worth while for us to strive for the office, 
though we may not be permitted té take the oath, and to convince 
me further that it is not the taking of the oath of office that con- 
stitutes an individual ‘‘ chosen ” by the _— of a State a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives. is view is supported hy 
section 3 of Article VI, which provides as follows: 

The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members o/ 


the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both «; 


the United States and the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirma 


tion to support this Constitution: but no religious test shall ever be required 
as a qualification to any office or public trust under the United States. 


This section, therefore, again recognizes the fact that the Repre-. 
sentatives chosen are the Congress primarily, and makes it man- 
datory, not discretionary, that they be bound by oath. 

It is admitted by everyone that the Representative from Utah 
was chosen by the people of his State. e therefore is entitled 
upon this showing not only by authority of the Constitution, but 
aoe positive commands, to take the oath of office. This appears 

o from other considerations. The House can not transact any 
business save the election of a Speaker until it is organized and a 
quorumsworn. Suppose the objection had come from the Speaker 
to a member from Alabama, the first State called, to whom could 
he have appealed from an adverse ruling of the Chair? Tonoone 
certainly who is entitled to vote. It is no answer to this to say 
that such a thing may not be done or will not bedone. The ques- 
tion is oneof power. Canit be done? If it can not be done in the 
first instance, then the reason holds good through the whole list 
of those who present certificates from the States. 

I challenge the statement in the majority report that we can 
dispose of all such questions in advance of being obligated with 
the oath, because such questions constitute business or procedure 
which affects constitutional rights and are determined under 
constitutional directions and limitations, in view of which it was 
certainly never intended that the members should be thus relieved 
and invited to render partisan judgment. I believe that the elec- 
tion of a Speaker before members are sworn is without constitu- 
tional warrant, for I think all the mandatory provisions of the 
Constitution respecting the obligations of members to do the right 
thing should be fastened upon their conscience before they act, 
and I think this is why the Constitution was made to say that 
** Members so chosen shall be bound by oath.” 

The statement thus challen is about upon a par with another 
statement made in the majority report, that those who do not be- 
lieve that a majority can exclude can reserve the right to make 
the point of order that the resolution is not carried if two-thirds 
do not vote for it. 

Suppose such a point of order were made and the Speaker should 
rule one way or the other upon the question and there should be 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair, how many votes under 
the rules does it take to sustain the Chair? So at last itis seen 
that a majority will control in any event the disposition of the 
resolution reported by the majority. 

It does not follow from this that if the member presenting the 
certificate does not possess the constitutional qualifications, his 
seat can not be declared vacant by a majority vote, under section 5, 
Article I, which provides that each House shall be the judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its members. The point | 
make is that the member ‘‘chosen” is primarily, by the ipse dixit 
of law, a member of the House of tatives, whether quali- 
fied or not, until that fact is ascertained and declared by an in- 
vestigation, which can not be had until after organization, pen'- 
ing which he has the right to vote on all questions that may come 
before the House; that the oath of office is as much an incident 
of his having been chosen by the people of the State as the sal- 
ary, franking privilege, etc.—no more and no less, 

Again, the Representative from Utah, if Justice is the blind 
goddess which she is ted to be, and if he is to be given the 
equal protection of the law, whatever may be his moral character, 
is entitled to have the scope of that investigation confined to the 
subjects of qualifications written in the Constitution, and if he 's 
then able to run the gantlet of a majority vote which the Consti- 
tution — for in that particular, he is entitled to invoke an’ 
demand the two-thirds vote provided for by subsection 2 of sect!.1 
5 of Article I of the Constitution, which controls the discretion 0f 

Congress in ing a member. To say otherwise would be to 
deny the equal protection of the law, and and discredit 
the instrument which we are sworn to uphold, protect, and ‘c- 
fend. I say that polygamy is at present no constitutional dis- 
qualification to a seat in Congress. But I say, with all the 
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i command, it ought to be, and I here pledge 
ompheats Ot ouen to secure an amendment to the Constitution 
of our country making it a disqualification. é 

But if we are willing to measure up to that high standard of 

irtue which animates the people and which has found expres- 

bese in the huge pyramid of petitions that blockaded for a while | 
the corridors ‘of this Capitol, we are not left powerless. Sub- 
section 2 of section 5 of Article I provides as follows: 
ine the rule of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
ee eee torly Tver, onl with the consent of two-thirds expel a 
member. : Pe taal ad 
J is section let us write the people’s indictment. Let us | 

a cnet be expelled, not because he is a Mormon, not because 

he ia not a citizen and therefore ineligible. To say this begs the | 

question, confuses the issue, and gives away the people's cause. | 

But let us say that because the Kepresentative from the State | 

of Utah isa polygamist at present, maintaining unholy, unlaw- | 

ful, and open relations with a plurality of women to the evident | 
demoralization of the common standard of virtue, therefore it 
does not comport with the dignity of this House to sit with him, | 
and that he be expelled, expressing a verdict that is responsive to 
the issue drawn by the people, unclouded by any doubtful supple- | 
mentary pleading superimposed to bolster an expediency that is | 
itself grounded in @ misconception and is both dangerous and | 
volutionary. ; ; ar 

The people themselves have conceded possible difficulties in the | 

«vay of ousting the Representative from Utah and have demanded 

no circumlocution or sacrifice of good faith at our hands. Nor | 

will they be satisfied with a victory purchased at a loss of secur- | 
ity, especially as a previous poll of this House has demonstrated | 
that their will can be accomplished in an admittedly constitu- | 
tional way. , ; : 

A sample of what the people have demanded is contained in the 
copy of one of the petitions, which is as follows: 

To the Hon. , Representative-elect of the - Congressional dis- | 
trict of the State of o the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States of 
America; 

We, the undersigned, legally qualified voters of the said Congres- 
sional district of the State of . do hereby most_respectfully and most 
earnestly call upon you as our Representative in the Fifty-sixth Congress to 
use your utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure the 
prompt expulsion of Mr. B. H. Rcberts, of Utah, the avowed polygamist and 
covenant breaker, from the House of Representatives, in accordance with 
the provisions of the national Constitution in Article 1, section 5, paragraph 
2 which reads as follows: “ Each House of Congress may determine the rules 
of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and with the 
concurrence of two-thirds expel a member.”’ 

We also do most earnestly and most respectfully call upon you to use 
yous ee ——— and to exhaust all oe ~¥-¥ ss — — 

the Fifty Congress proposing an amendment to national Con- 
stitution, and submitting the same to the legislatures of the several States, 
defining legal marriage to be monogamic, and making polygamy, under what- 
ever guise or pretense, a crime against the United States punishable by se- 
vere penalties, including disfranchisement and disqualification to vote or to 
hold any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any State 
or Territory therein. 

This does not undertake to commit us to any doubtful expedi- 
ency. Then why is it necessary to force those of us who conscien- 
tiously hold opinionsagainst the manner of procedurerecommended 
by the majority report to vote against a resolution that he be not 
sworn, when a resolution of expulsion would command our sup- 
port? 

As the Representative from Utah is made a member of the | 
House of Representatives by the Constitution, as a result of his 
being chosen by the people of his State, and as the oath of office 
is a mandatory incident thereto, a resolution to expel him after he 
is sworn would be constitutional and proper. Any other proce- | 

| 























dure is in my judgment a violation of the fundamental law which 
my oath constrains me to oppose. 

With respect to the gentleman from Utah personally, I have | 
nothing to say, except that in these trying hours he has conducted | 
himself with ability and dignity. I only deplore the fact that his | 
own acts have put him without the pale of political ambition, in 
which his great talents would otherwise so justly enable him to | 
shine. But he is not the only man whose folly has overtaken | 
him. Nor will he, perhaps, be the last. His case long hence will 
illustrate the fact that he who would be safe must obey the moral 
laws laid down by the Master which measure the common stand. | 
ard of virtue in a Christian Republic. [Applause on the Demo- 
—_ a 

tr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, there was universal rejoicing 

throughout the length and breadth of the Union in Jan , 1896, 
when the announcement was made that Utah had been admitted 
into the Ameriean Union. Why this rejoicing? Because it was 
universally conceded that the birth of this new State marked the 
death of a system that had plagued our people for over half a cen- 
by eee that in the history of mankind had been sanctioned 
by half-civilized tribes and nations, but abandoned even by bar- 
barians after they had tasted of the first fruits of civilization. 

There were those who opposed clothing Utah with statehood, 
who contended that polygamy was not dead, who stoutly main- 
tained that the people of Utah were practicing deception upon the 
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Government and were desirous of changing their political status 
in order that they might, practically unhindered, “live their reli- 
gion.” But bitter as was the opposition to the admission of that 
State, none of the opponents of statehood were ever so bold as to 
charge that in less than three years after the Territory was admit- 
ted her people would go to the polls in the sovereign capacity of 
electors and commission a polygamist as their sole Representative 
on the floor of this House. Yet Utah did that very thing, and in 
1898 the whole country was aroused by the announcement that a 
polygamist had been elected to the American Congress and was 
getting ready to move on Washington with a plurality of wives 
and a multiplicity of children. 

That was the tirst proposition that met the members of this 
body when they assembled; appeared even before we had effected 
an organization. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that it is with some embarrassment that 
I speak on this question, following the distinguished members of 
the committee who have already been heard. They are both law- 
yers, men learned and eloquent in their profession, and it seems to 
be taken for granted, at least by many who have given this ques- 
tion consideration, that none except those who have been accus- 
tomed to threading the intricate and devious windings that finally 
lead upto the headquarters of some legal technicality are equipped 
to form an opinion or arrive at a logical conclusion. 

lam no lawyer. It was the ambition of my early life to be a 
criminal lawyer. I started in and worked at it just three days, 
and at the end of the third day ascertained that after all, in crim- 
inal cases the jury is the exclusive judgeof both law and fact, and 
I thought that that was an unwarranted reflection upon the pro- 
fession, and so I decided to join the jury. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.| And thus to-day, not asa lawyer, but as a layman who 
has given earnest consideration to this question, I desire to speak. 
It seems to me that there are just three questions arising in this 
case: First, is Brigham H. Roberts a polygamist? Second, if 
Brigham H. Roberts is a polygamist, is he entitled to a seat on the 
floor of this House? Third, if Brigham H. Roberts is not entitled 
to aseat on the floor of this House, how shall we part company 
with him? [Laughter. | 

The first question is answered in the affirmative—is not even 
combatted by the gentleman from Utah himself. He is a polyga- 
mist, an open and acknowledged and admitted polygamist. Is 


| he, then, entitled to a seat on the floor of this House? 


The committee to whom this question was referred answer that 
unanimously in the negative. 

Then, how shall we part company with him? There is a dis- 
pute on that proposition, and I must admit that there is some 
precedent and some constitutional interpretation along both lines. 
I believe, however, that the constitutional right of this House to 
exclude Mr. Roberts is as clear as a line of light, and that the 
argument of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. TAYLER], based upon 
the committee report, is incontrovertible. 

I shall not worry over the contention between the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Lrr- 
TLEFIELD]. I am willing tolet them settle these intricate ques- 
tions among themselves. This dispute concerning constitutional 
interpretation reminds me, however, of a definition that I once 
heard given of law in the midst of just such a contention as this. 
A young man asked his father, who was one of those engaged in 
the discussion, ‘‘ Father, what is law?” And the father looked at 
the son, and after a little hesitation replied, ‘‘ Son, law is the last 
guess of the Supreme Court.” [Laughter.| And I am inclined to 
agree with that definition, and I now address the court that has 
the last guess. 

I claim and shall contend that Mr. Brigham H. Roberts is not 
entitled to a seat on the floor of this House and should be stopped 
at yon threshold, because he has violated the condition predicated 
upon which Utah was admitted into the American Union. 

The gentleman from Maine may call that a ‘‘ consideration,” an 
‘‘agreement,” a ‘‘condition,” a ‘*compact,” or whatever he will, 
and he may laugh and sneer at it; still that condition precedent 
is there. That is the highway Utah traveled into the Union, and 
on that same highway we will send her Representative from the 
door of this House. That compact or agreement was made only 
a few years ago, and to it I desire to call your attention. 

Utah had made six unsuccessful attempts to change her status 
from that of a Territory to that of a State. No one objected to 
her admission on the ground that she did not have sufficient popu- 
lation; no one objected becanse she did not possess material 
wealth; no one contended that her future was not hopeful, but 
each time the head of the serpent of polygamy lifted itself in her 
pathway, and finally Utah concluded that she could never secure 
statehood until she had purged herself of that plague and had 
thrown off her scarlet mantle, The church realized that, and in 
1890 issued this manifesto: 

To whom it may concern: 

Press dispatches having been sent, for political purposes, from Salt Lake 

Sty. which have been widely published, to the effect that the Utah Commis- 


in their recent report to the Secretary of the Interior, allege that plural 
marriages are still being solemnized, and that forty or more such marriages 
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have been contracted in Utah since last June, or during the peat year; also upon this subject during the present Con as well as the vast amount of 


that in public discourses the jeaders of the ous have taught, encouraged, 
d urged the continuance of the practice of polygamy. — 

x novetera, as president of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 

Saints, do hereby, in the most solemn manner, declare that these charges are 

false. We are not teaching polygamy, or plural marriage, nor permitting 

any person to enter into its practice; and | deny that either forty or any num- 

ber of plural marriages have during that period been solemnized in our tem- 


ples or in any other places in the Territory. ; : 

One case has been reported in which the parties alleged that the marriage 
was performed in the endowment house, in Salt Lake City, in the spring of 
1888 

But I have not been able to learn who performed the ceremony. What- 
ever was done in the matter was without my knowledge. In consequence of 
this alleged occurrence the endowment house was, by my instructions, taken 
down without delay. ae 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural mar- 
riages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the court of last 
vesort, | hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws and to use my 
influence over the members of the church over which I preside to have them 


o likewise. ; c 
There is nothing in my teachings to the church or in those of my associ- 
ates, during the time specified, which can be reasonably construed to incul- 
cate or encourage polygamy, and when any elder of the church has used 
language which appeared to convey any such teaching he has been oy 
reproved; and I now publicly declare that my advice to the Latter-Day 
Saints is to refrain from contracting any marriage forbidden by the laws of 


the land. 
ae WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the last two para- 
graphs of this manifesto. 

In the proceedings by which the Mormon Church secured the 
return of certain church property escheated to the United States 
an interpretation of that was made by Mr. Wilford Woodruff, the 
president of the church, who signed it, and several of the leading 
apostles, who, under oath, testified that that manifesto was a 
pled ge not only against the contraction of future polygamous mar- 
riages, but that it covered all marriages already contracted, and 
prohibited polygamous or unlawful cohabitation with prior ac- 
quired wives. - - ; 

President Harrison, noted not only for his ability and splendid 
patriotism but for his caution and candor, seeing the way things 
were drifting, took alarm and sounded this warning in his annual 
message of December 9, 1891: 

The legislation of Congress for the repression of polygamy has, after years 
of resistance on the part of the Mormons, at last te them to the conclu- 
sion that resistance is unprofitable and unavailing. The power of Congress 
over this subject shculd not be surrendered until we have satisfactory evi- 
dence that the people of the State to be created would exercise the exclusive 
power of the State over this subject in the same way. The question is not 
whether these people now obey the laws of Congress omnes polygamy, but, 
rather, wouki they make, enforce, and maintain such laws themselves if a 
solutely free to regulate the subject? Wecan not afford to experiment with 
this subject, for when a State is once constituted the act is final and any mis- 
take irretrievable. 


That warning brought from the heads of the Utah church a 
petition for amnesty. They began to be alarmed and desired to 
give additional assurances of their good faith. A petition pray- 
ing that by proclamation the President would relieve them of cer- 
tain disabilities was presented. This petition recited that polyg: 
amy, formerly taught as commanded by God and honestly and 
sincerely practiced by the people, had been abandoned, and that 
they were now weary in body and mind, their people were scat- 
tered, their homes were made desolate, many of them were in 
prison, while others were banished or in hiding, and concluded 
with these words: 

This being the true situation, and believing that the object of the Govern- 
ment was simply the vindication of its own authority and to compel obe- 
dience to its laws, * * * we respectfully pray that full ammesty be ex- 
tended, * * * and as shepherds of a patient and suffering people we ask 
amnesty for them, and pledge our faith and honor for their future. 

This prayer was granted, based upon the manifesto of 1890, the 
petition for amnesty, and the sworn statements that unlawful co- 
habitation had ceased. Aye, the Government went further. 
Previously, by reason of the polygamous practice of this people, 
certain church property had been escheated to the Government. 
Having convinced the people of the country and the President of 
the United States that they were obeying the law, they were given 
back their charch property, the joint resolution dated October 
25, 1893, restoring it to them containing these words: 

Whereas said church has discontinued the practice of polygamy and no 
longer encourages or gives countenance in manner to practices in violation 
of law or contrary to good morals or public policy. 

Upon this ‘‘ whereas” their property was restored. 

About this time a movement was made looking toward state- 
hood, and an enabling act was introduced, referred toa committee, 
and that committee reported favorably. 

And I want this House to note the words of the committee pre- 
senting that report. The report was presented May 17, 1894, and 
reads, in part, as follows: 

While your committee condemn the doctrine of polygamy and hold that so 
longas the Mormons constituted the larger part of the population of the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and personally, or asa matter of faith, with or without the prac- 
tice, believed in the doctrine of polygamy, then it was proper and right for the 
Federal Government to use all of its vast powers to secure the overthrow and 
destruction of that practice; yet in view of the foregoing facts set forth in this 
report, as well as the concurrent testimony of all parties interested in the 
welfare of Utah who have appeared before your committee at its hearings 


testimony submitted to your committee duriug the Fiftieth Congress upon 
the same topics, compel your committee to believe, without doubt or hesit.- 
tion, that the institution of polygamy as taught by the Mormon Churc!), 
war of faith or of practice, is now absolutely stamped out and exterm)- 
nated. 


That committee’s report concluded with these words: 


In view of the foregoing, political reasons alone can no longer be urged to 
delay the admission of Utah as a State. 

All mouths should be hushed and all opposition silenced after the Presi. 
dent has amnestied all a offenses; after both political parties in nationa| 
convention assembled have declared that the time has come for the admis- 
sion of all the Territories, of which Utah is one: after the Territorial co 
ventions of 1892, wherein both of said great parties declared for statehou) 
and that the hour is ripe for the admission of Utah; after the legislature «/ 
Utah has declared unanimously for statehood; after the governor of the Ter- 
ritory, all of its Territorial officers, and its judiciary, all of whom are 
Republicans in politics, have declared that in their opinion polygamy is 
abolished and at an end; after all the members of the Utah Commission, , 
commission created expressly tocrush and obliterate polygamy, have declare 
their work practically accomplished; after the Mormon Church, through a!! 
of its heads and _ officials, publicly, privately, and in every way possible for 
mortals to do and proclaim, have, with bowed heads, if not in anguish, pledged 
their faith and honor that never more in the future shall polygamy within 
the Mormon Church be either a doctrine of faith or of practice, there cer 
tainly can be but one sentiment, but one opinion, among all just-minded ley. 
islators in Congress upon the question of duty, and that is, to admit Utah as 
a State into the Federal Union. 


Upon the report of that committee that enabling act came be- 
fore this House. Notwithstanding that report there was opposi- 
tion to Utah's admission. Debate was exhaustive, the chief advo- 
cate of statehood being Mr. Raw ins, then a Delegate from Utah 
to this House. His assurances were absolutely complete. He left 
no doubt in the minds of the members of this House as to the con- 
ditions then prevailingin Utah. Polygamy wasdead. Polygamy 
and its practice, according to his statements, had not only been 
abandoned as a practice, but eradicated as a belief, and he pledged 
the faith and honor of all his people, gentiles and Mormons, infi- 
dels and churchmen, to the solemn keeping of that pledge. 

I want to read to this House a few extracts from that address: 


Mr. Morse. Is it not a fact that prior to the election of the gentlemen the 
Territory of Utah sent here as their representative Mr. Cannon, a man who 
had six wives? 

Mr. RAwLins. No, sir. 

Mr. Morse. How many wives did he have? 

Mr. RAWLINS. You mean George Q. Cannon? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir; he was a polygamist, was he not? 

Mr. Rawuins. That is ancient history, my friend. Mr. Caine has repre- 
sented Utah here; he was my predecessor as a Delegate from the Territory. 
He served here ten years. r. Caine is nota paper In 1882 Mr. Can- 
non, the polygamist you speak of, was excluded {rom his seat in Congress on 
account of his poly, y- 

Mr. Morse. But he represented the sentiments of those people all the same, 
because they elected and sent him here. 

Mr. RAWLINS. a him in years gone by. Iam not denying, my 
dear friends, that in 1853 or in 1860 or 1875 or 1880 polygamy was practiced in 
U Iam notdenying that the gates of that Territory elected polygamists 
to office in those old days. But the gentleman does not seem to know that 
the world does progress. There is nothing under the sun that is not change- 
able and subject to alteration. 


Again: 

As I stated before, I believe there is absolutely no peril, so far as any ap- 
prehension entertained by anybody on the subject of polygamy, that that 
practice will ever under any circumstances be revived in that Territory. 

Again: 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion let me say that achange has taken place 
in Utah. How that change has been brought about may be interesting to 

ntlemen who are not familiar with its history. The making and the en- 

orcement of laws by Congress has had something to do with it. There is no 
question about that. But there has also been developing for many years past 
in the Territory of Utah a sentiment among the people who have n born 
and brought up there which has had a great deal to do with this change. 
The eradication or discontinuance of poly y is perhaps due first to exter- 
nal pressure, but still more ly to the efforts of people within the Mormon 
Church itself to bring about the — of the organization in that respect. 

It should be borne in mind that but a very small p on of the Mormon 
people have ever practiced polygamy. Those who did not practice it saw tho 
evil consequences which flowed from its practice, the unhappiness which 11 
caused in families, and that it rendered the people of Utah obnoxious to tho 
prevailing sentiment of the age. Its practice disturbed the tranquillity, im- 
ed ’ eS ere ST the character, and 

estro: the prosperity an Pp’ people. 

‘Thousands of non-Murmons have come into Utah and made their homes 
there. Our schools are free; attendance is required: they are nonsectarian. 
Education has been freely disseminated. Under such conditions, polygamy, 
having once been suppressed or extirpated, is not likely to be revived. 


And further: 


The elders of the Mormon Church got up and said that this came to tho 
people with all the force of a revelation, and was binding upon them; an‘ 
many of the Mormon people have testified in court when occasion has arisen 
when such testimony would be relevant, that they regard that as a revela- 
tion from Almighty God; that they no longer believe polygamy and its prac- 
tice to be right; and in effect it is not only discontinued as a practice, but so 
far as the great mass of the Mormon people is concerned it is eradicated as 4 
belief. But the ple of Utah—I think I can speak for them on this ques- 
tion—mean, I believe, what they say. They are e in no scheme of 
fraud or coe to deceive the nation. ving made this pled 
and on this pledge ed this action by the American Congress, I think I can 
say for them that they will stand by it though the heavens fall. 


Those are the words of Mr. RAWLIns, the sole representative from 
the Territory of Utah on the floor of this House when Utah asked to 
be admitted into the American Union. I was very much surprised 
a few weeks ago, having read that speech, to see in the press of 
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this city a statement authorized and prepared by this same gen- | tributes the title of wife, Julina and Edna, who are sisters, and 


ing to the statement that the people of Utah have 
tenet youn or persons in that status to office, he said: 

This is tcue in some instances, and it is equally true that the United 
States, acting by the President. with the consent of the Senate, has appointed 
polygamists to office, and under such appointments for almost three years 
e ye polygamists have held and are now holding important Federal offic es 
ines f Utah. HF this bea violation of the compact, both parties have 
a bv ait, the President on the one hand and the electors of the State on the 
vieaen more have the people of Utah than the President sought to cram 
ee. a aewe the throat of the nation or the State. Such a motive can 
hot be justly ascribed to either. ; 

The then Delegate from the State of Utah making that speech, 
conditioned upon which Utah was admitted to the Union, now 
uttering these words printed by his own authority! 

Polygamists appointed to office in the State of Utah! 

We thought there were no lygamists in the State of Utah. 

That State came into the Union on condition that polygamy 
and polygamous practices had been absolutely abandoned; and yet 
the then Delegate in the United States House of Representatives 
now charges the President of the United States with being equally 
guilty of attem ting to “‘cram polygamy down the throats of the 
American people.” That is not an arraignment of the President 
of the United States, but it is an arraignment of the then Dele- 
gate from Utah. That is an arraignment of the people of Utah 
who pledged their faith and honor to the solemn keeping of their 

ledge and covenant. [Applause.| No man who knows the 
President of the United States would think for a moment that he 
would knowingly appoint a notorious polygamist to a Federal 
office in Utah or any other State. No one would believe that for 
an instant. ; 

Mr. Raw.tns could have gone further in that statement. He 
could have charged that the Speaker of this House had indorsed 
polygamy and had attempted to “cram it down the throats of the 
American people.” He could have charged that the leader of the 
minority had indorsed polygamy and had attempted to ‘‘cram it 
down the throats of the American people.” He could as well 
have char that this House and the coordinate branch of this 
National islature had done the same thing. Why? Because 
there passed through this House at the last session of Congress a 
bill appropriating $40,000 for the agricultural college at Logan, 
Utah. The blend of that college—and I make thischarge on my 
honor as a Representative—the president of that college is a polyg- 
amist, living in open and notorious polygamy with three wives. 
One of his leading professors is a polygamist, living in open and 
notorious polygamy with two wives. A trustee, who guides and 
direcis the business interests of that college, is a polygamist, living 
in open and notorious polygamy with seven wives [laughter], and 
they have blessed him with thirty-nine children, [Laughter. } 

Did the President of the United States indorse polygamy? If 
he did, then both branches of this Congress have indorsed polyg- 
amy. He is innocent and we are innocent—innocent because we 
put faith in the pledge and promise of those pious covenant break- 
ers. [Applause and eee} 

Mr. RAWLINS, when he published that statement in the news- 
papers, could also have published some other things with refer- 
ence to Utah, and to these other things I want at this time to call 
the attention of this House. He might have stated that three of 
the members of the first presidency and ten of the twelve apostles 
were in Utah and affixed their signatures to this petition for am- 
nesty upon which they railroaded their State into this Union. 
Two others would have signed it had they not been absent from 
the country at the time. 

Mr. RAWLINS could have stated truthfully that of these fifteen 
leaders who solemnly pledged their honor and faith for future 
obedience to the law on the part of the members of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, three have probably kept their 
pledge, namely Wilfred Woodruff, Franklin D. Richards, and 
Anthon H. Lund. The first two named were at the time of the 
signing of the petition for amnesty over eighty years of age, and 
Toa oo ss practical purposes barred by the statute of limitation. 

aughter, 

Mr. RaWLIns could have stated that of the other members of 
the first presidency and twelve apostles eleven have been guilty 
of the violation of the letter of the law and their pledges, while 
one other is at least morally guilty, namely, George Q. Cannon, 
first counselor to the president of the church. He could have 
stated that on the death of Elizabeth Hoagland Cannon, his law- 

wife, and after taking unto himself as additional wives Sarah 
Jane Cannon, Martha Tulley Cannon, and Eliza T. Cannon, and 
after having pleaded guilty and having been a fugitive from jus- 
tice, having forfeited his bail and ‘served a term honorably in 
the penitentiary” [laughter], Mr. CANNON now claims to be legally 
married to one Caroline Croxall, a fifth wife, by whom he has hal 
two children, and he and all his wives live in a suburb near Salt 
ee oa: having no neighbors, and it is known as Cannonville. 

Mr. RawLins might have said that Joseph F. Smith, second 
counselor tothe presideucy, has three women among whom he dis- 
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Mary, all of whom havechildren born to him since 1890, since the 


issuance of that manifesto; that said children are acknowledged 
by Smith as his offspring, and that at this time both Mary and 
Edna have young ohildres of whom Smith is the recognized father. 
Mr. RAWLINS could stand upon solid ground in the open and bold 
declaration that Joseph F. Smith, second counselor to the presi- 
dency, is a defiant polygamist. 

Mr. RAWLtns might have stated that Lorenzo Snow, now presi- 
dent, prophet, seer, and revelator, called “the literal mouthpiece 
of God,” and by others of the church the ‘‘boss of Jehovah’s 
buckler” {laughter], and at the time of the signing of the petition 
for amnesty president of the quorum of apostles, is also trampling 
under foot the solemn compact made with the Government. It 
will be remembered that President Snow was one of those who 
under oath interpreted the manifesto and declared that the mani- 
festo of 1890 prohibited unlawful cohabitation with polygamous 
wives as well as the ceremony of taking additional wives. Snow 
had participated in nine matrimonial ventures. He was first mar- 
ried over forty years ago, in Nauvoo, Ill., totwo women, Adaline 
and Carlotta. He took these two wives by one and the same cere- 
mony—in a block of two, as it were. nage ayn The elder of 
the two women has since died, and he has since married. in order 
named, Sarah, Harriet, Flinor, Mary, Phoebe, Minnie, and Caro- 
line. [{Laughter.] Would you not like to sit down to breakfast 
in that family? ae 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted to 
ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LANDIS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
committee? 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. RAWLINs appeared before our committee 
voluntarily and gave evidence touching the matters at issue in 
this investigation. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
before your committee? 

Mr. LANDIS. lam not required to read from evidence taken 
before the committee. As I stated before, I am one of the jury 
and have found some facts. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. You avoid the answer. 

Mr. LANDIS. You will see whether I avoid the issue by the 
time I get through with this. [Laughter.} Ican not yield fur- 
ther now, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
my question. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
from Indiana declines to yield further. 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I am not hairsplitting now. I am 
not chasing legal technicalities now. I[amalayman. I amafter 
facts. [Laughter.| I want to know whether or not these pious 
apostles have kept their pledge. I want to know whether or not 
these conditions based upon which they brought their State into 
the Union have been trampled under foot. And if the gentleman 
will permit I will give some light on this question. 

Now, referring again to Mr.Snow. The supreme court of Utah, 
having Snow’s matrimonial puzzle under consideration, decided 
that marriages in blocks of twoare void, and that therefore Sarah, 
who is still alive, the third member of his polygamous household, 
is the legal wife of Lorenzo Snow. Notwithstanding this decision 
of the supreme court, and notwithstanding the manifesto and hit 
sworn interpretation of it, and notwithstanding the petition for 
amnesty signed by Snow, he is living with the youngest and last, 
wife to whom he was married when he was in his sixtieth year, 
and she a mere lass of 15 years. 

By this last and youngest polygamous wife, although the presi- 
dent, prophet, seer, and revelator of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints, Snow has five children, the youngest being 
born during the winter of 1806-97, three years after that petition 
for amnesty pledging the faith and honor of the church had been 
issued. A sworn complaint charging Prophet Snow with adul- 
tery with his ninth wife was made within the past six months. 
The county attorney of Salt Lake County refused to prosecute 
him on the ground that he was not satisfied with the decision of 
the supreme court that Sarah was the legal wife. Here we have 
theinspiting spectacle of a ‘‘ Jack-Mormon ” county attorney over- 
ruling the supreme court of Utah, doubtless tosecure some politi- 
cal favors from that polygamous hierarchy. 

Mr. RAWLINS could have stated that Moses Thatcher, at that 
time one of the apostles who signed the petition for amnesty, had 
plural wives—Lydia Thatcher, Anne Clayton Thatcher, and Anne 
Snow Thatcher—two of whom had borne him children, one of 
them on January 8, 1899, and the other on January 11, 1899. 
They lacked just three days of being twins. [Great laughter. | 
Mr. RAWLINS could have made a great impression on the country 
by calling attention to the fact that within sixty days after the 
birth of these children by these polygamous wives Moses Thatcher 
was, by a majority of the members of the legislature of Utah, 


Was any of that evidence before your 


Are you reading from evidence taken 


The gentleman declines now to answer 
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tendered a seat in the United States Senate, and that Moses 
Thatcher, having more discretion than Mr. Roberts or the people 
of Utah, declined the honor, stating that he would not add fuel to 
the flames already kindled by Mr. Roberts's election. So you see 
we had a narrow escape from having trouble in both ends of this 
Capitol. [Laughter. | 

Mr. RAWLINS could have also stated that at the date of the sign- 
ing of this petition for amnesty Francis M. Lyman, an apostle 
whose name was affixed thereto, had three wives—Rhoda Lyman, 
Clara Calister Lyman, and Susan Calister Lyman. In 1898 one 
of those wives died, and now Rhoda lives at Tooele and Susan at 
Fillmore, Utah; that Susan, the last polygamous wife, has given 
birth to two children since 1896. 

Mr. RAWLINS couldalso have stated that in 1890 Heber J. Grant, 
another apostle who signed the petition for amnesty, had three 
wives, distributed as follows: One in Salt Lake, one in Colorado, 
and one in Idaho. The apostle Heber was evidently getting in 

shape to hold an interstate family reunion. faa In 1892 
his legal wife, who resided in Utah, died, and his then second wife 
was promoted and became his recognized lawful wife and made her 
home with himin Salt Lake City. Theapostle Heber evidently sub- 
scribed to the merit system, and was adopting the civil-service 
rule in the matter of matrimonial promotion. ool 

In 1896, subsequent to statehood, the other wife, Emily Wells, 
moved to the city of Salt Lake and in a short time presented happy 
Heber with a child; in September of the year 1899 she presented 
the holy apostle Heber with another child; and when sworn 
information charging him with adultery was filed in July, 1899, it 
was rejected by the ‘‘Jack-Mormon” county attorney for Salt 
Lake County on the ground that it could not be proved that 
Heber had any legal wife. [Laughter.] Subsequently the charge 
of unlawful cohabitation was lodged against this saintly apostle, 
to which charge he pleaded guilty and was fined $100. 

Mr. RAwLtins could also have stated that John Henry Smith, 
another apostle who signed the petition for amnesty and who 
stated before a Congressional committee that polygamy was as 
dead as slavery and could not even be restored by a mandate of 
the church, has a plural wife who goes under the name and style 
of Mrs. Josephine G. Smith and lives at No. 80 West First North 
street, Salt Lake City, on the same block with John Henry, and is 
his acknowledged wife. In 1895, during the time when John 
Henry Smith was sitting as presiding officer of the constitutional 
convention which drafted the constitution of the coming State of 
Utah, Josephine G. Smith, his plural wife, bore him a child; and 
again in 1898, when John Henry Smith was preparing to run as a 
candidate for the United States Senate, she Sm age his heart 
with another, both of them children bya plural wife. [Laughter.] 

These are but a few of the violations of the ‘‘compact,” or 
** agreement,” or ‘‘ consideration,” or ‘‘ provision,” which even the 
astute gentieman from Maine desires to label it, based upon which 
Utah was given a star. Ah, Mr. Speaker, that star is a false 
star; it does not shine with the brilliancy and luster of its sister 
stars. Its glitter is that of cunning and deceit, of treachery and 
fraud. It stands forcrime and for a violation of the most solemn 
covenant ever made between a Territory and the Union. [Ap- 
planse. | 

Mr. Rawttns could have stated that John W. Taylor, another 
apostle who signed the petition for amnesty, had a legal wife, for- 
merly May Rich. He evidently liked the family and gave it his 
indorsement by taking as his fifth wife a woman by the name of 
Todd, an aunt of May Rich. His third investmentin matrimonial 
stock was Rachael Wooley, and in January, 1896, Minnie C:ristien- 
sen, residing at Gunnison, suddenly assumed the name and style 
of Mrs. John Taylor. 1 wish the gentleman from Maine were 
here; I would like to ask him if he thought we ought to split on 
technicalities much longer. I would like to ask him if in the face 
of this record of broken pledges he can find much consolation in 
legal quibbling. 

On June 17, 1896, Minnie Christensen provided John with a 
child, and in a few days thereafter he appeared at the “blessing 
ceremony” and officiated as its father. Now, listen. At the pres- 
ent moment, Nellie Cobb, the second wife of this apostle, who 
pawned all the faith and honor he had in stock with the National 
Government when petitioning for amnesty, has a baby about 

four months old, and the third wife, Rachel, hag one about two 
months old. With great vehemence Mr. Raw ins could have 
testified that if Nellie Todd and Rachel Wooley and Minnie Chris- 
tensen had been joined to — prior to 1890, the date when the 
manifesto was issued, none but this sanctified apostle, his three 
plural wives, and a limited number of the brethren and “ sistern” 
on the inside of the charmed circle knew anything about it until 
long after that date. [Langhter. 

r. RAWLINS could also have charged that Mariner Merrill, an- 
other apostle who signed the petition, is the proud possessor of no 
less than seven wives, avin at Logan, Richmond, and Lewiston, 
in Utah, and in Franklin, Idaho, and by these various wives Mer- 
rill has 39 children, a number of whom are polygamists them- 
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selves, The wife at Franklin, Idaho, was known as Mrs. Toronto 
until 1898. When the returns next came in from Idaho the an- 
nouncement was made that a child had been born to Merrill and 
is known by hisname. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RAWLINs could also have stated that Abraham H. Cannon, 
who signed the petition for amnesty, was at the time of the sign- 
ing the fond husband of Sarah Cannon, W.ilhelmina Cannon, 
Rachael Cooley Cannon, and, notwithstanding all this connubial 
bliss, in 1896 he took another in the person of a Miss Hamlin, then 
a school-teacher in Salt Lake City. Soon after Abraham Cannon 
died. Lilian was with him when he died, and received a part 
of his estate. At his funeral all his wives were present, three 
of them with infants in their arms. Lilian H,. Hamlin subse- 
quently became a mother, and took her offspring with her to New 
York, where she attended a normal school under the name of Mrs. 
Abraham H, Cannon, and she is now employed as a teacher in a 
church academy at Provo, Utah, as the widow of this good apostle. 

Mr. RaWLWvs could also have called the attention of the country 
to the two other apostles who, through absence from the country, 
were —— from signing the amnesty petition, namely, Brig- 
ham Young, jr., and George Teasdale, and that, though absent, 
they were not idle; that Brigham Young, jr., while he was a 
fugitive from justice took unto himself wives until he now has 
five, namely, Catherine Young, Jane M. Carrington Young, Liz- 
zie Fenton Young, Helen Armstrong Young, and Abbie Stevens 
Young, and that he undoubtedly married the latter subsequent to 
the signing and issuance of the amnesty of 1890. 

Mr. RAWLINs could also have stated that George Teasdale for 
the -_ twenty years or more has been known as the lawful hus- 
band of Lillian Hook Teasdale; that, in addition to Lillian Hook 
Teasdale, he married in days past two sisters, Pixton by name; 
that for this deft touch of matrimonial coquetry [laughter] he 
was indicted and fled the country; that both of these women died 
leaving small children, and that in 1893 a young woman by the 
name of Mary E. Scoles accompanied her mother from Eng- 
land to Utah as Mormon converts; that in May, 1896, this second 
woman went to Nephi, Utah, to take charge of the children born 
to Teasdale by the Pixton sisters and then in charge of Lillian 
Hook Teasdale; that on the 10th of December, 1898, she became a 
mother; that the poor woman died in childbirth; that Apostle 
George Teasdale was present at her funeral in the capacity of chief 
mourner, and subsequently erected over her grave a tombstone, of 
which I have a photograph, upon which tombstone appears this 
legend: ‘‘ Sacred to the memory of Meriam E. Scoles, wife of Apos- 
tle George Teasdale, born in London, England, April 8, 1868; died 
December 17, 1898.” 

And thus, Mr. Speaker, had Mr. Raw tys, at present Senator 
from Utah, gone into this matter he would have shown that of 
the three members of the first presidency and twelve apostles, 
whose faith and honor were solemnly pledged to the keeping of the 
solemn covenant against polygamous practices, eleven have been 
open, notorious violators of the law against unlawful cohabita- 
tion, and three of them undoubtedly have taken new wives since 
the issuance of the manifesto of 1890. 

Mr. Speaker, we have two penitentiariesin Indiana. I am more 
or less familiar with both of them, for, as Bob Ingersoll would 
say, I have friends at both places. [Laughter.] We have in that 
State what is known as the parole system. Prisoners are put out 
on their good behavior. I say deliberately that you will search 
the records of these two penal institutions in vain to find a par- 
allel for such open, willful, deliberate, wicked violation of a com- 
ne as we find here. [Applause.] In addition, we have as a 

epresentative from Utah a man with three wives, the last one 
taken, as near as can be ascertained, about 1896 or 1897. It isin 
evidence that he did not hold her out as his wife nor she him as 
her husband until 1897. Up to 1895 she lived under the name of 
Mrs. Shipp, and until 1893 under the roof of Mr. Shipp, whose po- 
lygamous wife she was still —— to be. For it must be 
remembered that Mr. ~ is still living. 

I do not believe that if any marriage ceremony was ever sol- 
emnized between the gentleman from Utah and Mrs. Maggie 
Shipp, that it was solemnized prior to 1896. I believe, and he did 
not deny, that that woman became his plural wife after Utah 

was taken into the American Union. , 

Ich here that a reading of the debates and the committee 
reports a up to the admission of that State into the Ameri- 
can Union will bear out the charge that Utah came in as the re- 
sult of a deliberate fraud, the object being to free that people from 
the heavy hand of Federal authority and thus enable them to 
“live their religion.” Why do I make that ? Because in 
1895 Mr. Roberts was a candidate for Congress. Yes, he was; and 
the church disciplined him for being such candidate. In my judg- 
ment Mr. Roberts was defeated because the polygamous leaders 
deemed the time not then ripe for Utah to be represented by one 
of their number in the American Congress. 

He became a candidate in 1898, and the man who placed him be- 
fore the convention stated that he ran by permission of the 
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ance and now was permitted to 
charch leaders, He had done penance and now Tat Derve thers 
ssh conseaa? I will tell youwhy. The time seems to have been 
considered peculiarly appropriate and the circumstances in every 
way favorable for the dominant element in Utah to drag forth their 
cherished institution and ask this Government to dignify it and 
aan ‘t national sanction. Note the particular time—the summer 
oa fall of 1898. Just then this nation was engaged in war with 
~ can -n foe; our Treasury and the blood of our best sons had 
een dedicated tothe cause that another people, oppressed for cen- 
i free. 
varies. Sal when manhood was away from home or all ab- 
bed in country; when valor was at was and virtue was at 
= er: when adversity and opulence had become brothers and 
Pepital and labor had marshaled for a common fight against a 
maa foe. It wasa time when the people of all the States were 
eagerly waiting for messages from. those fighting an insidious foe 
under tropical skies or wasting with disease on polluted tented 
fields. Animosity had vanished; talk of sections and classes had 
ceased; all was merged in @ common brotherhood for country; 
everybody seemed willing to forgive and anxious to forget. It 
was then, just then, this perjured cheat crawled back. It hoped 
at least to be tolerated in the midst of every evidence of national 
mit ey be stealth. Sir, it came by stealth, but it will be hurled 
back boldly and in the open day by the righteous indignation of 
the American people. [Applause.} And across yon threshold 
will be written in letters large enough to be read from the Na- 
tional Capitol to the Mormon tem le, ‘‘No polygamist shall ever 
sit as a member of the American Congress.” {Applause. | 

In this connection I recall that the gentleman from Utah, Mr. 
Roberts, has been especially severe on the missionary. The mis- 
sionary appears to be the chief object of the wrath of the aiders 
and comforters of polygamy. The missionary is branded as a 
“sectarian bigot,” a“ spy,” an “‘ informer.” 

I admit that the Christian missionary has stood in the way of 
the polygamist—has scattered thorns along his path. It is a mat- 
ter of his that although the priests and apostles of this fanati- 
cism, with their deluded followers, placed 1,500 miles of trackless 
territory infested with savages between civilization and their 
camp of bigotry and crime, the distance was not too great nor the 
hardships too severe to daunt the missionary of the Christian 
Church; he tracked polygamy to its lair. At times he was not 
diplomatic; I admit that all missionaries are not at all times diplo- 
mats, but he was bold, he was daring, he was defiant. 

The “‘ Danites,” as pitiless a band of cutthroats as ever handled 
the glittering steel, carried on their murderous work of the church, 
but the missionary battled on; the “ Blood Atoners” silenced in 
death the voice of apostasy, but the missionary worked on; the 
Government practically withdrew from that valley of sighs and 
tears, admitting its inability to cope with a monster so thoroughly 
intrenched amidst those mountains, but the missionary, with a 
courage that now seems sublime and a fidelity that to this day is 
an inspiration, battled on in the fear of God and for the love of 
humanity; and for this, in the American Congress, in the twentieth 
century, he is designated as a ‘‘ spotter,” he is pilloried as a ‘‘ spy 
and an informer.” But he can contemplate it all with serenity; 
the day of his triumph is at hand, and the missionary of the fu- 
ture, as he journeys westward for embarkation for the islands of 
the eastern sea, may well pause on the mountain top overlooking 
the valley of the American Jordan, that matchless sweep of beauty 
and fertility, of domestic peace and purity, and survey it as a con- 
queror. For that, in my judgment, is the field where in anguish 
and —— he has won his greatest victory. [Great applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
Coane Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] be allowed to conclude his 
remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAyLer] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
LaNDIs] be allowed to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman from Utah called attention to 
the fact that the — communities all gave him an overwhelm- 
ing majority. They did, but he did not tell you why. Brigham 
H. Roberts was nominated as a Democrat, was a ——, and 
stood on the Chicago platform, declaring for ‘‘the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without the aid or 
consentofanyothernationonearth.” [Langhter.] AlmaEldredge 
was nominated as a Republican, presumably upon the St. Louis 
platform, representing, as our friends on the other side would say, 

vast aggregations of consolidated wealth.” [{Laughter.] Mr. 


Fld Was not a poly ist, but Mr. Eld was a Danite. 
Mr. E) was a Gol caeer. . 
Mr. Eldredge had murdered his man as a member of that infam- 


ous instrument of the church for the extirpation of apostasy, was 
indicted, arraigned for trial, and escaped conviction simply because 
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the witness against him had in the meantime been killed. Is it 
any wonder the gentleman carried the gentile communities in 
Utah and the mining camps? I would not have voted for Eldredge, 
nor I would not have voted for Brigham H. Roberts. The Popu- 
list candidate was an infidel without possible chance for election. 

Laughter.] Under the circumstances is it at all remarkable that 
Mr. Roberts should have received gentile votes? 

In the face of all the facts here recited it surely can not be said 
that the people of Utah have kept faith with the people of the na- 
tion. Those who have not the courage to defend openly this 
pledge breaking are now making technical arguments to demon- 
strate that the State of Utah could not make a compact limiting 
its sovereign power over the subject of polygamy. Gentlemen on 
this floor have even contended that Utah could amend the anti- 
polygamy provision of its constitution without the consent of 
the United States, notwithstanding a provision contained therein 
that that consent was necessary to repeal the constitutional inhi- 
bition against polygamy. Why, sir, State after State has come 
into this Union with limitations put upon their sovereign power 
by their enabling acts other than the limitations prescribed by the 
Federal Constitution. 

I call the attention of the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to the enabling acts of Wisconsin, California. 
Texas, Oregon, Illhnois, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Missouri. If 
he will search diligently and without prejudice, he will doubtless 
find that other States, in addition to those I have named, have had 
limitations imposed upon their sovereignty as a condition to state- 
hood—have, as a matter of fact, entered into a compact with the 
National Government, just as Utah entered into a compact. 

Congress has the power to grant or withhold statehood. From 
this the power to grant upon condition is necessarily implied. 
Congress having the power to impose a condition and the State 
having power to accept or reject the condition, by its acceptance 
the contract is complete. Congress, having the power to impose 
the accepted condition, has by necessary implication the power to 
enforce its performance, 

When Utah sought admission to the Union in 1888 it offered 
such a condition as is now incorporated in the enabling act and 
also incorporated in Utah’s constitution. The Hon. Jeremiah M. 
Wilson was then employed by the dominant church of Utah and 
made an argument upon this subject which is instructive in the 
present case. While urging statehood before a Congressional 
committee he said: 

Nebraska was admitted into the Union, and Nebraska was required to 
enter into a compact that slavery should never exist in that State without 
the consent of Congress. Nobody has ever doubted the propriety of entering 
into such compact, nor has anybody ever doubted the binding character of 
that compact. Congress has never asked for guaranties that the compact 
would be kept by the State. 

There can not be any doubt as to the right to enter into such a compact. 
Congress has been acting upon such a right for more than three-fourths of a 
century; has admitted many States upon compacts precisely similar in 
principle. It is too late to @spute it now. 

But that is not the objection here urged. The question I am now consider- 
ing is whether Congress can enforce it if made. 
© . + « * * . 

If it may be made, then the right to enforce it follows by necessary impli- 
cation. It is idle tosay that such a compact may be made and that when the 
considerations have been mutually received, statehood on the one side and 
the pledge not to do a particular thing on the other, either party can violate 
it without remedy to the other. 

But you ask me what is the remedy, and I answer that there are plenty of 
remedies, and in your own hands. 

Suppose they violated this compact; suppose that after they put this into 
the constitution, and thereby induced you to grant them the high privilege 
and political right of statehood, they should turn right around and exercise 
the bad faith which is attributed to them here; what would you do? You 
could shut the doors of the Senate and House of Mepngnoutatzous against 
them; you could deny them a voice in the councils of this nation, because 
they have acted in bad faith and violated their solemn agreement by which 
they succeeded in getting themselves into the condition of statehood. 

You cculd deny them the Federal judiciary; yon could deny them the right 
to use the mails, that indispensable thing in the matter of trade and com 
merce of this ar. There are many ways in which peaceably, but all 
powerfully, you coulc¢ ae the performance of that compact. Congress 
could reach such a case and not put a tithe of the strain on the Constitution 
that it was subjected to when the act was passed authorizing the attachment 
and arrest of a witness who had not been subpoenaed, and forfeiting the prop 
erty of this church and commanding the courts what kind of a judgment to 
render. After these, Congress can not doubt its ability to devise means to 
meet the emergencies, or its courage to grapple with troublesome questions 


Mr. Speaker, all that the majority of your committee is now de- 
manding is that the — of Utah shall be required to pay the 
penalty which they pledged should they be guilty of violating 
such a compact. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Utah attempts to belittle the 
opposition to Utah's covenant breaking by referring to it as an 
illustration of woman's hysteria, and he says that all would be 
serene in Utah to-day were it not for this hysteria. 

It is true that woman, the American woman, is the head and 
front of this uprising, and I believe the gentleman from Utah has 
unconsciously paid the womanhood of America the highest tribute 
it has received. And why should she not be the head and front 
of this movement? Whom does it concern more than woman? 
The home is her world, and whatever menaces the peace or tho 














Rae 
Sgt 






1132 


security or the sanctity of that home is a war upon her. This is 
the reason she waged such relentless warfare against human slav- 
ery. Thisis the reason she hates whisky, and, whatever the short- 
comings of the American man, he knows that woman is right, 
and his love and affection for her are in proportion as her standard 
is high and her rule inflexible. 

‘‘The hysteria of women!” Had the gentleman been on Sinai 
with Moses when he received the Ten Commandments he would 
have pronounced the Decalogue as evidence of the “‘ hysteria” of 
God. This is not the “hysteria of women.” It is the voice of 
sober, settled, womanly conviction. It is the cry of threatened 
honor. It is the plea for the home and the protest against the 
harem. Tothe everlasting honor and glory of American manhood 
be it said that at this time the voice of woman does not fall on deaf 
ears. It has been heard and will be heeded. The Representative 
from Utah will be sent back to his church and his —_ and fol- 
lowing him should be sent an amendment to the Federal Consti- 
tution that will settle for all time the question of polygamy. 

And in this connection I want to say that there have been some 
sneering allusions made to the gentle and refined and womanly 
woman who organized this movement. It has been suggested 
by the gentleman from Utah that she had better give her atten- 
tion to sin and wickedness nearer home, She is giving her atten- 
tion to sin and wickedness nearer home. Her work isand always 
has been practical, but her field is limitless, and her resources, 
thank God. apparently inexhaustible. [Applause.] As a practi- 
cal business woman she saw how futile it would be to grapple 
with vice in the slums of New York while the same vice was per- 
mitted to flourish as the dogma of an alleged religion in the new 
States of the West and at the same time receive the tacit in- 
dorsement of the American Congress. Hence her organization of 
this force, which organization has aroused the nation and at- 
tracted the attention of the civilized world. And in this connec- 
tion I know the House will pardon me if I relate an incident. 

Last year it was my pleasure, in company with Mr. Lacey, of 
Iowa, to visit Santiago, Cuba. The day weleft that place we were 
detained several hours by the trouble and confusion incident to 
the placing on our transport of a steam launch, a weather-beaten 
steam launch. Next day, as we weresteaming along thesouthern 
coast of San Domingo, I saw a bronzed gentleman leaning over 
the rail and looking down on thatlaunch,. Iapproached him and 
suggested that it was too bad that we had been delayed by loading 
such an unsightly craft, to which he replied, ‘‘ You do not know 
its history or you would not say that.” He then stated that he 
was a physician, that his name was Ducker, and that he was from 
Louisville, Ky.; that he had accompanied our Army to Cuba as 
the representative of a national medical association; that he re- 
mained with the Army throughout the campaign, and when yellow 
fever broke out volunteered to take charge of the yellow-fever 
hospital. This hospital was situated across the bay from Santiago. 
I can see it now, its yellow outline contrasting with the green of 
the mountain foliage that formed the background, suggestive in 
its isolation. 

The physician explained to me that the poor equipment of the 
ae was a by lack of means of rapid communication 
with the city and the transports, an old scow being the only method 
of communication and transportation. Hesaid he had appealed to 
the General in charge of the Army for a launch, but none was 
to be had. He then cabled the War Department in Washington, 
with the same result. ‘‘Then,” said he, ‘‘as a last resort I wrote 
a letter to Helen Gould.” [Ageeenes. ‘* The day she received my 
letter she cabled me, ‘I will send you my own steam launch; keep it 
as long as you have any use for it and then return it.’ This is the 
ere and then he reverently said, ‘‘ God bless Helen Gould.” 

Applause. 

Andso I say to-day, ‘‘ God bless Helen Gould.” [Loud applause. 
From the day our flag was menaced her wealth became the shiel 
of our country. Our boys fell from wounds and disease and her 
millions wept, and who knows but that to-day the name that was 
spoken so reverently at Santiago and Montauk Point is not also 
on the lips of whispered prayer among those women in Utah who 
by brutal bigots have been forced to believe that their celestial ex- 
altation will be in proportion as they choke down the instinctive 
attributes of refined womanhood and minister to the rotten and 
depraved notions of a corrupt and lustful priesthood? [Applause. ] 

call attention to the fact that this alleged Representative from 
Utah is the first man in this American Republic who has ever 
sneered at her Christian deeds and at her charitable ministrations. 

But I have spoken already too long. I will not trespass longer 
on the patience of the House. The question upon which the com- 
mittee is divided is as to how this thing shall be done. How shall 
we part company with the Representative from Utah? The situ- 
ation has to be operated on. Howshall we operate? The majority 
says ‘‘shut the door against him.” The minority says “Jet him 



















































in and then throw him out.” I presume that they have decided 
to do that for the same reason that out in Indiana we always give 


a man condemned to death a square meal before we hang him. 
[Lavughter. } 
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ter.] How magnificently he glided around the 
sition, knowing full well that he could find neither in the law nor 
in the Constitution any warrant for expelling a member except 
for some act committed by the member as such. 


the country, at whom some 
candidates for office [laughter | , would deride us when we returned 
to our homes, and rightly so, too. We should stop the gentleman 
from Utah at yonder threshold. Turn him back bec 
his ple have violated the condition predicated upon which 
Utah was admitted into the American Us 

alone? No; but turn Utah back. He isa mere incident in this 
discussion. This will not bea rebuke alone to him, but to the 
people who sent him here, the people who in January, 1896, sol- 
emnly lied to the 


out, because I do not want to make a 
ter], because I do not want the boys who live during the evening 
in the corner grocery, who are the exclusive judges of the law and 
the facts, tolaugh at me. [Laughter. 
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Gentlemen of the minority say we should knight him and then 


decapitate him with the same hand and the same sword with 
which weknighthim. They say that this must be done in the inter- 
est of consistency. If their programme represents consistency, 
then I have never had a proper appreciation of the word. If the 
men who framed this Constitution ever had in mind such a cir- 
cuitous method of transacting public business, then we havo 
falsely paid tribute to their straightforwardness and ability. 
Ca) I have read something of the lives and character o{ 


he men who framed this instrument, along whose devious wind- 


ings the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITrLeriE.p| 
spent many happy hours during the past three weeks, and I have 
never received t 

they ever wore 
whereabouts or that they ever traveled the two sides of an isosceles 
triangle when they could reach the same point by taking a single 
straight line. [Laughter and applause. | 


e impression from my reading of their lives that 
gum boots for the purpose of concealing their 


Gentlemen who represent the minority proclaim we must go 


through this farcical performance in order to satisfy the law. If 
we were to enter upon such a proceeding we might expect whilo 
in the midst of it to hear shrieks of laughter coming from the 
statues in yonder hall, where in stone we have immortalized the 
men many of whom assisted in framing thatinstrument. I would 
not be surprised upon leaving this Chamber, should we do that, 
to find that the statue of John Marshall had jumped from its 
stone pedestal and was running up and down Pennsylvania ave- 
nue shrieking, ‘‘ Maine and Missouri, the intricate and devious, 
have come together on their in 
has it come to this!” [Great laughter.] ‘‘Has it come to this!” 
ee laughter.] The distinguish 


retation of the Constitution; 


ed gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
t reasoner; he isa great dodger. [Laugh- 
ulsion propo- 


ITTLEFIELD] is & 


He knows that just as well as we do, but he is a lawyer, a devi- 


ous, winding follower of intricacies, and he does it well. [{Laugh- 
ter.] But his proposition is not only a burlesque on law and on 
eee but it is an outrage on common sense. Should this 


ouse indulge in such a performance as he suggests, the people of 
gentlemen sneer when they are not 


ause he and 


nion, Turn him back 


test nation on earth. [Applause. 
I protest against his being taken in and then immediately thrown 
tacle of myself [laugh- 


This may do very well for the law offices in Maine, but it would 


not stand much show in the logging camps of that State. And if 
I — ee wp to rest my case either with the gentleman whose 
min 


led with these subtle, infinitesimal, occult, legal dis- 


tinctions or with the men in the logging camps, for God's sake 
take me to the logging camp! ([Laughter.] 


I say that the people of this country expect us to turn him back, 
expect us to prohibit his coming in even for an instant, and I pro- 
test against his comingin. I protest on behalf of a constituency 
that has read the Ten Commandments and the Sermon on the 
Mount. I protest on behalf of the American homes, made beau- 
tiful by love and devotion and holy by the virtue of its women. 
I protest on behalf of the American mother and her child, and the 
American father who will never consent to the enthronement and 
deification of human passion. I protest on behalf of those doomed 
to illegitimacy, that pitiless brand of helplessness and shame that 
licentiousness writes ee the forehead of the innocent unborn. 

I protest on behalf of the honest Mormons, those who believe in 
keeping inviolate the agreements of that instrument upon which 
Utah wasadmitted tothe AmericanUnion. The peopleof thiscoun- 
try are waiting for us to act; they want us to actin astraight line, 
not inacircle. They are waiting in New England, whose homes 
have been made a pattern for continent. They are waiting 
in the broad sweep of the Mississippi Valley, a section of this 
country —— of this very rey alf century ago. They are 
waiting in the new States of the West, States whose territory has 
been invaded and whose atmosphere has been poisoned by this 

very plague. And away down South in Dixie, where honor is reli- 
gion, where gallantry is law, and virtue is the high ideal of beau- 
tiful womanhood, States are waiting to-day, waiting for Amer- 


ican oan to . [Loud applause]. 


Mr. LACEY, . Speaker, on yesterday I attempted to offer an 
amendment to the resolution of the majority, which has been 
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: for the last two days. I will not avail 
ading before the Ee. sooagnision to reoffer this amendment, be- 
—— of an agreement had with parties representing the commit- 


uestion should be passed over for further considera- 
eee final hour for action arrives. But I want now to 
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that he can not be expelled because he is not a member. Section 
5 of Article I says that— 
Each House shall be the judge of the elect 


ions and qualifications of its 
members. A majority shall constit 


ute aquorum, but a smaller number may 
adjourn from day to day and may be authorized to compel the attendance 


Of whom?— 


discuss the proposition involved in that or some similar amend- 
ment. ‘ a 
i 71 was on trial before the French convention 
- a “a aes one for, Abbe Sieyes, a member of that con- 
ventiaan voted very laconically. He said, ‘‘ Death without talk.” 
He proposed directly to come to the very root of the matter be- 
fore the convention. He was humane. We are more cruel. We 
yunish by a long debate. We im the talk, to be followed cer- 
Pinky by the sentence which will deprive the gentleman from 
Utah of the seat which he holds in this House. 


| of members. 

Suppose on the 4th day of December there had only been 25 
members in their seats. Wecould not have elected a Speaker, 
because there was no quorum present. We could not, if these 
gentlemen are right, have compelled the gentleman from Ohio, the 
gentleman from Maine, and the gentleman from Utah to come to 
the bar of the House and help to organize it, because they are not 
members. Now, this is drawing too fine a bead upon the term 
‘ : ‘“member;” and yet the same word member is used there that is 

The question to which I want to call the attention, especially | used in the other part of the Constitution which authorizes the 
the lawyers, of this House is this: The agreement on the facts is | expulsion of *‘a member. 
unanimous, although the committee is divided astomethods. The} An absent member, not sworn in, can be brought here by the 
agreement is also well-nigh unanimous on both sides of this | order of the House when not a single one of them has been sworn 
Chamber that the gentleman from Utah ought not to be permitted | in. If that is not true, then it would be in the power of recalci- 
to retain a seat in this House, and therefore I shall not weary the | trant members of the House to refuse to permit it to be organized. 
patience of the House by discussion of questions upon which the | This is essential to the very organization of the House itself. 
minds of its membership are united; but I do want to call their | Again: 
attention to the proposition that seems to be laid down by both the Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, and punish its 
majority and minority in their reports, that expulsion can not | members for disorderly conduct and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, 
take place until the member is first sworn in. expel a member. Se 

The proposition is laid down by the minority that aman must | _ Now, what is a ‘“‘member?” Suppose that the gentleman from 
be led up by one hand to the bar of the House and there sworn in, | Utah (Mr. Roberts}, instead of violating the organic rules of civ- 
and then led out of the House with the other hand. Such a march | ilized society, instead of violating the laws of his own State and 
and countermarch in the presence of the House would be almost the laws of the Ll nited States, had come into this body and with- 
Indicrous. ; ; ; out being sworn in had commenced to disturb the House, could 

The question is whether this House is ready to part with the | he have been expelled? No. Some learned constitutional lawyer 
essential provision of the Constitution which enables it at any | would have arisen and said that he can not be expelled, because 
time, for reasons deemed sufficient, to expel a member. I want | he is nota member. Now, I say that that is drawing entirely too 
to’ read on the threshold of what I may say what Cooley, in his | fine a point. — 
work on Constitutional Limitation, page 133, says as to the power The Constitution says ‘‘ Representatives shall receive compen- 
of this House as to expulsion: sation for their services’”—that members shall receive compensa- 

Each House has also the power to punish members for disorderly behavior | tion for their services. Had they been sworn in on the 4th of 
and other contempts of its authority, and also to expel a member for any | December? No; but they have drawn their pay. And suppose 
cause which seems to the body to render it unfit that he continue to occupy some one attempted to satisfy my friends who say that they are 
1S eouer th sometimes conferred in the Constitution, but it exists | Ot members; that they are drawing their salary in violation of 


whether expressly conferred or not. It is a necessary and incidental power, | the Constitution? The Constitution authorizes ‘‘ members” to 
to enable the House to perform its high functions, and is a necessary power | draw their salaries. They are not sworn in. Therefore thev are 
to the safety of the state. Itis a power of protection. A member may be ° 


physically, mentally, or morally unfit; he may be affected with a contagious | 20t members. You would say that that was too finespun; that 
disease, or insane, or noisy, violent, and disorderly, or in the habit of using | that was putting a mere technical thing above the purpose of the 
profane, obscene, and abusive = ange. And, independently of a. Constitution. 

tary customs and usages, our Jogislative, houses have the power to protect | “Mr. GROSVENOR. The statute authorizes them to draw pay. 
can not inquire into the justice of the decision or look into the proceedingsto | Mr. LACEY. I know, but the statute is founded on the Con- 
see whether opportunity for defense was furnished or not. stitution. The Constitution gives power to pay members, and it 

There is the doctrine laid down by the learned Justice Cooley, | was put in there so as to settle the question that the members of 
that they have power to expel for any cause that in their opinion | the Congress of the United States, unlike members of the House 
renders the member unfit to occupy a seat. of Commons, shall be salaried officers, and that the membership of 

Now, this is an elementary a of law, and I prefer, Mr. | this House should not be limited to men of such wealth as would 
Speaker, to read from these discussions of elementary principles | enable them to occupy their seats at their own expense. There- 
rather than to read from precedents of practice of the House in cases | fore the proposition was put in that members should receive com- 
involving the right of a member to his seat, where partisanship pensation. How do you construe that? Before they are sworn 
usually wields too much influence. We are substantially ynani- | in? Certainly. A man might be so poor that he could not pay 
mous in this House to-day on the question as to whether this | the expense of going to the capital; that it would be necessary 
member should be permitted to remain in his seat. But suppose | for him to receive salary in order to bring him to this House, and 
that the parties were equally divided, and that unseating him | a fair construction of the Constitution has been that that compen- 
would give to one side or the other the majority and control of | sation may precede the oath of office. 
the House. ‘ I would have some lack of confidence in what this| Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow me to propound an 
House might do, Thaddeus Stevens once came into the House | inquiry? 
when a vote was about to be cast in a contested-election case, and Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
he said, ‘‘ Which one of these men is our rascal?” He proposed| Mr. BROSIUS. I understand you to say that the House can 
to vote for his side of the proposition. compel the attendance of its members. 

But they tell us that the gentleman from Utah is not a mem- Mr. LACEY. Certainly; whether they are sworn in or not. 
ber and that we can not expel him because he is not a member. Mr. BROSIUS. I understand you to say that a member is a 
He appeared on the 4th day of last December and answered the roll | member just as much before he is sworn in as he is after. 
call, and is noted t in the Journal and record of this House. Mr. LACEY. For that purpose he is, 

On the same day he voted for Mr. RIcHARDSON for Speaker. The| Mr. BROSIUS. Can this House compel the attendance of a 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], who prepared the majority | member before he has been sworn in? 

report, voted for the present Speaker of the House, and the vote of Mr. LACEY. Undoubtedly; I have just been endeavoring to 
the member from Utah killed the vote of the member from Ohio. | makethat plain. If it can notand the members do not attend, then 
And yet they tell us he is nota member. Suppose that on that | the minority present would be powerless to take any proceedings by 
day, the 4th of December, there had been 162 votes for the gen- | which the House could ultimately be organized. The provision 
tleman from Tennessee -_" RICHARDSON] and 162 votes for the | is that less than a quorum can adjourn from day to day and may 
gentleman from Iowa . HENDERSON] without the vote of the | ‘‘send for members,” but under that construction they could not 
member from Utah and that gentleman had voted for one or the | send for members who had not been sworn in, although the Con- 


other, and , after all, we now declare him ineligible, | stitution saysthey can. Any House would make very short work 
would the Speaker elected by his vote lose his seat? Is there any | of a proposition like that. 


more po act of membership than that upon which the very Mr. BROSIUS. Let me finish my inquiry. I think my friend 
or, tion and control of the House depends? will find it to be a fact that the theory has never been recognized 


NOW, let us turn to the Constitution for a moment. The word | or indorsed by the Congress of the United States in a hundred 

member” and its. equivalent, ‘‘Representative,” frequently oc- | years, and the First Congress met and delayed organization for 
cur. Gentlemen tell us that aman is not a member of this House | thirty days before they could organize, because they could not 
until he stands at the bar of the House and takes the oath of office, | send for members who had not been sworn in. 
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Mr. LACEY. Notatall. They delayed because the members 
were coming by canal, because men were riding on horseback 
from South Carolina. When Andrew Jackson came to this Con- 
gress the first time he rode on horseback to the Senate of the 
United States from Tennessee, and ca-nped out at night and forded 
the rivers all the way; and when the first House met the members 
were not here, and it was necessary to wait forthem. They could 
not come in Pullman cars; they did not come in trains traveling 
at the rate of 40 miles an hour. 

But let me ask my friend, suppose that more than a majority, 
enough to prevent a quorum, should refuse to appear. Would 
you say that this section of the Constitution is nugatory which 
provides that a minority may meet and *‘adjourn from day to day 
and send for members,” and that the absentees might say, ‘* You 
can not send for us, because we are not sworn in?” 5 

Members shall be privileged from arrest going to and returning 
from the Congress. That isin section 6 of the same article. A 
man starts from Pennsylvania to Washington. He has not yet 
been sworn in. Before a justice of the peace on the road some 
one swears out a warrant in order to prevent him from coming 
here. lf he does not arrive, the House might be organized by 
another political party while he ison the road from Pennsylvania. 
The arrest might be made expressly to influence the organization 
of the House. Suppose that he had started from home and was not 
yet sworn in and was arrested and he pleads his privilege. How 
short work would the courts make of that proposition. They would 
say he was a member of Congress, though it was not yet an organ- 
ized body and was not yet engaged in the transaction of the busi- 
ness of the House. That member should have freedom from ar- 
rest until he arrives here, and after coming here the privilege re- 
mains during the session. 

Now, let me suppose another case, and I am surprised that the 
sitting member, Mr. Roberts, has not had the matter tested. 
They were wiser up in Massachusettsin the Hisscase. The mem- 
ber who had been turned out went out and had himself arrested 
and appealed to the courts. Why did not the gentleman from 
Utah have himself arrested in this city for some trifling offense 
and then plead his privilege and have the court determine whether 
or not he was a member of the House of Representatives? How 
short work the court would have made of it. They would have 
said, ‘‘ You are a memberof Congress. You have not been sworn 
in, but you participated in the election of the Speaker, you an- 
swered the roll call, and the question as to whether you have 
been so lost to decency as to be unfit to sit in that body is now 
before a committee of the House of which you are a member.” 

Suppose he had been arrested yesterday and could not now 
appear before this House. The House itself would have resisted 
the breach of its privileges. It would have been a question of 
the rights of the House, so that there is no question that he is a 
member in the meaning of the Constitution. ow, that being so, 
why should he not be expelled if he has been guilty of the offenses 
which the committee find him to have been guilty of? And if we 
are standing now upon the mere order of his going, why bring 
him to the bar and swear him in and then turn him out again? 

Suppose the gentleman did not want to be sworn in after we 
— the minority resolution, but should take the first train to 

Jtah, and on the last day of the Fifty-sixth Congress he should 
come up and offer to take the oath of office? He would be sworn 
in, and then he would be immediately expelled, drawing his sal- 
ary up to the last hour. The mere statement of the proposition, 
it seems to me, is sufficient to refute the idea that we should go 
in this circuitous route in order to accomplish the constitutional 
aEpee, We have the right to expel him, and he ought to be ex- 
pelled. 

Now, let me read from the majority report a moment, because 
I want to say here and now, in order that my position may not be 
misunderstood, that I shall, if necessary, vote for the majority 
oa. and shall so vote on the ground that it is expulsion. 

Sut I prefer that the purpose of expulsion should be made clear 
in the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me just there 
to ask him a question? I am listening to his argument with a 
great deal of interest. Would there be any difficulty even if the 
views of the minority were to obtain or prevail, or how could 
there be any difficulty if the member took the train and went to 
Utah, as you suggest? Why could he not then be expelled just 
as well after he left as if he remained? 

Mr. LACEY. Because it would be held by the House, perhaps, 
that he can not be expelled if the minority resolution should pre- 
vail—that he be seated and then expelled. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the difficulty? I do not see 
where there would be any more difficulty in expelling him then 
than there would be in the beginning. 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty is simply this: The minority say 
that he ought to be expelled, but that he can not be expelled until 
brought to the bar and sworn, Should we adopt that resolution 





now, from my standpoint, he could be expelled, but the House 
would have resolved that he could be expelled only after he had 
been swornin. The difficulty is that he could be expelled after 
having voted for Speaker, and where that vote might have changed 
the organization of the House. He voted for the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson] for Speaker. Now, would my 
friend have any conscientious scruples about holding the office if 
that vote had elected him? I venture to say that he would have 
slept as soundly at night as does the present occupant of the chair, 
against whom the member from Utah cast that vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not finding fault with your argu- 
ment. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand; but my friend is making sugges- 
tions of difficulties; and I am trying to show how easily they can 
be swept away. Now, in order to make my own vote understood 
clearly, I want to say that I think this majority resolution, as was 
said by the gentleman from Ohio, is susceptible of being construed 
as one toexpel. But I think there should be some provision in it 
recognizing the fact that the resolution is one of expulsion. It 
should be stated more clearly and not left to inference. 

The opinion of the majority in their report is based almost 
wholly upon the idea of ineligibility, but the resolution itself says 
nothing about ineligibility; it simply says that “he ought not to 
have or hold a seat” here and ‘‘ his seat is declared vacant.” That 
would be a good resolution of expulsion if it were not for the fact 
that the majority report insists that he can not be expelled. 

Let me read what the gentleman from Ohio and the members 
of the committee with him say: 

Nor are those who assert that expulsion is the remedy necessarily barred 
from voting for the resolution declaring the seat vacant. He must, indeed, 
be technical and narrow in his construction of the Constitution who will not 
admit that if a vote to declare the seat vacant is sustained by a two-thirds 
majority the Constitution is substantiaily complied with. He may not agree 
with the committee that a mere majority can exclude, but he can reserve the 
right to make the point of order that the resolution is not carried if two- 
thirds do not vote for it. 

Now, it is claimed that an unorganized House has the power of 
expulsion simply by calling it ‘‘ exclusion;” that a majority of an 
unorganized House can exclude a member, expel him, and call it 
‘‘exclusion;” but when he gets into full membership it takes a 
two-thirds vote to get him out. Aman has less rights in one case 
than in the other. The constitutional right depends upon how 
far he has progressed. 

The Herbert case is cited. Herbert committed a murder in 
Willard’s Hotel. The majority say, having committed a crime 
after election to Congress, he can be excluded from Congress, 
even after being sworn in, by the majority vote. I suppose, on 
the other hand, if he had committed some crime that “ affected 
his relation to Congress,” then it would take a two-thirds vote. 
If he had murdered a bartender at Willard’s he could be put 
out by a majority vote; if he had murdered a member on the 
floor of the House it would take a two-thirds vote to expel him. 
See the absurdity of the extreme position taken that a man can 
not be expelled until the transaction is coupled with his duties 
in the House. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption’? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Iam with the gentleman; but here is a trouble 
to my mind. I do not think a rule of procedure ought to be 
adopted that can not apply to all the States. Let me mention 
this state of facts. Here Utah is low down on the alphabetical 
line in the call of States. When the States were called, at tlie 
time Utah was reached it would be evident that there was a 
quorum present. — Alabama or any one of the first States 
sent a member here who wasa polygamist. How could you have 
applied that rule as against a polygamist from Alabama or Nort! 
Carolina by holding him up at the bar before a quorum was 
present? 

Mr. LACEY. The roll is called and a quorum is determined to 
be present before the swearing in begins. Every man, whether 
sworn in or not, has a right to vote on the organisation of the 
House, and anyone has a right to object who has filed with the 
Clerk the certificate of his election. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When the Clerk makes rp the rol! 
of the House, has not every man whose name is on the roll, even 
before he is sworn in, a right to object to any other member being 
sworn in? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; and the right is uently exercised. 
An objection was made that the member from Utah was not nat- 
uralized—a good objection if true, unquestionably a sound objec- 
tion, and one that ought to halt him at the threshold of the House. 
While that matter is being investigated it is found that he is liv- 
ing in violation of the compact between Utah and the United 
States. And now, in further answer to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, I want to say that one member can object to the swearing 
in — member, but how can he object if he is not 4 
member 
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y f Missouri. He is a member from the very day 
ones ve certificate, or from the 4th of March; he is as much 
a member as he ever can bea member. d 

Mr. LACEY. I agree with my friend from Missouri. A sug- 
tion is made that it is remarkable that Maine and Missouri 
ee come together. Why, they were admitted into the Union, 
os contract or a compromise, at the same time, and although they 
have not heretofore often been together, they are united now on 
the position that this man ought to be expelled, and they are 
united on the proposition that the formality of taking an oath, 


a mere technical thing, must be performed first. Let us get rid | founded upon the House of Commons. 


of this mere technical proposition and expel the gentleman from 
ee CLARK cf Missouri. If the gentleman from fowa will 
allow me, I want to say that I have no sympathy with the gentle- 
man from Utah, but if I had been his legal adviser I would have 
advised him, the day that we were sworn in, to commence object- 
ine to the first man called, and object clear down through, and 
he would have had the whole concern in a hole. (Laughter. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, he would not, because 
the House has to pass on the objection. 

Mr. LACEY. When the first man from Alabama was called to 
be sworn, the member from Utah would rise and make the objec- 
tion, and the House, whose roll had been called by the Clerk and 
whose names were on the roll, would have voted down the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Utah. And then, when you took up 
the next State and ran down to Iowa and Illinois, and objection 
after objection had been voted down by the House, the members 
of that body, when they got to Utah, and it was stated that this 
member was a polygamist. that he was not naturalized, that he 
was an open violator of the law, and that there was some ques- 
tion under the Edmunds law as to whether he was eligible as a 
member of this House—the House would say, ‘‘ Now, here is 
something that seems to be worthy of consideration. This is not 
a technicality. We will have the question examined first, and 
then decide afterwards what to do with him.” 

That is the safe thing to do when a question of eligibility is in- 
jected into the proposition that the member ought not to be sworn 
in, and that is just what the House did in this case. 

Now, let me read another part of the Constitution, Article IT: 


No Representative shall be appointed an elector. 


The law authorizes States to appoint electors in any way they 
may see fit. They can do it by districts; they can do it by States. 
South Carolina for many years selected her electors by the legis- 
lature. Sup a member of Congress had been chosen as an 
elector who had not yet taken the oath of office, but who was on 
the roll, drawing his pay, exercising every act of membership ex- 
cept that of voting in the House of Representatives. Would he 
not be ineligible under the Constitution of the United States? 
Certainly so. And now why shall we deprive the House of the 
salutary power of expulsion of a member who has not yet taken 
the oath? Does not the greater include the less? 

The Constitution —_ we can ‘‘expel a member.” Can we ex- 
pel a member wholacks some element of qualification? Could we 
expel a member who was insane? Could we expel a member who 
was so —— and wickedly immoral and disorderly on the floor 
of the House that he had not yet been permitted to take the oath 
of office? Could we expel him? Certainly not, they say, because 
he is not a “‘full member.” Wecan expel a full member, but we 
can not expel half aone. We can put a man out of the House 
when he is wholly in; but if he has but a part of his body inside, 
we can not lay a finger upon him. If thecamel gets into the tent, 
hump and all, you can put him out; but if his head only is in the 
tent, you may not smite him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this on the face of it is an attempt to take 
away from the House one of the most salutary and necessary fe- 
straints upon the actions of its members at every stage of the 


P 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
ce. ieee) argues, as I understand him, that as soon as the 

th of arrives after the election every member-elect be- 
comes a member of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. There is no interregnum, 
abhors a vacuum, especially a vacuum in the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very good. I have not finished my 
question. Now, when we come together and start in to legislate, 
here is a man who absolutely refuses, either by oath or affirma- 
tion, to take the prescribed oath. Although he has drawn his pay 
and franked his letters, he refuses to take the oath. We come to 
vote on the enactment of laws. Is that man entitled to vote? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not, and he is not entitled to vote if 
he is not here, either. He is not entitled to vote if he does not 
om re his hotel in time in the morning. He must answer in 


Mr. RAY of New York. If he is here and claims his right to 
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— a member of this House, why is not that man entitled to 
vote: 

Mr. LACEY. Because he has not yet taken the oath of office. 
That is a very simple proposition. The Constitution says that 
members shall ‘*be bound by oath er aflirmation to support the 
Constitution of the United States.” It is their duty to support 
the Constitution after they take the oath; and if they do not, they 
can be expelled, and the power of the House is unlimited, except 
that there shall be a two-thirds vote. The House of Commons in 
Great Britain could expel a man for anything, and this House is 
When the Constitution 
was prepared the proposition to expel a member was inserted just 
as it was construed in the unwritten constitution of Great Britain, 
and but one limitation was put upon it, an absolutely safe one, 
namely, that before a member can be expelled there must be a 
two-thirds vote. No party having a two-thirds majority in the 
House will ever attempt to strengthen that majority by simply 
putting a member out of the House. So it is safe to trust the 
question of expulsion without any other limit than the two-thirds 
vote required to accomplish that result. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. The gentleman from [owa says that 
the member, after the 4th of March, is a member as distinguished 
from a member-elect. Is it not a fact that all of the statutes en- 
acted by Congress referring to him, to wit, the statute authoriz- 
ing him to draw his pay, the statute giving him the franking 
privilege, the statute authorizing him to have a clerk, and all of 
vs other statutes refer to him not as a member, but asa member- 
elect? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. A member-elect, after November, 
after he is elected, has the franking privilege before his predeces- 
sor goes out, You exercised that privilege from last November 
until the 4thof March. You had no other privilege, but you had 
that privilege as a member-elect. 

Now, let me putacase. The statute says a member of Con- 
gress who receives a bribe shall be punished. Will you say that 
a member of Congress elected, and whose term of office began on 
the 4th of March, and whoon the 5th of March, nearly nine 
months before he takes his seat in the House, accepts a bribe can 
not be punished because he has not yet been sworn in? The courts 
would make short work of a plea like that. They would say, 
‘This defendant is a member of Congress. He has violated the 
laws of the land. He has accepted a bribe, and the plea that he 
has not gone through the formality of taking an oath will not 
permit him to escape.” 

Suppose a man wants to get out of Congress before the 4th day 
of December? A member of this body was elected governor of 
Maryland. He was not inaugurated until some time in January 
Suppose the laws of Maryland required that the inauguration 
should be in October, or the first Saties in December. How 
would he have got out of Congress? By tendering his resignation. 
Why? Because he is a member, and tendered his resignation as 
such, and the place to which he was elected then becomes vacant; 
and without waiting for this body to organize, the governor of 
the State of Maryland can go on and call a special election to fill 
the place vacated by him. 

Mr. SIMS. Did not the Hon. Thomas B. Reed do that very thing 
this last summer? 

Mr. LACEY. I thank my friend for the suggestion. There 
was a notable instance. There was a vacancy made, a big va- 
cancy, @ vacancy that the whole country appreciated, when one 
of the greatest men who ever lived in this country went out of 
this House. We filled that vacancy well; but when Thomas B. 
Reed went out he did not wait to be swornin. He tendered his 
resignation, and the governor of the State of Maine called a 
special election and the place was filled by the estimable and able 
gentleman who now occupies thet seat. So, treat it as you may, 
everywhere the word ‘‘member” means a man who has been 
elected to a seat in the House, unless we make an exception when 
we come to the question of expelling him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 want to ask the gentleman, because I 
am profoundly interested in his argument, what would be the 
status of a member elected in November, 1898, at the last elec- 
tion, who on the 10th of March accepted a bribe? Suppose it was 
notoriously well known that he had accepted that bribe, and later 
he accepted another bribe on the 10th of April, and another on 
the 10th of May. Suppose it was published and well known that 
he had done this, and he did not present himself here on the first 
Monday in December to be sworn, but continued to absent him- 
self. How would we get rid of him in that case unless the gen- 
tleman’s argument is correct? What answer would the gentle- 
man make to the question, How can you get rid of him except by 
expulsion? 

r. LACEY. I see no other way, and I have no difficulty in 
taking that course. I have no pride of opinion about this, We 
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all know how natural it is for men who have once taken a position 
to adhere to it. We have heard both these resolutions. Both of 
them may be construed as resolutions of expulsion. Ihavelistened 
to the argument of the chairman of the committee, and feel more 
confirmed in my view that the proper remedy is the plain consti- 
tutional one which says we may expel a member. Supposea mem- 
ber were disqualified from holding the office. Would you say that 
he could not be expelled because of the disqualification? 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRIS. Adverting to the question asked by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee a moment ago, if a man should be convicted 
of having received a bribe, there is a law on the statute book which 
disqualifies that man—— 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRIS (continuing). From holding any office of honor, 
trust, or emolument under the Government. Now, admit, if you 
lease, for the present, that a member of Congress had accepted a 

colbe, would not the proper method 

Mr. LACEY. I have been claiming and arguing that he did. 

Mr. MORRIS. I suggest to the gentleman that the statute 
would convict him, and that instead of expelling him the proper 
method would be—— 

Mr. LACEY. He could avoid it. . 

Mr. MORRIS. But suppose he is indicted and convicted; then 
the House must act upon it. Does the gentleman still think he 
would still be a member? 

Mr. LACEY. He would. Suppose he should get a pardon and 
come to the bar of the House and ask to beswornin. No objec- 
tion is made, and the Houseshouldseat him, Could not the House 
thereafter expel him? 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman permit another question? 
Suppose that a man is elected to this House who is 21 years of age 
only. Now, he is certified here by the governor as being elected; 
he is placed on the roll of the House, enjoys the franking privi- 
lege, and receives pay up to the meeting of the House; and yet 
when Congress meets it is suggested here, showing to the satis- 
faction of the House, that he is only 21 years of age—— 

Mr. LACEY. He is not eligible. 

Mr. MORRIS (continaing). Would you have to expel that 
man? 

Mr. LACEY. He would stand, as I said, as being disqualified 
under the Constitution. He could be excluded as disqualified. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr, LACEY, Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Now,suppose that he had violated the stat- 
ute, as of course the gentleman will contend he does, does it not 
disqualify him under the provisions of the Constitution? 

Mr. LACEY, Well, that involves another question, and I do 
not care to take the time of the House upon it. I have always 
thought that at common law the right to disqualify for crimes 
existed. You can take a man’s right of suffrage away for crime. 
You can take away that which is more sacred than a seat on 
this floor when you take away his vote and take it away for 
crime. I say that question has no relevancy to this issue. Pos- 
sibly Congress could pass a law that a bigamist might not be eli- 
gible from any State, I think that a proper remedy would be 
expulsion in either event, unless by law or by the Constitution 
express ineligibility had been created for that crime. 

he Edmunds-Tucker Act does not apply; itonly applied to that 
Territory when Territorial conditions existed, and disappeared 
when it was admitted into the Union. We can not oie one 
statutory rule for eligibility for lowa and another rule for Utah. 
I am in hearty sympathy with the proposition made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [{ Mr. Lanpis} that hereis a violation of the com- 
pact between Utah and the United States that will be ground for 
expulsion, and ground to say to Utah, ‘‘ When you senda man here 
who will live up in good faith to the pledge you have taken you 
can have representation, and not otherwise,” 

I was in the House when Utah was admitted. I voted upon the 
assurance of eminent gentlemen, in whom I had the utmost confi- 
dence, that polygamy had been abandoned and there would be no 
further trouble about it. We find now, in the face of that pledge, 
a polygamist is elected by the majority of the voters of Utah. It 
is said that a large number of gentiles voted for him. I was in 
Utah last summer, and gentiles came to me and said, ** We voted 
for Roberts in order to force upon the House of Representatives 
the proposition as to whether a man would be permitted to retain 
a seat as a Representative of the State who was violating the laws 
of Utah and violating the laws of the United States.” 

Suppose he came down here now with his three wives and his 
three increasing families, short work would be made of him by 
the criminal law in the District of Columbia, because he would 
subject himself to the jurisdiction of the Edmunds-Tucker Act. 
The United States has exclusive jurisdiction here, 
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Nearly every leading member in this House on both sides was 
asked before Congress met, ‘‘ How will you get rid of Roberts?” 
That was the proposition, and almost every man answered, ‘ |}y 
expulsion.” That answer, which naturally rises to the lips of any 
ordinarily good lawyer, is a pretty safe principle of law to follow, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion 
right there? I want to say this: I do not know how many peti- 
tions the gentleman had, but I had some from my district that 
were sent out for the purpose, and which contained two printed 

yropositions, sent out with notes or instructions how they should 
be signed. They simply contained the two propositions—tirst, 
that we should expel Roberts for being a ae pee by a two- 
thirds vote of the House, and next, that we should make polygamy 
a constitutional disqualification. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee how many resolutions making a member 
of Congress ineligible for being a polygamist they have before 
his committee? 

Mr. RAY of New York. There have been several resolutions 
introduced pene polygamy in the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. The object of these resolutions was to render in- 
eligible members because of polygamy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If my friend will allow me, he is a clear- 
headed lawyer, and I would like his discriminating judgment on 
the two provisionsin the Constitution—first, the oath which relates 
to the President and the oath which relates to the members, | 
read from Article II: 

Before he enter on the execution of his office, he shall take the follow- 
ing oath or affirmation. 

It says, mark you, before he enters upon the office. Now then, 
on page 23 the language in relation to members is wholly differ- 
ent. It says: 

‘‘The Senators and Representatives before mentioned,” mem- 
bers, etc., ‘‘shall be bound by oath or affirmation, to support this 
Constitution.” Not before they enter upon their office, but ‘shall 
be bound by oath or a tion, to support this Constitution.” 

Mr. LACEY. Itisnotacondition precedent. Wehave a strik- 
ing illustration, Mr. Speaker, of the views of this body in the lat- 
ter end of the second session of a Congress when a committee is 
selected to sit during the recess and take testimony and discuss 
any problem. Such committee is always selected from gentlemen 
who have been elected to the next Congress. They enter upon the 
duties connected with that committee after the 4thof March. We 
have instances of that kind often, Sometimes a caucus does the 
same thing. A caucus of one side of this body selected a number 
of members of the next Congress to prepare a financial bill. They 
got together because they were members of Congress. 

Mr, BARTLETT. Thereisa po in the laws of Congress 
which provides that at the end of each Congress the Speaker shal! 
appoint three members from those elec to make up the com- 
mittee that shall audit the accounts between the adjournment of 
ore Congress and the commencement of the next, and those mem- 
bers that act are three members who have never been sworn. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; but they are members of Congress. 
Suppose these gentlemen auditing the accounts should make a 
false return, and money should be drawn, with their knowledge 
and consent, out of the contingent fund in violation of the law. 
Could we expel them? Could they come into the House and say, 
‘*We are not members; what we did we did merely as a matter of 
courtesy?” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House longer. 
I have spoken longer than I intended, and had it not been for the 
interruptions I should not have spoken solong. Theterm of office 
is two years. The statute defines when it shall begin—it shall 
begin on the 4th of March. Now they claim the person elected 
has been nine months with his time running, but without being 
a member. 

And if he is a member, if he has violated the principles of our 
civilization, we have the right to expel him from this House, and 
o uae has already shown that the two-thirds vote is available 

or that p > 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I am not satisfied with the gentleman's 
answer. I understand that we have a statute which makes any- 
one accepting a bribe incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under the United States. Now, having such a statute, the 
validity of which I understand the gentleman to admit—— 

Mr. LACEY. LI assert it. 

Mr, SOUTHARD. If he is incapable of holding an office, why 
does it become necessary to admit him and then expel him, or to 
expel him otherwise than to exclude him? 

r. LACEY. Why, for the simple reason that this body makes 
up its roll. It makes up a of that ineligibility, and it 
could date back this expulsion to the hour of his conviction, 
unquestionably, 

r. MORRIS, Would it require two-thirds? 

Mr. LACEY. petaeaty it would require two-thirds on the 
question of expulsion, but it would not be necessary in case of the 
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: ibe ause the statute declares him ineligible. 
receiver 6 peeamnitted an offense that did not disqualify 
him excepting in the eyes of all honest men, and that the law did 

snder him ineligible. Then the House would have to act, 
= po 1d only act from the hour of its action, and could not make 
it relate back to the original prosecution, upon which the action 
; i ded. 
“> Howe 5. ‘Thea, according to the gentleman's argument, 
he would expel a man that a majority cou! d exclude. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, certainly; a majority could exclude a man 

aa jority might do something even stronger. He 

1atwo-thirds majority mg , . 
= ian an act for which he could be excluded, as rendering him 
ineligible. He can be expelled for that same act, because there is 

» limitation of it in the Constitution as to what he can be ex- 
pelled for, excepting that there must be two-thirds of the House 
Poncurring in the expulsion. . 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Then does the gentleman hold that this 
House has not the power to do, with reference to its own member- 
ship, what it might obtain power to do by an act of Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. This House has, for the purpose of expulsion, 
absolutely no limitation excepting the limitations that prevailedin 
the House of Commons and the limitation added by the Constitu- 
tion that the expulsion must be enforced by a two-thirds vote. 
Now, that being the case, I say a man may be expelled for that 
for which he might also be excluded. _ 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, it is not for the purpose of 
making any argument in this case that I take two or three min- 
ntes from the House. I am unfortunately compelled by impor- 
tant business in Cincinnati to leave the city this afternoon and 
will not be present at the vote to-morrow. I wish to put it on 
record, though, that as the Representative of my district I think 
I voice the sentiments of my entire constituency in —— 
the majority report in this case. Through the courtesy of one of 
the gentlemen who support the minority report, I have been ena- 
bled to obtain a live pair; so that while my vote will not appear 
in the RecorD, yet, in accordance with my own judgment as to 
the action of this House, and in accordance with the sentiments 
of my constituents, I shall at least have the satisfaction of know- 
ing that the vote by which final action is taken will not be dimin- 
ished. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the committee is agreed 
as to the facts. It is that the gentleman elect, or the 

entleman from Utah, whichever it may turn out to be, is the 
cubend of three wives, the father of two sets of children; that 
he was convicted under the Edmunds Act and the Edmunds- 
Tucker Act of illegal cohabitation, and that he served the sentence 
that was pronounced as a punishment, except that of disfranchise- 
ment and being rendered incapable of holding office. 

The committee is also agreed that, by reason of these facts so 
found, the gentleman is not entitled to remain as a member of 
this House. It is now a question of procedure. The majority of 
your committee says it is legal, it is constitutional, it is orderly 
to meet the gentleman and exclude him without the administra- 
tion of the oath. The minority says he should not be excluded; 
that the Constitution a that the oath should be adminis- 
oes and after the oath has been administered he should be ex- 
pelled, 

Mr. Speaker, I have always prided myself on being a strict con- 
structionist of the Constitution; yet I am one of those who believe 
this House has the constitutional right to exclude the member 
a Km ms a the administration of the oath and be within 
constitutio 

_I confess, Mr. Speaker, I not only believe this House has the 
right to exclude without the administration of the oath, but 
I believe it has equally the same right to expel this or any other 
member after he ad the oath administered to him. I would 
place one on one section of the Constitution and the other on 
another, which I will quote in a very few moments, 

The right to exclude, on section 5, Article I, of the Constitution: 
“Each io shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members.” 

Same section: ‘‘Each House may determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with 
the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member.” : 
why he daguld noe nettle esate thie Simeon eras at 

f ‘ can not stop 
to discuss them all. Itis agreed that he is constitutionally unfit 
to sit as a member, the majority as that he should not 
enter the House; the minority that he should be entitled to enter 
and take a solemn oath to support the Constitution of the United 
an 80 lo jee - _ be a member, and the very next minute 

him. use, 

We are egret I take it, not only as members of the committee, 
but as members of the House, that we will part company with 


as soon as the vote is taken and that he shall do no act as a 


member of this House, and I confess, so far as the action of this 


House is concerned, when I discuss the question whether he should 
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other side, equally as strong, equally as e 
other view: but I can not particularly agree with either, although 





be excluded or expelled, | feel as though I am entering on the task 
of discussing practically the difference between tweedledum and 
tweedledee. [Applause and laughter. | 


Mr. Speaker, the legal profession always boasts that the law 


does not require the citizen to do any foolish or unnecessary things. 


Yet you who take the position of the minority must take the 


position that the Constitution, by which we test all the laws that 
are enacted, requires of this great body, the American House of 


Representatives, to do that thing which is both foolish and un- 
necessary. The question of compact I do not care to discuss and 
will only pass it by with a word, 

I was charmed yesterday and spellbound by the logic and elo- 


quence of the gentleman from Maine | Mr. LirrLerieLp} when he 
discussed the question of the compact between the State of Utah 


and the United States when it was admitted to the Union: and 
this morning my colleague from Indiana — LANDIS] upon the 
oquent, presented the 


I agree with each as to his conclusion. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLErIELD] yesterday said 
that during the war of the rebellion millions of money and thou- 


sands of lives had been sacrificed for the purpose of establishing 


the doctrine of the unity of the statehood. Il agree with him, but 
it does not lead me for that reason to the same point that it leads 
the gentleman from Maine, that if, perchance, a State should 
live in violation of the laws of the Union, would administer no 
law, would not extend justice through the courts, would abandon 
the courts, would defy both Congress and the Constitution, it 
thereby follows that they have the right to come to this lawmak- 
ing power and say that they shall have representation. 1 do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that the war was waged to establish such a 
doctrine, 

The gentleman’s contention drives us to the conclusion that if 
the charges are proven that the President has appointed post- 
masters in Utah who are polygamists, thereby rendering them 


incompetent and unfit to hold the office of postmaster—that if 


they came with a certificate from the State of Utah they would 
be entitled to be sworn as members in the great American House 
of Congress. It will not now be contended that they or the 
member-elect from Utah would be eligible to hold any office in 
any of the Territories or the District of Columbia, yet the minority 
position is that Mr. Roberts is entitled to be sworn to make the 
laws for the Territories where he could not vote and would not 
be permitted to hold office that he might help create. 

Such construction of the Constitution would guard all the minor 
offices and leave the lawmaking power without such safeguard. 
[Applause. } 

I can not agree with such argument, but [ fully agree that thero 
is no power in the State to sever the Union. Upon the other hand, 
I would say if a State in the Union was living in violation of the 
law, not only in violation but in utter disregard of the law, they 
would have no right to come to the lawmaking power and say, 
‘*T am entitled to representation.” I believe not only in an indis- 
soluble Union, but I believe the lawmaking power under such 
circumstances has the right to say, when you have abandoned the 
law, or when you defy the law, ‘‘ You shall not help make the 
law.” The Constitution is strong enough to hold and retain you, 
and is strong enough to demand obedience to the laws of the State 
as well as the individual. I may say toa State, ‘‘ You shall not 
have representation in making the laws until you are willing to 
enforce the law and the Constitution and stop your defiance.” 

Mr. Speaker, I can not follow the gentleman from Maine in 
his reasoning, although I agree with his conclusion; nor can I fol- 
low the distinguished gentleman from Indiana in his statement of 
facts. He reads eloquently, and says that the gentleman who 
represented Utah upon the floor of this House when the debate was 
going on ‘‘ might have said.” He reads eloquently, and says that 
a certain citizen, high in the State, high in the participation of the 
church government, is living in polygamous relations with three 
wives, four wives, or five wives. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, yet this committee, presided over 
by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayYLrer] as its 
chairman, associated with the other lawyers on the cominittee, 
when the gentleman from Utah, Mr. Roberts, asked the question 
whether it would be permissible to inquire into the relation of the 
State of Utah to this question, unanimously decided that it could 
not be done and that no such inquiry would be made. I can 
neither agree with the argument of the gentleman from Maine 
nor with the facts as stated by the gentleman from Indiana. The 
committee said the State should not be heard in that inquiry, and 
no inquiry was made. 

To brand the State of Utah as disloyal to this particular statute, 
to charge a State as now permitting polygamous relations in de- 
fiance of the law, when no such thing was found and not inquired 
into by the committee, does not meet my approval and was not 
contemplated by the resolution under which the special commit- 
tee was appointed. Upon the other hand, I make bold to assert, 
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from the evidence that was given before the committee, that so 
far as the State of Utah is concerned, the doctrine of polygamy is 
abandoned, it is a back number, a thing of the past. There are 
some sporadic cases, and perhaps will be, but the evidence given 
before the committee showed that the people of Utah were not 
only loyal during the Spanish war, but they have been loyal to 
this statute against polygamy, except in incidental cases. [Ap- 
ylause. 3 

' Mr. ee the country being excited and investigating ear- 
nestly the question of polygamy, it is unfair and unjust to the 
State of Utah to make the statement of facts as did the gentleman 
from Indiana. B 

I beg pardon for having taken thus much of the time on a ques- 
tion that I do not think figures in the conclusion. I desire while 
I shall occupy the floor to discuss the question whether or not 
this body has the right to pine any limitation upon the member- 
ship beyond the three—that of citizenship, age, and residence. 
As I said a moment ago, I believe the founders never meant that 
we should be put in the attitude of doing the foolish and unnec- 
essary thing that the gentlemen who represent the minority oy 
we must do—‘‘swear him in only as a matter of form, then kic 
him out.” The Constitution r $ 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
of 25 years, and been seven yearsa citizen of the United States, and who shall 
not. when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be chosen. 

It is insisted that these three qualifications are the alpha and 
omega. Itisinsisted by the gentlemen who represent the minority 
that Congress—and by Congress I mean the Senate and the House— 
can not add to these qualifications. I insist under any common- 
sense reasoning, and under the precedents in the yn of 
Congress, that the Senate and the House may add to the disquali- 
fications. I insist not only that Congress may do it, but the House 
must inquire as to qualifications of its members and shall judge of 
the qualifications, Our law is the Constitution. No manis more 
faithful in his adherence to it than I; I respect every line and ut- 
terance, and do not believe the founders meant by this expression 
that having these three qualifications none other should be re- 
quired, but that the member should have at least these three quali- 
fications, 

If it meant that, it would have been so easily said; but that does 
not argue for much. Let us follow it a little further. Why did 
they do it? Now, I shall refer for a few moments to the conven- 
tion and the discussion and debates on the cccasion of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. I can onlyrefer to them in a casual way. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, will some gentleman 
of the minority tell me what particular glory, what significance, 
attaches to the year or age of 25? Will some gentleman tell me 
what significance attaches to the question of residence for seven 
years? I believe from the debates that we can fairly infer. 

We all know that in England the people had been in the habit 
of sending to their lawmaking power young men, minors who 
were not matured, minors who were not capable of comprehend- 
ing the Government and legislating for its best interests. They 
had not only been doing that, but nonresidents, alien citizens, 
had been sent to Parliament for the purpose of making laws. I 
believe, and take it not only from my judgment, but from the 
reasonings on that occasion and from the debates, that the real 
purpose of the founders in enacting the Constitution was to make 
a concise statementand guard t the aang <b foreigners 
controlling the Republic. I believe the reason of that fixed limit 
upon citizenship was in order that aliens and nonresidents might 
be shut out from the great American House of Con for a 
period of time until they should become Ameri and catch 
the spirit of the Republic. [Applause.] 

If, Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House, for some reason it 
was apparent that aliens were about to, or had, come to this 
country until they would control the ballot, a class of aliens that 
the members of this House would deem to be us in the 
control of the ne ove of this nation if the limit of 
citizenship be extended beyond seven years, do you believe the 
founders meant that we should never change the limit of seven 
years? Do you mean to say that the founders meant that you 
should not extend the limit to ten, fifteen, twenty, or any num- 
ber of years that is n to maintain the Republic in its origi- 
nal glory and keep it out of the hands of any ele- 
men 

What is there sacred, therefore, about seven years’ residence? 
It was simply a term fixed, and the founders said and meant that 
the ee — at —— a these qualifications and 
any other necessary © welfare of the Republic, U that 
line let us follow it a little further before we come to precedents 
and see what the Constitution itself says upon the subject. It 
says the House shall be the jpdge of the election and the qualifi- 
cation of its members. The House shall be the judge of the quali- 
fications of its members. The qualification certain] 





mean whether he is simply seven years a resident of the United 
States, etc., but that the member shall have such qualifications as 


y does not | lish 
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will maintain the Republic in its original liberty-loving spirit. 
and, if necessary, to increase it from seven years to ten years, o; 
whatever number required for the welfare of the Republic. 

So if you say that - shall only have the right to require this. 
queaneeem you shut off the right of the House, you forec))s. 
- e ability of the House to judge of the qualification of its m..). 

Ts. 

Some gentlemen say this is dangerous unless you tie it to tho 
Constitution. Isayno. These members about meare not sim)|y 
357 men, they are 357 Representatives, each representing al) ut 
one-fourth of a million people, and voting for them on all oc«,- 
sions. Aye, gentlemen, the 357 men who represent the different 
sections of this country are the House, are the Republic itse|;. 
and yet you tell me that you can so surround the members by {he 
Constitution, by a law, or by any facts that would prevent them 
from ruining this country if they sought to do it; you tell me yoy 
have undertaken a task that can not be accomplished. No law 
could prevent revolution if this House should undertake it, Y.y 
may as well think of self-destruction. 

Power must be lodged somewhere, and the fathers lodged it with 
the Se in a representative Government—a Govyern- 
ment that has proven almost perfect, aGovernmentthat has proven 
to be the strongest Government on the face of the earth, not only 
in times of war, but in times of peace, one based on the greatest 
liberty to the greatest number consistent with the general welf:re. 

Mr. Speaker, let_ me follow this question a little further on the 
te a as to whether or not there are any other than the threw 
qualifications that may be oe If I can establish a proposi- 
tion—and I think I can, both from logic and from the adjudicated 
cases, as well as the statutesof the United States—that Congress— 
the House and the Senate—may make other disqualifications, | i)! 
haveaccomplished that which [ undertook. When I have done it, [ 
have fully met the arguments of the gentlemen who say that tlicse 
three are the beginning and the end. 

I may refer in a casual manner to the test oath that was required 
at the close of the war. What was that oath? I will not stop to 
repeat it, but it was a disqualification to some people; that is to 
say, those who could not accept the oath were disqualified. Then 
Congress, the House and the Senate, said that certain people were 
not qualified to be members of the House of Representatives. 
They were 25 years of age; they had resided in the United States 
more than seven years; they represented the State from which 
they held a certificate; and yet there was a class of people that 
Congress said could not represent the people upon the floor of this 
House by reason of disqualifications not mentioned in the Constitu- 
tion. I need not follow that further, for I have to hurry on. It 
was uiesced in as being not only humane but just and goul 
law, and in accordance with the Constitution. is shows that 
not only other disqualifications may be made, but that they have 
been made. Let me follow it just a little further. 

We have a statute—section 5500 of the United States Statutes— 
which says: 

Any member of either House of Congress who accepts, or receives 
any money, or any promise, contract, undertaking, obligation, gratuity. or 
security for the payment of money, or for the delivery or conveyance of any- 
thing of value, either before or after he has been qualified or taken his 
seat as such member, with intent to have his vote or decision on any ques- 
tion, matter, cause, or procee which may be at any time pending in 


either House, or before any c ttee thereof, influen thereby, shal! be 


punished by a fine not more than three times the amount asked, accepted, or 


received, and by imprisonment not more than three years. 
Another section, 5502, reads as follows: 
Every member, sesene, oe person convicted under the provisions of the 
oO 


two preceding sections who holds any place of profit or trust shall forfeit Lis 
office or place, and shall thereafter be forever pyeeeet from holding any 
office of , trust, or profit under the United States. 


Section 5502 says that any member who is convicted shall for- 
ever be prohibited from holding any office, yet a member might 
be 25 years of age and might have been a resident seven years 
and come to represent the State from which he holds the cer'iii- 
cate, and yet there is a barrier that has been erected against him 
because he has accepted a bribe, etc. Does not this, gentlemen of 
the House, without pursuing this part of the question very muc! 
f , indicate clearly not only that the lawmaking power 0! 
the Senate and the House has authority to do it, but that it jas 
done that which fixes a disqualification? es 

Perhaps no man has been _ that offense, but it is within 
the — ¥ of human bilities some member might be, ani 
if any member might be ualified, the disqualificatior is adiled 
and the effect of it is to say that not oe three qualifications 
are required, but in effect says he should not be a taker. li 
that is true, then by statute disqualifications have been added. 
ee non eae done by Con- 
grows. t precludes some persons who are and have what seems ‘0 
o the can a eer ea stated in the eierend es the 
nited States, thus showing that Congress may judge and es!.1)- 
disqualifications. 


It would be an seein aeeke residence, age, and citizenship 
should be the full test of the requirements, or, in other words, i! 
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might or may come up, are to be ex- 
all ae, - mate ee founders of our Government meant 
cluded. ah see the great wisdom they displayed along all other 
this, when “ou think that they were willing to tie the hands of 
— ‘os that a bribe taker, an enemy of the Government, a 
Congr on would strike down the Government itself, should be ad- 
man . for the purpose of making the laws of the country when 
ae wld be precluded from holding evena post-office? Gentle- 
= Of this House, I have no — nmy mind that the founders 
my meant, when they said he should have these qualifications, 
that he should have at least these qualifications and as many 
nore as the great American Congress, consisting of both the House 
and the Senate, mightadd. I do not think I put th 

When I assert that proposition o no ink I put the great 
American Government in a@ position, on any occasion for the next 
hundred or thousand years, when there will be danger that a bad 
precedent will affect the Government itself. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the reason these gentlemen say these three 

ualifications are the only disqualifications is because three have 
been named, and that the naming of some, by rule of construction, 
means the exclusion of all others. That may mean the exclusion 
of all others oritmaynot. Take the instrument itself, andif from 
that you can fairly discern that it meant to exclude all others, 
that is the proper rule of construction; but take the instrument 
itself and fairly conclude that is not the purpose, then that is not 
the rule of construction. aes 

Gentlemen of this House, the Constitution shows that that was 
not the intention. It says the House shall be the judge of the 
qualifications of the members. If it means the qualifications of 
members as indicated in the Constitution, the three that are stated 
negatively, how easy it would have been to have said it. _ 

eferring to another section of the Constitution, which pro- 
vides that each member shall be bound by an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States, there is one requirement that 
is stated in the oath. TheConstitution requires one thing, tosup- 
port the Constitution of the United States. Yet but a short time 
ago, and under this very same rule of construction, the American 
House of Representatives and the Senate applied what is knowh 
as the test oath, in addition, not only to support the Constitution 
of the United States, but it required an oath of loyalty as well. 

And, gentlemen of the House, this House has not only held that 
that was legitimate, but has gone further and said that if per- 
chance any gentleman was willing, with a dormant conscience, to 
take the oath and not do it in good faith, it was legitimate and 
right to have that member stand aside until that question could 
be inquired into. 

Not only is that true, gentlemen, but every one of you, when 
you took the oath on the 4th day of December, 1899, not only took 
the oath required by the Constitution that you would ay the 
Constitution of the United States, but you took the oath—I can 
not now repeat in whole—but the oath which contained the pro- 
vision that you would defend the Constitution against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic. If you apply the rule of construction 
which is urged by gentlemen of the minority, and insist that the 
naming of one requisite means the exclusion of all others, then 
when the Constitution said you should swear to support it you 


were up to the limit, you were as much at the alpha and omega |. 


as you were when you read the Constitution and said that a mem- 
ber should have at least these three requisites. Yet you came 
here believing you were taking a constitutional oath, one that 
you had not only the right to take, but that it was the duty and 
the pleasure of the Speaker of this House to administer to every 
member; and had any member refused to take that oath and 
sought to drop back on the Constitution, there is not a member 
of this august body who would have said he was entitled to take 
it in his own way. 

The Constitution itself, then, gentlemen, refutes the argument 
that itisallincluded. In addition to the extended oath, you have 
the Constitution, saying that you are the judges of the qualifica- 
tions. Aye, you not only have that right, but you have the in- 
stance of the oath itself. So, gentlemen of this House, I feel that 
I was warranted in the proposition that Congress may administer 
the oath; but I was as equally justified in the proposition that 
this House may either expel or reject a member and refuse him 
the oath. This you do under the broad proposition of the Consti- 
tution that you are the judges of the qualitications of the mem- 
bers; and if you find a man is not qualified as a member, under 
this language of the Constitution, you may reject him and say, 

You are not qualified.” If, upon the other hand, you admit his 
qualification and say, “Although qualified, your conduct has been 
such as to degrade a in the eyes of the House and the great 
— ,” the Constitution says he may be expelled, two- 

g therein. 

I believe that, as much as I believe the honest construction of 
any instrument, the House may, in the exercise of its right as 
the judge of the qualification of members, exclude at the door 
any member, whether he be traitor to the whole law of the land or 
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barely of age; you shall send us none but such as are fiveand twenty. 
of you have elected persons just naturalized; you shall not elect 
House who have not been some seven years citizens of the United States. 
Sometimes mere sojourners and transient persons have been clothed w 
legislative authority. 
as inhabitants. 


proposition excludes or implies others, we must look 
ores, the subject-matter, the objects, and the scope of the instrument. 
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to any one section of the statute that in the judgment of the 
House affects his qualifications. 
John Randolph, in the House of Representatives, said: 


I am not without authority. 


If the Constitution had meant (as was contended) to have settled the quali 


fications of members, its words would have naturally run thus: “ Every per- 
son who has attained the age of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of 
the United States, and who shall, when elected, be an i i 
from which he shall be chosen, shall be eligible to a seat in the House of Rep 
resentatives.”’ 

House, the Constitution merely enumerated a few disqualifications within 
which the States were left to act. 


nhabitant of the State 
But so far from fixing the qualifications of members of that 


It is said to the States, you have been in the habit of electing young men 
Some 
any to this 
th 
You shall elect none whom your laws do not consider 


Story says (Constitution, section 448): 
The truth is, that in order to ascertain how far an affirmative or negative 
to the fature of the 


hese, and these only, can properly determine the rule of construction 


There can be no doubt that an affirmative grant of powers in many cases will 
imply an exclusion of all others. 


Then, Mr. Speaker, along that same line, at the close of the 


war, when it was urged that the question of disloyalty would 
arise, President Grant in a message said that a vigilant House 


would control and see that this Government was kept in the 
hands of loyal people. It was then followed by legislation along 
the same line, and that, thank God, like polygamy, is a back 
number and out of the question. The President in his message 
said: 

In the admission of Senators and Representatives from all of the States 
there can be no just ground of apprehension that persons who are disloyal 
will be clothed with the powers of legislation, for this could not happen 
when the Constitution and the laws are enforced by a vigilant and faithful 
Congress. Each House is made the jadge of the election, qualifications, and 
returns of its own members, and may, with the concurrence of two-thirds, 
expela member. When a Senator or Representativy e presents his certificate 
ot election, he may at once be admitted or rejected; or, should there be any 
question as to his eligibility, his credentials may be referred for investiga- 
tion to the appropriate committee. If admitted to a seat, it must be upon 
evidence satisfactory to the House of which he thus becomes a member that 
he possesses the requisite constitutional and legal qualifications. If refused 
admission as a member for want of due allegiance tothe Government and 
returned to his constituents, they are admonished that none but persons 
loyal to the United States will be allowed a voice in the legislative councils 
of the nation, andthe political power and moral influence of Congress are 
thus effectively exerted in the interest of loyalty to the Government of the 
United States and fidelity to the Union. 

I am now discussing whether or not we have the constitutional 
right tosay at the threshold, ‘‘ This House will judge of the qualifi- 
cations of its members.” The distinguished gentleman from Maine 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD] yesterday, in discussing the statement of Mr. 

omeroy upon that question, belittled him asan authority in com- 
— to the great constitutional lawyer, Mr. Story. 1 would, 

owever, remind him that Mr. Pomeroy is a respectable lawyer. 
His work is not only found, I take it, in the magnificent library 
of the gentleman from Maine, but in nearly every respectable 
library from Maine to California. Here is a respectable author, 
and although he has already been so forcibly quoted by the chair- 
man of this committee, I will refer to his words, strong and in 
point. 

In Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, third edition, page 138, is the 
following: 

The power given to the Senate and to the House of Representatives, each 
to pass upon the validity of the elections of its own members and upon their 
personal qualifications, seems to be unbounded. But I am very strongly of 
the opinion that the two Houses together, as one House, can not pass any 
statute containing a general rule by which the qualifications of members as 
described in the Constitution are either added toor lessened. Suchastatute 
would not seem to be a judgment of each House upon the qualifications of its 
own members, but a judgment upon the qualifications of the members of the 
other branch. The power is sufficiently broad as it stands. Indeed, there is 
absolutely no restraint upon its exercise except the responsibility of the 
Representatives to their constituents. Under it the House inquires into the 
validity of the elections, going behind the certificates of the election officers, 
examining the witnesses, and deciding whether the sitting member or the 
contestant received a majority of legal votes. The House has also applied 
the test of personal loyalty to those claiming to be duly elected Representa 
tives, deeming this one of the qualifications of which it might judge. 

Mr. Cushing, page 195, section 447, says: 

To the disqualifications of this kind ay be added those which may result 
from the commission of some crime which would render the member 
ineligible. 

In 1867, when the members-elect from the State of Kentucky 
presented themselves to be sworn, objection was raised on the 
grounds of disloyalty; they were required to stand aside; their 
credentials were referred to the Committee on Elections for in- 
vestigation and report. _ 

Mr. Dawes, chairman, in his report, said: 

The committee are of the opinion that no person who has been engaged in 
armed hostility to the Government of the United States, or who has given 
aid and comfort to its enemies during the late rebellion, ought to be permitted 
to be sworn as a member of this House, and that any specific and appar- 
ently well-grounded charge of personal disloyalty made against a person 

ng a seat asa member of this House ought to be investigated and re- 
ported upon before such person is permitted to take the seat. 
7 * 7 7 * * * 
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The committee adhere to the views expressed in the former report, that 
no man who has been engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Government 
and subvert the Constitution by force of arms, or who has voluntarily given 
aid. countenance, counsel, or encouragement to persons so engaged, ought to 


be admitted to a seat in this House to make laws for the nation he has trai- 
torously sought to destroy; and it is apparent that there must be power in 
this House to prevent this, the House being the judge of the qualifications 
of its members, of which ane to the Constitution is one, and that this end 
can only be certainly accomplished by the investigating of any specific and 
apparently well-grounded charge of personal disloyalty made against a per- 
son claiming his seat as a member of this House before such person is per- 
mitted to take the seat. 


Ah, Mr. Speaker, I find that my time is going along, and I only 
want to call the attention of the House to a few precedents inthis 
case that bear on the question. 

I take it that the name of Senator Trumbull inspires the con- 
fidence of every good lawyer, patriot, and member of this House, 
without regard to politics or profession. : 

In the proceeding to expel Benjamin Stark, who was appointed 
a Senator from Oregon in 1862, Mr. Trumbull filed a report 
February 7, 1862, in which he said: 


It is admitted that neither the Senate, Congress, nor a State can superadd 
other qualifications for a Senator to those prescribed by the Constitution, 
and yet either may prevent a person possessing all those qualifications and 
duly elected from taking his seat in the Senate. Does anyone question the 
right of a State to arrest for crime a person duly qualified for and appointed 
a Senator, hold him in confinement, and there Hm v his appearing in 
the Senate to qualify? Suppose a Senator, after his appointment and beforb 
qualifying, commits the crime of murder, would anyone question the right 
of the State authorities where the crime was committed to arrest, confine, 
and, if found guilty, execute the murderer and thereby forever prevent his 
taking his seat? Orif the punishment for the offense was imprisonment, 
would anyone question the right to hold the Senator in prison and thereby 
prevent his sous in the Senate? 

Could the Senate in such a case expel him before he had been admitted to 
a seat, or must he be brought from the felon's cell, be introduced into the 
Senate and sworn as a member before his seat could be declared vacant? If 
not, must the State go unrepresented till the time for which he was appointed 
had expired? Or would it competent for the Senate in such a case, by a 
major vote, to declare the convict incompetent to hold a seat in the body 
and thereby open the way for the appointment of a successor? It is manifest 
that the prescribing of the qualifications for a Senator in the Constitution 
was not intended to prevent his being held amenable for his crime. 

The fact that the Constitution declares that Senators and Representatives 
** shall in all cases, except treason, felony, and breach of the peace, be privi- 
leged from arrest during their attendance at the sessions of their respective 
Houses, and in going to and returning from the same,” is conclusive that for 
those offenses they may be arrested. As punishment for crime, then, it-is 
clear that a Senator-elect, possessing all the constitutional qualifications of 
age, citizenship, and inhabitancy, may be prevented from taking the oath of 
office. Conyress has repeatedly ac upon the presumption that it was en- 
tirely competent for it to prescribe as a punishment for crime and inability 
forever afterwards to hold any office of honor, profit, or trust under the 
United States. 

By a statute passed in 1790, any pomen giving a reward to a United States 
judge as a bribe to procure from him any opinion or judgment, and the judge 
receiving such bribe, are both declared to be forever disqualified to hold any 
office of honor, trust, or Zz under the United States. 

By an act passed in 1853 any member of Congress, after his election, and 
whether before or after he is qualified, who shall accept _ reward given 
for the purpose of influencing his vote on any question which may come 
before him in his official capacity, is declared incapable forever of holding 
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 


He goes further on and says that he shall forfeit his office. 


Does anyone doubt the power of Congress, under this clause of the Con- 
stitution, to declare that a person convicted of treason should forever be in- 
capable of holding any office under the United States? If this were done, 
would it be contended that a convicted traitor was entitled to be sworn asa 
Senator? The clause of the Constitution prescribing the qualifications of 
Senators and Representatives could never have been intended to limit the 

ower to make disqualifications to hold those or any other offices a penalty 
for ont aguas of crime, especially of treason. 
Jou btless— 


He says— 


a law of Congress declaring that a person convicted of a portiegne offense 
should not hold office under the United States, and the decision of the courts 
sustaining such a law, would not preclude the Senate from admitting such a 
person to a seat should it think proper, because the Senate is the exclusive 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of itsown members. Yet 
it is hardly conceivable that the Senate ever would admit such a person to 
be sworn; nor does the fact that Congress has not adopted such a punish- 
ment for disloyalty or treason prevent the Senate from refusing to allow to 
be sworn as a member a person believed by the body to be guilty of those 
offenses or other infamous crimes. 

That one avowed traitor, a convicted felon, ope peseme known to be disloyal 
to the Government has a constitutional right to admitted into the body 
would imply that the Senate had no power of protecting itself—a power 
which, from the nature of things, must be inherited in every legislative body. 

Suppose a member sent to the Senate, before being sworn, were to disturb 
the body and by violence interrupt its proceedings, would the Senate be 
compelled to allow such a person to be sworn as a member of the body before 
it could cast him out? Surely not, unless the Senate is unable to protect 
itself and preserve itsownorder. The Constitution declares “that House 
may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly 
behavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds expel a member.” 

The connection of the sentence in which the power of expulsion is given 
would indicate that it was intended to be exercised for some act done as a 
member and not for some cause existing before the member was elected or 
took his seat. For any crime or infamous act done before that time the a 

ropriate remedy would seem to be to refuse to allow him to os, which, 

n the judgment of the unde ed, the Senate may ae. 0, not by way 
of adding to the qualifications im by the Constitution, but as a punish- 
ment due to his crimes and the infamy of his character. 


If we were undertaking to say that all persons who represent 
the people on the American floor of Congress should not only have 
the three qualifications, and they shall be loyal besides, or, to bring 
it to this question, they shall not be polygamists, that would take 








RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 24, 


the action notof the House alone, not of the Senate alone, but of t}), 
whole lawmaking power. Mr. Trumbull says: ‘* The Senate along 
can not doit.” The House alone can not. I grant you they cay 
not add disqualifications; but that is not the proposition. Thay 
shown you by the statutes that the two Houses have establishe 
disqualifications; but the House alone may test the qualification, 
of a member. The House alone may not add disqualification, 
that apply to all applicants; but the House alone may judge otf ; 
qualifications of its members. 

Senator Trumbull took the ground, and maintained it, that tho 
Senate had the right under this section of the Constitution to t;s¢ 
the qualifications of its members. He further says: 

a Senate of the United States may halt a man who was disloyal at t}\o 

r. 

The Edmunds Act said that it was unlawful, and took from 
the member the right to vote, the right to hold office. Under 
analogous somnaning this House has the right to halt a polygamist 
at the threshold and say, ‘‘ We will judge of his qualifications.” 

If the House finds that Mr. Roberts has disqualified himself 
until his presence endangers the Republic from his participation 
in some form of crime, by reason of treason, by reason of polyg- 
amy, or other reason, it has the constitutional right to do so. [ 
need not stop to discuss whether he has so disqualified himself. 

The committee in each report agrees that he is a polygamist, 
has disqualified himself, and is not entitled to retain his seat. 
The minority contends that the House should go through the farce 
of admitting him to the bar, permit him to hold up his hand and 
swear that he will support the Constitution of the United States, 
and then, without further investigation, immediately expel him. 
That is the proposition of the minority. They say in their report, 
‘‘Immediately, by force, if you please, without further investiga- 
tion.” 

Does this great Constitution which we all revere uire us to 
do this foolish act? My distinguished colleague from Maine yes- 
terday made light of Gen, John A. Logan, a man who, as a 
citizen of a neighboring State, I had learned to revere and respect, 
although differing with him in politics, for his good judgment, 
his loyalty to the Government, and*his ability to construe consti- 
tutional questions. He spoke upon the subject of the right of 
election and qualifications of members. I prefer to quote his 
strong, patriotic words. 

In the Whittemore case, General Logan, in his debate, said: 

It is said that the constituency had the right to elect such a member as 
they may think proper. Isay no. Wecan not say that he shall be of a cer- 
tain politics, or of a certain religion, or anything of that kind; but, sir, wo 
have the right to say that he shall not be a man of infamous character. Ho 
is not merely arepresentative of the constituents who elect him, but his vote 
in the House is a vote for the whole nation. It isa vote for the people of the 
whole country, and every district in the United States has the sume interest 
in his vote that his own district has. Hence, if Congress shall not have the 
power or authority or shall not have the right to exclude a man of that kind, 
then the rights of the people of the whole country may be destroyed by a 
district sen ig a representative who may be obtained to vote in a manner 
which may be destructive to the rightsof the people. Are we to be told that 
Congress has no right to prevent anything of this kind because of the right 
of any constituency tosend whomsoever they please? 

* * + * 


me * « 
It is not that the perme shall not be represented. Notatall. It is this: 
That the people of the country have no right to destroy their own liberties 
by filling Congress with men who, from their conduct, show themselves 
capable of the destruction of their Government. 

> * * a x * * 


Congress, being the representatives of the whole people, are entitled to 
say that the rights of = whole country shall not be destroyed by one or 


more districts —e here a man or set of men capable of their destruc- 
tion, and that, having 


owledge of the facts and the power to prevent the 
mischief by ae the right of exclusion, they have a right to exercise 
that power and thereby protect the interests of the country and to preserve 
instead of destroy the right of representation. 

I fully concur and contend it is the duty of the House to judge 
of the members’ qualifications. [Applause. } 

Think of it a moment! In this representative Government of 
ours each member votes for about peeanartes of a million people. 
Each not only votes for one-quarter of a million of his district, 
but at the same time, having consulted with the other members, 
votes not a. as the representative of one Congressional (is- 
trict, but of all the people. As the representative of all the peo- 
ple each member determines not for his locality alone, but for a!l 
the people the qualifications of a member. You have not ouly 
the right but the Constitution makes it yourduty todoit. Why’ 
For the protection of the Government itself. 

In this representative Government the one affects the whole, 
just as much as the bucket of water is affected by that which is 
poisonous in a part of it; it permeates all, and for that reason 
affects the whole Government, and it is not simply your privileze, 

ntlemen of the House, to pass upon the qualifications of a mem- 

r, but it is your sworn, your bounden, your patriotic duty to 
the whole country to do so, whether it counts for his admission or 
whether it goes as a matter of his expulsion. If a matter of ex- 
pulsion, it takes the two-thirds vote, ause the Constitution so 
says. It is a question whether he is qualified not simply under 
the three qualifications, but whether he is qualified under the 
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eat and magnificent Constitution and the spirit of the Govern- 


ment to properly represent the liberties of the whole people. That 
is the test—the g of the whole Government. ; 

You may say that a State ought not to be refused representation. 
I grant it, other things being equal; but this Government is 
founded, it is based, its laws are enacted, are administered, on 
the theory of the greatest good tothe greatestnumber. The Con- 
stitution says that you shall judge of the qualifications of a mem- 
ber. When you come to try the — of polygamy, it has been 
established, not only by the proof but by the gentleman from Utah, 
and the committee has agreed that he ought not to retain his 
seat in the great American House of Congress. Why? Because 
it is dangerous to the Republic. If you do not put it on that 
ground, you can not put it on any other; and will you say, gentle- 
men, that the Constitution means that you shall higgle over con- 
stitutional construction when one is as plain as the other? [Ap- 
ylause. 
Peet ie follow this a little further. Mr. Logan further says: 

For crime, sir, we have a right to proscribea man. That is the ground I 
putiton. That is the ground on which I put it first, and that is the ground 
on which I putitnow. Wehave aright, I say, to protect the interests of the 
country by excluding men from these halls on the ground of crime. Itis not 
a crime to be a Democrat or Republican, to be a Presbyterian or a Metho- 
dist, or a member of any other denomination; but, sir, it is a crime for a man 
to do what this man has done. And why? Because the laws of our country 
denominate itacrime. Itismadeacrime bylaw. Hence my theory is based 
on the law, and is this, that in _aenanes of the law, and in carrying out its 
principles, we must protect the country by protecting ourselves against 
crime and against criminals in this body. That is the ground I took and the 
theory I stated. 

Here is a man convicted of a crime, and this great Govern- 
ment through its Presidents, Cleveland and Harrison, extended 
to him and such as him the amnesty and said if they were keep- 
ing the law they should be freed from the guilt and punish- 
ment, but they did not say they should be unless they were keep- 
ing the law. Your committee find that he was a polygamist in 
1885 and every po thereafter until the present. When the match- 
less spirit that rules this American Republic of ours extended to 
this gentleman the olive branch of peace and said he could have 
it if he would maintain the law, he went on, as this committee 
finds, violating the law. Need we stop to argue where we shall 
land? It is only a question whether we have a right under the 
constitutional provision that makes the House the judge of the 
qualifications tosay, ‘“‘ Your qualifications are short and you shall 
not be admitted,” or whether we will say, ‘‘ You may be admit- 
ted, and then, under the rule that it takes two-thirds, we will 
vote you out.” 

For one I donot care. That is the reason I said in the begin- 
ning of my remarks that it looked to me as if it was a difference 
between tweedledum and tweedledee. Here is the House, here is 
the great American Congress, debating for three days, and gentle- 
men laboring for an hour and a half or two hours to convince the 
country, and this Houseespecially—I say the country, for Il imagine 
a part of it is for that—that one reason leads him to exclusion and 
the other leads to expulsion. To my mind I do not care which it 
is; Iam willing to join either. I say under the facts found we 
may either exclude or expel; and if it is a question of exclusion, 
there will be a two-thirds vote anyway. 

If the conclusions of the majority of your committee or that of 
the minority is sustained, it is because the public safety demands 
the exclusion or e ion of the gentleman elect from Utah. 

The means must be adequate to the end. 

If it is unsafe to trust the life of the nation to the keeping of a 
polygamist by permitting him to remain in his seat, is it not 
equally unsafe to admit him to the seat? 

Is not the public safety endangered as much by admission and 
»xclusion as by that of exclusion alone? 

If public safety demands of us to.expel this man after he has 
been seated because he, in common with other members, has the 
life of the nation in his keeping, does not public safety demand 
for the same reasons that he shall not be let into the seat? 

If the House is the judge of what public safety demands and it 
sees the polygamist or any enemy to the Government approach, 
is ae compelled to use all the means necessary to insure public 
safety 

Is this House compelled to admit an enemy, give him a seat, 
= = tare him ones ot rather ele 5 not — the high- 

safe eepin, out? olonged a use, 

Mr. McPHERSO . Myr. foci during ¢ e eles of the 
committee, after learning the position of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LirTLEFIELp], I formed the purpose, at some time or 
other during this discussion, of replying to some of his legal ar- 
guments that he would present. He has now presented them 
upon some of these interesting questions. It had not been my 
purpose to address the House by way of making an argument 
along any “ther lines. 

Tam not prepared to say, acting under my oath of office, that if 

is question of a violation of the compact was the only question 
before the House I would castan affirmative vote for theadoption 
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of the resolution reported by the majorityof thecommittee. But, 
Without spending much time, I want briefly to supplement what 
my colleague from the committee, the gentleman from Indiana 
a LANDIS], said with reference to that question. And before 
doing that I want to read a paragraph on page 72 of the minority 


report. 


No power was reserved in the enabling 


It says: 


act, nor can any be found in the 






Constitution of the United States, authorizing Congress, not t iy the House 
of Representatives alone, to discipline tl wople or the Sta f Utah, be 
cause the crime of polygamy or unlawful cohabitation has not been exter 
minated in Utah. Where is the warrant to be found for the exercise of t 


disciplinary, supervisory power? 

Now, mark you what the minority say: 

This theory is apparently evolved for the purposes of this case; is ent y 
without precedent; and ha3 not even the conjecture or dream of any writer 
or commentator on the Coristitution to stand upon. 

The member of the minority who framed that paragraph never 
in his lifetime has read, or,if he has read, has read to no purpose, 
the great opinion of that great war Secretary who subsequently 
became the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the great case of Texas against White, where the doc- 
trine is expressly laid down, not as a dream, not for the purpose 
of this case, but an enunciation by a full and undivided court, as 
I recall that case in 7 Wallace, when Salmon P. Chase said that 
the conduct of a State could be such that it could violate the com 
pact to such an extent that the House of Representatives could 
deny that State representation upon the floor of this House. 

I do not propose to go into this argument further now than to 
say that, so far as I am concerned, the minority of this committee 
shall not sneer out of this case this great question, so eloquently 
presented by my colleague upon the committee from the State of 
Indiana [Mr. LaAnpIs}. 

I invite the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to care- 
fully revise his speech before it appears in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, if he desires the good opinion to which I think he is 
entitled among the members of the bar of this great country of 
ours. 

Neither do I intend, Mr. Speaker, to long pursue the argument 
presented during the afternoon by my colleague from Iowa | Mr. 
Lacey]. He seems to have devised a new proposition and a new 
doctrine that I have heard rumored around the corridors of this 
building for the last week or two, but which, in my judgment, 
find support and warrant from no reasonable and logical con- 
struction to be given to this Constitution of ours. 

I do not propose to argue the question whether a majority vote 
can exclude Brigham H. Roberts from this floor or not, or whether 
it takes a two-thirds vote. That question can be covered either 
by an amendment to the resolution tendered by the majority of 
the committee, or I apprehend it can be made upon a point of 
order, if more than a majority and less than a two-thirds vote is 
cast in the affirmative. 

But, aside from this, there can be no middle ground. The reso- 
lutions of the majority as amended along the lines suggested 
must be adopted, or else the resolution tendered by the minority 
of the committee ought to be adopted. 

There is no dividing line in the opinion of the majority of this 
cominittee, after having given weeks of time to the investigation, 
not so much of the questions of fact in this case, but of the great 
constitutional and parliamentary questions of law here presented. 

But that there is nothing new under the sun, as is reported to 
have been said thousands of years ago, was fully attested by the 
oratorical outburst here upon yesterday afternoon. We hearda 
construction given to the Constitution of the United States that 
there is no implied power in that instrument, excepting per- 
haps with reference to internal improvements, for the building 
of harbors in rivers and bays, and with reference to the mainte- 
nance of a national banking system, and perhaps a few additional 
things. 

It is not new, because that proposition emanated from a gentle- 
man from the State of Maine, and a Republican from the State of 
Maine. And I want to say, with all due respect to the State of 

Maine, that for twenty-five years last past I have watched the 
somersaults and the performances of very eminent gentlemen 
from that State far to the Northeast, but it seems to me that when 
a Republican from that State upon yesterday enunciated that doc- 
trine, while the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. DE ARMOND] was 
holding his hat, that the climax upon this great question concern- 
ing the construction of the Constitution had finally been reached. 

lwanttosay, further, that that may be Republicanism inthe State 
of Maine or it may be Democracy in the State of Missouri, but it 
is not Republicanism anywhere west of the Alleghany Mountains. 
{[Applause.] That this House has implied powers, it seems to me, 
all men have by this time been vend to concede, excepting the 
two minority members on this committee. 

Another thing: This committee is continually being misrepre- 
sented, as it seems to me, in holding out the doctrine and belief 
that the majority report holds that additional qualifications, 
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rather than the three named in the Constitution, can be added, re- 
gardless of what the subjects-matter are. This committee no- 
where advocates that, and if it did it would be mere obiter dictum 
upon the part of the writer of the majority report. We simply 
say that a disqualification for the commission of crimes can be 
added, and we seek to add it in this case. 

The majority of the committee are of the belief that it is not 
necessary to have a statute of Congress on this subject, for the 
simple reason that the Constitution says that each House shall be 
the judge of the qualifications of its own members. I would not 
give a fig for a statute that might be legally adopted by both 
Houses, and receive the sanction of the President, put into the 
form of a statute, other than a mere advisory suggestion to the 
succeeding Congresses as they come and as they go. ‘ 

By what right and by what authority can a Senate and a Presi- 
dent and one House tie up succeeding Congresses, succeeding 
Houses, with reference to this question of qualification, when the 
Constitution says that it is solely p by each respective 
House at its organization or during its continued existence? 

But another thing, attention to which has already been drawn 
by one or more gentlemen who have preceded me. The gentile- 
man from Maine [ Mr. LirTLEFIELD] upon yesterday argued pretty 
nearly everything excepting the constitutional question under 
which we have the right to expel a member of Congress, and it 
does seem to me that as the debate has drifted along, as we have 
gotten off into other fields, as we have listened to these flights of 
oratory upon various and sundry questions—it now seems to me 
that we ought to come back and read the provision that is the 
basis of the action of the minority of this committee. 

As threadbare as it may be, I desire again to read it: 

Fach House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers cer Seceterky behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
a member. 

Now, I invite the attention of every lawyer member of this 
House to notice the punctuation, the rhetorical construction of 
that paragraph, and then answer upon his conscience whether or 
no he can consistently, some time in the future, if this report 
of the majority is voted down, expel a member of this House for 
things done one, two, three, five, or twenty years before his mem- 
bership commenced, an act in no way connected with the duties 
of his office; and yet this is the feast to which the minority of 
this committee invite us, and this is the logic which they say 
ought to have persuasive influence in voting down the majority 
a and in substituting the views of the minority therefor. 

submit to every member of this House who will give a care- 
ful consideration before answering to the roll call on to-morrow 
afternoon to say whether or not the disorderly conduct and the 
expulsion of a member do aa oP hand in hand. I ask every 
member of this House to carefully consider before the roll call is 
made whether he can vote for expulsion for anything that is not 
regarded as disorderly conduct by the member after his member- 
ship has commenced, I know that there are dozens of men upon 
this floor who can never conscientiously cast a vote for the expul- 
sion of Brigham H. Roberts. 

I want to warn, so far as I, a new member, unacquainted with 
nearly all you gentlemen, can warn this House. I do not believe 
itis pu ly said by the minority of this committee, but it is 
being advocated by some gentlemen upon the floor of this House 
if this man is once admitted, he will never be expelled. That is 
going to confront you as sure as the world, if the roll is ever called 
upon this minority report. You are going to say to us that we 
can expel a man notwithstanding this constitutional provision: 
you are going ‘to ask us to expel a man in the face and teeth of 
every precedent that has ever been made by either the Senate or the 
House of Representatives uf the American Congress from George 
Washington down to the present moment. 

You are going to ask us to ride down and whistle to the winds 
every precedent that bas ever been made, simply because of these 
new-fangled notions, as it seems to me, which have been presented 
here by such eloquence and such outbursts of oratory as we listened 
to yesterday afternoon and as we are still to be favored with by 
the gentleman from Missouri, when he gets his time to close this 
debate on the side of the minority. 

Can we ride these precedents down? Are they entitled to any 
weight? Are they not of persuasive authority? Another thing 
that created quite a lively stir in my imagination upon yesterday 
as I listened to the persuasive eloquence of the gentleman from 
Maine was that all these precedents that seemingly are against 
the minority are branded as of no force, because of the fact that 
they emanate and were born at or about the time of the war of 
the rebellion; and we can still further say, verily there is nothing 
new under the sun. 

It has remained for a Republican from the State of Maine, join- 
ing with the gentleman from Missouri, to say that all legislative 
precedents made after or about the time of the war of the rebellion 
are to be whistled down the winds and are not to be regarded as 
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of any binding force upon this House. In 1869 this House solemnly 
adopted a resolution that in all cases where challenges were maids 
they should be sent to a committee before the oath was adminis. 
tered. They say that is one of the fruits of the war of the re. 
bellion and was simply born out of the passions of those troublous 
times. 

When we refer, again, to the Whittemore case it is regarded as 
without weight and without authority, because Gen. John A, 
Logan had not properly argued the case to the House, said tho 
gentleman from Maine upon yesterday. They sayin the minority 
report that Logan was not versed in the precedents, that when the 
House passed judgment it was excited, that they had lost their 
heads, and that they were not deliberate in theirmovements. Yet | 
want to call attention to what seems to be a complete refutation 
of all the criticism that I have heard upon the Whittemore case. 

Let it be remembered, as stated by the chairman of the commit- 
tee on yesterday, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER}, that 
Whittemore was a Republican; he presented his credentials to 
a Republican House; therefore there was no partisanship in tho 
movement excluding him from this a But it is said that it 
was about the closing years of the war, whatever persuasive influ- 
ence that might have had. I want to read some of the distin- 
guished names forming a = of the majority who voted to cast 
out Mr. Whittemore after he had committed the crime of selling 
a cadetship at West Point, 

I find as voting in the affirmative for the resolution such men 
as the following: John A. Bingham, who was sneered out of 
weight and authority because he was from the State of Ohio. I 
find the great name of SHELBY M. CULLOM, who for more than a 
quarter of a century has been an honored and leading member of 
one House or the other. I find the great name of Noah Davis, 
from the State of New York, honored, as I understand, by all New 
Yorkers. I find the great name of James A. Garfield. I find the 
name of Mr. KeTcHam, who, as I am told, is still an honored 
member of this body. I find—and I want toemphasize this name, 
because I shall allude to itagain—I find the great name of George 
W. McCrary. I find the great name of Samuel J. Randall, I find 
the great name of S. 8. Cox, and I find the name, not known per- 
haps to you gentlemen as it is to the gentleman from Maine, of 
Mr. Peters, who has been an honored member for many years of 
the supreme court of the State of Maine. 

Can it be that these votes were cast because of the clamor of the 
day or because of the heat and ion one out of the war of 
the rebellion? Whittemore had resigned to avoid expulsion. He 
had gone back to his constituency and had been reelected, and 
when he appeared here to take the oath he was met at the door by 
John A. Logan, who protested practically in the same language 
as the protest was made in this case by the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. TAYLER] on the first day of the session in this House. He 
already discussed every fact before the House. 

There need be no further difficulty; there need be no further 
taking of proof. They were all then on file on the Secretary's 
table. A motion to exclude was made, and exclusion was voted 
through, in part, by those great names I have just read to the 
House. Another thing, I noticed on yesterday that Judge Cooley, 
of Michigan, is the only man that merits favor in the estimation 
of the minority in their arguments upon this great question. 

It seems to them that no man is entitled to weight unless he 
lived in the State of Maine or in the Stateof Massachusetts, which 
is both the father and the mother of the State of Maine. Great 
and honeyed compliments were paid to Judge Story, from which 
I would not detract. But Judge Story has gone into rT: as 
many another great man has gone, leaving mistakes behind him 
as all great men have done before. 

In one of the editions of Story on the Constitution you find the 
remarkable statement, the. ex i statement, that tho 
President of the Senate in joint convention shall the returns 
of the electors, and that the vote shall be counted, says the Con- 
stitution; but in one of the editions of Judge Story upon this 
instrument he says that the Vice-President counts the vote, « 
proposition that is not believed in to-day by a single man on 
American soil, and has not been believed in by a considerable num- 
ber for the last half cen . It is now regarded as obsolete in 
recent editions. So that whatever Judge Story said he said in 
an academic way, and he said it without argument, no doubt. 
What investi he none of us know, and giving it all 
the weight to which it is entitled, it is not to weigh down ani 
thrust out of existence the authority and precedents with whic! 
the House has been peas 

Another thing. I want to correct a statement which the gen- 
tleman from ne made yesterday, as I thought, quite flippant!y, 
when, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the 
committee, he held out the idea, as I understood it, that Judge 
a in his work on Elections was with the minority; that 
when McCrary came to give his solemn vote under oath of offico 
he would be found with him. I havealready read you his vote on 
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ittemore case, and now I want to call your attention to the 
wo Judge McCrary in the case of the Oakes Ames and Brooks 


“need not restate the case. Suffice it to say that a crime had 
been committed some five years before. The crime had been com- 
mitted in one Congress, and after one or two intervening Con- 
gresses the question came up. I want to read you what he says: 


Now, sir, inthis case, if the facts which the committee have found are 
true, the pur and object of these corrupt transactions was to secure in- 
fluence not alone in the Fortieth Congress, but in subsequent Congresses as 
well. The Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Crédit Mobilier expected 
to require, perhaps, not positive legislation, but they desired to prevent un- 
friendly legislation in all these Congresses. 


Clearly maintaining that he voted to expel Oakes Ames and 
Brooks solely because as members of Congress they intended to 
corruptly reach the then sitting or existing Congress. It could 
not have been planted on any other ground. Sol take the name 
of Judge McCrary, even though he did live west of the Mississippi 
River. Not only in his text-book on the subject of Elections, but 
in his vote for Whittimore, because of the explanation of his 
vote in the case of Ames and James Brooks. 

Another case I want to call attention to as cited by the gentle- 
man from Maine yesterday, and I do not claim he made aconceal- 
ment of facts, but it seems to me that he talked more rapidly and 
with less voice when ng about thesubstantial facts of that case 
than in any other period of his eloquent address. pases and 
applause.] Thatisthe case in which the great Chief Justice Shaw 
wrote the opinion in 3 Gray, Hiss against Bartlett. That was 
exclusively an expulsion case. Mr. Hiss was a member of the 
house of representatives in the Massachusetts legislature. 

He was appointed a member cf a committee to visit the city of 
Lowell, in that State, in the performance of some public duty, 
which is not disclosedin the case. In performing this public duty 
as a member of the committee he disgraced himself by some un- 
seemly and mageeeenneny conduct. Upon return of the com- 
mittee to open session, the facts being made known, he was 
promptly expelled from the House. 

Being arrested the next day upon some trivial offense, he 
claimed his privilege as a member, and sued out the writ of habeas 
corpus, and thus the question was presented to Chief Justice 
Shaw. Thechief justice held, as the majority claims, that in the 
absence of a constitutional provision on that subject of expulsion, 
the power to expel a member for ungentlemanly and unseemly 
conduct is an inherent law in all legislative bodies. 

Thus the majority contends here that it is an inherent law in all 
legislative bodies, even in the sewing circle about which we heard 
so much yesterday, even in political conventions, in any kind of 
organized bodies of men, before the members are qualified or be- 
fore the body is organized. We claim that is one of the in- 
herent laws. Su in this coming campaign that I should 
offer myself as a delegate in some Democratic convention in one 
of the Southern States? 

Being a citizen of Iowa and a Republican, it would be an insult; 
but the minority say that there is no inherent law of exclusion 
until after there has been a permanent or at least a temporary or- 
ganization, and then to expel. I submit, Mr. Speaker, in the 
absence of a constitutional provision, that this House would have 
the power to exclude in the tirst instance, and su uently to ex- 
pel for misconduct; and it has already, in the case of Hitt against 
Bartlett, decided by the great chief justice of Massachusetts, been 
so decided, Nothing more can be made out of it. 

I likewise call attention to the case of Ex parte Garland in the 
4th of Wallace, that was decided by a divided court, when our ex- 
Attorney-General presented himself for the purpose of practicing 
law in that great court. It was not the test oath under the act of 
1862 that was before the court, it was the test act that refers to 


attorneys at law, by Congress in 1865, when Mr, Garland 
had been sbuiaddl te erediion in the court in 1859. 

What that court held in that case was that there was such a 
property right in the right to practice law that it could only be 
canceled by a judicial proceeding, and certainly that was covered 
by the amnesty proclamation of President Johnson. Nothing 
further was decided than the two questions, and what virtue the 
minority of the committee can get out of that great case is beyond 

n. 


my comp: 

Another thing we heard a great deal about yesterday was the 
Wilkes case in Great Britain, a hundred and twenty-five years 
ago. I was much delighted in listening to the gentleman from 
Maine in reference to t great case, or series of cases. I have 
—_ more than twenty accounts in as many histories of Great 

ritain with reference to that case, and no two histories agree. 
wae 7 terday I heard the statement of the gentleman from 
histo [Mr. LirTLEFIELD], and he with none of the twenty 

a that preceded. hter.} But if it has any weight at 
all, I call the attention of ouse to the constitutional provision 
He says, and undoubtedly 


Wilkes case arose in the year 1762, 


from which I read a few minutes ago. 
correctly says, that the first 
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and several times thereafter, prior to the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution. 

If that is so, and if Wilkes was unjustly expelled, did not our 
fathers, the members of that convention of 1787, have the Wilkes 
case in mind and then declare by constitutional provision that no 
man should be expelled as a member from the House of Repre- 
sentatives excepting for disorderly conduct—conduct, while a 
member, inconsistent with the duties of his office? That is the 
application that I would make to the Wilkes case, and the only 
application that, in my judgment, can be given to it. : 

A great deal was said about the Stark case from Oregon, and 
the gentleman from Maine sought to make a point, with much 
impressiveness, in calling down the chairman of the committee, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], when Mr. TAYLer had 
never said that there was no case in the Congress of the United 
States. What he then said, and what I wish I could now empha- 
size, is that there is no case in the House of Representatives. 

The Stark case was in the Senate. Thousands of miles beyond 
the limit of railroads and telegraph, the committee could not get 
the evidence before his term of office would expire. They finally 
resorted to ex parte affidavits as proof, and upon that he was ad- 
mitted, and upon that they sought to expel, but failed, as there 
will be a failure in this case if the majority of this committee is 
voted down and the expulsion proceedings are sought to be en- 
forced. 

The same was true in the Cannon case. They sought to expel 
him after he wasin. They could not get the two-thirds. Differ- 
ent reasons and sophistry were urged, as have been urged here. He 
was allowed to serve his whole term of office, and, as I said a while 
ago, this is the trap into which weareabout tofall, by insisting upon 
these expulsion proceedings under this clause of the Constitution 
that declares, in my judgment, that there can be no expulsion ex- 
cepting for disorderly conduct bya member. I donotsayit must 
occur upon the floor of the House. It might occur as it did in. 
Hiss against Bartlett, in the performance of a committee duty. 
It might happen when he is at home or at his boarding house, but 
it would have to be some misconduct so gross as to affect his rela- 
tions as a member of this House. 

The member who murdered aman at Willard’s Hotel, in 1859, 
was sought to be expelled in a subsequent Congress. Congress 
dropped the whole subject, properly saying that it did not relate 
to his duties as a member, and was prior to his election. And so 
say all the cases that the majority of the committee have found. 
So say all the cases that the minority of the committee have found, 
and they declare, with much emphasis, that they present not only 
all the cases that favor the minority, but that favor the majority 
aswell. So that we have no case, and never will have a case, 
unless the case of Brigham H. Roberts, in the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, for the first time, is made a precedent upon this great 
question. 

As I said before, I know that there are some differences upon the 
floor of this House with reference to whether it must be by a ma- 
jority or whether it must be by a two-thirds vote. Upon that 
question I have nothing to say. Other gentlemen will argue that, 
I have nothing to say,except in the most general way, with refer- 
ence to this great moral question. I have but little to say with 
reference to section 8 of the Edmunds Act, socalled. But one 
thing that I do want to say, that whether I could vote to exclude 
Brigham H. Roberts upon section 8 of the Edmunds Act alone or 
not [ am not yet prepared to say. 

But that, like this question of the compact, is not to be sneered 
out of this case. This man Brigham H. Roberts was duly con- 
victed upon his own plea of guilty under the provisions of the 
Edmunds Act. He served a term in the penitentiary of Utah 
under the provisions of that act. The Edmunds Act did apply to 
the Territory of Utah certainly down to the time that it attained 
statehood. 

It was argued before our committee by Mr. Roberts that ths 
enabling act of Congress and the adoption of the constitutional 
provisions, the two together, worked an amnesty for him. In 
other words, that every man in the penitentiary of Utah the day 
it attained statehood was entitled to his freedom. I do not be 
lieve it. This man had received his status as a polygamist under 
the Edmunds Act of 1882. 





I az that his status has been changed merely because Utah 
passed from a Territory to a State in 1896. I deny that it worked 


asa pardon tohim. I deny that it was an amnesty for him. If 
aman who was sent to the penitentiary for his natural lifetime, 
under the laws of the Territory of Utah, by a Territorial court, 
is still suffering imprisonment, and will until death relieves him, 
it seems to me by the same argument that Brigham H. Roberts 
is still suffering from his status as a polygamist that he received 
when Utah was nothing but a Territory. 

I do not desire to occupy my time, but will gladly give it to 
other gentlemen who want to present their views upon this great 
question. But I can not help but stop and ask this House, for how 
much longer are the American people to be pestered with this 
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polygamous question? It has now been ever present with us for 
more than the average lifetime. Away back fifty or more years 
ago we had the Mountain Meadow massacre. 

Hundreds of men, women, and innocent children were shot 
down and knifed down and knocked down with axes solely and 
only because of the terrible conditions that then prevailed in the 
Territory of Utah. And in the judicial investigation at a subse- 
quent time the murderers were tracked almost to the front door- 
steps of the high chieftain of polygamy in the Territory of Utah. 

Weall recall the fact that the United States military forces 
under Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston were kept there for a long 
period of time, that there might be a semblance of law and of order. 

In 1862, busy as this Congress was, it found time to respond to 
the demands of civilization, to the demands of a well-matured 
public opinion, and the statute of that year, commonly called the 
‘Cullum Act,” was formulated, which denounced polygamy and 
affixed a punishment. 

But the author of that statute neglected to prepare the ma- 
chinery for the enforcement of that law, and it took ay twenty 
years before there could be a single conviction had and the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court of the United States pronouncing the 
validity of that law in all material respects. In 1878 this was done. 

We should remember the fact that subsequently to 1878, when 
the Supreme Court had thus pronounced, Brigham H. Roberts 
married these plural wives. He did it knowing the judgment of 
that great court. In 1882 the act was supplemented and reen- 
acted by what is called the Edmunds Act, not only denouncing 
polygamy, but polygamous cohabitation and practices as well. 

Subsequent even to that Brigham H. Roberts married both of 
his polygamous wives. Then in 1887, I believe it was, the act was 
still further supplemented by what is called the Edmunds-Tucker 
Act, and subsequent to that time one at least of these polygamous 
marriages was made by Brigham H. Roberts. 

We have had these questions with us, I say, now for half a cen- 
tury of time. It was only upon the 8th day of this present month 
that there was another proclamation from the head of the so-called 
Mormon Church in Utah with reference to these statutes, with 
reference to this compact, with reference to the status of these 
men who had been in polygamy, and it was given such dignity by 
Senator RAWLINS at the other end of this Capitol as to make its 
appearance in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD under the head of 
Senate proceedings for the 16th day of this month. 

And I ask any man, a member of this House, to read it and 
say whether or not, between the lines, authority is given by the 
church of Utah that while no man must violate the laws of the 
land, if he does he must take his chances and carry his own bur- 
den; but nowhere is it said that he takes any chances with the 
church. And I charge that in that proclamation of the 8th of 
the present month, to be found at the places I have indicated, 
implied, at least, authority is given these men to continue their 

volygamous practices, the laws of Utah and the laws of the 
Jnited States to the contrary notwithstanding. 

For how much longer, I say, must these things be continued? 
Can such a man, with such a record, with such membership, 
longer be continued asa member of this body? The minority say, 
‘*Go through the hollow mockery of telling him to hold up his 
hands and swear not simply to support the Constitution of the 
United States, but impliedly at least that he will demean himself 
for the next two years as a member of Congress should,” when 
they know, if they know anything, if their construction is the 
correct one, that he will not be allowed to sit for fifteen minutes 
of time if the requisite two-thirds vote can be had. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. am, I have listened with deep 
interest for two days to the able ar, ents upon the various 
phases of this case. It is entirely within the bounds of truth to 
say that no parliamentary case in the history of this Government 
ever received as careful and exhaustive investigation as has been 
given to this by the able special committee that has had it in 
charge. Exhaustive reports have been filed and elaborate argu- 

‘ments have been made in support. of both views presented by 
members of the committee. 

This case, in the aspect it presents for the consideration of this 
body, is without a on in the history of the Government. 
Already the House has adopted the extraordinary expedient of 
arresting at the bar and withholding the oath of office from the 
duly elected representative of one of the States, who comes with 
credentials in due form and who is clothed with all the express 
qualifications prescribed by the Constitution. This was done in 
accordance with what was regarded as the uniform custom of the 
House when grave charges are made affecting the character and 
fitness of a member. The charges should be of a grave character 
indeed, and be most solemnly presented, to justify a resort to such 
an unusual method of procedure. <A study of the parliamentary 
history of the country will disclose that in nearly every instance 
where unusual pr ure was adopted it was in relation to a case 
of absorbing ular interest, and public feeling was to some 
extent responsible for the action of the House. 





This Republic, in common with all others, displays its greatest 
weaknessesin timesof popularexcitement. Its ability to withsta),) 
the sweeping tides of public feeling is the best evidence of its st,- 
bility and permanency. In all such crises it behooves those o¢:)). 
pying responsible official positions to be exceptionally firm an 
patriotic and to conduct the public affairs in a calm, dignifje), 
and orderly manner, so that when the excitement abates th. j; 
work will command the confidence and respect of all though {y| 
citizens. The charge involved in this case, however, is of t),.; 
unusual and serious character that the conduct of the House mys: 
be regarded as just and will be fully vindicated with time. 

The right of the people of a State to choose their own Repro- 
sentatives in this body is fundamental and necessary to the ince. 
pendence and autonomy of the States, but no State has the rie} 
to be represented by a member who is an enemy to the Govern. 
ment or the social structure upon which the Government resis, 
or by one whose character is such that his membership would sy). 
ject the House to obloquy and disgrace. The Constitution declares 
that no one shall be a member of this House who does not possess 
certain qualifications in relation to age, residence, and citizens|iip, 
This provision is negative, ana yet I find myself unable to agres 
with the view expressed by gentlemen in this debate that Congress 
has the power to add to the qualifications fixed by the terms of 
the Constitution. 

The rule recognized by jurists for the construction of consti 
tional provisions is different from that which is applied to the 
interpretation of statutes. When the Constitution speaks upon a 
subject the presumption is that it covered the whole ground, and 
its expression is exclusive, unless from the whole context it fairly 
appears that it was intended to be otherwise, while the opposite 
rule applies to statutory provisions. If Congress may add to the 
qualifications of members to this House there is no limit upon its 
= except that it can make no religious test for members!ip. 

t 
to 


has the power, if the subject is open at all, to limit membership 

a particular race or calling; it may lawfully provide that ro 
one shall be eligible to membership who does not hold accepta)le 
views upon political and economic questions. Does anyone be- 
lieve that any such power was designed by the framers of the 
great charterof government? Once concede its existence and civil 
liberty isatanend. The safeguards for the protection of person 
and property, of the rights of the minority, of the equality of 
States, would be utterly destroyed. If it exists at all, there is no 
limitation upon it, except that to which I have adverted. It is 
not necessary for the correct solution of the questions presented 
in this case to declare a doctrine that would put it in the power 
of a majority of the States to practically dictate whom the pc 
of the other States should choose for their Representatives. Ihe 

wer is not expressly given, and by virtue or what principle 

oes it exist by implication? 

Nor can I concur in the view that the claimant is ineligible un- 
der the operation of the Edmunds law. That law was enacte: in 
1882 and it declared on its face that it was to be operative only in 
the Territories where Congress had exclusive jurisdiction. Cvon- 
gress did not possess the power to give it a broader operation. | 
grant, sir, that if Utah were still a Territory, and the claimant 
were seeking a seat in this body asa Delegate, that law would jus- 
tify his exclusion. The Edmunds law, by its own force, disquali- 
fied polygamists from voting or holding office. The disqualitica- 
tion was not contingent upon conviction of the crime, nor was it 
in the nature of a penalty. It was are; tion of the right of suf- 
frage and to hold office, that Congress always had the power 
to make for the Territories. The conviction of claimant under 
that law has no legal significancenow. His rights are the same 
as if he had never been indicted. The disqualifications imposed 
by the law were o tive only as long as the law was operative. 

o one will deny that a repeal of the law would have removei the 
disqualifications. It did not and could not fix a permanent an 
irrepealable political status that would continue after the law 
ceased to operate, The law was applicable to the Territory in i's 
eens state, and when it was received into statehoo! «!! 

ws of Congress for the regulation of the affairs of the Territory 
and affecting the political and civil rights of its inhabitants \- 
came ineffectual to the same extent as if they had been exprvs>!y 


ed. 

he whole subject of the regulation of the morals and the po- 
litical and civil rights of the inhabitants vested in the State cov- 
ernment, subject only to the limitations contained in the Federal 
Constitution. That is not a debatable question and no decisions 
of courts are necessary for its support, although a number coil! 
be easily found. Congress recognized that result when Utah wis 
given statehood. A Ts ounced antagonism against the 
institution of lygamy Sige maintai in the Territory, 
und upon granting statehood Congress recognized that its con\rol 
of the subject would cease; therefore the enabling act require! 
the State to continue the same policy that Congress had inan<"- 
rated and maintained. The new State was required to solem!'y 
provide by what was said to be an irrepealable ordinance t)t 
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polygamy should be forever prohibited in the State. This ordi- 
nance was declared to be the fundamental condition upon which 
the State was admitted into the Union. I affirm that there is no 
express provision of any law or constitution operative in the State 
of Utah that renders claimant ineligible to a seatin this body. If 
he were exciuded upon that statute, it would be an implied admis- 
sion that a polygamist in Ohio, or any other State, if there be any 
such, would be eligible to a seatin Congress. I believe that polyg- 
amy is as bad in one State as another, and that the qualifications 
for membership in this body are the same in all the States. 

The suggestion that Utah has been guilty of bad faith in send- 
ing a polygamist to represent her interests in this body is no justi- 
fication for the exclusion of the claimant from his seat. Utah 
made no enforceable compact with the Federal Government at the 
time of her admission into the Union, excepting that embodied in 
the Federal Constitution. No State has a right to surrender one 
jota of the political power held by all the other States to the 
Federal Government or to any other authority. An attempt to 
do so would be against sound a and be void. That theory is 
at war with the very genius of the Union and in violation of the 
fundamental principles of our complex = of government. The 
Territory of Utah had noenforceable rig) ttostatehood. Whether 
that dignity should be conferred upon her depended upon the will 
and temper of Congress. Congress had the exclusive power to 
admit or deny statehood; but when it admitted the Territory into 
the Union as a State, it came without condition, but possessed of 
all the constitutional rights of the other States. The admission 
of a State into the Union is a political function, and it belongs 
exclusively to Congress. That function can be exercised arbitra- 
rily and capriciously. Congress may impose conditions before it 
will act, but when action is taken and the Territory becomes a 
State, the conditions are without force. Congress can only depend 
upon the probability of their observance. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that the State of Utah 
could now change its constitution so that it could permit the prac- 
tice of polygamy legally in that State? 

Mr. ERUMPAC ER. The Stateof Utah could change its con- 
stitution and permit the practice of polygamy, provided the State 
of Illinois could legally authorize the practice of polygamy in that 
State. It has the same right as Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think there is any doubt 
about the legal right in Illinois? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I do not believe it is the right of 
any State in the Union to legalize the practice. Asa fundamental 
proposition it is at war with the institutions upon which govern- 
ment is founded. It is inimical to government, and can not be 
tolerated in Illinois or anywhere else. 

Mr.MANN. Doesthe gentleman think the act admitting Utah, 
so far as it relates to the provision that they shall provide that 
polygamy shall not be adopted, is invalid there? 

r.CRUMPACKER. I think it is not enforcible as a compact. 
In the reconstruction of the States lately in rebellion the Fed- 
eral Government undertook to make a compact with them re- 
specting the terms of their rehabilitation, and, with all due respect 
to the opinion of my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. McPHER- 
son], the Supreme Court of the United States held the alleged com- 
pacts invali 

Congress required of those States, before they should be restored 
to their constitutional relation with the Government, that they 
should ordain constitutions fixing certain qualifications for the 
right of suffrage, which they did, and then an enabling act was 
passed declaring that the right of representation was restored 
upon the fundamental condition that the qualifications fixed in 
their respective constitutions should never be altered or changed. 
Those laws stand unrepealed to-day. Yet many of those States 
have materially changed the qualifications contained in their con- 
stitutions, and the Supreme Court of the United States has said 
ba had the right so to do. 

e have the power to exclude the claimant on the ground that 
Utah has disappointed the hopes of the country in relation to her 
policy. We have the arbitrary power to expel or exclude any 
member of this bod and are not answerable to any other tribunal 
eres the peop e for our conduct. But can we find justifica- 
tion in the Constitution for such action? What would be the re- 
sult if this body should use its arbitrary power to expel or ex- 
clude members by way of punishment to a State or to coerce a 
State into submission to a policy that belongs wholly to the State? 
Who can predict the result? We could then make State consti- 
tutions and enforce them, dictate the domestic politics and morals 
of the States. Once give the power of expulsion, that interpreta- 
tion and the equality of the States would be destroyed. The 
equality and the independence of the States within their spheres 
is a vital —_ in our scheme of government, and without it 
the functions of government could not be performed. It would 
be better to give claimant a seat in this y. however revolting 
to the moral instincts of the country that would be, than to adopt 
an expedient so full of dangerous possibilities. I have no fear of 
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the growth of polygamy in this country. It can not live in this 

atmosphere. It isa germ that will wither and dieip the sunlight 

of the Christian virtues. Noble womanhood is too steadfastly 

enthroned in the affections, too firmly woven into the social fabric, 

too securely embedded in the religious life of this country to fear 
any evil from that execrable system, , 

But, sir, there is ample justification under the Constitution for 


the exclusion of the claimant from a seat in this body, without 
resorting to questionable expedients and without the hazard of 
establishing a dangerous precedent. The power of expulsion is 
expressly given to this body and it necessarily includes the power 
of exclusion. No one will deny that if a person appeared at the 
bar of the House to receive the oath of office and it was discov- 


ered that he did not possess the express qualifications contained 
in the Constitution, the oath might be withheld and he be finally 
refused admission. The charges against the claimant in this case 
do not affect his qualifications in the proper sense, but they relate 
to his fitness to be a member of the House, and they naturally 
belong to the class calling for the exercise of the power of expul- 
sion. If he could be expelled after admission, he certainly can be 
excluded upon the same grounds, if the facts have been properly 
ascertained and he has been accorded all the privileges in making 
his defense that he would have been entitled to if he had been 
sworn in the first instance. What useful purpose would be sub- 
served if he were sworn and then immediately expelled? There 
could be no object in this procedure, and the law requires no use- 
less ceremonies. 

But it must be kept in mind that in its action under these con- 
ditions the House exercises its power of expulsion by construc- 
tion, and the spirit of the Constitution must be observed respecting 
the majority necessary toexpel. It would bea cheap subterfuge, 
unworthy of the dignity of this body, to withhold the oath of 
Office, ascertain the facts, and then attempt to exclude the claim- 
ant by a bare majority vote upon a ground which is a proper 
cause for expulsion, which can only be accomplished by a two- 
thirds vote. It would render nugatory that wise provision of the 
Constitution that requires two-thirds to expel a member. The 
claimant should be accorded his seat unless two-thirds of the 
House vote to exclude him. 

The power of expulsion is more than a mere disciplinary power. 
It may be used to preserve the integrity of the House and to pro- 
tect it against scandal and reproach. If the Constitution were 
silent, the power of expulsion would exist by necessary implica- 
tion, because the express powers could not be carried into effect 
without it. It isa power that is inherent in every independent 
legislative body, because it is essential to its preservation. This 
body may expel a traitor to the Government. It has done so in 
some notable instances, The right of the States to send Repre- 
sentatives of their own choice necessarily limits the right of the 
House to expel members except for purposes of discipline, to pro- 
tect its dignity, and to protect the Government against its ene- 
mies. Expulsion can never be resorted to for purposes of pun- 
ishment alone. The criminal courts of the land must administer 
the penal laws, according to established procedure. 

Useless refinements have been attempted between the words 
‘‘exclusion” and ‘‘expulsion.” Ido not believe we can do an act 
and change its meaning by simply changing its label. It makes 
no difference what you call the act that we are about to do, 
whether we declare the seat vacant or whether we admit the 
claimant and then expel him, it is in substance the same thing. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question 
right there? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Supposing this House should invite 
Mr. Roberts to the bar of the cans to take the oath of office asa 
member of this body, knowing all the facts and circumstances 
connected with his election and his life and his practices, and we 
did deliberately and with full knowledge, would that not be pretty 
nearly condoning all the offense there is in his life and practices? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No, I do not believe this House can 
estop itself by any action of that kind, particularly if it is taken 
simply to carry out a formality that some members of the House 
think ought to be carried out. 

Now, the talk about the lack of authority to expel a member, 
after the oath has been administered on account of misconduct 
or crime he may have committed several years before, it seems 
to me, can have no application to this case. If lam to under- 
stand from that that Brigham H. Roberts was a polygamist five 
or six years ago, but in good faith ceased the practice and re- 
nounced his faith in that system, there is no ground to either expel 
or exclude him. Is that the kind of a case you bring before the 
House? Not by any means, You show by the report that he is 
now a polygamist, both in belief and practice. He is a living, 
active representative of that revolting system to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. He is a polygamist now. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He isa polygamist now. 
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Why talk about the Oakes Ames case? When a resolution was 
offered to expel Oakes Ames from membership for an offense com- 
mitted five or six years before, the argument was made that he 
coulda not be expelled. The same argument would have been made 
with equal force if the proposition had been to exclude him. 

The Constitution requires three express qualifications, as already 
explained by my friend from Iowa fMr. Lacey), and it requires 
a valid election. We can inquire into the qualifications men- 
tioned by the Constitution; we can inquire into the validity of 
the election and decide those questions by a bare majority; but if 
the claimant has all the constitutional qualifications and has been 
properly elected, we can not deny him a seat except upon a two- 
thirds vote, and it is immaterial whether the procedure be exclu- 
sion or expulsion, That is the position 1 occupy, and that will be 
the meaning my vote carries when I cast it against the claimant, 
regardless of the form of procedure. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Suppose the majority resolution is carried 
and a majority of this House voted to exclude him; would that 
exclude the Representative from Utah? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the majority votes to exclude him? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Yes. 

Mr.CRUMPACKER, If I werein the Chair, it probably would 
not, though I am not sure. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Suppose the Chair should rule that it did 
exclude him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, thatis for the Chair and the House 
to determine. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And suppose that he should appeal from 
the ruling of the Chair; would not a majority of this House sus- 
tain the ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a parliamentary question, to be 
determined by the Chair and the House. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If the Chair should rule that a majority 
excluded him, would not a majority of this House sustain the 
Chair? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a matter of speculation. Ido 
not know. I presume the House would, because the Chair is 
always right. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then, after all, in order to give the mem- 
ber from Utah his full rights, must not the question come upon 
the question of expulsion, which the Constitution says requires 
two-thirds? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Probably. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the importance of this feature of the case 
can not be overestimated. There is no occasion for establishing a 
dangerous precedent. The exigencies of the case do not require 
it, and it seems to me that a fair analysis of the powers of Con- 
gress under the Constitution will disclose to any judicial mind 
that it is the purpose of the Constitution to protect the right of 
the States rather than the righ t of any individual member. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Suppose a two-thirds vote was 
given for the majority report. Does thatexclude claimant under 
the Constitution? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman asks me, if a two-thirds 
vote were given for the mew report, whether it would exclude 
under the Constitution. presume it would; but the majority 
report, to which the resolutions are attached, contains statements 
and inferences which make the conclusion almost irresistible that 
those resolutions are based upon the theory that a bare majority 
is all that is necessary; and if there should be two-thirds, it would 
be accidental rather than nec ; 

I hope that the majority resolution will be so amended that it 
will declare upon its face that two-thirds will be necessary. 
have an amendment prepared which 1 hope at the proper time to 
have an opportunity to offer. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for a question? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Letmeexplainfora moment. I pro 


to amend the majority resolution by inserting the words “ two- 
thirds of the House concurring” after the word “case,” in the 
first line. Now I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The constitutional provision 
to which you have referred, and upon which your argument is 
entirely based, assumes that the person to be expelled or excluded 
is a member of the House. Do you contend that Brigham H. 
Roberts is a member of this House? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He is a member for some purposes. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Has he not a presumptive or 
inchoate right as a member, and was not that right destroyed 
when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayYLER] interposed his ob- 
jection? Does he not cease to be a member of this House. and is 
not = in abeyance until he shall have been admitted and 
sworn in 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not subscribe to that doctrine, be- 
cause he has the constitutional qualifications and has been duly 
elected. He has drawn salary since the 4th of last March, has 





exercised the franking privilege, and participated in the election 
of Speaker. He isa member to the extent that he may be expelled 
without being sworn. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is it not a fair inference, inas- 
much as the gentleman is making a distinction in the definition of 
exclusion ant expulsion, and the question is on expelling—does it 
not imply that he is a member of this House now? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. To the extent necessary for expul- 


sion. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is not that the legal constitu- 
tional status, according to the gentleman’s assumption? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe that you can make any 
such inference. If he were sworn as a member, and a resolution 
were introduced declaring his seat vacant, it would be expulsion. 
You can not change the character of an act by simply changing 


its name. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The gentleman has spoken of 
the shame and obloquy that would be cast upon this House by 
admitting a propagandist of poly y. I assume, therefore, 
from his argument in drawing the distinction between exclusion 
and expulsion, that the gentleman considers that the legal status 
of Brigham H. Roberts is that he is a constitutional member of 
this House at the present time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me say to my friend from New 
Jersey that I will not have any controversy with him over a re- 
finement of terms and definitions. Roberts is a polygamist, and 
should not be a member of the House, and I am ready to vote for 
a resolution to exclude, vacate his seat, or expel him without the 
oath, with the understanding that it requires a two-thirds vote 
to accomplish it. I do not care what name you give the pro- 


cedure. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. It only requires a two-thirds 
vote to expel a member, and exclusion only requires a majority 
by construction and necessary implication. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I hope I am too much of a lawyer to 
permit such technical refinements to destroy the substance of a 
great constitutional safeguard. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But the gentleman is driven 
to the extremity of admitting that Mr. Roberts is a member of 
this House at the present time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. For some purposes. 

I can say with my eloquent colleague [Mr. Lanpis} that I too 
desire to write over the portals of the Capitol that ‘‘ No polygamist 
need apply for admission,” but I would have the legend written in 
letters that blaze with such brilliancy that they can be read from 
the North and the South, from the East and the West, even as far 
as the archipelago of Sulu. ' 

The report of the committee in this case shows the claimant to 
be a polygamist not only in belief but in practice. He believes it 
to be a divine right and a proper system of social life. He may 
entertain whatever belief he chooses in relation to religion and 
morals. That is the right of every citizen of thecountry. But no 
one has the right under the guaranty of the freedom of conscience 
and religious tolerance to do that which is condemned as criminal 
by the universal sentiment of the people. Liberty of conscience 
does not mean license to commit crime. 

Society existed before government. Government was ordained 
to enlarge and protect social activities. Our civilization has its 
basis in the Christian faith and philosophy, and it is founded upon 
certain fundamental institutions around which all other interests 
center. Chief among these is the family, which, by common con- 
sent, consists of one husband, one wife, and as many children as 
the Lord may see fit to bless the union with. That institution is 
older than the Government. It was here before the Constitution 
was written. It is the unit of civilization and it was not neces- 
sary to define its composition in constitutions or laws. There 
never was any controversy about it. {twas a matter of universal 
knowledge and consent. It is the warp into which every other 
social relation is woven, and it constitutes the foundation rock 
upon which the structure of government rests. Without it our 
Peoringe yg — ae — and - ment oe crumble 
into ruins. infinitely greater importance than the govern- 
ment itself, for if that were overthrown ano’ 


ther, with like attri- 
butes and functions, would be erected in its ; butif the foun- 


dation were d there would be ng for republican 
"Tae cateon acca ie of a system of social order that 

eC sa a 0! er tha 
is destructive of tho Obnietian false He believes in the institu- 


tion of polygamy as a divine right, and he puts his belief into 
practice. He claims to have renounced that belief, but the report 
of the committee shows that his renunciation was coerced, and 
that his practice has not been abandoned. If he had it in his 
or to-day, he would make his loathsome institution universal. 

e have no right to exclude him from membership here because 
he isa Mormon. A Mormon has as much right, under the law, 
to a seat in Congress as a Presbyterian or a Baptist. I would dis- 
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noni is case from the ordinary bigamist who contracts un- 
tings not under claim of moral right, but clandes- 
tinely and to gratify a depraved moral nature. All crime tends 
toward moral degeneracy and social decay, but the criminal courts 
have adequate power to punish the common offender, and this is 
society's safeguard. But here is a man who isan avowed enemy 
to the Christian family. He is a polygamist because he believes 
it to be morally right. It is the rule of his moral nature—of bis 
life. He would substitute his detestable system for that which is 
the basis of this civilization. He could bring his wives here into 
the very temple of civilization, maintain polygamous relations 
with them, and be protected from arrest and porgention by the 
Federal Constitution if he were a member of this House. 

The principle which justifies his exclusion is that he is the rep- 
resentative of a system of social and moral life that is inimical to 
our civilization and destructive of society itself. We have the 
acknowledged right to expel traitors to the Government from this 
House. A traitor is one who would accomplish the overthrow of 
the Governments Is not one who would destroy the very founda- 
tion upon which government rests as great an enemy as a traitor? 
Would he not accomplish the overthrow of the Government? The 
way is clear, the duty is plain. Let him be excluded upon this 
broad ground and let the world know that there is no place under 
the American flag where an avowed polygamist, as a propagandist, 
is eligible to a seat in this body. 

But a false chivalry says since he has incurred obligations 
toward innocent women and children, what would you have him 
do? Shall he heartlessly thrust them aside? Ah, but that is not 
the question. He madethe mistake of his life in getting into pol- 
itics and obtruding his loathsome system into the affairs of the 
country. He was the aggressor. He should have remained at 
home and discharged those obligations in as inconspicuous a man- 
ner as possible, and thanked the patience and generosity of the 
American people that he was out of the penitentiary. 

In conclusion let me say, the Christian homes of this country 
are the fountain of omy virtue. Keep the homes pure and our 
institutions are secure; but let them become polluted, and the re- 
sult will be social and political decay. [Applause. } 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to- 
morrow oon 7 

The SPEA . The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
man from Idaho, 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allot- 
ted me in this discussion I can not go into all the important ques- 
tions involved in it. To my mind the issue here presented in- 
volves much more than the personality of the member from Utah. 
It extends to the very essence of constitutional government. The 
member from Utah had a certificate of election and credentials 
from his State, and was in every way a regularly elected and 
commissioned Representative, as much so as any member of this 
House. On the 4th day of last December, he presented himself 
before the bar of the Hoase to receive the oath of office, not even 
questioned on constitutional grounds by a contestant from Utah 
or by a member of this House. 

The only requirements exacted in the Constitution are that he 
be 25 years of age. seven years a citizen of the United States, and 
an inhabitant e State from which he is elected. It was not 
contended by those who sought his rejection that he did not pos- 
sess all these qualifications, and your committee, after many weeks 
of investigation, has found unanimously that he did possess them 
when he sought to take the oath of office. I therefore view with 
satisfaction my vote in favor of administering to him that oath. 
The refusal of this House to admit the member from Utah on his 
credentials is an extraordinary and unjust proceeding in more 
ways than one. 

In the first place, it tends to prevent a fair hearing in his behalf. 
He is denied the manifold rights and privileges of a member. He 
is not permitted to vote or receive the emoluments of his office or 
his expenses in coming to attend the meeting of this body. The 
poor privilege he was permitted (a courtesy extended by the ex- 
acting rule of unanimous consent) was an opportunity to be heard 
in his own behalf for a very limited time, not so much as one- 
tenth the time allowed his opponents, who occupied most of it in 
uncalled-for abuse of the le he represented. 

, in the second place, it resentation in the Congress of 
— United States to a sovereign State in this Union without a 
caring, and on the ex parte statements of a member with no 
petter credentials than those by the member from Utah. 
tPPose, after this investigation, our committee had found that 
: © member was entitled to his seat; how then can this wrong 
Me his State and people be corrected, leaving out of consideration 
rights in the premises? Nearly two months have elapsed since 


I yield fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
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this Congress assembled, and great and important matters of 
legislation, in which Utah had as much interest as any other 
State, have been considered by this body. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
this Congress might have declared war against the most powerful 
nation on earth during that time, and yet Utah could have had 
no part in that declaration. These suggestions are but a few 
which might be made to show the unwisdom of this course. I 
might extend them indefinitely, but my time will not permit. 

The Constitution alone prescribes the qualifications of member- 
ship in this House, and Congress has never by legislative enact- 
ment, much less by the act of this House alone, sought to add to 
those qualifications. When the people of this nation, for the first 
time in a century, deemed it necessary to add to those qualifica- 
tions, Congress did not attempt to do it even by solemn legislative 
enactment, though there were more than a two-thirds vote in each 
House favorable thereto. The exciting times immediately suc- 
ceeding the war of the rebellion caused the enactment of some 
drastic measures, but the heads of our legislators were not turned 
on this great question of constitutional government. The four- 
teenth amendment, adding other qualifications for membership in 
this House than those enumerated in the original Constitution, 
was submitted by resolution of the Thirty-ninth Congress, June 
16, 1866, to the several States for ratification. Thus it will be 
seen that Congress for more than a hundred years never attempted 
to add to the constitutional qualifications of membership in this 
body, with a single exception, and then it was done by an amend- 
ment to the Constitution itself. I contend that this record estab- 
lishes a precedent for our guidance which we can not mistake. 

Section 5 of Article I of the Constitution prescribes, among other 
things, that ‘‘ each House may, with the concurrence of two-thirds, 
expel a member.” Here is a safeguard against improper member- 
ship in this great body, and lest the right might be abused for 
partisan or other purposes the Constitution required a two-thirds 
vote. In passing, permit me to say that the ponderous roll of 
petitions presented to this House in this case, and which has ter- 
rorized so many members, did not call for or contemplate the ex- 
clusion of the member from Utah or a denial to him of the oath 
of office, but uniformly asked for his expulsion after he had been 
sworn in, and under the clause of the Constitution just referred 
to. Do not hasten to do violence to the Constitution in these 
peaceful times, for the people do not now and never have asked 
you to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not go further into the constitutional ques- 
tions here involved, for my time will not permit. 

I believe the magnificent argument which was presented by the 
gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LitTrLEFIELD] yesterday has not been 
answered from a legal standpoint anywhere on the floor of this 
House. I believe every other gentleman who is a member of the 
legal profession has that same conviction, however he may vote 
upon this question. Other influences may govern him, or perhaps 
he may think his constituents exact that he shall vote otherwise; 
but from a purely legal standpoint he can not believe that the 
requirements of the Constitution may be nullified. For these 
reasons I deem it my duty to support the minority report. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to correct some statements made upon 
the floor of this House as to matters having no place in this Uis- 
cussion. It is unfair and unjust to a great people that they should 
be permitted to be uttered here and go unchallenged. I refer to 
some of the charges which have been made against the Mormon 
people. Now, I know something about this old controversy. 
The agitation and discussion which this case has occasioned may 
not be compared to the great contest that was waged in that 
mountain country twelve orfifteen yearsago. I had something to 
do with that contest. I was there and saw it and in a small and 
humble way a in it. Polygamy was then advocated 
and taught by the Mormon Church throughout the whole of the 
intermountain country as a religious duty and as a tenet of their 
faith. The fear was entertained that at some time it might spread 
into all the Pacific States, as the Mormons had missionaries every- 
where advocating and practicing their religion. 

The Territory of Idaho passed a law during her Territorial exist- 
ence which required a test oath, if you please, to be taken by every 
man who exercised the right of suffrage or the privilege of hold- 
ing office. That test oath prescribed that before a citizen could 
vote or hold office he should swear or affirm that he did not belong 
to an organization which taught, counseled, or advised polygamy, 
bigamy, or any other crime defined by law. It was a departure 
in legislation. Nothing of its kind had ever been enacted by any 
State or Territory in the Union or by the Congress of the United 
States. The constitutionality of that act was bitterly contested 
in all the courts of the land. The supreme court of our Territory 
sustained it. The Supreme Court of the United States, by unani- 
mous opinion, sustained its validity. That great tribunal held 
that the right of suffrage was not a God-given right, not a vested 
right, not akin to the question of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness, but a privilege that might be restricted or regulated 
by the legislature at any time it saw fit. 
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It is needless to say that during that contest the bitterness of a 
religious controversy divided the people. Political lines were not 
distinctly drawn, but the controversy was between the Mormons 
on one side and the anti-Mormons, or gentiles, as they were called, 
on the other. 

Iam glad to be able to say, here in my place in the American 
Congress and as the Representative of all classes of our people, 
regardless of their religion, that the controversy I have referred 
to no longer exists; that it is settled and settled right and settled 
forever. The bone of contention was, of course, the question of 
polygamy, or plural marriages. The non-Mormons insisted that 
such a doctrine should never be taught or practiced within the 
confines of the Territory or State of Idaho; that it was a relic of 
barbarism and had no place in our day and age, and that the civili- 
zation of the world was against it. I am not here to advocate it; 
on the contrary, I condemn it as much as any member of this 
House. 

I believe that God intended, when he created two sexes in this 
world, that one man and one woman should live together as hus- 
band and wife. I believe that the marital relation as now recog- 
nized is the safeguard of our civilization and the crowning bless- 
ing of humanity. It constitutes the ideal American home and 
hearthstone, around which cluster the hopes and aspirations of the 
Republic. It fosters, creates, and uplifts American manhood and 
= and elevates, as nothing else can do, American woman- 
100d in all its loveliness and beauty. It was for this institution 
that this contest was bitterly waged in my young State and Terri- 


ory. 

On the 25th day of September, 1890, the president of the Mormon 
Church, Wilford Woodruff, issued a manifesto, by virtue of his 
authority as the head of that organization, which abolished the 
doctrine of plural marriages as a tenet of their faith and advised 
all members to refrain from teaching or practicing it as a religious 
duty. I confess I had some doubts about the honesty of their in- 
tentionsatthattime. That manifesto was ratified by their annual 
conference by unanimous vote October 6 following. 

Looking backward through the past ten years, knowing those 
people intimately and well during all that time, and knowing the 
situation and conditions there as no other member of this House 
has had an opportunity to know them or can know them, I want 
to say, appropriating the words of the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. 
TAYLER], upon my responsibility as a member of this House, that 
the manifesto was issued and has been adhered to by the Mormon 
people in good faith and with an honest purpose. One who does 
not understand conditions there can not appreciate the situa- 
tion which confronted these people. They realized that the world 
was against them on this issue and that they must abandon it, 
They had taken plural wives, following the principles of their re- 
ligion. To these wives children had been born. Must they cast 
off and abandon their helpless women and children? Must they 
brand these innocent children with the shame and disgrace of 
illegitimacy? 

Well, whatever others may think about that, the men of the 
mountains never demanded it and never will. We are willing 
that the ‘‘ dead = shall bury itsdead.” The institution of poly- 
gamy is dead and gone, never to beresurrecteG. Were polygamous 
marriage to be attempted in my State to-day the whole population, 
gentile and Mormon alike, would resent it, and he who had the 
temerity to make the attempt would sdon find a felon’s cell. 
There are 30,000 members of the Mormon Church in my district, 
and I do not believe that a single polygamous marriage has been 
entered into in that State by those people since the issuance of 
that manifesto. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Upon what do you base that state- 
ment? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I base that statement upon the fact of 
having lived in that country, that I have come in contact with 
the poo there for sixteen years, that I know hundreds of them 
personally, that I have been among them, and that I know some- 
thing about what goes on and what exists there. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then, why was the proclamation of Jan- 
uary 8 made? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Iam coming to that, and will have it 
read in the presence of this House and have it incorporated into 
my remarks. I may say that the proclamation of January 8 was 
probably issued to correct a false impression which has been 
created on the public mind throughout the country by those who 
had misrepresented the Mormon people in this agitation. 

However, I am not the author of it, and can only construe it in 
the light of its language and the conditions and circumstances 
which surround its issuance, I believe, like its predecessor, the 
Woodruff manifesto, that it was issued in good faith, and that 
the Mormon Church and the Mormon people intend to obey it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with necessary brevity I want to controvert 
some of the false statements which have been made on the floor 
of this House during this debate respecting the character of the 
Mormon Church. This organization, like other religious or- 
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ganizations, has, doubtless, made mistakes in the past and may 
continue to make them in the future. Church organizations ary 
but human agencies for the teaching of what their members bo. 
lieve to be religious truths. It wiil certainly not be charged that 
from a religious standpoint I am prejudi in favor of the Mor- 
mon Church. 

For two centuries of time my ancestors have belonged to the 
Presbyterian Church. I believe there is as much of good in that or- 
ganization as in any other in these United States or throughout 
the world, but I am not here to say that it never has made any 
mistakes. Why, not very long ago, when the General Assem)|y 
of the Presbyterian Church met, I believe, in this city, they di 
away with a tenet of their faith, a = of their doctrine, to wir, 
the doctrine of infant damnation. They were compelled to do it 
because the civilization of the age required them todo it, and con- 
demned it; for no father ever looked into the face of his child ani 
believed such a doctrine as that. That is the reason why they re- 
pealed it. This action is no reflection on that church organization 
nor on John Calvin, its immortal founder. Timés have change, 
civilization has changed, and churches have changed. I believe 
it is to the credit of the Presbyterian Church that it made that 
change. 

The Mormon Church has done likewise. They have abandoned 
in good faith the doctrine of polygamy. I believe that a vexed 
question is settled, and settied forever and settled right, in that 
intermountain country. I believe, sir, that the Mormons are try- 
ing to obey the law of the land. I know they have gone into tho 
desert and into the wilderness, and builded there a civilization as 
good as any district in these United States can boast of. I know 
that in all church matters they are liberal. They might teach a 
lesson in this respect to some other church organizations in this 
count In my opinion, the best evidence that an individual has 
any religion at all is illustrated by the fact that he tolerates other 
religions, and I might add in passing that I believe it is better to 
have almost any religion than no religion. 

Our people are a cosmopolitan people, who welcome all people 
and all religions, with the single exaction—obedience to and respect 
for the law. The Christian and the Jew, the Protestant, the 
Catholic, and the Mormon are all required to pay tribute to the 
State and obey the law. In my j udgment, the a. loyalty, 
and devotion of all these faiths to the law of the land and the 
Governmentof our common country is absolutely beyond question. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say, I have not submitted 
these desultory remarks with any hope that they would chang» 
the vote in this House on this question, but with the hope that 
the country might learn thereby something about the facts as 
they exist in that country from one who is in a position to know 
the truth. ss 

I prefer, Mr. Speaker, to have the manifesto, attention to which 
was called by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McPHERSON], read 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PROCLAMATION—PRESIDENT SNOW, OF THE CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST OF 
LATTER-DAY SAINTS, DEFINES THE STATUS OF THE CHURCH WITH RESPECT 
TO POLYGAMY. 


From the reading of the various editorials and articles of the public press, 
it is evident that there is much misconstruction and misunderstanding as to 
the present attitude of our church respecting the subjects of polygamy 
and unlawful cohabitation, and believing that many and conscientious 
peeve have been ed,and much adverse criti occasioned thereby, I 

eel it is just to both ‘‘Mormons” and “non-Mormons” to state that, in ac- 
rdan the late President Wilford Woodruff, dated 
mtod ‘to, and unanimously accepted by, 
of October, 1890, the church has positive /y 
abandoned the practice of polygamy, or the solemnization of plural mar- 
riages, in this and every other State, and that no member or officer there: 
has .. authority whatever to perform a plural marriage or enter into such 
a relation. 

Nor does the church advise or encourage unlawful cohabitation on the prt 
of any of its members. If, therefore, any member disobeys the law, either 
as to polygamy or unlawful cohabitation, he must bear own burden, or, 
in other words, be answerable to the tribunals of the land for his own action 


pe ning thereto. 

With the sincere desire that the position of our church as topolygamy 10! 
unlawful cohabitation may be better understood, and with the best wishvs 
for the welfare and happiness of all, this statement is made, and is respe:t- 
fully commended to the careful consideration of Oe 


President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Sa ints. 
Sat LAKE Crry, January 8, 1900. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention sim- 
ply tothe fact that that proclamation shows upon its face that the 
members of the church in the tice of po ygamy shall not le 
subjected to any church discipline or church punishment. 

r. WILSON of Idaho. e reading of the proclamation (ocs 
not bear out any such statement. 

Mr. TA of Ohio. I should like the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLEFIELD] fora moment, asto wheth«’, 
if the House adjourns now, the time to-morrow is to be equally 
divided between us? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I was just 1 that matter up. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, if that be not so, then! 
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desire that the minority continue the discussion this evening until 
they have exhausted so much of their time as will equal ours. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hepsurn), The gentleman 
from Maine is recognized. eet 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is past the hour for ad- 
sournment, and I hope the gentleman will move that the House 
Jo now adjourn. . ; i ; 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chairissimply waiting while 
centlemen are perfecting an arrangement. 
©"Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. | 
If there is nothing to do, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The understanding between the gentle- | 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and myself was that the 
time would be ay divided to-day and equally divided to- 
morrow. Now, all the time has not been consumed yet by the 
centleman from Maine, and I want to have an equal division of 
time to-morrow. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We are not prepared to use any more 
time in debate this evening. We lose twenty-eight minutes on | 
our side if we stop here. If the majority will concede twenty 
minutes to us in the morning —— 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. We have not half the time we need 
to-morrow, and we want to get to a vote to-morrow. The under- 
standing was that the time should be equally divided to-day as 
nearly as possible, There has been no attempt to make an accu- 
rate division of it. I think there should be an equal division of 
the time to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. That can be arranged by the Speaker to-mor- 
row in his recognitions. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. To-morrow is the last day of the debate. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will concede us fifteen 
minutes in the morning, I think we will be satisfied. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, Ido not want to impose upon 
the House—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And I will allot that time to the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Sims}. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 11 o’clock a, m. 








EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of the report of the Auditor for the War Department on the 
claim of Jesse N. Strickland, late colonel of the Eighth Tennessee 
ee the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the Choctaw orphan 
ae the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for construction of library building 
at Fort Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a concurrent resolution to authorize the printing of 
reports of the proceedings of the Board of Supervising Inspectors 
of Steam Vessels—to the Committee on Printing. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Neah Bay, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and one from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to an agree- 
ment with the Crow Indians of Montana—to the Committee on | 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


_ Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutionsof the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 47) 
granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Wash- 
ington, D.C.. in honor of Gen. Francis E, Spinner, late Treasurer 
of the United States, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
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companied by a report (No. 115); which said joint resolution and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6073) to amend 
section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, granting 
to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and 
for other purposes, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 116); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 


| following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 


to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2477) 
| granting an increase of pension to George H. Pennington, reported 


the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 112); 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4698) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Fitnam, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 113); which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2637) granting a pension to Albert Ham- 
mer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 114); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


| Calendar. 


Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2098) for the relief of Hattie 
A. Phillips, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 117); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6678) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Capron—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Annie Duncan Wood—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4635) to quiet the titles of certain lands in the 
State of Mississippi and for the relief of the estate of Eli Ayres, 
deceased—Committee on Private Land Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2469) for the relief of Guernsey County, Ohio— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DE GRAFFENREID: A bill (H. R. 7220) to provide 
for a public building at Greenville, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7221) for the reconstruc- 
tion of the old frigate Constitution—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7222) to create a 
Territory of the District of Columbia by the name of the Territory 
of Columbia and to grant Territorial government to the same 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7223) to regulate fares on the 
street cars in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other pur- 
poses—tothe Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7224) to place bind- 
ing twine and all materials used in making or manufacturing the 
same upon the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7225) to establish the western ju- 
dicial district of Nlinois—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7226) to establish an 
art commission of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. PEREA: A bill (H. R. 7227) for relief of certain heads 
of families in the Territory of New Mexico who were or may be 
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residents of any confirmed Mexican or Spanish grant in the Ter- 
ritory at the time of the confirmation thereof—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7228) to amend section 2294 of 
the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7229) to make disposition of 
the increment and accretions upon the sums reserved by the De- 
partment of State from the fund received by the United States 
upon the account of the payment of the awards of the late Spanish 
and American Claims Commission, and to pay and distribute the 
same—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7330) toamend the char- 
ter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. RUPPERT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 135) author- 
izing and requiring the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton for the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York 
City, by a canal to connect the lower Harlem River with Long 
Island Sound, 3,400 feet in length, 300 feet in width, and 15 feetin 
depth at mean low water, or by asimilar canal 18 feet, in depth at 
mean low water, in strict conformity with the survey and report 
made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 115) calling upon the Sec- 
retary of War for copies of all letters relating to the safety of 
Long Bridge—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A resolution of the Pennsylvania 
legislature, asking for legislation looking to an amendment of the 
Constitution to provide for the election of Senators. by direct vote 
of the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to 
Roxie B, Salter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7231) for the relief of 
L. G. Bowers, of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) for the relief of J. S. Murrell, of Mon- 
roe County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7234) for the relief of the estate of Robert E. 
Bonds, deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7235) for the relief of Henry McGill, of Mon- 
roe County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) for the relief of the estate of Nancy 
Whisenant, deceased, late of White County, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7237) for the relief of Paul 
Chappin, Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7238) to correct the military 
record of Anthony C. Chapoton, alias Anthony Chapaton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7239) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military service of Lewis Dunham—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief of the legal representa- 
jae of John A. Stephens, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Benjamin F, Follen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7242) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of J. A. Church—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7243) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Silas Nicholson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7244) to provide for the reim- 
bursement of naval officers losing property on the United States 
steamship Yantic—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7245) for the relief of Alice 
Jordan, of Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7246) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Butler, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7247) for the relief of Aquila Bowie, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) for the relief of Elijah Vandiver, of 
Leflore County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7249) for the relief of Alfred Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) for the relief of the estate of D. BR. 
Downing, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 0) 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) for the relief of the estate of Madison 
Stephenson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of Bettie Stafford, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of the estate of B.S. Hal- 
lum, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7254) for the relief of the estate of W. Ss, 
Hyland, deceased, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of the estate of Edward 
B. Willis, deceased, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7256) for the relief of James Murphy—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of Hixey Parker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7258) for the relief of John Noble, of Bolivar 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7259) to increase pension of 
William H. De Bord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7260) forrelief of Jacob Higgins—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7261) to correct record of William H. Haw- 
— the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7262) grenting a pension to 
Anthony Slack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. eas a pension to Mary J. Waugh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7264) granting pension to Hannah 
C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7265) for the relief 
of J. B. Hall, deceased, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committeo 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7266) for the relief of Martha A. 
Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 7267) granting a pension to Annie 
E. Hetherington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) granting a pension to Christina Holben— 
to i~ yes = ae) ae Pensions. as — 

0, a (H. R. 7269 ting a pension to Mary E. rer — 
to the Committee on Invalid emienn . 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 7270) for the relief of the estate 
of Franklin A. Davis, late of Orange County, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7271) granting a pension to Anna 
H. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7272) for the relief of Jessie Benton Frémont 
and other former occupants of the present military reservation at 
Point San Jose, in the city of San cisco, and to repeal an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Frémont to 
certain lands and the improvements thereon in San Francisco, 
Cal., to the Court of Claims,” approved February 10, 1893—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7278) for the relief of the estate 
. Mrs. Sarah M. Dunbar, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7274) for the relief of David 
C. Stewart, of Seman, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7275) for the relief of Ammon McLaughlin, 
of Sciotoville, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 

ov Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7276) for the relief of C. M. 
Hall, of Walker County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

Also, a bill = R. ) for the relief of J. S. McLain, of W hit- 
field County, —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7278) for the relief of James B. Bone, of 
Chulio, Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7279) for the relief of William B. Quinn, of 
Whitfield County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 7280) to correct the military 
record of Robert Burton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7281) for the re- 
lief of John E. Lewis, of Crockett County, Tenn,—to the Com- 
mittee on War . ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7282) for the relief of J. M. Sanders, of Gib- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) for the relief of Joseph B. Somerville— 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) for the relief of A. L. Dunlap, of Gib- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) for relief of Jesse L. Brandt, of Gibson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, @ bill (H. R. 7286) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Brooks, deceased, late of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. : S 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7287) for the relief of Thomas 
Bramble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7288) for the 


, 


relief of E. A, Givens, sr., Arcadia, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 7289) for the relief of Mrs. Aurora M. Fai- 
coner, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
re bill (H. R. 7290) for the relief of estate of Stephen Rob- 
erts, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7291) for the relief of the estate of Samuel N. 
White, deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. “ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7292) for the relief of the estate of Adelon 
Vignes, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 
yo a bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Hyacinthe A. Morgan, 
of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7294) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Baum, Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) for the relief of Emily C. McIntyre, of 
Livingston Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7296) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry H. Norton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 7297) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert M. Browning, deceased, late of Claiborne Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of the estate of J. S. 
Douglass, deceased, late of Tensas Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7299) for the relief of Emma C. Lovelace 
and Stephen D, Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 7300) for the relief of Joseph Cordill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7301) to re- 
move the charge of desertion now existing on the records of the 
War Department against John McKeon—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 7302) for the relief of Agnes E. 
Craig—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7303) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred E. Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7304) granting an increase of pension to La- 
vina M. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R, 7305) for relief of T. J. Cole- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7306) granting a pension to 
Mary Isabel White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7307) granting a pension to 
John W. Parmalee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry M. de Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of John Wilkes Moore—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 7310) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of J oseph Tate, alias William Tate, late 
of the Sixth Michigan Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By . WATERS: A bill (H. R. 7311) to increase the pension 
of Enos B, Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7312) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Sullivan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7313) to remove ~~ of desertion from the 
military record of Charles Williams—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7314) to increase the pension of G. K. Glenn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) to increase the pension of William W. 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7316) for the relief of Peter S. Burke—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. it 
wc mn peas» May H.Den 


Also, a bill (H. RB. 7818 a pension to George Herrick— 
te Comite on Tarald Pena ra 
’ a pension to William A. P. 
Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid ensions. 
By Mr, : A bill (H. R. 7820) to remove charge of 
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desertion against William McCutcheon—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7321) for the relief of Ar- 
milda J. Luttrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick E. Vance, of Clay Center, Kans., 
late of Company A, First Minnesota Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7323) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
rison Canfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7324) granting a pension to 
Mary Ragan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 7325) for the relief of the 
estate of Felix Robb, deceased, late of Catahoula Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7326) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military recor. of Joseph M. Jack- 
son, alias Mennell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7327) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles 8S. Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7328) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) to increase the pension of Lewis Swen- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Chicago Federation of 
Labor, Walter Carmody, secretary, relating to public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of George 8S. Woodruff, of Independence, Pa., 
favoring amendment of the revenue law in regard to aflixing 
stamps on insurance policies—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolution of the Horse Breeders’ 
Association, favoring the Brosius bill relating to dairy and food 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Missouri State Grange, for the enact- 
ment of anti-trust laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Paper to accompany House bill No. 5551, 
for the relief of F. B. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers in support of House bill 5567, for 
the relief of Riley Shrigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 5568, granting a pension to 
Howard Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4195, for the relief of 
Harrison Kilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4190, for the relief of 
Elizabeth A. Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
William H. Debord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of railway postal clerks 
of the Second Congressional district of Wisconsin, favoring a bill 
providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of O. A. B. Tracy, of Nantucket, 
Mass., and numerous others residing in other States, urging the 
abolishment of capital punishment in the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Oliver Wise and soldiers and 
sailors of Allegan County, Mich., in regard to amendment to the 
civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of the Connecticut Woman 
Suffrage Association, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting disfranchisement of women—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of employees of the Westfield, 
Mass., post-office, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution 
granting suffrage to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Protest of the Choctaw and Chickasaw na- 
tionsagainst the ratification of the treaty of the Kiowa, Comanche, 
and Apache Indians, of Oklahoma, with the United States—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Protest of 8S. O. Bigmy, chairman of the 
Jewelry Tariff Committee of Massachusetts and Rhode island, 
against the French reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MERCER: Memorial of the South Orange Live Stock 
Exchange with reference toa change in the presentrevenue laws— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Ruth B. Ferguson and 190 citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, Ohio, for the rejection or expulsion of B. H. 
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Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts 
Case. 

Also, petition of J. N, Rainey and several hundred others, fa- 
voring an amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of E. B. Wolcott Post, No. 1, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., against the removal of disabilities of all desert- 
ers in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: Petition of the mayor, aldermen, 
and over 900 citizens of Frederick City, asking for the passage of 
a bill reimbursing Frederick City of $200,000 required of said 
city by General Early in the civil war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7004 for 
the relief of Penelope Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petitions of numerous citizens 
of the State of Michigan, against the seating of Brigham H. Rob- 
erts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the B. H. Roberts 
Case. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Michigan 
for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the 
disfranchisement of citizens on account of sex—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of the railway postal clerks of the 
Eleventh Congressional district of Massachusetts, for the reclassi- 
fication of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the New York State Brewers and 
Maltsters’ Association, protesting against exhorbitant war taxes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Charles 8. Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Lewis Swen- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Winona County Medical Society, protest- 
ing against the passage of Senate bill No. 34, for the prevention 
of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of Christian Endeavorers of Rochester and Ches- 
ter, Minh.; voters of the First Congressional district of Minnesota; 
Winona Presbytery; missionary societies of the Baptist, Con- 
gregational, Episcopal, Methodist, Presbyterian, and Reform 
churches, and general missionary committee of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, all in the State of Minnesota, against the seat- 
ing of B. H. Roberts, of Utah—to the Special Committee on the 
B, H. Roberts Case. 

By Mr, TAYLOR of Alabama: Resolutions of Division No. 1, An- 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Stonington, Conn., expressing sym- 
pathy with the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 7021, in relation to the cob dock opposite the navy-yard, 
in the East River—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of J. A. Smith, agent, Lemoyne, 
Pa., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Petitions, ete., for ‘‘relief from the paper trust” were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk and severally referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Petition of the publisher of the 
Gleaner, Henderson, Ky. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of the publishers of the Times, Wood- 
land Park, Colo.; the Morning Sun, Rico, Colo.; the Republic, 
Buenavista, Colo. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas: Petition of James A. Greer, publisher, 
of Hubbard City, Tex. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petitions of the publishers of the Greenup 
Press, Charleston News, Mattoon Commercial, and Toledo Demo- 
crat, in the State of Illinois, 

By Mr. GORDON: Petitions of the publishers of the News and 
Democrat, Sidney; Standard, Celina, and the Democrat, Green- 
ville, all in the State of Ohio. 

By Mr. JETT: Petitions of the publishers of the Litchfield Her- 
ald, Sullivan Progress, Kankakee Democrat, in the State of Illi- 
nois, 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of W. W. Lastinger, publisher, of 
Gatesville, Tex. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Petition of the publisher of the Sentinel, 
Pickens, 8. C. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Petition of G. W. Clinton, of the Leipsic 
Press and Signal, Independence, Ohio. 

By Mr. ARLES: Petition of the publisher of the Spectator, 
Staunton, Va. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of the publisher of the Exponent, Cul- 


Peper Va. 
y Mr, ROBINSON of Nebraska: Petitions of the publishers of 
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the Fremont Herald; the Advertiser, of West Point; the Demo 
crat, of Creto; Teller-Democrat, of York, and the Sun, of Aurora 
all in the State of Nebraska. : 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of th, 
Lebanon (Mo.) Rustic; Redding Searchlight, Los Angeles Hera\). 
Woodland Democrat, Visalia News, San Francisco Democr it, 
Santa Barbara Independent, San Bernardino Free Press, all in {};, 
State of California; Virginian-Pilot, Norfolk, Va.; Western News. 
Democrat, Valentine, Nebr. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petitions of the publishers of tho 
Democrat, Greenup, Ky., and Democrat and Independent, (at. 
lettsburg, Ky. 

‘ By - ah STOKES: Petition of James L. Sims, editor, of Orango. 
urg, 8. C, 

7 Mr. SULZER: Petitions of the publishers of the Times, 
Cobleskill; News, Albion; Republic, Brockport; Freie Presse, 
Brooklyn; Star, Nyack; Republican, Glens Falls; News, Mount 
Vernon; Gazette, Middleburg; Republican, Albion, and Free Lance, 
Albion, all in the State of New York. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petitions of the publishers of the Progress, 
Lawrence; News, South Boston; L’Etoile, Lowell; The Sun, Spen- 
cer; Journal, Southbridge; The Record, Chelsea, and the }'reo 
Press, Holyoke, all in the State of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Petitions of the publishers of 
the Earlville Gazette-Express, Rockford Poster, Minonk Register, 
Galesburg Republican-Register, Kendall County News, Antioch 
News, Piatt County Republican, Fairfield Record, all in the State 
of Illinois. . 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: Petitions of the publishers 
of the Henry Times, Beardstown Star, Jersey County Democrat, 
Winchester Times, all in the State of Illinois. 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 25, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HANsBROUGH, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Jocrnal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 


DIPLOMATIC REPRESENTATIVE OF THE TRANSVAAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of January 19, 1900, requesting 
the President ‘to inform the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible with 
the public interest, if any, person has been accredited eto in any 
capacity to the United States of America by the Sou Republic, 
commonly known as the Transvaal, and if such person was accepted 
and recognized as such representative by the Government of the United 
States, and if he was nct, for what reason official acce ind recognition 
was refused him; also to inform the Senate of the name of such person, and 
when he applied for official recognition, and when and for what reason ofli- 
cial recognition was refused him, and if any other government, and if so, 
what government, or its official representative or re tatives, objected 
or protested inst the official recognition of said th ican or Trans- 
vaal Republic by the Government of the United States,” I transmit here- 
with a report by the Secretary of State. ‘ 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 2h, 1900. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the message be printed, with the 
accompanying papers, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
omnes a Rome the President of the vee are _ 
was , and, e accompanying paper, referred e Com- 
—, on Civil Service and Retren ent, and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the 
Annual Report of the United States Civil Service 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1900. 

FRACTIONAL SILVER COINS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the : tting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 19th instant, certain information re!.- 
tive to fractional silver coinage for 1899; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

ISLAND SURVEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 9th instant, a letter from the 
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‘rector of the Geological Survey relative to the geological sur- 
a islands now under the jurisdiction of the United States; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Geological Survey, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT FORT DU PONT, DEL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army explaining the impor- 
tance of having the provisions of section 355, Revised Statutes, 
waived so far as they prohibit the expenditure of public money 
for the purposes of erecting public buildings on a tract of land 
recently acquired as a site for necessary buildings at Fort Du 
Pont, Del., before the consent of the legislature of Delaware to 
the purchase has been given; which, on motion of Mr. HALE, was, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURE OF WAR APPR»)PRIATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 8th instant, a statement prepared by 
the Paymaster-General of the Navy showing the allotments to 
the Navy Department from the $50,000,000 appropriated by Con- 
gress under the act approved March 9, 1898, entitled ‘“‘An act 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior 
years, and for other p ,” etc.; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ref to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TEXT-BOOKS IN INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 19th instant, a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs relative to the text-books used for in- 
struction in the Indian schools under the jurisdiction of the Inte- 
rior Department, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted, 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (A, R. 5076) to amend the first section of an act to change 
the time and places for the district and circuit courts of the north- 
ern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


PACIFIC CABLE, 


Mr. HALE, I submit certain testimony taken by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs relating to a Pacific cable. I ask that it 
be printed, perhaps one hundred copies, for the use of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro Semper. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none, and it is so ordered, One hundred copies will be 
printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the board of 
aldermen of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the deepening and widening of the entrance of 
the Baffalo River in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of North Tona- 
wanda, N. Y., praying S08 the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented cao —- of railway mail clerks of 
Mamaroneck and New Yor ty, in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the classifica- 
tion of clerks in first and second class post-offices: which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Van Chemical Company of 
Albany, of J. Milhaus’s Son, of New York City, and of sundry 
druggists of Tompkins County, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medi- 
cines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

a Mr. PERKINS ted a memorial of the Medical Society of 
i an Francisco, » Temonstrating against the enactment of 
peislation for the nn eee of cruelty to animals in the 

istrict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 


San Diego, Cal., and a petition of the Geographical Society of the 
Facile, of San , Cal., praying for the passage of the 
cause in the deficiency appropriation bill to prevent a discontinu- 
ance of the h ic work of the Geological Survey; which 
were referred to , ittee on the Geological Survey. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., remonstrating against any change being made in 
the present tariff law that will discriminate against the industries 
of that State; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the adulteration of food products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the suppression of adulterated food or drinks, or the 
sale of such products under false or misleading labels; which was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for certain changes in the Weather Bureau Service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HANNA. I presenta petition of the American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, praying for the immedi- 
ate passage of the bill to increase American shipping. I ask that 
the petition be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

{Introduced by Mr. Van Kevren.] 


Whereas in the carriage of American imports and exports, several thou- 
sand ocean-going ships are annually employed, but 9 per cent of which ves- 
sels are built in the United States and owned by American citizens: and 

Whereas the monopoly of our foreign carrying trade now enjoyed by 
alien ships, to which our people annually pay §200,000,000 in charges for ocean 
transportation, deprives thousands of American shipmasters and many ad- 
ditional thousands of American officers and seamen of employment; and 

Whereas the lack of an American merchant marine in the foreign carrying 
trade carries with it a lack of American officers and seamen, thus perpetu- 
ating our national weakness upon the seas, while our commerce, in affording 
employment to foreign ships, foreign officers, and seamen, increases the 
naval, maritime, and commercial strength of our foreign rivals; and 

Whereas a bill is now pending in each branch of Congress, introduced in 
the Senate by Senator Frys and in the House by Representative Payne, 
providing for the upbuilding of the American merchant marine in the for- 
eign carrying trade: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the American Asssociation of Masters and Pilot® of Steam 
Vessels, in annual convention assembled, earnestly urges upon Congress the 
immediate passage of the said pending shipping bill, to the end that Ameri- 
can shipmasters, American officers, and American seamen may secure addi- 
tional opportunities for employment upon the sea, so that the $200,000,000 now 
paid annually to foreign ships may be paid to American ships and thus kept 
at home, and in order that the United States may enjoy the prestige and pro- 
tection that inheres in the possession of an American-built, American-owned 
and American-manned merchant marine adequate to all of the needs of 
American foreign commerce. 

Passed unanimously. 


Attest: 

BenJ. F,. PERKINS, G. C. C. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Federation of Labor 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent any of the public lands from being ceded to the States or 
Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Littlefield Drug 
Company and sundry other druggists of Manchester, N. H., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. DEPEW. I presenta memorial of the National Board of 
Trade relative to the needs of the country for a revival of its mer- 
chant marine, I will state that the board is now in session in 
Washington. It represents the principal chambers of commerce 
and boards of tradein the United States. Lask that the memorial 
be printed in the REcorD, with the names, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ‘ 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RecorD, as 
follows: 

Whereas the United States vessels in 1826 carried 92 per cent of the nation’s 
imports and exports, 81 per cent in 1845, 75 per cent in 1856, and only 8 per 
cent in 1899, showing a lamentable decline in our merchant marine in the 
i trade, owing to the fact that it isconducted on a free-trade basis; and 

ereas the tonnage of vessels of the coasting trade, in which foreign 
competition is absolutely forbidden, increased from 722,330 in 1826 to 1,223,218 
in 1845 and to 2,247,663 in 1856 and_ to 3,965,313 in 1899, thus demonstrating the 
ability of this country to meet all of its needs in the matter of shipping when 
properly protected; and ‘ 7 ; 
hereas the United States is now paying to foreign shipowners nearly 
ee faneally to do our ocean carrying trade, which sum increases 
yearly; an 

Whereas the enormous decline in our ocean merchant marine is due tothe 
lower wee paid abroad and to the subsidies paid by foreign govern ts, 
Great Britain alone, according to document * No. 490, Miscellaneo 3 Beet ose 
issued by the British Government in 1899, paying last year $3,266,380 In ‘*postal 
subsidies’ and $233,005 additional to the same GeesnneD, lines in “naval sub- 
ventions,” while for mere wages alone the cost of operatingan American shi p 
is almost exactly one and a half times the cost of operating a similar British 
ship, and the same difference in wages gives greater advantages to foreigners 
in every way, including lower cost in the construction of ships; and 


A. 8. FITTS, Grand Captain. 
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Whereas the protective principle should be extended to our shipping in the 
foreign trade, that it dw built up as has been done in the case of other 
industries, including our coastwise ipping: and 

Whereas the profitable employment of the ——- productive power of the 
farms, factories, mines, forests, and fisheries of the United States impera- 
tively demands the increase of its foreign commerce; and 

Whereas the merchant vessels, officers, engineers, machinists, electricians, 
and seamen necessary to the increase of the commerce of the United States 
are also essential as auxiliary to the forces of the United States in time of 
war and otherwise, and to the better security of: the nation and the protec- 
tion of its possessions; and : 

Whereas it is deemed especially expedient to make immediate provision to 
these ends: Therefore 

This memorial of the National Board of Trade, assembled in Washington, 
January 23, 1900, respectfully represents to the honorable House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senate of the United States, that the delegates now here, rep- 
resenting all sections of our country, find it to be a matter of supreme inter- 
est that our foreign exports have now reached the largest figuresever known 
and offer further opportunities for increase in still wider fields. 

To give force and emphasis to these —. and to give some per- 
manence to the exceptional advantages of the past year, this country needs 
a revival of its merchant marine. 

Your memorialists, the National Board of Trade, respectfully re nt 
that the Frye Senate bill or the Payne House bill will be effective to this end. 
The principles embodied in these bills have met the approval of the President 
of the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Commissioner of 
Navigation, and they have been indorsed by nearly every trade and com- 
mercial organization in the country and by the press to an extent which 
shows an overwhelming sentiment in their favor. 

The argument for an American merchant marine has had the further dis- 
tinct recommendation of foreign delegates to the recent export convention 
as essential for the further cementing of trade relations with the countries 
they severally represented. 

In view of these considerations, your memorialists, the National Board of 
Trade, look with confidence for your early and favorable action on this sub- 


ect. 
’ Andrew Wheeler, chairman, Philadelphia; M.C. Blain, New York; 
James Nicol, Chicago; E. P. Wilson, Ohio Valley Improvement 


Association; H. Lee Barly, Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce; 
Venison B. Smith, Toledo; Frank , Milwaukee, Wis.; John 
Field, Philadelphia; G. Waldo Smith, New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation. 
Adopted by the National Board of Toate Wee, D. C., January 24, 1900. 
E. O. STANARD, Vice-President. 
ttest: 


O. P. Tucksr, Secretary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of the Millers’ State Asso- 
ciation of Illinois, praying for the pa of the bill (S. 1439) to 
amend the act to regulate commerce. at bill is now before the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, and I move that the petition 
be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS = the petition of Virginia C. Clopton, 
— and elia C. Dillard, secretary, on behalf of the 

oman Suffrage League of Alabama, praying that the word 
‘*male” be omitted in the suffrage clause to be framed for the 
government of Cuba, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suifraze 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I present the petition of Isabella 
Beecher Hooker, president, and Frances Ellen Burr, secretary, on 
behalf of the Connecticut Woman Suffrage Association, praying 
that in any new government to be established in our possessions 
women may have the right to vote. There is a letter from Miss 
Susan B. Anthony accompanying it. I donot know to what com- 
mittee the petition ought to be referred, whether to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico or to the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. I think, putees it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Similar petitions have been re- 
ferred to thé Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. 

‘ se PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be so re- 
erred. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I also present a protest of the dele- 
gate from the Choctaw Nation and by the counsel of the Chicka- 
saw Nation, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 1352 
and House bill 905. I move that the memorial be ted as a 
document, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented resolutions adopted at a mass 
meeting of ex-soldiers of the United States of the civil war, held 
at Bloomington, Ind., in favor of the enactment of legislation 
Cane that when ex-soldiers of the United States are ordered 

or examination before any medical board for the purpose of re- 
ceiving a pension or of being granted an increase of pension the 
findings of the board shall be final, and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions shall be directed to certify to such ratings or prove by a 
medical board nearest to the applicant's residence that such find- 
ings were contrary to facts; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


Mr. DANIEL presented oi of the Board of Trade and 


Business Mens’ Association o 


Norfolk, rts that an ap- 
propriation be made to continue the plan, work, and beneficial 


other citizens of Denmark, 
islation to abolish all customs tariff for the island of Puerto Ric, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands ay 
Puerto Rico. 


the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanie: |, 
bill (S. 2681) for the establishment of joint light-houses and {o,.. 
— stations on the coast of Alaska; which was read twice |,y 
its title. , 






oa 


results accomplished by the Philadelphia Commercial Musey)). 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a memorial of the Business Mens’ Associat joy 


of Norfolk, Va., remonstrating against the enactment of leyis|,. 
tion changing the present pilot system; which was referred {) ¢}, 
Committee on Commerce. e 


Mr. FRYE presented the petition of A. H. Witham and sundry 


e., praying for the enactment o/ leg. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
va 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 307) for the establishment of joint light-houses and fog. 
signal stations on the coast of the district of Alaska, reported ad. 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 


bill (S. 1289) to provide for the construction of an additional 
light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washinton, 
or Alaska, as exigencies may determine, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 983) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and 
Joseph Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (S, 340) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
granting pensions to 


@ survivors of the Indian wars of 18:2 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cher- 
okee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1392, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER (for Mr. Gear), from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (5. 165) for 
the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and the heirs of William (. 
McClellan, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDBE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 945) for the purchase or construction of 
a launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, 
Oreg: reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FRYE (Mr. Kean in the chair), from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill 
(S. 2708) to amend an act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 15%); 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2612) to remove the 
charge of desertion t Frederick Schulte or Schult, to ask 
to be excused from its further consideration, and that it be re- 


report was agreed to, 
Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7) to fix the rank of military 
an reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ipresent in behalf of the National Academy 
of Sciences its annual provided for by statute. The statute 


also provides for its prin There is nothing to be done except 

a t it to the officer and send it to the Public 
nter. 

The PRESIDENT The report will be received 


pro 
, Pithout sbjeotion: 
OLMEDO ALFARO, 

Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Military Affairs, ! 
ee back favorably, without amendment, the joint resolution 
(BH. J.B. 129) authorizi the War to receive for in- 
struction at the Military at West Point Olmedo Alfaro, 
of Ecuador, and I ask for its present consideration. It is th: 
joint resolution to which I referred the other day, and which ! 
withdrew because of objection. 

The PRESIDENT Png tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
“"There “chieaiion the all tion idered 

no a Was consicere 
as in Gunna of the Whole. 


The joint resolution was to the Senate without ament- 
ment, ordered to a third read the third time, and passed. 


and ordered printed 








Site 





CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize 
the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company to con- 
<truct and operate a railway through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill 
military reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes, to report it without amendment, and submit a report 
tt, COCKRELL subsequently said: A bill has just been re- 
sorted by the Senator from Connecticut, the chairman of the 
Pommittee on Military Affairs, granting a right of way to the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway through the Fort Sill 
Military Reservation. I understand that the road is completed to 
the line of the military reservation, and it is exceedingly impor- 
tant that this authority should be given. It is recommended by 
the Secretary of War, is avery short bill, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration, it being a House bill. 

The PRESIDENT i tempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. ; 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What is the Caiendar number of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was just reported this morning by 
the Senator from Connecticut, the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It is a House bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It has beenreported from thecommittee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CCEUR D'ALENE MINING TROUBLES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the resolution which he intro- 
duced December 11, 1899, requiring information in regard to the 
authority of General Merriam, etc. I have been instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs to report a substitute and 
recommend the passage of the substitute. The substitute will 
now be read. I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution reported as a substitute was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to make and sub- 
mit to the Senate copies of any and all orders, instructions, or directious 
given by the War De t to Brig. Gen. H. C. Merriam, United States 
Army, touching the troubles in Idaho between the miners, mine owners, and 
civil authorities, and to any officer or officers under him; and also any and 
all orders, nstructiohs, or directions, or proclamations given, issued, or 
proclaimed by General Merriam and any and all officers under him, and 
especially the announcement, if any announcement was made, by General 
Merriam, about May 8, 1899, to the mine owners in regard to employin 
members of the miners’ union and the action if they were employed, anc 
any and all orders, directions, and instructions, if any, in regard to the 
miners who were employed being, by United States authorities, required 
to sign any pledges renouncing allegiance to the miners’ union and assertin 
they would never seek membership in the miners’ union; and any and a 
orders, instructions, and requirements by General Merriam and his subor- 
dinate officers, if any, in to the treatment of civilian prisoners, and 
by what authority Gen. H. C. Merriam acted, and copies of all reports 
made by him and su te officers in connection with the Coeur d’Alene 
mining troubles during the year 1899. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. If it will not give rise to any extended debate, I do 
not object. 


‘ Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to it in its present 


orm. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear the first part 
of the resolution read again. 

The Secre read as requested. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The resolution is reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Is there objection to its consideration? 
aul sein was considered by unanimous consent, and 


The PRESIDENT igi en 
niyo ee wil be 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


om McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2682) for the extension of 
ae road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
P He also introduced a bill (S. 2683) to provide for the construc- 
aa of a revenue cutter for use in St. Marys River, Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2684) for the relief of 
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Benjamin F. Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
2685) for the relief of Daniel Joseph Holland; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2686) to reward officers of 
the Army for distinguished services; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 4 

Mr. McLAURIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2687) to 
define and carry into effect the eight-hour labor laws, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2688) for the relief of Robert 
Aédger and others; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2689) granting a pension to 
Agnes B. Hoffman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He aiso introduced a bill (S. 2690) for the relief of Alfred W. 
Kent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by reauest) introduced a bill (S. 2691) for the relief of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Lindsay Ridgway, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 2692) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Association of Manufacturers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. . 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2693) to repeal the stamp tax; 
which was read by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2694) to extend to the commission- 
ers of agriculture of the several States the franking privilege; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2695) for the classification of clerks 
in the first-class and second-class post-oftices of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to 
William Sheppard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2697) for the relief of 
William Wolfe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2698) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham Park; - which was read twice by 
its title, and, together with the decision of the Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior on certificate No. 248311, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2699) to provide for the 
employment of women nurses in military hospitals of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2700) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry H. Neff; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (5. 2701) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a reporter and for the publication and distribution 
of the decisions of the United States circuit courts of appeals; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2702) granting an increase 
of pension to Leander J. White; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2703) granting a pension to Mary 
M. F. Flagler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL* introduced a bill (S. 2704) to provide for the 
parchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2705) granting a pension 
to Marcena Pinchin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2706) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Andrew P. (also borne An- 
drew J.) Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of 
pension to Prosper L. Knappen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2709) granting a pension 
to Marietta Elizabeth Stanton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
Prupen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
52) to filla vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 25th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. 1484) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to change the material to be used in the con- 
struction of the dry docks at the navy-yards at League Island, 
Pa., and Mare Island, Cal., from timber to concrete and stone. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section of an act to 
change the time and places for district and circuit courts of the 
northern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN DEPENDENCIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate full and exact copies of all proclamations and orders that have 
been issued or made respecting the collection of customs, internal, and other 
revenues in the islands of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Archipelago 
since the seizure thereof by the Government of the United States, the rate 
of such customs, internal, and other revenues, the total amount thereof, a list 
of the person or persons engaged in such service, where stationed, respec- 
tively, and how such customs, internal, and other revenues have been and 
are being disbursed, and whether the same or any portion thereof have been 
covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

And the Secretary of War is further hereby directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence relating to the collection of the customs, 
internal, and other revenues in said islands since the seizure thereof by the 
Government of the United States to this time. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Nebraska if he will not consent to strike out the last clause in his 
resolution, which is as follows: 

And the Secretary of War is further hereby directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence relating to the collection of the customs, 
internal, and other revenues in said islands since the seizure thereof by the 
Government of the United States to this time. 

I think the first portion of the resolution covers all the informa- 
tion the Senator desires to obtain, and that the answer to it will 
be ee satisfactory to him. 

he reason why I ask the Senator to amend his resolution by 
leaving out the last clause is that it evidently relates to a very 
large mass of correspondence, from day to day, with reference to 
the daily transactions, or weekly transactions, respecting the rev- 
enues there, the amount that has been received daily, and all that; 
and it would be a very great hardship upon the War Office to have 
to make copies of all those papers; and when received, I imagine 
that they would not aid in the object which the Senator desires to 
accomplish. I trust he will strike that paragraph out, and thus 
relieve the War Department from the immense labor of transcrib- 
ing all the letters which are received in the daily course of busi- 
ness from Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the first part of the resolution 
calls for copies of all proclamations and orders that have been 
issued respecting the collection of customs, internal, and other 
revenues in the islands of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine 
Archipelago. The second clause, to which the Senator from Con- 
necticut calls my attention, was designed simply to reach thatcor- 
respondence which might be of a general nature and therefore 
interesting to the Senate in construing the orders or proclamations 
and giving general directions to customs officers, 

I do not care on tpeen, Seng = the daily and perfunctory corre- 
spondence between the War Office and those engaged in the col- 
lection of revenues in those islands, but if there are any letters 
that have passed between the Secretary of War or his assistants 
of a general nature explanatory of the system in vogue in those 
islands and necessary for our proper understanding of what is 
going on there, I should like to have them. 

I do not think I shall object to the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut, although it is due that I should say that this 
latter clause was inserted because of a suspicion I have, whether 
well founded or illy founded, that there is usually an attempt to 
avoid information rather than to furnish it, and it was done with 
a view of bringing that out. However, I will accept the su 
tion of the Senator from Connecticut, and let the last paragraph of 
the resolution be stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I willstate that my only objectis 
to relieve the War Department of unnecessary labor; and, if when 
the answer is made to the resolution, the Senator should think 
that there was anything further that he desires, [ would not object 
to a resolution which he might offer for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN, I shall accept the amendment with that view. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Chair understand th 
Senator from Nebraska to consent to the amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution will be modified 
as indicated, The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


SEIZURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before tho 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which wil] 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr, 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 


ene food products are not in their nature instruments of warfaro: 
an 


Whereas the United States is the py producer of such products in 
the world, and it is therefore essential to our prosperity that these products 
be freely sold and delivered wherever purc ; an 

Whereas to permit such products to be declared contraband of war and 
subject to seizure by foreign nations at war among themselves would work 
a injury to the great body of our agricultural population: Thero- 

ore, 

Resolved, That the United States of America will not recognize the right 
of any nation to declare f products contraband of war or to seize suc 
products belonging to citizens of the United States or being transported in 
vessels owned by citizens of the United States. and that an gach seizure 
will be deemed by this Government an act unfriendly to the United States, 


Mr. SPOONER. As the Senator who introduced that resoln- 
tion is not at this moment in his seat, I suggest that it stand over 
for the present. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Dakota is not in his 
seat, and I think the resolution had better lie on the table until 
he comes in. 

Mr. HALE. That motion ought not to be made in his absence. 
Let the matter stand over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro pee Holding its place on the table? 

Mr. HALE. Holding its place. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution which | introduced yesterday may retain its 
place until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That hasbeen already granted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thank you. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. ; 


Mr. HALE. If the morning business is completed, I ask that 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill be laid before the Senate, 
It is very important that it should be passed to-day. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6237) making appro- 
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal ‘year ending June 30, 1600, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
A a with amendments. 

r. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as an are reached in their order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the committee amendments be acted upon 
as they are reached in order. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The reading of the bi!l will be en with. 

The Secreta-y proceeded to read the bill. e first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ** Treas- 
ury Department,” on page 3, after line 11, to insert: 

Office of the Treasurer of the United States: For the following from feb- 


ruary 1 to June 30, 1900, inclusive, namely: Three clerks, at the rate of #0 
Penh gues each; and 3 expert counters, at the rate of $720 per annum each; 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 13, to insert: 
onneent expenses: For purchasing material for binding important rec 
ords, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 20, to insert: 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


That the sum of Pe of the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
for the expenses the Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year iss is 
hereby rea ted and made available for expenditure for said service 
during the year 1900. 

The amendment was agreed to. E 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 3, to insert: 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Post-office and custom-house, Kansas City, Mo.: For painting and installa 
tion of passenger elevators, $35,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 7, to insert: 

i Helena, Mont.: That the Secretary of the Treasury is 

Palle a eepiate the ‘purchase of block 402, Helena town site, Helena, 
M: t., as @ site for the public building at said place at a cost not to exceed 
19.500, and to pay for the same out of money heretofore appropriated for the 
* ntinuation of said public building under the present limit of aggregate cost. 

The amendment was agreed to. 1m? 

Te next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ District of Colum- 
bia,” on page 12, line 10, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out: 

One-half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia and one-half from any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

So as to make the clause read: 

a -evor’s office: For such employees as may be required in accord- 
na oth the provisions of the act of Congress making the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia a salaried officer, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. t . 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 13, to insert: 

? ‘s Hospital and Asylum: That the appropriation for salaries for 
os ene Hospital and Asylum for the current fiscal year shall be 
available for the payment of an assistant clerk, a pharmacist, an assistant 
pharmacist, and & steward at said institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert: 

evidence Hospital: For the completion of the isolating building at the 
pas Hospital including the necessary grading and paving of the 
approaches thereto, 000, to be expended under the direction of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 23, to insert: 

Militia of the District of Columbia: That the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for rifle practice and matches for the fiscal year 1899, amount- 
ing to $780.61 is hereby reappropriated and made available for the service of 
the fiscal year 1900. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ . 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 3, to insert: 

One-half of the foregoing amounts under the District of Columbia shall 
be paid from the revenues of said District and one-half from any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“‘ War Depart- 
ment,” on page 15, after line 19, to strike out: 

National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers: Marion Branch, at Marion, 
Ind.: For gas mains to leased land, wrought-iron pipe, gate valves, fittings, 
line separators, digging trenches, laying pipe, and back filling, and right of 
way through farms, $9,117. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 16, to insert: 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Southern Branch, at Hampton, Va.: For transportation, namely: For 
transportation of members of the Home, fiscal year 1899, $575.84. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 5, to insert: 

Pacific Branch, at Santa Monica, Cal.: For household, namely: Expendi- 
tures for furniture for officers’ quarters; for bedsteads, bedding, beddin 
material, and all other articles required in the quarters of the members, anc 
for their repair, if they are not repaired by the Home; for fuel, including 
fuel for cooking, heat, and light; for engineers and firemen, bath-house 
keepers, hall cleaners, laundrymen, es and soap makers, and privy watch- 
men, and for all labor, materials, and appliances uired for household use, 


and for their repair, unless the repairs are made the Home, fiscal year 
1899, $1,634.36, : . z 


For hospital, namely: assista , matrons, ists, 
pital clerks an eae 4 aon nee meen ite a 
pital carriage drivers, hearse drivers, gravediggers, funeral escort, and for 
such other services as may be necessary for the care of the sick; for surgical 
instruments and appliances, medical Sooke, medicines, liquors, fruits, and 
other necessaries for the sick not on the regular ration; for bedsteads, bed- 
ding, and bedding materials, and all other articles necessary for the wards; 
for hospital, ki and dining room furniture and appliances, including 
aprons, Caps, and jackets for hospital, kitchen, and dining-room employees; 
aa o lage, ee ee — for tools of grav 
year 1899, $473. — 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge whether the committee understand, as the bill 
says, that hearse drivers, gravediggers, and funeral escorts are 

necessary for the care of the sick?” That is the way the bill 
reads, if I heard it correctly. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Maine will allow me to 
answer the Senator from Massachusetts, I will say that these 
come under the general heading of the hospital department; and 
while the deficiency has not occurred in those items to which the 
Senator has referred, it was thought best to put them under the 
general head of the items which are appropriated for in that one 


department. 
a t. HOAR, Ishould hardly want to enact by law that grave- 
iggers are necessary for the care of the sick. If, however, the 


committee prefer it in that way, I shall not interpose an objection. 

as PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to 
¢ amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


iggers, and for all 
ces not done by the Home, fiscal 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 17, after line 9, to 
insert: 

Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind.: For household, including the same objects 
specified under this head for the Pacific Branch, $474.60 

For hospital, including the same objects specified under this head for the 
Pacific Branch, fiscal year 1899, $465.44. 

For gas mains to leased land, wrought-iron pipe, gate valves, fittings, line 
separators, digging trenches, laying pipe, and back filling, and right of way 
through farms, $9,117. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 21, to insert: 


Clothing: For on for all the Branches, namely: Expenditures for 
clothing, underclothing, hats, caps, boots, shoes, socks, and overalls; also all 
sums expended for labor, materials, machines, tools, and appliances employed 


and for uge in the tailor shops, knitting shops, and shoe shops, or other Home 
shops in which any kind of clothing is made or repaired, fiscal year 1890, $500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 4, to insert: 


State or Territorial Homes: For continuing aid to State or Territorial 
Homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act approved August 27, 1888, on account of fiscal years as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1898, ine 07. 

For the fiscal year 1899, $113,731.06: Provided, That one-half of any sum or 
sums retained by State homes on account of pensions received from inmates 
shall be deducted from the aid herein provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Military Estab- 
lishment,” on page 27, line 4, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert 
the following proviso: 


Provided further, That from the foregoing amount, if in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War the emergency exists, the sum of $190,000, or so much 
thereof as in his discretion may be necessary, shall be used for the purchase 
of a site or sites for the location of barracks for the accommodation of a gar- 
rison in charge of fortifications. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Barracks and quarters: For barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses 
for the safe-keeping of military stores; for offices, recruiting stations, and 
for the hire of buildings and grounds for summer cantonments, and for tem- 
vorary buildings at frontier stations; for the construction of temporary 
Puildings and stables, and for repairing public buildings at established posts: 
Provided, That no part of the moneys so appropriated shall be paid for com- 
mutation of fuel; and for quarters to officers or enlisted men, $1,000,000: Pro- 
vided further, That from the foregoing amount, if in the judgment of the 
Secretary of War the emergency exists, the sum of $150,000, or so much thereof 
as in his discretion may be necessary, shall be used for the purchase 
or sites for the location of barracks for the accommodation of a 
charge of fortifications. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Naval establish- 
ment,” on page 31, after line 15, to insert: 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 

For the payment to the following-named officers of the United States 
Navy, their heirs or legal representatives, the amounts hereinafter stated, 
for expenses of subsistence at Key West, or Havana, or both, between Febru- 
ary 15, 1898, and May 1, 1898, checked, or directed to be checked, against their 
accounts: Capt. Charles D. Sigsbee, $137.33; Commander Richard Wainwright, 

+; Lieut. Commander George F. W. Holman, $02.63; Lieut. John Hood, $101.33; 

sieut. Carl W. Jungen, $95; Lieut. Frederic C. Bowers, $101.33; Lieut. George 
P. Blow, $65.33; Lieut. Wilfrid V. Powelson, $25.93; Lieut. John R. Morris, 

101.33; Ensign Frank H. Brumby, $66.67; Ensign Jonas H. Holden, $140.79; 
tnsign Wat T. Cluverius, $140.76; Ensign Pope Washington, $84: Ensign 
Arthur Crenshaw, $84; Ensign Amon Bronson, $01.33; Ensign David F. Boyd, 
$98.33; Surg. Lucien G. Heneberger, $142; Paymaster Charles M. Ray, $142; 
Chaplain John P. Chidwick, $140.76; Capt. Albertus W. Catlin, United States 
Marine Corps, $84; Boatswain Francis E. Larkin, $§4; Gunner Charles Mor- 
gan, $85.20; Gunner Joseph Hill, $107.33; Carpenter George Helms, $100.04; Pay 
Clerk Brent McCarthy, $92.33; Pay Inspector Arthur Burtis, $84 (paid on ac- 
count of Lieut. John J. Blandin, deceased); the heirs or legal representatives 
of the late Charles P. Howell, commander, United States Navy, $140.76; in 
all, $2,656.48. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 7, to insert: 


That the provision in the act entitled “An act making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1899, and for prior years, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899, 
authorizing pra to the officers and enlisted men comprising the tempo- 
rary force of the Navy during the war with Spain who served creditably 
beyond the limits of the United States of two months’ extra pay, and to those 
who so served within the limits of the United States of one month's extra 
pay, is hereby amended so as to authorize the payment to the heirs or legal 
representatives of the officers and enlisted men entitled to the benefits of said 

xrovision who died, or may hereafter die, of the extra pay therein provided 
or. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 21, to insert: 
NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Observation of total eclipse of the sun in May, 1900: For preparation and 
outfit of instruments and their transportation, the purchase of additional 
apparatus and materials, including photographic material, the erection of 
suitable buildings at each station, ool generally the expenses of preparation 
and observation, including the living expenses of parties at the se 
tions, and the available instruments weed 
in 1874 and 1882 may be also utilized, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Interior Depart- 
ment,” on page 38, after line 11, to insert: 


To pay the Atlantic Building Company for rent of the seventh and eighth 
floors and four rooms on sixth floor of building used and occupied by the 
Indian Office, for the months of October and November, 1500, at $500 per 
month, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 16, to insert: 


To pay the cost of repair of certain rooms in the Atlantic Building, Wash- 
ington, D. C., used and occupied by the Indian Office and gamaged be = 
a) 


the condition of ordinary wear and tear as determined by a boa 
by the Secretary of the Interior to assess damages, $214.50. 

The amendment was agreed to, : 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 

For stationery for the Department of the Interior and its several bureaus 
and offices, including the Civil Service Commission and the Geological Sur- 
vey, $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Geological Sur- 
vey,” on page 42, line 15, to increase the appropriation for con- 
tinuation of the investigation of the coal and gold resources of 
Alaska from $25,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“ Indian Affairs,” 
on page 43, after line 17, to insert: 

For the prevention and stamping ct of smallpox among the whitesin the 
Indian Territory, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 22, after the word 
‘‘and,” to strike out “‘ ninety-nine” and insert “‘ ninety-seven;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

To complete the work of the commission appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior under section 9 of the Indian act agro June 7, 1897, to meet 
certain cxpeame under the agreement with the Chippewa and Christian 
Indians, reimbursable, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Miscellaneous 
objects, Interior Department,” on page 44, line 14, after the word 
‘*To,” to strike out ‘‘reimburse” and insert “‘ pay to the widow 
of the late;” so as to make the clause read: 

To pay to the widow of the late Dr. A. H. Witmer on account of salary 
withheld, and other disallowances, $537.15. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 16, to insert: 

Reimbursement of John E. Crane: To reimburse John E. Crane, United 
States commissioner in Alaska, for expenses incurred by him for the relief of 
oa and sick Americans at Circle City, Alaska, during 1897 and 1898, 

. eV. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Justice,” on page 46, after line 9, to insert: 

For incidental expenses and for employment of temporary assistance and 
workmen necessary for the care and custody of the buildings in the District 
of Columbia rented by the Department of Justice, to be selected aud their 
compensation fixed by the Attorney-General, and to be expended under his 
direction, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office De- 
partment,” at the top of page 48, to insert: 

To enable the Post-Office Department to be properly represented at the 
celebration of the twenty-fifth OC aneveseney of fhe A tion of the Uni- 
versal Postal Union, to be held at Berne, Switzerland, July 2, 1900, 
by delegates to be appointed for that _——- by the Pi Sencval. 
who is herebyauthorized, in his discretion, to fix a per diem allowance to the 
same in lieu of expenses, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘Out of the 
postal revenues,” on page 48, line 24, after the word “dollars,” to 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That in administe: the service under this a; jion n 
deficiency shall be created ioe opcopete 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The next amendment was, under the head of “ Paris Exposi- 
tion,” on page 50, line 1, after the word “expended,” to insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Patents is authorized and directed to 
allow such patent models as have been previously exhibited at any interna- 
tional exposition as the Secretary of the Interior may select, to trans- 
ported to and from and exhibited at said exposition th the of an 
employee of the Patent Office duly designated for that ay the 
Commissioner of Patents; such models to returned to the Patent Office 
at the close of the exposition; but no models shall be removed concerning 
which litigation is now pending. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 50, 
after line 10, to insert: 

For six additional commissioners, to be appointed vided 
dry civil appropriation act, approved Jari. 1898 ‘who shall ~ Somtg 
one and subject to the tations prescribed therein, $8,000 each, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Legislative,” on 
page 50, after line 16, to insert: sy 


SENATE. 

For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, includ- 
ing compensation pays rs to committees, ee rate as may be 
fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses oft the 
Senate, but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, $25,000. 


tives, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said committec, ¢7\y), 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. . 


dian depredation claims,” on 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘* House 
and forty-two thousand one hundred and twelve,” and insert 


depreda ° 
ment No. 84, $396,967. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 23, to insert. 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 25, to insert: 
For repairs of Maltby Building, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 51, to insert: 

of the Senate to pay the connected with 


the reception and unv of the statue of iel Webster on January 
1900, incurred by the joint committee of the Senate and House of Repres, z = 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Under tho Pup. 


lic Printer,” on page 52, line 6, after the word “For,” to insert 
‘‘ printing and binding for;” so as to make the clause read: 


For printing and binding for the Treasury Department, $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was; on page 52, after line 11, to insert: 
For printing and binding for the Department of the Interior, including th, 


Civil Service Commission, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judgments in In. 
53, line 19, before the word 
ument No. 27, two hundred 


‘*Senate Document No. 84, three hundred and ni -six thou- 


sand nine hundred and sixty-seven;” so as to make the clause read: 


For ent of judgments rendered the Court of Claims in India, 
Pion cases certified to Congress at its present session in Senate = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judgments, Court 
of Claims,” on page 54, line 15, after the word ‘‘twenty-six,” to 
insert “‘and Senate Document No. 99;” and in line 19, before the 
word “‘ cents,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty-three thousand nine hundred 
and twenty-five dollars and sixty” and insert “ -one thousand 
six hundred and fifty-five dollars and eighty-two;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, re- 

rted to Congress at its present session in House Document No. 2) and 

mate Document No. 99, $2,151,655. 82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
e ba bill what is the total amount proposed to be appropriated 

t 
Mr. HALE. About $9,000,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The total amount appropriated by the bill 
is about $9,000,000? 

Mr. HALE. Nine million and odd dollars. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there anyitem in the bill to pay for the 
rent of the custom-house in New York? 

Mr. HALE. No; of coursethere area thousand items in the bill. 
I have read it over several times. Iam satisfied there is no item 
of that kind. There is an amendment which was proposed to be 
offered on the floor touching that, and when the subject was called 
to my attention I declined to offer it, because it is not a matter 
that should come into this bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have the committee inform 
me what portion of this defi on is for expenses 


of careying on th wat in the Philipp 
Mr Of course I can not segregate that item, because 


the expenses of the War tare general. They run over 
the eames t, the Commissary Department, 
the Pay nt, the — Corps, Medical and Surgery, and 
the other divisions of the War Department. How much of these 
ons, which amount to about $!),- 

000,000, will be expen u the Philippine service I do not 
know. Ido not know w an inquiry directed to the War 
Department by the Senate, at the instance of the Senator from 
South Dakota, would elicit that information. I suppose that 
y it might; but there is not in this appropriation 


that conveys to my mind or can convey to any Senator's mind 

o pee between that service in the War Department and 
I have nodoubt that it isa very large proportion of this amount 
that is being so because the most of the Army is there, 
the most of the are there, and the transportation of sup- 
plies and of and all the incidents to war touch the Philip- 
pine Islands the Senator knows, as every Senator knows, 


; 
ee ae a aS oe CRS ORNEY Wer. ; 
L mast eas Se Svaston sabe er an an om 
not conceive, as the Senator in charge i woul 
called upon to furnish an more definite than that statement. 
At any rate, I can not furnish 
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REW. Mr. President, Iam not going to antago- 
og nea of this bill. I believe that the entire expenditure 
of the Government in carrying on a war in the Philippine Islands 
is unnecessary and unjust, and that there can be no ible excuse 
found to justify it under any circumstances. The war in the 
Philippines could cease to-morrow if we should do that which we 
would insist upon being done if we were situated as the Filipinos 
‘ j ed. 
arerhile I am not going to refuse to vote supplies at this time to 
the Government, I feel like entering my protest against expend- 
ing the money collected from the people of the United States by 
taxation for the purpose of conquering the people of the Philip- 
pines and depriving them of the right to govern themselves. 

Mr. HALE. Itis proper, perhaps, that I should state—it may be 
that I did not in answer to the Senator's question—that while the 
appropriations direct are but nine million and odd thousands, 
there are funds that we have given in our generosity before that 
are reappropriated, amounting to forty-seven million and odd 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here is a war, Mr. President, against a 
constituted government that Congress has not declared, and we 
propose without inquiry to vote money to carry it on. It seems 
to me that it is the first duty of this Congress to take up and de- 
termine the question of right or wrong, and ascertain whether 
there is an occasion for the loss of life and the expenditure of 
money in the effort to conquer those people, and that that ought 
to be done before we approve any further by the appropriation of 
money the acts of the Administration in this connection. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to discuss this question at the pres- 
ent time, but I do desire to enter my protest against a further ap- 
proval of this business. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY--THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maine I 
think that ought not to be done unless our friends on the other 
side will say to us that they do not wish on to-morrow to con- 
tinue the debate on the financial bill. 

Mr. HALE. I had understood that no Senator desires to speak 
to-morrow. I know that many Senators desire the day for busi- 
ness at the Departments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know of any Senator on this 
side who desires to take the floor at this time on the financial bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or for to-morrow? 

F Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Neither for to-morrow or the next 
ay. 

Mr. HALE. I was so told. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the absence of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who appears to be absent from the Cham- 
ber to-day, he asked me to call attention to the fact that the 
weeks and days are passing without a discussion of this bill, and 
to urge its discussion in the Senate so far as it may properly be 
done. -Of course, if there is no debate in view and no one wishes 
to speak upon that question, I do not object to adjourning over, 
but certainly it ought not to be made a reason for asking or sug- 


gesting a postponement of the final vote upon the financial bill 
upon the alread ed by unanimous consent, 
Mr. JO. of ebinane. There will be no proposition to post- 


pone the bill. The time was agreed on to vote; Senators know 
oak have that time; and if they choose to take time to prepare a 
little bit more thoroughly than they would if the bill were being 
pressed it is a matter certainly that can not be complained of. 

Mr. TELLER. ere has been some notice at least given of 
the discussion of another subject on Monday, so that no one will 
probably have a chance to discuss the financial bill on Monday. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Unanimous consent was given when 
the bill was taken up that the bill should not give way to anything 
else after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator knows very well that we can not 
easily say to a Senator who desires to discuss some other question 
and who has given the notice that he must not doit. It has been 
the custom of the Senate to allow him to do it. Of course, if the 
debate is not to go on to-morrow, the Senate can adjourn until 
Monday, but I do not believe it ought to adjourn over. I know 
there has been some notice given of a speech on Monday that has 
nothing to do, I understand, with this financial question. If any- 
one is ready to discuss the financial bill, I shall insist that he shall 
have the pri of doing so, inasmuch as I do not now recall 
a given the notice for Monday. But that it is unpleasant 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand that any notice 


has been given for Monday, 


Mr. HALE. I should not have made the motion if I had not 
understood that no Senator on the other side or on this side de- 
sires to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no notice for Monday. 

Mr. HALE. As to what will be done on Monday, I do not think 
what we do to-morrow or the next day will in any way change 
that. If we come here in the morning, so many Senators desire 
the day for business at the Departments and other business that 
we shall have nothing to do and will adjourn. It will bring only 
a few Senators here. I should be willing to leave the question 
pretty largely to the Senator from Iowa, who has large experience 
in this matter and who is standing now as the sponsor for the 
bill, but I remind him that we will not get any debate to-morrow, 
I believe, from what we have heard here to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, for the first time, I hear from the other 
side that they are not prepared to go on with the debate upon the 
financial bill either to-morrow or the next day. It was only to 
facilitate the consideration of that bill that I interposed, and not 
having had an opportunity to consult about it, and no one sug- 
gesting to me from the other side that they did not wish to go on 
to-morrow or the next day, I of course interposed the suggestion 
that I made. I only desire now to say that, with the exception of 
this financial bill, I know of no pressing matter before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will ask that avote be taken on my motion. 
If any Senator desired the floor to-morrow, 1 would not insist upon 
it, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to state that if the junior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] were in the city, I should ask the 
Senate to-morrow to take up the question concerning a vacant 
seat in the Senate from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. He 
is absent, and therefore that case will not be proposed for the con- 
sideration of the Senate during this week; but when these inter- 
vals of indolence take place in the Senate, I shall bring up that 
case and ask to have it discussed. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to say that the junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee is necessarily absent. He was telegraphed for for a special 
purpose. Iunderstand that he can not return before about Mon- 
day or Tuesday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood that the junior Senator from 
Tennessee would be necessarily absent until next week. As soon 
as he returns that case will be brought to the attention of the 
Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest that several Senators have 
given notice of speeches to be made on subjects other than the 
financial question. Some of them have been crowded out, and 
by the usual custom they will feel at liberty to make their speeches 
on some other day. Thus we are liable to be crowded into the last 
of the time and to have no opportunity to make the financial de- 
bate without seeming to be discourteous to our associates. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wonxsy} have notices here on the 
Calendar to discuss a question that it seems to me is a moot ques- 
tion, but of course they are entitled to discuss it. It is the ques- 
tion as to whether the proposed constitution of North Carolina 
will be a constitutional constitution or not. If woe follow the 
usual custom of allowing Senators to come in with speeches of 
which they have given notice, we shall find ourselves at the last 
with a number of Senators who will want to speak on the finan- 
cial subject, but who will have no opportunity. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Money] desires to speak to-day. 

Mr. MONEY. I gave notice two days ago that after the busi- 
ness of the morning hour to-day I would address the Senate on the 
resolution of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not understand that to-morrow or the next 
day have been mortgaged by any Senators. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; there is no notice for speeches on those 
days. 

Mr. TELLER. They are not mortgaged, but what I want to 
say is that I hope Senators who are going to make speeches on 
other subjects will make them in time and not interfere with 
those who will desire to speak on the financial bill. I know sev- 
eral Senators who expect to make a speech on the financial ques- 
tion. I shall feel at liberty to insist that the financial question 
shall be the question before the Senate if anybody wants to speak 
on it at any time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That was the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like to be discourteous to any Senator 
who would like tospeak, but I shall insist after Monday that noth- 
ing, not even the courtesy of the Senate, shall allow the financial 
bill to be set aside if anyone wants to speak on it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent, 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Isuppose we shall have an paver. to 
discuss the financial bill on the conference report. am anxious 
to muke some remarks on the subject, but inasmuch as the House 
has passed one bill and the Senate committee have proposed an- 
other, I thought I should like to discuss the measure which the 
majority finally conclude to present to the country and I would 
have that opportunity in discussing the conference report, which 
will really make the bill which we are to consider. I understand 
there is no limit to debate upon a conference report, and I prefer, 
as far as I am concerned, to wait until I ascertain what is pre- 
sented here finally for consideration. 

I ain well aware that as the matter now stands a measure en- 
tirely different, another scheme entirely, may be presented to this 
body by the conference committee, and with the latitude we have 
allowed to committees of conference it can be almost entirely a 
new measure. Therefore, if it is understood that there is no limit 
to the debate on the conference report, I should prefer to defer my 
remarks until that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Iowa, who speaks for the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
whether we are to understand that debate on the opposite side of 
the Chamber upon the currency bill goes entirely by default? 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, 1 am not authorized to speak 
for the chairman of the Finance Committee on that special point. 
The chairman has already explained his views upon the substitute 
offered by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. He said he did net know of anyone else. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am reminded that he said he did not know 
that anyone else upon this side intended to speak upon the sub- 
ject. I should think that later on perhaps there might be some 
observations on the bi!* ore its final passage from Senators on 
this side of the Chambe:. 1 myself eos | want tc make a few ob- 
servations at some stage of the proceeding; but if the bill could 
be passed now, orif I could understand the attitude of the Sen- 
ators on the other side with respect to it, 1 might perhaps waive 
any idea I have of making a suggestion on the subject. 

listened to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TeLLER] as well as 
I could a few days ago, and I was surprised to find that he places 
a very different construction upon many of the provisions of the 
bill from that placed upon them by myself. I wanted to get a lit- 
tle of the rem of opinion on the other side of the Chamber in re- 
gard to the detail of the bill before I said very much aboutit. I 
do not know that I shall say much about it at any time, but I 
would not wish to be foreclosed now by the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska so that I would be debarred from making such 
Eenonnees as I might think proper to make later on in this de- 

ate. 

Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, I had the pleasure oflistening tothe 
remarks of the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, when this measure 
was presented by him, and with proper respect for that Senator 
and the bill he represents I supposed that an additional argument 
would be offered on the other side of the Chamber in support of 
the bill. Nota word has been said by our friends on the other 
side since the Senator from Rhode Island last spoke. It seems to 
be taken for granted that this measure is so perfect and so com- 
plete that no man ought to question its correctness before comin 
to the support of its provisions on that side of the Chamber. 
have been at a loss to know whether it was regarded in that light 
by our Republican friends or whether, realizing that they had the 
machine strength, the mere force of numbers to vote it through 
on the 15thof next month, they intended to remain silent until that 
ime and carry it in spite of all arguments and protests against its 
adoption, 

ow, the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island were so 
completely overcome and destroyed by the senior Senator from 
Colorado ear. TELLER] that I sup the Senator from Iowa or 
some equally well-informed and experienced Senator would reen- 
force the Senator from Rhode Island here, but he seems to be left 
without any support. I especially hoped that something would 
be said upon the other side of the Chamber that would be in the 
nature of an argument in support of this most extrao 
measure, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carrer in the chair), The 
Senator from Nebraska will suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock hav- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, Which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. My motion is still pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will wait. 

Mr. HALE. Let it at least be considered as pending. I do not 
care for a vote at this moment. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can renew the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Nebraska will 
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I had hoped something would be 
said on the other side of the Chamber in support of this measure, 
which it took so many months at Atlantic City and elsewhere to 
formulate and get in shape, so that those of us who do not belieya 
in its provisions or in the policy might have an opportunity to 
combat the arguments made in this body. Yet not one word has 
been _ here aside from what was said by the Senator from Rhods 
Island. 

An unfortunate death, Mr. President, the deplorable death of 
the gentleman who waselected to succeed me in this Congress, dis- 
connected me for a time from that continuity of study and thought 
upon this question that I would have given it if I had expected to 
return to the Chamber at the present session of Congress. When 
I left here in March last I turned my attention to another pursuit, 
and I did not follow my reading and study on the all-important 
subject of the science of money as I would have followed it if [ 
had remained here or if I had expected to returnshortly. There- 
fcre I find myself on my return as a member of the Senate not in 
a situation to take up the question and discuss it fully at this 
time. Iam trying to.prepare myself. 

But I want it distinctly understood upon the other side of the 
Chamber, and by the country, that so far as I am concerned, and 
so far as those who believe with me are concerned, hostility to the 
passage of this measure is not at an end. 

Why, Mr. President, this measure is a direct violation of every 
pledge the Republican party has made to this country in the last 
ten years. It is an open and inexcusable abandonment of every 

romise. In 1888 the Republicans arraigned the Democratic party 

or undertaking to demonetize silver. In 1892 it — itself to 
bimetallism, and in 1896, in a qualified way, in favor of interna- 
tional Limetallism. 

Now, what has been done to carry out that pledge or those 
pledges? When the present Administration came into power on 
the 4th of March, 1897, a commission was appointed under an act 
= in the Fifty-fourth eae. of which the distinguished 

nator from Colorado toed OLCOTT] was chairman, to visit 
Europe and see what could be done in the way of entering into an 
international agreement for the coinage of gold and silver. 

Mr. a DLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
a word? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree with the Senator that all these 
ledges should be fulfilled, and I expect to say so before the de- 
ate closes. I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact, 
however, just now, if it will not interrupt his speech, that the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MonEy] gave notice several days 
ago that after the routine morni usiness to-day he would 
speak upon the resolution introduced by the Senator from North 

arolina (Mr. PRITCHARD], and I do not think that even in behalf 
of the great principles of bimetailism, which the Senator and I 
will both advocate on the floor, the Senator ought to take the 
time away from the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN, I knew the moment I attempted to assail the 
position of the opposition and show ap its weak places there 
would be some protest against it, but I did not t it from the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I realize what the Senator says, 
and I shal! close what I was going to say in a moment. 

That a was not fulfilled. When the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcoTT] and his associates were abroad, at the time 
they were attempting in faith to carry out the pledges of 
the ee y, the Secretary of the ae who is a dis- 
tinguished member of the Republican , had formulated and 
caused to be introduced in the House of Representatives a bill 
substantially the same as this measure, pledging the Government 
to the single gold standard. At the very time when our commis- 
sioners were in Europe, in the midst of the oy Tice omg upon 
them by coun and by the President, the ry of the 
Treasury was before the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
urging it to adopt this measure pledging the Government to the 
gold standard. Every party from 1888 down to that time 
was broken, and when that commission came back, I think in 
January, 1898, to make their to the President of the United 
States they found that every effort had been used in this country 
to handicap them while they were gone and to destroy their 
efficiency. So, after that puny and futile effort, the President of 
the United States and the Republican party turned their backs 
upon the question presented by the commissioners. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
who is chairman of the Committee on Finance made a speech on 
this bill. 1 have no hesitation in saying it was avery able speech, 
for it seemed to be the p a to escape stating 
what the bill contained, and he su admirably, I think, in 
that particular. I felt it my duty briefly to speak what I thought 
of the bill. The Senator from Island was present on both 
days when I = The Senator from Iowa was also present. 
According to the usual custom of the Senate, the advocates and 
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supporters of a bill, if it is misrepresented by a speaker, will gen- 
erally intervene and at least give their opinion. here was not a 
suggestion—— ; , . 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? _ 

Mr. TELLER. Wait aminute. There was not a suggestion 
that I was misrepresenting the bill. I should have been most de- 
lighted to have heard what was their interpretation of the bill if 
it was different from mine, but I did not have that opportunity. 
Now I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I stated that the Senator from Colorado 
misrepresented the bill—— 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not mean that. 

Mr. ALLISON. _I did not state it in that form. 

Mr. TELLER. Not offensively. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I meant to say was that the Senator's 
understanding, as expressed in his observations, of many pro- 
visions of the bill was different from my understanding, and of 
course at some time I may interpret the bill and its various pro- 
visions as I understand them, but I do not care to do so now. In- 
deed, it may be interpreted by others so that it will not benecessary 
for me to express any Views on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. I expressed my surprise the other day when 
the Senator from Rhode Island said he did not know that there 
was to be any further discussion in defense of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear him say that. 

Mr. TELLER. He said most distinctly that he knew of no 
other speech that was to be made in behalf of the bill. I expressed 
my surprise then that a great question of this kind should be sub- 
mitted in that way. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that if we go on 
and put such a construction on the bill as we think is justified 
(and I certainly will put nothing on it that I do not think is justi- 
fied), it will not do for the Senator and his associates to go on the 
stump after the bill is passed and say it does not mean what we 
said it did if they will not here defend their bill. 

Mr. President, I pro to submit some further remarks on this 
bill, and I hope then that if I misinterpret the bill in the slight- 
est degree, any Senator who thinks I am not right will get up and 
raise the question. I am trying to get at the truth of the bill, 
Mr. President. I donot care to come here and misinterpret it, nor 
misinterpret it in any shape or manner, and I have not, in my 
opinion, in the brief time I have discussed it, talked in any degree 
about some of the enormities of the bill and some of the evil in- 
fluences that are to follow. And yet we get nothing at all from 
the other side, I do not understand that they are to debate it at 
any time, but it is to go nem con, not because, as the Senator 
from Nebraska poet, that they think it is a _ bill, for 
I know there are tors who are gving to vote for it wh6 feel it 
is not, but because they have got in front of the machine that is 
forcing them on. 

I do not mean to be offensive when I say that since the Repub- 
lican party have surrendered to a caucus and allowed a caucus to 
dominate them in their judgment in this Senate, we can not ex- 
pect they will stand up and defend that which their judgment is 
against. That is the case with some of them, at least, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Whenever a man surrenders his ae to a caucus, he 
is bound by the caucus. For myself, I never surrendered to a 
caucus, and I could not surrender to a caucus on a great question 
involving, as this does, the interests of the whole nation and of 
all the world because of our great influence. 

But, Mr. President, it is the feeling that they have got the votes 
on their side and they propose to pass the bill and then say to us, 
as a distinguished citizen of New York once said, ‘* What are you 
going to do about it?” They say, ‘‘ Wehave got the power, and 
we are going to put this bill through. If you do not like it, you 
can do the other thing.” That is the sentiment which seems to 
animate, with rare exceptions, the Republicans of this Senate to- 
7 I will not include all of them in that statement. 

tr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to say that there 
neo eae no Republican caucus on this bill and that there is to be 
e 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, that is a mere way of avoid- 
ing the statement I have made. A caucus was held, and the 
— were told that a caucus was held, that a committee had 

a eat the caucus to go down to a watering place on 
the Atlantic and take the bill, which had been sent to them 
from Indianapolis, and see whether it was suitable or not. That 
is the fact, and it will not do for anybody to deny it. There may 
have been no Senatorial caucus, but there has been acaucus. A 
caucus committee reported this bill to the House of Representa- 
tives, and this is the first time in the history of this or any other 
nation of free people when such a bill has been presented, coming 
of tues on comm one cere ee > the seme er 

y, an no consideration by the 
committee of this body.» , P 


. President, I did not rise to interfere with the Senator from 
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Mississippi, but I shall take occasion before this debate is over to 
continue some remarks in the line I have started in on to-day, 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. I have concluded for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON, I mean the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. [yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do. not desire or intendinany 
way to impugn the motives of Senators on either side of the Cham- 
ber or to charge delay in the discussion of this measure to either 
side of the Chamber. 

When the Senator from Maine { Mr. Hae] proposed an adjourn- 
ment over until Monday, I suggested that it ought not to be done 
if Senators on the other side desired to discuss the bill now pend- 
ing. On the assurances of Senators on the other side that they did 
not wish to discuss it during this week, I yielded, of course, tothe 
motion of the Senator from Maine, 

I take it for granted, not having heard from the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] on this subject for some days, that 
there will be debate on this bill on both sides of the Chamber, 
that Senators on both sides will express their views as to the de- 
tails of the bill, and that there will be discussion as to how far the 
bill as reported by the Senate Finance Committee is a departure 
from well sustained and supported Republican principles in the 
past. I made the suggestion to the Senator from Colorado that I 
ee a very different construction on some of the details of the 

ill from what I understood him to place uponthem. I am speak- 
ing now of the amendments of the Senate Finance Committee to 
the bill. I understood the Senator to say that the effect of the 
Senate amendments will be to withdraw entirely the greenbacks 
from circulation and substitute bonds for them. I understood 
him also to say, in effect, that the result would be a withdrawal 
in time, under the operations of the bill, of all the silver money 
and silver certificates in circulation. I certainly can not accept 
that interpretation. I only mention these twoas illustrations of 
the Senator's contention. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, the 
House bill does that thing beyond question, does it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot say now whether it does or not. I 
am only speaking now—lI shall perhaps allude to that later on— 
of the Senate committee amendments as I understand them. I 
place a very different interpretation as respects the effect of the 
Senate committee amendments upon tie existing currency of our 
country —— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON, I shall undertake to show, if the Senator from 
Nebraska will allow me, that the Senate amendments are so fabri- 
cated in their phraseology and in their intent and purpose that 
it will not be possible for any Secretary of the Treasury or any 
power in this Government to impound permanently either the 
greenbacks or the silver certificates or prevent the circulation of 
silver dollars; but I shall not undertake that debate now. I shall 
not interfere with the Senator from Mississippi. That, however, 
is what I meant when I said that I thought the Senator from 
Colorado misapprehended the true intent and aoe of the Sen- 
ate committee amendments; and atsome time early in the debate, 
or late in the debate, I shall endeavor to give my interpretation 
at least of the various provisions in the Senate committee amend- 
ments, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Inowrenew the motion made by the Sena- 
tor from Maine = HALe}], that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. MONEY. Iask that the resolution of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. PrRiIrcHARD] may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLay in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the resolution referred to by the 
Senator from Mississippi, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PRITCHARD 
on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That an enactment, by constitution or otherwise, by any State 


which confers the right to vote upon any of its citizens because of their de- 
scent from certain persons or classes of persons, and excludes other citizens 


because they are not descended from such persons or classes of persons, hav- 
ing all other qualifications prescribed by law, in the opinion of the Senate, is 
in violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution 


of the United States and of a fundamental principle of our republican form 
of government. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, in accordance with the notice I 

ve a few days ago, I purpose addressing the Senate on the reso- 
ution which has just been read by the Secretary. There need be 
no excuse for any Senator participating in this debate. Icertainly 
have no need of any: and if 1 bad, I have been furnished with the 
excuse in the speech made by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. PritcHarp], which has brought into this argument the name 
of my State as one of those which have used “‘ unconstitutional 
methods” to disfranchise certain of its citizens, I hope that I 
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shall always be willing, if not prepared, to defend my State when- 
ever it is assailed from any quarter. 

The Senator states, in the resolution which he has offered and 
in the speech which he has founded upon it, that three articles of 
the Constitution of the United States have been violated in sev- 
eral of the Southern States and that there is a “ee violation 
in his own State, first, of the fourth article of the Constitution of 
the United States, which declares that— 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a repub- 
lican form of government, etc. 

Then the Senator seriously contended that if the State of North 
Carolina, through its sovereign citizens, should make an organic 
law imposing certain restrictions upon the elective franchise it 
will have lost its republican form of government. It would be 
very difficult for him to prove that it had lost even the spirit of a 
republican government; and I can not take very seriously any 
argument which would go to show that it hadlost itsform. Cer- 
tainly there is no contention anywhere, because there has been an 
absolute concurrence of opinion of all the authorities, that the 
United States does not anywhere confer upon any the right 
of the elective franchise. That is a matter left to the States. 
The Constitution does, however, place an inhibition against dis- 
crimination on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, Outside of that one restriction the States can range 
from one end to the other of all the expedients proposed in order 
to restrict or enlarge = ene sn _ manner that they may 
deem best to promote their p y and progress. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from North Carolina 
addressed the Senate the other day with considerable oratorical 
effect, but I think 1 shall show—at least I shall try—that his 
speech was more imposing in its appearance than sound in the 
texture of its material; and I am sorry to say, without any disre- 
spect to him, that it was much more i us in ar t than 
it was ingenuous. I dislike to be cri 5 especially hypercrt 
ical, but there is nothing left for me in this matter, after 
ing certain general principles, but to follow the text of my 
friend’s speech and to make what I consider appropriate com- 
ments upon it. I shall endeavor to prove that the con- 
stitutional amendment of the State of North Carclin a does not 
conflict with the Constitution of the United States, according to 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, so as to ren- 
der it obnoxious to that instrument. 

Mr. President, I do not exactly understand—I believe I do un- 
derstand, too—why this matter been brought here. There is 
no question but that the Senate can consider any question which 
it considers important or unimportant. It can range from the 
transit of Venus down to the price of putty, and exhaust its mind 
pay ap mts fone ag me wal ne pe 
caso is a serious one, and perhaps was us- 
tifiable in bringing it toourattention. If, however, there coeds a peti: age 3 ten just now. I do not 
sired a judicial ascertainment of the constitutionality of this pro- | *° MONEY. Well. Me some. ot » 
posed amendment, a case could easily have been made up for the a of the ’ fee 1 GF COUTES, tt jittle 
courts on the constitution of the State of Louisiana, of which this | Ppnation ee eee alittle 
proposed amendment is a copy. et nee aoe not believe he would be so disingenuous as 

But it does not seem so much desirable to have a judicial deci- | * base his remarks upen so flimsy s foundation as that; but, at 
sion as it is to have a | ve opinion upon this matter; and it Se + Guring ae Bpeech 
seems to me, Mr. President, that the speech of the Senator from | t© the words “‘or at any time thereto,” and I will show be- 
North Carolina, together with the amendment, was very much ow oa bor il th his argument the fact that 
like the newspaper and committee declarations he read on Mon- oe . utional amend: 


court of the State of Mississippi delivered a very able opinion upon 
that subject, and that opinion was affirmed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, Judge McKenna ee the opinion. In 
that case it was said that there was nothing in the constitution of 
Mississippi in any way obnoxious to the fourteenth and fifteent}, 
amendments. That is thesubstance of thatdecision. Iam unable 
to find the place, although I have the book here before me. 

Before I proceed further, Mr. President, I call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that the speech made by the honora))|, 
Senator from North Carolina on Monday last was not based upon 
the proposed amendment to the constitution in its words, but was 
based upon what he prints in his speech as the constitutional 
amendment, which differs from it in various points. In other 
words, the Senator omits from the fourth section words which aro 
vital to its meaning and makes his argument upon that. Upon a 
hiatus, created by himself, he founded the superstructure of his 
ar, mt. Another part of his argument is founded upon a word 
in lated by himself in a decision quoted by him. [I shall ask 
the Secretary to read from the laws of the State of North Caro. 
lina of last year the proposed amendment. Let the Secretary be- 
gin reading at section 5. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Src. 5. No male person who was on January 1, 1867, or at any time prior 
thereto, entitled to vote under the laws of any in the United States 
wherein he then resided, and no lineal descendant of any such person, shal! 
be denied the right to register and vote at any election in this State by reason 


of his failure to the educational qualifications preseribed in section 
4 of this article: Provided, He shall a in accordance with the 
terms of this 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, that is not the language upon 
which the Senator from North Carolina, on Monday last, predicated 
his . Inother words, what he prints in his speech as a copy 
of the law is not a true copy. He omits the words “or at any 
ee ee and the absence of those words is the real 
fou of the argument made by the Senator on Monday last. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Will the Senator allow me? 

The ee et OFFICER, Does the Senator from Missis- 


yiel 
tr MONEY. Certainly. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. The proposed amendment which I quoted 
in my speech is taken from a certified copy, which was sent to mo 
the secretary of state of North Carolina. It was-certainly not 
intentional on my part to leave out anything which occurred in 
the amendment, and I have not done so, as I understand it. 
oune MONEY. I accept that explanation on the part of the 
or. 
Mr. PRITCHARD, I did not base my argument on any such 


Mr. MONEY. I think I will show that you did. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. But Ido say that the amendment is uncon- 


day last—mere ae documents. In other words, it seems ment. ae » Mr. Px a ae eeeer ® phys- 
to me that the Senator draws upon the Senate of the United States oe : —— = ek aarti t 
for an auxiliary in a discussion upon the coming contest in his i — ~~ 4 _ 
own State. If he can secure an expression from this body that language of the court in th t 
a ae a tune it will - scien antimidetin iehervem: ¢| W. _ 
as you will, ex an in t PRITCHAR Senator, 

effect upon the voters of North Carolina favoring the amendment. =. MONEY hen part ne tobe the quotation for me 
In any State of the Union that would be the necessary result. | + .an¢ to mention for ree te eg Gvergunante ae be 
Many voters will decide at once that whatever this Senate says is | 41,4 senator from North Carolina, One of his quotations a f i 
the law of the case must be so, and they will not desire in casting Soom . - 
their ballots to go against that opinion. They are unwilling to 
wait for a judicial decision upon it. 

In the first place, Mr. dent, as to the State of I 
want to refer to the same authority which was used on M 
by my friend from North Carolina; and I desire to say that I 
cite no other authorities except those which he himself has used. 
If they can be construed to port his position in this matter, 
then I will yield the case; but I shall contend that every decision 
he has quoted here goes against him in the construction that he 
desires to put upon it. e case of Williams was decided in the 
State of Mississippi, and the Senator gave his construction of the 
decision of the court. 

I can not see well enough to find what I want, but, in brief, the 
case was this: Williams took an appeal from the circuit court of 
Washington eee a charge of murder, the ground being 
that the jury was drawn from the electors of a county who were 


discriminated against in a manner obnoxious to 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, Thesupreme 


itled and admitted to representa 
the of such State 
tion of the United 





States ever as to depri citizen or 
class of citizens of the United States of a to vote in said State. 


that whatever restrictions may 
be upon a State to enable it to enter the Union, yet when 4 
has been admitted she is the peer of any other there, 

and that she can act without any regard whatever to that restrict- 
ing vision and has power to do what any other State can do. 
Gupeome and the President of the United States 


the of the reconstruction measures said, that no 
Gente had vice Reeusad of Gan Urieeetah eek terete che need 


was 
amendments, to make no pledge whatever, Asa matter of fact, 
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intense anxiety throughout the Southern States as to 
nat wae to be the fate of those States. We did not know what 
sort of government we were going to have, and the people were 
willing to accept almost any sort of conditions in order, not to 
enter the Union again, but to “resume Federal relations.’ 
The Senator from North Carolina endeavors to make a point on 
section 4 of the proposed constitutional amendment, which reads 
as follows: 


SEC rson presenting himself for registration shall be able to 
ae —_ aatiogn of the soastitation in the English language; and 
before he shall be entitled to vote shall have paid, on or before the Ist day of 
March of the year in which he proposes to vote, his poll tax, as preseribed by 
law, for the previous year. 


Well, Mr. President, several States of this Union have prescribed 
an educational qualification, and it can not be said that that vio- 
lates the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, because the 
Senator admits that there are 50,000 negro voters in his State who 
can read and write. So there is no discrimination pointed out 
there, as has been said in the decision he has now before him in 
the case from Mississippi. The Supreme Court said that the con- 
vention of Mississippi swept the whole field of expedients to 
find something that would restrict the right of suffrage; and as 
they could not find power under the fifteenth amendment to dis- 
criminate against the negro, they discriminated against his char- 
acteristics. They did so, Mr. President, not as my friend thinks, 
to maintain the ocracy dominant, but to maintain a civiliza- 
tion that is d dent very largely upon the Democratic party 
beingin control. If 50,000 negroes in the State of North Carolina 
can read and write, then where is the discrimination in the illiter- 
acy clause? 

Now we get to the argument concerning persons disqualified 
to vote if they were not voters or if their ancestors were not voters 
on the ist day of January, 1967, or prior thereto. Asa matter of 
fact, it is that up to 1835 the free colored people of 
North Carolina were permitted to vote. It is also well known 
that many of the people of color in Massachusetts and in other 
States prior to 1861 were voters, and they may be to have 
some of their descendants still living in the State of North Caro- 
lina. That relieves this section from any of discrimina- 
tion on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

My friend says: 

I call upon my Democratic friends to show me a single individual who, 
while in a coi of servitude, was entitled to vote. 

It is not necessary to show that anybody has ever alleged that, 
but it was only those who were free in the State of North Caro- 
lina up to 1835 and entitled to the elective franchise and their 
descendants, who are supposed to be still numerous in that State. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. y I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. MayI ask the Senator what is to become 
of those who had been in a condition of servitude? 

Mr. MONEY. If they are illiterate, they will not vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam not speaking of that, but I want to 
know what will become of them as a class of le. The framers 
of the fifteenth amendment not only provided that it should not 
operate against those people on account of race or color, but they 
went a step further, as the debates will show, and in order that 
there should be no doubt about the question, they provided that 
those le should not be discriminated against on account of 
“previous condition of servitude.” Now, I ask my distinguished 
friend to point me to a single instance wherein any individual in 
ay ~ the States while in a condition of servitude had the right 

vote? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not know of any. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I so understand it. 

Mr. MONEY. ‘I do not think that is of any importance to this 
case. This applies to the descendants of those who did vote, and 
there were a great many of them who were entitled to vote. It 
does not mean to go any further. 

The Senator euiven t there is no similarity between the illit- 
eracy clause in the constitution of Massachusetts and that of his 
State, and he proceeds to read, as I wish I could, from that con- 
stitution. His point is that all those who voted at the time the 
constitution was made in Massachusetts are still entitled to vote, 
and that it is not so in the constitution proposed in North Caro- 
lina; but, as a matter of fact, that distinction is unimportant, 


—— in ron enenaes, - 5 to preserve the went fatevests 
ne country, it was thought best to against illiteracy, 
and it makes no difference whether a man voted at that time or at 


any other time. At any rate, he has the time under the constitu- 
tion to prepare himself for the ballot. 

Now, the Senator from North Carolina assumes that if part of 
this constitutional amendment shall be declared unconstitutional, 
that does not carry the remainder with it, and he cites from 
ad of Justice Matthews. I should like to find that case. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I think you will find it in 153 United States. 
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Mr. MONEY. One hundred and fifty-eight United States. I 
have the case here, I suppose. It is the case of Pollock vs. Farm- 
ers’ Loan and Trust Company, quoting from Sprague vs. Thomp- 
son (118 U. 8., 90, 95): 

The insuperable difficulty with the apotteation of that principle of con- 
struction tothe present instance is, that by rejecting the exceptions intended 
by the legislature of Georgia the statute is made to enact what confessedly 
the legislature never meant. It confers upon the statute a positive opera 


tion beyond the legislative intent, and beyond what anyone can say it would 
have enacted in view of the illegality of the exceptions 


Then, again, the court says: 


We do not mean to say that an act laying by apportionment a direct tax 
on all real estate and personal property, or the income thereof, mieht not 
also lay excise taxes on business, privileges, employments, and vocations. 
But this is not such an act, and the scheme must be considered asa whole. 
Being invalid as to the greater part, and falling, as the tax would, if any part 
were held valid, in a direction which could not have been contemplated 
except in connection with the taxation considered as an entirety, we are 
constrained to conclude that sections 27 to 37, inclusive, of the act which 
became a law without the signature of the President on August 28, 18%, are 
wholly inoperative and void. 

That is on the income tax. 
although it is to the sane point. 

In the case of George W. Warren and others vs. Mayor and 
Aldermen of Charlestown (68 Mass.), the court says: , 

When the parts of a statute are so mutually connected and dependent as 
conditions, considerations, or compensation for each other as to warrant a 
belief that the legislature intended them as a whole, and that if all could not 
be carried into effect the legislature would not pass the residue independ 
ently, if some parts are unconstitutional and void, all the provisions which 
are thus dependent, conditional or connected, must fall with them. 

That exactly meets the case in point. Now, it is evident that 
the legislature of the State of North Carolina intended to present 
a scheme of suffrage to the sovereign people of that State for their 
adoption. It was a whole scheme; it was something in entirety. 
It had its several sections, it is true, but, as the court has frequently 
said, sections are simply artificial and carry no meaning. Two 
different things may be in the same section, and one thing may 
be scattered through a dozen sections. Here is the legislature of 
North Carolina presenting to that people a constitutional amend- 
ment upon what? Upon the subject of the elective franchise. 
And they make their declaration first as to illiteracy. 

One must read and write the Constitution. One must pay poll 
taxes. Then, as a modification of its restrictions as to illiteracy, 
a liberal condition appended to it, a certain class of people, to 
wit, those who voted on or prior tothe ist of January, 1867, and 
their descendants in North Carolina and in other States, are per- 
mitted to exercise the franchise. 

Now, here is a scheme presented as a whole; and with some 
meee for the white amele of his State I ask the Senator if hoe 
believes that that legislature would have presented the scheme 
minus that section—section 5, I think it is? No, Mr. President; 
they presented this scheme of suffrage as a whole, one part com- 
pensating for another, that called the fifth section moderating the 
rigor of the fourth section, I believe it is. 

r. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly, for a quesiion. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has read from two decisions to 
sustain his contention that if section 5 falls the whole amendment 
would fall. Now, the Senator no doubt in his researches has 
found a number of other cases to the contrary; and, I take it, it 
would be fair, if he is to claim to present to the country what is 
the consensus of the opinions of our courts on this question, that 
the decisions which take an opposite position should not be left 
out and that the weight of authority should be considered. I 
have on my desk a number of such decisions. I hold in my hand 
a case with which no doubt the Senator is familiar. It is—— 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator wants to ask me a question, he is 
at liberty to do so, but I object to allowing him to make a speech 
in mine. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Senator willing for a fair statement 
of the opinions of the Supreme Court on this point to be given at 
this time? 

Mr. MONEY. Not at this time, but in your time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Senator willing for me to put into 
the Recorp a statement of a number of decisions—— 

Mr. MONEY. lam willing to be interrupted by the Senator, 
but I am not willing to have the Senator teach me how to make 
my speech or instruct me about the line of argument I am to 
make, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
sippi decline to yield? 

r. MONEY. I decline to yield to anything but a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator wil! pardon me, I do not wish to 
interfere with him if he is opposed to my calling hisattention toa 
number of decisions of the courts which negative the position he 
has taken. 


Mr. MONEY. Iam very willing for the Senator to cite all the 


That is not the case I wanted, 


Does the Senator from Missis- 
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decisions ho may have before him, when he speaks. I am pursu- 
ing a line of argument I haveselected for myself. I have authori- 
ties to support me, and I am not willing to make use of the argu- 
ments that he presents to support his side of the case. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 thought the Senator wanted to get the facts 
in this case. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam presenting the facts, and I do not need the 
assistance of the Senator from North Carolina to do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi decline to yield? 

Mr. MONEY. I decline to yield any further. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to say, in this connection, that I will 
invite the Senator when I speak to correct any statement I make 
or to put in any opinions of our courts. Iam not afraid of the 
truth. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator means to infer that I am afraid 
of the truth, he could have spared himself that observation. It 
was not necessary for him to do that. I am not afraid of the 
truth; Iam no more afraid of it than he is; but I propose to pur- 
sue my own course in this matter; and when the Senator inter- 


rupts me and I politely tell him that he can interrupt me fora | 1 


question, he ought to observe the usual courtesies of debate and 
not insist upon my taking up his decisions, which, as he says, I 
must carefully have looked over, and present them as a part of 
my argument. I do not wish to be at all uncivil to the Senator 
from North Carolina, but I must beg him to accord to me the re- 
spect that he expects from other people. 

Mr. BUTLER. I intended the utmost respect to the Senator, 
and I did not know that it was offensive for me to call his atten- 
tion to some Supreme Court decisions until he seemed to be dis- 
pleased. I beg his pardon for interrupting him. I shall not do 
it any more. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not object to the Senator interrupting on 
material things, but he must not close his remarks by inferring 
that Ido not want the truth brought out. It is not true, asa 
matter of fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply offered to put into the Senator’s re- 
marks this statement of Supreme Court decisions—— 

Mr. MONEY. I know that. 

Mr. BUTLER, If he did not object to it. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not intend to let the Senator do it, 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. MONEY. He can present it in his own speech. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will do so, 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President,.I can not fina the decision of Mr. 
Justice Matthews which I desire. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. If the Senator will permit me, I have the 
book here, and I have two places marked. 

Mr. MONEY. Letmeseeit. [Examining book.] That is not 
the case I want. I can not find the reference, so I will go on with 
+ observations. 

desired, Mr. President, to quote some decisions which I thought 
were referred to in the s h of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PrircHarpD]. Idonotatthismomentfindthem. I will 
get to what I said a while ago, when I said the Senator from 

orth Carolina had interpolated a word in the decision, which I 
will now read, and — at he does baseanargument, It is the 
case of Yick Wo vs. Hopkins, sheriff: 

Though the law itself is fair on its face and impartial in ap 
if it is epption and administered with an evil eye and unequal 
ractically make unjust and illegal discrimination between 
lar circumstances material to their 7 the denial of eq 

within the prohibition of the Constitution. 

Now, here is what my friend says: 

Here is an explicit statement by Justice Matthews, which declares that al- 
though a law may be fair on its face and ——— in appearance, yet if it is 
capable of being administered ‘with an evil eye or an unequal hand,” so as 
to discriminate between persons similarly situated, that the denial sd guar- 
anteed rights is violative of the spirit and letter of the Constitution. Will 
any one —— that the proposed amendment is capable of being 
“with an evil eye and unequal hand?” 

The word “capable” is not in the decision. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I donot understand the Senator to contend 
that I was quoting the language of the decision when I used the 
word ‘ capable.” 

— MONEY. It says ‘‘an explicit statement by Justice Mat- 
ews.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Will the Senator permit me? I will read 
the section to which he refers, if it will not be an interruption. 

Mr. MONEY. Have I not just read that one? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. I based my argument on that 
decision, and I gave the Senate exactly what the decision said in 
regard to the matter. 

r. MONEY. I cannotread this; but what it saysis that there 
is nothing that appears in the constitution of Mississippi which 
is unfair or partial, but it has not been shown that the adminis- 
tration of the law has been withanevileye. Soit isnot whether 
or not the law can be * capable” of being administered with an 
evil eye, but whether it has been so aciministered. 


rance, yet 

d, so as to 
rsons in sim- 
justice is still 
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Mr. PRITCHARD. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MONEY. or 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Is it not a natural inference that if it was 
administered with an unequal hand and an evil eye it would bo 
subject to the objection therein stated? 

r. MONEY. If it had been administered with an unequal 
hand and an evil eye, then certainly the court itself would hayoe 
found it was unconstitutional. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is my contention. 

Mr. MONEY. But there isnot astatute on the books that is not 
capable of administration with an unequal hand and an evil eye, 
It depends upon the integrity of the judge who expounds the law 
and the officers who administer the law. It has been the custom 
in every legislature and in er ee of the Government to 
infer that a publicservant will discharge his duties conscientiously, 
and no man can say in advance that a law is to be administered 
with an evil eye and a partial hand. Yet my friend puts this 
remark here as being in the decision itself—that if it is capable of 
being so administered; and his statement if undisputed will cer- 
tainly have its effect upon the votes of the people of North Caro- 


ina. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I certainly did not intend to do any such 


thing. 

Mr. MONEY. ThenI hope that the Senator—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to state in this connection, if the 
Senator will t me, that I quoted this decision in reply toa 


statement which had been made by the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. MorGan) the other day, in which he said that the Missis- 
sippi cases practically settle the constitutionality of the proposed 
amendment to the constitution of North Carolina. I quoted tho 
case to show that it had no relation to it, that it had no bearing 
on the case one way or the other unless it should turn out 
that the law in Mississippi had been administered with an evil 
eye and an unequal hand. In that event I am fully satisfied that 
the Supreme Court would not hesitate for one moment to declare 
that it was unconstitutional. 
Mr. MONEY. Thatis very true. When a law like this, which 
is fair upon its face, has been administered with an evil eye anda 
rtial or an unequal hand, I believe the Supreme Court would 
ave decided that it was unconstitutional; but that does not sup- 
rt the language of my friend, the Senator from North Carolina, 
use that or any other statute is ‘‘ capable” of being adminis- 
tered —_ and partially. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I may have been unfortunate in the use of 
my language, but I certainly intended to convey the idea I have 


stated. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Does the fact that a law is badly administered, 
contrary to its obvious meaning, render the law unconstitutional, 
ao + pepe d a violation of the law by the judge who so admin- 

rs i 

Mr. MONEY. I understand it in that way—that it does not 
affect the constitutionality of the law; and that is why I say that 
this word “‘ capable” gives a new meaning to the law which the 


courts have never given to it. 
Iam not p in the order in which I wish, Mr. President, 
because I can not find what I want to in the speech of the Senator 


from North Carolina, but I desire to take note of one statement 
made here, and of course he will do himself the justice in his 
speech, when he sends it out, to correct the phraseology of the 
amendment as he has it in his speech made the other day. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, That, I understand, was simply a clerical 
error of a ea and was not intended by me. 

Mr. MO. - Lhope not. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to the Senator, T indicated that it 
applied to those who were entitled to vote on or before the ist of 
January, 1867. That was well understood at the time. I do not 
know why the words were left out. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator said: 

The patie clause will not avail those citizens who, in consequence of 


poverty and ortune, are unable to pay their poll tax on or before the Ist 
of March in the year in which they propose to vote, as provided in section ¢ 
of the proposed amendment. 


My friend is in misfortune again, because there is not any such 
provision in the amendment. ere is no provision in the amend- 
ment that a man shall pay his taxes for 1900 before March 1, 1900, 
as stated by the Sena am om the contrary, the taxes of the 
vious year shall be paid before March, 1900. In other words, 

f a man wishes to vote in the year 1900, he must, before the Ist of 
March, 1900, have paid the taxes of 1899, Certainly the Senator 
is at fault in that statement; and if it goes to North Carolina un- 
corrected, we know not what influence it will have, coming from 
so distin ed asource—a man respected by his own people and 
a@ man whose ons have been received and are received gen- 
erally and justly. But when he says to them, You have got to 
pay the taxes of this year by the 1st of March instead of the taxes 
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1900. 


by the 1st of March, what will they consider? They 
of take it for granted that it is true; and asa matter of fact the 
law states that it is not true. The Senator was mistaken again 
about that. So the plea of poverty on the part of the man who is 
unable to get up enough money to pay his taxes by the ist of March 
disappears, because he has fifteen months in which to get up 
those PRITCHARD. May I interrupt the Senator again? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. ~~ 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Is the Senator of the opinion that the 
grandfather clause will avail those who are unable to pay their 
poll tax of the previous year, as he has stated it? 

Mr. MONEY. What I am speaking of now is the statement 
the Senator made here that these poor citizens had to pay by the 
ist of March the taxes of that year, when the law expressly states 
that it is for the previous year. ; 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I think I have asked the Senator a very 
pertinent question, as to whether or not the payment of the poll 
tax is necessary in order to avail them of the benefits intended to 
be conferred by section 5. : ; 

Mr. MONEY. AsI understand it, the poll tax is necessary for 
everybody in the State. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is to say, no white man will be ex- 
cluded from the enjoyment of its provisions provided he shall pay 

is poll tax. 
me. MONEY. Ido not believe there is anybody exempted, and 
I do not believe there is any State in the Union that exempts any- 
body from the poll tax. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is what I want to settle. I thought 
we could agree about that. 

Mr. MONEY. No State, so faras I know, exempts anybody 
fromthe polltax. Some States do not make ita requisite for voting. 
In my State it is required of every man. But certainly the Sena- 
tor’s argument of discrimination on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude falls to the ground. 

Healso inanother place amplifies the language of theamendment. 
It gives me no pleasure, Mr. President, to call the Senator, whom 
I so highly regard, to account for these little words that come in 
here interpolated into the law because, as I said, his statement is 
designed fora campaign document. It will go to every household 
in the State of North Carolina. TheSenator’s high character and 
standing before that people and the country give it great weight 
with those people, and they will take every word that he says as 
literally true as representing the law. 

Let us see in another case. He says here: 


How many men in your voting precinct if called upon to-morrow to 
write any section of the Constitution in the English language from dictation, 
would be able to correctly write the same? 


There is no such requirement in the law. The law does not say 
a man shall read it correctly. It says he shall read it. It makes 
no difference whether he reads it correctly or incorrectly. It is 
just as in the case of the constitution of the State of Mississippi, 
where, in order in some way to alleviate the rigor of the clause 
requiring ability to read, it was said that if the citizen could not 
read the constitution or a section of it, he should understand it and 
be able to interpret it, and it was well understood that that was a 
liberalizing of the provision; that he was not expected to make 
such an interpretation of it as a lawyer would speaking before a 
court or a judge from the bench, or an ordinarily intelligent man 
discussing it on the street corner. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I do not wish to put tha Senator off his 


guard, 

Mr. MONEY. It does not make any difference. The Senator 
can get up as often as he wishes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I want to ask the Senator if he does not 
think, when it says they must read and write the constitution, 
that the inference is they must be able to read and write it—— 

Mr. MONEY, Oh, yes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, — Write it correctly and read it correctly? 

Mr. MONEY. No, Ido not. I do not admit—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. By what rule of construction does the 
Senator arrive at that conclusion? 

Mr. MONEY. I just simply take the law. The law states that 
they must be able to read and write. The law does not state they 
must read and write it correctly. There are a great many people 
amongst the voters of every State, both black and white, who can 
read the law, but will not read it correctly, and who can write the 
law, but will not write it correctly, and they come within this 
provision and are entitled to vote. 

In his — the distinguished Senator paid a very high and de- 
served tribute to the brave citizens of North Carolina who went 
into the civil war under the banner of the Confederacy and re- 
turned to homes which had been devastated and ruined, while their 
antagonists the field had gone home to peace and plenty, and 
all that; and he wants to show us that the descendants of those 
men will not be able to vote. I think that was the burden of his 
argument. Ifthe Senator from North Carolina will find it for me, 
I will be very much obliged to him, 
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Mr. PRITCHARD. Iwill accommodate the Senator. 
want me to read it for him? 

Mr. MONEY. If you can find that part in which you allude to 
the return of the Confederate soldier to his home, I will be obliged 
to you, 

Mr, PRITCHARD. Very well. 

Mr. MONEY. While the Senator is looking for that, I want to 
say that there is no man living who has more respect for the peo- 
ple of North Carolina than Ihave. My father was born in that 
State, and both of the parents of my wife were born in North Caro- 
lina; and her conservatism, her steadiness, and her intelligence 
have been equal to those of any of her sister States. On any field, 
whether during the Revolutionary war or the civil war, no troops 
behaved better. I had the pleasure once of being brigaded with 
a North Carolina regiment, and no more gallant fellows ever trod 
upon battlefield. I would go as far as the Senator from North 
Carolina to resist inflicting upon what he calls the very poor peo- 
ple of the State any sort of deprivation of their rights, but these 
yeople have made an experiment of the elective franchise in the 

ands of the colored men, and when he cites what was said in 
1870 and at other times, they were beginning then to try the ex- 
periment of negro suffrage. 

They have tried that experiment, and while my friend says that 
there is no fear ot domination of North Carolina by the negroes 
on account of their numerical inferiority, yet I will remind him 
that he said that ten or twelve counties in his State are under the 
control of the negroes so far as votes go—that is, they have the 
numerical superiority in votes—and that the condition of some sec- 
tions of his State only a year and a half ago was utterly lamen- 
table. I have here, which I may have occasion to have printed, 
begging leave to do so, the statement made by a gentleman now, 
I believe, a contestee in the other House, of the condition of things 
in Wilmington just prior to the election of 1898, and also of Mr. 
Chadbourn, who was the postmaster at that place, I believe, which 
shows a condition of things that would simply appear te me to be 
intolerable. 

Now, these gentlemen, having tried negrosuffrage, having found 
that they were unable to preserve the progress of their State and 
its prosperity, to advance in their civilization, have found, as they 
think, a peaceful and constitutional way, not amenable to objec- 
tion, because tried by other States and not found objectionable 
by the courts of the country, inorder toestablish themselves more 
firmly in their civil government, to bring the advantages and bene- 
fits of good government to them and to their children. 

This race question, which I do not care now to discuss, but which 
I will discuss later on, is one that is entering vitally into the con- 
dition of everyone of the Southern States and of the whole Union: 
and while I claim that there is no discrimination on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, yet there may be 
a discrimination on account of the characteristics that may mark 
one race. It is quite likely that there is, and it was so designed; 
but it is not what some people have called “skin” government— 
government according to the color of the skin, which is, they say, 
a moral unreasonableness, butit is because the skin is the evidence 
and the indication of certain qualities, the possessors of which 
have manifested capacity for government ever since the races 
came upon the globe. 

If my friend has found that part of his speech, I will be glad to 
get it. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Do you desire me to read it? 

Mr. MONEY. If you please. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I willread what I said: 


It is also contended by some that the Rroposed amendment contains iden- 
tically the same provisions that are to be found in the amendment to the 
constitution of the State of Massachusetts. 


* * * * . * * 


It is unfair to attempt a comparison between North Carolina and Massa- 
chusetts, when it is well known that Massachusetts has all the while had the 
best public-school system of any State in the Union— 


Mr. MONEY. I donot think that is the part of my friend's 
speech? I want him to turn to the part where he spoke of the 
Confederate soldier. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam coming to that in a moment. 


while ours has been weak and inefficient. At the close of the late civil war 
the soldier from the State of Massachusetts returned to a home of peace and 
plenty— : 

Mr. MONEY. That is it. 

Mr, PRICHARD— 


where his children had oar uninterruptedly the benefits of the public 
school, while, on the other hand, the Confederate soldier returned toa home 
of desolation and ruin, to find that his children had been denied the privilege 
that had been enjoyed by the children of Massachusetts. 


Is that sufficient? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; that is sufficient. 

Mr. President, that does not, I think, show that the children ef 
the Confederate soldier are to be excluded from the franchise, 


Does he 
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It is now proposed— 

He says— 
by the leaders of the Democratic party that his children and their descend- 
ants 

Speaking of the Confederate soldier— 
shall be denied the right of suffrage because of their inability to read and 
write the Constitution in the English language. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. That is aay eee 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; that is correctly reported. 

Mr. MONEY. Does not the Senator know that these very chil- 
dren of the Confederate soldiers are entitled to vote because they 
are the descendants of people who voted either in 1867 or prior 
thereto? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator from Mississippi asks me a 
question. Will he permit me to answer it? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; that is what I asked you for. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That would certainly be so if the Supreme 
Court should decide that section 5 is constitutional. But if the 
Supreme Court should decide that section 5 is unconstitutional, 
as lam satisfied it will, in that event the white pee would be 
required to undergo this educational test as well as the colored 
people. In other words, I do not believe that any State legisla- 
ture has the power to confer the right to vote by inheritance on 
any class of people residing therein. 

Mr. DAVIS. And deny it to another. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. And deny it to another class of people who 
are similarly situated. In the event they should decide that to be 
the law (and they have pores | decided that to be the law in every 
case that has ever been considered, as far as I am informed) the 
white people of North Carolina will be compelled to stand the 
same test that is required of the colored people. 

Mr. MONEY. I showed a while ago from the decision I quoted, 
and some which I desired to read I could not find, that when this 
scheme of franchise submitted by the legislature was passed upon 
it wou d all stand or all fall together. I do not believe that there 
isa reasonable doubt of that fact. I read from some decisions 
that I hadin m y hand then, and there are others concurring, which 
I can not now find. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will gladly assist the Senator in any way, 
if there is any book I can turn to for him. 

Mr. MONEY. II could see it I would be very glad. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. IfI knew what the Senator wanted, I would 
take great ee in helping him, 

Mr. MONEY. Here is Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, a 
very good authority; everybody soconsiders, Here is what Cooley 
says: 

Where, therefore, a part of a statute is unconstitutional, that. fact does 
not authorize the courts to declare the remainder void also, unless all the 
[iy tapvtbes ter tho cnupe pavpoun em ethionine os compenten eageiien ta 
meaning that it can not be presumed the legisiature would have passed the 
one without the other. 

That is Cooley on limitation of power, who has used in this 
matter the very language of the decision in the case of Common- 
wealth vs. Hitchings, decided in 5 Gray, the supreme court of the 
State of Massachusetts. Judge Cooley goes on to say: 

The constitutional and unconstitutional provisions may even be contained 
in the same section and yet and separable, so that the 
first may stand though the last The point is not whether they are con- 
tained in the same section, for the distribution into sections is purely arti- 
ficial, but whether they are essentially and Pespereliy commethes 
stance. If, when the constitutional portion is s 
mains is conapiete ta itself and capable of being executed in 
the apparent legislative intent, wholly independent of that which was re- 
jected, it must be sustained. 

All that I have read from Cooley is literally quoted from deci- 
sions made in 5 Gray, case of Commonwealth vs. oo Wwe 
Eels vs, People (5 ll., 512); Robinson vs, Bidwell (22 Cal. , 379), and 
quite a number of cases. Cooley continues: 

But if its purpose is to accomplish a fivahe object only, and some of its 
provisions are void, the whole must fail unless sufficient remains to effect 

he object without the aid of the invalid portion. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that nothing can be clearer than 
this. That is taken from the case of Santo vs. State (2 Iowa, 165). 

In other words, the Senator from North Carolina bases his argu- 
ment upon the conclusion in his mind that if the fifth on 
‘‘January 1, 1867, or prior to that time,” etc., shall be 
unconstitutional, the balance will stand, and, as I rane hee 
fore those Confederate soldiers’ children will be deprived of 
right to vote, because they would be put in the class then 
other illiterates, I think, from this author, whois admitted to 
=~ of ne best eeoe onion law and who here in wri 

oes not give his own lan , but the language in 
stance of the court itself, T haw shown conclusively that 
legislature of North Carolina mtended that all these sections 
should go together and be part of one nee of suffrage, 
when one falls to the ground the others must fall, too. 

For if it is true, as the Senator states, that the object was to 


strate 


discriminate against the colored man, how, then, can he reconcil, 
that statement with the fact that the | ture did not intend to 
save the white man and his descendants? In this section, then 
that is a material part of the legislative intent. That is a part <4 
material that he knows the 1} would not have passed the 
other section of the bill, and not have done it, without adi. 
ing this section. There is not a man, I believe, in the State of 
North Carolina who believes that that legislature would have sub. 
mitted to the people of that State for their ratification any such 
frame of law governing su as would in any case excluds 
these people from the ballot, and therefore—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow mo to 
res him, for I am very much interested? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isit not apparent nm the face of this legislation 
that if section 5, if that is the one, is declared unconstitutional. t}), 
remainder of the statute can stand and would operate alike u) on 


re 

Mr. MONEY. It is apparent to my mind that every part is 
justly fitted to a the whole. It is all open; one subject in. 
separably connected, one part compensatory for another part, and 
it all comes within the decisions of the different courts and of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In that case when one falls 
they all fall. 

. DAVIS. But suppose one section is declared unconstitu- 
tional as affecting a certain class and the rest of the statute can 
stand affecting everybody. Why can not that alone be declared 
unconstitutional? 

: ae MONEY. Because it is not carrying out the legislative 
in J. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is to be adjudged from the statute itself. 

Mr. MONEY. The legislature intend a certain thing, an/ they 
have used which, if adopted by the State, will secure 
thatintent. To say now that a material part of that law can be 
elided from the measure and that the remainder can stand goes 
against Cooley on the constitutional limitation of power and 
every decision he quotes here and every one I have been able to 
find. And yet upon that the Senator from North Carolina lias 
based a great deal of his argument, as I said. 

I want to say also (of course he has explained to me that it was 
an inadvertence) it seems to me that as in the case of the Con- 
federate soldiers here, that their children should not vote, he had 
based his argument upon the fact that the time “‘ prior to that 
time” was not to be in the amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. ATT est Poco oy 

. . your exp on. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I did not so intend. 

Mr. MONEY. I mademy statement —- right, because that 
ap from the statement you had prin 

. TILLMAN. I understood the Senator from Mississippi to 

@ moment that it is apparent the poll tax would apply to 
old men in N Carolina. 

Mr. MONEY. No; I did not. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Nobody contends that, I think. 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; I did not say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I understood you to make that statement in 
your language in regard to the 


tax in answer to some ques- 
tion from the Senator from arolina, 
Mr. MONEY. I made no allusion to any old men at all, for 


they do not generally apply. 
Mr. TILLMAN. y just mention now, in order to make 


that matter very clear, that under the constitution of North Caro- 
lina the limitation on the poll tax is from 21 to 50 years. There- 
fore no Confederate soldiers, unless some very small number who 


ee ee eet et be paying any poll tax 
at 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I certainly understand the law to be in 


a State, and I so declared, that the descendants of Confederate 
soldiers would be deprived of that right unless they could pay 
their poll tax. That is what I said. ‘ 
Mr. TILLMAN. I the Senator from Mississip)i to 
speak of old men as there was no limitation on age. 
wer PRITCHARD. I do not think he intended to convey that 


Ra aes a oe poem mere pre that ae a consid- 
e unconstitu onal, would a discrimi- 
eh 
i never on th 

it is evidently in some sense a discrimination that 
is an t of the and a softening of the rigor of 
other ponte of taeiew—tint ta te a case where a man is required 
to live within a State two and one year inthecounty within 
which he proposes to vote, but clergymen are not required to live 
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1900. 


. Will any man tell me that that statute is unconstitu- 
00 heen the: rigor of the law has been relaxed as to clergy- 
men, who, necessarily from their vocation, change their places of 
residence very frequently? Why, of course not. 

My friend says some of the best people in his State can only 
make their mark. I have no doubt but that there are a great 
many of them. Some of the best men lever knew and some of 
the most capable men in ordinary affairs of life could not read 
and had tomake their mark. Those gentlemen are protected from 
the fact that they are voters or descendants of voters in 1867 or 

rior to that time, and certainly they have until 1908 to register. 

Te they want to vote at all they will make that registry inside of 
those eight years, and it is impossible that any hardship should 
fall upon them. 

[I do not insist myself as strongly as some e do upon an 
educational qualification in my own State, Not eing a part of 
the constitutional convention, but somewhat active in getting that 
convention ordered by the legislature, I was explicitly against the 
whole scheme of literacy as a test. Now,I may have been wrong 
about that, but I insist more upon brain capacity than I do upon 
a schoolbook education. I believe in that mysterious and far- 
reaching influence of blood, that accumulating, intensifying ca- 
pacity resulti from generations of practice of the individual, 
until it at last mes the instinct of the race. I believe in that 
capacity born in the forest of Germany, upon the banks of the Elbe, 
and the bogs of Friesland, growing as related by Sir Henry Maine 
and founded upon the development of the individual and respect 

women. 

7 believe that you might educate the negroes through the com- 
mon school—every single one of them—and that they would still 
be incapable of conceiving or executing a self-governing republic 
like this. He has never yet shown the capacity, I do not care 
where he may have been situated. In Africa, his native land, he 
never yet rose to a legislative assembly or a judicial tribunal. It 
is the oldest continent in the world, if geologists can be believed. 
Sir Roderick Murchison says so. The negro was there undisturbed 
for thousands of years. Never by his own effort has he risen to 
anything like semicivilization. 

Mr.PRITCHARD. Will the Senatorallowme? I do not want 
to break into his speech, but I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. MONEY. All right. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I know the Senator does not want to inten- 
tionally misquote me. 

Mr. MONEY. No; 1 do not intend to do so. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. And to misquote the proposed amendment 
to the constitution. I want to call my distinguished friend's at- 
tention to the fact that the constitution does read that he shall 
pay his poll tax on or before the first day of March in the year in 
which he proposes to vote—that is, the tax which is due for the 
previous year. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is the only tax that he could pay at 
that time. Under the laws of North Carolina we give the tax 
list to the sheriff on the ist day of September, and that tax list 
runs until the ist day of the next September. Therefore he pays 
the tax on or before the ist day of March of the year in which he 
proposes to vote. I take it that my distinguished friend will 
cheerfully make this correction, because he undertook to put me 
in the position of saying that the voter had to pay his poll tax in 
one year when the law required him to pay it in another year. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I contend that I am fully justified in tak- 
ing the position I did, But he would not be able to pay his tax 
par on or before the 1st day of March in the year in which 

was entitled to vote, for it is well known in that State that 
numbers of individuals do not pay their poll tax now until along 
in the summer months, and sometimes not until the fall months. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I did not misstate the Senator. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I know the Senator did not do it inten- 


tionally, 

Mr. MonEY, I did not do it at all, because I read all the Sen- 
ator said, if he will allow me. 

Mr. P. But the Senator put an improper con- 
struction on the constitution; that is the trouble. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam going to read it. I certainly did not in- 
tend to misstate what the Senator said, and I do not think I did. 
Now, here is what the Senator says: 


How men . 
any section of the Guastituties be ehe ee if called upon to-morrow to write 


as invite the attention of the Senator to his language here, 
which he corrected before he let it go to the press. 

Mr. M Sar taateammansT send and th hat 

, e comments tha 

justified, I certainly would 
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Senator I have the very warmest regard. 
debate to comment upon the printed language, and to derive from 
it the meaning which generally belongs to that language. 


justice. 
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But I think it is fair in 


‘Provided such persons shail have paid their poll tax as required by law.” 
That is tosay 


. Now, Iam using the language of the Senator from North Caro- 
ina— 


That is to say, the grandfather clause will not avail those citizens who, in 
consequence of poverty and misfortune, are unable to pay their poll tax on 
or before the Ist of March in the year in which they propose to vote, as pro- 


vided in seetion 4 of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I think I was perfectly justi- 
fied in saying that he was required to pay the poll tax which was 
thendue. He certainly could not pay a poll tax that had not been 
assessed against him. That was all I contended, one way or the 
other; and I am sure my distinguished friend does not undertake 
to do me an injustice, because 1 know no man in the Chamber for 
whom I havea higher regard than the Senator whoisnow speaking. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, no; I do not intend to do the Senator an in- 
Iam glad the Senator has made that explanation. All 
through the Senator's speech, however, and I believe it will have 
its effect in the State of North Carolina, as it ought, runs the idea 
that a great number of white people, sons of Confederate soldiers 
among others, are to be disfranchised by reason of illiteracy, be- 
cause of the fact that the whole system falls together. 

Now, if he can impress that by reiteration upon the minds of a 
large number of people in North Carolina, they may be deterred 
in their resolution to vote for these amendments, believing that 
they are the excluded or proscribed people. I cited the decisions 
which show that this is an unjustifiable conclusion, and I have 
read the text-book authority. 

1 was proceeding a while ago, Mr. President, to say that the people 
of North Carolina are justified, by every means that they could use, 
not unconstitutional, by every peaceful method, to reduce as far 
as possible a dangerous element in their voting population. Asa 
matter of fact, the capacity of the white man to govern himself 
has never yet been finally demonstrated. We are making perhaps 
as grand an experiment as was ever made on the face of the earth, 
but we are just now approaching what I may call the crucial 
period in the history of this country, when it is soon to be deter- 
mined whether the white man, with his inherent capacity, with 
his sustained resolution, his fixedness of purpose, his intelligence, 
and his public virtues, will be equal to the cock of self-government, 
at which so many other peoples have failed before in human his- 
tory. 

Mr. President, there is an instinctive feeling of self-preservation 
in this race, in every race. As I was proceeding to say, we have 
reached the point in our history when it is to be shown whether 
the American white man is capable of continuing a self-overn- 
ing Republic. Already there is a feeling cropping out everywhere, 
showing itself in the newspapers. in speeches made by the high- 
est officers of the Army, in declarations made by the highest offi- 
cers of the Navy, in a subserviency, if I may be permitted to use 
that word, shown in Congress to the will of the Executive—in 
every way there is a disposition to relax that constant vigilance 
which is said to be the price of liberty, and in a few years it is to 
be determined whether we have solved the question or not, whether 
we are capable of self-government, or whether we shall go the 
way: of all other nations that valued freedom and independence as 
much as we have and that have failed. But that disposition of 
power to slip from the hands of the many to the hands of the few 
is always operating among men, as silently, as powerfully as the at- 
traction of gravitationitself. And now inthis struggle tomaintain 
the right of self-government, why should anybody insist that any 
part of this Union, if otherwise it can be peacefully and constitu- 
os should inject into the bate politic a devitaliz- 
ing bl to render it still more incapable of self-government? 

It gives me no pleasure to depreciate the African. I know that 
under certain conditions he has attained a certain degree of civ- 
ilization, but it has never occurred anywhere on this globe except 
under the hot-house influence of European or American civiliza- 
tion, and it has always happened, unfortunately, that whenever 
the sustaining hand of white civilization has been withdrawn he 
has rapidly reverted to his original savagery. That is a weight 
that is continually and incessantly drawing us down; and if any 
State by constitutional methods can relieve itself of this incubus, 
nobody, in my opinion, who values the prosperity of this country 
and the permanénce of free institutions should make objection. 

Mr. President, we know the history of the African at home and 
in the oldest colonies in the world. We know what he has done 
under Spanish, English, Dutch, and French domination. We 
know to-day where the most intelligent black people in the world 
are found, where their conditions are best. They are those who 
have been emancipated from slavery in the United States and in 
the English, the Spanish, the French, and the Dutch West Indies, 
where they have been sustained like ships floating upon the tide 
of white civilization; and when that is withdrawn they immedi- 
ately sink into the mud, 
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I would not particularly recite the history of Haiti but that 
Mr. Douglass, the great orator of the colored race, declared that 
he looked with anxiety to the fate of Haiti, because that was to 
decide the negro’s capacity for self-government. What has been 
the history of Haiti, the most beautiful island in the world, with 
the most fertile soil and delightful climate, and where grow the 
most precious woods? The French brought to them the blessings 
of the Christian religion, paved roman roads, docks, forts, country 
houses, mills; and in a spasm of generosity the French, when 
‘“Pgalité, fraternité, liberté,” was the slogan, the intoxicating 
watchword of the French Revolution, handed it all over to the 
negroes a free gift. 

What is their condition to-day? Those are the people we are to 
look to as the example of the capacity of the colored race for self- 
government, When their cities were burned, as they have been, 
in the numerous revolutions—I believe there have been twelve 
constitutions in the island in about forty years—they were never 
rebuilt. Whenever a road was worn out it was never repaired; 
whenever a mill or a plantation went down it was never rehabili- 
tated. When the rice fields were overgrown with weeds, breed- 
ing pestilential fevers, they were never reclaimed. The coffee 
plantations have been neglected. 

Their trade has materially declined. Not only that, but they 
have arrived at that condition when the Christian religion has 
been in part rejected; they have returned to fetichism and voodoo- 
ism, to a belief in snake charmers, and to cannibalism in some 
places. These are unpleasant facts, but they are true and are 
taken from the records of the courts of that island, from the re- 
ports of consuls and ministers; they are found in the secular and 
religious press of that island; and to-day the man who is the hero 
of Haiti, the man who has “ his day” on the ist of J a as we 
have the birthday of George Washington on the 22d of February, 
is Dessalines. Dessalines was such a monster that his own —— 
said, ‘‘He never spared a man in his anger nor a woman in his 
lust.” He was the man who ordered the massacre of the mulat- 
toes in the island, who plundered the treasury, and murdered and 
robbed every one of his political opponents. 

Toussaint L’Ouverture, the only black man who ever became a 
great man in that country, who was the greatest of them all, is 
absolutely neglected, and nobody speaks of him. Why? He was 
a humane man, aman of brains and of character. e did not 
impress himself upon his own people, and they speak of the great 
man Dessalines, a man who slaughters his political opponents 
and winds up every revolution with a massacre, who plunders 
both public and private property on the island, as ‘‘ astrong man.” 
That is nominally a republic—a personal despotism—which has 
existed there through all these years. 

This account. was not written by a man who was an enemy of 
those people. It was written by one of the most distinguished 
men of the British Empire, by a man who was there sixteen years 
as their friend, and he said in the second edition of his work that 
the first was not written in ink, but in rose water. That writer, 
the great historian, essayist, and philosopher, Mr. Froude, could 
not accept these conclusions at first. He could not believe such 
conditions were possible. He attributed the failure of those peo- 
»le to the fact of their French civilization and Catholic religion. 

e then went to the English West Indies; and in that delightful 
book, which we have all read, The English in the West Indies, 
he formulates his conclusions as to the mental and moral inca- 
pacity of the African race for any self-government. 

Now, under the stimulating effects of ambition it is quite nat- 
ural that a heathen nation should extend its conquests on every 
side, attain supremacy, and acquire some of the arts and princi- 
ples of civilization, but in my judgment—I do not want to be 
metaphysical or very philosophical in a speech of this kind—there 
isa — to the capacity for improvement of every people in the 
worid, 

We know that Egypt for thousands of 
the banks of the Nile, in that narrow belt, which was the glory of 
the world. Egypt built the greatesi temples, the greatest pyra- 
mids; Egypt had the finest architecture and the finest literature 
of the world. The Egyptians had advanced their religious views 
until they almost reached the height of the Christian religion; and 
for three or four thousand years they held the a in the 
world of literature, of arms, and of commerce; but y they 
reached a point where there was no more development, and for 
two thousand years they have stood as silent as their sphinx, una- 
ble to progress, unable to recede; the individual disappeared, the 
type survived, Everything was fixed, everything was conven- 
tional; they had reached the Timitof their capacity for development. 

The Chinese or yellow race developed a civilization five thou- 
sand years anterior to the birth of Christ. They made certain 
progress; they built cities; they built canals; they invented the 

er’s compass, writing paper, gunpowder, and thousands of 
things which were unknown for hundreds of years in the West; 
and yet they, too, reached the limit of their capacity. They got 


was an empire upon 
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to that point beyond which thereis no initiative, noself-suggestion, 
where it wasimpossibleforthem toadvance. Theyhavestood fixed 
and conventional for thousands of years. 

We now have the African race, which has never made any 
progress, except in the civilization and under the reflected light 
of the white people and where they have white civilization sur. 
rounding them. When that is removed, they retrograde down- 
ward with a velocity that is amazing, as is shown in the exam))o 
of Haiti since the year 1800, when it was turned over to them as 
a gift by the French. Yet, because they are here, gentlemen wi|] 
insist that this incapable mass shall become a part of the body 
politic; that they shall share with white men the responsibilitics 
of government. Who will hold this generation or the next re. 
sponsible for civilization and literature and the refinements of 
life? The black man? No; butthewhiteman. Yet this proposi- 
tion to share with them this responsibility seems an idea almost 
intolerable when we must feel, every one of us, that our own 
capacity, undiluted by such an element, is being taxed to tho 
utmost. Some of them have become orators, because oratory 
springs from the emotions and not from reason; but I defy any 
gentleman to show me an example where government has been 
shared with this inferior race and the result has been good. 

We all know that Great Britain freed her slaves in 1832, and 
paid $100,000,000 to their owners, and that Jamaica, one of the 
most beautiful islands in the world—we ought to have it, by the 
bye, although I am not an expansionist—that Jamaica was given 
what the English call a ‘‘ responsible government;” that is to say, 
they had a right to elect their own council, make their own tariff 
laws, and every other law, only receiving a governor by appoint- 
ment of the Crown. As soon as this was done, the franchise was 
conferred upon the negro just as it was here after the civil war, 
What was the result? The historian tells us that the negro gen- 
tlemen who got a few hundred dollars wanted to be magistrates, 
because the English gentlemen were all istrates and had 
power to commit people to jail and to punish them for minor 
offenses. They were not quite capable, but they wanted that 
office, and then arose a desire to have the land without paying 
rent, Then came an armed insurrection and a bloody official 
execution, until the sense of England was outraged, and the white 
people of Jamaica said to the Crown, ‘‘ We surrender this respon- 
sible government. It is impossible to share its duties with this 
race;” and the Crown took back this largess of liberty, and 
Jamaica became what is called a Crown colony. 

In Natal a responsible government was proposed. The admin- 
istration of Great Britain at that time—that has been several 

years ago—said to the people of Natal, You can have a responsi- 
le government whenever you are willing, but you must share it 
with the blacks. They met in convention and they sat there six 
weeks, The condition included also the elective franchise in the 
hands of the Kaffirs. The Kaffirs are the most superior Africans 
of whem we have any knowledge. These English gentlemen, 
colonists and farmers, concluded, after six weeks’ deliberation, 
that they would not have free government—responsible govern- 
ment—with even the right to fix their own tariff against tho 
mother country and their own fiscal laws, because they were un- 
willing to share the government with their black neighbors. 

So with the most enlightened of the dark races—the brown man 
in Hindostan, the negro in the West Indies, the negro in Africa, 
the aborigines of Australia. Except only the fast perishing Maoris 
of New land, none are permitted to share in the government. 

Mr. President, I want to abide by the Constitution of the United 
States. I do not want a State to pass any act that infringes that 
Constitution. I bnow the Supreme Court would declare it un- 
constitutional if it did,and why should we kick against the pricks? 
I say, however, that the ewe of the South are justified, and it 
would be inexcusable if they failed, by every constitutional meas- 
ure in their power, to preserve in their own hands the power of 
government in their own States, they being responsible for their 
welfare, their education, their business interests, and the interests 
of civilization. 

My friend the honorable Senator from North Carolina says there 
is no danger of the domination of the negro. That is true, so far 
as the whole State is concerned, I presume, but is it true as to all 
parts of the State? Does the condition of affairs that was pre- 
sented to the public in Wilmington, N. C., in 1898 show that the 

ple, at least in that section, should not use every means possi- 

le to rid themselves of the government inflicted upon them by 

the negro vote? Should not every white man in the whole State 

of North Carolina and everywhere, whatever his _—s politics 

may be, sympathize with people who were oppressed as they were 
by ignorance and vice? 

Ihave here astatement made by a gentleman in the other House, 
Mr. BeLLamMy. I shall ask the to read what I have 
marked on 243 down to the end of what is marked on page 
245. That illustrates the condition of things in ee tecisiat Cs, 
which was a more potent factor in urging the legislature of 
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f lina to this measure than anything else; and the pledge 
Norch ny friend says was made that the blacks should not be in- 
terfered with was, as I am informed, that the legislature itself 
«vould pass no law restricting the franchise in any way, and now 
they propose ascheme of franchise that is to be submitted to these 


le themselves. 
vet PE ITCHARD. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 


Mr. MONEY. Yes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to that statement, I desire to say 
that the Senator will find, by referring to a statement which was 
issued by the Democratic executive committee, entitled ‘‘A reply 
to the People’s Party Handbook,” a statement that the Democrats, 
if elected, would not submit any proposition which would deprive 
anyone of the right to vote. ‘ 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator give me the date of that? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; I can give it to you with pleasure, 
if you have the Recorp there containing - speech. 2 

Mr. MONEY. Let the Secretary first read from the book which 
I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Very well. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


John D. Bellamy, the contestee, in the case of Oliver H. Dockery, contest- 
ant, against John B Bellamy, contestee, in the case of contest in the Sixth 
Congressional district in North Carolina, for the contestant’s seat in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, before J. J. Fowler and T. E. Wallace, notaries public 
at Wilmington, New Hanover County, N.C., on the 10th day of April, 1899, 
being duly sworn, deposes and says: ; 

Q. What is your name, age and place of residence? __ 

A. John D. Bellamy; jus' 45 last week; residence, Wilmington, N. C. 

2 Are you the Congressman elected from this district? 

Q. Dil you read the testimony of one 8. M. Cole, a witness for Oliver H. 
Dockery, the contestant, taken at Laurinburg, February 27 last, in the pres- 
ent case? 

A. I did. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. If the Senator desires, I will read this. 

Mr. MONEY. What is the date? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It is on page 1059 of the REcorD contain- 
ing my remarks, and reads as follows—— 

Mr. MONEY. I merely want the date. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I do not remember the date of this cir- 


cular, 
Mr. MONEY. I do not want the text. I have that. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I want to show the Senator what they said 
in the text. 
Mr. MONEY. I know what they said. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. They said they would not submit any 
le to proscribe anyone. 
ou spoke of that the other day. I want the 
date. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. That is what the handbook says. 
ad MONEY. I want to know the date—that is the essential 
thing. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I have not the date when the circular was 
issned, 

Mr. MONEY. Iam sorry you have not. I hope the Se¢retary 
will proceed with the reading. me 

The Secretary resumed the reading, and read as follows: 

2. Please state in substance that testimony. 

. One 8. M. Cole stated that in a private conversation had with me at 
Old Hundred that I said that they, meaning the Democrats, were cing to 
have the election if they had to carry it at the pointof the bayonet. He fur- 
ther stated upon a question in reference to it who was present. Hesaid that 
no one was present ex himself and me. 

Q. Will you please state whether the testimony given by S. M. Cole in that 
particular was a truthful quoting of what you said? 

A. I will state that his statement is absolutely and tively false: that I 
did not entertain such a thought; I did not express such a thought, and would 
a to any such idea if I had thought that my party desired 
or & to resort to such a thing. I will state that I never saw the man 
before that day, and never have seen him since from that day to this: that I 
do recollect poe going from Gibson Station, where I had spoken the da 
previous, to Old Hundred to take the train, while waiting for the aperens 
of the train I saw several parties who were said to have been voters. I sought 
an introduction to e one of them, and had something apa to say to 
each, and I think . and exceedingly very probable, that I spoke pleas- 

but as to using such language or intimating such lan- 
such a thought, I will say every word of it is untrue. 


a 
depositions of one Secrest, a witness for Oliver H. 


* a contestant in this case, taken at Monroe, Union County, in the 


A. Yes; Loy read - eo 
. you su ce, what that testimony was?—A. Although I 
hardly think it is necessary to contradict the statement of Mr. Secrest, as 
80. He ented Cen shown by « number of pense $0 be ve See, 1 wilt 
stated that he was present at a speaking where ressed 
at a schoolhouse in Union County, and that I stated that the 


armed with Winchester rifles and were going to 


y the election if it to shoot d th groes i 
was oot down the ne . I say in 
— to that, that statement of Mr. Becrest is absolutely false. What I did 
oe what has been testified so hy other witnesses who heard me, was this: 
had discussed the principles of the Democratic party and 
came down to the question of the bad 
under fusion rule in State affairs,and then 
hen sewecend costes Ponte Caption oon eek 

con a was 
a aoe deacientions wrAuh that thet as . 
an e 

how the town of Greenville had been gerrymandered 
control, and how the city of Newbern had been likewise 
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treated, I then came to the city of Wilmington, where I resided and was 
familiar with the state of affairs. 

I stated that as a result of Fusion legislation the city had been put under 
negro control, substantially; that although the white people owned about 97 
per cent of the property and paid that much of the taxes of the city, that we 
nad a board of aldermen with a white man for mayor who didn’t own a foot 
of land in the county and paid comparatively little or no taxes; that three or 
four of the board of aldermen were negroes; that forty of the magistrates 
were negroes; that from fourteen to seventeen of the thirty on the police 
force were negroes; that nearly all of the deputy sheriffs in the county were 
negroes; that the register of deeds of the county was a negro; that every 
health officer of the city, a very important position, was held by negroes: 
that one of the three county commissioners was a negro: and the result of it 
was thata horrible state of misgovernment had been brought about: that 
night after night burglaries and robberies took place in town without any 
detection; that within about 800 feet of the city hall six burglaries had been 
committed within ten days without a detection; that one burglar had been 
arrested in a lady's residence, a negro burglar, was captured and held by the 
ladies untila police officer arrived, and that, although the offense was pun- 
ishable by death and not bailable, he was taken to the city hall and there let 
off on his own recognizance or a straw bond, J have forgotten now which, 
and the negro escaped; that murders and crimes of all characters were of 
constant occurrence; that within about a year six murders had taken place 
in the county; that the negroes showed an utter disrespect for and defiance 
of the law; that the city authorities, in the exercise of their discretion upon 
sanitary matters, had located a hospital for infectious diseases on the out- 
skirts of town, and the negroes, several hundred in number, a complete mob, 
armed with guns, pistols, and other weapons, went out, attacked, shot into, 
and burned it down, and the mayor and policemen, although remonstrating, 
were powerless to resist it, and none of the said negroes were ever arrested 
or tried for the offense; that in the trial of causes in the court-house it was 
impossible to convict a negro of crime where a question of credibility arose 
between white witnesses and neure witnesses; that the juries composed par 
tially of whites and partially of blacks would retire and a hung jury was the 
result, the negroes always voting solidly in the jury box in favor of the 
— of the negro, if a negro was on trial] 

recollect especially reciting an instance of my own experience, where I 
told them that I prosecuted for Mr. Hamme, a very gallant and reputable 
citizen, a hat merchant of this city, who was assaulted in broad daylight in 
his store by Richard Holmes, a negro policeman, and struck between the 
eyes with a pair of brass knuckles and felled senseless to the floor, and that 
on three trials, although the defendant himself, Holmes, did not take the stand, 
that the jury, although the evidence was uncontradicted, failed to agree a 
single one of the three times, standing the first time nine whites for convic- 
tion and three negroes for acquittal; the second trial taking place at the 
next term of court, all the white men on the jury stood for conviction and 
the negroes on the jury for acquittal; on the third trial, which took place at 
a subsequent term, it likewise stood eight or nine—I have forgotten the num- 
ber—whites for conviction and three or four negroes for acquittal, according 
to the number of negroes on the jury, and that finally the Fesiea solicitor, 
although I myself was associated in the prosecution, nol prossed the case 
without even consulting me; that day after day white ladies while walking 
the streets of the city were insulted, and in one instance a reputable young 
lady going to the cemetery was shoved from the sidewalk by a negro woman 
and struck over the head with an umbrella; that the daughter of one of the 
ablest divines of the city was brusquely hurled up against the fence and 
bruised by a negro on the streets in the broad daytime; that indecent re 
marks were made to ladies walking the streets by negroes, and complaint 
after complaint being made to the city authorities, which were the ones | 
have before related to you, they found themselves unable to repress it; that 
property and life were not safe, and that good order could not = secured in 
the town; that the city authorities were totally inefficient to secure it; that 
the chamber of commerce, a representative business body of the city, pre- 
sided over by a Republican as president, passed resolutions stating the city 
authorities were unable to secure law ms order substantially, and calling 
upon our people as a matter of business and self-preservation, without regard 
to politics, to change the existing order of affairs. 

hat in consequence of this demoralization that I had been informed that 
the white people of the city had ordered several thousand Winchester rifles 
to protect the lives, the property, and the welfare of the people, and that I 
deplored any conflict, and that Ihoped none would come, Put if it did come 
and a race riot ensued that a very fatal result would come to the negroes. I 
did not state in that speech or in any speech made in the campaign that the 
whites were going to carry the election by foree or fraud or any illegal 
means, and if I had thought so I say most positively that I would not have 
countenanced it, and I would have advised against 1t; and I say further that 
as far as my knowledge, information, and belief extends, there was no such 
purpose on the part of the Democratic party or the white people to carry the 
election by force or fraud, but there was a determination by every legal, 
peaceable, and energetic means, such as argument and the like would prompt, 
as a matter of self-preservation to our people, to hurl from power the Fusion. 
ists then in control and restore peace, law, order, and good government to 
our distracted State. I will state further that having made those statements 
in that speech and substantially the same thing in many others that I de- 
livered during the campaign, I now again affirm that the statements made 
are a statement of the true condition of affairs as they existed in Wilming- 
ton, and if I have failed in the statement, it was in not stating other and 
greater wrongs which actually occurred and which I forgot to mention, 
among them being the publication in a negro newspaper published in the 
city ofa vile and slanderous attack upon the virtue and reputation of the 
white women of our State. 


Mr. MONEY. I desire to read just two paragraphs in a letter 
addressed to Senator J. C, PrircHarp by Mr. W. H. Chadbourn, 
who, Iunderstand, wasa postmaster. Amongotherthings, he says: 

For the sake of any fancied political advantage I can not afford to make a 
one-sided presentation of the situation in this city and county, and by nam- 
ing only the white officials and leaving out the colored doubt! ome ad- 
vantage has been taken and a false color given to the actual situation, to 
which the busitiess people and taxpayers, regardless of party, have made 
serious objections. 

As a matter of fact, there are in this county thirty-six colored magistrates 
and a colored register of deeds, and various other minor officials, besides 
some Presidential appointees, and the property owners, taxpayers, and busi- 
ness men peasy object to this state of affairs, and there now exists here 
the most intense feeling against any sort of negro domination. 


Mr. President, I think the apprehension of negro domination is 
quite justifiable, at least in that part of the State, and we know 
what happened in the fall of 1898 in that city. Do not the white 
people in other parts of the State owe something to their friends 
and kindred living in Wilmington and in the twelve black coun- 
ties of that State? If they can protect them from these disorders, 
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and if the taxpayers and the business men, without regard to 
party, !abor under such intolerant ignorance and corruption and 
vice as is evicted there in the statement of Mr. BELLAMY, a mem- 
ber of the other House, under oath, and 7. Chadbourn, who 
says he is a Republican appointed by the President as postmaster 
there, then ought they not to be permitted to do so, and not be 
intimidated by speeches made here or elsewhere? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the fact that some time prior tothe date of the letter from 
Mr. Chadbourn which he has read, Mr. Chadbourn addressed a 
letter to me, and said that the statement that there was negro 
domination in the city of Wilmington was without foundation. 

I also desire to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
a number of gentlemen waited upon him, as I am informed—I do 
not know whether it is true or not—and with a pistol at his head 
they induced him to write the second letter from which the Sen- 
ator has quoted. I shall ask to incorporate in the Recorp the 
first letter which Mr, Chadbourn wrote to me, which completel 
negatives the statement which my distinguished friend has seed 

r. MONEY. [admit that a pistol at the head is a very per- 
suasive thing. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It seems to have been in that instance. 

Mr. MONEY. It seems to me the last statement made by the 
Senator from North Carolina is contradictory of the first, and the 
first is contradictory of the second, that there has been a better 
development of things since the first letter was written; but cer- 
tainly the Senator will not deny the statement made by Mr. BEt- 
LAMY under oath that forty of the magistrates were negroes, and 
that many other officers of that city and county were a 
and the condition of things which existed there during the time of 
that canvass. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam not pre to deny what Mr. Brt- 
LAMY has said about the matter, but I am pr to show that 
there ts not a single instance wherein one of the colored justices 
of the peace to whom my distinguished friend refers ever 
attempted to exercise ju ction in a case wherein a white man 
was concerned or interested, either in property or otherwise. 

Mr. MONEY. That may be true. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not doubt but that you think so; but it isa 
very queer magistrate who discards jurisdiction because of the 
color of the man who comes before him—a very queer sort of a 
magistrate. 

Now, this condition of things exists in a partof North Carolina. 
There is not a particle of doubt about it, and the legislature has 
sought to put an end to it. Now, my friend thinks—he has here 
so stated in his speech, I believe; I am ty sure he did—that 
one of the results of the restriction would be some 
action, taken under the fourteenth amendment, to reduce the rep- 
resentation in the other House, and therefore that North Carolina 
and other Southern States would lose a a 
their influence. I want to ask my friend, will he or a reso- 
lution or a bill that reduces the representation of the State of 
North Carolina if these constitutional amendments are adopted 
and are not declared unconstitutional? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, realizing as I do that the 
provision of the fourteenth amendment to which m 
——— , I feel that wt my awe well as ovat 

senator, to do everything to preclu possibility enact- 
ment of such a law, and therefore I shall do all I can to 
every man residing in the State which I have the honor in part 
represent is accorded the right to vote, in order that h 
counted in the Federal enumeration, as contemplated by the - 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. MONEY. The remark of the Senator is very creditable to 
him, but no answer at all to my question. My question was this: 
If this constitutional amendment is carried by the vote of the 
sovereign citizens of North Carolina and the courts shall declare 
it is constitutional, then, whether, under the fourteenth amend- 
ment, if a bill is proposed here to curtail her representation in 
Congress, he will vote for it or not? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I never cross a ae I toit. It 
will be time enough to talk about that when people of 
North Carolina adopt such an amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. I k myself the prudence and discretion o 
the Senator are very cone. It certainly would not do for him to 
say here and to go before the e of North Carolina, for whom 
he has such an affection and such care, and say to them that he 
would vote to cut down their representation because a measure 
was passed which was declared constitutional by the courts. I 
for one do not believe that any serious attempt e 
anywhere to cut down the representation in Congress because of 
the restriction to vote. I do not believe that the pu in 
any section oc this country will entertain seriously such a - 
tion as that. Every man of intelligence will recognize the 
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where is felt everywhere within the confines of this country 


that the fourteenth amendment 
representation? Is not that a fair 


with the usual adroitness and skill of my 
New Hampshire; and I = ee ready to answer him. Ac- 
cording to the original m g of the makers of the Constitution 
there was no representation based upon votes at all. The negro, 


— a chattel, was represented in two-thirds. Women and 
c 


Zhe sighs to vote is not a natural 
mere c 
of law. 


of | the public virtue of the 








progress of every State in this Union is material to the progress 


of every other State, and that a vicious and ignorant vote 


any- 


Mr. CHANDLER rose. 

Mr. MONEY. Even in the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. oe 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is, how does he justify his present ttj- 
tude? The Senator almost persuaded me in his remarks a {ow 


minutes ago to treat this as a white man’s question. Now, as. 


suming it to be a white man’s question alone, upon what princi. 


ple does he advocate the elimination—I will use that word; it is 
a mild word—of the negro from the suffrage, the suppression of 
the colorea vote at the South, and yet advocate the 89 Convres. 


sional votes and the votes in the electoral college which are ¢iven 


to the South by reason of the negro population? How cai th» 
Senator in all fairness say on the one hand that the fifteent}, 
amendment shall be nullified by the suppression—— 


Mr. MONEY. Ibeg pardon. I do not say that. 
Mr. CHANDLER. By the ——— of the colored vote and 
not be enforced by reducing 
uestion? 
r. MONEY. Oh, yes; itis a fair question. 
Mr, CHANDLER. How do you advocate holding on to the 39 


Congressional and electoral votes because of the seven or eight 
million colored pole and yet to des 


the colored vote? 
is a fair = on, and it is put 
riend the Senator from 


Mr. MO es, sir; 


Tren were represented as well as ne » They are citizens, 
It does not inhere in 


tizenship. It isa result of poli action. It isthe result 
I am not willing to pass any amendment that I believe comes in 


conflict with the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution. It 
would be a work of —— 
sition, because the Su e Court would at once declare it null 


tion for me to favor such a propo- 


and void. But I want the Senator to say what he would do in 
such acase. I am willing to retain the erquepestotion, if it will 
suit the Senator from New Hampshire use it represents 
human beings whether they vote or not, My children do not vote, 
but they are represented. My wife does not vote, but she is repre- 
sented. Thousands of people do not vote, and yet they are repre- 
sented. I did not say that the power did not reside in Congress to 
reduce representation, but I do doubt the wisdom of exercising it. 
That _ oh —- which I will debate, as my friend says, when 
we get to i e 
But I stated that I had such confidence in the good sense and 
people of all sections of this country— 
N , South, East, West—as to feel that they would not deliber- 
ately retard the progress of the Southern by attempting to 
fix negro suffrage upon them if it can be avoided in a peaceful ani 
constitutional way, and that the people there (I care not whether 
pone or not) are entitled to tation. Now, we did not 
go to war, as my friend from N. Carolina seems to think, when 
we achieved our independence of Great Britain to secure the right 
— years eS n tren ne rome That log = 
whom or everybody, a , as & matter of fact. 
male hore, snd 


A statement has been I may as well allude to it 
now, about the State of My addressed him- 
self somewhat to my State the day as an le of those 

methods (that was his 


elections. Yet, on the only attempt to try 
of the new constitution of Mississippi, abriiz- 
tution declared to be consti- 


it individual action? Was it organized political action? I c: 
as on? can 
say to the Senator that oe eee eres S ocenptaisrt made 
of fraud, intimidation, or violence in Mississippi since the year 

1876, when the t civic revolution was had, not one. ; 
I will say, as I said the other day, that one Democrat hel: his 
seat here upon a certificate based upon an election technical in 
nature, and that that gentleman was unseated and a colored 
ousted gentleman went 
on the ground that the 
I sa contest was 
of Mississippi, the Delts 
country, and then the contestant oo to prove that certain 
the river get rid of certain 
colored voters, and other offenses of that sort to the prejudice of 
and the ground, and the Republican 
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the court has not said so as to our statutes and our constitution— | from Louisiana and the Senator from Mississippi, have reopened 
;¢ we have pursued unfair and unconstitutional methods, there | this Southern question. 
has been no charge against any organization or any individuals at| Mr. MONEY. I beg pardon. I did not open it. 
the polls at any of the elections since 1876. I defy any gentleman Mr. CHANDLER. But something is due to historic truth. 
to show me one, and I object that the fair fame of my State should | The Senator must know very well, because I do not know of any 
be assailed unless the gentleman can produce some proof of the | more careful student of American history than he, or of the his- 
assertions he makes. : “ae , tory of the world, for that matter, that the Southern States re- 
“There has been no disturbance in Mississippi. There is abso- | jected the fourteenth amendment, which simply said if the negro 
rE lute freedom there; and I want to tell my friend here that the | did not vote he should not be counted in the basis of representa- 
5 vear after the constitution was adopted 10,000 negroes came from | tion. 
his State, where they had an unrestricted right to vote asmuch| Mr. BERRY. It said more than that. 
as the white man, and emigrated to Mississippi and are living _ Mr. CHANDLER. And then, and for that reason only, impar- 
there to-day, and they have lately come, this winter, in such num- | tial suffrage was enacted by the Congress of the United States and 
hers from the State of Georgia into Mississippi that the farmers | the fifteenth amendment was ae If it had not been for the 
of Georgia have appealed to the authorities to protect them from | rejection of the fourteenth amendment by Andrew Johnson's re- 
the invasion of the agents who are carrying the ne to Missis- constructed governments, the fifteenth amendment would never 
sippi, where they are to be trampled under foot by unconstitu- | have been adopted. 
tional methods, as some would have you believe. Negroes are| Mr. BERRY. The fourteenth amendment did much more. 
still coming to Mississippi. They seem to understand very well Mr. CHANDLER. Not much. 
what they want, and they get it when they go there. They get a Mr. BERRY. It disfranchised a large number of people, as I 
good wage, fertile land, and plenty of employment. recollect. 
*'| was alluding a while ago to the difficulties of government| Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 
under any circumstances. ‘We thought when we established this} Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to reply to the 
great Republic that we had solved the problem. We saw the Re- | Senator from Arkansas? 
publics of Greece, of Venice, of Rome, and others perish away Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 
and merge into monarchies; and we thuught that by having States Mr. CHANDLER. I will reply to the Senator from Arkansas 
bound together by one Constitution, with a Federal head and two | first, and then the Senator can pitch into me. 
depositories of political power, one power could neverabsorbthem | Mr, MONEY. No; I will not do that. 
all; and we recognized, as we thought, in that fact the safety and Mr. CHANDLER. The disfranchising clause simply provided 
permanence of popular institutions. Now we are called upon to | that where any citizen of the United States had taken an oath 
say what this State shall do in the election. In other words, we | as an officer of the United States to support the Constitution of 
are to issue from this Chamber a pronunciamento, a declaration | the United States and had then gone into the rebellion he should 
of opinion as to the constitutionality of a measure not voted upon. | be disfranchised until Congress, by a two-thirds vote, removed 
There is no disposition to take it into the courts and make a test | the disability. That is all; and the Senator, I think, onght to 
of it. A case can be made instantly in Louisiana, where the law | admit that that was a very light disfranchisement. Congress 
isthesame. But it is to deter the free and independent voter of | went to work and proceeded almost immediately, by two-thirds 
North Carolina from declaring his own sovereign will at the polls. | vote, to remove all the disabilities. So the case which I made to 
I hope that no man in North Carolina will permit himself to be | the Senator from Mississippi, before the Senator from Arkansas 
diverted from his intention, whatever it may be, to vote exactly | kindly interposed, was that negro suffrage was not imposed upon 
as he thinks best for the protection and the prosperity and the | the South by the legislation of Congress until after the fourteenth 
well-being of his State. " amendment had been unanimously rejected by every one of An- 

Mr. President, the question that has now been brought up is | drew Johnson's reconstructed governments. I ask the Senator 
not likely to end yery soon, and I think the foreign questions that | now, in order to give him a text to start on—he needs no text, 
are likely to press upon the attention of the American Congress | however—whether he approves the Southern rejection of the prop- 
will still further put in the background this contention about | osition that if the negro did not vote the negro population should 
the vote of the negroes. We are engaged in a contest for self- | be excluded from the basis of representation. 
preservation while we are expanding. While imperialism hasits| Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me one 
advocates, there are some people who still want to preserve the | word? 

Republic, and this effort to purify the governing element of this| Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

country, as far as is safe under the Constitution, is one thatisso| Mr. BERRY. I had no disposition or intention to get into this 
obviously right and proper that I do not see how any assault can | debate, but the Senator from New Hampshire recited a part of the 
be made upon it ex or political advantage. fourteenth amendmentandthen ceased. One of the strongreasons 

The distinguished tor from North Carolina declared the | why that amendment was rejected by the South is that we were 
other day that all these methods were used simply to keep the | called upon to put a brand upon the men who had previously 
Democratic in power. That may be true, according to his | held office of any character and who had served in the Southern 
way of thinking about it, but it was not the idea in my State. | army. We were asked to vote to disfranchise the men who had 
The idea was simply to put the intelligence and the public virtue | done exactly the same thing that we had done, and we did not 
of that State in power as best for the State, for the interests not | feel that it would be honorable and just on our part—those of us 
only of the whi e and the Democratic party, but of the | who did not come under this disfranchising clause—to vote it upon 
black people and the ublican party in that State. When we/| our men, with whom we had been associated, and who had been 
guilty of no greater wrong, if wrong at all, than we had. I deny 
that we were ever guilty of any wrong, but certainly there was 
no difference in the character of the acts of those who had held 
office and those who did not, and there were many of us who did 
not come under that clause who were unwilling to vote it upon 
our associates. We refused to doit, and I have always rejoiced 
that we refused. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only thing i say is that the rejection 
of the fourteenth amendment is what caused the adoption of the 
fifteenth amendment, and not the motive which the Senator from 
oe so ungenerously imputed to the whole Northern people. 

Mr. NEY. I did not impute it to the whole Northern peo- 
ple. There was a gallant band here that opposed it the whole 
time. as were members of the Democratic party and some of 
them were leaders of the Republican party. 

I want to answer my friend the Senator from New Hampshire. 
He says that because Mississippi refused to ratify the fourteenth 
amendment negro enfranchisement was put upon us. Mississippi 
had no representation here, nor did she at that time have her new 
constitution. In other words, she had not resumed her Federal 
relation when the fourteenth amendment passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was a reconstructed State govern- 
ment in Mississippi. Will the Senator tell me who was the pro- 
ers guceenet appointed by President Johnson? 

Mr. MONEY. It was under the military government of the 
eens commander, and Adelbert Ames 

tr. CHANDLER. Oh. no; there was a provisional governor 




























































































look at the genesis of matter, and when we see through these 
miserable six years of reconstruction, more humiliating and de- 
onan terrible to the South than the four years of bloody 
war, when we saw measures declared by our own courts to be 
unconstitutional day after day, despite the protest of the 

dent, and when we recollect that s , when it was pro- 
posed for the negro in the South, met its strongest resistance in 
this Chamber and in the House from such men as Roscoe Conk- 
ling and Oliver P, Morton and men of that character, who were 
the founders and the champions of the Republican party, then we 
recollect the purpose for which it was put upon us, It was done 
- {wo puxposss—to perpetuate Republican rule and to punish 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator know that impartial 
suffrage was because the Southern States rejected the 
fourteenth t? 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not know that, but I suppose it is true if 
you ony I will admit it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will say to the Senator that that is 
a very bold charge he has made. 


a ONEY, I say I do not know it, but I will take it if you 


t. CHANDLER. Nobod more than I do that the 
the Gentes Tone Alanon and the Senator 
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appointed by President Johnson. I can think of his name in a 
moment. ‘he Mississippi reconstructed State government, 
through its legislature, by an almost unanimous vote, rejected the 
fourteenth amendment. The Senator from Arkansas has stated 
the reason that influenced him and others. I do not deny that 
they may have been partly influenced by that argument, but I 
stand upon the proposition that negro suffrage was brought upon 
the South solely by reason of the rejection, by the reconstructed 
South, of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. MONEY. Permit me to correct the history of my friend 
the Senator from New Hampshire. In the first place, there was 
no provisional governor appointed for Mississippi. In the second 
place, the people elected Benjamin Humphreys as governor. In 
the third place, he wasejected by bayonet. es, I believe Sharkey 
was appointed. General Ames became the military governor, and 
a military governor, who had never hada shirt washed in the State 
before he came there, signed his own certificate to this Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was not Mr. Sharkey—the Senator called 
the name—the provisional governor? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Iam very much obliged to the Senator for 
teaching me the word, Governor Sharkey, under the direction of 
Andrew Johnson, who certainly was a friend of the South after a 
little while until he got over his rage; and the provisional govern- 
ment was organized in Mississippi, a legislature was elected by 
the people of Mississippi without negro suffrage and without the 
disfranchisement of a single Southerner, and that reconstructed 
legislature almost unanimously rejected the fourteenth amend- 
ment. That is history. The Senator knows that. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam willing to accept it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I knew you would. I want you to tell me 
whether you think, on the whole, at this distance of time, thirty- 
three or four years, when we ought to be done with fighting these 
old and sectional questions, but since you introduced them, it was 
a wise thing for the South to reject the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution? 

Mr. MONEY. In the first place, the Senator is mistaken about 
who introduced this measure. The Senator who introduced this 
business is the Republican Senator from North Carolina. I had 
no such intention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He introduced his resolution, and without 
hearing from him one word about it—perhaps he might have gone 
up and withdrawn the resolution if the Senator had hinted that 
it was disagreeable to him—without hearing a word from him, the 
Senator from Alabama takes the floor and maligns the North, and 
he is being followed up by the other Senators from the South, and 
very unwisely, as I think, very mistakenly, as I think, very inju- 
riously, as I think, they are reopening the whole question—— 

Mr.MONEY. Doyounotthink you have had enoughof my time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The whole Southern question upon the floor 
of the Senate, without the ya re occasion for it. 

Mr. MONEY. 1am not going totry totake care of the Senator 
from Alabama. I am sorry he is not here to take care of himself, 
_ . <—— capable of doing that. If he has maligned anybody in 
the North—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will show him when he comes back from 
his quest for reelection. 

Mr. MONEY. As long as our historical reminiscences are be- 
ing brushed up ~ f the ever-elert and bright Senator from New 
Hampshire, I will say that when we voted upon a constitution it 
was that submitted to us by the Federal Government, and in that 
election every single nigger in the whole State was permitted to 
vote upon the question whether he was to be a voter or not. It 
did disfranchise the very best people in that State—the very best. 
The cream of the State was disfranchised, and we rejected it, 
although the negroes voted, and it was a very strong vote. 

There is one more matter that I want to allude to, and I knowI 
am detaining the Senate too long. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asserted the other day that the very fact that a very small poll 
of votes occurred in Mississippi and other Southern States was 
proof to his mind that they were prevented from voting; that 
they would have voted if they were not prevented from voting. 
He alluded to the fact that at the last election only about 48, 
votes were cast in Mississippi, and that the total white vote is 
134,000. I do not know whether that is true or not. According 
to the census of 1890 it was 119,000. Does he think that the 
48,000 white men prevented the balance of the white men from 
voting? Who can compel a man to vote? You can lead a horse 
to water, but you can not make him drink. Has not this thing 
occurred elsewhere without any challenge? 

I explained at that time that the reason why the poll was so 
small at the regular election was this: The nominations had been 
settled at primaries or mass conventions. Then the voting force 
of the party turned out and the election was with such small op- 
position that it was a mere ratification. That may be unwise or 
not, but it does not argue anything unlawful or anything uncon- 
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stitutional, because our State provides by law for a systeim of 
primaries, and eneer the thing being already done, s);)), nly 
to be ratified, the people did not trouble themselves to go t. {)\ 
polls and vote. So it can not be considered, even remotely, to bg 
evidence that anybody was prevented from voting. 

Let us go to some other State. I will take the State of Masa. 
chusetts, and I do not select Massachusetts with any inte) joy 
whatever of in any manner derogating from her dignity, becanse 
I believe it is one of the greatest Commonwealths in this Unio jy 
every respect. But here is what Massachusetts did: In 18\\\) ho 
cast 285,000 votes, and yet she had 665,000 voters. What becaine 
of the other 400,000 votes? Will the Senator from North Caroling 
rise and say that these 285,000 prevented the other 400,000 from 
voting? What reason is there, then, in such a charge? 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the absence of the Senator from North 
Carolina, I think the Senator from New Hampshire ought to ap. 
swer the question. He is a neighbor of that State. 

Mr. MONEY. I would be glad if anybody wonld tell me, a). 
ny Tam not asking for information. I am only illustrating 
the point. = 

Mr. CHANDLER. Any question that either of the two Sena. 
tors a put to me I will be most happy to answer, if I under. 
stand it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Mississippi can repeat his 
question. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not want any answer to the question, par. 
ticularly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. _I thank the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire has in- 
vited me, and I will ask him the question, if the Senator from 
Mississippi will permit me. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thequestion was why it was that in 189) the 
State of Massachusetts polled only 285,000 votes, when she has a 
voting population of 665,000? 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senator from Mississippi tells 
me why they do not cast more than 20,000 or 30,000 votes in 
Mississippi-—— 

Mr. ONEY. You have not been listening to me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Youaredodging. Youdonot usually do that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not both Senators at once. When the two 
Senators have explained the pitifully small vote in their two 
States, I will examine the returns from Massachusetts anil see 


why—— 

Mr. MONEY. Please do not leave. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam simply going to get a vote to confute 
the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. Do not leave, please. I do not want you to get 
the book right now. You have enough. The Senator, as [ said 
the other day, was talking to somebody else and not listening to 
me. I was meeting the argument of the Senator from North 
Carolina. You were not paying attention to me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have pot the book. Now, go ahead. 

Mr. MONEY. Allright. I was endeavoring to answer tive ar- 
gument of the Senator from North Carolina that because of the 
small vote in Mississippi and South Carolina and other States 
necessarily those who did not were prevented from voting. | de- 
nied that proposition. I gave the reason why the vote was sinall. 
Then, I said, take the State of Massachusetts, which in 1890 polled 
285,000 votes and yet had 665,000 voters. I have not called upon 
the Senator or anybody else to explain why there were not more. 
It is their own . Nolaw cantompel aman tovote. Hecan 
arg re if he wants to or do anything else that pleases him on 
that day; but if Massachusetts dropped 400,000 votes in one elec- 
tion, why should not Mississippi dropa hundred thousand? Why 
should it not be done in the good old State of Connecticut? | see 
my friend the distin, Senator here t. In 1890 Con- 
necticut voted 125,000, and yet had 224,000 votes. Now, no one 

rg or a question the right of those people to stay away 
m the 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In what year was that? 

Mr. MONEY. In 1890. Those voters had a right to stay away. 
They have a right to vote as they please and no man has a right 
to question them, and no man has a right to impeach the State 
where such things have obtained. It imply the individual 
preferring to do one thing to another thing. — 
. But I want to say if there had been in the State of Massacliu- 
setts or in the State of Connecticut or in the State of South Caro- 
lina or in the State of Mississippi a question that would be vital 
to the interests of the people of that country and parties were 
close you would have seen the whole vote polled, just as in |*"'", 
I believe, when one vote was cast for every two and a half inhab- 
itants in the State of Ohio. But it is the question, the race. the 
contest that —— out the vote; and there is no necessity [or 
everybody the pol = to when nothing is up. 

I have some other lists here on some other points, but these «T° 
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simply taken as sam les. It certainly does away with the argu- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina and all others that be- 
cause people do not vote they are prevented from voting. I know 
there never was any attempt to prevent anybody from voting in 
my State since 1876, that I ever heard of. 

‘As for the question of illiteracy, I can speak of that State, hav- 
ing traversed almost the whole State in 1895. I think I made 
about eighty speeches, and I traveled from March until November. 
] made it a point to inquire in every county I visited of the circuit 
clerk, who was the keeper of the book of registration. I inquired 
whether anybody had ever been objected to because he could not 
read the Constitution or could not understand it or interpret it 
when read to him, and in every case he answered that no man had 
been rejected, and that the exclusion of those who attempted to 
ragister was on account of the nonpayment of their taxes. Now 
that is the fact. I was myself opposed individually to inserting 
anything of the sort in the constitution, but I was not a member 
of the constitutional convention. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate very much longer than 
I intended, and on account of my inability to see the citations 
which I have brought here with me I have not made the legal 

ints as broadly as I wished; but I have read from the stand- 
ard authority upon constitutional limitations and from the deci- 
sions of the court, which that author literally quotes, to show, in 
the first place, that these constitutional amendments are not con- 
trary to the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Consti- 
tution, and second, that if one falls the whole scheme falls to- 
gether, for it is inseparably connected in representing the legisla- 

ive intent. 

: Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, allowmeone word. I think 
in justice to the absent Senator from Alabama [ Mr. yee) I 
ought to quote the panne which he used in which I said he 
maligned the North. He said first that he was a soldier of the 
Confederacy: 

I was a soldier of the Confederacy, and, while I have always regretted the 
necessity that put me under arms in open hostility to the flag of our common 
country, I feel, as every Confederate soldier feels, that it is a peculiar honor 
that we were the only white men ever called upon, as soldiers, to defend the 
white race against a fanatical attack of so-called reformers and the deliberate 
organization of ambitious politicians, who forced us into war by their cruel 
design to put negro slaves on a political and social footing of equality with us. 

Now, here is a deliberate declaration, made a third of a century 
after the war closed, that the war for the Union was occasioned 
because of the deliberate organization of Northern politicians 
with a cruel design to put negro slaves on a political and social 
footing of equality with the white people of the South. 

Now, Mr. President, I denounce that charge as a sJander upon 
the North and as a reflection upon every Northern soldier who 
volunteered for the war and fought for as sacred a cause as so!- 
diers ever fought for. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEan in the chair). Does 
ee Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Ala- 

ama? 
ou CHANDLER, I yield to the Senator from Alabama, cer- 

inly. 
_ Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator a question. Would 
it not be more decent to wait until the Senator from Alabama 
returns before he makes his denunciation? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I intend to wait, but I want the senior Sen- 
ator from Alabama, who is absent, I want the junior Senator 
from Alabama, who is now here, and I want the Senators trom 
the Southern States who have reopened this question, which I 
supposed was forever dead, in the Senate to tell me whether the 
North is to be expected to allow a charge made upon this floor 
to go unanswered that the war for the Union, which was a war 
growing out of a Northern determination to prevent the exten- 
sion of slavery into free territory, was a war of ambitious poli- 
ticians with a cruel — to a negro slaves on a political and 
social footing of equality with the Southern whites. Now, if 
Southern Senators wish to discuss that question, they will have 
plenty of time before this session ends. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disa ing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, further 
insists upon its amendments Nos. 1 and 2, agrees to the further 
conference asked for by the Senate, and had appointed Mr. Hop- 


KINS, Mr. RUSSELL, . s 
ence on the part of Dy na GRIFFITH managers at the confer 


use, 
“a POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 
. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Monday, immediately after the completion sttke routine morn- 
ing business, I'shall call up the varices resolutions on the Philip- 
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pine question and ask the leave of the Senate to submit some 
remarks thereon. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

_Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to move an executive session. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 29, 
1900, at 12 o’clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 25, 19 
POSTMASTERS, 
Elizabeth J. Hudspeth, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Howard and State of Arkansas, the ar pointment of a 


ee for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 


-resident on and after January 1, 1900. 

William M. Newell, to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1899. 

Leonard S. Calkins, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the 
county of Nevada and State of California, in the place of J. E. 
Carr, whose commission expires February 1, 1900. 

Frederick A. Smith, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the 
county of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
C. B. Rogers, whose commission expired December 19, 1899. 

R. Clifford Tyler, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place‘of G. F. Stearns, 
whose commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Mary N. Herrick, to be postmaster at Seabreeze, in the county 
of Volusia and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Hugh M. Pierce, to be postmaster at Moultrie, in the county of 
Colquitt and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Moses C. Thomas, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Dlinois, in the place of Harriet 8. Coffeen, 
whose commission expired January 23, 1900. 

W.N. Burdick, to be postmaster at Postville, in the county of 
Allamakee and State of lowa, in the place of J. N. Leithold, whose 
commission expires February 13, 1900. 

Clark H. Barker, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of G. L. Swett, 
whose commission expires February 1, 1900. 

George P. Bliss, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of G. L. 
Beals, whose commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Samuel E. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Samuel E. Walker, whose commission expired January 7, 1900, 
(Reappointed. ) 

Evert J. Pruim, to be postmaster at Zeeland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

Jesse A. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Fulda, in the county of 
Murray and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

George B. Tretbar, to be postmaster at Lamberton, in the county 
of Redwood and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William G. Kitchen, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Henry C. Wright, to be postmaster at Webster Grove, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri, in the placeof A. B. M. 
Thompson, whose commission expired December 30, 1899. 

Harry L. Jaques, to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Charles G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Northville,in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York, in the place of A. J. Smith, de- 


ased. 

O. H, Willard, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of D. C. Adams, 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900. 
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William H. Holt, to be postmaster at Graham, in the county of 


Alamance and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a 
»ostmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William E. McGuire, to be postmaster at Pawhuska, in the 
Osage Nation of Oklahoma Territory, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Isaac W. Rush, to be tmaster at Stroud, in the county of 
Lincoln, Oklahoma Territory, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

William H. Leitner, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Baker and State of Oregon, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William G. Bassler, to be postmaster at Zelienople, in the county 
of Butler and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William P. McMasters, to be ones at Munhall, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Elizabeth L. Bampfield, to be postmaster at Beaufort, in the 
county of Beaufort and State of South Carolina, in the place of 
8. J. Bampfield, deceased. 

John Harvey, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 
Bosque and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1898, 

Eli Hawks, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county of Dodge 
and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after April 1, 1899. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE 
CORPS, 


Harold C. Reisinger, at large. 

Frank Edgar Evans, a citizen of Wisconsin. 

Harry Randolph Lay, at large. 

Thomas A. Mott, a citizen of North Carolina, 

St. John L. Caffery, a citizen of Louisiana. 

John C, Beaumont, a citizen of Maryland. 

Charles B. Taylor, a citizen of Virginia. 

John W. Wadleigh, a citizen of New Hampshire. 

William Radford Coyle, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 
Henry D, F. Long, at large. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
L.cecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 25, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 


James Ross, of Washington, to be a captain, Forty-fifth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John F, Newlin, to be postmaster at Chrisman, in the county of 
Edgar and State of Illinois, 

Charles W. Fleming, to be postmaster at Arthur, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of Illinois. 

Frederick Dilg, to be postmaster at Mascoutah, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Illinois. 

John W. Campbell, to be postmaster at Morrisonville, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois. 

Jacob F. Shuler, to be See at El Dorado, in the county 
of Union and State of Arkansas. 

Lewis A. Groff, to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, 

Joel P. Watson, to be master at Ashley, in the county of 
Washington and State of Ilinois. 

Cadwallader J. Pride, to be tmaster at Rockhill, in the 
county of York and State of South Carolina. 

Minnie M. Cox, to be ter at Indianola, in the county of 
Sunflower and State of Mississippi. 

John N, Sandlin, to be postmaster at Minden, in the county of 
Webster and State of Louisiana. 

Robert J. Morrison, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 

Isaac A. Smith, to be postmaster at Tennille, in the county of 


at Ellsworth, in the county 


_ Washington and State of Georgia. 


Frank W. Rollins, to be 
of Hancock and State of Maine, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 25, 1900. 


The House metatiio’clocka,m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N, Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approve, 
REPORT OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Housethe following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to tho 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and, with the accom. 
panying documents, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the sixteont) 
annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1900. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had bill and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
SS was requested: 

. R. 70. Joint resolution diverting and setting apart $50,()0) 
out of the sums heretofore A ge for jetty work at Cum- 
berland Sound, in the States of Florida and Georgia, for sluicing 
and dredging at the entrance of said sound; 

8. R. 34. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 35,000 copies 
of Bulletin No. 24, Department of Agriculture, entitled ‘A Primer 
of Forestry,” for the use of Congress and the Department of Acri- 
culture; and 

8. 82. An act for the relief of George W. Weston. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widening and ex- 
tension of Sixteenth street. in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had a 1 to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent 
censuses and giving to the Director thereof additional power and 
authority in certain cases, and for other purposes, had further in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendments numbered 1 and 
2, had asked a further conference with the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. C,r- 
sr a and Mr. McEnrry as the conferees on the part of 

e Senate. 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolutions were 
taken from the 8: er’s table and referred to their appropriate 
committees as indicated below: 

8. 32. An act for the relief of George W. Weston—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. R. 34, Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 35,000 copies 
of Bulletin No, 24, Department of Agriculture, entitled ‘‘A Primer 
of Forestry,” for the use of Congress and the Department of Acri- 
culture—to the Committee on Printing. 

8. R. 70, Joint resolution diverting and setting apart $50,000 out 
of the sums heretofore appropriated for jetty work at Cumberland 
Sound, in the States of Florida and Georgia, for sluicing and dredg- 
ing * the entrance of said sound—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rs. 


NORTHEASTERN JUDICIAL DIVISION OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tlie 
t consideration of the bill which I send to the Speaker's 


k. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judicial district of 
the State of Tennessee. 

‘Ameren’ Comgreas oe “Toate new division of the eastern {uci 

Q nm anew judicia 

istrict of the S of ‘Tenneases, to be known as the northeastern, vision 

of Tennessee, be, and the same is hereby, established. to be 

Taree of the following counties, to wit: Johnson, Carter, Unicoi, Sullivan, 
WwW , Greene, Hawkins, ‘ 

counties be, and the same are hereby, di- 

of said eastern district of Tennessee, but no additional clerk or mars!i:! 


vision 
Snes Samael ae court and of the district court of t! 
le a Ts) 
eastern district of Tennessee shall be held at Greeneville, in said State, cach 


, on the first and fourth Mondays in February, after the pas 


4 
f 


of this act. 
xO. 3. That the clerks of the district and circuit courts for the eastern 
district of and the marshal and district attorney for said distri, 
pr apn x0 and means 05 oo 
ie clerk = 
office of the said courts may be at Se Se eter eaia courts 
may be kept as of the same court, duties performed as though the 


judgment of the district judge 
warrant the employment 


i 
i 
( 
ag 
iE 


of a deputy clerk at Greeneville, Tenn., new books and may be opened 
for the courts k 
or S herein created, and kept at Greeneville, and a depaty cle: ap 


a 
¥ 
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Tha not of a local nature in the circuit and district courts 
Suc.4. That oi fondant, inhabitants of said State, must be brought in the 
age si wn of the district where he resides; but if there are two or more defend- 
divis coal in different divisions‘of the district, such suits may be brought 
in either division. All issues of fact in said suits shall be tried at a term of 
the court held in the division where the suit is so brought. 
eee. 5. That all tions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed 
in either of the subdivisions shall be cognizable within such division, and all 
= eecutions for crimes or offenses heretofore committed in the eastern dis- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee wereagreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an : 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 


trict ag tr toca passed = d proceeded with as if | hy which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
this act - 

SEC d and petit jurors summoned for service in each di- y < STER J [ASHINGTON. D. C 
oe Tiered pe age pankinel pe oes SALARY OF THE POSTMASTER AT WASHINGTON, D. C, 


. ons hereinbefore contained, issued in either of said divisions, 
e the provied and executed in either or both of the divisions. 
~ ec. 7. That in all cases of removal of suits from the courts of the State of 
Tennessee to the courts of the United States in the eastern district of Ten- 
ese such removal shall be to the United States courts in the division in 
which the county is situated from which the removal is made, and the time 
within which the removal shall be perfected, in so far as it refers to or is 
regulated by the terms of the United States courts, shall be deemed to refer 
to the terms of the United States courts. 
Sxe. 8. That each of said courts shall be held in a building to be provided 
for that purpose by the county or municipal authorities and without expense 
o the United States. 
: eee. 8 That this act shall be in force from and after the 30th day of June, 
A.D. 1900, and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed. ‘ 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


(1) By inserting immediately after the word “in,” in line 11, page 1, the 
ds “or for;” 

wea) By striking out the words “a term,” in line 12, on page 1, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “ terms;”’ : 

(3) By striking out the word “eastern,” in line 13, on page 1, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words “northeastern division judicial;’ 

(4) By striking out the words “first and,” in line 14, on ay 1s 

(5) By inserting, immediately after the word “ courts,” in line 6,on page 2, 
the words “of said northeastern division judicial district;” , ; 

(6) By striking out the word “the,” inline 17, on page 2, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “ said;” ' | 

(7) By striking out the word “ inhabitants,” in line 18, on page 2, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “inhabitant;”’ ne oe 

(8) By striking out all of section 4, after the word “division,” in line 22, on 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if this is to take any time 
I will have to object. 

Mr. LOUD. It will not take more than sixty seconds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washington City, 
District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of section 4 of the act en iitled “An act to 
adjust the salaries of postmasters,”’ approved March 3, 1883, as fixes the sal- 
ary of the postmaster at Washington City, D. C., is hereby repealed, and the 
salary of said postmaster shall hereafter be adjusted, as provided in the cases 
of other postmasters, under section 1 of said act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ewe a pause| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LATE HON. EVAN E, SETTLE. 


Mr. GAYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House that Saturday, February 10, after the hour of 1 o'clock, be 
set apart for the purpose of paying fitting tribute of respect tomy 
late predecessor, Hon. EVAN E. SETTLE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that Saturday, February 10, after the hour of 1 
o'clock, be set apart for the purpose of paying tribute to his late 
predecessor, Hon. Evan E. SetTt.e,of Kentucky. Is there objec- 
tion? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

COMPILED STATUTES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the distribution of Compiled 


Statutes of the District of Columbia tocommittees of the Senate and I 
of Representatives. 


Resolved, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to deliver, from the number now in his care, one copy 
of the Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to each standing commit- 
tee of the Senate and of the House of Representatives not now supplied there- 
with, for its use. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 


“6)) By striking out the word “ subdivisions,” in line 2, on page 3, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words “divisions of said district;" 

(10) By inserting, immediately after the word “courts,” in line 20, on page 
3. the words “ held in said northeastern division judicial district;’’ and 

* (i) By inserting, immediately after the word ‘‘acts,” in line 2, on page 4, 
the words “so far as.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear a statement 
from the gentleman from Illinois. I understand that this creates 
another division, and not only provides another place for holding 
the court, but it creates another division or district, and I would 
like to know the necessity for it. 

Mr. WARNER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It does not 
create another district, but makes a subdivision of the eastern 
district and fixes another place for holding the court in that dis- 
trict; and we provide for no additional officer, except under cer- 
tain exigencies, if they should arise, there may be an additional 
deputy clerk to be — at Greenville, where this additional 
court is to be held. It makes no additional expense, except that 
which may be caused if it should be necessary to have this deputy 
clerk at Greenville; and, on the other hand, it will save thousands 
of dollars to the United States. It takes in ten northeastern coun- 
ties of Tennessee, 

The present place for holding the court of that division is at 
Knoxville. These counties range all the way from 60 to 160 miles 
in distance from Knoxville. That is a mountainous country, and 
by the usual routes of travel in going to and returning from 
court witnesses, parties to suits, and attorneys have to travel 
double the distance to Knoxville from their places of residence. 
There is a great deal of criminal litigation from that section of 
Tennessee, all of which now must be heard at Knoxville. The 
Government has to pay all the expenses of having witnesses taken 
toand from their places of residence; and as they all claim mileage 
on the usual and customary routes of travel, that makes the ex- 
penses a for the Government. 

a 


ouse 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls up the unfinished business, 
and recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, almost ever since the election in 1898 
the members-elect to this Congress have received petitions and 
requests from various persons all over the United States, asking 
that certain and specific action be taken with reference to the 
member-elect from the State of Utah, Brigham H. Roberts, I 
here read one of those petitions, as follows: 





There very vin ey on account of the | To the Hon. ———, Representative-elect of the Congressional dis 
expenses of witnesses Fane aaa oe ene Sesaiods much more — of the State of ——— to the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States of 
than any additional expense that may be incurred by reason of oe 

‘ - We, the undersigned, legally qualified voters of the said - Congres- 
having an additional deputy clerk, The judge of the district sional district of the State of ———, do hereby most respectfully and most 


court for the eastern district of Tennessee writes a letter, which 
is made a part of the report on this bill, stating his views on the 
question, and saying, while it will make himsome additional 
trouble and work to go over to Greeneville and hold that court, he 
is perfectl, to do so, on account of the benefit it will be to 
those people. of it being a measure that will create addi- 


earnestly call upon you as our Representative in the Fifty-sixth Congress to 
use your utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure the 
prompt expulsion of Mr. B. H. Roberts, of Utab, the avowed polygamist and 
covenant breaker, from the House of Representatives, in accordance with 
the provisions of the National Constitution in Article I, section 5, paragraph 
2, which reads asfollows: ‘“‘ Each House of Congress may determine the rules 
of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and with the 
concurrence of two-thirdsexpel a member.” 


tional a that it it will be an economical measure, and I am of the Wealso do most earnestly and most respectfully call upon you touse your 

opinion it should be passed. The bill has been unanimously | utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure action by tho 

reported by the Committee on the J andl directed b Fifty-sixth Congress proposing an amendment to the National Constitution, 

that , am y and submitting the sameto the legislatures of the several States, defining 

committee to present the bill and ask its fe legal marriage to be monogamic,and making polygamy, under whatever 

Mr. MADDOX. What I wanted to ask the gentleman was if guise or pretense, a crime inst the United States, punishable by severe 
this was 


penalties, including disfranchisement and disqualification to vote or to hold 
any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any State or 


reported by the committee? 
is Territory the: ein. 


Mr. WARNER. It is unanimously reported by the committee. 
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That petition asks for certain specific action. It asked for two 
specific things—one the expulsion of the member-elect and the 
other an amendment to the Federal Constitution making parties 
guilty of polygamy ineligible for office. 

When we came in here on the first day of the present session of 
this Congress, petitions stood piled up there in front of the Speak- 
er’s desk 7 or 8 feet high, wrapped about with the national colors, 
said to contain 7,000,000 names, asking that such specific action 
be taken by this Congress. If there was any other action asked 
by any petition filed, I never saw or heard of it. They asked 
further that the expulsion take place not contrary to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, but in accordance therewith, and 
pointed out the very section under which they asked this Congress 
to act. 

I say that in view of the language of these petitions members 
came as I did to this House, no doubt a majority, with no other 
idea than that no other action would be attempted on the part of 
this House except expulsion, provided we acted in accordance 
with the requests of these petitioners. I confess I had not studied 
any other feature. But when the resolution was brought in it 
made specific charges, and I wish to read the first two sections in 
relation to that: 

Whereas it is charged that Brigham H. Roberts, a Representative-elect 
to the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, is ineligible to a seat in 
the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas such charge is made through a member of this House, on his re- 
sponsibility as such member, and on the basis, as he asserts, of public records, 
affidavits, and papers evidencing such ineligibility. 

Then for the first time the charge was made in form that Brig- 
ham H. Roberts was not eligible, that he was ineligible, and action 
might follow the charge of ineligibility which was not in accord- 
ance with the prayer of these petitions, not in accordance with 
the generally received construction of the law applying to such a 
case. It struck me as new; but then was read by the gentleman 
from Ohio having charge of the resolution a section of the law 
from McCrary on Elections, as follows: 

The regular certificate of election, properly signed, is,as we have seen, to be 
taken as sufficient to authorize the person holding it to be swornin. It is 
prone. facie evidence of his election, and the only evidence thereof which can 

»e considered in the first instance and in the course of the organization of a 
legislative body. But there are —— which may be raised touching the 
qualifications of a person elected which may be investigated and decided as 


a part of the prima facie case and as preliminary to the swearing in of the 
claimant. 


Time. If a specific and apparently well-grounded allegation be presented to 

the House of Gopresentatives of the United States that a person holding a 
certificate of election is not a citizen of the United States, or is not of the re- 
quisite age, or is for any other cause ineligible, the House will defer action 
upon the question of swearing in such person until there can be an investiga- 
tion into the truth of such allegation. 

McCrary was cited as authority by the gentleman from Ohio 
and read. McCrary was cited as an authority by the member- 
elect from Utah and read. It seemed to me that McCrary on 
Elections was regarded as sound and authority, and if he was 
I could see no reason why we should not, preliminary to being 
sworn, investigate questions relating to the eligibility of the 
member-elect from Utah. The ve guage of the resolution 
preciudes an inquiry into the grounds proper for expulsion. 

Eligibility is a question of law and does not necessarily carry 
with it — in the nature of degradation or penalty to the 
person. To say he is ineligible is equivalent to ifying that he 

acks some or all of the qualifications required by law to consti- 

tute eligibility. Where do we find the law? In the Constitution 
of the United States. It prescribes the grounds of eligibility. It 
says what a member must possess to be eligible. en for a 
member of this House to charge, upon his responsibility as a 
member, that a member-elect is ineligible upon evidence by affi- 
davits and court records, going to the question of naturalization, 
or citizenship, or age, is enough to warrant this House in assum- 
ing and presuming, and it could come to no other conclusion than 
that the charge was that he did not have some of the qualifications 
required by the Constitution. 

Every man, regardless of his opinion as to expulsion, could vote 
for that resolution, and in so doing has not committed himself to 
the idea of exclusion upon grounds that are pertinent alone to a 
question of expulsion. 

Now, what are the qualifications? They are stated in the Con- 
stitution. Has this House or Co as a body ever added an- 
other? The fourteenth amendment of the Constitution did add 
one for certain ies, prescribing that they should not be eligible 
to office provided they had taken a certain oath and afterwards 
peewee inthe rebellion. That provision is no longer the law; 

ut the very fact that those who wanted to render ineligible parties 
who had taken such an oath and afterwards were guilty of par- 
ticipating in the rebellion, sought it by means of a constitutional 
amendment, was an admission on the part of those who brought 
about that amendment to the Constitution that they believed it to 
be the only way by which it could be done. 

It is alleged and contended that under that section of the Con- 
stitution which says that each House may judge of the qualification 
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of its members the word ‘‘judge” includes the right to exclyij, 
upon grounds not heretofore established by the Constitution «4 
laws of the United States; in other words, that this House, acti), 
alone, may impose a qualification, may create a qualification, 3! o> 
with those already created bylaw. 1 contend most earnestly. \;- 
Speaker, that such a construction is stretching the words of tha 
Constitution beyond warrant. To judge of qualifications js ;, 
judge of qualifications existing at the time a man becomes q 
member-elect. To contend or to admit that this House at any 
time preliminary to administering the oath of office, after a my). 
ber has been elected, may by its action alone create a qualification 
for oftice is certainly a very dangerous doctrine, and if it can oy. 
large or add to the specific provisions of the Constitution, why 
can it not do away with or release us from some of the oblic,. 
tions imposed therein? Why can it not reduce the age limit oy 
increase it? 

I can not for a moment admit, whatever may be said of Congress 
asa body in a general law imposing additional enna ions of 
eligibility, that this House alone can add to the Constitution, or 
can make qualifications equal in effect to those made and create 
and contained in the Constitution, and which have afterwards 
been made by amendment to that Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear much said upon the floor of this Honso 
which seems to me to be a little in the nature of pettifogging, 
about protecting the American home in our action. Is it to be 
supposed for a moment that if Brigham H. Roberts is guilty, as 
charged in the lan eof the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tayi rr}, 
that any man in t ouse is so lost to proper self-respect and to 
a proper estimation of his duties that he will not do right when 
the occasion presents itself in a proper and eatety mr" 

I want to -"y that the American home depends largely upon the 
organic law of this land for its being what itis. The gentleman 
from Indiana {Mr. LAnpis] I believe said something about going in 
a straight line—no isosceles triangle in the matter—about going in 
a straight line to do that which you want todo. Why, that is the 
very language used by the mob. If a man has been guilty of a 
crime for which his life might be forfeited by law, the mob says— 
there being no doubt of his guilt, he admitting his guilt—why not 
go in a straight line and break his neck, and not go through tho 
circuitous isosceles triangle of a trial to do that which it is admit- 
ted ought to be done? 

I want to say to the members of this House that there is no 
straight way for us to do anything except that way that goes 
hand in hand with the Constitution of the United States. {Ap- 
acer nt I want to say further that if there is any doubt in the 
mind of a member as to whether a course is constitutional or not, 
he should give this sacred instrument the benefit of that doubt. 
a The American home without American institutions 
would not ae of the name. yor And I say it is 
pettifogging to 7 of suchathing. I am willing to conceie 
and do concede that gentlemen who take the opposite side of this 
view are sincere, for I thought it was the correct view until [ 
investigated it myself. 

I have no quarrel and no —— to make; but if you can ac- 
complish the p and accomplish it according to the Consti- 
tution and according to established usages and precedents, and it 
is as effectually accomplished when done as in any other way, | 
ask you why not doit? To presume that more than one-third of 
this House will not vote for women under the facts alleged by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] is to presume that more 
than one-third of this House ought themselves to be expelled. 
a Are we going to say that you shall not goaccoriding 
to law in doing that which is heeired because you are afraid 
that a sufficient number of those who are authorized to carry out 
the law will not execute it? Has the fear of a failure to execute 
the law ever been a justification for acting in an illegal manner’ 
I certainly think not. 

How much time have I left, Mr, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
He has spoken fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of course, it is impossi!)!¢ 
to go over this casein detail and at length in twenty minutes, and! 
have only sought to go over itin a hurried manner; but I want to say 
that I can see nothing inconsistent in a member of this House who 
voted for the original resolution upon the contained on 
the face of it now voting against the conclusions of that commit- 
tee as expressed in the majority report. We are not bound, be- 
cause, upon sufficient c we created a committee to inves- 
tigate and report back certain facts, to agree with that committr¢ 
wee = conclusions of law which they reach upon the findings 
of fact. 

And I think that every member of this House, regardless of 
party politics, regardless of how he voted on that question, shou d 
vote now as he thinks is 1 righ after full and fair investigat\., 


? 
five minutes remaining. 


and vote in accordance e law of the Jand, in accordance 
with constitutional ons, and not here at this time, in t!'s 
way, seek to add q which never have been created by 
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wmakin wer, either in the organic law or in this Con- 
oe eee o o body. Therefore I contend that no man is es- 
topped from voting a ainst the majority report in this case 
because he voted simply to create the committee to make the 
investigation upon the charge of ineligibility. Expulsion is for 
personal conduct of the member, and I will concede, as far as I 
am able to determine, that it must be conduct of which he has 
been guilty after becoming a member-elect, after the 4th of March 
following his election. I take no stock in this argument that after 
he is brought in here and sworn in, he must be guilty of polygamy 
after taking the oath. 

But suppose that it should come to that and there should be no 
other way to expel him—no right to expel him except for conduct 
which he had committed after taking the oath? Should we here 
and now deliberately and willfully violate the Constitution of the 
United States in order to punish Roberts for what he had done 
for fear he will not continue his wrongdoing? Certainly that 
does not appeal to one who will think and reason pon this mat- 
ter. Isay I believe he can be expelled, and expelled as soon as a 
vote can be taken after proper proceedings, after the oath is ad- 
ministered. Now, why try to bulldoze or browbeat members of 
this House with the idea that if you swear him in he will behave 
himself, and you can not expel him for something unless he has 
done it after taking the oath? I think the law and the precedents 
are all against those who make that contention, and I think that 
argument is made for the sole purpose of getting members to vote 
for exclusion, Constitution or no Constitution. 

I contend, Mr. Speaker, that this Government is a Government 
of limited powers. The Constitution is the instrument of that 
limitation, and I have been taught all my life as a Democrat to 
construe that instrument strictly and not liberally so as to avoid 
the plain provision and effect of its terms. Iam not afraid of such 
a vote from a liberty-loving, law-abiding people, andif Ihave got to 
go out of this House because I vote to uphold what I honestly be- 
lieve to be the plain dictates of the Constitution, let me go. [Ap- 
plause.| I would rather be outside with the Constitution and 
Roberts than to be inside with neither the Constitution nor Rob- 
erts. OS eee! But I have nosuch fears. Those who have 
asked and petitioned our action in this case have not asked or 
petitioned us to violate the law or disregard the Constitution in 
doing so, but have asked us to do the only thing that we can do 
lawfully, and that is to expel the member-elect from Utah. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOPKINS. I have a conference report here that will only 
take a moment, and, in lieu of a written statement, with the in- 
dulgence of the House, I will make a brief oral statement on the 
action of the conferees cf the House on Senate bill 2179. 

There were four amendments adopted by the House to the bill, 
and the Senate on the amendment numbered 3—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there no written statement? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is a conference report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I know; but I think we ought to have 
the written statement which is called for by the rule, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The conference report is written. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know; but there should be a written 
statement accom ying every conference report. 

The SPEAKE e point is well made. 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
JOHNSTON] is recognized for eight minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. Speaker, with interest I have read the 
report of the committee in this case, together with the views of 
the minority thereof. 

he report is an able one and replete with strong, exhaustive 
legal argument on the grave constitutional questions involved, 
and the committee is to be commended for the research made and 
the patience and en with which it has discharged its emf as 
well as for the legal learning exhibited in the report; especially is 
this true of the concise and convincing argument presented in the 
views of the ae’. 

I have also 1 with equal and even greater interest to the 
arguments adduced pro and con, and especially to the masterful, 
ng constitutional ment of the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. LirrLerrep], and, in my humble judgment, it is so strong 
wean that as yet it has not been answered and is unan- 


Upon a careful review and consideration of the report of the 
committee I am unable to yield my assent to the conclusions 
reached by it, and to the resolution proposed by it for the action 


of this House, but thoroughly with the views expressed in 
the report of the minority, and, briefly, these are my reasons: 
It is not —indeed, it is conceded—that the member- 


elect from Utah at the time of his election possessed all the con- 
stitutional qualifications requisite to entitle him to a seat on the 
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floor of this House and to become a member thereof as an organ- 
ized body. 

It is neither asserted nor claimed that since his election he has 
lost or been deprived of any of these constitutional qualifications 
or that any change has taken place in bis status. 

Again, whatever his status was under the laws of the United 
States operative in Utah prior to her admission into the Union 
as-a sovereign State, it has not and can not with reasonable plausi- 
hility be argued that the laws of the United States in force in 
Utah before her statehood can have any force or bearing upon 
her status or that of her »eople after her statehood became com- 
plete. 

Whatever may have been the force and effect of the Edmunds 
or the Edmunds-Tucker law while in force upon the question of 
the eligibility or noneligibility of the member-elect from Utah, 
they can not affect the question as to his now eligibility or ineligi- 
bility as the Representative of a sovereign State. 

If it be conceded that the member-elect :rom Utah, who asks to 
be admitted to take the oath as a member of this House, at the 
time of his election possessed the qualifications ~rescribed by the 
Constitution, and has not since his election lost any of these, then 
it is difficult to conceive how his right to be sworn in as such 
member can be denied, whatever may be the final action of the 
House hereafter as to his right to retain his seat. 

I can not see—I do not find any warrant in the Constitution 
that convinces my judgment or enlightens my conscience that this 
House possesses the right or the power to exclude the member- 
elect. 

Nor do I find anything contained, urged, or argued in the report 
of the committee that convinces me that such power or right 
exists. 

Nor do I find any authority in the Constitution that leads me to 
believe that this House, as such, that is without the concurrence 
of the other branch of the lawmaking power of the Constitution, 
can add disqualifications where they did not before exist. 

It is true the committee cites numerous authorities and some 
apparent precedents for its conclusions, but upon a close exami- 
nation of the text-books referred to by it and precedents cited, it 
will be found that the statements from the text-books are largely 
the expressions of opinion of the authors and sustained by no 
authority, and most, if not all of the decisions of courts relied 
on as precedents are cases either wholly inapplicable to the facts 
of the case under consideration, or are merely obiter dictum. 

The committee has found, as shown byits report, that the mem- 
ber-elect from Utah was, at the date of his election, and since, and 
now is, a polygamist—having three wives. However criminally 
abhorrent this may be to the precepts of our Christian religion, 
and however much this may be opposed to the spirit and genius 
of our Christian civilization, and however much we may detest 
and abhor this relic of barbarism and of the act of the grandson 
of Cain, the murderer of his brother, by whom it was first inau- 
gurated, yet this Government of ours is a constitutional Govern- 
ment and a Government of law and order, and we can not afford 
to tread even lightly upon the Constitution and exclude a duly 
elected Representative of a sovereign State of this Union on doubt- 
ful grounds when we have a plain, simple constitutional "method 
by which we may quickly solve the problem, to wit, explusion. 

We are told that we can not expel him, because the offense for 
which we propose to rid the House of his presence is not one 
related to his duties as a member of this House, Is this true? 
Let us see, 

The Constitution, section 5 of Article I, provides: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
a member. 

Some of the meanings or definitions of the word “ disorderly,” 
as given by Webster in his dictionary, are, ‘‘ Not regulated by the 
restraint of morality; unchaste; of bad repute, as a disorderly 
house.” 

The Apostle Paul, in his first letter to the Thessalonians, third 
chapter, sixth verse, admonishes his brethren: 

Withdraw yourselves from every brother that walketh disorderly. 

The word “‘ disorderly ” has a broad and comprehensive mean- 
ing when applied to the various forms of human conduct and 
action, and must be likewise construed as broad and comprehen- 
sive when used by the Constitution in its application to members 
of this House. 

However exemplary may be the conduct of a member of this 
House in its presence, yet many instances may be cited where he 
may, not in the presence of the House, be guilty of acts which 
would tend to disgrace it as a legislative body and bring it into 
scandal and disrepute and make it contemptible in the eyes of tho 
good people of the country and disentitle it to the respect and 
confidence of the people; and if he should do so, he most certainly 
would be guilty of ‘**disorderly behavior ”in the sense above stated 
and within the meaning of the Constitution. 
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It is made most manifestly to ap by the report of the com- 
mittee that the present status of the member-elect from Utah is 
that of a polygamist, and his continuance as such is an affront to 
this House, its dignity, and sense of decency, and shows that his 
conduct is ‘‘not regulated by the restraint of morality,” that he 
is “‘unchaste” and of “ bad repute,” and is therefore now guilty 
of continued ‘‘ disorderly behavior,” for which he should be ex- 
pelled, but in accordance with constitutional methods, in the 
way pointed out by the Constitution—in decency and in order. 

His offense therefore has a relation to his duties as a member 
of this House, in his contact and association with its members, 
and his cooperation in its business. 

Giving due consideration and weight to the report of the com- 
mittee, with due deference to its opinion, still so cogent is the legal 
argument and snnneeing presented in the report of the minority 
why the member-elect from Utah should not be excluded, and 
believing that neither constitutional nor legal power exists in the 
House to exclude him, and that the grounds of objection to his 
being sworn in are not valid and sufficient in law, I shall vote for 
the minority soporss but believing that his continuance in poly- 
gamy is ‘‘ disorderly behavior” within the meaning of the Consti- 
tution, I stand ready to vote for his expulsion; and in this way I 
believe I shall discharge my constitutional oath. 

It may be—indeed, has already been argued—that proceeding 
in this way would be wholly superfluous and unnecessary, and 
even to pursue this course would be ridiculous. This may so ap- 
pear to some gentlemen who do not have conscientious scruples 
about the Constitutionand constitutional methods. Short methods 
may be justified in some things, but can not well be excused in 
dealing with grave constitutional questions. 

We can not afford to put out the eyes of the Constitution and 
the law and establish what may become a very dangerous prece- 
dent. 

I know some persons regard the Constitution as an obsolete, 
antiquated, musty old document, of not much binding force ex- 
cept when they want it to be binding, but a very elastic and 
expanding sort of instrument when they want to expand. 

Let us not be swerved from our fidelity to the Constitution and 
duty to ourselves as men by mere sentiment. [Loud ap- 

ause. 

. Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
at this time that all members be allowed to print their views on 
this case for ten days after the vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER. All members who have spoken? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. All members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that all members be allowed to print remarks on the 
special order for ten days. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 

he Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, as varying bells make the perfect 
chime, it may not be uninteresting to sound a different note from 
those to which we have listened in this debate and look at the case 
from another point of view. We have heard able and exhaustive 
arguments from the view of the majority and minority reports, 
and we have listened to a review of the case from the personal 
point of view of the member-elect from Utah. We have heard 
the profound Iucubrations of the constitutional lawyer and the 
deep reasoning of the parliamentarian and the political philoso- 
pher. Now let us glance at the case from the point of view of the 
me oa of the United States. Let us stand in the American home, 

y the firesides of the common people, where dwell the fathers 
and mothers, husbands and wives, who make up this Christian 
nation, and see what view we get from that pure-aired elevation. 

I shall vote to sustain the majority report, because I approve 
their findings of fact and their conclusions of law. The argu- 
ment of that report on the legal and constitutional aspects of the 
case I believe to be absolutely sound. On those two aspects the 
case is fatal to the contention of the gentleman from Utah, and it 
remains to be seen whether there exists a third view which is also 
fatal. Ordinarily two fatal wounds would suffice without look- 
ing for a third to explain a homicide, and the pro 1 to look for 
a third ground of action in this case can not fail to t the 
unconscious humor in the answer of the untutored phys who, 
when asked if the injuries to his patient were fatal, replied that 
two of them were certainly fatal and as to the third time will tell. 

As a basis for the brief reflections I desire to submit from the 
point of view of the people at large, I call attention to the findings 
of fact unanimously agreed 1 ron by the committee. 


FINDING OF FACTS. 


We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected asa Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from =e of Utah, and was, at the date of his election, 


above the age of = yee t he had m for more than seven years a 
—- citizen of the United States and was an inhabitant of the State of 


We further find that about 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 
rings has borne him six children. 

hat about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 


has ever since lived as such, and who since such has borne him six 
children, of whom the last were twins, born Anquet 11, 1897. 

‘hat some years after his said marriage to Celia Dibble he contracted an. 
other plural e with Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever sin. 
lived in the habit and repute of marriage. Your committee is unable to jx 
the exact date of thisinarriage. It does not copees that he held her out as 
his wife before January, 1897, or that she before that date held him out as }\..; 
husband, or that before that date they were gates to be husband and wit... 

That these facts were generally known in a peli charged against 
him during his cam for election, and were not denied by him. 

That the testimony ng on these facts was taken in the presence 5; 
Mr. Roberts, and that he fully cross-examined the witnesses, but declined t, 
place himself upon the witness stand. 

From these facts it appears that the gentleman from Utah is a 
polygamist in principle and in practice; that he is the husband of 
three wives all in full life and the father of at least two sets of 
children, who are being reared contemporaneously under tho 
wings of their respective mothers. It only accentuates the situa- 
tion without altering its character to say that the husband of 
these wives and the father of these children could not remove 
with his families, his entire domestic establishment, to any other 
State in the Union or into any country on the face of the earth 
where the common law or the canons of our Christian faith pre- 
vail and live outside the penitentiary. 

It is a situation mest extraordinary, and derives its momentous 
importance from the fact that it is shocking to the moral sense of 
the country and abhorrent to the Christian feelings of the Ameri- 
can people. The people of the United States are a Christian peo- 
ple and have a deep-seated and ineradicable conviction that tle 
whole course of human history has demonstrated that the dualizcd 
unit of humanity, the one man and one woman, the twain making 
one flesh, to nurture offspring in the peace and harmony of Chris- 
tian marriage, is the essential requisite to a sound social formation 
and a progressive Christian civilization. They believe that the 
family based upon monogamy is the only true or possible founda- 
tion of a wholesome social order and to the honor, dig- 
nity, freedom, and elevation of womanhood as well as to the proper 
nurture, well-being, moral character, and the civil and spiritual 
interests of children. They believe— 

There is no holy matrimonial vow 
Save where one sole pair to love's soft fetters bow. 

They hold to the estimation of the love borne a single wife, dec- 
picted by the Knight of the Sleeping Leopard in the ‘* Talisman,” 
when he likened it to the gem on the Saracen’s finger. Said he: 

The love atrue knight binds on one only fair and faithful isthe gem entire. 
The affection thou flingest among aL half-wedded slaves is as worthless as 
Se Sagnes of that gem if 1 with this ax should break it into twenty 

They believe the harem and the home are incompatible and can 
not exist in the same country; that the teaching and practice of 
polygamy are demoralizing to society and destructive of the essen- 
tial principles upon which our free institutions and our Christian 
civilization rests; that it is a mali t growth, a cancer fed and 
fattened upon immorality under cloak of religion; that it is 
an offense that smells to Heaven, a blighting, blistering, blasting 
bondage to woman, and a withering curse to children, and there- 
ao hold a ba State of ae in —- Mr. Roberts here 
as t epresentative, perpetrated a gross indignity upon the peo- 

le of the United States which we are bound in honor to rebuko 

y sending him back to his people, and that seating him as a 
member of the House of Representatives would be an outrage 
upon the moral sense of every Christian citizen of the Republic, 
a shameless assault upon every Christian home, and an insult to 
every honest woman in America. 

This characterization of the situation does not overstate the at- 
titude of the public mind toward this case. With this profoun 
moral conviction, deep-rooted and all-pervasive feeling of the in- 
effable disgrace and reproach upon the nation of admitting this 
loathsome moral contagion into the nation’s Congress, the peo;)° 
are not overzealous to express constitutional warrant [or 
excluding Mr. Roberts from membership in the House. They 


= not outa the as 7 and subtle ee _ 
a@ pro c of which they are w. unable to 
comprehend, that.we have the $ to. put bin ous alter be is in, 
but no right to him out before he gets in. They may con- 
cede the powerful aaa the support of that contention, 
but they will remind you of the ent of Aristotle to prove 
the fini of the universe, of , it was said, it was wholly 
unanswerable, and yet it never convinced a single human soul. 


They will not hear you say that he has a constitutional right to 


the tion and will 

the contention of the minority report as to the mode of 

procedure, after the concessions they make as to the merits of tho 

case, as too trivial for the dignity of coy ne ages tall at 

least remind them of the deep philosophy in the ation of 
an English judge who, after pronouncing sentence, said: 

I seem to ha’ r, but 

nto have been pronouncing sentence not against the prisone 


The proposal of the minority is to first pronounce sentence 








1900. 





j Constitution, our country, and our civilization by 
againting the claimant to his seat, and then pronounce sentence 
against him by expelling him. They would rather say, in this 
crisis of the nation’s name and fame, as was said in a crisis 
of the nation’s life, if the warrant is not in the Constitution, it 
ought to be there; that it is a casus omissus due to the impossi- 
pility of our fathers anticipating the occurrence of the incident 
we are now consi ; and they command us to act as if it were 
there, and save the honor, good name, and fame of the American 
ts : -* suggest to them that some authority ought to be shown 
for such heroic treatment, they would answer as illiam Wirt did 
when in the trial of a case he stated a proposition the soundness 
of which was questioned 5 ae opponent, who asked for his 
authority, book and page. irt replied: 

33 bound to grope my way am the ruins of antiquit 
pS tink letter love it search of a yeineiple iq 
letters upon the heart of every man. 


They will easily see that the case ate but two questions— 
a question of power and a question of right. They will insist that 
the Constitution ae no limitations on the right of this House 
to judge of the q ‘cations of its members. They will concede 
that this does not authorize the House to do a wrong or an unjust 
act in excluding a member-elect who, on grounds of general rea- 
soning in view of jastice, right, and good morals, ought to be 
admitted; but, on the other hand, they will hold thatit authorizes 
the House to exclude a person who, on every ground of right, 
justice, and good morals, ought to be excluded, and that the House 
in the nature of the case must be the sole judge of the exigency 
which calls into requisition the exercise of the power of exclusion. 

This is the voice of the public opinion of this nation—a mighty 
assembly which without visible session ever legislates, and with- 
out army or navy, marshal or constable, ever executes its decree. 
And that decree, when the American people are stirred as they 
only can be by a t moral question which marshals the con- 
science of the nation, is quite likely to reaffirm a law higher than 
the mere lex scripta. It was of the other ‘‘twin relic of barbar- 
ism” that William H. Seward was speaking when he declared 
there was a higher law than the Constitution, and that every hu- 
man enactment which is just and right is a reenactment of thelaw 
of God. The — in this crisis appeal from all subtle reason- 
ing, fine-spun distinctions, and refinements of logic to the higher 
law of right, justice, and Christian morals. Nor is this august 
tribunal of public opi without citations of authority for its 
appeal from the omitted letter to the higher law of the spirit of 
the Constitution and the invincible will of the nation. 

Senator Berrien, of Georgia, on February 12, 1850, said: 

There is no warrant in the Constitution for the Missouri compromise act; 
but in what was considered a great menacing dangers of a serious na- 
ture, they felt that they were authorized under the pressure of the occasion 
to assume the power which they exercised, relying upon the good sense, in- 
telligence, and of the people to justify the assumption of a power 
which the tution did not confer ani which they had no specific power 
to exercise. other words, I consider that the Missouri compromise was 
admitted under the influence of the principle salus publica suprema lex. 

When the Louisiana purchase was before the public mind 
Thomas Jefferson said: 

The Constita made vision holding forei srritory, 
still less for ae pale wations hd ar Union. The Es on n 


seizing the fugitive occurrence which ch advances the good of the 
country has done an act i 


ing behind them the meta) 
faithful servants must ra‘ y for it and throw themselves on their 
country for doing for them unau what we know they would have 
done for themselves if they had been in a situation to do it. 

So in this crisis, menacing danger, dishonor, and reproach to 
this nation before the eyes of the on-looking world, we might well 
consider, if we found no warrant in the letter of the Constitution, 
whether we were not justified under the extreme pressure of the 
situation in assuming the power which the people themselves 
possess and which they, by aspontaneousand united acclaim with- 
out a parallel in the history pf the country, command us to as- 
sume. Happily, we are not driven to this alternative; but if the 
circumstances of the case made it necessary for us to choose be- 
tween the shame and reproach of seating this man, and assuming 
for a moment and for a righteous purpose the sovereignty of the 
people, to carry out their will, there are some, I am sure, who 
would not hesitate to accept the latter responsibility, and, as 
Jefferson said, throw on their country for doing for the 
people, unauthorized what we know they would do for themselves 
if they were in a situation to act; and if any accuser should arise 
who more reverence for the mere letter of authority than for 
the good name and fair fame of his country their sole reply would 
be, ‘‘ The letter killeth, but the spirit alive,” and *‘ the pub- 
lic good is the supreme law.” ud applause on the floor and in 


and 
which is written in living 


the 

Mr. G@ . Mr. ~ my it seems unfortunate that the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the right of the member-elect from 
the State of Utah to a seat in this House should have divided as to 
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the method by which he should be kept out of the House, when all 
are agreed that he ought not to participate in its deliberations. 
Fortunately, however, the division is not on party lines, and the 
two reports present two methods of reaching the same result. 
The first is to refuse to the member-elect the oath and never admit 
him to membership. The second is to allow him to take the oath, 
which admits him to full fellowship in the House, and then expel 
him. 
WHY SWEAR HIM IN IF HE IS TO BE EXPELLED? 


Now, as a matter of plain common sense, the question will at 
once be asked, Why swear him in if he is to be thrown out a few 
minutes later? Mr. Speaker, as a matter of plain sense, this is not 
an easy question to answer, nor, sir, is it an easy question to answer 
when you open the technical volume of legal refinements upon 
constitutional limitations and parliamentary usages. 

It is under these refinements and manifestly against the plain 
sense of plain people that the minority frame their argument in 
favor of swearing in Roberts and then expelling him: and this, in 
brief, is theargument. That when the Constitution says, ‘‘ Each 
House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members,” it means so far as the right to be 
sworn in is concerned; that the House can consider and judge 
only the negative qualifications prescribed by that instrument, 
among which are those recited in the clause which reads as follows: 


No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the 
age of 245 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 
chosen. 


In other words, the minority contends that the House must ac- 
cept and swear in whoever may come with a certificate of election 
from the governor of his State, providing he be 25 years of age, 
seven years a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of 
the State when elected, no matter what crime he may be guilty of; 
no matter if he be a forger, bank robber, horse thief, or murderer, 
or, as in the case at bar, a polygamist and bigamist. This, Mr. 
Speaker, is what the minority report resolves itself into. 

Inasmuch as the minority recommend the expulsion of Roberts 
after he is sworn in it would seem to follow as a necessary infer- 
ence that they admit that the House may prescribe for members 
other qualifications than those negatively enumerated in the 
Constitution. This with some is a mooted question, but seems 


not to be involved in this discussion, inasmuch as the reason for 


the expulsion of Roberts, as given by the minority, is in no way 
specified in the Constitution. But here again the question recurs, 
Why does the minority insist that the member-elect shall be sworn 
in at all if he is not to remain a member of the House? Mani- 
festly in deference to the custom which has sprung up of allow- 
ing the member-elect who comes with the certificate of the gov- 


ernor of his State to receive the oath and take his seat in the House, 
even though some one else may be contesting his right to the seat 


and may ultimately displace the person so admitted. 

This is the invariable practice of the House, and, as for that mat- 
ter, of legislative bodies generally, where the question is upon the 
ut that is not the case before us. The 
question here is whether the member-elect from Utah is entitled 
to take his seat at all. Whether, in short, in the judgment of the 
House he ought to be admitted to membership. The minority say 
emphatically in their report that he ought not to be; and here 
again the question thrusts itself upon us, Why admit him and 
straightway cast him out? The reason given by the minority is 
that the Constitution requires it. Does it soread? No, say the 
minority, it does not exactly so read, but the proper construction 
of certain clauses, the clauses I have just read, entitles the mem- 
ber-elect with the certificate of the governor of his State to be 
admitted to membership, no matter what his crimes may be. 


DIFFERENT READINGS OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


And this, Mr. Speaker, is the way the minority would make the 
Constitution read. For one, sir, I can not make it soread. When 
it says that ‘‘no person shall be a Representative who shall not 
have attained the age of 25 years, and have been seven years a citi- 
zen of the United States, and who shall not when elected be an in- 
habitant of the State from which he shall be chosen,” and stops 
there, it simply means that no one shall be a member without 
these qualifications, and leaves all else as to the admission of mem- 
bers to the Houseitself when not regulated by act of Congress. But 
how can it be said that because a member-elect has these qualifi- 
cations, even though he be a polygamist and bigamist, as in the 
case at bar, or perchance be guilty of the foulest of felonies, or 
oe, of high treason, that there is no power in the House un- 

er the Constitution to prevent him from taking his seat? 

Mr. 8 er, this view of the Constitution reminds one of the 
conclusion reached by a high official of this Government forty 
years ago, who could nowhere find in the Constitution the power 
to coerce a State. But the American people found that power, 
and in this case the House has found and has already exercised 
the right to stop the member-elect from Utah at the bar of tho 
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House and send his case to a committee. And it turns out on in- 
vestigation that he is guilty of all that is alleged against him. 
The minority so inform the House, but at the same time ask it to 
say in substance that its action in pee him at the bar was 
wrong; was, in short, unconstitutional; that under the Consti- 
tution as read by them he was entitled to receive the oath and 
could then be dealt with. 

The House will, of course, if satisfied it is not in the right, 
promptly seat this man, notwithstanding his polygamy and not- 
withstanding his continued violation of the laws of Utah against 
polygamy, made permanent by its constitution. 

BOTH REPORTS ABLE AND HELPFUL. 

The House and country are to be congratulated upon the able 
and exhaustive investigation of this important question by the 
committee having it in charge. l3oth reports are models of re- 
search and statement and in the best sense helpful to the House. 
In the brief time at my disposal no full analysis can be presented 
of these long and learned reports. But a careful examination of 
them side by side will, I think, justify these conclusions: First, 
that the House may rightfully under the Constitution refuse to 
admit a member-elect for crime or any other offense which in our 
enlightened civilization should disqualify a Representative of the 
people, even though he possess all the requisites enumerated in 
the Constitution. 

Second. That the House may assert this right when the member- 
elect presents himself to receive the oath. 

Whether or not this be the constitutional right of the House, 
certain it is that the House has in repeated cases exercised that 
right, and in no instance cited in either report, where the question 
has been raised, has the House declined to take jurisdiction on 
a that the member-elect was entitled first to receive the 
oath, 

PRECEDENTS ALL SUPPORT MAJORITY REPORT. 

The precedents on this point, really the only point in controversy 
between these two reports, all support the majority view. The 
fact can hardly be given too much emphasis that no instance is 
cited by the able and learned gentlemen submitting the minority 
views where the House hasever held otherwise. One can not help 
admiring the ingenious plausibility with which they attempt to 
explain away the force of the precedents; but the cold fact re- 
mains that in every instance the record standsagainst them. And 
should the House sustain the majority report, instead of making 
a precedent, as some have asserted, we shall only be acting in ac- 
cordance with precedents, 

But some say the majority proposition is a dangerous one; that 
it will make possible revolutionary proceedings by which, in times 
of great excitement, the House might be prevented from organi- 
zation. 

The reply is, that something of that intelligence, candor, and 
conservatism which in the past have preserved the dignity and 
integrity of this body should be conceded to its future. 

In the hundred and more years of the history of the House only 
a few cases have arisen in which the power of refusing admission 
has been invoked. During the sixteen years I have had the honor 
of a seat here there has been but one case—that of George Q. Can- 
non, a Delegate from Utah while a Territory. It was in 1892. 

Cannon, on a contest against Allen G. Campbell, was found by 
the committee to have been elected, but was also found by the 
committee to be a polygamist and ineligible on that ground. This 
was before the passage of the Edmundslaw. Before the case came 
up for consideration in the House the Edmunds law was passed. 
The Committee on Elections, however, before the passage of the 
law, had declared him ineligible on account of polygamy. 

I remember well the temper of the House on that occasion. It 
did not doubt that it was a duty it owed itself and the country to 
protect its membership from the admission of criminal characters, 
such as was Mr. Cannon under the Edmunds law. 

The House also held the same view of duty in 1870, when one 
Whittemore, a member from the State of South Carolina, was found 
by a committee of the House to have sold a cadetship, and who, 
to avoid expulsion, resigned his seat.. He went home to his con- 
stituents, was reelected, and returned to the House with a certifi- 
cate in due form, supposing, inaccordance with certain precedents, 
that if indorsed by his constituents the House could not 
him. But the House said it would not disgrace itself, and sum- 
marily refused him admission, not even referring his case toa 
committee. 

Then there are the Kentucky cases, so called, disposed of in 
1867, directly to the point. Butother precedents need not becited. 


BROKEN COMPACT. 


Mr. Speaker, I want to ~~ that if there were no precedents for 
this proceeding, to my mind there is ample ground for the pro- 
posed majority action in the broken compact entered into by - 

and the people of Utah when admitted asa State. It was 
then distinctly understood that the people of Utah had accepted 
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in good faith the provisions of the Edmunds law; that polygamy. 
both as a religious belief and as a practice, had m abandoned 
and would never be revived. Glance wit me for a moment at 
the conditions under which Utah came in as a State, and note tho 
strong assurances of the abandonment q peewee under which 
she came in, On September 26, 1890, Wilford Woodruff, first 
a of the Mormon Church, preparing the way for state. 

ood, issued a manifesto in which, among other things, he saij 
the endowment house, in which plural marriages had formerly 
been solemnized, had been torn down. In this manifesto he use 
the following language: 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural mar. 
riages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the court of last 
resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those laws, and to use my 
yo ge the members of the church over which I preside to have them 

o likewise. 

There is nothing in my teachings to the church, or in those of my associ. 
ates, during the time specified, which can be reasonably construed to incu). 
cate or encourage polygamy, and when any elder of the church has used 
language which appea to convey any such teachings he has been promptly 
reproved. And I now publicly declare that my advice to the Latter-Day 
Saints is to refrain from contracting any marriage forbidden by the law of 


the land. 
WILFORD WOODRUFF, 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

And later, on application for restoration to the church of the 
past which by the Edmunds-Tucker law had been escheated 
to the State, both Wilford Woodruff, then first president, and 
Lorenzo Snow, ascounselor and now first president, testified that 
they construed the above manifesto to prohibit the continuance 
of polygamous relations in cases where the marriage was entered 
into before the of the Edmunds law as well as afterwards. 

On December 19, 1891, a a was addressed to President 
Harrison, signed by Wilford Woodruff, first president, and by 
George Q. Cannon and Joseph F. Smith, his counselors, and the 
twelve apostles also, praying for amnesty for those under judg- 
ment of the Edmunds-Tucker law, and from that petition let me 
read the following extracts: 


To the President of the United States: 


We, the first presidency and the apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
acer Saints, beg respectfully to represent to your excellency the fol- 
owing facts: 

We formerly taught to our people that polygamy, or celestial marriage, 
as commanded by God through Joseph Smith, was right; that it was a neces- 
“— man’s highest exaltation in the life to come. 

at doctrine was publicly promulgated by our president, the late Brig- 
ham Young, forty years , and was steadily taught and impressed upon 
the Latter-Day Saints up September, 1890. Our people are devout and 
sincere, and they accepted the doctrine, and many personally embraced and 
practiced polygamy. 
* * * * * * x 
According to our creed, the head of the church receives from time to time 
revelations for the religious guidance of his people, In September. 15\"), the 
resent head of the church in anguish and prayer cried to God for help for 
flock, and received ———— to advise the members of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints that the law commanding polygamy was 
henceforth suspend ; 

At the t semiannual conference, which was held a few days later. this 
was su tted to the people—numbering many thousands and representing 
every community of the people in Utah—and was by themin the most solemn 
manner accepted as the rule of their lives. 

bry 4 have since been faithful to the covenant made that day. 

At the late October conference, after a year had poteed by, the matter was 
once more submitted to the thousands of le gathered together, and they 
again in the most potential manner ratified the solemn covenant. 

* * * * a + * 

As shepherds of a patient and sufferiz poets, we ask amnesty for them 
and pledge our faith and honor for their re. 

And yorr petitioners will ever pray. 


President Harrison granted amnesty November 1, 1893, to all 
who had abstained from polygamous practices after November |, 
1890, But this would not incinde the member-elect from Uta), 
who the committee report marriva his second plural wife, Celia 
Dibble, in 1885, and has lived with her as ever since, she 
bearing him twins August 11, 1897, and is now the mother of six 
on But to return to the conditions on which Utah was 

Now here was the manifesto of September 26, 1890, construed 
by the solemn oath of Wilford Woodruff, then first president, «nd 
Lorenzo Snow, now first president, to prohibit polygamous rv!a- 
tions of every kind, and to enjoin obedience to the law. [ere 
was aloo the petition Gor emmmasty, slened hy all the higher officials 
of the church, and closing with the following solemn promise: 

As shepherds of a patient and suffering people, we ask amnesty for them 
and pledge our faith and honor for their future. And your petidioners will 
ever pray. ‘ 

On the strength of these unequivocal declarations, approve! 
and ratified in the most solemn manner, as the church officers 
informed President Harrison, by two of their general conferences, 
the Committee on Territories early in 1893 rted a bill enabling 
Utah to form a State government on condi that polygamous 
or plural marriages are to be forever prohibited. On December 
12, 1898, when this bill came up for consideration, to satisfy th? 
House and the country that polygamy was dead in Utah, Mr. 
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Raw tins, then Delegate gnd now Senator from Utah, in the de- 

pate said: 7 : 
Governor West in his report, which I have in my hand, one of the chief 
sn who opposed it, perhaps more violently than any other, says: 

me The ractice of polygamy has been abandoned by the church and the 

Polygamous mar s are forbidden by the authorities of the 

The people or church party has been dissolved, and the conditions 

rritory are now in no wise different from those in vogue in 


, 


people. 
church. 
.xisting in the Te 
the States of the Union 

Further on he said: 


I think I understand the sentiment that prevails among those who are 
:ppermost in the councils of the political parties in the Territory of Utah, 
and who would be likely to dominate its affairs in case it be admitted as a 
State; and lam pre tosay upon my conscience that I believe these people 
can be safel intrusted with the full measure of self-government which would 
be accorded under statehood. 

And again: 

ti discontinuance of polygamy is perhaps first due to exter- 
na awe, baat weal mure largely to The Sforts a peenle within the Mor- 
mon Church itself to bring about the reform of the organization in that 
Tepe vould be borne in mind that a very small proportion of the Mormon 
people have ever practiced polygamy. Those who did not practice it saw the 
evil consequences which followed from its practice, the unhappiness which 
it caused in families, and that it rendered the people of Utah obnoxious to 
the prevailing sentiment of the age. Its practice disturbed the tranquillity, 
impeded the p retarded the growth, darkened the character, and 
destroyed the prosperity and happiness of the people. 

And speaking of the manifesto of September 20, 1890, already 
referred to, he used this strong language: 

The elders of the Mormon Church got up and said that this came to the 
people with all the force of a revelation and was binding upon them, and 
many of the Mormon people have testified in court, when occasion has arisen 
when such testimony would be relevant, that they regard that as a rev- 
elation from Almighty God; that ep 20 longer believe polygamy and its 
yractice to be right, and in effect it is not only discontinued asa practice, 
but, so far as the great mass of the Mormon geo le is concerned, it is eradi- 
cated asa belief. Butthe people of Utah—I think | can speak for them on this 
question—mean, I oe what they say. Theyare engaged in no scheme of 
fraud or treachery by which to deceive the nation. Having made this pledge, 
and on this pledge ed this action by the American Congress, I think I can 
say for them that they will stand by it though the heavens fall. 

On the strength of these assurances from the governor of the 
Territory, the president and counselors and apostles of the church, 
and of Delegate RAWLINS, the enabling act was passed, and Utah 
became a State. . pte 

To those of us who were charged with the responsibility of the 
admission of Utah and who heard these words of solemn assur- 
ance as they fell warm from the lips of Delegate RawLins in this 
Hall, it seems a elear case of bad faith on the part of her people 
to now send a polygamist to represent them in this body. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the blackest kind of fraud and treachery, the 
very thing that Mr. RAWLINS assured us against, and I think hon- 
estly, too. If not fraud and treachery on the part of the Mor- 
mon people, it certainly is on the part of the man Roberts, who is 
now knocking at the door of the very place where the fraud was 
made effective. But of this I will speak later. ; ; 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is not claimed that there is any consti- 
tutional provision against doing as one agrees, nor any against the 
people of Utah doing as they agree. There is no provision against 
common honesty and decency, and both, as well as proper self- 
respect, require that we say to Mr. Roberts, ‘‘ Not only have you 
deceived us, but you are a polygamist, an offensive character to 
Christian civilization, and are alsoa constant violator of the consti- 
tutional provision of Utah, which you yourself helped make for the 
sole purpose of working Utah into the Union, and we do not want 
and will not have such an odious character in the House, not for a 
few minutes even, We say to you, go back to your constituents, 
who will go u resented in this body until they select some one 
who is not a polygamist. We are going to resolutely hold the 
—_— of Utah to the agreement made when we clothed them 
with statehood.” This is good morals and good law. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a principle in both law and equity that who- 
ever comes into court asking the benefit of a contract or its en- 
forcement must show that in every particular that he himself has 
kept the contract. This principle is older than constitutions, and 
is of such high moral scope that I shall hope there will be no 
claim that it is unconstitutional. 

Now, let us apply this principle to the case at bar, not as a 
court deciding between parties and hedged about with the limited 
jurisdiction ascribed by the gentleman from Maine, but as one of 
the high contracting parties and as clothed not only with judicial 
power over matters rightfully before us, but with that creative 
— also which is the distinguishing function of all legislative 


Let us view it as the holders, for the time, of the sovereignty of 
the people, and the medium through which that sovereignty can 
be ae without limitation, except as prescribed in the Con- 
stitu which in terms says: 


of Fach Bouse shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications 
JUDGE WILSON’S ADVICE. 

Let us apply the above rule and do what Judge Jeremiah Wil- 

son, for the people of Utah in 1887, when they were asking 
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LISI 
admission, said Congress could do if they did not live up to their 
agreement, viz: 

You could shut the doors of the Senate and House of Representatives 
against them; you could deny them a voice in the counsels of the nation 
because they had acted in bad faith and violated their solemn agreement by 
which they succeeded in getting themselves into the condition of a State. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, do just what this eminent counsel, when 
pleading for the admission of Utah as a State, said we could do: 
and he being their counsel, his language is their language. Let 
us ‘‘shut the door of the House against them” so long a8 they fla- 
grantly violate their pledges and send a polygamist to represent 
them in this body. Let us, in the literal language of the learned 
counsel, ‘‘shut the door,” and not go through the farce of asking 
Roberts in and, after giving him a seat, then ask him to go out. 
I say the farce, because the cause for which the minority would 
expel Roberts is the identical cause for which the majority would 
exclude him, and confessedly that cause is outside of the qualifi- 
cations negatively enumerated in the Constitution. Then what 
becomes of the elaborate argument of the minority that the 
House can not add to the three enumerated qualifications, for 
they must add the cause upon which they would expel him, and 
it does not satisfy sound reason to say that as against a two- 
thirds vote qualifications may be added, but not as against a ma- 
jority. 

PRECEDENT WHOLESOME AND NOT DANGEROUS. 

But some fear the precedent. Mr. Speaker, the precedent cre- 
ated by the adoption of the majority resolution will rest upon 
grounds so distinctly peculiar to itself that it can never be Soaked 
unless it be in some future case from the State of Utah, in whica 
violated pledges shall again cry out in the name of honor and 
decency; and the sooner the people of Utah learn that the doors 
of this House are barred against the entrance of a polygamist the 
sooner will the young men of that State learn that the way to 
honor, in this world at least, is not in plural marriages; the sooner 
will the Mormon Church realize that the taint of polygamy hope- 
lessly bars its way to fellowship with Christian civilization; the 
sooner also will the State itself discover that this relic of barbar- 
ism is the only hindrance to a brilliant and prosperous future, the 
only blot on the otherwise good character of this fair sister of the 
mountains. 

Mr. Speaker, the minority position, briefly stated, is this: That 
whoever has the governor's certificate, is 25 years old, seven years 
a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the State from 
which he comes, shall be seated as a matter of absolute right, 
simply because the Constitution says the member must have 
these qualifications, but does not say that Congress or the House 
may not require others. The minority seem to lose sight of that 
other clause, that ‘‘ each House shall be the judge of the election, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members.” The only judg- 
ment which the House has under the minority view is, whether a 
man is 25 years of age, has been seven vears a citizen, and was 
an inhabitant of the State at the time of election—three very 
heavy questions indeed for the representatives of the sovereign 
people to judge. 

I submit that these things are all matters of ascertainment 
rather than of judgment. And if the framers of the Constitution 
intended to limit the power of the House to these three things, 
they would have used the word ‘‘ascertain” as more applicable 
to this inquiry, so that the clause would read, ‘‘ Each House shall 
judge of the election and return and shall ascertain the qualifica- 
tions of its own members.” ‘The framers of the Constitution un- 
derstood well the use of language; and if they had intended this 
limitation, they never would have used the word “‘ judge” in that 
connection. 

The majority claim that under the word ‘‘judge” the House 
may not only ascertain if the member is qualified as the Constitu- 
tion says he must be, but when charges are preferred against a 
member-elect that ought to disqualify him as a Representative it 
is the duty of the House to look into them and, if true, judge 
whether the offense he may be guilty of ought to exclude him 
from the House. 

TEST CASES. 

Now, let us test the minority views by some extreme cases, 
which, on the authority of Chief Justice Shaw, prove the rule. 
Suppose a lunatic presents himself with the governor's certificate, 
and he possess, the three prescribed qualifications. According to 
the minority, he must be sworn in, no matter what confusion 
and danger he may bring into the House. Suppose a leper comes 
with a certificate and the three qualifications—and one may some 
day come from Hawaii, though there be lepers in the United 
States—the minority, following the logic of their position, must 
say he should be sworn in, thus making a pesthouse of this Hall. 
But suppose a murderer raises his hand, still red from the fatal 
fray, for the oath. Gentlemen of the minority can not help say- 
ing he should receive it and sit down with the representatives of 


the — 
The minority may reply: ‘“‘After admission these men might be 
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expelled, of course, because one is alunatic, the other a leper, and 
the other a murderer. It would, of course, be because of these 
disqualifications.” But these are not enumerated in the Constitu- 
tion, and your position denies the power of the House to add any 
others. It will trouble the ordinary mind to understand,if the 
House may add to these een for expulsion, why it may 
not for exclusion, Thus do we see the argument of the minority 
running into the face of itself. 

The majority view is, that when the Constitution says tic House 
shall be the judge of the qualifications of its own members, it 
means just what it says, and it may, if it so determine, refuse 
admission to all such characters as above described; may, in 
short, exclude any person whose entrance into it would affect 
its integrity, compromise its dignity, or be a blot on its mo- 
rality; and I do not care whether you call this the power of pre- 
scribing additional qualifications or of self-preservation and self- 
protection. Mr. Speaker, I believe if this question ever gets into 
the Supreme Court, that that tribunal will never take away or in 
any way abridge the power of the House to keep itself respectable. 

Now, apply this principle to the case at bar. Brigham H. Rob- 
erts is a polygamist, and is such in violation of a law kept on foot 
by a provision in the constitution of Utah which he himself 
helped place there in order to bring the State into the Union, 
when at the very time he was living in violation of that law and 
has been from that time until now, thus adding to the crime of 
polygamy hypocrisy and falsehood. Shall we admit such a man 
to a seat in the House? 

POLYGAMY, HYPOCRISY, AND FRAUD. 

Here are the facts: The enabling act authorized Utah to form 
a State government on condition that polygamous and plural mar- 
riages be forever prohibited. This provision was incorporated 
into the constitution, and it was also moved by C. S, Varian, of 
Salt Lake, to insert the following clause declaring in force the 
laws of the Territory against polygamy: 

The act of the governor and legislative assem of the T 
entitled “An act [ punish polygamy = ae deca Beery EP on as | 
February 4, 1892, in so far as the same defines and imposes es for 
polygamy, is hereby declared to be in force in the State of Utah. 

And on this motion Mr. Roberts, who was a member of the con- 
vention, spoke as follows: 

Mr. President, Iam in favor of adopting the amendment offered by the 
gentieman from Salt Lake. I think, sir, t it should prevail. First and 
principally that it may appear, without any convents whatever, that in 
perfect good faith the people of Utah intend to carry out the condition 
upon which statehood is to be granted to the Territory, for Congress did 

uire, by its enabling act, an express stipulation upon this subject, and I 
believe its intention was to have a declaration that would be effective and 
not merely an empty assertion, and I think a provision of this character is 
absolutely necessary to the document we are ng, in order to establish 
beyond question the fact that we intend to carry out to the letter our agree- 
ment as expressed in the compact with the United States. 

It was on February 4, 1894, that Mr. Roberts uttered the fore- 
going. He was anxious to have it known that the io le of Utah 
were acting ‘‘in perfect good faith” and were intending “ mer 
out to the letter their agreement as expressed in the compact wi 
the United States,” from which it seems Roberts perfectly under- 
stood there was a compact. 

Now, let me ask, what kind of faith was he exercising at that 
very moment, living, as he was, with Celia Dibble, his plural wife, 
whom he married in 1885? And what kind of faith has he exer- 
cised since by continuing his relations with this second wife “ever 
since,” as the committee find? And, further, let let me ask what 
kind of ‘‘faith”—that is his word—did he exercise three years 
later, in 1897, when he took another wife, Margaret C. ? 

Not only this, but while Roberts was before the people of Utah 
for election, in reply to Governor Wells, who is a Mormon, but 
who protested against Roberts’s election on the ground of his 
polygamy and that it would be a violation of the com- 
pact, said in an interview which in the Salt Lake Her- 
ald of November 6, 1898, and si by him, among other things, 
the following: 

He knows that while technically a law which oan a our statute book 
by what may be called an inadvertence—viz, that code commission put 
into the code what was considered before statehood an unconstitutional law, 
and then the code was ee, bere a number of whose mem- 


bers have said to me persona’ were not aware such a law was in 
the code—he knows the law has not been a, thatthere n 


cop. 
in 


ci 

his voice against; for discharging 
these obligations, which, are true, under all the circum- 
stances, would be an act of honor. - 


When the sow that has been washed returns to her wallowing in the mire 

she Son, tres to his veut woaleing of 

the fouls his own nest we are filled with 

t when a man, and that man a the mar- 
tem of dishonor 


own 
parents, and assumes an pone Na ge hm ay nyt end ny 


; 
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would put his own sisters beyond the pole of the law and mark them as 0»). 
casts, then there is no comparison that can express one’s contempt and (i. 
gust for such a craven. 

Thus do we find this man solemnly g his ‘‘ good fait)” 
in the constitutional convention, professing himself in favor of 
legislation — polygamy, while at that very moment |i, 
was himself a polygamist. Later we find him repudiating these 

rovisions and airily brushing aside as a dead letter the very law 

e had favored, speaking of it as having ‘‘ crept into the statute 
book through an inadvertence;” and now he is posing before the 
House as an honest man under persecution from the intolerancs 
of the suspicious and inquisitive. 

Thus does, 

He wire in and wire out, 

And leaves us still in doubt 

Whether the snake that made that track 
Was going east or coming back. 


Mr. Speaker, out of his own mouth Brigham H. Roberts stands 
convicted of being not onlya as ut of being a hypocrite 
and a fraud; and what shall be said of his supreme audacity in 
now asking this House to allow him to sit down with those on 
whom he has practiced this imposition and here flaunt his poly. 
we and hypocrisy in the face of the House and of the world? 

he minority report would let him do this. The majority re- 
port says the House is the judge of all this under the Constitution, 
and they recommend that he be not allowed to take advantage of 
his own wrong, his own bad faith, and that this, coupled with lis 
polygamy, ought to be an absolute bar to his entrance into the 
ouse 


Mr. Speaker, the House has already been told that the majority 
report is in direct line with its precedents and with all of thein. 
No instance has arisen in its history where the question has been 
raised and the House has refused to ju of the qualifications of 
a member-elect when challenged at the bar. 


RESULTS UNDER MAJORITY PLAN. 


Under this rule the Kentucky members were sifted in 1867 and 
the disloyal ones kept out of the House. Underitthecadet broker 
was kept out in 1870, and in 1892 Cannon, the polygamist, was 
kept out on account of his polygamy; and the country has sur- 
vived what, according to the gentlemen holding the minority 
views, must have been a terrible wrench to the Constitution; and 
the people have said amen every time. 


RESULTS UNDER MINORITY PLAN. 


Under the minority plan of purging the House of unworth 
characters by expulsion, the ete ts adismalone. _ F 

First of all, it left Cannon, the pol , in the House in 1874, 
and his victory gave him such stan that he held on for eight 
years longer, when the majority plan sent him home. 

Under the minority plan a long list of dubious and shady char- 
acters have been left in the House unmolested. I do not wish to 
make unnecessarily public the names, but it left one man charged 
with murder and several charged with bribery and bribe taking 
and other corrupt practices. 


PRECEDENTS MAKE ROBERTS'S EXPULSION DOUBTFUL. 


Mr. S , all the cases of attempted expulsion hold that it 
can be done only for some cause connected with service in tho 
House, and in the very term, too, in which the attempt is made. 
Under this rule, su by an unbroken line mag 

could Roberts be expelled immediately after ion, in 
the absence of proof of some fresh act of polygamous cohabita- 
tion? What has he done connected with his service in the Houso 
ee would justify it? But ; the House understands the 


e between the two reports. It is principally a question of 
constitutional construction, and each member will say for himself 
how he will read that instrument, not only in the t of legal 
1 but of common sense and |} ve experience. 

Mr. for myself I shall stand by the ts of the 
House, they are consti and essential to the 
wholesome of its duties. vote to exclude Roberts 


his prima facie 
to be formally sworn in as a member of body. I felt 

the country had been so outraged by the election of anu 
avowed and notorious eee Congress that I paid little at- 


ee oe legal form of exclusion. 
It was a case, in m tion, Mr. Speaker, of such abhorrent 
immorality that I did not ee eens Oo think 
be out or whether 
more decent thing to do is to keep him out entirely. [Ap- 


I shall 
from the House. lause. 
Mr. TALBERT. ppener 4 voted to exclude the Utah 
that 


that 
member of this House, I have read the Tae ceeerey — 
wou 
benefit of any doubt I might have if its reputation 


. 
6 


i es 
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i t stake. I have no doubt in this case. This accred- 
- Ropresentative has no place in this House, and the sooner it 
lear of this case the better and cleaner it will be. [Applause. } 

" But, Mr. § , the majority report has interjec a point 
in the case that, in my opinion, is unnecessary, unwise, and un- 


warranted. . 

The thi ragraph of the report declares that Mr. Roberts's 
4“ ale pn! Representative is an explicit and offensive violation 
of the understanding by which Utah was admitted as a State,” 
and for that, among © reasons, should be denied the right of 
membership ‘** in this” House. : , 

Commenting upon this declaration of the committee, the New 
York Press (January 22), the leading Republican newspaper in 
the country, says: 


Utah deserves a forced return to the Territorial condition. Since there is 
‘auch means, the committee majority has taken the most signal way possi- 
|). of rebuking the Mormon combination of insolence and ill faith by deny- 
ie to its Representative the priviege of a seat in the House long enough 


£ 


ven for expulsion. 

This House nor this committee has nothing whatever to do with 
the question of statehood introduced in this controversy. Itought 
not to have been introduced. Whatever its ———. it has no 
business in this ute at this time. I hope it wi eliminated 
from the report. ve that question to the courts, where it 
properly belongs. Letthe House of Representatives attend strictly 

) its own business. 

There is altogether too much flippant talk, Mr. Speaker, about 
the power of Congress and the duty of Congress to coerce and pun- 
ish States by the most drastic restrictive legislation. It is boldly 
and persistently attempted to reduce representation in this House 
and in the electoral college upon the census report of the voting 
population of certain States. And why? Because in the very 
words of this majority report the election in these States was an 
explicit and offensive violation of the understanding (referring to 
the fourteenth and th amendments) by which they were 
admitted as States. Only this week, at the other end of this 
building, has this new Republican gospel of reconstruction been 
proclaimed. Itisa very important and very serious matter. The 
danger isnot only notremote, butin the immediate future. [Ap- 
ylause. 

’ peor Republican House is a possibility—the merest possibil- 
ity. If the almost impossibly unexpected should happen and the 
next House has a Republican majority, what is there to prevent 
the exclusion of every Representative from — Seuthern State 
upon the declaration of the majority that these States have ‘‘ex- 
plicitly and offensively vetoed” the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments? 

I would like to have my mind disabused of thisimpression. I 
would like to vote for the majority report, and expect to vote for 
it, but the paragraph I have quoted is ‘explicitly and neg 
objectionable to my sense of duty and to my ption of the 
fundamental law of the land. But there are o . Others are 
to be admitted tostatehood if the Republican policy is carried out. 

We are soon to enjoy the relics of ancient Mexican civilization 
in the admission to statehood of Arizona and New Mexico. Then 
follows the State of Hawaii, the State of Luzon, the State of Puerto 
Rico, and — perhaps. Hawaii is right at ourdoor. A bill 
has been reported at this Congress for its admission as a Territory. 
Its population is com: of 100,000 Kanakas, a Japan- 





ese, and a and 3,000 Americans. So that no flippant, i- 
me or political agitation of this statehood question should be 
olera' 
Tho 


pe the chairman of the committee will agree to strike out 


the objectionable aph. 

I shall vote for the majorit pagent heartily if this objection is 
removed. Otherwise I shall vote only under protest as to this 
paragraph for the ra of the report. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON, . Speaker, after the masterly arguments of 
the gentleman from Maine and other accomplished lawyers who 
have expounded the true law of this case, it is difficult and hardly 
necessary to diseuss further its legal aspects. It is a ‘‘consumma- 
tion devoutly to be wished” that gentlemen who gave such admir- 
ing attention could yield the sanction of their votes to the control 
of on convictions, 

Uf course unlawful cohabitation, politely called polygamy, is a 
heinous sin society and the pou Tn fact, we aggravated 


a 
fixes the status of the ultrauxorious perpetrator as entitled to mem- 
bership in the penitentiary, rather than in Congress. The more 
odious the crime, however, the greater the indignation and resent- 
ment aroused and the more furious the storm of condemnation 


and demand for punishment; therefore the danger that 
rem silence reason, override law, cudbeeak down consti- 
nen from Utah “is in rebellion against the 


in arms to overturn a of 
a Thesal wcsnon, an fostered the it 
is ‘not being done in a corner.” lated. the matory enor, tisfac- 
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tory proof by fair method, and it is due to the dignity of this 
House and the decent respect for the Constitution which over- 
shadows and protects us all, if we are protected, that we deal with 
the case in a regular and legitimate manner. If the accused have 
full effect given to all his substantial rights, be fairly tried and 
proven guilty, not two-thirds alone, but, in my judgment, every 
member of this House would vote to expel him. In my judgment 
the argument that he must be excluded because of fear that he 
could not be expelled is not well founded in fact or probability, 
while doing violence to reason and justice. It is a reflection on 
the House and unworthy of its distinguished authors. Therecan 
be but one correct course, The longer we neglect our duty by 
refusing to adopt it the greater the confusion and danger. 

It has been our duty every minute since we unlawfully stood 
the member-elect aside in our organization and still is our duty to 
administer to him the oath in recognition of the certificate from a 
sovereign State, thereby investing him with the duties and re- 
sponsibilities of membership, whatever else betide him hereafter. 
Then he may be accused, tried, and expelled. To be accused and 
tried is one of the liabilities attending the responsibility of mem- 
bership, and a legal trial is one of the rights of membership. 

Applause.] Neither liability nor right attaches to any but full- 

edged members. If acertified member should do assome profess 
to fear in this case would be done, should expulsion fail, walk 
away and refuse to be sworn, the seat would be declared vacant, 
not by raising any question of polygamy, but by reason of the fact 
that the certified member failed to appear and enter upon the dis- 
charge of his duties. 

When sworn as a member he occupies vantage ground in many 
respects by enjoying certain prerogatives and prestige of which 
he is wrongfully deprived when barred at the threshold and 
placed beyond the pale of membership and under the ban of pre- 
judgment. If there could be legal trial at all before the oath 
was taken, it would manifestly involve the loss of substantial 
rights, the deprivation or curtailment of which might taint and 
discredit the finding. Three hundred and fifty-seven members 
are elected, and four months thereafter their term of service begins 
according to law—that is the period of two years, during which 
they are authorized to legislate whenever, either in regular or ex- 
traordinary session, they take the prescribed oath, without which 
they can not participate in legislation. All have credentials, 
identical in character, importing absolute and conclusive verity 
as to the matters covered by them, but having no reference or 
relation whatever to the subsequent conduct of members. 

All possess the same common right to appear and take the oath, 
participating mutually in the organization of the House. Noman 
having such certificate can ordinarily be denied the right of being 
sworn except by unconstitutional and revolutionary proceedings. 
Per contra, neither the House nor any member thereof isafterwards 
estopped from investigating reprehensible conduct by reason of the 
fact that the guilty member had taken the oath. In organization 
nothing is judged or acted upon. Persons certified are placed on 
the roll and sworn. Nothing can be properly known at the time 
about personal conduct. If misconduct during the term renders 
the member unworthy of membership, there is no obstacle in the 
way, but every consideration demands that he be arraigned, tried, 
and expelled, nor is there any rule to govern the vote to expel 
except the dictate of sound discretion, guided by enlightened con- 
science. 

The suggestion that the member-elect be excluded in limine as 
a rebuke to the State of Utah for an alleged violation of compact 
is utterly untenable. Like every other theory invoked to justify 
exclusion, it prejudges the case, assuming continuing guilt from 
previous conditions, ignoring and reversing all salutary presump- 
tions in favor of innocence and rectitude, and, in the language of 
high ‘authority, ‘‘ blowing down the wind” the time-honored doc- 
trine that there is a place for repentance both in law and religion. 
Furthermore, it ieonnien that Congress may indulge in child’s play, 
fashion States to-day and demolish them to-morrow, on the plea 
that it may rue aso-called bargain or compact because, forsooth, 
individuals made extravagant statements which were not verified, 
thus destroying and impairing statehood, ignoring the rule which 

all preceding words into asubsequent contract, and, worst 

of all, darkly suggesting harrowing memories and possibilities of 
reconstruction, sometimes more horrible than bigamy, polygamy, 
multigamy, or wars, famines, and all other baleful calamities that 
may afflict mankind, [Loud applause. | 
vat there was no compact. There could be none. No State of 
Utah existed until its creation, when it needed no compact. Be- 
sides, the idea of compact between a State of the Union and the 
General Government is new, and its value will have to await 
demonstration. There was a time when respectable authority 
maintained that a compact between the several States created the 
Union and formed the General Government as a general and com- 
mon agent for certain well-defined and limited purposes. Passion 
declared its allegiance to ‘a higher law than the Constitution,” 
which is the same wicked assertion attributed to the gentleman 
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from Utah by the majority report. Yet in support of that claim, 
now denounced as heresy, the thunders of the greatest war of 
all time seriously impaired the practical force and application of 
the compact doctrine and retired it from the governmental busi- 
ness. {Laughter.] When Congress out of its Territory and from 
among the citizens thereof erects a new State by authorizing a 
State government, and afterwards by proclamation places the new 
State in position among her sisters in the very hour and article of 
her birth she eo instanti is invested with equality of privilege 
and function with all her sister States, inalienable and indefeasible 
except through revolution or by usurpation and tyranny. 

But while exercising exclusive control of internal and domestic 
affairs, and electing and certifying Representatives to Congress, 
the conduct of such members comes within the purview and 
jurisdiction of this House, and regardless of the policy of the 

state, real or imaginary, on mora uestions, we are the sole 
judges of our fellowship here. While we could not lawfully 
undo or humiliate a State, nor dictate the morals, statutes, nor 
domestic polity thereof, we can and will expel from our ranks for 
any conduct violative of good morals or the honor and dignity of 
this House, the popular branch of the greatest Legislature of the 
greatest country and the greatest people that ever graced this 
earth. [Loud applause.] States may certify members and place 
their names on our roll by virtue of constitutional right, but upon 
being sworn they immediately become amenable to our judg- 
ment for conduct during the term for which certified, and can be 
expelled for any sufficient cause, no matter how regarded in said 
State. 

I fear that ‘‘the bogy man” referred to so often in this case 
has been improperly located. rae) If that interestin 
person really exists, I apprehend that it isin a mistaken idea o 
what the people have demanded. If there are timorous members 
alarmed about the popular view of this case, let them take courage 
and examine coolly the manifestations of their people’s will. Not 
only do the leading newspapers take the correct view of our duty, 
but every one I have examined among the much-talked-of monster 
batch of petitions asks that we expel the member-elect according 
to specific provision of the Constitution, with the implied pro- 
viso, of course, that he is found guilty. Not one in my knowl- 
edge demands exclusion at the threshold. The people are usually 
right. In the main they are intelligent and law abiding. They 
appreciate the importance of constitutional guaranties and abhor 
its violation as subversive of their liberties and destructive of their 
rightsandinterests. They hatepolygamy with unspeakable hatred, 
because it is obnoxious to morality and offensive to society. They 
would not, however, outrage law and morality to punish any 
crime, however grave, when the same end may be reached as 
surely more effectively by legal and orderly methods. [Ap- 

lause. 

. If any panic-stricken member surrenders his convictions and 
votes for exclusion because he imagines the people have demanded 
it, when they have*plainly requested constitutional expulsion, he 
grossly deceives himself and unnecessarily underrates and mis- 
judges the people whose intelligence and patriotic devotion to 
aw and morality at leastequal hisown. Let us give effect to the 
certificate attesting the equal right with ourselves of the member- 
elect to take the oath of office. Then if he is proven guilty we 
will unanimously expel him. [Applause.] Nobody be 
deceived by any simulation of righteous zeal or assumption of 
superior virtue and morality. Nobody will believe from profes- 
sion that any member abhors polygamy more than we who insist 
upon the constitutional course in dealing with the case. But 
there is danger that some members may be suspected of thinking 
more lightly of the sacredness and inviolability of the Constitu- 
tion and of exercising less scrupulous and jealous regard for the 
dignified, orderly, and rightful procedure of this honorable and 
exalted body. —_ applause. } 

During the delivery of the above remarks the time of Mr. ADAM- 
SON expired, 

Mr, ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a minute or 
two more to conclude my remarks, - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised as tothetime. That 
is controlled by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayYLER] and the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Missouri . DE AR- 
MOND], whom I do not see now, agreed that I might have time to 
conclude my remarks out of histime. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I yield sufficient time for the gentleman 
to conclude his remarks, 

{Mr. ADAMSON resumed and concluded his remarks as above. ] 


TWELFTH CENSUS. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr.Speaker, eer ivileged wi Seg ae 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments to the bill 8. 2179. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (8. 2179) relating to the Ty, ifth 
and subsequent censuses, and giving to the Director thereof additional j,wo, 
and authority in certain cases, and for other pur having met. after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, t, 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment num}. req 3 
fixing limit of expenditures for law books, etc., and ‘ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word “five” in theamended },\|| jy. 
sert the word “three.” 

That the Senate recede from its d ment to amendment numbered 4 
regarding payment to heirs of dece: supervisor or enumerator. , 

As to amendment numbered 1, relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, ang 
amendment numbered 2, relating to mines, mining, and minerals, tho cop. 
ferees have been unable to agree and ask for further instructions. 

A. J. HOPKINS, 
CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
THOS. H. CARTER, 
EUGENE HALE, 
8. D. McENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The m ers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagraa. 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the })i\/ (5, 
2179) relative to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses submit the following 


written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon ay 
recommended in the accompanying conference report: 

On amendment No. 3: Limits the amount that mer be expended for pur. 
ehase of books to $3,000, instead of $5,000, as proposed by the House, and $2 (xj), 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 4: Authorizes payment to the widow of a deceased 
supervisor or enumerator, and if there be none, to the legal representatives 
of such supervisor or enumerator,such sum as may be just and fair for sery. 
ices rendered, as proposed by the House. 

The conference committee have been unable to agree on amendments Nos, 


land 2. 
A. J. HOPKINS. 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
still further insist on amendments numbered 1 and 2. They are 
the amendments relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and mines 
and mining; and also move to agree to the further conference 
asked by the Senate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What did the Senate do with amendment 
numbered 4? Did they agree to that amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. t was a House amendment, which was 
disagreed to here. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is not in this conference report? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Itis notinthisatall. Theonly disagreement 
now between the two Houses are on amendments numbered | and 
2; No. 1 relates to the deaf, dumb, and blind, and No, 2 to mines 


and nies 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that the House insists on its 
amendment relating to the deaf, dumb, and blind? 

Mr. HOPKINS. t is right. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And the Senate insists that it shall go out? 

Mr. HOPEINS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House still further insist on its amendments numbered 1 and 2, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ons the following conferees: 
Mr. Hopkins, Mr. Russe.u, and Mr. Grirritu. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
= van the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 

e. 


REPRESENTATIVE-ELECT FROM UTAH, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, Brigham H. Roberts, 
Representative-elect from the State of Utah, stands indicted |efore 
the bar of this House of the offense of being a polygamist, having 
+ three wives recognized by him, with all of whom he 
cohabits. 

This polygamous status now exists and has existed for many 
years last past. In 1887 he pleaded “ guilty” in a court to the 
crime of unlawful cohabitation, the result of his polygamous status 
and practices. - 

A committee of this House, duly authorized, has reported the 
fact stated, which Mr. Roberts does not attempt to deny, but be 
answers in effect that it is none of our business, The offense 
charged is not only contrary to public morals and decency as UD- 
derstood and declared by the whole civilized world, but contrary 
to and in violation of the laws of the United States in all places 
where it has exclusive jurisdiction, and of the State of Utah, where 
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Mr. Roberts resides, and which State he claims the right to repre- | bind this House in determining the qualifications of its own mem- 


se he floor of this House. , 
iis night to membership here having been challenged, he was 
stopped at the bar of the House when he presented himself to take 
eal and we are now to decide whether he shall be sworn in 
and become a member of this body or refused a seat, excluded, 
and his seat declared vacant. Our right to exclude Mr. Roberts 
ig challenged on the ground that he was duly elected, that he pos- 
sae the qualifications required by the Constitution of the United 
States, and is therefore entitled to his seat. 

Section 2 of Article I of that Constitution declares that— 

» Hous tati hall be com f members chosen every 

one House of he people of the several Scant a eae a 

And then prohibits certain persons from being members by use 
of the following language: 


No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
f 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 


chosen. 

This clause is prohibitory both in language and construction. 
In no place does the Constitution attempt aftirmatively to define, 
specify, or enumerate the qualifications of a Representative in 
Con gress. That instrument, with the restriction or prohibition 
just quoted, relegates that whole question to the House itself, and 
declares in section 5 of the same article that ‘‘each House shall be 
the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 

bers.” 

—— notreasonably be supposed that the power to ‘‘ bethe judge 
ofthe * * * qualifications of its own members” confers only 
the power to determine the age, the citizenship, and its duration, 
and the residence or domicile (inhabitancy) of the member-elect. 
Has the Constitution, by a negative or simple prohibition, imposed 
three disqualifications and by implication declared every person, 
whatever his moral or mental or a. condition, qualified to 
be and to sit as a member if not within the prohibition? In pro- 
hibiting persons under 25 years of age, persons not seven years a 
citizen, and nonresidents of the State from which elected from 
being Representatives in Congress, did the framers of the Consti- 
tution aftirmatively declare that every other person is qualified for 
and eligible to hold the position? as it important to provide in 
the Constitution that a bright, intelligent, well-educated, and 
patriotic young man 24 years of age is not qualified to be a mem- 
ber of this House, but that insane men, idiots 25 years of age, and 
criminals are? 

Were the framers of our Constitution guilty of such an absurd- 
ity? Ithink not. Iam of the opinion that each House is, under 
the express provisions of the Constitution, the judge of the quali- 
fications of its own members, and that in judging cualifications 
when the member-elect presents himself to be sworn in we are 
not restricted by the Constitution. In the exercise of this power 
we must be controlled by honesty of purpose and good sense, the 
same as in judging the elections of members. 

Every legislative body must and does possess the inherent power 
of self-preservation. It may and must preserve and protect its 
dignity and integrity, and hence every legislative body possesses 
the inherent right and power to expel a member, and may also 
exclude a person whose qualifications are such that he is not enti- 
tled to a seat. 

That clause of the Constitution of the United States which says 
‘each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish 
its members for disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence of 
two-thirds expel a member,” confers no powers the House would 
not had they not been specifically recited, but, on the other 
hand, is restrictive of such power in that it requires a two-thirds 
vote to expel amember, But for such provision a majority of 
this House might expela member. The clause is also restrictive 
in that it confines, by implication at least, the power of expulsion 


to causes arising after the member is sworn in. And uniformly 
it has been so held, 

The question arises, When may we exercise the inherent power 
to protect and preserve the integrity of this body? May it be 
done in the process of tion, or must we exercise the power 
thereafter and by expulsion only? 

Section 2 of Article I says: 


The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers. 
oon members-elect, before being sworn in, elect the Speaker, and 

¢ validity of such action can not be questioned. We may, when 
organizing, ask any member-elect to stand aside for further action, 
and if he we may summarily set him aside—refuse him the 
oath and a seat in the House, 


manth House shall be the judge of the * * * qualifications of its own 
And hence the question of the power of Co 


and House—by law, and with th roval of th jaent oe 
, 6 a of the ident, to pre- 
scribe qualifications for mennbership in the House of Representa- 


tives is not involved in this controv j 
ersy. In my judgment no 
such power exists, No law of this or of any prior Congress can 
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bers. The Constitution has vested that power in the House itself, 
and in each House for itself, 

Precedent and law may and should enlighten the conscience and 
guide the judgment of members, but can neither confer nor take 
away the jurisdiction nor limit the power. Each House, by con- 
stitutional provision, has been made the juige of the qualifica- 
tions that a person must possess to entitle him to sit—that is, take 
and hold his seat—in the organized body and also of the election 
of each member. In judging of the election of a member we 
judge of his eligibility, for no ineligible person can be lawfully 
elected. Age, length of citizenship, and residence at the time of 
election are not, in my judgment, * qualifications ” in the sensein 
which that word is used in the Constitution. We determine all 
those questions in determining the election, and then is added the 
power to determine the moral, intellectual, and physical fitness— 
the qualifications of the member-elect. It is said that such doc- 
trine infringes the right of a constituency to elect and be repre- 
sented by whom it pleases. So it may, indirectly, but there is 
far less danger in permitting the majority of the House to deter- 
mine the question of fitness to sit in the House thanin permitting 
a Congressional district, controlled, perchance, by viciousness and 
lawlessness, to send a pronounced and possibly a red-handed crimi- 
nal to represent it and forcing the members of the House to sit 
with him. 

There are qualifications and disqualifications by the common 
political law, and these disqualifications, unless expressly removed 
by the words of the Constitution, prohibit the person subject 
thereto not only from the exercise of the elective franchise, but 
from holding office. Says Cushing (Law and Practice of Legisla- 
tive Assemblies, page 13): 

By the common political law of England and of this country, when not 


otherwise specified in a particular State by its constitution and laws, certain 
descriptions of persons are deemed to be excluded from exercising the right 
of political suffrage, even though not prohibited therefrom by any express 


or constitutional provision. The persons thus excluded are 
and lunatics, women and aliens. 

And at page 24 he says: 

The same descriptions of persone, namely, minors, idiots, and lunatics, 
women and aliens, who have already been mentioned as excluded from the 
right of suffrage by the common political law, are also prohibited, and f 


minors, idiots, 


l, and for 
the same reasons, from being elected to any political office whatever. Such 
persons, consequently, can not be members of a legislative assembly, even in 
those States where the constitution is silent with reference to their eligibility. 


See also Cooley's Constitutional Limitations, page 599. 

It is evident that the framers of our Constitution did not intend 
to do away with these common political law disabilities, but only 
to extend them. The alien who under the law spoken of would 
become eligible to be elected to office as soon as naturalized does 
not become so under the prohibition and restriction of the Consti- 
tution until he has been such naturalized citizen for seven years, 
and while but for the Constitution a district might elect its Repre- 
sentative from any State in the Union, under the restrictive and 

rohibitory provisions of that instrument he can only be chosen 
rom the residents of the State from which elected. Who will 
contend that the Constitution removes the common political law 
disability of an idiot to be elected to and hold the position of Rep- 
resentative in Congress? And the same argument applies to 
women, 

For more than a quarter of a century the people of the United 
States have been struggling to suppress polygamy in the Territo- 
ries and in the States. Laws making p ies and polygamous 
cohabitation a crime in all places where the United States has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction were early written upon the statute book and 
there they remain; and Congress went further and enacted: 

Sxc. 8. That no polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more 
than one woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described 
as aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any 
election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 
or appointment to or be entitled to hold afiy office or place of public trust, 
honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 
the United States. 

Thus are the policy and purpose of the Government declared, and 
thus the conduct and present status of Brigham H. Roberts are 
characterized by written law. This section of the law applied to 
Brigham H. Roberts until Utah was admitted to the Union. 
Utah as a State has a similar statute, although it does not pur- 
port to render the polygamistineligible to a seat in Congress, No 
State law could lawfully do that. 

Brigham H. Roberts, a criminal in the eye of the law of the 
United States, in the eye of the law of his own State, declared in- 
eligible “‘to hold” or to be elected or appointed to any office or 

lace of public trust, honor, or emolument under the United 
Btates when offending in any place where the United States has 
exclusive jurisdiction, and a moral leper and offender against de- 
cency and the sanctity of the home wherever civilization reigns, 
comes into this House armed with a certificate of election which 
he claims to have received by the votes of a constituency that ap- 
proves polygamy and begs no mercy, promises no reform, but, 
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defying the law, demands as a right that he, a notorious law- 
breaker, be made a lawmaker in the highest legislative body of 
this nation or of the world. 

And gentlemen tell us that this House, armed with the consti- 
tutional authority and power to determine and judge the qualifi- 
cations of its own members, has no power to refuse to make him 
one of our number, to refuse to clothe him with the robes of office, 
because, forsooth, he is not barred by express words in the Con- 
stitution, and for the further reason that Roberts not having 
brought his bevy of wives with him into the District of Columbia, 
this House has no jurisdiction of his offense. His wives may not 
be here, but his status as a thrice-married man is. He is here; 
his offense is here and there and everywhere; the offending is in 
the man, his defiance of and contempt for the law of the nation, 
and therefore, in the exercise and discharge of my constitutional 
right and prerogative to judge of the qualifications of Brigham 
H. Roberts to sit and act as a member of this House, I declare him 
by common political law unfit and disqualified. He should not 
be put in only 20 be expelled. It should never be said that Brig- 
ham H. Roberts, the polygamist, the criminal, was ever a member 
of the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States. The privileges 
of this floor for the years to come are not for such as he, but for 
those who, respecting and obeying the law, are fit to become and 
to be lawmakers. This House must not be inconsistent. 

There is no danger to the Republic or to the integrity of this 
House in refusing this man the seat he claims and declaring it 
vacant, but there is grave and impending danger when the open, 
persistent, and notorious lawbreaker is permitted for one moment 
to be clothed with the powers of a lawmaker. 

If by the common political law of all civilized nations the mi- 
nors, the idiots, the aliens, and the women are precluded from 
being Representatives in Congress, as they are, there being no 
permission granted them by the Constitution, 1 am in favor of 
adding to the list so precluded that other class of which Brigham 
H. Roberts is the type and representative. It can not be that our 
Constitution is so weak that we may not refuse him a place as 
lawmaker within this Hall, where law is made to guide and con- 
trol 80,000,000 law-abiding and God-fearing people. 

Once admit and swear in such unfit person, and a factional ma- 
jority, to increase its power, or a factional minority, to increase 
its powers of opposition, might and probably would, in some cases 
at least, refuse to expel, and so the spectacle would be presented 
to the world of a House made up in pert of open and notorious 
lawbreakers engaged in making laws for the protection and guid- 
ance of the millions. 

In many cases the vote of such a member might determine the 
fate of measures in the House, and so the lawbreaker would be- 
come the arbiter in determinining what may or may not be the 
law of the land. 

There is nothing in the language of Alexander Hamilton 

uoted by the minority of the committee that denies to each 
House of Congress the right to determine the qualifications of its 
members and refuse a seat to a member-elect for mental inca- 
pacity or moral unfitness. He says: 

The qualifications of the persons who may choose or be chosen, as has been 
remarked upon other occasions, are defined and fixed in the Constitution, 
and are unalterable by the legislature. 

Everyone concedes that a constituency is at liberty to elect any 
person to this House not prohibited by the Constitution, and that 
the Congress can not add, subtract, or fix, or even judge the quali- 
fications of any member or of any member-elect. t this is 
very far from declaring each House may not for itself the 
qualifications of its members and reject a moral or ph ; 
an insane man, an idiot, or an open and notorious criminal. 

In construing and giving effect to our Constitution we are to 
keep in mind the common law and the common political law, 

Says Cooley in his admirable work: 

In the same connection it may bp remarked that the constitutions are to be 
construed in the light of the common law and of the fact that its rules are 


still lef't in force. By this we do not mean thatthe common law is to 

the constitution, or that the latteris to be and perverted in its - 
ing in order that no inr or as few as pone ©, may be made in the 
tem of common-law rules, but only that for its definitions we are to 
from that great fountain. In judging what it means we are to keep in 

that it is not the beleaee of law for the State, but that it assumes - 
istence of a well-understood system, which is still to be 

der such limitations and restrictions as that instrument imposes. 


And again he says: 
And yet nothing has been more common than to subject the Constitution 
to so sareuw, 258 mieevers ie. 4 i v4 
minds who seek for s etry and harmony in 
the Constitution a werk used iZeome sense which falls in ete Cake 
theory of interpreting it, haye made that the standard by which to 
its use in every other part of the instrument. They have thus 
as it were, on the of Procrustes, } off its meaning when 
too large for their purposes and exten t when it seemed too short. 


And still again: 

In to the Constitution of the United States the rule has been laid 
down that where a general eos conferred or a every 
ticular power necessary for the exercise of the one or pecformaance of the 
other is also conferred. 
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Heeding these remarks, which commend themselves to our ¢. m- 
mon sense, what are we to say when we construe and givo effect 
to the words ‘‘Each House shall be the judge of the * * + 
qualifications of its own members?” 

Does it say ‘‘ qualifications hereinbefore expressed or recite: 
No, Is the power limited or restricted in any way, or are wo 
left to carry into full force and effect the power conferre|; |, 
the Congress, through both Houses, is fit to make laws to gover) 
the millions, is not each House to be trusted with the exerc jse oy 
this great constitutional power of determining the qualificatioy, 
of its own members? 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that in maintaining our own dig. 
nity and self-respect as a lawmaking body, as the representatiy. 
of a great people, as individual citizens of this grand Republi. 
respecters of law and order, it is not only our constitutional riep; 
but our constitutional duty to refuse Brigham H. Roberts a <o,: 
in this House. [Applause. 

Let Utah complain if she will, but let our action be such as {) 
admonish her that she must be represented, if at all, by a person 
who at least respects and obeys the law cf that magnificent coup. 
try for which he would become a lawmaker. If the one consiit. 
uency may be represented by a lawbreaker—one in open rebellion 
against the laws of the land—so may all, and so mob law wi! 
prevail and the Republic perish. 

The alarm has been sounded thatif we refuse Roberts a seat wo 
shall violate the Constitution of the United States, and the mem. 
ber-elect from Utah, Mr. Roberts himself, permitted to speak hers 
by the sufferance of the House, has sounded the alarm and warne) 
us not to violate the Constitution lest the Republic perish. This 
warning comes with good grace from him, an open, notorious yio. 
lator of the law, not only of the United States oS age where 
we have jurisdiction, but a violator of the law of the State of 
Utah and of the constitution of that State. I can see no danger 
that weshall violate the Constitution, because there is the common 
political law that underlies the Constitution of the United States, 
upon which it is founded, not abrogated by it, and which we must 
all recognize and which I have already soak; that declares our right 
and power and duty in this respect. 

It follows, Mr. Speaker, that women, aliens, and idiots are pro- 
hibited, notwithstanding the Constitution is silent on the subject, 
from having a seat in this House, and I assert that if the common 
ae law that underlies the Constitution prohibits every intel- 
t woman in this broad land from being a member of this 
House of Representatives, I can add to the list and can vote with- 
out violating the Constitution to deny a seat to that lawbreaker, 
that polygamist, that offender against law, decency, and morality, 
. Roberts, rt 
Mr. Speaker, the House having under consi(era- 
tion the case of Brigham H. Roberts, a member-elect from the 
State of Utah, is now called upon to consider the report of the 
committee appointed in pursuance of the following resolution: 
Whereas it is that H. Robe a tive-elect to 
charged Brigham rts, a Representa 


the Fi from the State of Utah, is ineligible to a seat in the 
Hees Representatives; and 


such charge is poate imous, a member of this House, on his 

re as such member and on the as he asserts, of public rec- 
Resolved, That the uestion of oe arlene tania ciabt x Brigham H Robert 

. ho 8 

: tative from the State of Utah in the Fifty-sixth 

final right to aseat thereinas such Representative, 
ttee of nine members of the House, to ™ ap 

u m and tbe 


report upo 
H. Roberts shall not 


5 


to be sworn in asa 
as well as of 


After six weeks Ce og a Be iets of the commit- 


tee have reported to the House llowing resolution: 
ane That under the facts mabey mae t gaee, Brigham E 

berts, tative-elect from State ough oO have 0 
folds seat te the House of Representatives, and that the seat to which he 
was elected is hereby declared vacant. ; 

As a member of that committee I had hoped to be one of those 
who might be permitted to discuss at length the law and the other 
questions in this case, but the demand for time on the part 
of the members of this House has been so persistent upon the 
chairman of the committee that I have cheerfully, at his 

all of my time to and more expe 
this for that reason have but a few 


resting upon each 

ht when I came to ths 

Congress a few weeks ttle something about 

law, including constitu law; but I have heard so much 02: 

stitutional law advanced here upon all sorts of questions discussed 

thet I have concluded Soh ows 857 wears there pple 
wyers they include the 

the claimant from Utah [Mr. 









ay 

ea 
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-our humble speaker upon this occasion. [Laugh- 
Roberta ey t constitational awyer, but a simple rural 
member of the foal profession, and, as such, look at legal ques- 
tions in @ common-sense way and take a common-sense view of 
= oe the Constitution to me is a living, breathing, al- 
most human thing; I look into its eyes and see its great soul illu- 
minated by the light of the spirits that framed it, and I see its 
strong arms outstretched to protect the people who live within 
its influence and power, and I always approach it with bared head, 
reverently and with awe, and touch it tenderly; but it seems to 
me the Constitution often in this body—like the cry of ‘‘ Liberty! ”— 
js made to cover & multitude of abuses and used to prevent abso- 
lute adjustment of right and the protection of the institutions 
guarded by it. Does anybody tell me on the floor of this House 
that the framers of that immortal instrument—God rest their souls 
to-day—did not know and fully believe that it had within itself 
the power of protecting itself, and not only the power to protect 
itself, but every creature that it created, including this Congress 
and each branch thereof? . 

This is the spirit, I believe, which actuated the framers of that 
immortal instrument, and it is the spirit in which I look at it, and 
while I have not time but briefly to state my position with refer- 
ence to the law of this case, yet I want to here, now, declare my 
hearty, loyal concurrence in the report of the majority of this 
committee. I believe that report declares the law as it is to-day 
in this American Republic. I believe it declares the law as it re- 
lates to this House, its rights, privileges, and qualifications of its 
members, and I further believe that it declares the law that refers 
to the right of this body to defend itself against imposition, wrong, 
and outrage. There is no question, as stated in the finding of 
facts, but that the claimant from Utah is a polygamist and has 
been since at least 1885. He comes to this House the husband of 
three wives and the father of thirteen children, as is shown by 
the following finding of facts by the committee: 


We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was at the date of his elec- 
tion above the age of 25 years; that he had been for more than seven years a 
naturalized citizen of the United States, and was an inhabitant of the State 
of Utah. 

We further find thatabout 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 
riage has borne him six children. i L 

“That about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 
has ever since lived as such, and who since such mene range borne him six 


children, of whom the were born Au | 

That some years after his said marriage to Celia Dibble he contracted an- 
other plural marriage with Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever since 
lived in the habit and repute of marriage. Your committee is unable to fix 
the exact date of this . It does not appear that he held her out as 
his wife before January, . or that she before that date held him out as 


her husband, or that before that date they were reputed to be husband and 


wit at these facts were generally known in Utah, publicly charged against 
him during his campaign for election, and were not denied by him. 

That the testimony bearing on these facts was taken in the presence of Mr. 
Roberts and that he cross-examined the witnesses, but declined to place 
himself upon the witness stand. 

Believing the law to be as stated by the majority of this com- 
mittee and as ably unded by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McPuErson], I shall 
vote for the exclusion of the claimant from Utah, and also for two 
other reasons: 

First, because he has been and is an open, defiant, persistent, 
and continuous violator of the law for at least the last fifteen 
years and stands convicted in a court of public justice, as well as 
at the bar of public opinion, and is a criminal, unworthy and unfit 
to assist in making the laws for a great nation. 

In 1878, under the en he was a law-abiding citizen of the 
Territory of Utah, In 1 the Edmunds Act was passed, mak- 
ing polygamy an offense inst the laws of the United States. 
Notwi nD ing this fact, in 1885 he married his first plural wife, 
and thus violated that solemn enactment of the National Legisla- 
ture. aa satisfied, when the Edmunds-Tucker Act was en- 
acted, in 1887, he still continued in open and notorious violation of 
that law; children were born to him by his Lye wife, In 1890, 
when President Wilford Woodruff, the official head of the Mormon 
Church, his issued manifesto, he failed to observe and obey the rev- 
elation of the church to which he declares he is so ardently at- 
tached. President Woodruff says: 


Now, I publicly declare that my advice to the Latter-Day Saints is to re- 


frain from contracting any marriage forbidden by the laws of the land. 
9a he continued in hostility and in defiant violation of 
: at declaration of his church organization. In 1891 the presi- 
-_ and apostles of the church declared in a petition to the Pres- 
~~ of the United States that ‘according to our creed the head 
of the church receives from time to time revelation for the guid- 
— ¢ his eee In September, 1890, the present head of the 
sd rected prado WS vin ts cater at as Chek 
members of the Church o 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints that th 


a © law commanding po- 
lygamy “was henceforth suspended.” Still he continued to act in 
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polygamous relationship, notwithstanding the great body of his 
church, as I fully believe, sincerely concurred in that revelation and 
endeavored to obey its commands. 

In 1893 President Harrison issued his proclamation granting 


.pardons to all those who had faithfully observed the law against 


unlawful cohabitation as provided in the Edmunds-Tucker Act of 
1887, and also pardon to those who, since November, 1890, had 
abstained from such unlawful cohabitation, upon the express con- 
dition that they should not further disobey the laws of the United 
States. The claimant from Utah failed to take advantage of this 
most generous declaration of a great President. On September 
25, 1894, President Cleveland, that man with the iron backbone, 
declared in a proclamation that he would grant amnesty and par- 
don to all persons who had offended the laws against polygamy, 

rovided that they had complied with the conditionscontained in 

resident Harrison’s proclamation; still the claimant from Utah 
defied this proclamation; and refused the offers of peace and mercy 
extended to him by President Cleveland. Not satisfied with de- 
fying the laws of the United States, he defied the laws of his own 
State after it was admitted into the Union, for in that constitu- 
tion it is provided that polygamy is forever prohibited. 

Now he comes into this House and plants himself upon the bed 
rock of his religious faith and says, ‘‘ By that I stand or fall,” and 
hypocritically drawing around himself the cloak of that faith, he 
violates the manifesto of the apostles of his church and the peti- 
tion of the heads of that hideous deformity of the West and the 
revelation that he claims was sent by God Himself to the people 
of Utah with whom he associates. My idea is this, that no man 
is a fit man to make laws for this great nation who violates not 
only the law of his land persistently and defiantly, but denies the 
right and the authority and the power of the church to which he 
belongs, 

_ This is briefly my position on the question presented by the ma- 
jority report in its second objection to the claimant becoming a 
member of this House. 

In clean assaults, the defender of our Christian faith in Utah 
advocates abolition of the law vigorously. In an article in the 
Era, of which he is editor, written in 1898, he says: 

It appears to the writer that modern Christians must either learn to tol- 
erate polygamy or give up forever the glorious hope of resting in Abraham's 

m. 


In other words, there is a warfare between modern Christianity 
and the horrid system of polygamy. For one, I believe I speak for 
the great body of the Christian faith in this country when I say 
the hope of resting in Abraham's bosom is not so important as it 
is that we may be permitted to cling with mighty hands to the 
foot of the Cross. This is an insult to the faith of the great body 
of the American people and shows clearly that there has been no 
acceptance by him of that new revelation of his church that po- 
lygam ‘shall be no longer tolerated and its practice no longer in- 

u in. 

ow, one otheridea: The gentleman on my left here, from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], objected to that part of the majority re- 
port referring to the violation of the compact between this Gov- 
ernment and the State of Utah, or, more particularly speaking, 
this Congress and the State of Utah, under the enabling act per- 
mitting it to become a Statein the Union. That act provided per- 
fect toleration of religious sentiment should be secured and that 
no inhabitant of Utah should ever be molested on account of his 
or her mode of religious worship, provided that polygamous or 
plural marriages were forever prohibited. 

1 understand that it has been the practice to put States upon 
terms when they ask for admission into statehood. I live in the 
grandest State in this Union, a State of greater possibilities and 
grander hopes than any other; the only State in the Union where 
you can stand on your front doorsteps and see the State grow every 
day of your life. But that State, born out of the throes and con- 
vulsions of war, appealed to this American Congress for state- 
hood in the years long past. The people came here and demanded 
admission into the Union, and Congress said to them, ‘‘ You can 
not become a State unless you declare an absolute prohibition of 
slavery within your territory.”’ Our peoplesent along that consti- 
tution and they said, ‘“‘ No, that will notdo. Theold mother State, 
the mother of Presidents and of States—Virginia—has a debt, and 
it may be possible in the future that you ought to assume some 
equitable portion of that debt. You must go back to your people 
and put in your constitution a clause saying that you will pay and 
adjust any equitable assignment of the debt of the mother State, 
if any be found.” After we had done that and came back here, 
then we became a part of this great American Union, and I be- 
lieve we are a glorious part of it to-day. 

Be that as it may, that is what this Congress said tous. It has 
been said by the gentleman from Maine {| Mr, LitrLErizLp] that 
there is no Lew for a compact between the State and the National 
Government. That may bo, if you consider the compact to mean 
@ contract, But what does a compact mean? Story, the man 
whom theminority love, ‘‘ the Boswell of the Constitution,” as has 
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been suggested to us, does not say so. He says a compact means 
an ‘‘aggregation or consent of minds” between people. What did 
Utah say? Utah said, ‘Give us statehood and we will abolish 
polygamy;” but she deceptively now says that only polygamous 
marriages should be forbidden, meaning on her part evidently, 
under the testimony in this case, merely a cessation of marriage 
ceremonies, but not of the marriage rights and privileges. She 
did not intend that polygamy as a practice should be killed and 
destroyed, and her people went back and some of them, including 
the claimant from Utah, practiced that crime against morality, 
decency, and American citizenship. 

Marriage is a status, a condition, as tha following‘reference will 
clearly show: 

Marriage.—A contract made in due form oflaw by which aman and woman 
reciprocally engage to live with each other during their joint lives and to 
discharge toward each other the duties imposed by law on the relation of 
husband and wife. Marriage, as distinguished from eee Seatey. 
the mere act of becoming married, is the civil status of one man and one 
woman united in law for life, for the discharge to each other and the com- 
munity of the duties legally incumbent on themselves. 

“ Marriage” is the legal status or condition of husbands and wives, just asin- 
fancy is the legal relation or condition of persons under age.—1 American and 
iaghe. Encyclopedia of Law, volume 14, page 470. 

The act of marriage having been once accomplished, the word becomes 
afterwards to denote the relation itself.—Schowler on Domestic Relations, 22. 

Marriage is the civil status of one man and one woman united in law for 
life under the obligation to discharge to each other and to the community 
those duties which the community, hia laws, holds incumbent on persons 
Wepeeemnenaaies is founded on the distinction of sex.—1 Bishop on Marriage 

c 0TCE, « 

Marriage is a personal relation arising out of a civil contract to which the 
ounene of parties capable of making it is necessary.—Hart's California Civil 

Marriage meansall that the relationship implies, not simply the 
performing of a ceremony, and the American people understood 
that when they gave that State permission to enter the Union. It 
makes no difference what Utah understood, it is what the Amer- 
ican people understood through their Representatives in the Con- 
gress of the United States. And you say, supposing they vio- 
lated that compact, what punishment can be inflicted? I refer 
you to the declaration of Hon. Jere Wilson, who, when this en- 
abling act was before Congress, or the one preceding the one upon 
which the State was admitted, said if Utah violates it, deny it rep- 
resentation; cut off its mail facilities; do other things to show that 
the power of this Government is displeased with the conduct ex- 
hibited in that State. Now, just a word more, The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] the other day refe to public 
opinion, and he warned us to beware of that “evanescent” or 
‘*effervescent”—I do not remember which—opinion which might 
influence judgment upon this floor in the decision of this case. 

I do not know what others may think, but to me public opinion 
is the highest law of any republic and liberty-loving government. 
Why, I remember in 1898, when the determination came to have a 
war with Spain—public opinion all over this land said, ‘‘War!”— 
that brave man up yonder in the White House said, ‘‘ No war until 
it becomes an absolute necessity;” but it came at the behest of a 
mighty public opinion, and when it came party politics were for- 
gotten, partisanship was buried out of sight, and at the behest of 
public opinion you rose as one man in this House and declared in 
favor of the Government and the flag, and I remember in 1898, after 
the election of that year, what public opinion was. It was no evan- 
escent thing in this case especially; it crept into the homes of the 
members of this House and the people of this land; it followed 
them to this capital; it crept into the doors of this House and to 
the seats of the members and into the galleries, representing every 
State in the Union. It was the combined voice of the men, the 
women, and the children of this mighty land denouncing this out- 
rage upon private morality, public decency, and the sanctity of 
the American home. Beginning at the Atlantic, it rolled across 
this country, over our mountains, across rivers and prairies, over 
to the golden shores of the Pacific; yes, further thanthat. It will 
goon untilit reaches the foot of that mimic throne in Sulu and 
destroys forever polygamy in those sun-kissed islands of the sea. 
(Aggionee) 

ere the hammer fell. ] 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] is 
recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 4g eed concur in the opinion 
of the committee that Brigham H. Roberts, of Utah, should not 
hold a seat in the National House of Representatives. I had ho 
that there would be no serious controversy as to the method of 
removing him, and had a resolution been presented to that effect, 
preserving the constitutional rights of the people as I see them, I 
would probably have been content with a mere vote. This is no 
partisan oe ~. Neither is it merely technical. I have no 
reverence for convention or form, except so far as they may guard 
order and protect great right. But, viewing the question as I do 
every sense of duty compels me to give my reasons upon which i 
found my vote. 

I fear we are about to resort to arbitrary force, because we pos- 
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sess it, to the disregard of constitutional right, which sha}] }yoro. 
after come ap te haunt us. I donot refer to the personal right of 
Brigham H. Roberts; in the light of all the facts that concern, 
me but little; but I do refer to the rights of all the constitiyen:< 
of orery Saat who may be here now or in the futyre 
It has been said, “A lion is at the door; shall we let him in:° 
Whatever that may mean, I would warn you that there are pop. 

le on the outside, as well as on the inside, of this Chamber \y),, 

ve no desire to sleep on the inside of that lion. The couragey, 
thing to do is for us to kill it, and not wound it. Not with the 
brute force of a Samson that shall pull down the temple of oy; 
Constitution in ruins upon our head, but with the serene power 
of the law that shall forever silence the roar of that monster, ay) 
sanctify our decree. 

It has been said that this is a tempest in a teapot; that it is of 
too small importance to bother us now or in, the future, a mers 
technicality that should be brushed aside like a fly from a pot of 
sweet ointment. And yet the question here involved could jh. 
used to coerce the States into almost any sort of action upon the 
penalty of refusing to seat any man they might send upon a mere 
partisan majority. It may appear to the common eye no larger 
than a small bullet. Yet i say to you that it strikes a vital prin. 
ciple that might mean decay and death. 

To most persons they have seemed to deem it at worst an insig. 
nificant cloud; and yet that cloud might grow to darken a nations 
horizon and envelop a nation’s sky. It is not a mere question of 
form and technicality. It is a question that received the serious 
and labored consideration of the framers of our Constitution. [t 
was settled by them and the States in the most solemn and benefi- 
cent compact of modern history. The people in order to have 
a stable National Government adopted a Constitution which was 
to contain the fundamental powers of sovereignty. The rest 
belonged to the people. It is the glory of our nation that we are 
free, and the most valued right of all was the one given to the 
people of local self-government, reserving to them all the powers 
not provided for the National Government in the Constitution. 

Among the powers reserved was the right to be represented and 
to choose their own Representative, and have him recognized in 
the halls of Congress. The only restrictions that the Constitu. 
tion imposed were the ones agreed upon as fundamental—the 
age, citizenship, and residence in the State. These three qualiti- 
cations were acknowledged to be such as should be uniform in all 
the States, and a qualification of fitness necessary to be complied 
with by the — If they are present then the people's rep- 
resentative should be recognized, and could not be excluded. 
And no one could be excluded for any other reason, nor any fur- 
ther seep added, unless and until the Constitution be 
amended so as to provide for further restrictions and qualitica- 
tions. This has been done in one instance, so that the qualifica- 
tions now number four. 

Mr. Roberts admittedly does not fail in any of these; therefore 
he should be expelled, but could not be excluded. 

The qualifications being all of them provided by the letter of 
the Constitution, any disregard of the letter of the law would be 
so flagrantly apparent that no danger would be imminent to allow 
amere majority to say whether they were present or not. But 
other things might happen which might destroy the dignity or 
endanger thesafety of the State. This also occurred to the framers 
of the Constitution. They undoubtedly recognized that the power 
of expulsion was a necessary and incidental power to enable the 
House to perform its high functions, and necessary to the safety 
of the State—a power of protection, and an unlimited power, rest- 
ing entirely in the sound discretion of the members, from whose 
judgment there is no appeal except to the supreme court of pub- 
A Sania d danger of this pl they full 

e nec an r plenary power they fully rec- 
ognized. It would have existed in its full vigor and force had 
they not mentioned it in the Constitution. But the people were 
jealous of their rights, and the framers of the Constitution were 
willing to em. They said this is a powerful weapon for 
good or evil. If a mere majority may strike down the 
will and representative of the people, then in times of great pu- 
lic or n excitement this power may shake the very foun(a- 
tion of free government and subvert the Constitution. ‘So they 
reenacted an existing power in order to guard it. And the Cou- 
stitution says we may expel on a two-thirds ey. es, 

Some say this must be construed in connection with its imme- 
diate and connecting clauses and can apply to no other su!))ects 
or actions. To me that tion is not tenable, because it 
would be unlimited without mention. They do not in any terms 
res‘rict it, except to require the solemn conscience of a two-th rs 
majority to invoke it. And this is the rightI plead for. [am 
not advoca the cause of this ular instance, but I spea* 
for a saf of the people against parise" 

aggression. You say it may never happ<. 
say it has happened, and that we are here to see that it never 
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ain. This is the principle and the reason I say that 
this i. pps rivial matter; that it is a principle of great proportions 
and not a mere technicality that we contend for. 
*"| overlook Roberts in this discussion. Whatever rights he may 
claim are all swallowed up in his acts, which are undenied, and 
which must and should encompass his expulsion by a two-thirds 
majority—by unanimous consent, for that matter. But when we 
‘ut him out let us do it right, let us do it so that when the excite- 
seal is over we can say that we have not needlessly torn down more 
than we have uplifted. That we may need no opiate of oblivion 
or forgetfulness to calm our sleepless fears. Youmay think your 
constituents demand hysterical action. You may think they are 
willing to burn their own temple of worship to destroy Roberts, 
and that you will endear yourself to them by the paroxysm of 
your destroying rage. ‘ . 

But 1 say this is no compliment to the American people. They 
say Roberts ought to go, but they want us to put him out under 
the law and with sagacity, om, and common decency. They 
will meet you with no brass bands when they find and fully real- 
ize that you have bartered away their birthright for a mess of 
pottage, even though you have done it in their name and for their 

‘lory. The people are not so emotional as some seem to credit 
them. The great solemn conscience of all the people has thus far 
been right, and it would be well for us to recognize their delib- 
erative abilities, and emulate their sober second thought. The 
principle that I contend for is that when we set aside a repre- 
sentative of the people, let it be only in the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the members. F 

It is too grave an act to be done on slight reasons, or be subject 
to the fluctuating will of political strife or passion’scaprice. Any 
way of getting rid of him would be just in this case; but it 
is the precedent and the future that concerns me. Then 
something has been said about the Edmunds law and a statehood 
compact. The Edmunds law was aTerritorial interdiction. The 
statehood compact was a mere matter of talking to the ear and 
denying the hope. It was egregious credulity on our part, and the 
less said about it the better. No lawyer will give it any binding 
force, and the very nature of statehood prevents its enforcement. 
Besides that, what Roberts has done is not the action of the State. 

When the act of Congress admitting the State took effect, all the 
Territorial laws against polygamy ceased to have any force. 
constitution of Utah provided, as the act of Congress required, that 
‘polygamy and plural marriages are forever prohibited.” This 
provision literally and in legal effect was a mere prohibition of 
future marriages of that sort. Butif the provisions were disre- 
garded, Congress could do nothing about it unless it should by 
force of arms overset the government of the State and reduce it to 
a conquered territory and then beginagain. The question, then, as 
to the right of Mr. Roberts to be a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is precisely the same as that of a member elected from 
| other State. 

r. Roberts is living in a state of polygamy. The question 
merely is whether the House has the constitutional right to refuse 
to allow him to take the oath of office on account of his living in 
violation of the promise of the State, if it amounted to that, as it 
does not; or on account of his violating the laws of Utah, if there 
be any prohibiting those relations. The Constitution of the United 
States declares that each House of Congress shall be the judge of 
the election and qualifications of its members, nothing more. 
The election is to be determined by the law of Congress concern- 
ing it and Hy Beyer else. The c ter or behavior of the per- 
son elected has nothing to do with that question. 

Then comes the question of the qualification of the member. 
The Constitution defines specifically what the qualifications must 
be. First, the person must be a citizen of the United States. 
Second, he must beofa certain age. Third, he must reside in the 
State which elects him. The House has no power to add other 
qualifications, either affirmatively or negatively. It will be ex- 
tremely dangerous to the sAfety and welfare of the States for Con- 
gress to esta ‘a peecedent of requiring other qualifications for 
reasons that you will readily appreciate. I think, therefore, that 
the House has no power ani would do a wrong thing to exclude 
because his conduct was in violation of the law of his State or of 
the engagement of the State I have referred to. But the House, 


on determining that Mr. Roberts is unworthy to be one of its 
members, mai 


t y constitutionally him. 

I will not discuss theright toexpel him further; the power of self- 
preservation ras it; the Constitution warrants it; practice, 
brecedent, and the judiciary have confirmed it. But it shall be 
oa only in the exercise of great necessity, and that is guarded 

y the requirement of a two-thirds majority. I congratulate the 
intty Upon the ability of the investigations and the searching 
of ta of the committee who have had this in charge. I spea 
h oth the majority and theminority. Nocase of similar nature 
country, ‘ls conetwill bo a eeeeenen Cee ec te 

. case a ent undoubtedly 
followed for time It will be used as an authority 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


————————————————————————oooooOooEeEEEeEeEeEeoeyeeS—eSG—ee—— 


| 
| 


LIS9 
on the subject of exclusion and expulsion in this and other coun- 
tries. Therefore we should make it right. 

I can give no other reason for speaking upon this subject. Let 
us make our decision clear and unambiguous. Let us make it fair 
and consistent with the principles of eternalright. Let no taint of 
brute force destroy its virtue. Every debauch of passion or power 
has its reaction. If you vote for the resolution of the majority of 
the committee, even though the vote be unanimous, the precedent 
will be construed as for exclusion on a mere majority. Do not be 
beguiled into the delusion that you are preserving the rights of the 
people because a possible two-thirds will vote for a resolution 
whose words mean exclusion and notexpulsion. They revilethis 
kind of talk as the hairsplitting refinements of the lawyer—they 
belittle the usefulness of a trained, legal mind—yet we are making 
laws, and some one will have to construe them. 

No one can do this without performing the functions of a law- 
yer no matter what his other occupation is nor how much he may 
try to conceal it. They say the people want this man out, and 
that they are tired of technicalities; that they want fact and not 
form, horse sense and less hair-splitting. Yes; they want Roberts 
out. You are right about that—and they want him put out with 
expediency. But I say to you my people want him put out, but 
they have intrusted me to do it right. They do not expect me to 
trade off their liberties in doing it, nor to sacrifice a sacred right 
in accomplishing it. They do not want to be hampered by useless 
forms and conventions, and no doubt they would demand that I 
use horse sense while I am about it. 

But I have no idea that when they say horse sense that they 
mean for us to throwdown all the reins of government, to discard 
all curb in unbridled license, to cast aside all the restricting har- 
ness of law, and then ride to the devil like Tam O’Shanter and his 
tailless mare. It has been to the eternal credit of the House that 
so far in this debate Mr. Roberts has been amply treated with that 
civilized and generous courtesy that belongs to broad citizenship 
andthe principle we contend for in advocating hisexpulsion. Shall 
we eventually destroy it all, in the final exercise of illegitimate 
force and in the contemplation of a fractured Constitution? Law- 
less force and power may make a martyr of any person in any 
cause. 

In the final and last judgment it is the constitutional habit of 


The | many people to take sides with the under dog in a one-sided con- 


flict. It might not be a foolish suggestion that it would be mar- 
tyrdom to the gentleman from Utah if he were not martyred by 
us. As for me, 1 do not care to add any sympathy for the cause 
of polygamy in the minds of anyone, however misguided they 
might be in that feeling, by making him a martyr in any sense. 
I do not care to drag him into fame or notoriety by any indefensi- 
ble action. I do not want him to seek refuge on a pedestal, to be 
crowned by any laurel wreath of pity. I do not want to forgea 
thunderbolt that shall rend this forum in a fearful chasm at your 
feet. I plead with you to pause before doing that, if not for your 
own sake, then for the sake of the people who have committed 
their dear rights to your protecting charge. 

The immense importance of this exhausting investigation will 
make our action a mighty precedent which, if wrong, will engulf 
too many priceless privileges for a needless sacrifice. And I warn 
you now that some day you will throw into that yawning gulf a 
nobler citizenship than Marcus Curtius before it closes, Itis an 
unnecessary sacrifice. We need not swear him in; we may expel 
him now. To swear him in is a formality that may be dispensed 
with when it is the well-known intention to expel him afterwards. 
I do not believe in the necessity of doing a vain and unnecessary 
thing. To expel him now or exclude him—thereis nothing sacred 
in aname—would effectually dispose of him; and should the motion 
say it was done in the theory and intention thatit required a two- 
thirds vote to accomplish it,as in the case of an expulsion, then 
the precedent would be right, and the case could not be hereafter 
amd for arbitrary force and partisan perversion. With sucha 
resolution there would not only be atwo-thirds majority, it would 
be practically unanimous. I ask you: What stronger blow could 

you give infamous polygamy—a Democratic polygamist expelled 
y unanimous execration of both Republicans and Democrats? 

To those who affect a doubt that a person can be expelled only for 
acts done as a member, I would refer them to the facts as found. 
Roberts has not only been a polygamist, but he is now a polyga- 
mist, and does not deny it. Surely there can be no reasonable 
controversy upon that point; and now, in closing, I want to say 
again that I plead for no unnecessary and needless act. I stand 
on no technicality. There is no hairsplitting in my contention. 
I simply ask that we apply the rule in this case that a two-thirds 
majority is necessary. I do not apply it here for any purpose 
affecting this case, but for the precedent it will make in the future 
and the harm that will flow from any other precedent. I want to 
put Roberts out because he is a polygamist. 

I do not want to make a narrow and bairsplitting precedent 
confined to Utah, as it would be if you depended upon the laws 
and supposed compact relating to that State alone in support of 
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your action. I want the precedent big enough and broad enough 
to cover a polygamist coming here from any State in the Union. 
And | would do it under the broad principle that any legislative 
body may purge itself when it becomes so necessary and right 
that two-thirds of its body agres to the act. When you vote to 
- him out or exclude him because you say that Utah has violated 
er compact of statehood, you not only can not defend that prop- 
osition as a matter of law, but you restrict the action toa limited 
section of our country, to ana acts in the State of Utah. 

There are Mormons and Mormon polygamists in other States. 
This is not a State question; it is not a sectional question; it is 
not a oo question. No; it is more than all that; itisaques- 
tion of the honor of our body, of the civilization of our country, 
of the purity of our home. I will not vote to put him out because 
he is a Mormon as a religious belief to govern his actions here 
or his hopes hereafter; but I do it because he is a fae y yon 
and a propagandist of polygamy; because he has added to that 
faith of his a religion of lust and a creed of crime; because he is 
a blot and a stain upon the national escutcheon and a desecrator 
and blasphemer of the American home. It is the home he has 
despoiled, the cradle of all American hope, the bulwark of all 
American grandeur, 

I have been told pees who agreed with my views that 
they would not vote that way because they were afraid we could 
not get a two-thirds majority. Ido not believe that. This ques- 
tion lies too near the hearts and clusters too close around the hal- 
lowed hearth of home and country for anyone in this Chamber to 
raise the voice of party in the call of aye and no. To them this 
home and country of ours is as sacred and holy as it is to us. 
There is no section—no North or South, no East or West—in this 
question. We are on common ground here, and I tell you now 
that upon a resolution saving a two-thirds principle the vote 
will be practically unanimous. 

Roberts is already out—the vote is a mere matter of form. 

You say that precedent is asmall irregularity, a slight violation, 
and ought not to be considered of importance. Englandsaid that, 
and to-day every English-speaking man, woman, and child knows 
the name of Cromwell. Still, she did not learn the lesson, and 
to-day I am pleading for the same right that Junius immortalized— 
in this National House of Representatives of a nation peerless 
among the nations of the earth—lost to England over a hundred 

ears ago. 
. The French Directory said that, and then waded through the 
carnage of fraternal conflict in the most horrible debauch of blood 
that ever caused the world to shudder, at last to flee for ref i 
the ensanguined arms of Napoleon. Of the power of t,i 
would quote Junius, a name dear to every American and to the 
lovers of freedom everywhere. 

Junius says: 

One precedent creates another. They soon accumulate and constitute law. 
What yesterday was fact to-day is doctrine. Examples are ———— to jus- 
tify the most dangerous measures; and where they do not t exactly, the 
defect is supplied by analogy. 

And Sterne says: 

Precedentshre the bane and di of | tion. They arenot needed to 
justify right measures and are a utely insufficient to excuse wrong ones. 

‘Sir, a single brick may be stolen from a building without much 
apparent injury to the ce, but let the example of the first rob- 
ber be followed by others, and presently the whole fabric will 
tumble into ruins, Itisfrom such small and apparently insignifi- 
cant attacks that governments and constitutions fall. A leak no 
larger than a spearhead will sink the most gallant ship that ever 
swam the ocean. A crevasse may be made, even by a reptile, 
which will let in the waters of the Mississippi till whole counties 
are inundated. When men’s liberties are di y attacked b 
open force, there is but little to fear. They see their danger ont 
meet it boldly. But when, under pretense of a popular measure, 
under the disguise of friendship for the people, a blow is struck 
at the Constitution of the country, then is the time for alarm. 
From open enemies the — can always defend themselves; to 
treacherous friends they fall an easy prey.” [Loud applause. 

For these reasons I am going to vote to expel Roberts, and to 
expel him immediately, without form or fiction; but I put myself 
on record that whatever terms are used in one my vote here 
and hereafter shall be counted as upholding constitutional 
safeguard of a two-thirds majority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, when I arrived 


at the House this morning I had no purpose of taking any part in“ 


this debate. 
The personality of the member-elect from Utah has ceased to 
saree Seeetibctinnl tie = Kas ee, We are a 
constitution e people an prerogatives o 
is body. When the question was ear 2 committee so 
able as which has considered and reported upon it I rested in 
the hope and belief that they would provide a safe and sure path- 
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“0, 
way for our action. But when I found the conclusions of the 
majority challenged by an able minority report and by the power. 
ful speech of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirtierir:) , 
credit alike to him, his constituency, his State, and this Hous, | 
felt it my duty as an individual member to consider the questo, 
for myself as best I could in the limited time within my disj)5,) 
I did so, and I came to conclusions which I can state in a sing), 
sentence. . 

I believe we have the right either to exclude or to expe), ang | 
believe it to be expedient that we exercise the right of exclnsjoy. 

Both these powers are dangerous powers. Both of them ar, 
powers which are subject to abuse; but so are many powers dan. 
gerous, so are many powers subject to abuse; and because a joo; 
is subject to abuse is no reason why it has not an existence. \, 
must exercise this power under our responsibility to the country, 
This is its only and sufficient saf . , 

In considering whether we ought to exclude or expel—becays, 
it seems to be agreed that we should do one or the other—th, 
contending factions have appealed to the decisions of courts. t, 
the observations of commentators, and to the proceedings of jar. 
liamentary bodies. I desire to say as briefly as I can how [ rank 
the respective authorities. 

I get no light from the decisions of the courts. They are dea). 
ing with no such question as is before us to-day. They are dealing 
with the — of subordinate officers—officers often of the crea. 
tion of the legislature itself. We are dealing with the rights of g 
great liamentary body which is invested by the Constitutioy 
with the right to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its mem 

I get little aid from the commentators. Very few of them haye 
discussed the exact case which is before usto-day. Their language 
is general; their opinions are in conflict. I go to the only source 
of trueand governing authority in this proceeding, and tiiat is the 
decisions of the Senate and the House, and am content to abide by 
whatIfindthere. I find that there have been numerous precedents, 
in which each House has declared that it had a right to exclude 
a member-elect for the lack of some qalification other than those 
prescribed in the Constitution. The senate, in the‘case of Miles, 
in 1844, asserted its jurisdiction to exclude one of its members if he 
were insane. 

The Senate again, in the case of Thomas, in 1867, asserted its 
jurisdiction to exclude one of its members because he was disloyal 
and, in fact, excluded him by a vote of 27 to 20. 

I find aguin, in 1862, in the case of Stark, the report of a con- 
mittee, w Mr. Trumbull wrote, asserting the right of the Sen- 
ate to exclude one of its members for lack of a qualification not 
prescribed in the Constitution. In the Senate debates .I find the 
authority of Sumner on the side of the right of exclusion. 

Coming to the House, I find that, in the cases that have been de 
nominated the Kentucky cases. in eight instances the House as- 
serted its right to exclude members-elect for disloyalty and acted 
upon that assertion in six instances. 

I find again in the Whittemore case, in 1870, the House asserted 
its right to exclude a member for dishonorable conduct, and 


excl him. 

I find again, alth I rest little upon that, that the House as- 
serted its right to exclude a Delegate from Utah. On the other 
hand, I 1 in vain through all the precedents for a single one 
against this right. If we now declare that we have not the right 
to exclude for a lack of qualification not prescribed in the Consti- 
tution, we do so for the time. Di all former prec- 
edents we yay td ears I will have no part in this. lam 
un . Speaker, ve up a great preroga 
House wich has been sree for a mel and accordingly | 
stan majority pplause. 

the hammer fell i 


Here s 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. (1150') 


is secnguiees 4 
Mr, IN. Mr. Speaker, I agree that the question that now 
House is one of a very grave nature, and | am sure 
ee has been bestowed upon it has been cou: 
or rather some misgivinss, 45% 
at the door of the House; but 
careful of the matter, studying the Const: 
tution itself and not allowing myself to be bewildered or entangle! 
by diverse Str ssa Ihave pee ae os concisk . 
entirely satisfactory to myself—that ouse e constitu: 
sits Ls oan but ao 2B power te promi his 4 
1s entrane 
Tt would be a monstrous state of 
d not clean before 1S 
its halls. Upona 
in issue I find that the Constitution 
for a Represent+ 
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THE HOUSE HAS THE POWER TO EXCLUDE. 
Mr. Speaker, let us examine the Constitution on this question. 


guage is: 

— _ shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
its own members. 

This. ‘House, then, is the judge of the qualifications of its own 

members, and is the sole judge. There is no other court for the 

decision of this question; and from its decision there is no appeal. 

Our decision is a finality. — : 

But in making our decision we must be governed by the Con- 
stitution, in so far as the Constitution lays down rules for our 
government or our guidance. What, then, does the Constitution 
say upon the subject? I read: 

Xo person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained the age 
of 25 years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who shall 
pot, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be chosen. 

That is, a Representative must be at least 25 years of age, seven 
years a Citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the 
State choosing him. 

The Constitution does not say that a person 25 years of age, seven 
years a citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant of the State 
choosing him, has all of the qualifications necessary for a Repre- 
sentative. It merely says that a person whois not 25, not a citizen 
for seven years, and not an inhabitant of the State choosing him 
shall not be a Representative. ot 

You will thus see, Mr. Speaker, that the Constitution does not 
specify any qualifications for a Representative; it merely specifies 
the disqualifications. It does not say who are eligible; it only says 
who are ineligible. [Applause.] _ a 

I think, Mr. Speaker, this analysis of the Constitution shows 
very clearly that those gentlemen are mistaken who contend that 
any person 25 years of age, seven years a citizen, and an inhabit- 
ant of the State choosing him has the right to be sworn in under 
the Constitution, and that this House can not dictate any other 
conditions, or annex any other qualifications, or impose any other 
requirements, 

THE CONSTITUTION CONSTRUED. 

Mr. Speaker, let us do as the gentlemen on the other side of this 
question insist we shall do, and convert these three disqualifica- 
tions into qualifications. 

First. The Representative must be a ‘‘ person.” 

A woman is a “‘person.” Would a woman be qualified? 

A demented man is a “person.” Would he be qualified? 

A leper or man afflicted with any other infectious or obnoxious 
disease is a ‘“‘person.” Would such a man be qualified? 

Second. The Representative must be a ‘‘citizen of the United 
States.” 

A citizen convicted of treason, but out on bail because of an 
appeal pending, is yet a “citizen.” Would he be qualified when 
he appears in the uniform of the public enemy and avowing his 
hostility to our country? 

Third. The Representative must be an “ inhabitant of the State 
in which he shall be chosen.” 

Suppose he should inhabit the State in which he shall be chosen, 
and yet do business, vote, and exercise other acts of citizenship in 
an adjoining State—just as many men are inhabitants of New Jer- 
sey and yet do business, vote, and exercise other acts of citizen- 
ship in New York—would such an “inhabitant” be qualified? 

It will thus be seen, Mr. Speaker, that if these real disqualifica- 
tions are reversed into supposed qualifications they would them- 
selves have to be ,and so the arguments of the gentlemen 
on the other side would fall to the ground, and we would return 
to our starting point and find that, after all, the House would have 
to be the judge of the qualifications of its members. [sores] 

The Constitution — that Representatives be ‘‘ bound by 
an oath or affirmation to support this Constitution.” 

So it may be said that this oath or affirmation is at least a con- 
dition precedent; and if the _ oe of the gentlemen on the 
other side be correct, then this House has no authority to add to 
this oath. But it has been added to, and we are required to swear 
not only to support the Constitution, but to bear true allegiance 
to tho United States and to faithfully discharge our duties as 
Representatives, 

THE HOUSE THE JUDGE, 


No, Mr. Speaker, the Constitution prescribes no qualifications 
for members of this House; it p bes three disqualifications, 
and it stops there. Herein the wise, patriotic, and far-seeing 
statesmen who framed that —_ charter of republican govern- 
ment showed their capacity for so great an undertaking. They 
were willing to trust the wisdom, patriotism, and impartiality 
of the House to meet all questions as they came forth from the 
womb of thefuture. They said to the House of Representatives, 
of the qualifications of your own mem- 
any person under 25 and not seven 

of the United States and not an inhabitant of the 
him.” These areall the restrictions or limitations 
in the quali- 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, this being the true construction of the Con- 
stitution and Brigham H. Roberts having no constitutional dis- 
qualification, let us see if he has any other disqualification. 

On December 4, 1899, when he appeared here to take the oath 
of office, this House, on objection being made, then and there 
denied him the right to be sworn in on the ground that it was 
charged he was ineligible, and a special committee of nine mem- 
bers was selected to investigate the charges made, with power to 
send for persons and papers and examine witnesses on oath. 

THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE 

This committee have made their examinations and investiga- 
—_ and have unanimously agreed upon the following finding of 

acts: 


We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah and was at the date of his elec 
tion above the age of 25 years: that he had been for more than seven years a 
~~ ae citizen of the United States and was an inhabitant of the State 
o tah 

We further find that about 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar 
riage has borne him six children 

Phat about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 
has ever since lived as such, and who since such marriage has borne him six 
children, of whom the last were twins, born August 11, 1897 

That some years after his said marriage to Celia Dibble he contracted 
another plural marriage with Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever 
since lived in the habit and repute of marriage. Your committee is unable 
to fix the exact date of this marriage. It does not appear that he held her 
out as his wife before January, 1897, or that she before that date held him out 
as her husband, or that before that date they were reputed to be husband 
and wife. 


_ That these facts were generally known in Utah, publicly charged against 
him during his campaign for election, and were not denied by him 
That the testimony bearing on these facts was taken in the presence of 


Mr. Roberts, and that he fully cross-examined the witnesses, but declined to 
piace bimself upon the witness stand. 

Seven members of the committee, Republicans and Democrats, 
favor the exclusion of Mr. Roberts. Two members of the com- 
mittee, one a Republican and the other a Democrat, favor his ad- 
mission and then his immediate expulsion. 


THE GROUNDS OF EXCLUSION, 
The majority of the committee find three distinct grounds of 
disqualification, . In their report they say: 


Three main grounds are asserted for the exclusion of Roberts from mem- 
bership in the House. 


I. He is disqualified by reason of his violation of the Edmunds Act and the 
declared policy of disqualification in section 5. 


ll. He is disqualified because for years he has been livingin open, flagrant, 
and notorious defiance of the statutes of Utah and in open, flagrant, and no 
torious defiance of the statutes of Congress—of the very body which he now 
seeks to enter; in defiance of the law as declared by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and in defiance of the proclamations of Presidents Harr 
son and Cleveland. He has persistently held himself above the law. This is 
disloyalty inits very essence. In the language of Chief Justice Waite in the 
Reynolds case, this would in effect “ permit every citizen to become a law 
unto himself. Government could exist only in name under such circum 
stances.” 

Ill. His election as Representative is an explicit and most offensive vio 
lation of the understanding by which Utah was admitted as a State. It is 
an act of unmatched audacity, the possibility of which could no more have 
been considered when the State of Utah was admitted than that a specific 
permission would have been given to renew the practice of polygamous mar- 
riages. 


THE WAR AGAINST POLYGAMY 


The Congress of the United States has been fighting polygamy 
in Utah ever since 1862, but all its efforts failed to overcome the 
subterfuges and devices of the Mormon Church and of Mormon 
judges and Mormon juries until in 1882 the Edmunds Act was 
passed by Congress, making a polygamist ineligible to hold any 
office under the United States. 

And in utter, reckless, defiant violation and disregard of this 
law, this man Roberts comes here and demands the high office 
of a seat inthis House. Heis a polygamist of the rankest sort 
and of the most wicked and reprehensible type. He has been con- 
victed of polygamy and confined in a penitentiary as a punish- 
ment for his crime, and has been pardoned out on condition that 
he would abandon his polygamous practices and observe the laws 
against unlawful cohabitation. ut instead of doing this he 
has returned like a dog to his vomit and like a sow to her mire, 
and is now living with his three wives, in open, flagrant, defiant 
violation of the law and in willful, wanton, wicked disregard of 
the conditions of the President's pardon. 

MONOGAMY OUR LAW AND OUR RELIGION. 

Marriage in our law, and in the law of every Christian nation 
in the world, is‘the union of one man and one woman so long as 
they both shall live, to the exclusion of all others, by an obliga- 
tion which neither can dissolve during the lifetime of the other 
without the consent of the state. This sort of marriage is termed 
monogamy. 

If monogamy be overthrown and polygamy substituted, our so- 
cial system would soon come to an end, Christianity itself would 
be discredited and fearfully crippled, our civilization would de- 
generate into a sort of barbarism, and the fabric of free govern- 
ment would tumble into ruins. 

And yet the Mormon Church, in its unholy scheme of lust, 
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treason, and ambition, would knock out the master bolt of mo- 
nogamy that binds our social oem. our religion, our civilization, 
and our liberty all into one harmonious and happy whole, and 
thereby wreck at one fell stroke the work of thousands of years 
of the best efforts of the best men and best women of the best na- 
tions of the earth. 

Hence it is that I brand polygamy as a sort of high treason against 
mankind, a high treason against religion and law, a high treason 
against civilization and liberty, a high treason against the best 
hopes of men and women,\and a bold and impious defiance of the 
God of high heaven. 

Mr. Speaker, we can not admit here a man who is the practicer, 
the advocate, the champion, and the representative of this sort of 
high treason, and if admitted, it shall never be done with the aid 
and sanction of my vote. 

One of the best ways to extirpate polygamy isto put upon it the 
brand of public odium, and to make that brand so large and so 
deep and so black that it may not only be seen all the way to Utah, 
but all over the United States and all over the world. The ax 
must be laid to the root of this upas tree of polygamy, and my vote 
= day shall give it one deep stroke, even if nobody else strikes 
with me, 

POLYGAMY A CURSE AS WELL AS A CRIME. 


Some of these Mormon women whose husbands or fathers have 
several wives may, for reasons best known to themselves, pretend 
that they are satisfied; but, Mr. Speaker, they are not satisfied. 
God has not made them that way. No religion has ever been 
found that can make them satisfied. Woman's heart can never 
enshrine a man who claims another woman for a wife; or if it 
could, grief and tears would be her constant portion. In secret 
and in silence the deep grief of the first Mormon wife feeds upon 
her loving heart, blasts the roses in her cheeks, and deadens the 
fires of joy in her once beauteous eyes. In words she may deny 
her grief, but God has written that grief too plainly upon her face 
for words to gainsay it. Polygamy is a cankerworm that feeds 
by night and feeds by day upon everything that is pure and 
sweet in the heart of every woman whose body and soul are chained 
to the carcass of a polygamous husband. 

There is no nuptial happiness except in the loving union of two 

ersons, and only two—one man and one woman. Truly has Tom 
oore sung: 
There's a bliss beyond all that the minstrel has told, 
When two that are linked in one heavenly tie, 


With heart never changing, and brow never cold, 
Love on through all ills, and love on till they die. 


One hour of a passion so sacred is worth 
Whole ages of heartless and wandering bliss; 
And, O! if there be an Elysium on earth, 
It is this, it is this. 


And I may add if there be a hell on earth it is to be found in the 
harems of polygamy. 

Polygamy is not only a crime against society, religion, law, and 
civilization, but it is the crime of crimes against womanhood; the 
crime of crimes against wifehood; the crime of crimes against 
— It robs the woman of a husband and robs the child of 
a father. 

lf there be a bolt in the armory of heaven —— forged to 
fall upon and blast some monstrous violator of woman’s dearest 
rights and man’s holiest duties, great God of the skies, let that 
bolt fall in all its red-hot, seething fury upon the impious head of 
the preacher of polygamy. 

Let this House say this day to Mormon polygamy: ‘‘ Thus far 
shalt thou come and no farther, and here shall 7 vile waves be 
stayed. Thou shalt not pollute these floors with the slime of thy 
treasonable villainy.” 

THE MORMON RELIGION. 


I have yet other grounds of objection to the admission of Mr. 
Roberts; and here in my place I charge that he appearg here not 
so much a Representative of the State of Utah as a representative 
of the Mormon Church, a hierarchy whose aim is to supplant the 
Christian religion and overthrow the Constitution and Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to the elucidation and establish- 
ment of this charge I invite your attention and the attention of 
all the members of this House. 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, and as we all know, Mormonism was 
begotten by fraud upon the body of credulity, and nursed into 
strength by hope of gain. The so-called Book of Mormon, writ- 
ten as a biblical romance byan eccentric preacher named Spauld- 
ing, fell into the hands of one Joseph Smith, a sort of fanatical 
crank, who worea high white hat, kept a cake and beer shop, and 

retended to have seen many supernatural beings, and even to 
cone had wrestling matches with the devil. 

Joseph Smith pretended that he had dug up near Pen 
N. Y., some so-called golden plates covered wi tian hiero- 

lyphics, and these plates he pretended to translate, but, in reality, 
fis translation was nothing but Parson mana biblical ro- 
mance somewhat changed. And in this way, about the year 
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1820, came into existence the Book of Mormon, the so-called Bi\)\, 
of the Mormon Church, denominated by them the “ Church 0; 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints.” After settling first at Kirt. 
land, Ohio, then in Nauvoo, Ill., in 1847 they emigrated to Uta) 
and founded Salt Lake City. 


THE SPREAD OF MORMONISM. 


From this wretched and farcical beginning has grown th, 
monstrous hierarchy called Mormonism, which has not »)\y 
spread its influence all over the great State of Utah, but is jy. 
trenching itself in Nevada, in Idaho, in Colorado, in Wyoming. 
and in Arizona; and I think it safe to say that the number of 
Mormons in the United States to-day is over 300,000. 

For fifty — the Mormon Church has been sending its ris. 
sionaries all over the United States and Canada and over parts of 
Europe, especially Denmark, Sweden, Norway, and England, and 
these missionaries having gathered up thousands and tens of thoy. 
sands of converts, mostly poor people, by telling them Utah was 
the new promised land and that everyone who went there and 
became a good Mormon would receive from the Lord, through 
the Mormon Church, a large tract of land and all the assistance 
nece to build them a house and clear up and fence a good 
farm. ey were also told that Joseph Smith was the speci] 
prophet of the Almighty, and that it had been revealed to Smit) 
and later on to his successor, Brigham Young, that the Mormons 
were the true saints of the Lord and were destined to possess the 
whole earth, and that the saints were even now gathering together 
in Utah, as both the Christian Bible and the Mormon bible had 
foretold. 

And, Mr. Speaker, these Mormon missionaries are more numer- 
ous and more busy thanever. In the States of the South they are 
especially active, and are to be found in every section. Last year 
they had large gatherings in some of the Southern cities, and 
hundreds of Mormon missionaries and converts attended, and 
great demonstrations of rejoicing and thanksgiving were made at 
these convocations. 

The Mormon priesthood carefully conceals its secret purposes 
from even its own converts, Their missionaries preach to satisfy 
the yearnings of the poor and the sympathies of the unsophisticated 
and to delight those who love the wonderful, the mysterious, and 
the supernatural. Nine-tenths of the doctrines they teach are, in 
substance, Christian truths, and in this way they gain access to 
the confidence of many, and thus ultimately lead them astray. 


MORMON PLANS EXPOSED. 


In order to know what Mormonism really is we must go to 
Utah and must learn what it was when Brigham Young was in 
power, before the Mormon grtemioes had entered upon their 
campaign to deceive the people of the United States into admit- 
ting Utah into the Union as a State. 

I will here lay down ag comogrey in reference to the Mormon 
Church, and I will prove them to the satisfaction of every fair- 
minded man: 

First. Not religion but political power is the chief object of 
the Mormon Church. 

Second. That to obtain political power the priesthood have or- 
ganized an ecclesiastical hierarchy, whose purpose is to exercise 
absolute and arbitrary power over all the members of their church, 
and through these members over as many others as possible. 

Third. t the ambition of this hierarchy is first to contro! the 
Rocky Mountain States, then through these States to contro! the 
vas States, and through the United States to control the wholes 
world. 

Fourth. That in the furtherance of these plans polygamy was 
ordained in order to more rapidly multiply the population and to 
— the members together as common participators in a common 


crime. 

Fifth. That in the execution of their plans the Mormon hier- 
archy will unhesitatingly commit any crime, and have committed 
hun of times the crimes of treason, murder, arson, and rob- 
bery, and have practiced frauds, manufactured falsehoods, and 
participated in all manner of villainies. % 

The first witness I will call is Bishop Lunt, one of the chief 
priests of Mormonism, who, in 1880 e this statement to a cor- 

ndent of the San Francisco Chronicle to show the growth 
and plans and mission of Mormonism: 


WHAT BISHOP LUNT SAID. 
Like a grain of mustard seed was the truth ted in Zion, and it is des- 
tined to spread all over the world. Ourchurch been organized only fifty 
and yet behold its wealth and power. We look forward with perf 
confidence to the day when we will hold reins of the United States Gov- 
ernment. * * * After that wee to control the continent. To Jay 
we hold the balance of r in we rule Utah absolutely, and in4 
time in and yoming. 
we d Terri i oe © 
be pa Oe ans 
accom ‘or urch. some great police 
walitinat partion will tia for our support. We wil! —_ 
of power, and will dictate to the country. Utah will be a 
State, and the other Territories we have subjuz*t 
also. We possess the ability to turn the political sca'e 10 
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community we desire. * * * Our people are obedient. 

ony eines are called by the church they promptly obey. They sell their 

houses, lands, and stock, and remove to any part of the country the church 

“ ; direct them to. You can imagine the results which wisdom may bring 

“bout with the assistance of a church organization such asours. It is the 
completest one the world has ever seen. 


CONGRESSMAN CRADLEBAUGH'S TESTIMONY. 


My second witness is the Hon. John Cradlebaugh, a Delegate 
from the then Territory, now State, of Nevada, and who had been 
a United States judge in Utah. Nevada adjoins Utah for 400 
miles. While a member of this House, in 1863, Judge Cradle- 
paugh said, among other things: 


Having resided for some time among the Mormons, become acquainted 
with thelr ecclesiastical polity, their habits and their crimes, I feel I would 
not be discharging my duty if I failed to impart such information as I have 
acquired in reg to this people in our midst who are building up, consoli- 
dating, and daringly carryiug out a system subversive of the Constitution 
and laws and fatal to morals and true religion. 

Mormonism is one of the monstrosities of the age in which we live. It 
seems to have been reserved for the model Republic of the world, for the 
nineteenth century, * * * to produce an idle, worthless vagabond of an 
impostor, who heralds forth a creed repulsive to every refined mind, opposed 
to every generous impulse of the human heart, and a faith which commands 
a violation of the rights of hospitality, sanctifies falsehood, enforces the sys- 
tematic deg tion of woman, not only permits but orders the commis- 
sion of the vilest lusts in the name of the A mighty God himself, and teaches 
that it is a sacred duty to commit the crimes of theft and murder. It is sur- 
prising that such a aith, taught, too, in the coarsest and most vulgar way, 
should meet with any success. Yet, in less than a third of a century it gir- 
dies the globe. Its missionaries are planted in every place. You find them 
all over Europe, thick through England and Wales, traversing Asia and 
Africa, and braving the billows of the southern oceans, to seek proselytes. 
‘And, as if to crown its achievements, it establishes itself in the heart of one 
of the greatest and most powerful Governments of the world, establishes 
therein a theocratic government overriding all other government, putting 
the laws at deflance. * * * f 

Mormonism repudiates the celibacy imposed by the Catholic religion upon 
its priesthood, and takes in its stead the voluptuous impositions of the Mo- 
hammedanChurch. It preaches openly that the more wives and children its 
men have in this world the purer, the more influential and conspicuous they 
will be in the next; that wives, children, and property will not only be re- 
stored but doubled in the resurrection. It adopts the use of prayers for 
the dead and baptism as a part of its creed. Mormons claim to be favored 
with marvelous gifts, oe pouee of cpeanme in tongues, of casting out devils, 
of curing the sick, and of healing the lame and the halt. They claim that 
they have a living prophet, seer, and revelator who holds the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven, and through whose intercession alone access can be had. 
They recognize the Bible, but they interpret it to suit themselves, and hold 
that it is subject to be chan by new revelation. 

One of their doctrines is that of continued progression to ultimate perfec- 
tion. They say God was but a man, who went on developing and tneventing 
until he reached his present en capacity; and they teach that Mormons will 
be equal to him; in a word, tha Mormons will become gods. They teach 
the shedding of blood for the remission of sins, or, in other words, that if 1 
Mormon apostatizes his throat shall be cut and his blood poured out upon the 
ground for the remission of his sin. * * * They hold that the prophet's 
revelations are binding ape their consciences and that they are bound to 
obey him in ail things. ey say that the earth and the fullness thereof is 
the Lords; that they are *s chosen people on ‘earth; that their mission on 
earth is to take charge of God’s property; seal in other words, they 
teach that it is a dut: rob and steal from the gentiles. * * * 

They claim that Mormonism is to go on spreading until it overthrows all 
the nations of the earth, and, if necessary for its accomplishment, its success 
shall be consummated by the sword; that Jackson County, Mo., is to be the 
seat of empire of the Mormon Church; that hence the Mormons are to be 
finally gathered, and from that Zion shall proceed a power that will dethrone 
kings, subvert dynasties, and subjugate all the nations of the earth. 


THE CRIMES OF MORMONISM. 

Judge Cradlebaugh then proceeds to enumerate the specific 
crimes and atrocities committed by the Mormon priesthood, show- 
ing that the head of the Mormon Church is supreme autocrat, 
from whose command there is no appeal and whose power to en- 
force his will is swiftly put forth and effectively executed, by 
fraud if profitable, by force if expedient, by murder if necessary. 

Judge Cradlebaugh shows how the Mormon Church controlled 
juries and judges, how it intimidated its opponents, how it de- 
graded and beatialized the women, how it browbeat the officers of 
the United States and forced them to resign, how the Danites, or 
‘ destroying angels,” stood ever ready to execute the orders of the 
Mormon Church, how Gentiles were murdered for suing Mor- 
mons in the courts, how many other Gentiles were murdered on 
various pretexts, and how, at the Mountain Meadows, a whole 
emigrant train of Arkansas people on their way to California were 
treacherously massacred and their unburied bodies left on the 
naked earth to be the food of vultures, crows, and wolves—123 men, 
— and children being butchered as though they were nox- 

Judge Cradlebaugh quotes « large number of extracts from the 
sermons and discourses of the Mormon leaders, and then, by way 
of summary, adds: 


It will be seen that the scheme of these religionists is quite broad enough 


dn ana partet th oe, a perjury, blasphemy, robbery, and 
Brigham Young was then the head of the Mormon hierarchy, 
and Judge Cradlebaugh thus characterizes him: 


Brigham's house is at once tabernacle, capitol, and harem, and Brigham 
oimeef is king priest, lowgiver. and chief Delzpeeniot. Is treason hatched 
i on ham is the head traitor. Are rebel troops mustered against 
‘he United ? is their commander in chief. Is a law to be 
snacted? Brigham’s ad determines it. Is an offending ‘‘ Gentile’ or an 
ppostate to be assassinated? The order emanates from Brigham. 
2 addition to all this he heals the afflicted by the laying on of hands and 
comforts the widow by becoming her husband. 
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THE DISLOYALTY OF THE MORMON CHURCH. 


Judge Cradlebaugh thus concludes his terrible indictment of 
Mormonism: 


The people of Utah have nothing but ill will toward our Government. The 
great masses know nothing of our institutions—they come to Zion, not to 
America. * * * ae arriving in Utah they hear nothing but abuse of 
our people. The whole fountain of patriotism is polluted, and they are taught 
that oe | owe neither allegiance nor love to our Government. Treason and 
insubordination are openly taught. 


And this is the monstrous consolidation of church and state, of 
lygamy and villainy, of fraud and treason that has sworn, in 
its ambitious and lecherous heart, to ‘‘cram polygamy down the 
throat of the American Congress,” and some men on this floor 
say we must swallow the dose, even if we have to vomit it up the 
next minute. Mr. Speaker, I for one refuse to take the medi- 
cine; my stomach gags at the dose. [Laughter and applause. | 
CONGRESSMAN CASSIDY’S DECLARATIONS. 


My third witness is Hon. George W. Cassidy, another Congress- 
man from the State of Nevada, who, in March, 1882, said ina speech 
on this floor: 


The Mormon religion, so called, as advocated and promulgated by the 
lecherous element in Utah, is not a religion of any kind within the true mean- 
ing of that word. I denounce it as licentiousness, as lust, as prostitution, 
asa peresy on religion, and as a corrupt and corrupting system, utterly and 
absolutely unworthy of a moment's consideration on the ground of religious 
toleration. 

It is a menace to and at war with every principle of free government as 

established irrevocably, let us hope, in the fundamental law of the land. It 
knows no allegience to the Constitution of the United States; it seeks to 
»lace church high above state; it mocks at our institutions; it defies our 
aws; it condones perjury; it justifies murder and assassination, and, finally, 
it exalts the vilest of social evils above the decencies and proprieties of life 
as taught by every other civilized community on God's green earth. Suchis 
the Mormon Church, and such is Mormonism as we find it to-day, strongly 
intrenched, almost beyond the legislative [power of the Government to Sis. 
lodge, in the mountains of Utah. It has grown from a mere handful at 
Nauvoo to a membership of nearly 200,000 in the West— 


That was in 1882, remember, Mr. Speaker— 


absolutely controlling and dominating the civil administration of Utah and 
holding the balance of powe between the two great political parties in all 
the adjacent States and Territories. I submit that it is time that the mailed 
hand was applied; time that this vile monster was checked and placed in 
course of ultimate extinction. 


Such are the words of Congressman Cassidy, who lived among 
these Mormons and represented the State of Nevada, which ad- 
joins Utah on the west, and he knew whereof he spoke. 

In the same speech, referring to the massof the people of Utah, 
Mr. Cassidy said: 

The great mass of Mormons are foreign born. They are proselyted and 
transplanted from grinding poverty in the Old World to comfortable homes 
in Utah by the Mormon Church. The change is so marked and marvelous 
that they regard it as an inspiration and praise the Mormon faith accord 
ingly. hey are incapable of explaining the betterment of their condition on 
any other hypothesis. Hence the deep hold which their plotting leaders 
have on them. All they are, and all they have, and all they hope to be, they 
ascribe to the Mormon Church. They attest their fidelity and gratitude 
fully and unanswerably year after year by the voluntary surrender of aone 
tenth part of their earnings in the shape of tithings for the maintenance of 
the church and the dissemination of its doctrines among the heathens here 
in the East and in European countries. 


CONGRESSMAN BELTZHOOVER'S SUMMARY STATEMENT 
I will call one more witness and then close the evidence. This 
witness is Congressman Frank E. Beltzhoover, of Pennsylvania, 
who, after a careful examination of the reports of the committee 
of Congress that investigated Utah affairs, reached the following 
conclusions, which he announced on the floor of this House: 


1. Polygamy is the basis of a fanatical hierarchy which is antagonistic ta 
our institutions and laws, and no one who is subject to it can be well disposed 
toward the Government of the United States. 

2. It isa disgrace to our civilization and offensive to the moral sense of 
mankind. 

3. It breeds open defiance to our laws and renders a republican form of 
government impossible. 

4. It is hostile to civil society and fatal to the welfare of the state. 


Having shown what the Mormon Church is and what its nefari- 
ous plans are, I will now show what sort of a man Brigham H. 
Roberts is; and I know no better way to do this than to read these 
extracts from the report of the committee in his case: 

THE STATUS OF THE CLAIMANT. 


Let us see in what attitude and status the claimant appears and claims the 
right to be swornin. Noappreciative opinion as to his status can be formed 
without some knowledge of the judicial and statutory characterization of his 
offense. 

Section 5352, passed by Congress in 1862, declared: 

“Every person having a husband or wife living who marries another, 
whether married or single, in a Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, is guilty of bigamy, and shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than $300, and by imprisonment for a term of 
not more than five years.” 

It did not, however, make unlawful the practice of polygamous living. 

There was no pretense of obedience to this law in Utah, the claim being 
made that it was unconstitutional because an interference with the religion 
of the Mormons. There is no doubt but that a large body of the Mormons, 
not only those who practiced polygamy but those that did not, believed that 
the act of 1862 was an unconstitutional infraction of their rights. 

In 1878, however, in the case of Reynolds vs. The United States (98 U.S., 145), 
the Supreme Court held that section 5352 was “in all respects valid and con 
stitutional.” So that after 1878 no man in Utan could claim that the prac- 
tice of polygamy was right as related to the laws of the land without doing 
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violence not only to the statute but to the unanimous opinion of the highest 
court of the oon 

The opinion in this case was by Chief Justice Waite, aud in the course of 
it polygamy receives judicial characterization as follows: 

‘Polygamy has always been odious among the northern and western 
nations of Europe, and, until the establishment of the Mormon Church, was 
almost exciusively a feature of the life of Asiatic and of African people.” 

* ” + ” - * * 


POLYGAMY DESTRUCTIVE OF FREE GOVERNMENT. 


“Marriage, while from its very nature a sacred obligation, isnevertheless, 
in most civilized nations, a civil contract, and usually regulated bylaw. Upon 
it society may be said to be built, and out of its fruits spring social relations 
and social obligations and duties, with which government necessarily re- 
quired todeal. In fact, according as monogamous or polygamous marriages 
are allowed, do we find the principles on which the government of the people 
toa greater or less extent rests. Professor Lieber says polygamy leads to the 
eee principle, and which, when applied tolarge communities, fetters 

he people in stationary despotism, while that principle can not long exist in 
connection with monogamy. Chancellor Kent observes that this remark is 
equally striking and profound. 

“Cana man excuse his practices to the contrary because of his religious 
belief? To permit this would be to make the professed doctrines of religious 
belief superior to the law of the land and, in effect, to permit every citizen to 
become a law unto himself. Government could exist only in name under 
such circumstances.” 

There was no machinery for enforcing the act of 1862 until 1882, when Con- 
gress paaced what is known asthe Edmundslaw. This act defined and pun- 
ished bigamy and polygamy in the same terms as the act of 1862, but alsopun- 
ished eninevtal cohabitation, and declared ineligible for office any person who 
maintained the status of a polygamist or who cohabited with more than one 
woman. 

Section 8 of that act is as follows: ‘ 

“That no polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than 
one woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described as 
aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any 
election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 
or appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or place of public trust, 
pense, oe emolument in, under, or for such Territory or place, or under the 

nited States.”’ 

This law had not only the force of a public law, but it was the outcome of 

ears of agitation and reflection. It crystallized the sober sense of the Amer- 
can people; itrepresented the settled views of our wisestand most conserva- 
tive statesmen and later received the stamp of approval from the Supreme 
Court of the United States in many well-considered cases. 


ROBERTS LIVING IN POLYGAMY. 


Prior to 1882 ham H. Roberts had married one Louisa Smith. fhe has 
borne him six children, and is still living. 

About 1885, when Utah was fairly ringing with the blows of the Edmunds 
Act of 1882; while numerous prosecutions were going on, and after the Su- 
preme Court had passed upon the validity of the act; when the American 
people supposed that polygamy had received its deathblow; when no man 
of the many whose cases went tothe United States Supreme Court tended 
that the provisionsagainst poly monemareioges were invalid, with all these 
facts insistently before him, Brigham H. Roberts took another wife—his 
first polygamous wife—Celia Dibble by name, who in the following twelve 
years bore him six children. 

This second wife he married in defiance of the Edmunds law. He spat 
upon that law; he declared by his act that he ized no binding rule 
upon him of a law of Congress; he declared by it that he recognized a higher 
law. The Congress of the United States was to him an object of contempt. 
The Supreme Court of the United States might declare the law for others, 
but not for him. He laughed at its futile decrees and spurned its admoni- 
tions. The Executive which had declared in solemn messages its gratifica- 
tion that polygamy seemed gone forever he defied and despised. Of what 
consequence to him were laws of Congress and declarations of the highest 
court and proclamations of Presidents as against his sensual interpretation 
of a sensual doctrine? 

And all the time the Edmunds law declared not only polygamy but cohabi- 
tation with more than one woman unlawful. Roberts not only bigamously 
married a second wife, but he persisted in violating and defiantly trampling 
under foot every other provision of the act. 

But he had not yet sufficiently pee his utter contempt for the Su- 

reme Court, for Co and its most solemn enactments. A few years 

ter he took a third e. 

From the time of his second marriage to the third he cohabited with two 
women. From the date of his third marriage down to his election, and, 
we doubt, not fo the present time, he has been cohabiting with three 
women, 

ROBERTS'S CONDUCT DISLOYAL. 


The amnesty proclamation of 1893 and 1894 never embraced him. There 
was never a moment when its provisions were complied with by him. There 
has never been a moment since he married Celia Dibble down to the present 
moment when he has not been a pra. notorious, defiant, demoralizing, 
audacious violator of every provision of the State and Federal law relatin 
to polygamy and its attendant crimes. And this is the man who seeks admis- 
sion to this Codey. 

It was declared in the Kentucky cases, and in the Thomas case in the Sen- 
ate, and in the test-oath act of 1862 that disloyalty created ineligibility; that 
fidelity to the Constitution was a necessary q to membership in 
this body. Whatis loyalty? It is faithfulness to the sove or the law- 
ful government. A mere violator of the law may not n y be disloyal. 
One may violate the law and still recognize the gee re the lawfulness 
of the government. His only concern may be that he not be found out 
and peaches. But that man is surely loyal, and in the it sense dis- 
loyal, when by his words, his acts, and his persistent practices he declares 
unequivocally in this wise: 

- You have solemnly enacted certain laws; you have crystallized into stat 
ute the will of the sovereign Song. I bid defiance to your law. I will not 
recognize it. I here and now before your very eyes do the things you say I 
shall not do. I recognize a higher law than made law—no law of 
yours can relieve me from the obligations w I thus take in defiance of 
your enactments. The only thing I promise not to do is to take a fourth 
wife.” 

The case of a bribe taker, or of a burglar, or of a murderer is trivial, is a 

pple on the surface of things, compared with this far-reaching 


. 


ess. 
pamaen, Oe wes excluded, as hereafter set out? 


He had not been convicted of any , but a committee had found that he 
ito He did not pecans Cnt be wae Soe ore 
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will, they are subversive of government. They donot merely breed anarc}, y 
they are ——. . 

e observe t this is not a moral question. It to the root of our 
own constitutional government. What we have just quoted from Justi,.., 
Waite and Justice tthews are as much a part of our Constitution as ¢},, 
written instrument itself. oes 

We have thus presented to our view the status of Roberts. What are wa 

going to do about it? 

e assert that it is our duty, as it is our right, to exclude him; to preye),t 
his taking the oath and pating in the councils of the nation. 


ROBERTS'S DECLARATION ON POLYGAMY. 


_ In an article published in his newspaper, the Improvement Era, 
in May, 1898, and signed by him, this man, Brigham H., Roberts, 
says: 

Therefore I conclude that since God did a e of the plural-marriac., 
custom of the ancient patriarchs, prophets, an — it is not at al! 
to be wondered at tha’ as the of time, in which 
He has promised restitution of things, that God should again esta})\\<); 
that system of marriage. And the fact of God's approval of plural marriavs 
in ancient times is a complete defense of teonsness of the 
system introduced by revelation through the Pro c 

Joseph Smith received a commandment from the introduce that 
order of marriage into the church, and on the stren of that revelation 
and not by reason of anything that is written in the Jewish scriptures, ¢),¢ 
Latter-Day Saints practice plural marriage. 

Polygamy is not adultery, for, were it so considered, then Abraham, Jaco} 
and the prop hets who gractiesd it would not be allowed an inheritance in t}. 


kingdom of heaven, if polygamy is not adultery, thenit can not be classed 
asa sin at all. . 


It appears to the writer that modern Christians must either learn to to}- 
= polygamy or give up forever the glorious hopeof resting in Abraham's 
m 


That which He (God) a ves, and ri 1 2 no 
only not bad, but oon y yt he a 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have demonstrated the truth of my 
charge that the Mormon Church is a treasonable and fanatical 
conspiracy that aims to supplant the Christian religion and over- 
throw the Constitution the United States; and Brigham H. 
Roberts, by preferring the laws of Mormonism to those of the 
United States, by preferring the practices of Mormonism to those 
of Christianity, shows that he appears here to mt the mon- 
strosities of Mormonism rather than the State of Utah, and on 
this ground alone I would deem myself abundantly justified in 
voting against his admission to a seat in this House. [Applause 
on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

THE CONSTITUTION MUST PROHIBIT POLYGAMY. 

Mr. Speaker, the welfare of Utah and the welfare of the United 
States require that polygamy should be wiped out of existence, 
and that a brand of shame should be burned into the forehea/ of 
every man who is guilty of this crime, so demoralizing to the 
wastes and so destructive to society, and in order most effectually 
to do this, on the 8th of this month I introduced into this House 
the following joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the 
United States: 


Joint resolution et an amendment to the Constitution to disqualify 
oO 


Does found gu polygamy or polygamous cohabitation from hold- 
office. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ss assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein) 
That the following amendment be proposed to the 1 tures of the several 
States, which, when ratified by three fourths of legislatures, shal! be- 
come and be a part of the Constitution of the United States, namely: 

“ ARTICLE XVI. 

“Section 1. No shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, 
or elector for ent or Vice-President, or hold any other office of honor, 

or t under the United States or under any State who sha!! be 


found guilty of pol or polygamous co) ; but Congress may, 
by a vote o! tworthivds of cack Hones, remove such disability. . 
ae be The shall have power to enforce the provisions of tlis 


This amendment, if adopted and duly enforced by appropriate 
legislation, will forever end y, and when iy amy is 
ended the Mormon Church Pa and Son le into 
ruins, and we will be ed with its debancheries, conspiracics, 
impieties, and other villainies no more forever. 


UTAH’S BREACH OF FAITH. 


When Congress voted that Utah might bea State of the Union, 
there was a solemn compact made that polygamy and evesmons 
cohabitation should be forever things of the past. Congress, in 
the enabling act, stipulated that the convention of Utah “should 
| ahery by ordinance, irrevocable withont the consent of tlie 

nited States and the people of said State— 

First. That perfect tolerati religious timent shall secured, 
and that no intabitaat of said Stateshall seer Veena peor prop 
erty on account of his or her mode of religious worship: Provided, That 
polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 

1 tals Lake Oe aad he Suleman pentane wees erned 17 
a e City, an ° were framed } 
the convention and adopted by the people as a part of the cou- 


stitution: 
ARTICLE II].—ORDINANCE. 
The following ordinance shall be irrevocable without the consent of ‘1° 
United States and the people of this State: ae 
First. Perfect toleration of sentiment is guaranteed. No in)ab- 
itant of this State shall ever be im person or property on account of 


his or her mode of 5 ural marriages 
=e religious worship; but polygamous or pl 
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J long been denied statehood because of the fear that if 
ann = 7 would legalize polygamy and drive out of her 
midst all who were not Mormons. But Utah came forward with 
all manner of solemn promises. The Mormon Church pretended 
to have a revelation prohibiting polygamy in the future, and the 
constitutional convention pretended to solemnly adopt the pro- 
vision 1 have just read, forever prohibiting polygamy. Some of us 
had doubts, but the great majority of us said, ‘‘Admit her; she 
has pledged herself to do away with polygamy forever.” 


UTAH HAS FORFEITED HER RIGHT TO REPRESENTATION. 


And so Utah was admitted into the Union. And what was her 
first act, Mr. Speaker? It wastospit upon her promises and tread 
them under her feet; it was to practically ignore her own consti- 
tution and to violate the enabling act of Congress; it was to per- 
petrate the most flagrant, willful, and wicked act of bad faith 
ever committed in the history of any people, civilized or bar- 
barous. How? By sending asher Representative to the Congress 
of the United States a man who is not only an open, avowed, de- 
fiant polygamist, living with three wives and raising families by 
each of them, but who is 2 teacher, an advocate, a champion of 
polygamy, and maintains that it is a divine institution and to 
practice it is to conform to the highest and best phase of religion! 

And so I charge here, in my place on this floor, asa member of the 
American Congress, that the Stateof Utah, by this wicked, cause- 
less, unprovoked, and wanton breach of good faith, has forfeited 
her right to representation in this Congress, and on this und 
alone 1 would feel abundantly justified in denying Mr. Ro a 
seat on this floor and denying Utah any Representative until she 
make amends by electing and sending here as her Representative 
a man who, by precept and practice, shows to the world that he 
believes polygamy to be a crime and those who are guilty of it 
to be criminals who should be punished by confinement in the 
penitentiary of the State rather than honored by a seat in the 
Congress of the United States. [Applause. ] 


CHRISTIANITY OUR HIGHER LAW, 


I maintain that this is a Christian country and that we are a 
Christian people. Our forefathers brought our Christianity with 
them when they came across the Atlantic, just as they brought 
the English language with them, just as they brought the com- 
mon law and the jurisprudence of equity with them; and when we 
set up here a Government of ourselves, by ourselves, and for our- 
selves, it was nO more necessary to write in the body of our Con- 
stitution that this shall be a Christian country than to write that 
our language shall be English and that the common law and 
equity shall be the foundations of our jurisprudence. 

No, Mr. Speaker, when our ancestors the desert of sea 
to reach this new Canaan, as the Israelites crossed the desert of 
sand to reach the old Canaan, they no more left the Christian re- 
ligion behind them than did the children of Israel leave behind 
them in Egyptthe religion of Abraham. Christianity was written 
in the hearts of our ancestors a thousand years before they came 
to America, and our Constitution and laws presup Christianity 
— — founded upon it as this Capitol is founded on the solid 


And when the Constitution of the United States had been 
framed after many trials and tribulations, when it had been duly 
written out in solemn form on parchment sheets to be signed b 
the immortal sages who framed it, there were added these signifi- 
cant words: 

Done in convention by the unanimous consent of the States present, the 
seventeenth day of September, in the year of our Lord one thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-seven. 

And thus it will be seen that the signers of the Constitution rec- 

ized the Christian religion in calling its founder their ‘‘ Lord.” 
en who fought seven years and made many sacrifices to expel 
royalty and extirpate lordship from the earth uncovered their 
heads and bowed down in homage of their Lord, Jesus, the founder 
of their religion; and herein, I maintain, is a recognition by the 
Constitution itself that the religion founded by ‘‘ our Lord” Jesus 
Christ is the religion of the United States, and that all other re- 
ligions are foreign and their existence only tolerated. 

Thus, believing that Christianity is the religion of our nation 
and a part of the higher law of our land, I boldly maintain and 
declare that Mormonism is a vicious excrescence on the body of 
our religion, and is only Mohammedanism set up in our country 
disguised in new garments and ing under the alias of a new 
name. [Loud applause on the floor and in the galleries. } 

THE VILLAINIES OF THE MORMON HIERARCHY. 

The Mormon Ch as I have shown, has been guilty of every 
great crime found in the catalogue of infamy. It preached and 
practiced treason and raised a rebellion against the Government 
the United States, so that it took a large army to suppress it. 
_ September, 1857, at the Mountain Meadows, the Mormon priest- 

ood massacred an Arkansas emigrant train, containing 132 men, 
Women, and children, under circumstances of appalling and un- 


paralleled treachery and barbarity, and their bones lay unburied 
on the plains for years. 

The Mormon Danites, sometimes called the “Destroying Angels,” 
were an organized band of murderers, acting as the sword of the 
priesthood to slay every man against whose name the mark of 
death was placed, and the terrorism they caused by their secret 
and deadly work silenced all opposition to the despotic mandates 
of Mormonism and made the rule of the priesthood more supreme 
and absolute than any tyranny of church or state that has ever 
existed in a civilized land since civilization began. I am informed 
that in their Endowment House at Salt Lake City those Mormons 
who take the highest degree in their hierarchy swear “eternal 
hostility to the Government of the United States.” and are taucht 
that the Government of the United States is the Antichrist, and 
that the Mormon Church will eventually overthrow it on the 
field of Armageddon. 

During the war of the rebellion the Mormon leaders rejoiced 
over the strife and the bloodshed and the prospect of the destruc- 
tion of the Union, and when Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston was 
killed at Shiloh the Mormon Church offered up thanksgiving, be- 
cause he had commanded the United States Army that put down 
the Mormon rebellion in 1858. 


ROBERTS A PUBLIC ENEMY. 


And this man Roberts, I brand him as the enemy of public and 
private morality, as an impudent and high-handed violator of one 
of our most sacred laws, asa glaring example of an attempt to 
enthrone a monstrous crime in one of the highest places in our 
land, and charge that any favor shown him is an outrage upon 
our Christian citizenship, a palliation of an offense utterly with 
out excuse or extenuation, and a condonation of a transgression 
of the laws both of God and man so monstrous as to make the 
condonation itself closely akin to a crime. 

But while thus characterizing Roberts I do not forget, nor must 
any of us forget, that he is also the representative of a criminal 
organization in the State of Utah, and was sent here by that or- 
ganization to gain honor for itself by dishonoring us, to glorify 
its high priests and bishops by bringing Christianity to shame, 
and to fulfill the pretended prophecies of its apostles by setting up 
their abomination of desolation in our holy places. 

The people of the United States have called upon us to bar the 
doors of Congress against this man. More than forty bishops of 
various churches, the presidents of nearly all of our leading col- 
leges, thousands of our most eminent public men, and hundreds 
of thousands of men and women in every walk of life have peti 
tioned us not to admit him. The legislatures of many of our 
States have joined in these appeals. 

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, the Ameri- 
can Baptist Home Mission Society, the Epworth League, the Do 
mestic and Foreign Missionary Society of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions, the American 
Missionary Association, the Congregational Home Missionary So- 
ciety, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, and scores of other organizations of the Bap- 
tist, Methodist, Presbyterian, and other religious, charitable, 
moral, and social organizations, representing millions of the best 
men and the best women in our country, have joined in the uni- 
versal chorus for the exclusion of Roberts from this Hall. 

Wecan not admit these polygamous Mormons to places of honor 
and trust, 

It is as if the flends prevailed 
Against the Seraphs they assailed, 


And throned on heavenly seats should dwell 
The freed inheritors of hell. 


Applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to supplement the 
very concise and able speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy] by stating the road that I have traveled in reaching 
the result that will be demonstrated in my vote upon this question. 
I entered upon the study of the question with serious doubt about 
the power or propriety of the House of Representatives excluding 
a member at the door of the House; but I was very greatly en 
couraged in the fact that it can be done by the vote of those dis 
tinguished gentlemen, the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LitTLe- 
FIELD] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Akmonp], who 
both voted, with their eyes wide open, after full discussion of 
both sides of the-question, that he may be stopped at the threshold 
of the House. 

Now, I have listened to all that has been said; I have heard prac- 
tically every word. I have read all that has been printed and 
a. I listened with the greatest interest to the wonder- 

ully able speech of the gentleman from Maine; and I make this 
remark simply because of the foolish publication made last even- 
ing in one of the daily papers, a publication that was absolutely 
and totally unwarranted as a matter of fact in every respect. I 
have never heard an abler argument upon false ground than the 
argument of the gentleman from Maine. I never heard a greater 
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struggle in behalf of any man than has been made by the gentle- 
man from Maine in behalf of this member as to his claim to be 
sworn in. I have heard, I suppose, more than 300 criminal cases. 
I heard the case of Dr. Jamieson before the Lord Chief Justice's 
courtin England. I read and heard the Guiteau case in Wash- 
ington, and have read the Mollineux case in New York, and have 
never known so able a defense of any man’s position as has been 
made by the gentleman from Maine. So much for that. 

Now, having listened to the gentleman’s speech and carefully 
weighed it, I will summarize my speech, and then the time will 
be at the disposal of the gentlemen controlling it. 

I find, and I defy contradiction, and it has not been contradicted 
yet by any man who has spoken on either side of this question— 

First. That the House has never denied that it had the right to refuse to 
permit a member-elect to be sworn in, although he had all of the three con- 
stitutional qualifications. 

Second. That it has in many instances affirmatively declared that it had 
the right to thus refuse. oct 

Third. That the right to so refuse is supported on principle, and by the 
overwhelming weight of authority of constitutional writers and judicial opin- 
ions on analogous constitutional questions; and 

Fourth. Upon the converse proposition of admission and then expulsion— 

And I assert in the language of the committee: 


First. That the House has never declared that it had the right to expel a 
ener for acts unrelated to him as such, or for acts committed prior to his 
e1ec ° 

There you have got to meet an unqualified and unbroken line of 

recedents. We have had Congress for a hundred-odd years now. 

Ve have had some exceedingly bad members, and there has been 
one unbroken ruling that, except for some act done after the elec- 
— and in his relation as a member, there was no power to expel. 
And— 

Second. That both the House and the Senate have in many instances refused 
toexpel members where the proof of guilt was conclusive, but where the acts 
complained of were unrelated to the members as such. 

No man has assailed successfully any of these propositions. 
They stand here as axioms of the law of the land, and, so believ- 
ing, [ shall vote for the majority report, the result of long labor, 
— a and patriotic devotion to duty. [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr, Speaker, in the brief time that has been 
placed at my disposal I can not hope to cover all the questions 
that arise in this case. Ido not complain of that limit of time, 
because it wes with my own consent that a part of the time which 
might have fallen to me was yielded to others. I thought it en- 
tirely proper that the chairman of the committee and the one of 
the minority whom they might select should have all the time 
necessary to poner completely and exhaustively their respective 
positions, and that as many members as possible who had not been 
upon the committee should also be heard in this, as I consider, 
great case. If I consulted my own wishes only, I would not sa 
anything, but inasmuch as I was a member of the committee 
feel that it is a duty I owe to the House to lay before it the reasons 
which have governed me in reaching the conclusion at which we 
have arrived. 

I approached this case, Mr. Speaker, absolutely without bias and 
without previous investigation. I was satisfied on the second day 
of our meeting here, on the statement and arguments made by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], that this House had the right 
to send this matter to a committee for investigation, and I voted 
that that should be done. When, greatly to my surprise, I had 
been made a member of that committee, I again —— this 
matter with the same complete absence of bias and previous in- 
vestigation, and I determined to ascertain, along with the other 
members of that committee, the actual facts as they should be es- 
tablished by the evidence, without reference to pages prejudice 
or clamor, and then upon these facts, without reference to that 
prejudice and clamor, to determine what right and duty of action 
devolved upon us. 

The investigation of that committee was full and complete. Its 
discussions were long and searching, but I am obliged to say here 
that the methods of its discussion were somewhat different from 
those indulged in on this floor. We heard nothing there about 
constitutional sewing circles, clearly implying that the members 
of the majority belong tosuch an august body. We heard nothin 
there of sarcastic and ad captandum references to distinguished 
men from Ohio. We heard nothing there of these brilliant and 
taking, but, I must confess, somewhat irrelevant, allusions to 
trusts and octopuses. I heard all that was said; there was not an 
hour = the investigation of that committee at which I was not 
present. 

Now, sir, I think that the best method I can pursue here is to 
follow before this House the same line which I followed in the 
committee. And first I desire as briefly as | can, and as clearly 
as I can, to state the facts which wereestablished. I donot believe 

there was any difference as to these. 

We found upon the statute book of the United States a law, 
_ in 1862, making the act of polygamous marriage, but not 

e practice of polygamous living, unlawful. We found that it 
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had been contended that that law was ‘unconstitutional as abridy. 
ing the right of religious belief and practice, but that the Suprema 
Court of the United States had fully sustained it. 

We found another law of the United States, known as the Fu. 
munds law, passed in 1882, making polygamy and the practicg 
of polygamous living unlawful. Itdisqualified any polygamist — 
that is, any person in that status—in any Territory under the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United Statesfrom holding any officg 
of public trust, honor, or emolument under the United States, 
We found this law—this provision, at least—still in force. oa 
found that ep eee | this law polygamy and polygamous 
practices had still continued in the Territory of Utah, and in con- 
sequence thereof Congress had for a long time refused to admit 
the people of that Territory into the Union, although in eyery 
other respect fulfilling the requirements of statehood. 

We found that in order to put an end to the violations of tho 
law and to remove the obstacles to statehood the head of tho 
Mormon Church had in 1890 issued a manifesto, in effect, forbid- 
ding polygamous marriages, which, according to his own construc- 
tion, included ae of polygamousliving. We found that 
some years after that manifesto the people of Utah again sought 
statehood, and represented to Congress, through those who spoke 
for them, that polygamy, pene marriage ceremonies, and 
polygamous living, had ceased in Utah, that polygamy in all that 
the term implies was dead in that Territory, and pledged them- 
selves that if the Territory was admitted to the Union as a State 
it should be kept dead. 

We found that these representations and pledges having been 
made, Congress passed an act enabling the people of that Territory 
to frame a constitution with a view to their admission into tho 
Union. We found that so abhorrent was polygamy, so utterly 
subversive of organized society and good government in the eyes 
of the Representatives of the people of the United States, that 
they placed in that enabling act a requirement the like of which 
has never been placed in any other enabling act, except as to 
slavery, or where the Representatives of the people thought that 
certain requirements were necessary against those whom they 
thought had been guilty of treason. That requirement was that 
the people of Utah should ingraft upon their constitution an ordi- 
nance, irrevocable except by the consent of the United States, con- 
taining a proviso that polygamous marriages, in all that the term 
implies, should be forever prohibited. We found that that ordi- 
nance was adopted, and with a constitution containing it the State 
had been admitted. We found that the State of Utah had passed 
laws inst polygamy, it a crime. 

We found that this man—and now I ask the close attention of 
the House—we found that this man who is now seeking admission 
to this body had lived in Utah from boyhood; that about 1885, 
three years, mark you, after the passage of the Edmunds law, in 
violation and defiance of that law, he married his first plural wife; 
that he was prosecuted and convicted under the law and served a 
term in the penitentiary for unlawful cohabitation with this 
woman; that notwithstanding that conviction and punishment 
heafterwards, and ever since has, continued openly and notoriously 
to live in the relation of husband and wife with her and his first 
lawful wife; that later, we could not tell when, but not until the 
year 1897, after the admission of the State, holding her out as 
such, he took a second plural wife; and that he has ever since 
lived in the relation of husband and wife with all three of these 
women. 

The head of the Mormon Church enjoined the keeping of the 
law. The chief officials of that church represented to the Presi- 
dent that that injunction was being complied with, and pledged 
themselves and their people to obey and keep the laws. Procla- 
mations of amnesty and pardon were issued by two Presidents. 
Although a Mormon, he refused to heed this injunction or to 
keep these pledges, and while others brought themselves within 
the amnesty proclamations, he never did. e status of polygamy 
which he assumed in violation of the law, which disqualified him 
for any office or place under the United States, he has never 
relinquished or abandoned. 

He was a Lal meee in all that the term implies in the Territory 
before the manifesto and afterwards, before the lamation of 
amnesty and afterwards, before the people of the Territory ma‘e 
application for stateh while that — was being mace, 
after it was granted by the passage of enabling act, while the 
constitution of the State was framed, after it was completed. 
He was a polygamist when the State was admitted. He is a po- 
lygamist now. When he shall come to the bar of this House and 
hold up his hand in front of the Speaker, he will then be a po:ys- 
amist, living in thestatus of Polygamy. And all these facts were 
well known to ——— of when they elected him. 

These are the of the case. Having found that these wer? 
the facts, the next a was what did these facts justify us! 
recommending to the House. The question was what did thes? 
facts justify the House in doing. was one thing upon 
which all were agreed, if I may use the expression of one of the 
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inority i eliberations in that committee, and that was that 
minerity Se epee with Mr. Roberts. Those were the exact 
7 — keep him out or turn him in and then = him out; exclude 
him or swear him in and then expel him. You have now heard 
the views of most of the members of the committee. I shall as 

riefly sible give mine. 
briefly a8 Mold that if this man were in, he could not on just and 
constitutional grounds be turned out or expelled. I agree with 
the majority that the power of expulsion should only be exercised 
for some offense relating to the duty and trust of the member as 
such, And I wish to say that in the — of five minutes which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] has delivered he 
summarized completely my exact view of this case. I agree that 
the power of expulsion should only be exercised for some offense 


relating to the duty and trust of the member as such, and I have | 


not seen or heard of a precedent tothe contrary. 

The gentleman from Maine {Mr. LITTLEFIELD] insists that the 
right of expulsion can be exercised for any cause, according to 
the arbitrary discretion of the House. He read the words of 
Judge Shaw ip the case of Hiss vs. Bartlett—wherein the judge 
says, in effect, that, the right of expulsion existing and the legis- 
lative body having exercised the right, the court can not inquire 
into the cause of it—to sustain his position that we could expel 
for any cause, however arbitrary. By the same course of reason- 
ing I might show that the right of exclusion can be exercised for 


any cause; for the right of exclusion does exist, and the legislative 


body having exercised the right, no court can inquire into the | 


cause of it. Ergo, to use the method of reasoning of the gentle- 
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man from Maine (Mr. LITTLEFIELD], the right to exclude for any | 


ause exists. 
, Now, the right to exclude and the right to expel both exist, but 
in my view can not be constitutionally exercised, either of them, 
for any cause—that is, not under ouroaths. We can do anything, 
possibly, in regard to excluding or expelling members, and our 
action will be final and unreviewable, but Iam speaking of action 
under the sanction of our oaths. In my opinion, and I think itis 
sustained by precedent and authority, prior to admission the right 
to exclude can be exercised for anything which, in the judgment 
of the House, is areasonable and necessary disqualification. That 
is the proposition—for anything which, in the judgment of the 
House, is a reasonable and necessary disqualification existing at 
that time. The right to expel can be exercised, after admission, 
for some offense committed by the member while a member in full 
fellowship, touching his duty and trust as a member, which, in the 
judgment of the House, renders him unfit to remain in this body. 

If Mr. Roberts had been admitted, I would vote to expel him, 
because, in my judgment, his present status—that of a polyg- 
amist—touches his duty and trust as a member and makes him 
unfit to bea member. If he is admitted to-day, I shall then vote 
to expel him, if a resolution to that effect is offered, for the same 
reason. But it is my view of this case, and my contention, that 
standing, as he does here, disqualified at the bar of this House, 
and we having full knowledge of it, we have the right to exclude; 
and the right existing, it ought, under the duty of the members 
of the House, to be exercised. 

Now, under the statement of facts which I have given, it did 
seem to me, after careful consideration, that any man of common 
sense would say—what? Would any man of common sense say, 
‘Take him in, and then,” without another additional fact being 
brought to light, knowing then what we know now and nothing 
more, “turn him out”—declare one minute that he is fit to oc- 
cupy a seat on this floor, and the next, knowing nothing more, 
that he is not fit to retain it? I do not think any man of common 
sense would say that. He would say, “if he is not fit to stay, if 
his character and status is such that if we take him in he would 
not be fit to stay, he can not be fit to enter.” [Applause. | 

This is the common sense of it. This is what the law ought to 
be. And I believe that it will be found that this is what the law is. 
I know that some — seem to have the impression that to be a 
great lawyer one must be able to give legal grounds for doing that 
which common sense would dictate ought not to be done, and for 
not doing that which ought to be done. I have always found that 
what common sense dictates the law almost invariably sanctions. 
This is what the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LiTTLEFIELD] him- 
self would say, if it were not for the second clause of the second 
section of the first article of the Constitution. That clause is the 
beginning and the end of it with the gentleman from Maine, and 
if he is right in his construction of that clause, in my judgment he 
is right in his conclusion. 

N will not stop to read this clause. We all know it by heart: 

Operson shall be a Representative who shall not have attained, 
pe twenty-five of age, seven years a citizen, and an in- 
; ——— of the State. These are the qualifications. Now, mark 

a gentlemen, These are the qalifications that he must have, 
~~ aun others can be required, says the gentleman from Maine. 
ro if he has these, no matter what else he may be, you must 

¢ him in, even if you have to turn him out the next minute. 





| 


! 


ne 


| ably unconscious sophistry. 
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He may be a driveling idiot, an avowed traitor, a convicted 
felon, a person known to be disloyal to the Government, a per: on 


The division arose on the question as to how we should | occupying astatusand living in a practice soabhorrent tothe moral 


sentiment of the country, so utterly subversive of our ideas of 
civilization, organized society, and stable government, that the 
law passed by this body and now in force, wherever its jurisdic- 
tion to pass such laws extends, has made it a disqualification for 
any office or place of public trust, honor, or emolument, great or 
small, from a Cabinet office to the smallest crossroads post-office, 
and yet we are obliged to admit him. 

Now, I have the greatest respect for and I stand in awe of a 
great lawyer, especially a great constitutional lawyer, and I sup- 
pose my friend from Maine is one. I listened day before yester- 
day with unflagging interest to his long speech. I felt the spell 
of his magnificent presence, his splendid voice, his brilliant elo- 
quence, his keen sarcasm, and his incomparable and incompar- 
{Laughter and applause.} I heard 
that string of glittering adjectives, winding up with the word ‘‘ab- 
surd,” with which he was pleased to characterize one of the con- 
clusions reported by what he was pleased to imply was the consti- 
tutional sewing circle, composed of the majority of the special 
committee. Notwithstanding the awe with which I have been 
inspired, while I can not match him in adjectives, I do say that 
to my mind this proposition is simply ‘‘ absurd.” 

Here are negatives everywhere in this clause. Shall we be stam- 
peded, as it were, by the rule of construction, Expressio unius est 
exclusio alterius? (I give you the English pronunciation, and if 
there are Latin critics here I should probably be able to give you the 
Continental.) [Laughter.] Shall we not rather recognize that it 
may not apply, and in expressions of this kind usually does not 
apply? Shall we be chained to the letter and discard the reason? 
Read it again. Does it mean any more than it says? The Repre- 
sentative must not be under 25 years of age, he must have been 
seven years a citizen, he must be an inhabitant of the State in 
which he is chosen. These qualifications he must have. We can 
not permit him to have any less. But does it say, does it even im- 
ply, that we can not require something more? Does it say, does it 
even imply, that we can not protect ourselves against a traitor, or 
one so grossly unfit that it would be our imperative duty, to pre- 
serve the honor of the House, to cast him out immediately upon 
his admission, and we know this, when he comes to the bar of the 
House, unless he is so young that he may be reformed and there- 
fore had better be kept out of Congress? | ae 

If he is old and hardened, must we take him in? Does not the 
language imply exactly the reverse? Does it not leave to the 
House some latitude of judgment as to who is fit to sit in this ex- 
alted body? It seems to me to be too plain for argument. And 
here I call attention to something which the gentleman from 
Maine failed to notice, or forgot to state, as to the extract which 
he read in this connection from Judge Story. He has no greater 
reverence for that great man than I have. That extract was 
taken from a discussion by that eminent jurist of the question of 
whether a State could by law require more than is specifically 
mentioned in this clause of the Constitution. To the proposition 
that it can not, we all say, Amen, although Mr. Jefferson was 
disposed to think the other way. But we are now considering 
our power. Markthat, gentlemen. We are now considering our 
power—that is, the power of this body. 

But I am debating this question with a great constitutional 
lawyer, and there are others here too. I do not dare to have the 
rashness to put my construction of this clause alone against theirs. 
I must have something more tosustain my timidity and overcome 
my awe in their presence, and so I go along a little further and I 
find this provision in the Constitution: 


Each House shall be the judge of the electi 
of its own members. 


AndI feel alittlestrengthened. I think it may be barely possible 
that lam not utterly and absurdly wrong in thinking that the 
Constitution leaves us a little leeway. 

And still further on, this provision: 

The Senators and Representatives * * * shall be bound by oath or 


affirmation to support this Constitution; but no religious test shall ever be 
required as a qualification, etc. 


ns, returns, and qualifications 


‘*Shall be required as a qualification.” Does not this language 
mean something? And can it mean anything else than that while 
we can not require a religious test as a qualification, we may re- 
quire other tests as qualifications? {Applause. } 

If the former section was the beginning and the end of the matter 
of qualifications, why use the word at all here? And again—still 
timidly I confess, for it is still possible that not a single ray 
of light has found its way to the constitutional sewing circle 
[laughter}]—I venture to think that perhaps this language may 
mean that while we can not prescribe an oath in which a mem- 
ber seeking admission shall swear that he is or is not a Catholic, 
or a Presbyterian, or a Baptist, or believes in the Trinity, or con 
forms to this or that ceremonial, and if he does not take it, keep 
him out; yet we might prescribe one in which he must swear that 
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he has not voluntarily given aid, countenance, counsel, or encour- 
agement to persons engaged in armed hostility to the United States, 
and if he will not so swear, and even we are satisfied that he can 
not so swear, keep him out, [Applause.] 

And I venture to think, further, that we may prescribe an oath 
in which a man shall swear that he is nota polygamist, and if he 
does not so swear we may keep him out. For the Supreme Court 
of the United States has held that in no way can polygamy be 
considered a religious tenet or practice. And I venture further 
to believe that we could keep him ont even if we believed that he 
would so swear, if we were satisfied that in doing so he would 
commit perjury. Do we believe that this man would so swear, 
or could so swear? 

When I have got thus far—now, mark you, I have been con- 
sidering the Constitution; I have not looked a step further than 
the Constitution itself, reading it in its own light—when I get 
thus far, I venture to think, still timidly, I confess, but the thought 
takes hold of me, as it were, that from the very nature of things 
the power to keep out such persons as I have described must be 
inherent and implied in every legislative body, and that the body 
must be the sole judge of when the necessity exists, and that per- 
haps it was possible that when those wise old fathers framed the 
Constitution they recognized this ever-present and ever-necessary 
power, and therefore framed the age, citizenship, and inhabitancy 
clause, negatively as they did, and added these other clauses, so 
that the less able and conspicuous members of our ancient pro- 
fession might stumble on their meaning. [Laughter. 
poaseus some not lawyers at all, like my eloquent friend from 

ndiana [Mr. Lanpis], who spoke yesterday, might at least catch 
a little glimpse of it. [Laughter.]} 

When my mind begins to run in this direction I feel a little 
uneasy. I think that perhaps it may be going like a wild engine, 
on the track it may be, but likely at any moment to run smash 
into one of these more majestic and ponderous pieces of legal 
machinery, Lamagatens | And so I wonder if anybody else has 
entertained these thoughts before. I wonder if anybody else has 
traveled the same r I begin to feel the need of oy 
begin to feel the need of authority, as the gentleman from Maine 
would say. [Laughter.) And so I turn to the fathers them- 
selves. I look to see what they said while they were making this 
instrument, and as I read their debates and examine the final 
draft of this clause I interpret what they say as in accord with 
— and so do the majority of your committee, 

ut the gentlemen of the minority say that we are dismally and 
hopelessly wrong in our interpretation. You haveseen and heard 
read, and ably debated here, t debates. Only fragments have 
been preserved, and they are not at all satisfactory. 1 shall not 
now f° over that ground, so well covered by others. I leave it to 
the House, But if they are right, it does seem very tha 
some of the text writers, to whom I turn next, have not V- 
— *. It would oom. — what these old a said would 
ave deterred some of them from being agen ve in expressing 
themselves according to our contention, and would have encour- 
aged others to come out a little stronger for the contention of the 
minority than they have done. 

Turning to these text-book writers, and I think the committee 
examined them all, I do not find any of them directly holding that 
we can not impose additional qualthoutions to those mentioned in 
section 2 of Article I, AndI do find a number of them who as- 
sert in so many words that wecan. But our friends of the mi- 
nority say these text writers are not to be relied on. They are 
not authority, It is true they have spent their days and auigh 
in poring over the Constitution and the decisions directly re- 
motely bearing upon it, and ots to extract from it and from 
these decisions its true meaning, but they may be mystified and 
confused. Wemustexaminethe caseourselves. Soletus on. 


e 


We then go to the cases, and what do we find there? I assert 
here, what the gentleman from Massachusetts said a while ago, 
that there is no authority in the case books directly in t on 
this question—that is, no case in which this clause of tu- 


tion has been directly construed, Any lawyer can understand 
why there would not be, We being the judges of the qualifica- 
tions of our members, and we having decided, what court can re- 
view our decision? You may look in all the Supreme Court re- 
ports and you find none. You may look through the State reports 
and you find none except those construing somewhat analogous 
provisions of State constitutions. 

Amongst these State cases you will find some which seem to 
sustain the view of the minority. You will find others which 
seem to sustain the position of the majority. Of these it seemed 
to me that those cnet oon position were the best considered 
and were the most cogent in their reasoning. I can not to 


consider these cases in detail. My time will not permit. But let 
us for a minute examine that one to which the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr, LirTLEerizLp] referred, and which he pushed aside 


with a wave of his hand—the case in Ohio, considered, as it 
by one of the ablest judges of that State, There the provision 


ae 


And that | ter 


the constitution was that no person should be elected or appointed 
to any office in the State unless he the rgunlifications of 
an elector. The legislature created an office. t is admitted, 
It was an office. And they imposed certain additional qualitic,. 
tions which, in their judgment, were reasonable and necessary 
and which were conceded to be reasonable and necessary to ¢|;, 
proper exercise of the duties of the office. It was contended that 
they could not do that. The case was taken tothe supreme court, 
os a court held that they could impose these additional ¢ wai. 
ions. 

Now, mark you, there was a similar provision to the one under 
consideration, similarly expressed in negative form: ‘‘No person 
shall be elected or appointed to any o' in this State unless jig 
possesses the qualifications of an elector.” And the court |ield 
that this meant that the legislature could not authorize the ap. 
pointment of a person not possessing the qualifications of ay 
elector, but they could require additional qualifications which 
were reasonable and necessary for the proper discharge of his 
duties. The reasoning of that case is to my mind extreinely 
cogent and, indeed conclusive, and it sustains the position 0f +}, 
mane your committee. Now, how does the gentleman froin 
Maine distinguish that case? He meets it by saying that it was 
an office created by the legislature. But he its it was an ofiice, 
The words are ‘‘any office in the State.” Was it an office in the 
State? In some way or other the gentleman reasons it out of the 
State. Howit got away I can not tell; neither can you. { Laugh. 


| 
Mr. McPHERSON, And he read words into the Ohio Stats 
constitution. 

Mr. MORRIS. I do not remember that. Now, somuch for that 
case. There is another case in the reports of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I forgot to mention it in the proper place. 
I state here that it is not tly in poet because it was upon 
another subject. In it Chief Justice all used words which 
can have no other construction than that which sustains my })si- 
tion. He said that one would be charged with insanity who should 
contend that we could not superadd to the oath directed by the 
Constitution. Now, that is as nearly in point as any case from 


our highest court. It does not construe this particular provision, 
but it does throw some aoe it by its interpretation of one of 
the other provisions to w have referred. 


Now, I leave the cases and come to the lawmakers—this House, 
the Senate of the United States, and the President of the United 
States. And what dol find? As far back as 1790 I find the law- 
makers passing a statute that any man who gives a bribe toa 
j who receives one, shall be forever disquali- 
fied to hold roe under the United States. 

I come a little further down and I find another statute which 


t | disqualifies any member of Congress who receives or ashs a bribe 
fro office 


m holding any under the United States. A little further 
on I find another statute an m who shall in- 
a -~ foot, —: ae in any re 7 Beeerrecticn 
aga a States from holding any office 
under the Gunited States, and still further on another requiring 
men who should stand at the bar of this House demanding a:mis- 
sion to Kees that they had aa a =: pout, 
nance, or encouragemen in arme 
hostility to the Government. I find these and I suppose |: 
find others of similar object and import. Here they are. The 
lawmakers coneieny semtine and aes right to im- 
pose such disqualifications, thereby g negatively the 
right to require additional qualifications, and I find nowhere tis 
authority or right questioned. Gentlemen have only to examine 
i ‘il bea that eee meee Se Uniied 

,” they plication of member 

Gare-al Gann hag Geun io 0 many words. 
legislatures and lawmakers act upou 
Great heavens! Is a legislature actiny 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It is rather wholesome. 
We will leave out the question of treason, w? 
of giving aid, countenance, counsel, 
persons in armed hostility t» the 
Is there es , is there any- 
anything any undue or 
that a man who accepts a bribe 


And then I come to where I do find precedent. I come to where 
in t, where this question was direct!y 
up, where it has been y decided. I come to tke place lon? 
where I come to this House and to that boy 
at the other end of the Crete ens wits oo I find? I find the 
of bodies advoca’ precisely the 
a and Wun Homes & a@ member of 

cases adopting sustaining it, in no case it. 
say, some lawyers may ag be these 
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oa ors of the United States and members of this 
; gat eine and move and have their being in that high, 
Fo calm, pure, serene atmosphere from which judges look down. 
‘They were only Senators and Representatives in Congress. They 
were not judges. They were swayed = the passions and preju- 
3 dices of the hour. I for one can not help being so unorthodox as 
to believe that they were just as upright, just as pure, just as 
ready to stand for the right interpretation of the Constitution, 
jead to whatever result it might, as any judge, Read what they 


question as to his eligibility, his credentials may be referred for investigation 
to the appropriate committee 
“If admitted to a seat, it must be uy on evidence satisfactory to the House 
mem hat he possesses the requisite constitu 
tional and legal qualifications. If refused admission as a member for want 
of due allegiance to the Government and returned to his constituents, they 
are admonished that none but persons loyal to the United States will be al 
lowed a voice in the legislative councils of the nation, and the political power 
and moral influence of Congress are thus effectively exerted in the interost 
of loyalty to the Government of the United States and fidelity to the Union 








Something was said by the gentleman from Maine about the 
fourteenth amendment and its having been adopted about the 
time that Mr. Dawes made this report. To show that his opinion 
and report were not based on that amendment we have only to 
read his speech. Here it is: 


cay, It is just as calm, just as cold, just as deliberate, just as full 
of sound reason as are the deliverances of any ore. Why, gen- 
tlemen, there are many judges in both bodies, and I will guarantee 
that thereare a thousand judges — I should say hundreds) 
in the United States who never will be United States Senators, or 
members of this body either, for that matter, because nobody will 
ever think they ought to be. [Laughter.] 

These men, trained public men, many of them great constitu- 
tional lawyers, held, and contended for and established, by the 
votes of such men as Garfield and others that were mentioned by 
a my friend from lowa cee McPHERSON], this exact doctrine. 

4 The gentleman from Maine spoke of ‘‘one Boutwell.” I suppose 


Now, sir, to those of us who believe that that fourteenth article is already 
a part of the Constitution, there is an expressed inhibition upon this man 
contained in that article. I do not care to take the time of the House in dis 
cussing the question whether it is or is not a part of the Constitution. I plant 
myself upon the Constitution without amendment. 


Mark that! 


, the 1 i th titati } e i plant mye upon the eye w “yy cmendment [hold that in 
& t is the right wa , e ega. way, e cons iona way, to | Its Hfeblood there is power to protect itself by all means not prohibited and 
a sal of our went mators. He spoke of ‘‘one Dawes” and | *“a™ate to the end. 

¥ “one Shellabarger” and “fone John A. Bingham.” I venture to Here is another—Mr. Shellabarger, of Ohio. And certainly 
believe that these men will be considered great constitutional | these gentlemen will not contend that Mr. Shellabarger is not an 
lawyers as long as any member of this House will be. I will not | authority, Speaking of this oath clause, he says: 

say until long after most of us are forgotten. 

Now I do not wish either to consume my time or to detain the 
House unnecessarily, but let me read from these gentlemen. Here 
is Mr. Boutwell in a case where the question was exactly the one 
presented here: 

That an avowed traitor, a convicted felon, or a person known to be disloyal | 
4 to the Government has a constitutional right to be admitted into the body 
_ would imply that the Senate had no power of protecting itself—a power 

4 which, from the nature of things, must be inherent in every legislative body. | 
3 The gentleman from Maine (Mr. LITTLEFIELD] spoke of what 
a3 he was pleased to designate a general-welfare proposition, that we 
were acting on a general-welfare proposition, I say we are acting 
under the very first law of nature. e are acting under the law 

5 of self-preservation, not the self-preservation of the individual | 
4 member, as was hinted in an article read from the desk here by 

the Clerk a short time ago, but the self-preservation of the life 
and the honor of this House. [Papen | 


To hold that the oath of office required to be taken by Representatives 
and other officers named in the sixth article and first section of the Consti 
tution excludes them from being required by ‘law to take any further obli- 
gation is, as seerus to me, not only in violation of the express terms of t} 
Constitution— 


Mark that! 


but is in the face of both the reason and the practice which construes this 
section. Such construction is against the text itself of the Constitution. be 
cause that prescribes the thing which shall not be required as a qualification 
for office, to wit, “religious tests.’’ Now surely, if the peescrihine of one 
thing which each member should be required to do and swear was in this case 
meant to exclude all other requirements, then it was not only useless but 
calculated to mislead and deceive, to goon and give one and only one qualift- 
cation as the one which Congress might not require the officer to hava 
Surely the prescribing of one test as one that may not be required as much 
proves that any other test may be established as the fixing o 
required excludes others from being required, 
The plain sense, therefore, of this clause is to name one quality which at 
least every member shail have, and one which at least shall not be required, 
and to leave the other qualifications to be regmases by the laws of the Gov 


i 
18 


f one test being 


Aman has the right—higher than all law, recognized as in- ernment which the Constitution establishec E if this is not so, and if this 
ail part a So Hi ; . | clause excludes any officer named in the clause from being required to take 
= van ae a oS 2 sete te an = ay aed any further obligation by his oath of office than that one named in the Con- 


stitution, then no State officer named in the same clause could be required 
ment and the life and honor of this House are involved, [Ap- | toswear to support his State constitution; and no officer, State or Federal, 
plause could be required by law to take an oath to discharge well the duties of his 
| 


The ‘paar tempore (Mr. CANNON). The time of the office. Plainly this clause is not meant to exclude all other qualifications for 
Sianesets hh 


Federal office as unconstitutional. 
gentleman from as expired. Exactly the same remarks apply to all other clauses touching the qualifi 
Mr. McCLEARY. The gentleman would like a little more | cations, etc.,of officersand members. None of themcan be construed to pro- 


: : : hibit Congress from excluding from office an open and avowed traitor to his 
time, and I ask that he may permitted to finish his remarks, country any more than they can be construed to deny Congress the right to 
Mr. MORRIS. I would like a little more time. I shall only | exclude the convicted felon or the insane from such offices. Congress, then, 


consider one branch of the subject. may by law exclude traitors from the offices of the Government, and ‘each 


KE : House,” if not bound by such law asa law, may and ought at least to adopt 
The SPEA R pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota such a “law” asa “rule,” not to acegnawnd Stor as to the qualifications of its 
asks unanimous consent t the time of his colleague be ex-| members. I therefore hold that the House would do—against its dignity, its 


tended to allow hi oncl ; jection? | purity, its patriotism, and fitness to make laws—an act most monstrous, if 
There was no o a ude his remarks, Is there objection not absolutely fatal, did it not, with unremitting vigor and sleepless vigi- 


lance,-enforce this great act for the exclusion of the Government's enemies 
Mr. MORRIS. Now, I said I ventured to entertain this opinion. | trom'the control of the Government's life, and of course this law, which 
Here is Mr. Boutwell fully sustaining me in it. Here is an- | should have to each House at least the force of an inflexible “rule,” should 


other—a man who was for years a member of this body, who was | %¢ 4pPlied alike in each House. 
a for years a Senator of the United States, who was offered and de-| Here we see the difference between the affirmative and the nega- 
4 clined the chief justiceship of the State of Massachusetts—Mr. | tive form in naming and fixing qualifications. Had the second 


Dawes. Let us read from : clause of the second section of Article I said that every person 


The committee adhere to the views expressed in the former report, that | who is 25 years of age, who has been seven years a citizen, and 


no man who has been engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Government i ; i State , ; -™ i . 
and subvert the Constitution by force of ver Whe han velunaaniie atee who is an inhabitant of the State, may be a Representative, then 


q aid, countenance, counsel, or encouragement gaged, it might be said that, possessing these qualifications, nothing in 

be adzaltted toa seat in this House tomaice: Sewular theese he yi addition could be sequased. But the form of expression being 

House to eroveah ane hal it is te that there must be power in this | that no person shall be unless he is, etc., then he is obliged to have 

: House @ judge of the qualifications of its : ; : aa a oa ge i 

members, of which Constitution is one, and that this end can | the qualifications mentioned. But youmay impose something more 

only be certainly the inv ting of any specific and ap- | upon him; something that he ought to have as he stands in this 

q eaiestey Soosvan a7 rsonal disloyalty made against a person | great and honorable body; something that ought to be about every 

5 to take the seat. © member of House before such person is permitted | momber here; something that would make its standard such as to 

Inthe names concurred in this view of the committee by adopting the roso- command the res t of the people, or at least not to degrade and 
this prelinnianes te the committee is now acting. The pripel @ upon which | dishonor it or make if contemptible. 


the oath of o belie ior eaonbere of abi, a RR ae That was Mr. Shellabarger’s position. Butlet us goon. Here 


law, and the in of d tly well-founded | is another, Mr. Beltzhoover of Pennsylvania: 
chargea . @ seat in this House is only an additional ae we 
ne of a by asenic to be secured by requiring the oath But admitting for the purposes of this discussion— 


a by the Be gmbere Of the House neem? | Now, gentlemen, I want you to consider this language, because 
ate pesaaae, Deco in which he says: we have heard it slightingly said that that was Delegate and 
Fs there cam be mo fuet ion of ae prercernansves Sem all of the States | not Representative Cannon, and therefore that case could not be 
4 rll clothed with the for this could not happen when | cited as authority here. I admit that there would be a great dif- 
i Each Hea enforced by a vigilant and ul Con- | ference between the case of a Delegate and a Representative. But 
Es turns of its own nade the Fade of ~e iD, Se nye en ont re- | I am citing the opinions of the men who passed on it—the opinion 
&xpela member. a or he ipemeentehdncunitnastved of the court, as it were; and it shows that they did not think it 

ection he may at once be or rejected; or, should there be any | Necessary in such a case to distinguish between Delegate and 
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Representative. They held that the right and authority existed in 
either case— 

But admitting for the purposes of this discussion what can not be main- 
tained, that the same qualifications which entitle a Member of Congress to 
admission shall also entitle a Delegate to the same right, and I still hold— 


Whether Delegate or Member— 
that Congress has the right and power to say— 

What?— 
tosay that a polygamist shall not be admitted as a Delegate. Under the 
high power inherent in every organization on earth to preserve its integrity 
and existence— 

Mark that—the doctrine of self-preservation— 

Congress has the indubitable right to keep out of its councils any person 
whom it believes to be dangerous and hostile to the Government. 

That was Mr. Beltzhoover. And soI might read others; but in 
view of the fact that the House has so kindly extended my time, 
under the impression that I would beas brief as possible, and since 
there are others who must be heard to-day, I shall not do so, 

These were the views —— by the leading men in both 
Houses in cases involving the identical question now under con- 
sideration, and these were the grounds on which action was taken. 

And I assert that in every case where either body has found it 
necessary to do it, where some such trouble as this which confronts 
us has been suggested in reference to the member-elect, whether 
they have finally excluded him or not, they have always upheld 
their power and right to exclude him. They have invariably as- 
serted their jurisdiction to exclude him. Nota case can be found 
to the contrary. 

Now, gentlemen, when I find myself in such very respectable 
company as this, I begin to shake off a little of that awe with 
which I had been inspired by these great constitutional lawyers, 
and begin to think that I may after all know as much about it as 
they do. [Lanehier) And so when I find I am in company with 
such men as Boutwell, and Sumner, and Dawes, and Beltzhoover, 
and Garfield, and Logan, and Burrows, and a host of others, I 
begin to think that maybe we can report to this House the resolu- 
tion which we have adopted. In fact, I lead myself to the conclu- 
sion that not only amIright to report it, but that under my honor, 
my oath, and my duty as a member of this House I am bound to 
report it. 

i hold then, Mr. Speaker, we have the right todo this by virtue 
of the power which from the nature of things must be inherent in 
every legislative body. I hold that we have the right todo this by 
virtue of the power clearly existing in and under the Constitution 
by the form of expression and theevident meaning of the clausenam- 
ing the minimum qualifications, by the clause making the House 
the judge of the member's qualifications, and by the oath clause 
clearly and by necessary implication conferring the power to re- 
quire such reasonable and necessary tests in the nature of qualifi- 
cations as the safety of the country and the dignity, the honor, 
the practical and potential existence of the House shall demand. 
And, having this right, I hold that in a proper case we are, under 
our oaths, in honor bound to exercise it. 

But some gentleman may inquire, How shall it be determined 
what is @ proper case? I answer by the conscientious ju ent 
of a majority of the House, AndI say further that the ority 
having reached that judgment prior to admission, is in duty boun 
to exercise and enforce it. Let us suppose a man standing here 
in front of the Speaker ready to take the oath, who, as the majority 
believe, is, by reason of his being a notorious and defiant law- 
breaker, by reason of his standing as the representative, or at least 
the practicer and apologist, of a social status and practice at which 
public opinion revolts as striking at the foundations of civiliza- 
tion and society, so absolutely unfit for the duties and respon- 
sibilities of membership here that if we let him in, we ought, 
without doing another thing about it, without making an addi- 
tional inquiry, without waiting for another suggestion, to cast 
him out at once. Must we, the majority, authorized by the Con- 
stitution to judge not only of the elections and returns but also of 
the qualifications of those who are to sit here, authorized to add 
to the oath qualifications, testing the moral character and fitness 
of the man presenting himself, provided they do not contain reli- 
gious tests—must we, because it happens that a minority ter 
than one-third disa, with us, be obliged not only to take t this 
man in but to keep him in? Must we be obliged to accept a man 
here whose presence would, in our judgment, be contrary to the 
public safety, a blow at one of the most cherished institutions of 
our social order, and a stain upon the honor of the country and 
of the House? 

Must we, because a minority greater than one-third should say 
we had no right to expel him, be prevented from protecting the 
country, this House, and ourselves? Should we not rather say 
that such a person is disqualified to sit here, and that it is our 
duty to see to it that he is not permitted to do so? 

But gentlemen say they would vote to expel him. Let us take 
him in and then put him out, 

Isay no. To paraphrase the language of Mr. Dawes: If he has 
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a right to enter this body notwithstanding his status, what riy} 
have we to expel him afterwards for being in that status? I; \, 
have the right to expel him for that status, have we not the ri¢ht 
to keep him out for the same status? Why would they ex). 
There can be no other reason except that we believe it for tj,, 

ublic safety and for the safety, dignity, and honor of this House, 
i it is unsafe to trust the public safety and the safety and hoo; 
of this House to the oe of such aman by permitting him ¢, 
remain in his seat here, is it not equally unsafe to admit him j);, 
his seat? 

If the public safety calls upon us to expel a man after he has 
put himself into the seat, is not the public safety regarded morg 
and is not the public safer by not letting him into the seat at )|: 
If the public safety is intrusted to us, is it not the bounden duty 
of the majority, when in their judgment the public safety requires 
it, to protect itself and the public against the will of the minority. 
however great? It does not matter how great the minority js, 
When the majority thinks the public safety and the safety ang 
honor of this House are involved, not only is it its right but it is 
its imperative duty to protect that safety and honor. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] wants to know 
where this is going to stop. He says the next thing we wil! be 
keeping out the adulterer. I say that when an open, notorinus, 
and defiant adulterer shall present himself at the bar of this H01s0, 
and the House shall know it then, as we know the facts in «his 
case now, and the majority of it shall think that he ought to be 
put out the instant he is let in, it will be theduty of that majority 
to keep him out. [Applause.] The gentleman says that a great 
many people in his State, perhaps a majority, think a rumseller is 
as bad as a polygamist, and that the next thing they will be de. 
manding, and we will, by the rule we now adopt, be obliged to 
comply with that demand, that a rumseller be kept out. I say no. 
The gentleman knowsjthat rumselling is not a crime, and that, on 
the contrary, it is a licensed and recognized occupation by most of 
the States and by the United States. But Ido say that if the time 
shall ever come, as I do not believe it ever will, when rumselling 
shall be a crime underthe laws of every Commonwealth represented 
here, under the laws of the United States, a crime of universal 
abhorrence, and universally regarded as against civilization, soci- 
ety, and good government, then it will be the duty of the Repre- 
sentatives who shall then be here to keep such a person out. 
ee) 

© says we will be stopping men at the threshold of this body 

on this or that trivial and insignificant ground. The gentleman 
knows, or ought to know, that the doctrine we advocate leads 
to no such conclusion. The doctrine we advocate is that Con- 
ress, this House, can disqualify and reject a man as a mem- 

r here who is shown to be guilty of such crimes or occupying 
such a status as in the judgment of decent and law-abiding men 
everywhere render him unfit to act asa member of this body. 
And this doctrine is upheld by courts and legislatures, and by 
lawmakers and law interpreters on the floors of both Houses in 
this le me 

Gentlemen on the other side say one minute that we are setting 
a dangerous precedent, and the next that we are bound by no 

recedents. They talk about the passion and prejudice of the 

our when we of the precedents already established in this 
and the other House of Con , and say that we should be 
, rae only by what our ju ent and reason and conscience 

emand, While I do not agree with them as to these precedents, 
while they command my respect and satisfy my judgment, | 
accept in a measure what they say. 

I, too, agree that we must do our duty as we see it and let any 
House that may come after us do their fn hy they shall see it. 
But they say that by this action we are setting a precedent which 
will open the gates to revolution. Let me say that if any House 
shall come after us ready and in the spirit of revolution, they will 
not stop to consult the precedents @ by this or any other House. 
When they get ready for revolution, ready to violate both the 

irit and letter of the Constitution, no precedent will bind them. 

they should seek them, and are willing to torture the meaning 
of the one which will be set by the ——— of this report to their 
unlawful purposes, they already have them in former Houses and 
in former Senates. They have one in this case which will 
be just as effective for those who wish to misconstrue it and turn it 
to unlawful p asany wecan make. If they shall be so lost 
to the dictates Se and patriotism, so forgetful of the obli- 
tion of their ante be willing 1 accom: their ends by ar- 
trary and unjustifiable action, they will not stop for precedents. 

If they shall determine arbi y to keep men out who have 
been elected here and who are fit and worthy to be here, they will 
not stop to inquire whether we were justified in our action or not. 
When such a shall come, as I hope it never will come, there 
will be nothing left to do but for the to rise in their might 
and turn them out of this Capitol. revolution comes, 5¢!- 
tlemen, the only remedy is the = No, gentlemen, it is enough 
for us to do our duty as we see it under our consciences, under our 
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ibi our constituencies and to the whole people and 
response who come after us to their consciences and their respon- 
sibility as they shall see it. [Applause.] As wesee it, if this man 
as he stands here ought immec iately to be thrown out if we let 
him in, we ought not to let him in; and if it is within the power 
of the majority to keep him out, it is the duty of that majority 
to doso. The universal sentiment of the peop e is that he ought 
not to disgrace and degrade this body with his presence for one 
minute or for one second; and the people are right. They know 
that he is now and has been for a long time living in a status and 
guilty of a practice which is in violation of the law of every 
State in the Union, which is in violation of the law of the United 
States, and for which that law disqualifies any person from hold- 
ing any office in the Government. 

I wish I had the time to refer to this Edmunds Act and its bear- 
ing on thiscase. ButIcan not take more of the time of the House 
from my associates on the committee, who are to follow me. I 
only say this, that this man assumed the status of a polygamist 
in the Territory of Utah after that law was passed, in open and 
defiant violation of it. He has kept that status ever since. He is 
a polygamist now. When he shall stand in front of the Speaker 
to be sworn he will be a polygamist. And as such polygamist he 
has been and is now disqualified from holding any office under the 
Government. I do not say that we are absolutely bound by that 
law. Lagree with Mr, Boutwell when he says—let me read it: 

) ms declaring that a person convicted of rtic- 
_Doabiiem 9 Bee ee d office ender’ the United States, see tive Boeken 
of the courts sustaining such a law, would not preclude the Senate from 
admitting such a person to a seat, should it think proper, because the Senate 
is the exclusive udge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
members. Yet it is hardly conceivable that the Senate ever would admit 
such a person to be sworn. 

And I say it is hardly conceivable that this House ever would 
admit such a person to be sworn. 

And not only has he put himself in that status in violation of 
the law, but he makes no apology or excuse. On thecontrary, he 
defends and takes pride in it. o longer than day before yester- 
day, on the floor of this House, he proclaimed in effect—I can 
not give his exact words—that, do what we might with him, ex- 
clude him or expel him, he would feel no sense of shame, he would 
acknowledge no delinquency, but as he walked from our presence 
the angels of light would ‘*walk not half so dazzlingly the sap- 
phire walls of heaven.” 

Nor have I the time to speak of the bad faith of the people of 
Utah. That in sending this man here they have been guilty of 
bad faith we all know. Expel him, in the face of all these facts! 
Make this a matter entirely personal to him! Shall we not rather 
say to these people, ‘‘ We judge you by yourrepresentative. When 
you come to a realization of what this country considers to be 
decency, and honor, and law, and civilization, and good govern- 
ment, and send us one here who does not fly in the face of all of it— 
when you do this, send him along; but until you do, neither you 
nor your representative shall be recognized here.” [Applause. ] 

And, now, can there be any question of our duty? Will a ma- 
jority of this House flee from its responsibility and duty? I for 
one protest the giving of this man a seat in this House 
for one instant by our own will and consent. We could not help 
his being elected and certified here. I protest against it in the 
name of those unfortunate women whom this practice can but dis- 
oe and degrade. I protest against it in the name of those chil- 

ren whom it has been, and is, and will be branding with the in- 
eradicable stain, the scarlet letter of illegitimacy. I protest against 
it in the name of the motherhood and womanhood of the land. I 

rotest against it in the name of all the people of the purest and 
est nation of the earth. I protest against it by the Constitution 
of our country. I protest — it by the law of the land which 
this man has broken and defied. I protest against it in the name 
of civilization and society, whose pillars he would pull down. 


[/ ipplanse, } 
ake a ent! Make a precedent of this case! Will ever 
such another be seen? Make a precedent of this case! I hope, I 
trust, I believe that there never will be tried at the bar of this 
House another like it. Solve this matter as I would have you, and 
ou can set no precedent for any House. This is a case of its own 
ind. It stands solitary and alone, and in the name of the woman- 
hood and manhood of the country I pray you, gentlemen, let it 
stand forever solitary and alone. ‘[Applause. ] 
is 18 a question that every man must answer on his honor 
and his conscience. no man’s conscience. I accord and 
concede to every man honesty of conviction and belief. But 
When the law sustains us, and precedent sustains us, and decency 
sustains us, and that which is higher than all law, which inheres 
in all law, sustains us, as we are confronted with this man, there 


can be but one duty, and I hope, I believe, this House will per- 
use 


form it. [Appla 
ape Mr. Speaker, I have listened 


Mr. GR of P 
With interest to the this session, and am glad to find 
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that there are so many saints in this body, and such good saluts, 
This House is composed of editors, preachers, merchants—men 
following many vocations—as well as lawyers, and, as usual, the 
laymen seem to know more about this complicated question of 
constitutional procedure than the lawyers of acknowledged repu- 
tation, : 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that by the recent speeches we have 
been led away from the main proposition. Some of the speakers, 
especially the one who has last closed his remarks, have been 
standing up straw men and then knocking them down for the 
amusement of himself and the galleries and the delectation of hig 
constituency. 

The real proposition before this body is a plain one and should 
be dealt with in a practical manner, with due regard to the man- 
dates of the Constitution. 

A committee brings in reports, one a majority and the other a 
minority. Both reports agree that the Representative sent bythe 
State of Utah shall not be permitted to retain a seat in this body 
by reason of the fact. that he is a polygamist—that against the 
mandates of the constitution of the State of Utah and against her 
laws he has remained a polygamist, and has continued up to the 
present time to cohabit with plural wives, and by reason of this 
behavior he is not a fit person to remain a member of Congress. 

I believe this last conclusion is held by not only two-thirds of 
the members of this House but by everyone. I certainly hold it 
and will vote for his expulsion as soon as he has taken the oath, if 
he is permitted to take it. 

The real question before us is one of procedure. What is the 
proper course to be pursued in ridding this body of the gentleman 
from Utah? What is the best course totake, the legal course, the 
course which will neither strain nor break the mandates of the 
Constitution? There being over two-thirds of the members of 
this body ready to vote for his expulsion, it can not fairly be urged 
that the desire to get rid of him justifies irregular procedure of, 
to say the least, doubtful constitutionality, and necessitates the 
establishment of a bad precedent. 

This will always be a celebrated case, not only by reason of the 
interest it has excited among the people residing in every State of 
the Union, but by reason of the subject-matter—polygamy. 

We are about to establish a precedent, not hastily and without 
due consideration, but after careful examination, due deliberation, 
and the widest discussion. 

The constitutional questions involved have been examined with 
especial care; the speeches and writings of the framers of our 
great Constitution have been searched and presented; precedents 
have been unearthed, distinguished, and applied. The minority 
—— is the result of the most diligent research, the most mature 
deliberation of trained judicial minds. 

I believe the conclusions they have reached are not only logical 
and convincing, but incontrovertible. Thespeech of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is notonly a masterpiece of foren- 
sic oratory—admittedly the greatest speech made in this body for 
many years, one which marks him as a leader in this House—but 
bears microscopic examination, and up to this time has not been 
answered on a single important point by those who favor the ma- 
jority report. 

My time is entirely too limited to even point out what in my 
judgment are the vital points in the contention. The ground 
has been well and carefully gone over, and I could add little if 
anything to what has been said already by those who will sup- 
port the minority report. 

But this I do wish to say,that under my oath of office I feel 
bound to act in accordance with the plain path pointed out by the 
Constitution of this country strictly construed. 

Brigham Roberts comes with the credentials of the State of 
Utah. He presents himself at the bar of this House and asks to be 
sworn in, not as Brigham Roberts, but as Utah’s Representative. 

The committee report that they have unanimously found him 
to possess the qualifications demanded by the Constitution for 
membership to the Houseof Representatives. I quotetheir words: 

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was at the date of his elec 
tion above the age of 25 years; that he has been for more than seven years a 


naturalized citizen of the United States, and was an inhabitant of the State 
of Utah. 


Under this finding I deny the right of this House to add any 
other qualification than those mentioned in the Constitution, and 
believe they are in duty bound to swear him in. 

I very much doubt whether before he is sworn in and admitted 
to this body we have any right to take any action leading to his 
expulsion. I claim, further, that the action of exclusion advised 
by the majority report is tantamount to a vote to expel, and as 
such requires a two-thirds vote. Iam informed that there are 
men who have signed the majority report that believe this doc- 
trine, and claim that in order to be valid the majority report 
should be adopted by a two-thirds vote. 
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If this be true, why should not this question be disposed of in 
an orderly way, avoiding all questions of doubtful constitutional 
action and the establishment of a dangerous precedent? 

The Constitution plainly states that ‘‘each House of Congress 
may, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member,” thus 
pointing out plainly the proper manner of proceeding. 

Such expulsion may be for any cause or reason which may seem 
sufficient to two-thirds of the members; in fact, it may be for no 
cause or reason, and merely arbitrary, if two-thirds of the House 
so decide; and there is no appeal to any other tribunal from such 
action. 

This may not be so if the plan of exclusion is adopted and fol- 
lowed. In that case I believe such action may be nullified by the 
action of the Supreme Court and a mandamus awarded requiring 
him to be sworn in. The question of his right to pay beyond the 
date of his exclusion will arise and many other incidental ques- 
tions, all of which will be obviated by his being sworn in and then 
expelled. Every en coming from my district prays that he 
be expelled after being sworn in, showing that the lawyers who 
represented those who are at the head of this crusade against 
polygamy recognized the procedure advised yy the minority re- 
port of the committee, and I believe they hold the right views and 
do not advise a violation of the plain words of the Constitution. 

There is no room nor excuse for a proceeding which is nota whit 
different from lynch law. I have carefully examined the law and 
precedents and am convinced there is but oneright, legal, and con- 
stitutional manner of proceeding—that that is to pass the minority 
report, swear him in, and then by a two-thirds vote immediately 
expel him, With this firm conviction of my duty under my con- 
stitutional oath, I will vote for the adoption of the ay re- 
port; and should it pass, I pledge myself to vote for his expulsion 
as soon as he by that action is admitted into this House. liev- 
ing as I do, under no circumstances can I vote for the majority 
report, which advises an unconstitutional procedure, 

Nr, GROW. Mr.S er, the House, by the Constitution, is 
sole judge of the ay cations as well as the returns and election 
of its members. The qualifications specifically named in the Con- 
stitution—age, citizenship, and residence—the House has no power 
to change or vary in any way. But the unrestricted power to 
judge of qualifications includes moral turpitude in private char- 
acter, being questions of personal fitness, ascertainable in well- 
known public acts or by judicial proceedings. The power to do 
this, even if it was not conferred in the Constitution, is inherent 
in every legislative body. It is upon this power the right of ex- 

ulsion rests. In such cases the Constitution restricts its exercise 

y requiring a two-thirds vote. But the moral sense of the House 
and its duty to itself is the same whether its action is controlled 
by a majority or by two-thirds of its members, and the appre- 
seated danger of bad precedents is just the same in one case as in 
the other, 

Whether precedents are good or bad, they have no binding force 
upon the future, It would be an unwarranted reflection upon our 
institutions to suppose that the people’s representatives who shall 
coonpy these seats in the future will not discharge their duties as 
wisely as the present occupants. 

Whatever fact would be a good and sufficient reason for the ex- 
pulsion of a member, if the fact existed at the time of his applica- 
tion for admission toa seat, would be a good and sufficient reason 
for excluding him from taking a seat. Admit to-day and expel 
to-morrow for identically the same reason, well known to exist at 
the time of admission, would seem to be a useless p for 
a legislative body. ling for identically the same offense 
that was condoned by admission would be the superlative refine- 
ment of hairsplitting constructions of the Constitution, 

If it were true, which it is not, that there is no precedent for 
excluding an open, publicly avowed polygamist, even though duly 
elected, from taking a seat in the Congress of the United States, 
then it is time the House made one. In the entire history of Con- 
gress there never has been but one application for admission to a 
seat precisely like the one now before us, And in that case the 
House refused a seat to the ——. 

But in the consideration of grave questions of right and wrong, 
precedents are of little consequence, for the wrong always has 
them and the right must always make the new ones. In on- 
ward progress of the race most of its great benefits have come to 
it by repealing old laws or by the abolition of old customs, And 
the greatest of all benefits through historic times was that of the 
crucified Nazarene in onerienting the old Mosaic d@ mat 
the new. In Tne the Pharisees, who were a P 
cation for the Mosaic law of divorce, He said, ‘‘From the - 
ning of the creation God made them male and female. For 
cause shall a man leave his father and mother and cleave to his 
the new diapensstion which ite established, eupplanting the old. 

e new ion Ww 8 , sup’ 
ak ye 

om to whic ugh the ages n 
baric and Asiatic civilizations, 
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Any system or element of society that degrades woman stri\o; 
a deadly blow at Christian civilization and inflicts a cruel yw)... 
upon the motherhood of therace. While professed religions })..\\,; 
on any subject by the Constitution is no offense inst the law 
yet unlawful acts resting for their authority or defense on be.|jo/, 
or opinions mecnae to the Christian civilization of the av 
subject to, an 


r ‘ > are 
in such cases deserve, the severest penalties 0; the 


w. 
Polygamy, the worst of the lingering relies of the civilization, 
of olden times, exist; in this nation only among its tribes of w;\j 
Indians, the Mormons of Utah, and the inhabitants of the sy), 
Islands. But the better influences of the new Christian disp.). 
sation, established by the Saviour in His teachings on the seashoy, 
and along the hillsides of Judea will ero long supplant evry. 
where this barbaric relic of Asiatic civilization. In the meap. 
time I trust no countenance or approval is to be given to it py 
any act of Congress in admitting to a seat a well-known, pu! |icly 
avowed polygamist, no matter how or by whom elected. [or j; 
there is a Con, ional district which has no inhabitant to rep. 
resent it free from such stain upon his character, then such dis. 
trict ought to be without representation in the Congress of tho» 
United States. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, coming as I do from that section 
where, in the 1 of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. L,\. 
Dis], ‘‘ honor ie Polen. where gallantry is law, and virtue the 
high ideal of beautiful womanhood,” it is unnecessary for me to 
indulge in a philippic pee Roberts or a diatribe on the horrors 
of polygamy. The of the Southern people on this ques. 
tion is as firmly fixed as Christianity itself, and there is no mem. 
ber here from any one of the States of that section, or, indeed. 
from any section, who believes or will vote that a polycamist 
ought to hold a seat in this House. 

It is impracticable, and, indeed, unn , Since the great 
legal argument of that great lawyer from e [ Mr. Littie- 
FIELD] on this question, for me now to go into an extended dis. 
cussion of the legal -— involved. There is no question as 
to the facts. That Mr. Roberts is a polygamist, living in open 
defiance of the law, is practically admitted by himself. It follows, 
Mr. Speaker, that he should not hold a seat in the American Con- 
gress. But the question of how we shall get him out arises, and 
here we reach the ‘‘parting of the ways.” The majority resolu- 
tion provides— 

That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham H. Roberts, 
Representative-elect_ from the State of Utah, ought not to have or hold a 


seat in the House of Representetiyen, and the seat to which he was elected is 
hereby declared vacan’ 


The minority of the committee proposes as a substitute— 

That Brigham H. Roberts, ha been duly elected ative 
trom the State ot Uish with the yuslifcations requisite ee iieteten tains 
House as such, is entitled, asa constitutional right, to take the oath of office 
pronertees for members-elect, his status as a polygamist, unlawfully cohab- 

ting with plural wives, affording constitutional grounds for expulsion, but 
not for ex: on from the House. 

And if the House shall hold with us and swear inMr. Roberts asa member, 
we shall, as soon as recognition can be had, offer a resolution to expe! him as 
a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], whose great ability and 
fairness, as exhibited on floor, Ihave often had occasion to 
admire, offers this amendment to the majority resolution: 

I line 4 1, after the “and,” f : “he is ex- 
poled spar eet eeee r word “and,” the following: “he is ex 

“ Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances in this case Brigham 11. 
Roberts, Re’ tative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 
hold a seat in the House of easier, and he is hereby expelled, and 
that the seat to which he was is hereby vacant.” 

These are the three ted to the House by any one of 
which the member from U and his polygamous practices wil! be 
effectually and finally of sofar as this House is concerned. 

For one, — under the ban of the criticism of some 
gentlemen here of being a lawyer, I care very little for the teclni- 
calities of the law, unless by their invocation Somme gre principle 


is ca or some great human t is preserv: 

e Constitution names the amnalffieations of a member of this 
House. He “shall (1) have attained the age of 25 , (2) been 
seven years a citizen of the United States, and (3) an inhabitant 
of the State in which he shall be chosen.” These are the qualifi- 


cations named in the Constitution, this House, acting alone, 
has no right to add to or take from these ualifications. ° 
The tin case comes hase weit a certificate from the 


governor of his State, declaring him to be possessed of these tiree 
requisites to admission, just as every other member came. W° 
are not bound wor here, He can be immediately, 


and will be expelled by a unanimous vote of the House, No 1a0 
here will vote to hold him here, and whether he sees fit to take the 
oath or not he will be as quickly as the roll of the House 
can be called after the in OF the resdbedign peported by the 
minority. We must either accept this view of the matter or “° 
must in the Consti- 


oat eee eo 


tution, which instrument, in the light in the light of 
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on sé excludes any other qualification. Gen- 
ey that we aa rotect Congress from association with 
re moral leper. Granting the correctness of that proposition, 
vst we not also protect the American people in their right to be 
— sented here? Must we not defend the Constitution, which 
hae been the protecting wgis of our liberties for all these years, 
from the attack of those who, careless of its safeguards, would 
pend or break that great instrument to fit every passing fancy or 
to gratify every momentary desire? a> 

Mr. Speaker, without re: on the position of any gentle- 
nan here, When I became a member of this House I took an oath 

to support the Constitution,” and I would be derelictin my duty 
to myself and a disgrace to my constituency if I had not the moral 
oat yote in accordance with my understanding of that 
I voted for the Tayler resolution to stop him at 
that the committee to be appointed 
thereunder would unanimously agree upon a safe, orderly, and 
constitutional way to rid the House of the polvenmom member 
from Utah. That hope wasavain one. The committee comes 
with two widely divergent views, and every member must deter- 
mine for himself the road he will travel. My own investigation 
since that time has convinced me that expulsion is the only safe and 
constitutional remedy, and I have been but more firmly intrenched 
in that opinion by a careful reading of the majority and minority 
reports of the committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I may truthfully say that this debate has 
been the greatest for years in any legislative assembly in the 
world. Since its opening, in the strong argument of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] and the magnificent speech of the 
gentleman from Maine ob ITTLEFIELD], in my opinion unsur- 
passed in the history ©: legislative debates, there has not been a 
single dull moment. Every s h, on whatever side delivered, 
has but made me stronger in the belief that expulsion is the only 
lawful remedy. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has offered an amend- 
ment to the majority report which, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
might be common ground forall. Its adoption would, in my opin- 
ion, make the vote unanimous for the expulsion of the member 
from Utah. Then why not adopt it, Mr. Speaker? The majority 
of the committee favor exclusion. The minority favor expulsion. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] pro- 
vides for his exclusion without first being seated, and simply adds 
the requirement that in accordance with the constitutional pro- 
vision a two-thirds majority be required to exclude. The swear- 
ing in of a member is but a technical and perfunctory act, so far 
as giving the House jurisdiction over him is concerned. While it 
is a necessary prerequisite to his es in legislation, it is 
not prerequisite to the drawing of his sa , the franking of his 
mail, or his participation in the election of a Speaker. 

The mere imsigteteation of the oath of office does not change 
in any wise the relations of a member to his fellow-members; and 
if it be pollution to sit with the member from Utah long enough 
to constitutionally expel him, .the Congress has been polluted 
already, for he has been a member since March 4, 1899, perform- 
ing all the offices and functions and enjoying all the privileges of 
any other member since that date. It might be, as some gentle- 
men have claimed in this debate, farcical in the extreme to insist 
on the mere technical right of swearing in the member before 
expelling him, if that were all that is involved in the question, 
But, Mr. Speaker, the great difference, the constitutional differ- 
ence, the irreconcilable difference, between the majority and the 
minority reports is this: 

The adoption of the majority report requires only a majority of 
a quorum, which might be only 1 vote more than one-fourth of 
the ap of the House, to exciude a member-elect from the 
House. The adoption of the minority report would require two- 
thirds before a member-elect could be expelled or excluded, That 
is the difference, Mr, Speaker, and that is why those of us who 
are supporting the minority report stand as we do, We favor the 
expulsion of Mr, Roberts, we favor his prompt expulsion, but we 
favor his expulsion under the law and the Constitution. We be- 
lieve, Mr, Speaker, that it was the intention of the framers of that 
great instrument that when a district or a State sends a member 
here whose election is undoubted and unquestioned by anybody, 
he should stay here unless the resolution for his e on or ex- 
— shoul onan me concurrence at Sores nia a 
: Say we can not expel for anything whi pened before 
4 member's election. Mr. Speaker, there is no limitation on this 

power, beyond its requirement of a two-thirds yote, but the con- 
Science of an honest and enlightened member of this House. 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
tare ford disorderly behavior, and, with the convartence of tro-thirds, expel 


This is the of the Constitution, and it seems to me that 
no strain on the dor conscience of anyone is required to so 
understand it, They pretend to be afraid that Roberts may, by 
ume , be permitted to retain his seat, and thus they 


courage a 
Constitution. — 
the threshold in the ho 
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justify this unconstitutional and revolutionary proceeding. Does 
anybody believe that, with this House and the country practically 
unanimous in support of his expulsion, Roberts can hold a seat 
in this House? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, granting, for the sake of argument, that the 
contention of these gentlemen is true, that he can not be expelled 
except for conduct after his election, polygamy is a continuing 
offense, just as marriage is a continuing state. Solong as the 
member from Utah clings to the plural wives which he left be- 
hind him in Utah, he is a polygamist and subject to the discipline 
of this body under the expulsion clause of the Constitution. He is 
as much a polygamist to-day as he was ten years ago. He is a 
polygamist now and will be a polygamist morally and legally 
until he, in good faith, abandons all except that first wife to 
whom he pledged his troth in the longago, Every day he lives and 
continues his marital relations with his second and third wives 
he is guilty of polygamy. Every day he declines to sever those 
relations he is guilty of polygamy. And, as I have already said, 
it will not require a longer time than the calling of the roll of the 
members of the House to expel him after the adoption of the mi- 
nority report. As I have also said, Mr. Speaker, believing, as I 
do, that the only essential right involved in this controversy be- 
tween the majority and the minority is the requirement by the 
minority report of a two-thirds vote to put out of this House a 
man sent here with an unquestioned title, I for one am willing to 
accept the Lacey amendment. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if a majority can exclude a member for 
reasons other than those affecting his title, in times of great par- 
tisan excitement it might be used to subvert the will of the people 
of a great State, and even reverse the majority elected to this 
House. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, [ shall vote for the 
minority report, which expels Roberts in the unquestioned con- 
stitutional way. If that is defeated, I shall vote for the Lacey 
amendment, which requires a two-thirds vote to pass it, and thus, 
while not technically constitutional, preserves inviolate the right 
of an electorate to send one of its citizens here to stay unless 
declared unfit by at least two-thirds of the House. In this case 
there is no doubt, as a two-thirds vote is not only a certainty, but 
a unanimous vote is equally a certainty if taken in this way. If 
they both are defeated, I shall regretfully but certainly vote 
against the majority resolution, because subversive of law and 
destructive of the rights of the people. 

I do not believe this vote inconsistent with my vote on the reso- 
lution of inquiry; but if so, I would rather be right than con- 
sistent. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Roberts] was duly elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress and has exercised the franking privilege of the postal 
law, voted for Speaker in the organization of this House, and has 
enjoyed the emoluments of his office ever since his election. The 
special committee appointed by the House to investigate the legal 
status of his case and the facts thereof have disagreed. The ma- 
jority of the committee have reported for adoption the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That under the facts and circumstances of this case, Brigham H. 
Roberts, Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have or 


hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and that the seat to which he 
was elected is hereby declared vacant. 


And the minority proposes the following substitute: 


That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly elected a Representative from 
the State of Utah, wit’ the qualifications requisite for admission to the House 
as such, is entitled, as a constitutional right, to take the oath of office pre- 
scribed for members-elect, his status as a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting 
with plural wives, affording constitutional grounds for expulsion, but not 
for exclusion from the House. 

And if the House shall hold with us and swear in Mr. Roberts asa member, 
we shall, as soon as recognition can be had, offer a resolution to expel him as 
a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, it is not a question of sending the gentle- 
man from Utah away from this House, but it is as to the manner 
of his going. Not a member of this House doubts that the gentle- 
man from Utah will be allowed to remain a member of this Con- 
gress ee than a decisive vote can be had on his case. I 
believe that most every gentleman who coincides with the views 
presented by the minority of the committee would vote against 
the proposition to permit the gentleman from Utah to retain a 
seat in Congress. I shall so vote, if the opportunity be presented; 
but, Mr. Speaker, I.can not vote for his exclusion from this body. 
The Constitution nowhere provides for such a proceeding, and I 
do not believe that the precedents cited for such action are sound 
or binding. 

No custom, no precedent, can become law unless it be a good 
custom or precedent. No parliarentary body is bound by prece- 
dent, and it certainly ought not torespect a bad precedent. There 
is no constitutional provision for the exclusion of a member. 

Section 2 of Article I of that Constitution declares that— 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States. 
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And in regard to the qualification of members it provides: 


No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 


chosen. 


In regard to the Constitution I am a strict constructionist rather 
than a latitudinarian. I believe unless the power invoked is ex- 
pressly granted, or derived by fair implication from what is ex- 
pressly granted, that the power does not exist. Mr. Roberts was 
duly and fairly elected. This is universally conceded, He is 25 
years of age, and has been for seven years a citizen of the United 
States, and when elected was an inhabitant of the State of Utah. 
I think, therefore, he is entitled to take the oath as a member of 
Congress. 

If he is allowed to take the oath, I shall then, following out the 
law as found by the minority and the facts as found by the whole 
committee, vote to expel the member from Utah from this body. 
I think there is express authority for such action. It is found in 
Article I, section 5, subdivision 2, of the Constitution, which says 
that— 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a 
member. 


On this subject I quote from Tucker on the Constitution: 


This clause is essential to support the autonomy of each House, and rules 
for its proceedings, unless opposed to some express provision of the Constitu- 
tion may be established by each ccorens its pleasure. These powers are 
similar to those of the two houses of the British Parliament. 

The disorderly behavior for which a member may be punished has been a 
matter of some conflict of opinion. Mustit be forsuch behavior in the House 
only, or for misbehavior outside of the House? Blount was expelled from 
the Senate for an offense inconsistent with public duty, but it was not fora 
statutory offense, nor was it in his official character nor during the session 
of Congress nor at the seat of the government. The vote for expulsion was 25 
tol. In the case of Smith, the motion toexpel was made against him for sup- 
posed conspiracy in the alleged treason of Burr; the vote was 19 to 10, and he 
was not expelled, but it would seem that a large majority of the Senate 
thought that the accusation was proper ground for expulsion, though the act 
was not done in the Senate nor by him asa Senator. Perhaps, from the lan- 
guage of the clause, a member may be punished for disorderly behavior on 
the floor, or for conduct in the House, or perhaps in the committee room, 
¥ hich produces disorder and disturbs the proceedings and business of the 

ouse. 

Such punishment, it is obvious, may be inflicted by the ee of the 
vote of the House. The motion to expel a member may be for erly be- 
havior or disobedience of the rules of the House in such vated form as 
to show his unfitness longer to remain in the House; and the cases above 
cited, as well as the reason of the provision, would justify the expulsion of 
a member from the House where his treasonable and criminal duct 
would show his unfitness for the public trust and duty of a member of either 
House. But expulsion, which is an extreme punishment, denying to his con- 
stituency the right to be represented by him, can only be inflicted by the con- 
currence of two-thirds of the House, and not by a bare majority. The re- 
quirement of a two-thirds vote for expulsion was inserted as an amendment 
to the original provision by a vote of ten States, one other being divided. This 
authority to expel had existed in the House of Commons and was exercised 
for misconduct on the part of the member during the session of the House, 
and was extended to all cases where the offense clearly unfitted a member 
for parliamentary duties. 


And Mr. Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Limitation, page 
133, says as to the power of this House as to expulsion: 

Each House has also the power to ae members for disorderly behavior 
and other contempts of its authority, and also to — a member for any 
e 


aw seems to the body to render it unfit that he continue to occupy 
one of its seats. 
This power is sometimes conferred in the Constitution, but it exists 
whether expressly conferred or not. It is a necessary and incidental power, 
to enable the House to perform its high functions, and is a necessary power 
to the safety of the state. It is a power of protection. A member may be 
physically, mentally, or morally unfit; he may be affected with a con ous 
disease, or insane, or noisy, violent, and disorderly, or in the habit of using 
profane, obscene, and abusive 1 age. And, independently of parliamen- 
tary customs and usages, our legisla ve houses have the power to protect 
themselves by the punishment and expulsion of a member, and th 
can not inquire into the justice of the decision or look into the 
see whether opportunity for defense was furnished or not. 


There is the doctrine laid down by Mr. Cooley, that the House 
has power to expel for any cause that in its opinion renders the 
member unfit to occupy a seat. 

I have not had the time to investigate the numerous cases or 
alleged precedents that have been referred to during this debate. 
Most of these, it is evident, are not analogous to the case now un- 
der consideration; and if they are, this House is just as capable of 
judging the law of this case or the law of any case as the members 
of any former Congress. Indeed, the oath which each of us took 
requires us each to support the Constitution. Each one of us must 
try this case in foro conscienti#, No member here is to be lec- 
tured on this floor as to what his duty is in dealing with this ques- 
tion. Doubtless every member will vote as his conscience and his 
best judgment may dictate, and the Constitution will live, the 
Government survive, society will be preserved, and the member 
from Utah will hence, whether exclusion or expulsion be the 
method. But I think this House is not authorized to add to the 
constitutional qualifications astoage, citizenship, and inhabitancy 
that of polygamy in judging of the prima facie rights of a mem- 
ber who has attained the age of 25 gg and been seven years a 
citizen of the United States, and who, when elected, was an in- 
habitant of the State from which he was chosen. 


6 courts 
to 


Much has been said in this debate about petitions agains: 4), 
member of Utah, but I believe not « single petition has becy ».. 
ceived by any member of Congress asking the exclusion of yy, 


—$— 


; d 
Roberts. These petitions have uniformly asked for his e spel: 
and for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting poly va), 


I now read a copy of one of the petitions. It is as follows: 











To the Hon. -——, Representative-elect of the Congre a a 
trict of the State of o the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United <;,; vee 
America: / 


We, the undersigned, legally qualified voters of the said —— (.,,.., 
sional district of the State of ,do hereby most respectfully ani) mo. 
earnestly call epee yee as our Representative in the Fifty-sixth Conerec. .’ 
use your utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to see), ; 
prompt expulsion of Mr. B. H. Roberts, of Utah, the avowed polyyain i. 
covenant breaker, from the House of Representativés, in accorda: 
the provisions of the national Constitution in Article I, section 5, paragra,), 
2, which reads as follows: “ Each House of Congress may determine t}\ »)',. 
of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, ani wit) ;) “ 
concurrence of two-thirds expel a member.” _ 

We also do most earnestly and most respectfully call upon you to ya 
rom utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure gor; 

y the Fifty-sixth Congress proposing an amendment to the natin); 
stitution, and submitting the same to the legislatures of the sever, 
detining legal marriage to be monogamic, and making polygamy, un 
ever guise or pretense, a crime against the United States punisha! : 
vere penalties, including disfranchisement and disqualification to vote éy ¢5 
hold any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any Stato 
or Territory therein. = 


It would seem from these petitions that the laity of the country 
understand the constitutional provisions relating to this subject 
better than some of the constitutional lawyers here, with due (ef. 
erence to these lawyers. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been much amused by some of the argu. 
ments made in favor of exclusion. I will mention two instances, 
The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], who is a very abl 
lawyer, says that ‘“‘the result in this case must by force of this 
reasoning (his reasoning) be exclusion or nothing. We are con. 
fronted with just that dire necessity.” I do not think there is 
any dire necessity in the case. I think the world will move on, 
constitutional government survive, and organized society exist 
long after Roberts and the Roberts case have been forgotten. This 
same gentleman pronounces an apostrophe to the general-welfare 
clause of the Constitution: 

It is true my friend from Maine yesterday rather flippantly alluded to the 


general-welfare clause in the Constitution. But I say to him that 
under that clause pramenas the general welfare there has been more legis. 












lation that has uplifted the people, that has accomplished the public welfare, 
than under any other clause in that sacred instrument. And when the peo- 
> of Utah were called upon to act under the Constitution by electing a 

epresentative to Congress, they owed a duty to all the other people in the 


country to elect a man, to inaugurate a 
public welfare, and not send a man here t 
tution under which we are living. 

It is well settled that the welfare clause of the Constitution isa 
limitation upon powers that are granted in the Constitution rather 
than a grantof powersitself. And my friend the ableand e|ojuent 
member from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] waived aside the law in this 
case and said: 

Tam not hairspli now,I 1 jes now; Ia 
a ot areas » am not chasing legal technicaliti n 

That is exactly what has been the argument of the leader of 
every mob, This leader generally says, ‘‘We have caught the 


licy that would minister to the 
t would imperil the very Consti- 


criminal. What’sthe use of going through legal formality, of r- 
specting legal technicality? It will cause delay, create expen. 
Let's hang the criminal now. Here’s the culprit; here's the rope; 


there's the tree. Men and patriots, let us do our duty.’ Such is 
the dire necessity invoked by the mob, such is the legal technical- 
ity abhorred by those who want the facts only and despise legal 
technicalities. 

Mr. Speaker, let us proceed to dispose of this case in an or‘ler!y 
and constitutional way. Let us obey the Constitution and per 
mit the member from Utah, who has been duly elected and who 
is duly qualified, to take his oath; then let us expel him {or his 
continuous disorderly conduct, continued ever since his election: 
— him, because he is now guilty of the disorderly conduct of 
living in violation of law and of moral sense of this House. Let 
us stand by the Constitution and the law, and the common sen 
of the American people will a ve our action. [Applause.| | 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr, Speaker, I know it is immaterial 
whether I speak at length or briefly, or not at all, for the argument 
in support of the views of the minority was made—maide. it se°1s 
to me, beyond the reach of refutation, either in the House or 0ut- 
side of it—when the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitrLr il!) 
concluded his masterful —— 

Some will not consider how Roberts should be sent hence. an! 
yet the only thing for consideration is the course of proce lure. !°" 
all agree that he must I wish 1 could be sure that none insist 
upon excluding instead of him, in the hope of gaining 4 
mean advantage by forcing some to vote against exclusion, * 
being unconstitutional, whereas the vote of every member }r°* 
ent could be had for expulsion. 

It was left for the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. T\'- 
BERT], open and bold, upon the third day of this debate, to uncove? 











1900. 


the real position ot not a few—indeed, of dozens—of those who 
favor exclusion and opposeexpulsion. He would get rid of Roberts 
at the earliest opportunity and by the most expeditious method, 
without reference to the law or the Constitution. 

It must be admitted that this philosophy is not altogether new, 
and it can not be denied that from time to time, in different sec- 
tions of our own country, as well as in other parts of the world, 
it has been tested in cases ome | arising in tragedies, real and 
awful, and not merely in fictions for the moot court or in fancies 
for the entertainment of those who seek amusement at the play- 
houses. But the House of Representatives has not yet formally 
embedded it in its rules, and apparently the Constitution makers 
did not even think of it. The jurist to whom it is necessary to 
go for this across-the-law-and-the-Constitution doctrine has not 
been named, nor has a single one of his way of harmonious 
decisions been cited in discussion. 1@ jurist is Judge 
Lynch, and his decisions appear occasionally instead of at stated 

imes. 

When Judge Lynch decides that a man ought to be hanged, he 
decides, too, that the method of procedure is immaterial. Law, 
Constitution, order need not be considered; the thing to do is to 
hang the man as quickly aspossible. Generally Judge Lynch acts 
because he is impatient of the law’s delays or fearful of its mis- 
carriages. I do not know that Judge Lynch ever projected him- 
self into a case at the moment when the sheriff was reaching forth 
his hand to perform the final act at the scaffold. 

And now it has come to pass, in the closing hours of the nine- 
teenth century, in the noonday blaze of civilization, under the 
Constitution and the laws of the United States, in the representative 
body of the people, that the real question is, Shall that which is 
equivalentin principle to lynch law be applied or not applied in this 
case? Confident as we were when we submitted them that the 
views of the minority, however they may be regarded here and 
now, must find safe shelter under the Constitution, an instrument 
not to be lightly overturned or ‘‘ whistled down the wind” (to em- 
ploy a phrase popular in this discussion), those who have argued 
against us and those who have declaimed in opposition to our con- 
tention have confirmed us in the conviction that we are right. 

Some gentlemen on the other side have presented with ability, 
with research, and with learning the view which they entertain. 
The fact that industry and research and learning and experience 
and skill have all been invoked in vain to answer the views of the 
minority and meet the powerful argument of the gentleman from 
Maine [| Mr. LITTLEFIELD] may excuse—aye, from the standpoint 
of those who favor exclusion, may justify—a resort to the philos- 
ophy of J — Lynch, At all events, under the law, according to 
the weight of authority, by the test of human reason, by the stand- 
ard of the Constitution, I submit (andif I do so positively, I do so 


at the same time modestly) that those views of the minority and | 


the arguments advanced bey gentleman from Maine stand ab- 
solutely unshaken, the weakest and most incidental parts of them 
firm, as if untouched by the opposing arguments, and, of course, 
unaffected by the irrelevant rhetoric hurled at them. 

Perhaps I should not wonder under these circumstances, and 
yet, Mr. Speaker, I do marvel that it may have been thought nec- 
essary for somebody equal to the emergency to make such a speech 
and such an ap as came from the able and experienced gentle- 
man from Ohio, General GROSVENOR. [listen to that distinguished 
statesman always with interest, and very seldom, if ever, with 
coproves. {Laughter.] That he may have, in this House, upon 
this vote, and before the country, the full benefit of his perform- 
ance, I wish to invite special attention to it. 

The gentleman from Ohio, appearing to argue this case, left the 
Constitution and the spirit of the law and dropped under the 
jurisdiction of Judge Lynch when he ‘‘congratulated ” the gen- 
tleman from Maine upon having made so able a defense of Mr. 
Roberts, citing the Guiteau case and other noted criminal trials 
for com . The an from Ohio knows that the gen- 
tleman Maine ad himself, as a lawyer and statesman, 
independent enough to assert his opinion, as well as manly enough 
to have it, to the sp pe ame involved, without cheap abuse of 
Roberts, it is true, without a word of defense or apology for 
him. He defended Roberts, did he? He made the ablest defense 
which the gentleman from Ohio ever knew to be made! 

How must be the cause, how desperate must be the straits, 
of any man or body of men driven into such a position, upon a 

solemn, so hty, as determining the meaning of the 
80 well the best thought and honest 


cheap adjective and terms of re- 

terms of = and abuse, level- 

helpless and friendless as 

cpematen, defender, or apolo- 

in the House is ready and waiting to send 
to return 
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evoke applause from the thoughtless or the excited by denuncia- 
tions so easily made and so unnecessary under the circumstances, 
Let me not leave room here for any carping critic, for some one 
ready to misrepresent and to do wrong and slow to do right, to 
say that I sympathize with polygamy. I loathe it as much as do 
the other members of the House, but I do not deem it necessary, 
in order to show how good Iam, and how I love home and mother- 
hood and wifehood and childhood, to lend myself, outside the con- 
stitutional considerations involved and against propriety, to de- 
nunciation which is simply cheap abuse, requiring neither ability 
nor courage. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

It is suggested that if the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] should prevail, all future efforts 
to deal with Roberts would be nugatory, all would be lost, be- 
cause, a if the opportunity be given him to be sworn in as 
a member of the House—the opportunity for which he has con- 
tended from the hour of the organization of the House to this 
moment—perchance he would hie himself away to Utah, and 
then what would the House do? What a petty difficulty if real; 
how gauzy when existing in fancy alone! Do gentlemen in their 
senses candidly believe that any difficulty could arise in that re- 
mote and most improbable contingency? What would the House 
do when the opportunity is given a member-elect to be sworn in 
and he refuses to take the oath? Vacate his seat instanter, if the 
House please; not by a two-thirds vote, but by a majority vote, 
Who doubts that that can be done, or doubts that it would be 
done in this case, if need be? 

But it seems that there is another trouble which harasses some 
gentlemen. While Roberts, they say, possessed certain rights 
when he presented himself at the bar of the House, they fancy 
that those rights have slipped away. It is suggested that though 
he had a right to be sworn in, possessing the constitutional quali- 
fications and a certificate of election, formal and regular, yet, not 
having been sworn in, but having been stood aside and the matter 
referred to a committee of this House to investigate, he now 
comes back before the House, shorn of rights which the Constitu- 
tionsecurestoall, Certainly, it should not be held that one waives 
a right by persistently asserting it, 

Some seem to be troubled with a situation in which I think 
there is no trouble but that of their imagination. They say that 


by a very large majority the House decided upon standing 
Roberts aside and appointing a committee to investigate his case, 


and to report to the House upon it; and that those who voted for 
that resolution will be inconsistent now if they vote for the reso- 
lution submitted by the minority. According to their view, rend- 
ing the Constitution is a trifling circumstance compared with 
that brand of consistency which favors the exit which first attracted 
the attention of certain persons, groping in the dark. 

It seems to me that a very little of the discriminating faculty, 
exercised to a point much short of weariness, ought to bring one 
to the conclusion that the question now presented should not be 
minimized or changed in anyone's mind, on account of his vote to 
refer Roberts’s case to a committee. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LiItTLErieLp] and I voted for 
the resolution under which this committee was appointed. I see 
nothing inconsistent in voting for that, in the comparative state 
of ignorance in which we then were, and voting now, in the com- 
parative state of enlightenment in which it seems to me we are, 
after the investigation made, for the resolution which he and I 
submit. Butif there be any inconsistency in it, Il would rather 
be rated as inconsistent than as cowardly enough, mentally and 
morally, to tie myself to the error of the past, instead of exercising 
my judgment and conscience in the light of the present. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Roberts being a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural 
wives, how shall we dispose of his case? Let us turn to the Con- 
stitution and there learn how we should dispose of it. 

a Constitution (Article I, section 2, paragraph 2) provides 
that— 

No person shall be a Representative whoshall not have attained to the age 
of 25 years, and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 
chosen. 

If the qualifications of a Representative in Congress are deter- 
mined and fixed by the Constitution, then Roberts is entitled to 
be sworn in as a member of this House, since all admit that he 
was elected, and that he lacks none of the specified qualifications. 

In the report of the Committee of Detail, giving the first draft of 
the Constitution, August 6, 1787 (Madison Papers, etc., volume 5, 
page 376), this paragraph appears as an independent section, i. e., 
section 2, Article IV, in these words: 


Sxc. 2. Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age 
of twenty-five years at least, shall have been a citizen of the United States 
for at least three years before hiselection, and shall be at the time of his elec 
tion a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen 


In the same draft of the Constitution was section 2 of Article 
VI, as follows: 


Sec. 2. The Legislature of the United States shall have authority to estab- 
lish such uniform qualifications of the members of each House with regard 
to property as to the said Legislature shall seem expedient. 
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Now, if section 2 of Article IV was not exclusive, if it did not 
fix absolutely the —S of Representatives, why was sec- 
tion 2 of Article VI put into the same draft of the Constitution? 
What office could it have except to enlarge section 2 of Article IV? 
And what need could there be for enlarging that section if addi- 
tions could be made By law or by action of the House alone with- 
out enlargement? ; 

Madison was opposed to this section 2 of Article VI— 

“as vesting animproperand dangerous power in the Le ture. The quali- 
fications of elector and elected were fundamental articles in a_republican 
government and ought to be fixed by the Constitution. If the Legislature 
could regulate those of either, it can by degrees subvert the Constitution. 

“A republic may be converted into an aristocracy or oligarchy as well by 
limiting the number capable of being elected as the number authorized to 
elect. In all cases where the representatives of the people will have a per- 
sonal interest distinct from that of their constituents, there was the same 
reason for being jealous of them as there was for relying upon them with 
full confidence when they had a common interest. This was one of the for- 
mer cases.” 

Gouverneur Morris moved to strike out “ with regard to prop- 
erty,” in order, as he said, “‘to leave the Legislature entirely at 
large.” 

Earlier in the discussion Mr. Dickinson opposed section 2 of 
Article IV, because it would be exclusive, saying he— 

Was against any recitals of qualifications in the Constitution. It was im- 
possible to make a complete one, and a partial one would, by implication, tie 


up the hands of the  nea— from supplying omissions.—Madison Papers, 
etc., volume 5, page 371. 


Mr. Wilson took the same view, saying— 


Besides, a partial enumeration of cases will disable the legislature from 
disqualifying odious and dangerous characters.—Ibid., 373. 

The opposition, led by Madison, defeated section 2 of Article 
VI, and so neither in its original form nor amended, as Morris 
and others proposed, did it get into the Constitution as finally 
agreed upon. The citizenship qualification of three years, as it 
first appeared in section 2 of Article [V, was changed by amend- 
ment to seven years. 

Then this pera being agreed upon by the Convention, went, 
with others likewise adopted, to the Committee of Detail, the most 
influential member of which was Madison. 

This Committee of Detail had no authority tochange the mean- 
ing of what was referred to them, but only ‘‘ to revise the style of 
and arrange” the several parts of the Constitution submitted to 
them. 

The majority of the Roberts committee and others tell us that 
this section 2 of Article IV, as it went to the committee of detail, 
ov the only qualifications that could be exacted of one 
claiming a seat in the House asa Representative-elect. They say 
that if it had gone into the Constitution as it then was, namely— 

Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of t 


he age of 
twenty-five years at least, shall have been a citizen of the United States for 


at least seven years before his election, and shall be, at the time of his elec- 
tion, a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen— 

there could be no doubt but that Roberts would be entitled to 
take the oath of office and become a member of the House. 

“ But,” they say, ‘‘ behold what a change has been wrought!” 
And they base the right to exclude upon the negative form of ex- 
pression used in the Constitution: , 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the 
age of twent x five years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, 
ond, wyne Gal mot, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he 

Why so much stress should be laid upon this change in the form 
of expression, used to convey precisely the same meaning, I am at 
a losstodetermine. And yet the majority of the committee really 
rest their whole case upon the sup radical difference in the 
meaning of a statement when the affirmative form of expression 
is used, and the same statement when it is made by a negative 
form of expression. 

Now, let us see whether there is anything but error, demonstra- 
ble error, in what our friends upon the other side work out as 
critics. Let us pick these paragraphs to pieces and then recon- 
struct them, note the result, and profit by what we learn. 

In one we have, first: 

Every member of the House of vi 
wt eee Se of Representatives shall be of the age of 

In the other: 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age 
of twenty-five years. 

Tell me, some of _ wise men, who know more about the mean- 
ing of what the fathers said in the Constitution than they them- 
selves knew, pray tell me what you find in one of the clauses 
which you do not also find in the other. And tell me what is 
absent from the one that isnot absent also fromthe other. As to 
age, who that could be excluded under the one could be entitled 
to admission under the other; and who entitled to admission un- 
der the one can be excluded under the other. Not one of you has 
the hardihood to go into such an analysis, for to do so would be to 
prove that you are wrong. 
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Are you any better oft when the second clauses are compareq 
and studied? Here they are: 

Shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least seven years hp. 
fore his election. 

And— 

Been seven years a citizen of the United States. 

What is the difference here except in phraseology? 

And, finally, what is the difference between the concluding 
clauses, save in form of expression? Will you contend that «j, 
habitant ” means more or less than ‘‘ resident?” 

Comeideving the clauses separately, nothing can be found in on, 
except what is also found to be in the other and correspondin, 
clause, and everything which is excluded by or from one is like. 
wise found to be excluded by or from the other. Put them q)) 
back into their places and point out, if you can, any difference of 
meaning evolved out of the association. 

One place the eee is ‘atleast twenty-five years of age;” jp 
another, “attained tothe age of twenty-five years.” Neither places 
an upwardor seniority limit, and yet you will not follow your own 
reasoning to its logical conclusion, for while you claim that quali. 
fications outside of those mentioned in the Constitution may }, 
added, you insist that they can not be as to age, citizenship, or 
residence. If not, then, on your theory, why not? You can give 
no reason worthy of the name which will not destroy your entira 
exclusion theory. 

As already observed, Madison was the chief spirit on the Com. 
mittee of Detail. He contended in the convention that the quali. 
fications of members of Congress ought to be determined ani fixed 
in and by the Constitution, and the convention agreed with hin, 
He regarded the matter as of vital importance, going to tho 
foundation of free government. Isit, then, supposable that, hay- 
ing won the fight in the convention, this great man reversed him. 
self in the Committee of Detail, either intentionally or unvwit- 
tingly? I think not. 

And Hamilton and the others, were they so thick-witted as not 
to know it, if what they had done in the convention had beer un- 
done in the committee of detail? I am that I find myself 
able toread the Constitution and to apply it to the facts of the case 
before us, without imputing to the illustrious patriots, scholars, 
and statesmen who made it either ignorance or duplicity. 

The majority of the committee sepaer te eng some hopes upon 
the name and fame of John Randolph. — ooking into what 
they quote from him, in with matter then under 
consideration, and the on made of it, we find that John 
Randolph's contention, vain then, was that the States could add 
qualifications to those prescribed by the Constitution for Repre- 
sentatives in © This John Randolph notion has drifted 
away on the tide of time, and is as dead as John Randolph him- 
self, but, of course, not too for those who have resurrected 
it and are g to galvanize into it an a ce of life. 

Observe, if you please, what the Constitution says about the 
qualifications of the President: 


No person except a natural-born citizen or a citizen of the United States 


at the time of the adoption of this Constitution shall be ble zo the Ofilce 
Who shall not 


have sttainel pethenenattaite ins = Solibene takevean years a resident 
within the United States.—Const 1, paragraph 4. 
Here, again, the negative form of statement is employed; and if 
‘our aa the See Ree correct in er oon as to the 
concerning qualifications tives, any 
amborat additional reasonable qualifications (the agency impos 
ing them determining whether they are reasonable) may be pre- 
scribed for the Presidency. The sameis true respecting Senators, 
whose qualifications also are stated ow 
It & to be the belief of some that a ion of the 
Constitution has a peculiar effect in supporting the construction 
a. opposed to us. I refer to this passage from section }, 
Each Menlo shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualiticatious 


of its own 
Here members are of in the aggregate, and the power 
ven is to judge of ir elections—i. e., to determine whether 
were elected, not to-clect them; to judge of their returns—i.¢., 
to whether the returns are or are not sufficient, in su)- 
stance and form, to show the result of the election, not to make 
returns; and to judge of their qualifications—i. e., to determin 
whether they have or have the qualifications already pre 
scribed, not to add to or take from tho prescribed qualifications. 
Under this clause the House has just as much right to elect its 
members as it has to make any member-elect e or ineligible, 
entitled to admission or not entitled to by changing, 
either or subtraction, the qualifications definitely 
S— not for one member at one time, but for all mem)crs 


ee en ue he ante ee a 
tions, returns, qualifications own members,” it may 
such judge before as well as after the member is sworn in. ut 


t ‘in. 
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: true, who will say that before the member is sworn in 
.n can judge of anything of which it can not judge after 
the oath of office has been administered? 

The question before us is not one of time. It is whether the 

wer to judge is the ee of the power to make—whether 
P judge under existing law is to make law. . 

Some warrant for the exclusion of a member-elect, possessing 
all the qualifications prescribed by the Constitution, is supposed to 
reside in the concluding clause of Article VI of that instrument: 

ro religi t shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or 
I onic t lig owe der the United States. ¢ ; 

Clearly, religious test has reference to religious belief, observ- 
ance, or affiliation, and some promise under oath with respect 
th ereto for the future. The entire paragraph has relation to 
qualification by taking the oath of office, and pape arg the 
ciection or appointment, as the case may be, of the person to be 
thus qualified or sworn into office, and that he has been shown to 
possess the prescribed qualifications, at least to the extent of being 
entitled to take the oath, the final act, at the conclusion of which 

» is in office. 
nthe war-time test oath, exacted upon the theory opposed to 
that for which we contend, was declared unconstitutional, and 
fell to the ground, with the House rules and House precedents 
based upon or deduced from it. 

Indeed, the third seetion of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution is proof a that the doctrine of reconstruction 
days, that members-elect could be stood aside at the will of a 
majority, or could be kept out by the exaction of an iron-clad 
oath, which some of them were unable to take, was without con- 
stitutional sanction. ‘ 

The fourteenth amendment went into effect as part of the Con- 
stitution in July, 1868. This is section 3 of it: 

Sec. 3. No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or 
elector of President and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or military, 
under the United States, or under any State, who, having previously taken 
an oath, as a member of Con or as an officer of the United States, or as 
a member of any State laghsinbaro. or as an executive or judicial officer of 
any State, to support the Constitution of the United States, shall have en- 
gaged in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort 
to the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each 
House, remove such disability. 

Not only does this constitutional amendment afford most con- 
vincing evidence that procedure in either House, such as it 
authorized, was unauthorized before, but it affords equally strong 
evidence, in ibing another or further qualification for mem- 
bership in either House, that nothing else can bo required in the 
way of qualification except what already was in the Constitution— 
the requirement respecting age, citizenship, and residence. 

Here, then, it appears to me, is the way the matter stands: 

The Constitution fixed the qualifications for a Representative 
by requiring that he shall have attained to the of twenty-five 
years; shall have been seven years a citizen of the United States, 
and shall be an inhabitant of the State in which he shall be chosen. 
By section 3 of the fourteenth amendment the further require- 
ment just set forth is made. 

Now, how can anything be added to or taken from these quali- 
fications except by another constitutional amendment? How can 
they be right who insist that such things can be done by statute, 
or, worse still, by the House without the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate or the President? 

Since those who advocate exclusion as inst expulsion find 
themselves driven to seek shelter behind the Edmunds Act of 1882, 
a word may be said as to this refuge. 

They say the Edmunds Act comes in and plays an important 
part. Finding that their action can not be predicated 
upon the Constitution, they may be excusable for flying hither 
and thither, to this and to that, to make what argument they can 
upon other 

They must have been under some stress when they approached 
this act. I find this stated on page 39 of the report e by the 
majority of the special committee: , 

plicable to this case, eliminat- 


Reading that act [the Edmunds Act] as 
ne irrelevant portions, it =? ce s: “No polygamist ball be 
peer mee hold any office or pu trust, honor, or emolument 


I will now read to you, Mr. Speaker, and to the House, section 

8 of that not as rendered by the committee, but as the Con- 

gress of the United States made it; and let us see whether they 
have eliminated “‘ the irrelevant portions” of it: 

Src. 8. That no polygamist, bigamist, or an rson cohabiting with more 

than one and no woman cohabiting wiltten of the paneons 4 described 

in arpenery ex other — over which the 

ll be entitled to vote at any 

other place, or be eligible for election 

entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 

under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 


think, that the Edmunds Act can not be pressed 
the exclusion hy without 
parts, as is done in the report of the 


majority of the special committee. But even then it will not 
answer. 

But once or twice, if at all, and probably not once, does ‘‘ office” 
or “officer,” as used in the Constitution or the amendments 
thereto, relate to or embrace a Senator or Representative in Con- 
gress. This being true, the Edmunds Act, even “ eliminating 
the irrelevant portions,” must fall short of helping out the weak 
argument into which—not naturally, but with force and violence— 
it is pushed. 

Not only was and is that act, by its own express terms, limited 
to *‘ any Territory or other place over which the United States 
have exclusive jurisdiction,” but it cam have no application to 
Utah, the State, or to this Roberts case for another reason, an 
unanswerable reason. No ‘Territory or other place over which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction” could, in 1882, or 
now, or ever, have a Representative or Senator in Congress. 
States only can send Senators and Representatives to Congress. 
Then, as it was not and is not constitutionally possible for ‘‘ any 
Territory or other place over which the United States have exclu- 
sive jurisdiction ” to elect a Congressman, it is straining human 
reason and overtaxing human credulity to call for acceptance of 
the claim that the Edmunds Act has or can have, or ever was 
intended to have, any control over or relation to members of Con- 
gress or their qualifications. 

Stress is laid upon an alleged ‘‘compact” between Utah and the 
United States, and the House is gravely urged to punish Utah by 
excluding Roberts, instead of dealing with Roberts, as the duly 
elected Representative from Utah, by expelling him because he is 
a polygamist. 

The United States never asked Utah not to elect Roberts or such 
men as he as Representatives in Congress, and Utah never promised 
not to elect him or them. All that the United States demanded 
of Utah, and that as a condition precedent to her admission into 
the sisterhood of States, was and is that the people of Utah should 
put into the constitution of the prospective State an express pro- 
hibition against polygamy. What the United States demanded 
that Utah should put into her constitution went into that consti- 
tution and is in it to-day, in the precise words of the Congress of 
the United States. 

Utah did exactly what she was required to do, and now she is 
one of the forty-five States of the Union, upon a complete equality 
under the Constitution of the United States with each and every 
other State. 

It was suggested in argument by the able gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. McPHERsON] that the Supreme Court, in Texas vs. White, 
reported in 7 Wallace, upheld the “compact” doctrine for which 
he and other exclusionists contend. An examination of that case 
I think will show that the court expressly repudiated that doc- 
trine. The court said: 

When, therefore, Texas became one of the United States, she entered into 
an indissoluble relation. All the obligations of perpetual union and all the 
nui of republican government in the Union attached at once to the 

te. The act which consummated her admission into the Union was some- 
thing more than a compact, it was the incorporation of a new member into 
the political body. And it was final. 

As my colleague from Maine | Mr. LitrTLerie.p] said, the ques- 
tion of whether the relation of a State to the Union is a compact 
or contract—and the words are the same in significance—dissolu- 
ble by either party to the contract upon what to that party shall 
seem proper ground for dissolution, was settled upon the battle- 
field in four years of dreadful war, when, as he stated, hundreds 
of thousands of the bravest and best of American citizens went 
down to death upon either side. 

And now, at this late day, we have exploited here in this Cham- 
ber the proposition that there is a special and peculiar contract 
existing between the United States and Utah, and that the House 
of Representatives, to the exclusion of the Senate and the Presi- 
dent, has the power, derived from the Constitution of the United 
States, to discipline and punish the people of Utah for an alleged 
violation of that contract, by excluding from this House the man 
who was elected a Representative in this Congress from Utah. 

That the House has the constitutional right toexpel Roberts on 
the ground that he is a polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with 
plural wives, is a proposition which, in my judgment, can not 
only be sustained by argument but may be established with little, 
if anything, short of the certainty of a demonstration in mathe- 
matics. , 

The Constitution (Article I, section 5, paragraph 2) provides 
that— 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings. punish its mem- 
bers for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
a member. 

This provision originally appeared in the Constitution, in section 
6 of Article VI, in words and with punctuation as follows: 

Each house may determine the rules of its proceedings; may punish its 
members for disorderly behavior; and may expe! a member. 

These clauses were distinct; separated by semicolons. 


Each 
was complete in itself and independent of the others. 


Who could 
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claim, with any reason, that the power of expulsion as expressed 
in the words ‘‘and may expel a member” was limited or qualified? 
Certainly the members of the Constitutional Convention under- 
stood it to be without limit or qualification. Note what leading 
ones said when it was under consideration: 

Mr. Madison observed that the right of expulsion (Article VI, section 6) was 
too important to be exercised by a bare majority of a quorum, and in emer- 
gencies of faction might be dangerously abused. He moved that “with the 
concurrence of two-thirds” might be inserted between ‘may ” and “‘expel.”’ 

Mr. Randolph and Mr. Mason approved the idea. 

Mr. Gouverneur Morris. This power may be safely trusted to a majority. 
A Soy ae, from factious motives, may keep in a member who ought to be 
; Mr. Conegti thought that the concurrence of two-thirds at least ought to 

“On the question requiring two-thirds in cases of expelling a member, ten 
States were in the affirmative; Pennsylvania divided.— Madison Papers, vol- 
ume 5, page 406. 

The article as amended was then agreed to unanimously, and 
went to the Committee of Detail, to be put into better English, if 
possible, but not to be changed in the least in meaning. It came 
from the Committee of Detail and went into the final draft of the 
Constitution as it now appears, as the second paragraph of the 
fifth section of the first article of that instrument. To read into 
it now any limitation or qualification is to impeach either the 
honor or the capacity of those who framed the Constitution. 

John Quincy Adams, the ‘‘ Old Man Eloquent,’’ expressed very 
happily what we now, humbly following the fathers, believe: 

By letter of the Constitution the power of expelling a member is given to 
each of the two Houses of Congress, without any limitation other than that 
which requires a concurrence of two-thirds of the votes to give it effect. 

How striking is the fact that our opponents find it necessary to 
enlarge the provision of the Constitution concerning the qualifi- 
cations of members of Congress to enable them to exclude a 
member-elect, and to limit and impair the power of expulsion, 
without constitutional warrant, while we are quite willing to rest 
our contention upon the Constitution as it is! 

It is insisted that the power to expel is but an enlargement of 
the power to punish ‘for disorderly behavior.” In other words, 
that the two clauses are so closely connected, being separated by 
a comma only, that ‘‘ disorderly behavior” is the ss ground 
for expulsion as for punishment. We have seen, by reference to 
the proceedings of the Convention which framed the Constitution, 
how foundationless is this contention. Those who make it seem 
to realize this; for having, by a criticism resting upon a comma, 
arrived at the conclusion that the power to expel is confined by 
the Constitution to cases of ‘‘disorderly behavior "—aggravated 
cases, they say—they abandon their chosen position and add cases 
of misdeeds done in the capacity of amember. This not bein 
sufficient, they add cases affecting the standing of a member, an 
even this not being enough, they include cases affecting the honor 
and dignity of the House, and so on to the end of the chapter. 

Now, if *‘disorderly behavior” is the only ground of expulsion 
provided by the Constitution—and that they proclaim—then these 
gentlemen run some risk of making themselves ridiculous when 
they wantonly add other grounds. If the other grounds of expul- 
sion exist under the Constitution, then ‘disorderly behavior ” is 
not the only constitutional ground therefor. 

But having contradicted themselves and refuted their own argu- 
ments and destroyed their own interpretation of the Constitution, 
hung upon a comma, they assume a thus-far-and-no-farther air, 
and declare that the power of expulsion can not reach a member 
on account of anything done before his term as resentative 
began. This is a fresh abandonment of the ‘‘ disorderly behavior ” 
limitation. The Matteson case is relied on to —— this con- 
tention. Matteson resigned to escape expulsion from the House 
in the Thirty-fourth Congress, and the House in the Thirty-fifth 
Congress did not expel him for the past offense, apparently con- 
sidering that the former House had dealt with hini. 

It is not too harsh, and certainly warranted by the facts, to -~ of 
the cases of Oakes Ames and others mixed up in the Crédit Mobilier 
scandal that the offenders were “‘ whitewashed;” not entirely, it 
is true, but as completely as circumstances would permit. e 
greatest and best men in the House favored expulsion, and the 
people doomed to political death some, at least, of the offenders. 

The real reason why it is so seldom that expulsion is resorted 
to for offenses committed before the election of the offender is 
that the people have a right to elect anybody not disqualified by 
the Constitution, and that, respecting this sacred right, it rarely 
happens that the offending is of such a nature or the individual 
such a person that an exercise of the power of expulsion really is 
called for. 

The power to expel is a power to purge the House of a member 
who should not remain in it, rather than a power to punish. The 
courts and the executive are charged with the duty of punishing 
those guilty of crime whereof they have been duly convicted. 

In a well-considered case in Massachusetts—the Hiss case—it is 
held that the power to expel isan inherent, necessary power, pos- 
sessed by all legislative bodies, without any constitutional grant. 
It exists for the protection of the body, not for the punishmentof 


remain 
nent in- 


the offender. I believe many persons fall into error and 
in error in consequence of regarding expulsion as punishn 
stead of protection and purification. 

The ‘‘disorderly behavior” for which the House may i144, 
punishment is that which disturbs its proceedings, or interf.;,, 
with the transaction of its business in an orderly way. 

Our friends on the other side are fond of supposing cases, |. 
us suppose one or two. = 

Suppose a Representative is and for years has been the chief o¢ 
a band of forgers, but not a thing can be said against his denjeano- 
while a member or asa member. Suppose, further, that a dozey 
of his gang also are members, the equals in deportment of the;; 
chief. Sow, is the House without constitutional power to rid itse|; 
of them by expulsion? 

Suppose a member of the House, gentlemanly in behavior anq 
devoted to his duties as a member, is one of a band of burglars 
with whom, when and only when no Congressional duties are +, 
be discharged, he operates as a housebreaker. Is there constity. 
tional power to expel him? 

The right of admission to the House is to be determined according 
to legal principles, and the right of expulsion according to eq uital's 
principles—that is, if the Constitution shall be respected. As ty 
expulsion, nothing save the requirement of a two-thirds vote ang 
the judgment and conscience of each individual member cay cop. 
trol, influence, or limit action. As to thé question of admissioy 
or exclusion, the straight lines of constitutional requirement ea) 
not be effaced otherwise than through a violation of the supreme 
law of the land, 

The general-welfare clause of the Constitution is invoked to ex. 
cuse the proposed exclusion of Roberts, who ought to be expelled, 
I will not contest the proposition, that when a power is granted in 
and by the Constitution, the incidental powers necessary to make 
the grant operative, go with it; but that doctrine has no applica- 
tion in this case. e question here is as to original, primary 
power, and not as toincidental power. : ; 

Indeed, our brethren of the other side have only furnished an- 
other instance of resorting in desperate cases to the doctrine that 
‘*The end justifies the means.” 

How comforting should be the assurance of these gentlemen, oft 
repeated, that the action which they recoommend—the exclusion of 
Roberts, though duly elected and possessing all the qualifications 
which the Constitution requires of any Representative—will nt 
be regarded as a precedent and so will not work harm in the 
future! Why do they solace themselves with the prediction that 
what they insist upon having_done in this case will not be consil- 
ered as establishing a precedent to influence the action of future 
Houses? 

Can any plausible reason be given, except that they realize that 
what they are about to do others ought not todo? If confident 
that they are right, they ought to hope and pray that they might 
make a precedent for all hereafter to accept and follow. 

Despite these apologetic assurances of these gentlemen, | cin 
not banish the fear that what they advocate will, if accomp)ish«(, 
make a precedent for much -doing. If Roberts may le ex- 
cluded, instead of being expelled, use he is a polygamist. tlien 
others may be excluded at any time for a that a majority 
may consider sufficient under the tempta.ions of the hour or the 
exigencies of party. 

In the same breath that brings us the assurance, suggested by 
conscience, that the excluding of Roberts will not be regar:led as 
a precedent, we are to exclude him because, perchance, 
some other House—not this one—may find itself able to muster a 
majority, but not two-thirds of its members, = an obnox- 
ious person, elected by the people of his district! Is not this an 
argument, so called, for making the precedent which (they also 
dy not do harm because it will not be regarded as a jrev- 

en 

One is reminded of what Shakespeare says about conscience 
making cowards of us all; but not to the exclusion of the suz.es- 
tion that upon some other agencies may operate to the same end. 

It is claimed in the report of the majority and in argument 
upon the floor “that if a vote to declare the seat vacant is su> 
tained by a two-thirds majority, the Constitution is substantially 


| complied wit 


Everything which the Congress or either House can do at al! 
can, unless a two-thirds vote is required by the Constitution. b° 
done by a majority of a quorum as effec y, and with the like 


| constitutional sanction, as if done by unanimous vote, with every 
| member ae os and voting. Either a majority of a quorum can 
| constitu 

| bers can not do it constitutionally. 


onally exclude or declare a seat vacant or the mem- 


Some commentators uw the Constitution support, generally 
by implication, some of the minor points in the contention of tle 
exclusionists, and straightway these gentlemen parade with 0)": 
in their hands, if not with masks upon their faces. But the great 
weight of eae is against their contention and in support of 
ours, as I think fully appears by the two reports. 








1900. 





le imagination of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

L pete nh a the narrow bounds within which is confined 
the oe taken in this particular case and ranged at will 
through ne perdom, borne abroad on the wings of rumor, and 
appealed to ‘‘ the jury.” Noman has more respect than I have for 
the jury system or for the verdict of the jury. The court in- 
structs the jury as to what the law is. The Constitution, to sup- 
‘ort which we have taken an oath, instructs us as to what is the 

yapreme law in these United States. The facts, so far as they 
have significance and importance here, appear in the testimony 
as it has been —— to this House. 

One might wake the echoes on the stump, or gain the applause 
of the galleries, or be cheered on by the enthusiastic outbursts of 
sympathetic members upon the floor, when he goes abroad beyond 
the record, exercises his inventive ingenuity, and lets himself 
loose to his full capacity in denunciation and romance. Of course, 
it is with each gentleman to determine for himself whether he 
will cast his vote in this matter under the Constitution and upon 
the facts, or upon the broad principles of general goodness, which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] will have us under- 
stand that he enunciated, outside the record and beyond the pale 
of the testimony. é . 

One reason for the exclusion of this man contrary to the Con- 
stitution is that he is said to have vilified or sneered at Miss Helen 
Gould. Did he? Let us see how much of sneer or vilification is 
in what he did say. Speaking of her he said: 


I mention that lady’s name with the profoundest respect and admiration 
for her good works, her womanly charity, and, withal, her broad-mindedness, 
and only regret that she has been misled in relation to the conditions in 
Utah. 

I am not here, as my colleague [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] was not here, 
to defend Mr. Roberts or to apologize for him. But if there be 
either sneer or vilification in Roberts’s language of respect and 
admiration concerning Miss Gould, where are the bounds to ordi- 
nary truthfulness and ordinary regard for propriety upon this 
floor? 

I too have admiration for Miss Helen Gould and commenda- 
tion for the good that she has done, Only a few days agol had 
a pathetic letter from a childless widow dwelling in my own dis- 
trict, whose husband fought under Lee and Jackson. Weakened 
and broken with wounds, he crossed over the river to ‘‘ rest under 
the shade of the trees” with the chieftain whom he followed in 
many hard-fought battles. Heleft one child, the son of the father’s 
pride, the mother’s hope and joy. 

They were poor, and the boy was the stay of the mother’s de- 
clining years, her prop as the weight of age gathered upon her 
and the infirmities incident to life increased. The Spanish war 
came on. Burning in his soul was the same martial fire that 
blazed in the soul of his sire; the youth was one of the first to 
volunteer to fight under the old Star Spangled Banner, waving 
again in glory over a united country, a noble people. In the 


service he contracted disease and suffered injuries from which | 


about a week ago he, too, crossed over the river, to ‘‘rest under 
the shade of the trees.” That boy gt his life, that mother gave 
_— than life, to our country, and they are but types of thou- 
sands, 

So, while admiration may go to your Helen Goulds, while praise 
may sound the land over for those who from their great abundance 
give a pittance, and while I may join in the acclaim, yet to me, 
here and elsewhere, there is a higher glory which belongs to the 

r and the lowly for their services, sacrifices, and sufferings. 
here is the holy sacrifice of the mother who gives up her only 
son to her country’s cause; the sacrifice of the sister, from the 
humble walks of life, if you please, who sees the idolized brother 
go forth, a soldier with his shield upon his arm, to return—ah, 
who can tell how?—with it or upon it! And the sweet angels of 
mercy who humbly, but with a tenderness little less than divine, 
minister to sick, wounded, and dying—who trumpets to fame 
these devoted daughters of the plain people! 

There is an unsung nobility from the walks of private life, in 
the humble retreats of common citizenship, which brings from 
my heart and out of my soul a meed of praise, and if I had the 
power, would call forth a paean of glory that would sound far 
above all the adulation offered to wealth, that contributes of its 
abundance without sacrifice and with the certainty of glory to at- 
tend. [Applause.] 

The pet os crorge from Ohio [Mr. TaAYLER] draws upon his 
fancy for pictures with which, perhaps, he may frighten some 
whom his argument fails to convince into supporting him in his 
determination to exclude Roberts. For instance, he draws the 
curtain and discloses to us, revealed upon the background of his 
imagination, the picture of a member-elect who admits that he 


was a traitor to his country, fighting in the army of Spain against | Supposed wise men, titled or in official station. 
his native lend; and by his side is projected the figure of a most | 4ffords an example in point. 


reputable witness, who swears to the truthfulness of the shameful 
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be convicted, because there is but one witness to his treason, and 
the Constitution requires two. Then, deeply distressed in con- 
templating the horror of his own imagining, this gentleman reaches 
one of his climaxes by demanding information as to whether any- 
one believes the House could not protect itself by excluding the 
monster! 

Now, does he really fear that the House would not promptly 
expel his champion culprit? If not, the awful gravity of the case 
does not put it beyond the efficacy of constitutional treatment. 

But suppose the man manufactured for the occasion by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio does not admit his guilt, and suppose further 
that the other man does not swear that he is guilty. Still, a ma- 
jority may exclude, and the gentleman’s argument, and the action 
of the House if it shall follow him, will stand as an authoritative 
declaration that the right to do so exists under the Constitution. 

Other cases are ‘‘ supposed,” for use as object lessons. Suppose 
an insane man appears and asks to be allowed to take the oath of 
office? What power, we are asked, but that of exclusion, can then 
be invoked? Andthecase of Senator Niles, of Connecticut, is cited. 

It was said that Niles was deranged, and the Senate appointed 
a committee to ascertain whether he possessed the mental capac- 
ity to understand the obligation of the oath of office, The com- 
mittee reported that he had such capacity, and he was sworn in 
as a member of the Senate. That procedure seems to be adapted 
to such cases; and how different it is from the exclusion of a sane 
man who does comprehend what it is to take an oath of office! 

And what of the case of the man with a contagious disease? 

If you admit him to the floor of the House, the danger from his 
presence would not be materially increased by swearing him in and 
at once expelling him, if he would not at once voluntarily retire 
and keep away until no lenger thus afflicted. But why should 
anyone be suffered toenter any public building or to go at large at 
all while in a condition to scatter disease far and wide? Ordinary 
police regulations are quite sufficient for such cases; the Consti- 
tution need not be broken to meet them. 

And then there is the case of the imaginary being, who swears 
and howls and fires pistol bullets at the portraits on the walls, 
demanding all the while that the oath of office be administered to 
him. ‘‘ How can you deal with him,” these naive gentlemen in- 
quire, ‘‘if the constitutional power to exclude Roberts does not 
exist?” 

Who that will refresh himself with a moment of calm, abso- 
lutely free from hysteria, can doubt that the presiding officer 
would at once direct the arrest of the offender, whether member, 
member-elect, or anyone else, if other officers of the body or em- 
loyees or members did not at once perform that necessary serv- 
ice? And then the offender would be turned over to the jailer and 
the courts or would be punished by the House itself. 

And the member-elect confined in the penitentiary for a period 
covering the entire life of the Congress, or expiring only the day 
before the final adjournment of the Congress—how can he be dealt 
with, if it be not in order under the Constitution to exclude Roberts 
instead of expelling him? This is another sample conundrum, 
supplied by the exclusionists. 

Note the difference between the case at bar and the supposed 
case: Roberts is not in the penitentiary, but is here claiming a seat 
inthe House as a Representative-elect; the other fellow is not here 
claiming a seat and can not be here. No one denies the power or 
right of the House by a majority vote to declare vacant a seat 
which a member-elect will not or can not take, as it is his duty to 
do; and thus disappears another lion spirited from dreamland and 
thrown into the pathway of the Constitution. 

Let it be observed now, once for all, that not a single argument 
has been advanced for the majority report which is not more 
potent for expulsion than for exclusion. 

The ‘‘anti-contamination” plea is mirth provoking. Some gen- 
tlemen affect much concern lest we be ‘‘contaminated” if the 
oath of office be administered to Roberts, even though he be then 
expelled just as quickly as the roll could be called upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution to expel. They know very well that from 
the 4th day of December until this hour Roberts has been privi- 
leged to come into this House and remain in it at will. They 
know that during all the time since this House convened in De- 
cember he has had a seat and a desk upon this floor, the same as 
each of them. In view of these facts, known to everyone here, 
the anti-contamination plea for leave to lay aside the Constitution 
may go to join its fellows. 

Often I have been impressed with a display of the depth of the 
wisdom of the plain, common-sense people of our land. Indeed, 
I rate their homely judgment, evolved from the everyday thought 
of the millions, as worth much more than the conclusions of the 
This case, I think, 


Millions of good, conscientious, God-loving, God-fearing peo- 


confession. The traitor, the gentleman from Ohio says, can not |! ple who petitioned us for action in this Roberts case, prayed us to 








1210 


expel him! he i 
petitions, signed by millions of devoted C 





Here is the prayer that came to us, in thousands of 
hristians: 











To the Hon. ——., Representative-elect of the Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of 0 the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States of 
America; 





Congres- 
,do hereby most vospectsey an 
resentative in the ty-sixth Con- 
to exhaust all honorable means to 
secure the prompt expulsion of Mr. B. H. Roberts, of Utah, the orouenenye 
amist and covenant breaker, from the House of Representatives, in accord- 
ance with the provision of the National Constitution in Article , Section 5, 
paragraph 2, which reads as follows: “*Each House {of Congress] may deter- 
mine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, 
and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member.” 

We also do most respectfully and most earnestly call upon you touse your 
utmost endeavor and to exhaust all honorable means to secure action by the 
Fifty-sixth Congress proposing an amendment to the National Constitution, 
and submitting the same to the legislatures of the several States, defining 
legal marriage to bo monogamic, and making ygamy, under whatever 
guise or pretense, a crime t the United States, punishable by severe 
penalties, including disfranchisement and ualification to vote or to hold 
any office of honor or emolument under the United States or any State or 
Territory therein. 


We, the undersigned, jogally qualified voters of the said 
sional district of the said State of 

most earnestly call upon you as our 
gress to use your utmost endeavor an 





How fine is the intuition of the American citizen when his hon- 
est mind is moved and his Christian conscience is stirred! Our 
modest, unassuming constituents must have appreciated more 
than some of us do that while the —— should be cast out, 
he should go hence as the Constitution ordained—by expulsion. 
They seem to realize that the preservation of the Constitution is 
of vital importance to them and theirs, When they ask for bread, 
why give them a stone? 

Much has been said about the protection of the House. A word 
about the protection of the people, They have the right to elect 
as their Representative in Congress whomsoever they choose. If 
the person elected possess the prescribed qualifications, the refusal 
to admit him to a seat in the House is a deadly blow at the repre- 
sentative government of a free ple. Every member is elected 
subject to the constitutional right of the House to expel him for 
anything which, by a two-thirds vote, is declared to be a sufficient 
reason for the exercise of the power to expel. Both the House 
and the people will be best protected when the constitutional 
rights of the humblest or most odious claimant of a seat in the 
House are respected and preserved. 

Mr. Speaker, I have consumed more of the time of the House 
than I meant to take, and I have been listened to with that close 
and respectful attention for which, I assure you and assure the 
House, I am profoundly grateful. I shall close with my humble 
but heartfelt tribute to the Constitution, that incom: ble work 
of the Revolutionary patriots, which has commanded the admira- 
tion of the noblest of men from the day of its creation until this 
hour; has compelled the commendation, almost the worship, of 
independent free men ev here. 

Matchlessinstrument! Mightychartof human freedom! Splen- 
did tribute to human genius! Invaluable guardian and surety of 
the safety of the Republic and of the perpetuity of the liberties of 
inillions and millions of American citizens, now and in all the 
coming years and ages! Who need fear for being faithful to it? 
Who need be frightened from it? Who need apologize for stand- 
ing by it and cleaving to it, whatever may happen, w timid- 
ity may suggest? Long after all of us shall have passed from this 
scene of action and from this stage of existence; when the v 
stones that mark the places of our long rest shall have crumbled; 
when our names and our deeds, good or bad, great or small, shall 
have faded from the memory of man, people of greater enlighten- 
ment, aspiring to higher glories of ci p, excelling in nobler 
triumphs of liberty, will revere that sacred instrument. 

But, however this House may vote, whatever the ure in 
this case may be, whileI live, and d the lives of my children 
after me, I and they at least will cherish the proud recollection 
that I stood by the Constitution as the fathers made it and as the 
fathers interpreted it; and whether many or few of you vote to 
sustain the view advanced by my friend Maine (Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] and me, whether that view be vindicated or go down—aye, 
were not a man to sustain it but us two—we will stand by it 
proudly, and will welcome and cheerfully abide by os 
of our constituents. And in our small way, and our y in 
history, we shall expect that the majority of the thoughtful men 
of our own profession, and of the broad-minded people of this land 
generally, at least such of them as may have occasion to look into 
this question and consider it, will be found with us. 

He who stands by the Constitution, especially when there is no 
temptation to overturn it, no war spirit rife, no bitter p 
no division of the ties, the Democrat on one side and Re- 
publican on the other—he who stands by the Constitution then 
certainly stands upon solid ground. And he who departs from it 
then can not have the or the justification, if of 

ing wave of 


excuse, 
the — < —- ae of the might of as 
passion ju or the urgency yee 

Calmly, nadernet inexcusably, he will, so faras in him lies, 
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have trodden under foot the noblest instrument ever given by m1, 
to man, to band together and hold together free nae 
States in their triumphal march, onward through the years a), 
through the centuries, to a loftier civilization and a mightier (\... 
tiny, not only for our Republic, but for the people of the wor); 
And so, whatever the decision may be, however you may a|j-;, 
yourselves in this contest, throwing aside personal feelings \;, 
will gladly stand with the Constitution if it is to be upheld, .),,4 
will anaes Se in sorrow, go down with it if it is t,o 
crushed. longed applause. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I appear in behalf of the hie};.s; 
privilege of this great House of the People, and if there ever w., 
a necessity for a rational exercise and emphatic assertion of ;;, 
supreme prerogative, that occasion isnuw upon us. If [I know my 
own heart, I love the Constitution of my country and the ins} it;. 
tions of my Government and would not wittingly do either of 
them the slightest violence. I have no sympathy with and am no 
apologist for Judge Lynch or any of his methods, about which 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. D—E ARMonD] has said so much, 
I can not bring myself to believe that the Constitution req vires 
or that the country expects the House of Representatives to do 
anything absurd or ridiculous. I can not drive away the thought 
from my mind that if Mr. Roberts shall be sworn into this House 
and then immediately expelled, it will be an illogical and incon. 
sistent procedure. 

Let me impress upon the attention of members one thoucht a: 
the very outset. Those of us who vote for exclusion will do so 
essentially because Mr. Roberts is a polygamist. Those of you 
who may vote for expulsion will cast that vote, when you cire- 
fully introspect and analyze your real motives, because of the 
fact that he is a poly; tus not deceive ourselves. If we 
who vote for exclusion shall thereby impose, as is contended, a 
disqualification not specifically mentioned in the Constitution, 
we shall do it oom and avowedly. Those of you who vote for 
expulsion, and for very same cause that actuates us, will also 
be adding a disqualification not prescribed in the Constitution, 
and while tacit and undeclared the reason may be, it will never- 
theless amount to the same — Expulsion, according to Story 
and the weight of authority and precedents, seems to be author- 
ized -_ on account of extreme ‘‘ disorderly behavior” or crimi- 
nal conduct by a member during the period of his membership, 
siein Soon catetniing Sin semaine: GE kak, pocsiis 
somethi one an is mem ip. what possible 
disturbance of the House or infraction of its rules or outrageous 
crime could Mr. Roberts be guilty in the brief interval between 


him out, as proposed by 
the minority of the committee? : 

Every deliberative body should, and I believe does, possess the 
inherent right to uphold and —- itself in its dignity, its in- 
tegrity, its reputation. its charter, this 
right would arise and result by necessary im: mas a logical 


consequence. 

Every = of men bly assembled for a lawful purpose 
should, and I believe have the primary authority in its 
organization and conduct, to determine and enforce the rules ani 
regulations by which it is to be governed and through which it is 
to attain its paper. ; 

The great law of order naturally attaches to every correct 
human association. It were folly for men to meet for any proper 
reason, heer there — — those eres the 14 
ing, some authority to regulate proceedings and some jurisiic- 

promote and accomplish in an orderly manner the 0} ject 
of such meeting. In of this inherent power and natu- 
course of things, the Constitution of the United States provides 

t ‘‘each House may determine the rules of its proceedin:s. 
ees the time, — the or nor the general character of 

such determination is prescri 

keepin, with thie peoviaten tb bes : maaintained rom tt Sine 
eep ’ m. time im- 
memorial as I know, without controversy, that ° «11> 
be first—those ee rights of the 
safety, dignity, and ity of its 
ae This is, I believe, oeerans e House of 
ves, and is made under the warrant of the Const'!\- 
has all the sanction and binding 
upon those whose duty it is to ob- 
long-standing ae House of Renrenentati ‘and Dive 
ves, an as een 
uniform] suegnes one respected, nevertheless I think the priv! 


lege the power for aenerapetee enforcement, 
from the very meceasity of thee case, and be vested 


Power is iberativo body in orien to the exercis mustexist in every age'’ 


Fe 


to the exercise of its functions, an’! | 
be powerless to accomplish the purposes 
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Again: 
It is a power of protection, and is necessary to the safety of the state 
ieve that I may safely go further and say that were the Con- 
tt rion absolutely silent touching the right of the House to ‘‘ de- 
termine the rules of its proceedings,” it would still have the right 
to do any act and make any rule which might be ‘“‘necessary and 
roper for carrying into execution the power” belonging to it by 


virtue ’ re 1a, oe i the: i f its i 
old, or during the prim es of its organiza- 

on a a time, the House should fin iteelt confronted with 
any condition which would be reasonably calculated to injurious! 
affect “ its rights, safety, dignity, or the integrity of its proceed- 
ings,” would it not be competent, as well as suitable, to promptly 
advertise the situation and investigate the matter in limine? It is 
not difficult to imagine cases which might menace the House and 
warrant such action. a 2 

Suppose, for example, and it is an old and familiar one, that a 
person afflicted with a serious and contagious disease, or one guilty 
of treason, or one fraudulently ns a Representative- 
elect, or a maniac breathing out t tenings and wrath, or one 
in the frenzy of delirium tremens, or one so intoxicated as not to 
understand the ae of his acts, or one who had on the 
morning of the assembling of Con maliciously taken the life 
of his fellow-man, im either case, should, at the time of the swear- 
ing in of members, present himself and insist upon then and there 
having the oath administered to him by virtue of a certificate of 
election, will it be contended that, upon the solemn protest and 
responsible charge of a member of the House, acting upon his 
knowledge or information and belief as to the facts, such a person 
could not be required to stand aside until an sans could be had? 

To make a more pertinent, modern, and perhaps a more inter- 
esting illustration, sup. that there had been an election held 
in our alleged antipodal possessions the Philippine Islands, to se- 
lect a Delegate to Congress, and that, coming with a certificate of 
election issued by the proconsul, or whoever might be the proper 
party to sign a commission, there should appear the Sultan of 
Jolo, fresh from his seraglio, hailing from the archipelago, claim- 
ing an imperium in imperio, accompanied by his chief dato, 
armed with his bolo [great laughter and applause], and demand 
that he be sworn in as a Territorial Delegate, should we not ex- 
clude him, if the facts which have been alleged against him had 
been ascertained to be true? Upon the theory of the minority, 
perhaps the proper a would be to say to him, ‘‘ Will 
your royal highness kindly come down to the bar of the House 
and have the oath administered?” and then kick him out. [Re- 
newed laughter.}] Under our theory, we would say to him at the 
threshold, ‘‘ You keeper of an oriental harem, ‘Avaunt, and quit 
our sight!’” [A mse on the floor and in the galleries. | 

It may be that these cases are conjectural and improbable 
to arise, but they and others that have m cited and might be 
supposed will serve to illustrate the absurdity of limiting and cir- 
cumscribing the House of Representatives in the proper exercise 
of an inherent . Ineither of the cases mentioned, it would 
clearly be the duty of any member of the House having knowl- 
edge or well-grounded belief of the facts, to acquaint the House 
therewith and accordingly; and it seems to me that it 
would be unreasonable for the House to deny itself or be denied 
the privilege of asserting eee power to protect and safe- 





guard itself against such im injury and trouble; otherwise, 
there would ted the strange and grotesque anomaly of 
an independent body being ridiculously helpless and impotent to 


defend itself or maintain its dignity and respectability; and the 
House of Representatives, authorized by the Constitution, would 
be deprived of the to vindicate its distinctive function as a 
deliberative assembly or determine and enforce its procedure. 

_ While it may be itted that a teen & ar cer- 
tificate of el as @ member of Congress, iss by the proper 
authority, has the prima facie right to a and be sworn in, 
and so long as such right is uted an a g evidence 
is offered, is entitled toevery and favorable presumption 
which such certificate carries with it, nevertheless 
there may exist facts and conditions which will, at least for the 
time being, rebut the facie case. Not all presumptions are 
conclusive; some are ble and may be negatived. ‘‘Stabit 
ie on donec in contrarium” is a maxim well rec- 
ognized in law of common acceptation. 

_ Mr. Speaker, for some reasons I desire to submit a brief histor- 
ical résumé of this case. Mr. Roberts appeared in the House and 
bore in the form of his certificate of on,a prima facie or 
aS take the oath as a member thereof, and pre- 

sented himself for the execution and enjoyment of that right; but 
fimultaneously therewith, a dul ited and qualified member 
. TAYLER of Ohio] arose in his place, inter- 

ee oe noe by as good a man as 


( 
ever sat in House, or will ever sit in any future Congress, my 
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— from Arkansas, Mr. McRagr), and with solemnity declared 
a — 


, It is charged that Brigham H. Roberts, a Representative-elect to the Fifty- 
sixth Congress from the State of Utah, is ineligible to a seat in the House of 
Representatives, and that such charge is made through a member of this 
House on his responsibility assuch member, and on the basis, as heasserts, of 
public records, affidavits, and papers evidencing such ineligibility. 

This charge was manifestly preferred in good faith, and not 
through caprice or partisan prejudice, and evidently with no sin- 
ister or selfish motive; for it must be admitted as historically true 
that every member of the House had for months, and cont inuously, 
been put upon notice of the facts out of which the charge arose, 
as well as the gravity of its nature, and hence realized the sincerity 
with which the accusation was made. Had there been the slightest 
suspicion to the contrary, it was within the province of any mem- 
ber of the House to have demanded the production and called for 
the reading of the records, affidavits, and papers the existence of 
which had been affirmed. It was known and published in advance 
just what action was contemplated in the Roberts case and why 
it was to betaken. ‘‘Noneof these things were hidden,” nor were 
they ‘‘done in a corner.” 

Here we have the certificate of election, with all its supporting 
presumptions; in other words, the prima facie case on the one side, 
and on the other the objections and the accompanying statements 
ot two reputable members of the House, fortified with the most 
extensively circulated notice and general information bearing 
upon the allegations, coming as they did through the press, met- 
ropolitan and rural, personal correspondence, pamphlets, public 
meetings, petitions, protests, and every channel of notification— 
everything and in every way calculated to put reasonable men on 
inquiry, to challenge their attention, and elicit their investigation, 
as well as to carry conviction as to a substantial foundation for 
the charges made. No such case, with all its antecedent discus- 
sion and publicity, had ever occurred; a similar one will never 
likely arise in the future. It is notably sui generis. 

In the light of all these facts and circumstances, with a caveat 
continental in its scope and character, was not the prima facie case 
rebutted, and was not the presumptive right involved so impaired 
and discredited as to justify the Honse of Representatives of the 
American Congress, in the exercise of its sound discretion and 
inherent power, in at least holding in abeyance the claim urged 
by Mr. Roberts for his immediate admission to that great body, 
and instituting, through its own agency and under its own direc- 
tion, an investigation of the matters in issue? 

It is certainly constitutional for the House to ‘‘ judge of the 
qualifications of its own members.” When, where in its proceed- 
ing, and how shall that judgment be employed? Are not theright 
to judge, and the reasoning by which a conclusion shall be reached, 
and the entire mental modus operandi, absolutely and in all they 
imply, conclusively reposed and vested in the House of Representa- 
tives? 

The prerogative of the aggregate body, independent of its ex- 
a and clearly implied constitutional warrant, could surely 

invoked and reasonably asserted to such an extent as torender an 
interlocutory judgment, and to say to the insistent Representative- 
elect, ‘‘ We will pause and consider. We will investigate and as- 
certain.” It does not appear that there could result any serious 
lesion to the Constitution or any essential deprivation of the rights 
of the member-elect present, or the constituency behind him, if 
there should be a temporary deferment and consequent inquest; 
nor does it seem that when the House said to Mr. Roberts, ‘‘ You 
may stand aside for the present, in order that we may have time 
and opportunity to inquire and judge and determine concerning 
the issue raised,” there was anything harshly arbitrary in its ac- 
tion or abusive of its constitutional province and jurisdiction. 

Mr. Speaker, the framers of the Constitution were men of great 
wisdom, and the whole world honors them, and I respect their 
handiwork, I am sure, fully as much as does my friend who has 
last spoken. It will stand while the ages endure. While they 
had the loftiest conceptions of the principles of popular govern- 
ment, and “‘ builded better than they knew,” they were withal men 
of the strongest order and the best qualities of common sense. 
They were practical men. They never contemplated for one 
moment that their work or any part of it should lead to or cause 
the operation of any absurdity. 

When they said, ‘‘ There shall be a House of Representatives, 
that it shall choose its Speaker and other officers, that it shall 
judge, that it may compel the attendance of absent members under 
such penalties as it may prescribe, that it may determine the rules 
of its proceedings, punish or expel a member, and keep a Journal,” 
they did not intend that these were all and the only things that 
the House should or might do. They never designed that a great 
organic, legislative body should be incapable of its own conserva- 
tion or that the specific enumeration of the powers and duties men- 
tioned, should exclude other privileges, authority, or details of pro- 
cedure which, by fair inference and in the very nature of things, 
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must attend and belong to such an organization in its collective 
sense and do violence to 
every reasonable intendment and the contemporaneous parliamen- 
tary usage and government then obtaining among the civilized 
nations of the world, and especially the mother country, tosuppose 
that it was their purpose to shear the House of Representatives of its 


capacity. It would discredit their goo 


ower of self-protection and the maintenance of its dignity, safety, 
integrity, and representative character. 


necessary and proper authority in and attaching to such House. 
I therefore conclude—and I will be ingenuous enough to say, in 
opposition to my preconceived or prima facie opinion, formed 
without elaborate research and reflection—that under all the cir- 
cumstances, it was competent for the House of Representatives 
to interdict as it did the claim of Mr. Roberts to be sworn in as 
a member of this House and to pursue the course and pass the 
resolution which it adopted on the 5th of December, 1899, and 
that his prima facie right to have the oath instantly administered 
to him was accordingly rebutted. 

It will be remembered that each of the resolutions offered in the 
House in relation to the Roberts case contemplated an immediate 
investigation and report, the one first voted on requiring that the 
oath should be first administered by virtue of the prima facie 
right growing out of the certificate of election; the other that Mr. 
Roberts should not be sworn in pending the investigation. The 
propriety, the importance, the necessity of prompt investigation 
were avowed and recognized in both resolutions. The House de- 
cided in favor of the latter. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not unmindful of the unfriendly criticism 
that this action of the House has provoked, nor insensible to the 
animadversion it has pleased some writers to visit upon the heads 
of those who supported the majority resolution. Have we by this 
action established a dangerous precedent and one that will return 
as a plague in the future? Isit to be supposed that what we have 
so done will ever hereafter be invoked and relied upon in justifica- 
tion of some extreme and unpatriotic, partisan and selfish propo- 
sition, or that any member of Congress upon his responsibility as 
such, will ever be so stupid and dishonest as to attempt to shelter 
himself behind the Roberts case in support of any vicious or mere 
exigent party purpose? Will those who are to come after us be 
less devoted to duty and patriotic obligation than we are? 

I believe such apprehensions are groundless, and that the case 
under consideration is unique, abnormal. solitary in its origi- 
nality, and the like of it will never again be known. Let us see. 
The movement adverse to Roberts does not take its origin from 
political, partisan hostility—his political affiliations are in no way 


involved—the opposition to him is not personal, nor confined to 


@y political party, for no political party could endure for a day 
in this Christian oe if it were unfriendly to monogamy. 

It is not attributable to religious intolerance or sectarian preju- 
dice or fanaticism, for in connection with this movement, denomi- 
national unity is everywhere exhibited; it is not because he is a 
Mormon, for many of us have the most pleasant recollections of 
our associations with his predecessors, Caine and RAWLINS and 
King, who, while Mormons, were each the husband of only one 
wife, and were worthy and admirable men, and were admitted to 
the House as Delegates and Member without the slightest protest, 
either upon the part of the House or the country, and proved 
themselves useful and efficient in their public service. 

It ison account of no sectionalism, for the remonstrance hashailed 
from every part of the Union and even from some of the people 
of Utah; it is the result of no division of sentiment in the great 
body of American citizenship concerning the national policy of 
antagonism to polygamy, for all men and all parties have for 
years mutually joined and cooperated for its suppression; nor is 
it because of any divergent opinions as to the claims and processes 
and objects of civilization, the general welfare, the domestic 
tranguillity, the blessings of liberty, the pursuit of happiness, the 
free exercise of religion, or the right of representation. This case 
and this pee will expire with each other, and, relying upon 
the considerate judgment of thoughtful men and resting upon the 
consciousness of representative duty faithfully performed and an 
honest interpretation of the power with which we have been 
clothed, we are confident of our rectitude and content with our 
action, 

Mr. Speaker, your committee have patiently, faithfully, and 
carefully made the investigation which the House requi: 
all reasonable economy and dispatch consistent with the gravity 


and importance of the work assigned them. With an earnest 
purpose to truly inquire into and duly ascertain the facts bearing 
upon the case, we have brought witnesses from Utah, from the 
very home of Mr. Roberts, and in his presence and with open 
He has been allowed 


doors we have taken their sworn testimony. 


This is clearly deducible 
from that section of the Constitution which declares that ‘‘ The 
Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be neces- 
sary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers.” 

Tocreate a House logically carries with the act of creation every 






, With 


and availed himself of ample coperventty for cross-examinatioy 
We have examined record and other documentary evidence, ‘ 

We have inquired into the whole matter as fully as we coulg 
and sought light and truth from every available and legitimat, 
source of information. We have tested the weight of the test;. 
mony and the credibility of the witnesses and acquainted oursely., 
with actual conditions as they exist. We have had printed anj 
made public the evidence we have obtained, and it is accessi\)|¢ ¢, 
anyone who may desire to inspect it. We have taken upon our. 
selves the burden of proof, Mr. Roberts admitting only the fac; 
of his poving pleetet guilty to the of unlawful coha)jita. 
tion with Celia Dibble, sometimes called Celia Roberts, in jx... 
and otherwise making full denial. : 

We have solemnly found and do say that Brigham H. Roberts 
the Representative-elect from the State of Utah, is now and {o: 

ears has been a ao that he does now sustain, and for a 
ong period of time sustained, polygamous relations wit) 
plural wives; that he is now and has for years been the head of 
three families; that the children of different living mothers owe 
their paternity to him and recognize him, as does the community 
where they live, as their father; and that theepitaph of a decease) 
child, buried in the very town where he resides, recites, ‘* Leng 
daughter of B. H. and Celia Dibble Roberts,” and that twins wers 
born to him in 1897 by Celia Dibble Roberts, and that he now 
lives in the habit and repute of marriage with Louisa Sinith 
Roberts, Celia Dibble Roberts, and Dr. Margaret Shipp Roberts, 
And so say we all, 

These relations existed and were well known at the time and 
long before Mr. Roberts was elected to this Congress. We admit 
that he has ‘‘attained the age of 25 years, that he has been for 
seven years a naturalized citizen of the United States, and was 
when elected an inhabitant of the State in which he was chosen.” 

These are the facts upon which this House is now called to pass, 
and upon them it must be determined whether Mr. Roberts shoul 
be a member of this Congress. If upon these facts the House 
would or could expel him, should not the House now exclude 
him? And is not the prima facie right to be sworn in foreclosed 
and concluded by the facts ascertained? Do they constitute a 
sufficient cause to warrant the House of Representatives in refus- 
ing to him admission and membership? 

will over thelong chapter of the Territorial history of 
Utah with reference to polygamy—the statutes and prohibitions 
and penalties enacted by Congress for its punishment and sup- 
pression; repeated petitions and appeals of Utah.for admission as 
a State, first refused and finally granted; proclamations of am- 
nesty by two Presidents of the United States conditioned upon 
the faithful observance of the laws; manifestoes and representa- 
tions of the official authorities of the Mormon Church in recogni- 
tion of and uiescence in the laws of the United States; the 
enabling act, the conditions precedent, the pledges made ani 
the spirit and intention of the contemporaneous compact between 
tah and the United States; the constitutional inhibition of 
polygamy by the State of Utah; the adoption of anti-polygamy 
statutes accompan the transition to statehood; laws enacted 
by the legislature of Utah against adultery and unlawful cohabi- 
tation—I will pretermit all these things and their discussion in 
extenso, because they have already been fully quoted and analyzed 
and, besides, are commonly known, and content myself here with 
the statement that the people of the United States, both through 
Congressional enactment and universal sentiment, denunciation, 
and conduct, have for many years, in every way they could, 
made their will and judgment manifest, ar, consistently, 
and persistently displayed their implacable hostility to and un- 
way condemnation of gamy and its practices; and 
neither they nor Congress as th y would ever have con- 
sented to conferring statehood on Utah except with the unier- 
standing that such crimes should cease. 
PP ase ae, — aaeeeee of the oa people mse con- 
ered and do co: y: an yi ous relations as 
criminal, and they can not and will not to. aocke nor condone them, 
much less indorse them as ha any proper place in the decent 
civilization of the country. In their concept, stand out as 4 
monumental defiance and contempt of what they consider the 
essential foundations of social purity and domestic felicity. More- 
over, they do and will their advocacy, a and 
ractice as rank er the very integrity of the patie 
fiona opeteneeh and are they not warranted in this attitude’ 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution requires that Representatives 
shall be citizens of the United States for seven years, Senators for 
nine years, and that the President shall be a natural-born citizen, 
or a citizen of the United States at the time of the adoption of t!1 
Constitution. ‘It neither bes citizenship nor age nor \0- 
habitancy in the case of judges, ambassadors, public ministers, 
consuls, or other officers. It requires these of you and me 
as Representatives of nal districts, but no qualifica 
tions are prescribed for a judge of the Supreme Court, wise 
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a 
far-reaching power and influence may, on a close division, by his 
pinion or a change of his views, overturn the judicial precedents 
( 

of a century. 


To understand what was intended and had in view, present and 


rosnecti e must look to what was said in the Convention, the 
= Pp cond the surroundings. We had but recently emerged from 
ewe with Great Britain and colonial dependency. The framers 
af the Constitution were naturally jealous and suspicious of their 
late enemy and were doubtless apprehensive that the British 
Crown might in some way seek to encompass confusion, embar- 
rassment, and detriment of some kind to the new Republic. 
They wished to preclude any foreign intrusion or interference in 
the establishment of their Government and toanticipate and pro- 
vide against any extraneous influence upon its legislative action 
after the Constitution should be ratified. They desired to accen- 
tuate in every way their independence and to set up a new gov- 
ernment in their own manner and by their own people, and assert 
their right to “ doall acts and things that independent States may 
of right do.” They intended to have for their agents men of their 
own kind and persuasion, either native to the soil or so associated 
py effort and experience in their struggle for liberty, as to assure 
their unstinted sympathy, loyalty, and devotion to the new order 
of things. There wasreason for their action and method in what 

ay did. 
a ‘find in Bancroft’s History that when the question of qualifica- 
tions for Representatives was under consideration especial im- 
portance was attached to citizenship. It was regarded as indis- 
pensable. The possible election of a newcomer from a foreign 
country was viewed with distrust and to be expressly prevented. 
There was at first a difference of opinion as to the length of citi- 
zenship requisite for eligibility of Representatives, some favoring 
aless period than seven years. There were even in the Conven- 
tion some members who were not native Americans, notably 
Wilson, Robert Morris, and Fitzsimmons, As illustrating the 
mind and purpose of the Convention, I quote from the debates 
and proceedings: 

I do not choose— 

Said Mason— 


to let foreigners and adventurers make laws for us and govern us without 
that local knowledge which ought to be possessed by the Representatives. 


And it is said he moved for seven years instead of three, and 


that all the States agreed to this except Connecticut. Bancroft 
says that from respect for Wilson, who was born and educated in 
Scotland, the subject was taken up once more. Gerry, on the 
13th of August, 1787, ‘‘ wished that none should be elected but 
men bornin the land.” Williamson preferred a residence of nine 
years to seven; Hamilton to require only citizenship and inhab- 
itancy, and Madison seconded him. 

The organization of the legislative and executive departments 
of the Government was naturally to precede the designation and 
appointment of judges and other public officers, and for that 
reason, doubtless, as to them no qualifications were prescribed, 
notwithstanding the judicial branch was to be equal in rank and 
dignity with the others. I suppose it was presumed that these 
matters could be safely intrusted to the discretion and patriot- 
ism of the appointing and confirming powers. Upon these two 
departments, the executive and the legislative, was to rest the pri- 
mary responsibility of launching the craft of the ‘‘ more perfect 
union,” and that accomplished, the future sailing would be con- 
fided to competent pilots whose vigilance would avoid any breakers 
in its course, 

It is to be noted that provision for a future uniform rule of nat- 
uralization was made, and if I mistake not, this was discussed in 
the Convention with reference to and in connection with the ineli- 
gibility of foreigners. 

There was obviously a good and special reason for prohibiting 
“any person rege any office under the United States from be- 
ing a member of either House.” The separation and free exercise 
of the functions of the independent departments of the Govern- 
ment were to be fully conserved. 

Nearly Rrepanaciers of acentury after our fathers sat in the 
Constitutional vention and formulated the great principles of 
republican institutions, there occurred a terrible civil war between 
the States. When it was over and the Union was preserved, there 
was incorporated into the Constitution an amendment denying to 
any person who had previously taken an oath as a member of Con- 
gress, etc., to support the Constitution of the United States, and 
Who should have en in insurrection or rebellion against the 
Same or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof, the right to 
be a Senator or tative; providing, however, for removal 
of such disability. The recollection of this fearful conflict is so 
fresh in the of all of us and the reasons for and the cir- 
cumstances attending the adoption of this amendment are so well 


— as tocall for no special interpretation of its spirit and 
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There is and was a reason for each rule of disqualification, and 
each was designed and constructed for a specific purpose pertinent 
to particular conditions and surroundings, and each and all are 
declared negatively in form and preceded by the words: 

No person shall. 


It is, I think, of special significance that the first draft of the sec- 
tion which prescribes the qualifications of Representatives, when 
reported to the Convention, read as follows: 


Every member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age of 
years at least; shall have been a citizen of the United States for at least t 
years before his election, and shall be at the time of his election a resid 
the State in which he shall be chosen. 

And is affirmative in form. 

As it was finally adopted and now appears in the Constitution 
it reads as follows: 


No person shall be a Representative whoshall not have attained tothe age 
of 25 years, and been seven years acitizen of the United States, and who shall 
not when elected be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be chosen 

Andis negativein form. There must have been some reason for 
this change. Evidently there is a substantial difference not only 
in phraseology, but in the respective constructions to be given. 

The first is, I think, exclusive in effect, while the last is not. 
The chronological order in which they were discussed and con- 
sidered in the Convention is not material. It is enough to know 
that when the subject was under consideration Mr. Dickinson 
said he— 
was against any recitals of qualifications in the Constitution. It was im 
possible to make a complete one; and a partial one would, by implication, tie 
up the hands of the legislature from supplying omissions. 

Wilson concurred in the opinion of Dickinson, and said: 


Besides, a partial enumeration of cases will disable the legislature from 
disqualifying odious and dangerous characters. 

In view of the objections urged by Dickinson and Wilson, as 
we say in the report of the committee, and their opinions as to 
the construction that would arise and the consequences thereof, 
the conclusion seems certainly reasonable, if not absolutely irre- 
sistible, that the change from the affirmative to the negative form 
was intentionally made, and with the very purpose of obviating 
such objections, and hence that in being negatively stated, it was 
considered by the Convention that the particular qualifications 
mentioned would not be exclusive, and would not render impossi- 
ble the ‘‘ disqualifying, odious, and dangerous characters,” and 
would not prevent ‘‘supplying omissions.” 

In consideration of all these things, is it reasonable to conclude 
that nonage and alienage and noninhabitancy, and nothing more, 
should ever stand in the way of membership in the House of Kep- 
resentatives? And does the expression of these particular disquali- 
fications, negatively stated, necessarily coud every other pos- 
sible cause of ineligibility? And if a person be not obnoxious to 
either of them, is he therefore conclusively fitted and suited for 
the responsible duties of and participation in the all-important 
and dignified work of making laws for the whole country? Are 
age and citizenship and inhabitancy all that are needed to make 
good Congressional material, and if equipped with these only, is 
a person elected, propter hoc, duly and truly prepared, worthy 
and well qualified for all the weighty and solemn engagements of 
Representative service? Was it intended that a capable and up- 
right man, who might lack one day of being 25 years old, or one 
day of citizenship for seven years, should be disqualified, and that 
a malefactor or ‘‘odious and dangerous character” of any kind, 
should be constitutionally eligible to a seat in the House of Rep- 
resentatives? 

Mr. Speaker, my judgment, my conscience, my common sense, 
my respect for the authors of the Constitution and regard for 
their practical wisdom, my concept cf the reason of rules and 
their unstrained construction, the fairinterpretation of language, 
the ethics of government, the proprieties and integrities of legis- 
lative assemblies, and the respect to which they are entitled and 
the esteem in which they should be held, the claims of organized 
society, the responsibility of the House to the great body politic 
and what it owes to itself in the just estimate of its high privi- 
leges and the rightful assertion of its intrinsic potentiality, con- 
strain me to answer ‘‘ no.” 

We, as members here, not only represent our own immediate 
constituencies and respective localities, but we stand for the whole 
Union. We are a composite body and must work for what con- 
cerns the well-being of the entire country, and it behooves us to 
unite our efforts in the condemnation of any general organized 
evil or infidelity to the laws and crystallized ee of the whole 
American people. We owe something to each other, something 
to social order, something to public morals and associated Chris- 
tianity, something to society at large, something to the land in 
which we live, the Government of which we are a part, and the 
perpetuation of our distinctive civilization. 
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Mr. Speaker, some reference has been made to the religious 
features of this case. While I maintainin all earnestness and in 
its proper vigor the ancient and fundamental doctrine of divorce 
between church and state. while I shall never cease to do honor 
to Roger Williams and his colaborers for the initiation in our 
polity and their faithful successors later on, for their instrumen- 
tality in the incorporation in our Constitution of the great prin- 
ciple of religious freedom and the declaration that no statutory 
mandate shall invade ‘‘the home of reason,” assault ‘‘ the citadel 
of conscience,” or disturb ‘‘ the sanctuary of the soul,” while I con- 
cede and fully approve the well-defined separation of ecclesiastic 
and political functions, and shall ever oppose the trenching of the 
one upon the other, still the conviction grows upon my mind that 
the Christian people of this country are the hope of the Republic 
and the shield cal buckler of our civilization. [Applause. 

Neither they nor we can afford to allow any man or set of men, 
under the claim of religious faith, to practice what the enlightened 
world denounces as a crime, and escape our disapprobation. 


Civilization— 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Said Lord Russell, the lord chief justice of England, in a speech 
a few years ago before the American Bar Association— 
is not a veneer; it must penetrate to the very heart and core of the societies 
of men. Its true signs are, thoughts for the poor and suffering, chivalrous 
regard and respect for woman, * * the love of ordered freedom, abhor- 
rence of what is mean and cruel and vile. 

Civilization with us owes most of all that it is and will be, in 
its highest development, to Christianity. It is our duty in every 
suitable way to promote that civilization, and to stand resolutely 
against all that obstructs its proper progress and successful opera- 
tion. Who is there among us that will not rejoice to see the full 
realization of Emerson's prophecy, that ‘‘ Every useful, every ele- 
gant art, every exercise of the i ation, the height of reason, 
the noblest affection, the purest religion will find their home in 
our institutions and write our laws for the benefit of men?” 

Mr. Speaker, the framers of our Constitution realized their de- 
pendence upon an all-wise Providence, and were not indifferent 
to religious obligations. I find that at one time during their de- 
liberations, when, as Martin reported, ‘‘the Convention was on 
the verge of dissolution, scarce held together by the strength of a 
hair,” Benjamin Franklin, the oldest one among them, to restore 
calm, just as the House was about to adjourn, proposed that the 
Convention should be opened every morning by prayer, and said: 


The longer I live the more convincing proofs I see that God governs in the 
affairs of men. I firmly believe that “except the Lord build the house, they 
labor in vain that build it.’’ 

George Washi n, who was President of the Constitutional 
Convention, in his Farewell Address, which will be a classic while 
the English “ey is spoken and political scripture wherever 
Americans dwell, said: 


Of all the di tions and habits which lead to 7, 
gion and morslity are the indispensable supports. In vain would that man 
claim the tribute of patriotism who should labor to subvert these great pil- 
lars of human happiness—these firmest props of the duties of men and citi- 
zens. The mere politician, equally with the pious man, ought to respect and 
cherish them. A volume could not trace their connection with private 
and public felicity. * * * 


Whatever may be conceded to the influence of refined education on minds 
of peculiar structure, reason and experience both forbid us to expect that 
national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principles. 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the Constitution declares that 
‘‘Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof,” and that ‘‘no 
religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office 
or public trust under the United States,” I can not believe for one 
moment that it was ever even remotely contemplated that polyg- 
amy and polygamous customs shoul uerade in the guise 
and under the auspices of the Christian religion; and were it pos- 
sible for Franklin and Washington and any of their illustrious 
coadjutors to stand incarnate among us y, they would, like 
us, regard them as inimical to the peace and dignity of our insti- 
tutions and be amazed at any such perversion of the Constitution 
asacontrary contention would involve, They would, I think, be 
among the very first to indorse and uphold the united moral senti- 
ment and Christian convictions of t t body of the people. 
and remain among the very last in insisting that the House o' 
Tageennniinss oot - them no vigienea, 

_ We are not here, Mr, Speaker, to refuse any proper representa- 
tion to the people of any Congressional district in the United 
States; we are not here to usurp the province of electors at the 
polls; we are not here to institute inquiry into the private lives 
and sit in censorship upon the characters of our fellows; we are 
not here to impose general, moral, or religioustests, Itis nothing 
to us, in our representative capacity, whether a man be a 
or an agnostic, an infidel ora believer, a Catholic or a Protestant, a 
Mermon or an anti-Mormon; but we are here to tenance 
polygamy and its relations as a public enormity, and to refuse to 


litical promeesit reli- 
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anyone practicing the same that national recognition which q). 
mission to membership in this great House of the People wou)q 
signify. [Applause. | 

We are here to say to the people of Utah that we are ready ay, 
cheerful to accord to them all the privileges and immunities })». 
longing to the citizens of sovereign States. We say to them 
‘*You may send to Congress whomsoever you will, a or 
Gentile, and freely exercise your own judgment as to his merit, 
whatever may be his political or religious persuasion; we guar. 
antee to you a republican form of government; but we will ie yer 
honor your credentials nor welcome your Representative-ele : i; 
he be in fact a polygamist and have, in the habit and reput. of 
marriage, more than one living wife. You must keep your cove. 
nant with the American people and respect the laws and ciyi!iza- 
tion of the age.” 

Mr. Speaker, I have read much of the interesting and in many 
respects, pathetic history of the Mormon people; of their oriyina| 
faith, when no alleged revelation had sanctioned plural wives: of 
their incipient organization as a church; of their industry and 
frugality; of the severity with which some of them were treated. 
of their banishment and exodus, and their weary and perilous »)l- 
grimage to the distant plains; of their suffering and sorrow: of 
their industrial p and the marvelous development of their 
new land, and of how they “‘have made the wilderness and the 
solitary place glad and the desert to blossom as the rose,” and 
often at the perusal my commiseration has been aroused. V hii\o 
I can tolerate if not approve woo geumery faith, and concede to 
them the full right ‘‘ to worship according to the dictates of 
their own consciences,” I can never look with allowance upon any 
avowal and practice of ecient. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the altars and the firesides 
of our common land, the rooftrees of American homes, the holy 
estate of matrimony, and the sacred and inviolable asscciations of 
the family circle, with a solemn regard for the Constitution of my 
country and the dignity of the great popular branch of its Lezis- 
lature, and ‘“‘adecent respect to the opinions of mankind,” and 
the fear of God before my eyes, I declare my belief that Brigham 
H. Roberts ought not for one instant of time to be admitted to 
ee in this House of Representatives, [Prolonged ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. = 

Mr. MAHON. If the minority report is adopted, establishing 
his right to be sworn in, will he be entitled to pay and privileges 
of the House as a member-elect? 

What ———— under the rules of the House will be required 
to bring him to the bar of the House to be sworn in if he should 
fail to voluntarily appear, as he can not be expelled until after he 
is sworn in? 

If he is sworn in and becomes a member of the House, will his 
expulsion deprive him, as an ex-member, under rules of the House, 
of admission ‘“‘ tothe Hall of the House and rooms leading thereto?” 

The SPEAKER. Those several questions will be disposed of as 
they arise. [Laughter.] They do not arise at this time. 

r. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. 8 , [ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution, the substitute, and the amendment offered hy 
the ace from Towa, or to be offered by him, which may be 
considered, for the purpose of this unanimous consent, as offered, 
be considered as pending, subject toa point of order, and that the 
previous question be considered as ered upon the resolution, 
the substitute, and the amendment so o by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, Pending that request, Mr. Speaker, | 
first desire to know if any previoes uestion has been ordered on 
the a ae by the ttee and the substitute? 

; The SP. . Noprevious question has been ordered thus 
ar. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, Well, then, it would not be necessary 
to obtain unanimous consent that the amendment should be pend- 

and the previous question . 

r, TAYLER of Ohio, Mr, Speaker, objection seems to be 


made to the request for unanimous consent, and I move the pre- 
vious question on the resolution and substitute. 
The SPEAKER, 


abe - oe gentleman pons Op anoves ~~ eos 
tiestion on resolution 0. an e sub- 
ntcate therefor hee wien aaereen 


. LA . . pre. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Did you not include the amendment? 

Mr, LACEY. No, sir, 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Did thegentleman from Ohio not include 
Ce Tene cnennen Dat tne emenaapent should 

u so understood eman from 
Mr. LACEY, He did not. ate 
The SP. the House, the Chair 


EAKER, There is nothing before 
will state, but the resolution reported by the majority and the 
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substi rted by the minority; and the gentleman from Ohio 

— “ ube eviews question on those two resolutions. 

=  TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw that motion, 
4 ‘will yield to the gentleman from Iowa solely for the purpose 

of fering the amendment, upon which I will reserve the point of 

Ol Us ‘ S 

— SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio yields for the pur- 
- { permitting the gentleman from Iowa to offer the amend- 

onl which the Clerk will report, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Reserving the 
Mr, BAILEY of Texas. What is it to 
nt to? , 

"oe LACEY. It will be stated in a moment, 

Mr TAYLER of Obio. It will be offered as an amendment to 
the resolution of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read for the informa- 
ion of the House. 

r 1) Me Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 4, page 1,.after the word “and,” the following: “he is ex- 
lled, and;’’ so as to read: 

pe Resolved. That under the facts and circumstances in this case Brigham 

H. Roberts, Representative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not to have 


hold a seat in the House of Representatives, and he is hereby expelled, and 
that the seat to which he was elected is hereby declared vacant." 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Upon that amendment I make the point 
of order that it is not germane to the resolution which it seeks to 
amend. 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa offers the amend- 
ment just read to the resolution reported by the majority, and the 
gentleman from Ohio makes the point of order that it is not ger- 
mane to the resolution. The Chair desires to know if the gentle- 
man from Ohio withdrew the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I did. 

The SPEAKER. Very well. Then the point of order is debat- 
able. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Iunderstand the discussion of the point 


int of order. 
offered as an amend- 


of order is entirely within the control of the Chair 

The SPEAKER. As to the length of it, yes. Does the gentle- 
man desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I have an idea about the parliamen- 
tary situation here, but my idea is disputed in my hearing, and 
I wish tomake this parliamentary inquiry: Whether it is in order 
now for me to move the previous question on the resolution, the 
substitute, and the amendment without waiving the point of 
order? I do not think it is, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of 
order must first be d of, 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. As there seems to be no disposition to 
debate it, I hope the Chair will decide it. 

= SPE - Does the gentleman desire to debate the point 
of order? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes, sir; I did not clearly understand 
the question of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks if the gentleman desires to be 
heard upon his point of order? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, I desire to be heard for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I make the point of order upon this 
amendment, Mr, Speaker, that it is not germane to the resolution. 
The resolution provides for the exercise of a well-defined power of 
the House of Representatives, to exclude a member elected from 
its councils. That is one great power allowed to the House; the 
amendment seeks to invoke another great power of the House, 
entirely independent, namely, the power to expel. 

Now, then, Sa to expel can in no = be connected with 
the power to exclude, They are entirely different and separate 
operations and efforts upon the part of the House of Representa- 
tives. Similar questions have been decided in this House, and I 
do not know that there is any doubt about the proposition that a 
resolution to expel is not to a resolution to exclude. 

Mr. LACEY, Mr, Specter, the gentleman from Ohio is rather 
late in his a that no question of expulsion is contained in 
this proposition, He should have made a point of order inst 
the substitute resolution offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
wae directly involves the tion of expulsion. Having 

ailed to make the point of on the minority resolution, it is 
Properly before the House, and a point of order agains 
ment upon the subject of expulsion comes too late. If the substi- 


crpaiston, Seen pene ae Meese Ge question 0 
’ on Oo an e 
it up, and I quote from 


majority of the committee does 
page 6 of the majority report as follows: 
o Nor are 
be tech 
admit 
majority 


ecessarily barred 

He must, indeed, 

of the Constitution who will not 
vacant is sustained by a two-thirds 
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That is the official statement made by the gentleman himself, 
that this resolution if passed by a two-thirds vote would be sub- 
stantially a resolution of expulsion, and therefore that question 
is before the House, The question is brought before the House. 
For three days, without objection, without any point of order 
having been made, without a single member having been called 
to order for discussing this proposition, we have gone thoroughly 
over the entire ground of expulsion. 

{ say the point is made entirely too late if it ever was proper. 
But the point of order will not lie against a proposition of this 
kind, The question involved is as to the right of a member to a 
seat. It rises above the rules of this House; it rises to the very 
source from which this House obtains its authority to sit. The 
right of expulsion and the right of exclusion are constitutional 
questions, and this House is not acting upon mere parliamentary 
rules, but we are passing on the great constitutional question as 
to the right of this member to occupy, to retain, to have, to hold 
in the future a seat inthis body. That may be reached in various 
ways. It involves the very proposition that was embraced in the 
report of the committee. 

his matter need not, in fact, have gone to a committee at all. 
This is a matter that the House could have acted on and have 
taken the whole testimony before the House itself. It is nota 
question about committee authority. We are trying before the 
House a constitutional question that this body could have decided 
directly without the intervention of a committee, and we are not 
limited by any technical rules. 

The House could have heard this testimony. The House sub- 
mitted the taking of testimony to nine gentlemen. They have 
reported the facts—they have reported them unanimously. The 
House need not look at the testimony; the House accepts the 
unanimous findings. With that finding of facts we are content; 
and the question arises now, What sha!l we do with the facts re- 
ported before the House? Let me read the facts. They are brief. 

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah and was at the date of his election 
above the age of 25 years; that he had been for more than seven years a 
1. ~ citizen of the United States and was an in) » State 
We further find that about 1878 he married Louisa Smith, his first and law- 
ful wife, with whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since their mar- 
riage has borne him six children. 

That about 188 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with whom he 
has ever since lived as such, and who since such marriage has borne him six 
children, of whom the last were twins, born August 11, 1807 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

uiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Is this directed tothe point of order? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question to which the gentleman 
is addressing himself. 

Mr, LACEY. Iam reading only the specific facts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not yet determine the applica- 
tion the gentleman will make of those facts. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam nearly through the finding. 

That some years after his said marriage to Celia Dibble he contracted an- 
other plural marriage with Margaret C. Shipp, with whom he has ever since 
lived in the habit and repute of marriage. Your committee is unable to fix 
the exact date of this marriage. It does not appear that he held her outas 
his wife before January, 1897. or that she before that date held him outas her 
husband, or that before that date they were reputed to be husband and wife. 

That these facts were generally known in Utah, publicly charged against 
him during his campaign for election, and were not denied by him 

‘That the testimony bearing on these facts was taken in the presence of Mr. 
Roberts, and that he fully cross-examined the witnesses, but declined to place 
himself upon the witness stand. 

Those are the only facts. 

Several Members. Rule! Rule! 

Mr. LACEY. Iknowitisa late hour, gentlemen, but this is 
an important matter. This resolution does not simply say that 
Mr. Roberts is not entitled to have a seat. It goes further, and 
says he ought not to hold aseat. That involves the question of 
expulsion, and gentlemen who hold the views that I hold are in- 
vited to vote for the proposition because it is one in which expul- 
sion is involved. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, if the Speaker has any doubt 
about this question I would be glad to be heard for a few mo- 
ments. If he has not, I donot want to trespass on the patience of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt about the question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I do not desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call attention to one or two 
facts preliminary to the decision of this question. We have two 
propositions pending before the House—one of exclusion, which is 
the proposition of the majority, and one in which we are served 
with notice that expulsion will be asked for, but involving first 
the swearing in of Mr. Roberts. 

The resolution of the minority does not contain any element of 
expulsion, but notice is served by the minority that so soon as the 
oath is a to Mr. Roberts his expulsion will be moved. 
The proposition offered by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Lacey] 


habitant of the 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
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adds to the proposition recommended by the majority the idea of 
expulsion. 

he proposition as it stands will deny Mr. Roberts a seat, will 
not allow him to sit for one instant in this House. That is the 
proposition of the majority. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] does not deny him a seat alone, 
but says, with the majority, that he must not have or hold a seat, 
but that he must also be excluded from his seat. 

The proposition of the majority, which denies Mr. Roberts a 
seat, can be carried through this House, under the rules, by a 
majority vote. With the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Lacey] added, that of expulsion, it will require a two-thirds 
vote to carry the amended resolution. Does anyone contend that 
changing a resolution from a condition where a mere majority 
can carry it through to a resolution which will require a two- 
thirds vote to carry it through—that such an amendment is ger- 
mane to the original proposition? 

The Chair does not entertain a single doubt but that this is not 
germane to the original resolution. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] says, however, that 
this involves a question above and beyond the rules, being a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege. 

The Chair holds with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacgry] 
that it is a constitutional question and one of the highest privi- 
lege, but this body has pursued constitutional methods in treat- 
ing it, and is now, through a committee appointed in recognition 
of this high right, considering the matter, and that committee, in 
the discharge of its great duty to this House under the Constitu- 
tion, has brought in its two propositions. 

The Chair therefore holds that the amendment is out of order, 
and recognizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER]. 

Mr. LACEY. With all due respect to the Chair, I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr, HOPKINS. And I move to lay that appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, let us move with calmness and 
care. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacgry] rises to exercise 
a sacred right, that of appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohic, I move to lay the appeal on the table, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, And the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYLEeR] 
moves to lay the appeal on the table. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio, to Jay the appeal 
of the gentleman from Iowa on the table. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. A division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands a divi- 
sion. On this point, however, the Chair desires to say that he has 
the right to order tellers and will not count on a matter involving 
his decision. The Chair, therefore, will appoint as tellers the 

entleman from Ohio [Mr. TayYLER]} and the gentleman from 
owa [Mr. Lacry]. 
a tellers having taken their places, the House proceeded to 
ivide. 

Pending the announcement of the result, 

Mr, LACEY said: Mr, Speaker, in view of the evident spirit of 
the House on the question, I withdraw the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws his ap- 


peal, 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution and substitute. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves the previous 
question on the original resolution and the substitute. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAK The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
reported by the minority. 

r. RICHARDSON. Now, let us adjourn. There will be two 

yea-and-nay votes. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of the adoption of 
the substitute reported by the minority will vote “‘aye”—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM. We should like to have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas calls for the read- 
ing of the minority substitute. Without objection, it will be 
again read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Brigham H. Roberts, having been duly elected sap 
tive in the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, with the q tions 

uisite for admission to the House as such, is entitled, as a constitutional 
rig t, to take the oath of office prescribed for members-elect; his status as a 
polygamist, unlawfully cohabiting with plural wives, affording constitutional 
ground for expulsion, but not for exclusion from the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substi- 
tute which has been read. 





The question was taken, and there were—yeas 81, nays 


voting 29; as follows: “Ht, not 








YEAS—81L 
Adamson, Elliott, Loud, Rucker, 
Allen, =: sea McCall, Ruppert : 
Allen, Miss. tzgerald,N.Y. McClellan, Ryan, N.Y 
Atwater, Gayle, McCulloch, Ryan, Pa 
Bailey, Tex. Gordon Maddox, Scudder 
Ball, Green, Pa. May, Sims, 
Bankhead, Griggs, Meekison, Slayden, 
Bartholdt, Hay, Meyer, La. Small, 
Bartlett, Howard, Newlands, Smith, Ky 
Bell, Jenkins, Norton, Ohio Snodgrass, 
Brewer, Johnston, Norton, 8. C. Stephens, Tex 
Broussard, Jones, Va. Otey, Swanson, ; 
Burleson, Kahn, Polk, Turner. 
Catchings, Kitchin, arles, Underwood, 
Chanler, Kluttz, ansdell, Vandiver, 
Clayton, Ala. Lester, Rhea, Ky. heeler, Ky 
Cooney, Levy, ichardson, Wilson, Idaho 
Cooper, Tex. wis, Ridgely, Young, Va. 
De Armond, Littlefield, ixey, 
De Graffenreid, Livingston, Robbins, 
Dinsmore, Lloyd, Robertson, La 
NAYS—24. 
Acheson, Dayton, Knox, Robinson, Ind. 
Adam: Denny, z Robinson, Nebr, 
Allen, Me. De Vries, Lam Russell, 
Babcock Dick, Landis, Salmon, 
Bailey, Kans. Dolliver, e, Shafroth, 
Baker, Dougherty, Lanham, Shattuc, 
Barber, Dovener, Latimer, Shelden, 
Barham, Driggs, Lawrence, Sheppard, 
Barney, Driscoll, Lentz, Sherman, 
Benton, Eddy, Littauer, Showalter, 
Berry, Emerson, Little, Sibley, 
Bishop, Esch, Long, Smith, I! 
Boreing, Faris, Lorimer, Smith, H.« 
Boutell, M1. Finley, Loude . Smith, Sam 
Bowe ; Fitzgerald, Mass. Lovering, Smith, Wm. Ald 
Bradley, Fletcher, ae Southard, 
ae ‘ poreney, eee gerry, 
re e, ‘oss, rague, 

Brenner, Foster, McDowell, Stark. 
Brick, Fowler, McLain, Steele, 
Brosius, Freer, McPherson, Stevens, Minn. 
Brown Gaines, McRae, Stewart, N. J. 
Brownlow, ble, Mahon, Stewart, N.Y. 
Brundidge, Gardner, Mich. Mann, Stewart, Wis. 

5 Gardner, N.J Marsh, Stokes, 
Burke, 8. Dak Gaston, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burke, Tex. Gibson, esick Sulzer, 
Burkett, Gilbert, Metcalf, Sutherland, 
Burleigh, me Miers, Ind. Talbert, 
Burvett, Gillet, N. Y. er, ; 
Burton, ett, Minor, Tawney, 
Butler, ynn, Mondeil, Tayler, Ohio 
Calderhead, ens. pe Mass. Taylor, Ala 

we raham y, Oreg. rry, 
Cannon, Greene, Mass. oon, Thayer 
Capron, ffith, Morgan, Thomas, Iowa 
Chickering, Grosvenor, Morris, Thomas, N .( 

k, Mo. Grout, Mudd, Thropp. 
aon, N.Y Grow, Muller, Tompkins, 

‘ochran, Mo. Hall, Naphen, ongue, 

Cochrane, N. ¥ Hamilton, eed Underhill, 
Connell, Haugen, Neville, Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Wis. Hawley. O'Grady, Vreeland, 

r Heatwole, : Wachter, 
Cousins, Hedge, Otjen, Wadsworth, 
Cowherd, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Cox, Henry, Conn. Packer, Pa Warner, 
Crawford, Henry, Parker, N. J. Waters, 
Cromer, Henry, Tex. Payne, Watson, 
Crowley, Hepburn, Pearce, Mo. Weaver, 
Crump, Pearre, Weeks, 
Crum ‘ Hoffecker, Philli White, 

Cu Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn Williams, J. R. 
Curtis, Howell, wers, Williams, W.E. 
Dahle, Wis. ull, Prince, W: 8, Miss 
Daly, N. J. Wilson, N. \ 
Daizell, tt, Ray, Wilson, 8. ( 
Davenport, S.A. Jones, Wash. Reeder. Wright 
Davenport, 8. oy, Rhea, Va. Young, Pa 
dson, e bb, nor 
Kleberg, Roberts, Mass. Ziegler 
NOT VOTING—29. 

Alexander, Cusack, poe. a 
y: nney, Pp : 
ham, vey, oonan, Stallings. 
Boutelle, Me. Fitzpatrick, Reeves, Weymouth. 

cane. zoe, Wheeler, Ala 
Campbell, ox, Rodenberg, 
Carmack, Harmer, Shackleford, 
Clarke, N. H. Hitt, Spalding, 


So the substitute resolution was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, before the pairs are announced, | 
wish to state to the House that owing to the importance of ['s 
question and its nonpolitical character I have not assumed the 
responsibility or eo oe to absent members on this que* 
tion or on the one w will follow this, nor have I been abe © 
secure pairs for absent members on this ar question who 
have requested me to do so. Ihave names here of those members 
who have requested me to obtain pairs for whom I could obta2 


no pairs, and who desired to be paired in favor of the marty 
report. 1 will announce the names now: Mr. CLaRKE of NeW 
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; . BouTete of Maine, Mr. CusHMAn, Mr. RopeEn- 
a ne WELL. Mr. Kerr, and Mr. WEYMOUTH. 
BERG) TNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish also to make the 
statement that not knowing how gentlemen on this side of the House 
jesired to be paired upon the vote upon this question, I have not 
secured a pair for any gentleman except for those who will be an- 
: ounced from the Speaker's desk, who have expressed how they 
iesired to vote upon the question. All other absentees who did 
; ot express how they desired to vote on this question I have not 
attempted to pair. 1 wish to state that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi Mr. Fox, desired to be paired in favor of the majority 
report, ‘but I was unable to obtain a pair for him; and if he were 
here he would have voted for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HARMER, has 
requested me to state that heis kept at home by reason of sickness. 
If he were here, he would have voted to sustain the majority re- 
port of this committee. . j op 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire toinquireif my colleague, 
Mr. BeLtamy, from North Carolina, has voted? 

TheSPEAKER. There is a pair for the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Mr. BELLAMY. ; ; 

Mr. LINNEY. I voted, then, under misapprehension. I voted 
“nay.” I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. 8 er, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. RopENBERG, who is unavoidably detained from the House 
and the city, wired me to say that he would like me to secure a 
pair for him and, if a pair were not obtained, to announce that he 
would have voted for the majority as against the minority report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire tostate that my col- 
league, Mr, BROMWELL, necessarily called away yesterday, de- 
sired me to state that if he were present, he would have voted to 
sustain the majority report and expected that he would be 

aired. 
. The SPEAKER. That information has been given tothe House 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The following pairs were announced: 

After Monday, 22d: 

Mr. Linney with Mr, BELLAMy., 

Until Monday: 


Needham, Ridgely, Smith, Samuel W. Thropp, 
Neville, Rixey, Smith, Wm. Alden Tompkins, 
Norton, Ohio Robb, Southard, Tongue, 
Norton, 8. C. Roberts, Mass. Sperry, Underhill, 
O'Grady, Robinson, Ind. Sprague, Van Voorhis 
Olmsted, Robinson, Nebr. Stark, Vreeland, 
Otey, Rucker, Steele, Wachter, 
Otjen, Ruppert, Stevens, Minn. Wadsworth, 
Overstreet, Russell, Stewart, N.J Wanger, 
Packer, Pa. Ryan, N. Y. Stewart, N. Y. Warner, 
Parker, N. J. Ryan, Pa. Stewart, Wis. Waters, 
Payne, Salmon, Stokes, Watson, 
Pearce, Mo. Scudder, Sulloway, Weaver, 
Pearre, Shackleford, Sulzer, Weeks, 
Pierce, Tenn. Shafroth, Sutherland, White, 
Phillips, Shattuc, Talbert, Williams, J. R. 
Polk, Shelden, Tate, Williams, W. E. 
Powers, Sheppard, Tawney, Williams, Miss, 
Prince, Sherman, Tayler, Ohio Wilson, N. Y. 
Pugh, Showalter, Taylor, Ala. Wilson, 8. C, 

uarles, Sibley, Terry, Wright, 

ay, Small, Thayer, Young, Pa. 
Reeder, Smith, I. Thomas, Iowa Zenor, 
Rhea, Va. Smith, H. C. Thomas, N. C. Ziegler. 

NAYS—50. 

Adamson, Cooper, Tex. Lewis, Robertson, La. 
Allen, Ky. De Armond, Littlefield, Sims, 
Allen, Miss. De Graffenreid, Livingston, Slayden. 
Bailey, Tex. Dinsmore, McClellan, Smith, Ky. 
Ball, Elliott, McCulloch, Snodgrass, 
Bankhead, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Maddox, Stephens, Tex. 
Bartlett, Gayle, May, Swanson, 
Brewer, Green, Pa. Meyer, La Turner, 
Broussard, Griggs, Newlands, Underwood, 
Burleson, Hay, Ransdell, Wheeler, Ky 
Catchings, Howard, Rhea, Ky. Wilson, Idaho. 
Chanler, Kitchin, Richardson, 
Clayton, Ala. Lester, Robbins, 


NOT VOTING—36. 


Alexander, Clarke, N. H. Kahn, Rodenberg, 
Bell, Cusack, Kerr, Spalding, 
Bellamy, Cushman, Levy, Sparkman, 
oer. Davey, Linney, Spight, 
Bingham, Fitzpatrick, Loud, Stallings, 
Boutelle, Me. Fleming, McCall, Vandiver, 
Bromwell, Fox, Noonan, Weymouth, 
Campbell, Harmer, Reeves, Wheeler, Ala 
Carmack, Hitt, Riordon, Young, Va. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. Reeves with Mr. SPARKMAN, 


For this day: 


Mr. BincHamM with Mr. RIoRDAN, 
Mr. Harmer with Mr, Davey. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


[Applause, 
The SP 


by the majority. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 


and nays, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 268, nays 50, not 
voting 36; as follows: 


KER, The question now is on the resolution reported 


YEAS—268. 

Acheson, Cooney, Gamble, Kluttz, 
Adams, ‘ , Wis. Gardner, Mich. Knox, 
Allen, Me. Cor! Gardner, N. J. Lacey, 
eae. Cousins, ton, 

rock, Cowherd, Gibson, Landi 
Bailey, Kans. Cox, Gilbert, tome,” 

er, Crawford, Gill, Lanham, 
Barber, Cromer, Gillet, N. Y. Latimer, 
Barham, Crowley, Gillett, Lawrence, 

They, Crump, Glynn, Lentz, 
Bartholdt, Crumpacker, Gordon, Littauer, 
Ba Graft, Little, 

7 Curtis, ra 9 0 . 
Boreing, Dahle, Wis. Greene, Mass. Tous . 
Boutell, If. Daly, N. J. Griffith, Lorimer. 
Bowersock, Dalzell, Grosvenor, Loudenslager, 
jer Davenport,8. A. Grout, Lovering, 
ane . Davenport, 8. W. Grow, Lybrand, 

reazeale Davidson, Hall, McAleer, 
Brenner, Davis, Hamilton, eee, 
CK, Dayton, Haugen, McDowe 
Brosius, De Vries, Hawley cLain, 
sm Denny, Heatwole, McPherson, 
Brownlow, Dick, McRae, 
Brundidge, Dolliver, Hemenway, Mahon, 
ail, Dougherty, Henry, . Mann, 
Burke, 8. Dak.  Dovener, Henry, Miss. 
Burke, Tex Driggs, Henry, ‘ex. Meekison, 
poet Driscoll, He: Mercer, 
Bree it esi 
Bere” Emerson, Hoffecker, e , 
ati” Epes, Hopkins, Miers, Ind. 
neh Esch, Howell, Miller, 
curate dee i 
. : Ei onde. 
cannon, Mass. Jenkins, ie Neen, 
Chickering \ Jett, Moody, Oreg 
Clark M . 7 Johnston, oon, 
Clan, x Y Foss, Jones, Va. Morgan, 
Cochran, ao 5 Jones, Wash. orris, 
Cocrana 3, Fee a 
cm ; e uller, 
Connell, Gaines, Kleberg, Naphen, 


| 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is due my colleague, 
Mr, FLEMING, to state that he is absent on account of serious 
illness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
is quarantined at his residence. Were he here, he would have 
voted against the minority report and for the majority report. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. McCALt, on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
[Loud applause. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature of the enrolled bill 
(S. 1933) to provide an American register for steam whaler Bow- 
head. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 42 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Clara N. Flower et al. against the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William J. Webb, administrator of estate of John Webb, against 


the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7081) to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood 
and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American 
independence, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
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panied by a report (No. 119); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2336) repealing sec- 
tion 4716 of the Revised Statutes so far as the same may be appli- 
cable to the claims of dependent parents of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines who served in the Army or Navy of the United States 
during the war with Spain, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 120); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. 
Riley, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 118); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5355) for the relief of 
John D. Hale, of Tilford, Meade County, 8. Dak., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. «21); which 
suid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bill and resolution of the following titles; 
which were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of Franklin Buchanan Sulli- 
van—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval airs. 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 108) for the relief of Thomas 
Hoyne—Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
_—— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7331) for the es- 
tablishment of joint light-houses and fog-signai stations on the 
coast of the district of Alaska—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) prohibiting the establishment or exten- 
sion of forest reserves in the Stateof Washington except by act of 
Congress—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7333) providing for the payment of certain 
sums to volunteer soldiers in the war with Spain and the insur- 
rection in the Philippines—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7834) for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, and to repay them certain moneys paid upon lands 
within the limits of railroad grants forfeited to the Government 
by act of Congress—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7835) to au- 
thorize and direct the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be 
made of Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7336) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
War to cause a survey to be made of Big Swift Creek, Craven 
County, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H, R. 7337) to regulate insurance 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7338) to amend an act a: 
proved March 3, 1899, entitled “An act to amend the in - 
revenue laws relating to distilled spirits, and for other purposes ”— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7339) prohibit- 
ing the wearing of the uniform of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
or Revenue Service of the United States, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to refund to settlers and en en fees 
and and payments made in land entries in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 7341) to provide for an addition 
to the custom-house at Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Pablic Buildings and Grounds, 





By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7342) to incorpora, 
the East Washington and Bennings Railway Company of ¢!), |),. 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Coli). 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7343) to establish a fish.|..:.." 
ing and fish station in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Co )1));.. 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. ” 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 7244) ; 
increase the limit of cost for the purchase of site and erect), ,; . 
public we | thereon at Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Com» 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 7345) to establish a nation.) ; lili. 
tary park at the battlefields around Petersburg, Va.—to the (om. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7346) for tho jp. 
provement of the Missouri River at and nearthe mouth of §));),, 
Creek, near Bernheimer, Warren County, Mo.—to the Commit:... 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) making an appropriation to impr 
the harbor of Hermann, on the Missouri River, in Gas.) 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 7348) to pension United Stato: 


soldiers in Mexican and Indian wars—to the Committee on }»». 


sions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7349) fixino 
the compensation of customs inspectors at the port of Philadel. 
phia in lieu of extra compensation for night services hereafter to |, 
rendered in the examination of baggage, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7350) for the appoint- 
ment of a reporter and for the publication and destribution of 
the decisions of the United States circuit courts of appeals—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R.'7427) providing for the adjust. 
ment and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Claiins. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7428) to provide for the com. 

ulsory support of children by parents in the District of Colum. 
ia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 7429) to prevent desecration 
of the American flag—to the Committee on the Judicary. 

By Mr. SHOW.ALTER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 137) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 

rohibiting polygamy and poly. ous cohabitation within the 
unds of a State or Territory of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (1. Res. 
116) relating to the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal 
stations on State Ledge, Boston Harbor—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


liltee 


Ve 
ue 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolu‘ 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill js R. 7351) to correct the military 
record of Samuel Craven, of Gillhall, Allegheny County, I’a.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7352) for the relief of James M. Andrews- 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7353) granting a pension to William P. Bare 
of Hackney, Washington County, Pa.—to the Committee on |»- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7854) granting a pension to M. V. Doug'as.. 
of Canonsburg, Washington County, Pa.—to the Committcr ou 
a. bil (HR 7355) ting a pension to H H. Wil 

80, & . gran a enry H. Wilson, 
of Fallowfield, Washington County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7356) granting a pension to Mary Loonar, 
a Marie Tebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By . BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7357) for the relic! o! 
Charles Banks, of the parish of Rapides, La.—to the Commit' 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H., R. 7358) for the relief of the estate of Terence 
Chaler, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the (ou 
mittee on War Claims. si 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7359) for the relief of 
Louis Levy, of Jefferson County, State of Texas—to the Commtt- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7360) granting 
a —— to Jacob Weiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7361) to t a pension to 
Gevert Schutte—to the on Invalid sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7362) granting a peo 

sion to Mary F, Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensivns. 











1900. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7363) to correct the military 
cord of David W. Smythe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
rAlso a bill (H. R. 7364) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Charles Cramer—to the Committee 
ili Affairs. 
7 - i. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7365) to increase the pension 
of Seymore Bookman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7366) to remove charge of deser- 
tion against the mame of John S. Wood—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. - , 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Reuben Rag- 
land—to the Committee on Claims. — : 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7368) forthe relief of Sherman 
D. Plnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

‘By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 7369) for the relief of the estate 
of John J. Hamel, Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 

Jar Claims. 7 . 
bat ts a bill (H. R. 7370) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cleveland, 
of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7871) for the relief of Daniel Collins, David- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7872) for the relief of Sarah McClay, admin- 
istratrix of Robert McClay, deceased, late of Davidson County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) for the relief of Louisa E. McLean— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7874) for the relief of West H. Washburn, of 
Waverly, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7375) for the relief of the La Grange Synod- 
ical College, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.7376) to rerate 
the pension allowed toJ. H. Braynard—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 7377) granting a pension to Mary 
Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7378) for the relief 
of George Rea, deceased, late of Copiah County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7379) for the relief of David Sheetz, 
of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7380) for the relief of William Weaver, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) for the relief of Michael Good, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7382) for the relief of estate of John Catlett, 
deceased, late of Warren County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 






Also, a bill (Hi. R. 7383) for the relief of Martin Buckholder,: 


administrator of Abraham Buckholder, deceased, late of Rocking- 
ham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) for the relief of David Rudy, of Shenan- 
doah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7385) for the relief of the estate of Jacob B. 
Snapp, of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

alms, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7386) for the relief of Samuel E. Long, of 
Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7387) granting a pension to 
Mary Cathran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7388) increasing the pension of 
William H. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7889) to grant $30 per month pension to Mary 
R. Miller, widow of William E. Miller, late colonel Twenty- 
eighth Iowa Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7390) for the relief of James W. Hall, late of 
Company A, Indiana Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7391) ting a pension to Maria B, Wool- 
son—to the Committee on favalid Sunstone. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7392) for the relief of William 
P. Cockey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7398) referring the claim of 
Hannah 8. Crane and others to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

_ By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7394) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Clinton W. Pursel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pie a bill (H. R. 7395) a pension to Martha J, 

——s the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Bi so, a bill (H. R. 7396) ing an increase of pension to John 

Ror 
Hoover-to tie ) —_ g an increase of pension to James 
oan Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 7398) for the relief of Hud- 
n Maxim and W. H. in connection with various in- 
"Sin tae aie ta 
. . : (H. R. 7399) granting an increase of pen- 
Sion to Adam Crawshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 7400) for the relief of 
James J. Wheeler, Lagrande, Union County, Oregon Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7401) for the relief 
of Mrs. S. A. Johnson, of Desha County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7492) for the relief of William 
Crow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7403) for relief of estate of 
Joshua Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H, R. 7404) for the relief of the trustees 
of McDaniel’s Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, at 
Shelimound, Marion County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of Sarah Crabtree—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the name of Henry A. Cryderman, and so forth—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief 
S Rinaldo P. Smith, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7408) authorizing the Secretary 
of State to pay the claim of the Cuba Submarine Telegraph Com- 
pany for compensation on account of expenses incurred in repair- 
ing the damage done to its cables and property by United States 
forces during the war with Spain—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 7409) for the relief of 
Mary E. Whitehead—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7410) for relief of C. T. Bowen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) for the relief of Gertrude S. Tarlton, 
widow of E. W. Tarlton, major, Third United States Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7412) granting a pension to 
Chauncey Kimmell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7418) for the relief of Abraham G, Wilson— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7414) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
H. Heck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7415) granting a pension to William H. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7416) granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine Ryan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Thomas Hopkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to 
George Garrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7419) for the relief of Lorenzo 
Thomas, jr., and Henry C. Thomas, both of Washington, D, C.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 7420) to grant a 
pension to Esther B, Guthrie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R, 7421) granting a pension to 
Esther Dyer Hammond—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7422) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Charles L. Herbeck, late of Company E, Eight y- 
third New York Infantry Volunteers, and authorize his honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7423) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wreck- 
ing Company, and making an appropriation to satisfy said claim 
of $1,800, or so much thereof as may be necessary—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wrecking 
Company, and making an appropriation to satisfy said claim of 
$237.36, or so much thereof as may be necessary—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7425) for the 
relief of James M. Howard, administrator of Thomas 8S. Howard, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7426) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of George W. Goldsby— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7430) for the relief of Mary 
Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7481) for relief of Henry Barlow—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7432) granting an increase of pension to E. H. 
Mileisen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: : 
By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of 






















































































































































































































































































































Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for 
adding and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be ex- 
hibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of post-office clerks of Augusta, 
Me., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Protest of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, against the ceding of large areas of the public 
domain to individuals and corporations—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Gevert Schutte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No, 887, to provide for 
adding to and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be 
exhibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on 
interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers toaccompany House bill to increase 
the pension of Seymore Bookman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of citizens of Charleston County, 
S. C., for improvement of the inland water course for navigation 
north of Sullivan and Long Island, South Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EPES: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Reuben Ragland—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany -House bill No. 7345, to establish a 
national military park at the battlefields around Fredericksburg, 
Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Bagle Post, No. 52, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, praying for the re- 
introduction and passage of bill for the appointment of honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines to office—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, ” 

Also, resolutions of E, B. Wolcott Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Wisconsin, protesting gine the pas- 
sage of a —— bill providing for the removal of disabilities of 
all deserters from the military service of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of the National 
Woman Suffragists of Massachusetts, against the insertion of the 
word ‘*male” in the suffrage clauses of the constitutions of 
Hawaii, Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Papers in support of House bill 
for the relief of the estate of George Rea, deceased, late of Copiah 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Mira B. Woolson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACK: Evidence submitted in support of House bill 
No. 5148, for the relief of W. B. Sutter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of citizens of the town of Brew- 
ster, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy or food products—to 
the Committee on culture. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, 
against granting the arid lands to the States—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of R. P. Murdock and 6 others, of Wich- 
ita, Kans., asking for strict neutrality on the part of the United 
States in the war between Great Britain and the South African 
a ic—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petitions of the publishers of the Ashta- 
bula Beacon and Telegraph and the Millersburg Farmer, in the 
State of Ohio, urging the passage of House bill No. 5029, to put 
wood pulp eens paper on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill to remove the 
charge of desertion against the military record of Henry A. Cry- 
derman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Petition of the board of 
health of the city of Charleston, 8. C., with reference to yellow 
fever in Habana, Cuba—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

— PEARRE: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Chauncey Kimmell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. By “o cdinea of aeaaaee ee No. 1, Ancient ~ 
er of Hibernians, o nington, Conn., expressing sympathy 
with the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Association of Connecti- 
cut, relating to suffrage in insular possessions—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Buffalo Merchants’ 
Exchange, to order a preliminary survey of Black Rock Harbor 
and approaches thereto from Lake Erie—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Lake Carriers’ Association, asking for the 
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assage of the bill to establish an admiralty court at Buia), 
R Y.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. my 

Also, papers in behalf of the people of the Seneca Nation, Now 
York Indians—to the Committee of Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of +), 
Weatherford Democrat, Granville Herald, Shiner Gazette, s},,,. 
lenburg Sticker, Corsicana Truth, Lancaster Herald, Denton \{,,,,; 
tor, Bonham News, Comanche Exponent, Dublin Progress, \{ y+), 
Springs Herald, Georgetown Sun, Circo Roundup, Honey ():5\ 
Citizen, Bryan Eagle, Greenville Observer, Greenville Indey)-nq. 
ent Farmer, Jacksonville Reformer, Goldthwaite Eagle, Far)crs. 
ville Times, Garland News, Brenham Banner, Hillsboro Mir;,; 
Temple Times, Waxahachie Enterprise, Gainesville Revistoy 
Itasca Item, Longville Times-Clarion, and Henderson Times, jj 
in Texas; New York Mills Uusi Kotimaa, Minnesota; Dover Del.) 
Sentinel, Gloucester (Mass.) Breeze, Willows (Cal.) Journ) 
Waukegan (Ill.) Gazette, Toronto (Ohio) Tribune, Cleveland 
(Ohio) Advocate, Pioneer {oad Alliance, Sidney (Ohio) Ga. 
zette, Independence (Iowa) Farmers’ Advocate, Burlington (lowa) 
Post, Manchester (Iowa) Democrat, Ackley (lowa) World, (inaha 

Nebr.) Amerika, Honesdale (Pa.) Citizen, West Point (Nebr) 

epublican, Carbondale (Pa.) Leader, Latrobe (Pa.) Clipper, 
Pottsville (Pa.) Journal, Susquehanna (Pa.) Transcript and .J our. 
nal, and Madisonville (Tenn.) Democrat, for relief from the j ayer 
trust—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Eli March and others, of Loans. 
port, Ind., for the reclassification of post-office clerks—to the Com. 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of clerks in the post-office at 
Sing Sing, N. Y., in favor of House bill No, 4351—to the Commit. 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolutions adopted by the Lake Car. 
riers’ Association, Detroit, Mich., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 3988, to reorganize and improve the Weather Bureau—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the trustees of Buffalo, N. Y., 
Merchants’ Exchange, to amend the Revised Statutes of tie 
United States relating to the northern district of New York, to 
divide same into two districts and provide for terms of court to 
be held therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Lake Carriers’ Association, held 
at Detroit, Mich., favoring the division of the northern judicial dis- 
trict of New York, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of ists of the 
Twenty-first Ward, Philadelphia, Pa., Frederick Humphreys, 
M. D., and others, asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding and com- 

oe a and productions, etc., to be exhibited in the 
hiladelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, January 26, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupsn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had without amendment a bil! and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

H. J. Res, 129. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador; and 

H, R. 4602. An act to authorize the Chi » Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other (pune. 

The message also announced that the te had od with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to su)- 
ply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fisc:! yet 
ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purpo>s, 
in which the concurrence of House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the follow- 
ing i when the Speaker signed the same: 

. R. 6777. An act relative to the widening and extension of 
Sixteenth street in the District of Columbia. 


CENSUS. 
Mr. HOPKINS, Mr. ker, I havea privileged report which 
I desire to present—a erence 
The SPEAKER, The report be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: Se , eee 
’ . ce on the angreen votes of the two Houses 
The committee of Coot the House to the bill (S. 2179) entitled “* An act re- 
on certalhe Iwelfth and subsequent censuses, and giving to the Director 
lating $9 Aditional power and authority in certain cases, and for other pur- 
ey having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
fo recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
ao hat the Senate e from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
.¢ numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Hover the word “censuses,” at the end of the matter inserted by said amend- 
o ing: 
ent ated, Meet in takin the census of said classes the inquiries shall be 
confined to the following four questions, namely: Name, age, sex, and post- 
office address.” 
‘And the House agree to the same. 
recede from its amendment numbered 2. 
That the House A. J. HOPKINS, 
CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
THOS. H. CARTER, 
EUGENE HALE, 
8. D. McENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees was read: 
the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
in The rot the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8s. 
9179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses submit the following 
written statement in ee “ the cn of the action agreed upon in 
conference report, namely: 
a pn numbered 1, concerning statistics of deaf, dumb, and blind, 
itis proposed to add that in taking the census of said classes the inquiries 
shall be confined to the questions of name, age, sex, and post-office address. 
The amendment, “= i ae * relating to statistics in regard to 
minin e 8 en out. 
aamecsth > A. J. HOPKINS, 
CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of this 
report; and if no gentleman desires to ask any question, I move 
the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the adoption 
thereof the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the report was adopted was laid on the table. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
a bil! (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; which was read a first an 
second time. 

= RICHARDSON, 
bi 

The bill, with the accompanying report, was then referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SAC AND FOX INDIANS IN IOWA, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Laminstructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to report back favorably the resolution which I send to 
the desk, and ask its present consideration. 

The Clerk read the following resolution, submitted January 18, 
1900, by Mr, Cousins: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to ascertain and re’ ouse, as early as practica- 


port to the 
ble, what was the number of Indians of that part of the confederated tribes 
ppi, residing in the State of Iowa, to 


known as the Sac and Fox of the 
and for whom no of the tribal annuities was paid or expended for the 
pertos from 1855 to 1866, both inclusive, as reported by him to Congress March 
2, 1896 (Senate Document No. 167, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session), and 
what would have been the amount of their shares if said tribal annuities, less 
the amounts annuall =a to meet requirements of treaty provisions, 
ad apporti distributed pro rata to the members of the differ- 
ent portions of said tribes; also, what were the numbers, annually, of the 
members of said tribes, as shown by the accounts of the toe disbursing 
officers, from 1867 to 1899, both inclusive, receiving annuities at the agencies 
having of the respective portions of said and the amounts of the 
tribal anit to or expended for each portion, less the amounts an- 
nually ex to meet the requirements of treaty provisions, and to state 


I reserve all points of order upon the 


and report an account detail any unequal apportionment and dis- 
tribes on of said tribal ann to that portion of the tribes now residing in 
2 State of Iowa; and, further, to what amount, if any, of the salary 
of the principal chief of the Fox Indians of said confederated tribes for the 
period from 1855 to 1899, both inclusive, has not been paid to him from said 
; bal annuities, as required by the fourth article of the treaty of 1842 and the 
ninth article of the treaty of with said Indians. 
The SPEAKER, Is thereobjection to the present consideration 
of = resolution? 
ere 


being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 


ation of the resolution; which was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. , 1 understand the deficiency bill 
hen been, returned froin the Senate and is on the Speaker’s table. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the House non- 
ar in the amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 
ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 


ee 
CE 
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The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Cannon, 
Mr. Barney, and Mr. LivincsTon as conferees on the part of the 
House, 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 

Mr. BURTON. Iask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to 
have printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said com- 
mittee as it may deem necessary in connection with the subjects considered 
or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty-sixth Congress 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be granted permis- 
sion to sit during the sessions of the House and during the recess of Con- 
gress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution presented by the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 

FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the privilege of 
the House to call up a report from the Committee on the Public 
Lands on the bill CH. R. 955) granting to the State of Kansas the 
abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State for the 
purpose of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agri- 
cultural College and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, 
and fora public park, and ask immediate consideration of the 
same, 

The SPEAKER. The bill to which the gentleman refers will 
be read; after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read. as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation 
and all the improvements thereon, situated in the State of Kansas. be, and 
the same is hereby, granted to said State upon the conditions that said State 
shall establish and maintain apey thereon, first, a western branch of 
the Kansas Agricultural College; second, a western tranch of the Kansas 
State Normal School, and that in connection therewith the said reservation 
shall be used and maintained as a public park: Provided,That said State shall, 
within five years from and after the passage of this act, accept this grant, 
and shall 7, > r legislative action establish on said reservation western 
branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and the Kansas State Normal 
School; and whenever the lands shall cease to be used by said State for the 
purposes herein mentioned the same shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if there 
is a report accompanying this bill. And if so, I should like to 
have it read, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Alabama will 

rmit me to make a statement, he will probably not insist upon 

is demand. The report is quite a lengthy document; and the 
gentleman from Kansas who calls up the bill can state the pur- 
port of it very much more briefly and present the facts accompa- 
nyingit. I may statealsothat this is the unanimous report of the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this bill is an 
exact copy of the bill presented to the Fifty-third Congress, and 
which was passed both by the House and Senate, but failed to be- 
come a law by reason of the fact that it did not receive the Presi- 
dent’s signature, It was also introduced in the last session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress and passed the Senate, but failed to reach a 
vote in the House by reason of the refusal of the Speaker to per- 
mit it to be taken up. 

It is unanimously reported from the Committee on the Public 
Lands of the House; and the Committee on the Public Lands of 
the Senate have also unanimously reported in favor of it. 

A provision of the bill—and the only essential feature of it—is 
to give to the State of Kansas an abandoned military reservation, 
known as the Fort Hays Military Reservation, containing some- 
where about 7,000 acres of land. This land is to be used by the 
State, as provided in the bill, exclusively for educational purposes, 
toestablish a branch agricultural college and State normal school 
for the benefit of the people of that State, and the legislature has 
unanimously asked that it be done. It isa matter of considerable 
importance to our people, and we appreciate the necessity and the 
importance of the legislation which is now proposed. 

may add that there is a provision embodied in the bill that if 
the land is not perpetually used for such purpose as is contem- 
plated in the bill it shall revert to the General Government. 

As I said, there are about 7,000 acres of land contained in this 
abandoned military reservation. When the Indians were removed 
from that western country tothe Indian Territory many years ago 
it was abandoned. There are about forty buildings upon the res- 
ervation, which during all these years have been going to waste. 
The land is absolutely useless for Government purposes, and it is 
expensive for the Government even to try to protect its property. 
The reservation was opened up for settlement, but, being out in 
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that section of the State where the land is arid, it was not settled, 
and was afterwards withdrawn from sale by the Secretary of the 
Interior in order that the Congress of the United States might 
take the action that was then contemplated in relation thereto. 
That is the present condition of this military reservation, and we 
are simply asking that it may be donated to the State to be used 
for these specific educational purposes. 

I might say that the agricultural college of the State of Kansas 
is the largest agricultural college in the United States. It is now 
overcrowded, and the lands that are being used by that institution 
are not nearly large enough for the work that they desire to do. 
If this reservation is given tothe State for that purpose, immedi- 
ately there will be a branch agricultural college located there, and 
also a branch of the State Normal School, which has more than 
1,200 pupils in it, and is one of the great educational institutions 
of our country. The people of the western part of the State par- 
ticularly are anxious that this should be done in order that they 
may enjoy the privileges of these additional educational facilities. 
I trust that there will be no objection; that this matter may be 
taken up now and passed upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ishould like to ask the gentleman what 
these lands are sup to be worth? 

Mr. MILLER. I think the lands were appraised at $4 an acre. 
The land is not valuable for any purpose as it is at present, but 
when once irrigated will become productive and valuable. Then, 
if it is not used for educational purposes, it will revert back to 
the Government of the United States in a much more valuable 
condition than it now is. 

Mr. TERRY. Is this body of 7,000 acres of land to remain 
intact, or can you, under the bill, sell it off from time to time? 

Mr. MILLER. It is to remain intact, with the exception of a 
yortion of it that has some growing timber upon it, which is to 

»e used for parking purposes, simply to beautify the school grounds 
for the Agricultural College and the State Normal School. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas if I understood his statement that this land had ever been 
open to homestead settlement? 

Mr. MILLER. The land was opened for homestead settlement 
under the law of 1884, but afterwards withdrawn from settlement 
because of the contemplated action of Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Settlers were never given an opportunity 
to enter the land, were they? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; it was open for settlement for a number 
of years, but no settlers desired to go in and take the land for 
farming. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When was that done? 

Mr. MILLER. The report shows the date when it was opened 
up, and it also shows when it was withdrawn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When does the report say this reserva- 
tion was turned over to the publicdomain? When did it cease to 
be a military reservation and become a part of the public domain 
of the United States? 

Mr. MILLER. Its use as a military reservation was abandoned 
some sixteen years ago, and no action of any kind was taken, ex- 
cepting the opening up of this land for a settlement, until the 
action of the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman 
| question: I understand this property is located near Fort 

ode. 

Mr. MILLER, No; it is not near Fort Dodge; it is north of 
Fort Dodge. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How far? 

Mr. MILLER. About a hundred miles north of Fort Dodge. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is not the surrounding country settled? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; some portions of that country are settled 
near there, and then immediately north of that, some 10 or 12 
miles, it is thickly settled, and then again, some miles south it is 
well settled. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think I have some recol- 
lection of this bill in the last Con , and from the informa- 
tion I have, I think this bill covers valuable lands. When the 
matter was before Congress on a former occasion, I think it-was 
stated that those lands were worth from $20 to $25 an acre, that 
they are not arid lands, that they are not unused lands, that the 
balance of the country surrounding it is open to settlement, and 
that it ought to be thrown open, at least to homestead settlement, 
For that reason I am constrained to object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNpERWoopD]. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Justamoment. I donot think the gen- 
tleman from Alabama will persist in his objection if he knows the 
facts concerning the value of that land. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, unless the gentleman from 
Alabama withdraws it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman from Alabama withdraw 
his objection until I can make a statement? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion, unless the gent). 
man from Alabama withdraws his objection. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Willthe gentleman withdraw his objectj,), to 
allow metomakeastatement? ' 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I will withdraw it temporari],. 

The SPEAKER, The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr.8 , for the information of mey}).r; 
and especially for the information of the gentleman from ),' 
b 


ama—— 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. sagen is it understood that I o) 
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= my objection to let the gentleman have the floor te),,,, 
rarily? . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentle, 
from Alabama withdrew his objection. x 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I made the statement ¢),.; 
I withdrew it temporarily. ™ 
The SPEAKER. There is no such thing as a temporary wi;). 
drawal, but there is nothing to prevent the gentleman rej), 
the eee . 
Mr. DERWOOD. I wish to have the privilege of renoy. 


ing it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I would like to state, for the information of 
members, that I have a knowledge of the country wherein 
this land is situated. Itis in the extreme western portion of ti. 
State, or at least in the western one-third of the State, where th» 
land is exceedingly dry and lies high above the streams. [mmp. 
diately upon the streams, so far as their water supply will irri. 

te, we have population and agricultural use of the country. 
e higher lands, upon the prairie, that can not be irrigated, arp 
practically worthless for agricultural purposes in their present 
condition. Occasionally we do get some wheat upon these hic) 
lands, but even that is precarious. These lands were open {.; 
settlement for a number of years, as the gentleman tells us, and 
no settler felt that he could afford to make the venture. 

If the State of Kansas could be permitted to simply use thes» 
lands—we do not ask the title from the General Government, we 
simply ask permission to locate an experiment station of our 
agricultural college thereon—the State of Kansas could afford to 
sink artesian wells and lift to the surface a sufficient amount of 
water to sustain the experiment and determine the best way of 
utilizing these semidesert lands for the benefit of the entire State 
and the nation. We do not feel that the General Government 
would lose anything in ceding the mere use of these lands ani 
what little improvements there may be upon them, which, as has 
been stated, are an expense to the ernment to preserve them, 
It is impossible to sell these improvements for much. 

Therefore I ask and ho e gentleman from Alabama will 
withdraw his objection. This is the same legislation that once 
passed this House and simply failed on account of the limited 
time. It comes before us sean with the unanimous report of the 
entire committee, and I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 
objection. 

r. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the gentleman to say 
that the land covered by this bill is a military reservation’ 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes, sir. Its use, however, has been aban- 
doned for some wey 

Mr. STEP. Sof Texas. Did the United States buy that land 
from —— and if so, from whom? 

Mr. RIDGELY. The land has always been United States land. 
The Government allowed the Indians about 10 cents per acre for 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Public 


domain? 
Mr. RIDGELY. It is a part of the public domain, away out in 
what is called the 


Mr. STEPHENS of When was it transferred to t) 


)- 


t 


ar t for military 
Mr. R ELY. It was simply made a mili reservation, 
and now the Government has. a its use entirely. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And it was transferred to the pu!- 
lic domain? 

Mr. RIDGELY. For a time. | 
sian _— ‘HENS of Texas. Is it a part of the public domain «! 

Mr. RIDGELY. At present it is withdrawn from the public 
domain. That is, withheld from settlement. 

Mr 2k By order of the Secretary of the Interior. 

‘bli | Sof Texas. But the legal status is that ‘t 
public land of the United States, 

Mr. RIDGELY. Oh, yes. aes 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. How many acres are there in th's 


Mr, SMITH of Kentucky How long is it proposed to cede it t0 
Tr. . How cede it te 
State of Kansas? 


the 
Mr. RIDGELY. So 1 as the State shall use it as an ex)er! 
ment station and for purposes, and it must begin this ase 


within five years. 
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by the State, and they will be highly advantageous by reason of 


ER of New Jersey. I would like to inquire of the 
wr Fae this is not the sort of land that would be needed in | 
om of another war for camp purposes for troops? 
. Mr. RIDGELY. Ido not hear the gentleman. — 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. In case we have to establish | 
imps in time of war, would not this be the kind of property that 
a cada to have in reserve for putting and training troops on? | 
. Mr. RIDGELY. I think not. I think this Government will 
not have occasion to so use it within acentury. We would not 
lace an army so far from water and transportation; we have so 
P uch better and so much more highly improved military camps 
an military reservations already equipped to take care of our 
{ 1eTs. . 
our PARKER of New Jersey. But we did use them during the 
late war for camping purposes when we raised troops in the vari- 
ous States. Is not this available for camp purposes? 

Mr. RIDGELY. The transportation facilities would not make 
it valuable or available for such purposes; nor is there sufficient 
water in the vicinity to admit of using this reservation as a camp 
for more than a small ison force, and the necessity for this 
use has long since ‘6 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I would state to the gentleman from New 
Jersey that there is a military reservation of 22,000 acres at Fort 

Vy. 

ae LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think there is a slight misunder- 
standing upon the of the House and upon the part of Con- 
gress in regard to this reservation. The reservation is a military 
reservation, which was transferred to the Interior Department to 
be disposed of under the McRae Act. It was tobe appraised; and 
it has been appraised, opening the settlement under the McRae 
Act at the appraised value. After this had been done and before 
the time that it was to be settled, Congress took the matter up, 
and a bill was introduced, either in this House or in the Senate, to 
allow the State of Kansas to take possession of this property for 
educational purposes. : ; 

A large number of buildings there, se y worthless for any 
commercial purpose, can be utilized A the State for educational 
purposes. e property was appraised at about $5 an acre. It is 
worth in the neighborhood of $35,000, I am told. On account of 
the buildings there, which would be useful to the State for educa- 
tional pu , and in view of the comparatively small value of 
the land, if sold by the United States and the proceeds turned into 
the Treasury, it has been thought best to let the reservation go in 
this way for educational a The Secretary of the Interior 
withdrew the land from market under the McRae Act, and a bill 
has been reported or passed in each Congress making this grant. 
Congress having the subject under investigation, the Secretary of 
the Interior declined to go on and dispose of the property until 
Congress has reached a determination upon the subject. 

The property stands there in that way. In the meanwhile it is 
in charge of a custodian appointed by the Interior Department. 
It is rapidly deteriorating im value so far as the improvements are 
concerned, It is swept by the gentle Kansas cyclones and is sub- 
ject to the other unfavorable influences of the weather, which 
affects buildings in that State perhaps more rapidly than in any 
other. The buildings are now in bad repair. Either Congress 
ought to vote down this proposition and let the property be dis- 
posed of underthe McRae Act or else the grant to the State ought 





to be made as here proposed. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. What does the Government pay the In- 
dians for the land? 


Mr. LACEY, This is an old reservation which was occupid 
for yearsas a military reservation. The people of Kansas and tne 
Indians of Kansas are now all very peaceful. It is no longer of 
any use as a military reservation and has been abandoned. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would liketo make a statement for the benefit 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnpERWoop]. The state- 
ment was made on the floor of the House that this land was not 
worth exceeding seven or eight dollars an acre. It has generally | 
been considered-worth four or five dollars an acre, As the gen- | 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has said, a custodian has been 
placed in — of military reservation, and year after year 
a bill is brought in here ae for its care. This property, 
if the proposed grant be made, will be used by the State for edu- 
choad purposes. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not 

Mr. REEDER. Let me say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that this is semiarid land. The ——— by the agricultural 
college will be very much more valuable than any use to which 
the land is naw being _ The land, not arid, but semiarid, 
could be purchased for five to seven dollars an acre. 
fonft me add for the information of the House that the buildings, 

orty in number, were abandoned sixteen years ag . after having 

n in use for some years. are now being destroyed by the 
cattle that its over the land. They are not being properly 
cared for, and if present circumstances continue will be in a few 
— worthless, With proper repairs they can be used 
or ed purposes. Twocolleges can be established there 


| 


| $35,000. 
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the State of Kansas being 150 to 250 miles farther west than any 
of the existing colleges. Under the existing circumstances the 
Government, it seems to me, can not make any better disposition 
of this property. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Is it not a fact that this is the best general 
purpose to which that property can be put? 

Mr. REEDER. Very much so. 

Mr. KLEBERG, Very much better than opening the lands to 
settlement? 

Mr. REEDER. Decidedly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. And if the property be disposed of in the way 
now proposed, it will redound to the benefit of the State and the 
country? 

Mr. REEDER. Undoubtedly. There is no question about that. 

Under present circumstances the property is of no value to the 
United States, and, as the gentleman has suggested, this is very 
much the best general purpose to which it can be devoted. I 
trust the gentleman from Alabama will withdraw any objection 
he may be disposed to urge, because this subject has been thor- 
oughly considered by the committee. A measure of this kind 
has already twice passed the House and twice passed the Senate, 
and this bill has been unanimously reported by the Senate com- 
mittee and by the committee of this House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been opposed generally to the 
policy of the Government giving away military or Indian reserva- 
tions when the property was of value. Sometimes the Govern- 
ment is the owner of certain classes of land which can not be used 
for settlement, and in such cases it may sometimes be proper to 
give them away for purposes of this kind. 

But the question presented here is one entirely different. Here 
is a reservation which is recognized by the authorities as well as 
by gentlemen who have spoken upon this question—a reservation 
that the Government has purchased that can be sold for at least 
It is avaluable pieceof property. There is no reason, as 
far as I have seen up to the present time, for giving this amount 
to this particular school and not to some other, Besides that, it 
is not a part of the originaldomain. This same precedent, if car- 
ried into effect, would authorize us to give away the land that we 
buy from the Indians from year to year as we move them back. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. The Scripture says that we shall make our swords 
into plowshares and our barracksintoschoolhouses. {Laughter. | 
Does the gentleman object to that? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But when you do that I for one want to 
be certain that they are properly located. { Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained, under the circumstances, to 
renew my objection. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr, Speaker, if I can have 
the attention of my friend from Alabama for a moment, I wish to 
state for his information a circumstance which may have possibly 
escaped his attention. 

It is a fact that these abandoned military reservations have been 
given to the States for educational purposes for a long time, 
Many of them have been exceedingly valuable. A most valuable 
one in the State of Louisiana was given to the agricultural college 
of that State in 1886, and the possession of it by the State has been 
of immense benefit to our people. Upon that reservation when it 
was turned over to our State were buildings worth at least $75,000. 
There was a tract of desirable land containing about 210 acres, 
But this was given to the people of the State by the Government, 
and is being used to the slventegs of all of our people. 

In Boston, I remember, some years ago, the military reservation 
near that city, when it was abandoned, was given to the city sim- 
ply for the purpose of using it for a park, and I am in favor of 
disposing of these reservations, abandoned as they have been, for 
educational purposes and the needs of the country. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, therefore, if, under the circumstances and 
in view of the fact that this is no new proposition, he will not 
withdraw his objection and at least allow a vote to be taken upon 
the bill as it comes from the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The trouble is that the gentleman has ob- 
jected, and the Chair has no discretion in the matter, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, this being Friday, the day on 
which the Private Calendar is entitled to consideration, and there 
being on the Calendar a bill (H. R. 1900) which the Department 
of State are very anxious to have considered, I think it would be 
a good thing for the House to consider it and get it ont of the road. 
I want it considered in Committee of the Whole, because there 
may be some amendments offered. I therefore move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering House bill 1900, on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON. hy not all bills on the Private Calendar? 

Mr. MAHON, We have not time to-day. 
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Mr. LOUD. 
bill 1900 is? 





I should like to ask the gentleman what House 


Mr. MAHON. It is in regard to the cutting of the Manila 
cable, The amount involved is about $5,000. 


Mr. RAY of New York. 
Calendar? 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] that the motion should be to go into 
the Committee of the Whole House to consider business on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, let me make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is that the motion the gentleman makes? 

Mr. MAHON. No; I should like to make a brief statement be- 
fore I make any motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to make a brief state- 
ment. Without objection, he will be permitted to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I very much wish we could hear what is 

roing on. 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman requests permission to make 
a brief statement. He made a motion that the House go into the 
Committee of the Whole to consider a particular bill on the Pri- 
vateCalendar. The Chair holds that his motion must be that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider 
bills on the Private Calendar. The gentleman now desires to make 
a brief statement, and that is the matter before the House. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. r. Speaker, this being the day set apart by 
unanimous consent for the ——- of eulogies on the late Mr. 
Hopart, the Vice-President, it is very evident that under that 
special order, which begins at 2 o'clock, it will be useless to take 
up the Private Calendar generally, because it will be merely a 
waste of time. This bill, which I ask unanimous consent to brin 
up, is in relation to the cutting of the Manila cable by Admir 
Dewey, in Manila Harbor, after his famous fight. The bill in its 
present form involves about $5,000. 

The report will show that there was a long correspondence be- 
tween the British ambassador and this Government, and the first 
question related to damages, but that was settled between them 
by an agreement between the two Governments that no damages 
should be allowed for loss of business, But the British ambassa- 
dor, Sir Julian Pauncefote, requested that this Government pay 
the actual expenses for the repairing of that cable. The Secretary 
of State has concurred in that, and the President has sent ina 
short message asking that this House make that appropriation, 
which will not exceed $5,000. Now, that is the statement of the 
case, They are very anxious to get this bill out of the way before 
any further complications grow out of it. It is immaterial to me 
whether the House passes this bill or not, but I think the House 
should consider it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that when in Committee of the Whole House, the 
committee has the right to take up any particular bill, Does the 
gentleman renew his motion? 

Mr. MAHON, No, Mr. Speaker. I understand that the com- 
mittee can take up any bill, but I now ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Then we will not go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to state to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that he promised to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] to make a request for 
unanimous consent; and as two or three recognitions have taken 
place on the left, the Chair would be glad to recognize the gentle- 
man from Arkansas first for a request, after which he will submit 
the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


CITY PARK IN HOT SPRINGS, ARK, 


Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 
of the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, granting to thecity 
of Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and for other 


pega. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 16, 
1880, granting to the city of Hot a Ark., a parcel of land known as the 
cemetery lot for a city park only, be amended so as to read as follows: 
“That whenever the city of Hot Springs, Ark., shall relinquish to the United 
Sescrtgd toh.or parent ct faed, betasis pure o0 onth semnseeny: Sah tak 
ot or R a said ceme w 
is now described in the pluts and cavekon et said cit: a 
wit: Commencing at the southwest corner of the 
of the Hot Springs Reservation, and formerly known 
ru thence easterly along the north line of Benton street 150 feet; thence 
northerly 235 teet to a point on the north line of said park 150 feet easterly of 
ereof; thence to said northeast corner; thence along 
the west boundary line of pare feet te the point of , the 
same bees a of said lot 16, in block 78 aforesaid, which is hereby reserved 
by the Un States as a site for the public building provided for act of 
Congress approved 2, 1890, the right and title of the United States to 


Is that the first bill on the Private 
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all the remaining part of said cemetery lot, now known as lot 16, in }),.,... - 
shall vest absolutely in the city of Hot Springs, Ark., for city park. .:. 
building, auditorium, or other public purposes.’ J 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the present eo1)s)). 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would jj}. to 
ask the gentleman from Arkansas how much there isin this eo), 
tery granted to Hot Springs for the purposes of a park. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iwould state to the gentleman from New y, rk 
that the plat of ground referred to in this bill was originally 4, 
old cemetery lot, being a piece of ground 310 feet by 260 feet sy). 
stantially, and by the act of 1880 this plat of ground was cede) ¢, 
the city of Hot Springs for a public park only, on condition that 
the city of Hot Springs remove and reinte1 the dead at a place to 
be provided by the city. This has been done. The necessity fo, 
this bill arises in this way: A bill providing for a public buildin, 
for Hot Springs, passed at the last Congress, provided that j; 
should be located on the public reservation. 

There was one lot in contemplation formerly, but it was founq 
not feasible to locate it at that point. The city proposes now to 
relinquish back to the Government the amount of land that the 
Government desires for a public building if the Government 
would cede to the city the right to use this small piece whic} js 
not ceded for a city k for said building, whichI think is a very 
desirable thing to do, both for the Government and the city. 
Within a block is the East Mountain Reservation, which is a park 
within itself. The agent of the Secretary of the Interior, who was 
sent down to examine this property, was very much impressed wit) 
the feasibility of that course of action, and the bill is really intro. 
duced and if it will be upon the recommendation of tho 
Secretary of the Interior. I would be very glad to read his state. 
ment if the gentleman from New York desires to have it read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if I remember correctly, when the 
bill to cede this cemetery to the city of Hot Springs was up before 
the House for consideration it was to be an absolute grant. and 
—— Se ee was on - — it so that it 
sho orpark purposes, and for park p ses only, 
I think it was predicted at that time that in two years there would 
be a demand on the part of Hot Springs to have this land abso- 
lutely, and it seems the demand has come now. But it has come 
with a piece or a little reservation and benefit to the United States, 
and instead of using a part of the large amount of the public 
lands at Hot re for the cre of the public building, as it 
is to put a small portion of it back for use as a public building 
and the balance going to Hot oe absolutely, I congratulate 
the House and the country that the United States Government 
gets a little something out of this by reason of what occurred 
years 1 think I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi<dera- 
tion of the bill? [After a ss The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to —— for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


P ° 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

AUSTRALASIA AND CHINA TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill H. R. 6909. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the Secretary of State to pay the claim of the 


( 
Eastern Extension A China sarees Company (Limited) 
for compensation on account of expenses incurred its Manila- 


Hongkong and piz cables, which were cut United States 

forces during the war with Spain. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of State be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia wud 
China ‘Com Limi pensa nt of ex- 
penses incurred in tiring ts “Hong and Manila-Capiz cables, 
which were cut by United States forces d ithe war with Spain; anda 
su tsum of money is here ria out of any money in the 
Treasury not appropria pay the claim. 

ae a Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to this bill and what is involved in it. | find 
the Secretary of State—— 

Mr. R Y. I wish to reserve the right to object, if the 


gentleman from New York does not object, before discussion. 
The SPEAKER. There is no reservation, If the gentleman 
wants to object, he must be here to object. 
Mr. RAY of New York, I was making this statement as pre- 


liminary, possibly, to an objection. I suppose I am speaking by 
the of the House. Of course I only want to find what we 
are to consent to. The Secretary of State says: 

It will be seen from the that no formal claim in behalf of the com- 
pany is presented by Her *s Government, but that that Government 
submits whether, as an act corapensation may not 


some 
po granted to the company for the loss w it alleges to have suffered 0 


Then this whole matter involved in this claim was referred to 
the Attorney-General of the United States; and after he had 
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reviewed the whole matter, in a letter under date of February 1, 
1399, he concludes with this statement: 

I am of opinion, therefore, that, upon the law of the case, there is no 
ground for the claim of indemnity. 

Now, when we look at this bill I find that the Secretary of State 
is directed to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia 
and China Telegraph Company, Limited. And there is no amount 
named in this bill whatever. ; ; 

Mr. MAHON. There is $5,000 in the amendment which the 

ommittee en 
? Mr. RAY of New York. And we are to pay it when there is 
no legal ground for it. 

Mr. MAHON. That is only a part of the case, If the gentle- 
man Will read the whole report, he will understand it better. [ 
am Willing that the report be read to the House, and then ask 
unanimous consent. . 

Mr. RAY of New York. If we go into these matters, it seems 
to me, and pay all claims that are asked as a matter of grace by 
foreign governments and foreign companies in foreign countries 
to pay, we would pay out more money than we have in the 
Treasury, because we must have done a great deal of damage to 
the property of foreign individuals and to foreign companies; and 
it seems tome this bil, if passed, will make a very dangerous prece- 
dent. Ifitis a matter that we are going into, we should gointo it 
with most careful consideration and thought; and unless the gen- 
tleman can presemt some better reasons than appear from these 
papers, I shall be constrained to object; but I am willing to hear 
the gentleman, and if I can reserve the right until he makes a 
statement, I will do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if this is not the bill he said he wanted to consider if the 

ouse went into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then why not go into Committee of the 
Whole? The gentleman can make the motion under the rule, and 
then we can all debate it. 

Mr. MAHON. I will make that motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. STEELE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole 
to consider business on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will 
report the first bill. 


EASTERN EXTENSION AUSTRALASIA AND CHINA TELEGRAPH COM- 
PANY. 


The first bill in order was the bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the 
Secretary of State to pay the claim of the Eastern Extension Aus- 
tralasia and China Telegraph Company, Limited, for ee 
tion on account of expenses incurred in repairing its Manila- 
Hongkong and Manila-Capiz cables, which were cut by United 
States forces during the war with Spain. 

Mr. MAHON, I move that the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this bill. I am perfectly willing that 
it should receive full and fair consideration. If we can not dis- 
pose of it finally to-day, let it go over as unfinished business, It 
is a matter in which not only this Government but other govern- 
ments are interested. After the House has given this subject a 
full and fair hearing, let it make whatever disposition of it it may 


deem age. 

Mr. HITT, Mr, Chairman, I protest against the passage of a 
bill which may establish so dangerous a precedent. It omits the 
clause which has always been customary in all cases of this kind. 
Let it be understood that the bill, if passed, is simply an act of 
grace; yet the provision usual in such cases is in this case omitted. 

Mr. MAHON, I have no objection to an amendment such as 
the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. HITT. The bill is in bad form and establishes a dangerous 
precedent. 

' Mr. MAHON, I ask the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is whether the Committee of 
the Whole will take the bill, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Manon]. 

Be RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, is that motion debat- 


The CHAIRMAN, 4s it relates to the order of business, it is 


<— Gotatabie. 
© duretion being taken, the motion was agreed to, 
The bill was read, as follows: oa 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, author- 
Got and eevee Glaze pay the a cs me Eastern Extension Australasia and 
or compensation on account of ex- 

penses inowtredl he repairing its “Hongkong and Manila-Capiz cables, 


-status of this bill. 





which were cut by United States forces during the war with Spain; and a 
sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the claim. 


Mr. BARTLETT. 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is open for debate. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MAHON. In the first place, there is an amendment I desire 
to offer—to insert, at the end of line 11, these words: 

Provided, That said sum shall not exceed the sum of $5,000, 

The CHAIRMAN, After the general debate the amendment 
would be in order. 

Mr. MAHON, I simply want to offer that amendment so that 
the House may understand what is intended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be offered later. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should like to understand the 
As I understand, it is in Committee of the 
Whole and open for amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not now open for amendment. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I mean at a later time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Chairman, the cable of this company be- 
longed to citizens of other governments who were not at war with 
the United States. It was cut as a military necessity by Admiral 
Dewey, in order to cut off communication from Spain and also to 
cut off communication from China and other countries. The ca- 
ble did not belong to a company of Spaniards. It belonged to 
people who were mostly Englishmen; some of them Chinamen.. 
This demand was made upon our Government through their state 
department—through the regular channels—as to these payments 
for the work of repairing the cable which had been cut and also 
for damages running up into thousands of dollars because of 
the interruption of business on the line by reason of its cutting, 
Of course, Mr. Chairman, I need not go into any extended re- 
marks to convince the House that the cutting of this cable, under 

resent circumstances, created a liability which ought to be ac- 
nowledged and considered and met in some shape. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him one or two questions? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, asI understand this matter, the 
cable referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is the only 
cable from the island of Luzon to the continent of Asia, Is that 
correct? 

Mr. MAHON. I think so. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, ever since the repair has been 
made in the cable it has been the only medium by which the Goy- 
ernment of the United States could transmit its messages, and the 
only means by which we could, by telegraph, communicate with 
our forces on that island. Is that a fact? 

Mr. MAHON. I think that is true. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And we have been paying large sums 
of money for that work to these Englishmen and Chinamen who 
are the owners of this cable? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And they have done more business in 
the last year, since the cable was cut and repaired, than they ever 
did before, and have received larger sums of money for doing 
business? 

Mr. MAHON, Oh, well, the gentleman makes his questions too 


I should like to hear the report of the com- 


long. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Just a moment. I say they have re- 
ceived more compensation and have done more business on account 
of the war, and the business of the United States given them in 
consequence and done over that telegraph line by it, than in twenty 
years they could possibly have received or done if the cable had 
not been cut. The war has worked to their benefit. Now, the 
question is, where is the equity in the bill which is vresented by 
the gentleman, and why should we make this compensation at all? 

Mr, MAHON, That is your side of the case; it is not mine. 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. MAHON. Now, after I have finished my statement I shall 
be glad to answer all questions. 

Mr. LLOYD. I want to ask if this claim has been passed upon 
by the Government through any of its Departments? 

Mr. MAHON, Yes; I will come to that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from New York 
— Ray], the Government or this eee, one or the other, 

ad to repair this cable at once, or it could not have been used by 
the Government of the United Statesafterwards. This situation 
presented itself to this cable company: They were thoroughly 
equipped with all the machinery for teking up the cable and re- 
uniting it, and Admiral Dewey and the United States forces in 
Manila Harbor had no appliances of that kind. 

So this company promptly went to work and repaired this cable 
at the request of the Government, so that they could get it into 
use, as well as for the benefit of the cable company. It cost £912 
5s. 6d., something over $4,400. Now, as to whether the United 
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States used this cable or not, they used it as they use all other 
cables and all other telegraph lines, paying certain fixed rates and 
receiving in return a dollar's worth of service for every dollar 
paid; so that that does not come into this case at all. The Gov- 
ernment was simply paying for valuable services rendered. 

When this claim was made it was presented to the oe legal 
department of the British Government, and Sir R. T. Reid, 
Queen's counsel and member of Parliament, and Mr. Henry Sut- 
ton prepared an opinion in which they distinctly held that under 
international law, the United States not being at war with Eng- 
land, and the United States having taken the property of another 
nation and destroyed it for military purposes, under their view of 
the law governing international relations, the Government of the 
United States was not only responsible for the expense of repair- 
ing this cable, but responsible for the damages incurred by this 
company, running into the thousands of dollars, by reason of the 
nonuse of the cable. The account and this opinion were submit- 
ted to the State Department of the United States by the British 
ambassador. Mr. Hay, the Secretary of State, transmitted it to 
the Attorney-General, the law officer of the United States. He 
refutes the position taken by the British Government as to the 
liability of the United States Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me? DolI un- 
derstand him to say that the Attorney-General of the United 
States holds that this Government is not liable for the damage 
done? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not legally liable? 

Mr. MAHON. Thereis hisopinion. I will not read either that 
or the opinion of the Queen’s counsel. They simply say that un- 
der international law this Government is responsible, and this 
claim is pressed here by the British Government for her subjects, 
under the law regulating international affairs. The Attorney- 
General, after writing a long opinion, which I have briefed here, 
concludes as follows: 

Iam of tite opinion, therefore, that upon the law of the case there is no 
ground for the claim of indemnity. 

Now, here we have in dispute a claim of the subjects of another 
Government, presented by another Government, in which their 
highest law department insists that we are responsible under in- 
ternational law. This Government declares that that is not the 
law and that we are not responsible. After this case had reached 
that point the British minister addressed this letter to the Secre- 
tary of State: 

(Unofficial. ] 
British Empassy, Washington, March 13, 1899. 


Dear Mr. Hay: Referring to our conversation on Thursday last respect- 
ing the right to compensation for the cutting of submarine telegraphic cables 
in time or war, 1 te to express the hope that, in the absence of any posi- 
tive rule of international law governing the subject, the claim to compensa- 


tion by the owners of a cable in — of injury to their pr bya 
belligerent under circumstances involving no © on their Part will be 
recognized by your Government, from an equitable point of view at least, to 
the following extent: 

In the opinion of my Government it would be reasonable thata ruleshould 
be established that under such circumstances compensation should be made 
to the extent of the actual cost of repairs. 

Iam desired by Lord Salisbury to submit that view to the favorable con- 
sideration of your Government, that connection tosupport unofiicially 
the claim of the Eastern Extension Tel Company on account of the 
cutting of their Hongkong-Manila and Capiz ca to the extent of 
repairs rende necessary by that act. 

trust that your Government will be disposed to entertain this claim, 
apart from strictly legal ration, and in fact to adopt the equitablerule 
suggested by my Government in such cases. 


lremain, with great regard, yours, very truly, 
JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


Mr. LLOYD. In that connection I wish to ask this question: 
On what ground does the English Government base its claim 
that this should be _— by the United States Government? 

» Mr. MAHON, ell, I would have to read the opinion quoted 
ere, 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not based on this ground—— 

Mr. MAHON, You will find it on page 5 of the report. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not based on this ground, that because we 
obtained the Philippine Islands from the Spanish Government 
we succeed to certain liabilities—— 

Mr. MAHON. I shall conclude my statement in a few mo- 
ments, and if the gentleman will just wait, I will answer his 
question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to that, to get a settlement of 
this matter, that no future complications may arise, this is the 
letter of the Secretary of State, addressed to Mr. Tower, who, I 
suppose, is the secretary of legation: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 26, 1899. 


My Dear Mr. Tower: Referring to note of the 15th of July and to 
dence which I have . eS ae 


other correspon the honor of ex you 
and Sir Julian Pauncefote, I can only say, so far as the legal of the 
case are concerned, that I am com to reiterate which I 
have heretofore Spewwn Sp yen of the law ciiews 0f She Cousens, 
that the Government of the United States is not in any way bound to reim- 

Eastern Extension Australasia and Com- 


burse the British rm 
f d | to have been sustained in of 
Gocatdan el tee anble Snctny tho Ger Gus tecin onl darlene 


are no funds at the disposition of the President without the consent of ©,,. 
gress of making such payment. : 

But, in view of all the circumstances of the case, as a matter of equity and 
comity, the President is inclined to consider the = of reimburseme); 


to that company of its actual expenses incurred in the repair of its cable 1, 
Hongkong after it was cut by the military officers of the United States. 
Iam, my dear Mr. Tower, very faithfully, yours, sim 
OHN HAY. 


Mr. REGINALD TOWER, etc. 

Now, in pursuance of that letter, and of this agreement whic) 
they were trying to reach, the President addressed this messa.-, 
to the Senate and the House: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompan, 
ing papers, with referencs to the claim of the Eastern Extension Australa</a 
and China Tele aph Com . Limited, for compensation on account of «.. 
penses incu in re ts ila-Hongkong and Manila-Capiz «a})\, 
which were cut by United States forces during the war with Spain. : 

I recommend that asan act of equity and comity provision be made by +})., 
Congress for reimbursement to the company of the actual expenses incur;.j 
“by it in the repair of the cables. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY, 

EX®€CUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 16, 1900. 

Mr. MAHON. Now I will answer the question of the gent!.- 
man, 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MAHON. I — to yield to the gentleman from \is- 
souri first, and then 1 will yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts. 

Mr. LLOYD. The question I asked was this: On what ground 
do they base a claim that the United States Government should 
make this payment? 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that, so that the 
House may have the benefit of it as well as the gentleman, | will 
have the Clerk read the chief points in the opinion of the Queen's 
counsel. That will be a complete answer to the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the tleman from Pennsylvania if this is not the first of a 
series of like claims? 

Mr. MAHON. I think there is only one more, for a cable that 
is somewhere on the shores of Cuba, but I do not know where. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That amounts to $40,000 as 
against $5,000 in this case. . 

Mr. MAHON. That bill is in — committee, and they have 
pe aries the same thing as in this bill—that is, the actual expenses 


o — ng and Fircrest | the cable. They had damages in the 
bill, but that has been settled. 


Te 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlec- 
man is through, I want to say a few words, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OPINION OF SIR ROBERT T. REID, Q. C., M. P., AND MR. HENRY SUTTON. 
The rule usually acted upon is that neutral property permanently situatod 
in elie eer must take its chance in war common with the 
t we think that when the property in question has an international 
as all submarine ee Sar eee wows, as in the present 
) rule a 


ve mentioned ought not 
act been applied in any case known to us. 


circumstauces e Spanish 
ment and the com: or in the actual conduct of the company’s represent:- 
to deprive it neutral x 
It is in this connection that the wea uty of the cable 


over, it may very many miles is as much y cu it within 
waters as it on the high seas, which last act would 
undoubtedly entitle Lice 


, 


ustrates the international character 
which we have already said belongs in some degree to a submarine cable. 
Fo ee te ee ee cae alate tae t to compensation 
e case se 


circumstances of this reason of the relations exist 

ing between the Spanish and the com at the outbreak of 

Se subsequently thereto, by the conduct company’s repre- 
ve. 

The relations between the company and the Spanish Government depen 


upon the terms of the concession. terms do not appear to us to be 
unreasonable in themselves, either for the Spanish Government to impos: °" 
for the company to oo are nothing more than the occasion uv) 0u 
= they were agreed pnpaponedis Sanented, 

septs Re cues the company's representatives, they were )r°- 
vented Spanish officers from entering into relations with the United 
States and what was done under coercion can not be regarde:! «5 
pies ¥ gw bf States Admiral 


cable Hongkong en4, 
there is no doubt that had a Saco 


they Slowed tress inaemie have been a com- 


plete from aneutral attitude, and would most likely have entail! 

ruin if Spaniards had recovered the cA , 
No was offered by the United and it is not, in our opin- 
ion, a fair ion to im on a y that they should bo 
in of bo ahocse atten and expose themselves 


a 
ruin if the belligerent of choice proves to be the unsuccessful b.!- 
ligerent. 


_ poate a Cet a cen 
tor military purposes hostile to the Uuteed States and wo think {is pe" 
question whether that not warrant it being cut without 
the vbut because of 6 malitary neoosaity, “if this had eon ordins"y 

neutrals, we this polut would ve been fatal to this claim; 
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EEE ee 


cable was cut. 
pairs. 


8 we consider that it does not apply to such property as this 
= the yierteer, it appears to us that the United States Admiral did not 
Caen iy aim at preventin: The use of the cable by the Spaniards, but also at 
merery Sor himself. Under these circumstances we think that the claim for 
UsiDS ensation is legitimate and ought to be entertained. . 
cow ith respect to the loss of traffic, we do not consider that a claim can be 

»bstantiated in respect of loss caused by the necessary disturbance of this 
su other industrial pursuits in the time of war. The question as applied 
yo a cable is of novel character and we can not say there is any precedent, 
= t we think the proper conclusion is what we have stated. 

: The proper course to ayrene in order to bring the company’s claim before 
the Government of the Jnited States will be for the company to prefer it 


through the foreign office. R. T. REID. 


HENRY SUTTON. 

NovEMBER 21, 1898. 

Mr. MAHON. That is the only answer I can make the gentle- 
man. Now I will answer the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have asked all 
the questions I wish. I desire to be heard at the proper time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will agree to this substitute? 

Mr. MAHON. I will — to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York, I will readit. Amend the title so as 
to read: ‘‘ Authorizing the Secretary of State to reimburse the 
Eastern Extension Australasia and China Telegraph Company, 
Limited, for expenses,” striking out the words ‘‘ compensation on 
account of,” and striking out ‘* pay the claim of;” and then have 
the bill read this way: 

That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, 
as an act of grace and comity, to reimburse an amount not exceeding $4,500 
tothe Eastern Extension Australasia and China Telegraph Company, Lim- 
ited, for expenses incurred in repairing its Manila-Hongkong and Manila- 
Capiz cables, which were cut by United States forces during the war with 
Spain; and a sufficient sum of money, not aeeens $4,500, is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
reimburse said company such expenses. 

That would do away with an objection, as I think, which would 
establish a dangerous precedent and would recognize the bill as a 
valid claim against the United States. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I anticipated this objection my- 
self, and I have this amendment prepared, which I will offer at 
the proper time, and that may answer the gentleman’s purpose. 
I intended at the proper time to amend, in line 4, by striking out 
“to pay the claim of” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ reim- 
burse;” and in lines 5 and 6 strike out the words ‘‘ for compensa- 
tion” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ as an act of comity and grace;” 
and after ‘‘expenses,” in line 6, insert ‘‘not exceeding $4,500.” 
Then the gentleman from New York can amend the title, which 
ought to be amended accordingly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; you leave in also, in lines 10 
and 11, “‘to pay the claim;” and you leave in ‘‘compensation on 
accountof,” recognizing it, in fact,asaclaim. I think, perhaps, 
you intended all right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
he is in the way. 

Mr. RAY of Gow York, That would carry out the idea of the 
President and of the Secretary of State, that it would be an act of 
grace, 

Mr. MAHON. Ihave no objection, Mr. Speaker, to the substi- 
tute if the gentleman will offer it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if he would accept an amendment which 
would provide that the British Government should pay the claims 
of American citizens against that Government ‘“‘as an act of 
comity and grace?” 

Mr. MAHON, Oh, while I may be in sympathy with the gen- 
tleman’s position, this would not be the place to put it. Ido not 
know whether there is anything in the claim. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do. The difficulty is, when 
cl.ims are presented to this Government, they are paid; but when 
vresented to the Government of Her Britannic Majesty, they are 
sunply talked about for years, and I am not ready to stand here 
and pay any of those claims until those that our own people have 
against that Government are considered as well. By and by I 
will state what those claims are. 

Mr. MAHON. If the gentleman will carefully examine the pay- 
ment of claims and counterclaims between the United States and 
the British Government, he will find that this Government has a 
long-barreled shotgun in itshands. This Government has always 
received millions of dollars more than we have paid to them, and 
this Government always has been able and always will be able to 
a “ Bettiah Government pay to her citizens what is legally 


Mr. MOODY of natin, This Government does not al- 


Better agree with thine adversary while 


not, ina few isolated cases. A great 
country think they have claims, when 
against any person. 
I have presented this case, I think, as fully 
understands it, 
argument. 
fact that that 


many gentlemen in this 
the have no claim 
as I need to,so that the House now thoroughly 
Tam not to the Mowe eith any ton 
Summasiae’ been is no doubt about 
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There is doubt that it cost at least $4,500 for re- 
There is no doubt that the people who owned this property 
were neutrals and were in no way hostile to our Government 
during that war. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I be pardoned to ask the gentleman a 
question in reference to this matter? 

Mr. MAHON. Ina moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I merely wish to ask a question right on 
that point. : 

Mr.MAHON. Thenextstepis that the British Government has 
presented this claim of her citizens through the proper govern- 
mental channels of England. The opinions of this high law of 
ficer, on account of his high position and great ability, must carry 
some weight. 

Mr. LLOYD. I want toask the gentleman one question in that 
connection. Why is it that this Congress should be governed by 
the opinionsof Her Majesty’s counsel rather than by the Attorney- 
General of the United States? 

Mr. MAHON. Every gentleman ought to be controlled by the 
— of great legal men. I will come to that. Now, I say 

his ——— 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I will stand up 
for my own country. 

Mr. MAHON. There is no doubt that the position taken by the 
English Government, through its proper department, backed up 
by the legal opinions of her legal representatives, is what I have 
stated. Counsel for the Queen says we are responsible, not only 
for the actual repair, but for the damages arising from loss of 
business. This claim was presented to this Government, backed 
up by the authority of the British Government to present it, 
through the British ambassador. The Secretary of State very 
properly presented this claim to the Attorney-General, who is the 
law officer of this Government. He reviewed all the facts, and 
from his standpoint he said there was no liability on the part of 
this Government, either as to losses incurred or the expense of re- 
pairing the cable. Here we have an issue between the two Govy- 
ernments and opposite opinions from law officers, 

Mr. DALZELL. Ishouldlike tomakean observation just there. 
If the gentleman is right, I should be disposed to vote against the 
payment of this claim, but I do not so understand it. I donot so 
understand it. These gentlemen who render this opinion, which, 
in my judgment, is a very thin one, are not the counsel of the 
British Government, but the counsel of this Australasia-China 
Telegraph Company; and so far from making a claim against this 
Government as a matter of right, the British ambassador trusts 
that our Government will be disposed to entertain this claim apart 
from strictly legal considerations and to adopt the equitable rule 
suggested by the Government in such cases. Now, if this were a 
claim put on the ground of right, I should vote against it. If it 
is on the other ground, I should be disposed to favor it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I call the attention of my friend to 
the letter of the Secretary of State on that subject. 

Mr. DALZELL. And, furthermore, as my colleague [Mr. Ray 
of New York] suggests in this connection, the Secretary of State 
says to the President: 

It will be seen from the papers that no formal claim in behalf of the com- 
pany is presented by Her ny Government, but that that Government 
submits whether, as an act of grace, some pecuniary compensation may not 
be granted to the company for the loss which it alleges to have suffered in 
this regard. 

And, furthermore, the President of the United States, in his 
message sending the papers to this House, says: 

I recommend that as an act of equity and comity provision be made by 
the Congress for reimbursement to the company of the actual expenses 
inauntell te it in the repair of the cable. 

So that I think the claim is really before the House upon the 
ground of equity and not as a legal claim. 

Mr. MAHON, The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Dat- 
ZELL} will understand that Iam not insisting that there is any 
legal obligation on the part of the United States to pay either 
damages or the expenses incurred. I have not examined that 
part of it. This case, however, has come through the british 
ambassador, and has been sent here as stated. | do not know 
who Robert T. Reid is. Probably he is an ordinary counselor. 
The gentleman may be right about that. In looking over the 
papers I supposed he was the legal adviser of that department of 
the English Government. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Do we understand that this claim has been 
submitted to our Attorney-General? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And that he reports officially that we are not 
legally liable? 

r. MAHON. He does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He says that we are not legally bound. 

Mr.MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, asI was just going tostate, 
this claim is not presented here by the Committee on War Claims. 
The committee have not so reported. They have offered no opin- 
ion, excepting the papers in the case, the opinion of the counsel 
for the claimant and the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 








































































































United States against that legal position. Then they present, 
“further, the proposition made by the British ambassador that the 

roper way to settle this case is to get away from all things like 
leat distinctions and settle it asa matter of comity and grace be- 
tween these claimants and the Government of the United States. 
In pursuance of that I had an amendment prepared reciting that 
we do not pay this as a matter of legal right, but merely as a mat- 
ter of comity and grace that ought always to exist between friend] 

powers. But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] has of- 

ered a substitute which covers my amendment and makes the 
bill still safer, and I am willing to accept that substitute. 

Mr. LLOYD. I wish to ask in this connection, suppose it had 
occurred that in the conflict between the United States and Spain 
the Philippine Islands had not come under the protectorate of the 
United States. Does the gentleman then hold that either in law 
or in eqnity we would be responsible for damages for acts which 
were committed as an incident to military operations? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not insist that this claim now stands on 
any legal obligation to pay it. 

‘Mr. LLOYD. Would you say that it stood as an equitable 
claim under those circumstances? 

Mr. MAHON, Always, if there is any equity in it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I should like to call attention, then, to the second 
opinion of Messrs, Reid and Sutton with reference to the liability 
on that account. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I have ignored their opinion and have ac- 
cepted the opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States. 

r. LLOYD. Then you ignore the opinion of Mr. Sutton and 
Mr. Reid when they say we should pay on account of the fact that 
we obtained the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. MAHON. I hope the gentleman will not make a speech in 
my time. If he will allow me, I will answer him. I am not 

ressing this bill on the legal opinion of Mr. Reid or Mr. Sutton. 
Fem not press it as a legal obligation on this Government, be- 
cause the Attorney-General of the United States has decided 
against it, and in his opinion we all ought to acquiesce; but we 
are presenting it on the ground that this was a neutral party, and 
the cable was cut as a military necessity; that the cable company 
suffered a great hardship and a oe loss, and simply as a matter 
of comity existing between people who are friendly and as a mat- 
ter of grace the Secretary of State and the President of the United 
States recommend that we pay this claim. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then do you think it is the duty of the United 
States to pay all neutrals the damages that may come to them by 
reason of a war that may exist between nations? 

Mr. MAHON, It would take too long to answer that question. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is the logical sequence of your reasoning. 

Mr. MAHON. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. We have passed bills against this Government 
to pay thousands of dollars where there was no legal obligation, 
but simply as a matter of comity and grace. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you know of any case similar to 
this? 

Mr, MAHON, No; Idonotsay that. Now, I yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that we are on this bill considering an 
entirely new question. The rule of. international law is well set- 
tled that if the property of a neutral is within the theater of mili- 
tary operations it must take its chance of destruction by military 

operations, and for that destruction the owner has no lawful claim 
against the belligerent government. Ido not understand that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania disputes that proposition, On the 
other hand, he affirms it. 

The cable of the claimant was cut by the orders of Admiral 
Dewey in the course of his naval operations. We are asked topay 
as a matter of equity—I am not sure we ought not to pay it—a 
claim of the owner of the cable, based upon the opinion of its own 
counsel, who himself says that ‘‘the question is of a novel char- 
acter and we can not say that there is any precedent for it.” On 
the other hand, the Attorney-General of the United States is of the 
opinion that the claim is groundlessinlaw. This claim will be fol- 
lowed by others of the same character. Everybody who remem- 
bers how every day the press contained accounts of some new cable- 
cutting operation by our Navy along the shores of Cuba during 
the late war understands very well that when we begin by paying 
one of these claims we shall have to pay them all. I noticed yes- 
terday that the President sent to Con a recommendation that 
we pay the claim of some company whose cable was cut upon the 
shores of Cuba, the claim amounting to between £800 and £900— 
a oe deal larger claim than this. 

ow, I think, if we are going to undertake to make compensa- 
tion—and I again say I am not sure we ought not to do so in view of 
all the international circumstances which have existed during the 
past two years—we ought to do sodeliberately. Weought tofind 
out what the cases are and how many there are. We ought to 
have the fullest information on the subject from the State Depart- 
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ment. For this reason when the proper time comes I sha)} of, 
by way of amendment to the bill a proposition to this effect: — = 

That the Secretary of State is hereby requested to furnish Congress with 
full information as to the claims of citizens of the British Gover, 2 
against this Government and of citizensof the United States agaiy.: +)” 
British Government. — 

While I am willing to do equity toward the subjects of Her 
Britannic Majesty, I want Her Britannic Majesty’s Governi.n; 
to do the same equity toward the citizens of the United States, I 
represent a district in which many of the people are in constant 
contact with the authority of the British Government, exer igeq 
through the Dominion of Canada. The conduct of the Canadiyy 
government for these many years toward those engaged in tha 
American deep-sea fisheries is not pleasant to contemplate. It 
does not tend to increase the international good will which | 
should be glad to see. When I ke of this matter before, some 
gentlemen asked me what case I in mind, 

I will state one of many, and one only. A man who by many 
years of toil upon the sea had gathered together money enough tp 
own a little vessel of his own was fishing some yeats ago off tho 
coast of Nova Scotia, more than 6 miles from any part of the main. 
land. He was fishing upon the high seas, upon God’s highway 
where American citizens have the same right as citizens of Great 
Britain. Desiring to be within the law, he learned from one (ana- 
dian cruiser that he was outside the 3-mile limit. Acting upon 
that information, he surrounded a school of mackerel with a seine, 
After he had — the fish and secured them in his seine, put 
before he had landed them upon the deck of his schooner, a second 
Dominion cruiser came along and claimed that, although he had 
caught the fish — the high seas, yet while they were in his seino 
and before he had landed them upon the deck of his vessel, he had 
drifted within the 3-mile limit and consequently within the juris. 
diction of the Dominion government. 

The owner of the American vessel protested and has always 
claimed that he was even at the time of seizure upon the high 
seas and beyond British jurisdiction; but his vessel was seized, 
condemned, and forfeited by a Canadian court, and the forfeiture 
was affirmed by the supreme court of the Dominion of Canada by 
a majority of one of the judges. It was admitted by the Crown 
that the fish were —— caught and secured in the seine upon 
the high seas, and the only claim upon which the forfeiture was 
based was that the mere drifting across the line with the fish in 
the seine attached to the vessel was an offense British law, 
Yet, drawing a line from headland to headland at that part of tho 
Nova Scotian coast, the point of seizure was 44 miles outside the 
line thus drawn, and very much more than that beyond any point 
of the mainland of Nova Scotia. 

The only manner in which the jurisdiction of the Canadian 
court could be sustained was by measuring from an isolated ledge, 
uninhabitable and without vegetation, over which the sea breaks 
in a high wind, and which projects from the bottom of the ocean. 
After a weary litigation the British Government offered to return 
the vessel to its owner, but upon the condition that costs should 
be paid, which were beyond means and far exceeded tho 
value of the vessel which had been left to decay and rot and 
go to ruin. This is the case of the Frederick ing, Ji., an 
American fishing vessel, owned by an American citizen, Edward 
Morris. Thus, not in time of war but in time of peace the sav- 
ings of a lifetime, earned amid the perils of the sea, have been 
swept away. That is the claim against the British Government 
for which the Senators from my State and I have been haunting 
the chamber of the Secretary of State for years past. Before we 
sit here to do an act of grace to subjects of Great Britain, we 
oughtin justice to our own people to compel Great Britain to do 


uity by us. | gee applause. 
" tute that I offer will be adopted by this 


hope that the su 
committee. 1 ae that we shall proceed in this matter deliber- 
ately; that we find out what we owe in equity to the citizens 
of Great Britain and pay them, and find out at the same time 
what Great Britain owes to our citizens and compel her to pay 
them. wee applause. | 

Mr. ON. I now yield eight minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. AD ._ Mr. Chairman, as this proposition comes to the 
House from the State Department, it comes in a very simple form. 
It is not embarrassed by any relation to the opinion of those Eng- 
lish counselors. It does not undertake to set aside the opinion 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, whose opinion woul 


be binding upon the State Department in any question. It comes 
from that Jer ent of Government which is intrusted with 
our foreign and with relations existing between this and 


other countries, It furthermore comes from a still higher au- 
thority, from the Executive Officer of our Government, the Pres!- 

dent of the United States. 
Neither of these departments of the Government ask for the 
pa ent of any legal claim or for the recognition of any legal 
iability on the part of this Government. On the contrary, 1's 
y excluded, and it is asked to be done as an act of grace 











1900. 





| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1220 


~~ we 





between this country and the inhabitants of Great Britain. The | the island of Luzon, entirely within the Kingdom of Spain, and 
et 


abi liability incurred on cables is a new one in interna- 
quentiee aaa there has been no ruling to amount to anything 
that question so far. — 
— a man to commit itself upon, and it should be proceeded 


with very slowly. 


| think the amendment, or substitute, offered by the gentleman | 


from New York makes it very plain that this is nothing but an 
act of grace on matters arising between the two countries and 
will not tend to establish any precedent, which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts seems to fear. Any country that performs 
any act of grace in 80 doing distinctly states it is purely an 
act of grace and comity between the nations, which precludes 
it from ever being quoted as a precedent for cases that may come 
afterwards. I have fall sympathy with what the gentleman from 
Massachusetts says, that our Government should insist upon the 
collection of every claim due us from Great Britain, but I would 
<ubmit to the fair judgment of this House if a good way todothat 
is not to show that we are willing to be fair with claims coming 
from our own State Department. indorsed by the Executive, and 
that they should be granted an appropriation for this act of com- 
ity? Let us set an example as to the way our Government seems 
desirous of doing, and they may follow it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. But they do not follow, Mr. 
Chairman. We keep setting an example, and they keep refusing 

o follow it. 

' Mr. ADAMS. Thatis a statement that the gentleman might 
not be able to sustain with facts. He has referred to the fishery 
question, which is one that has involved a long consultation be- 
tween this country and Great Britain. It is not only limited 
there, but it is also a dispute in regard to France. The gentleman 
has touched upon a question that is very open and debatable, 
and however much there may be in individual cases that exist 
that would appeal to our sympathies, still it is not fair to on 
up a question that has been long debated and never finally settle 

as a set-off to a claim which the Executive of our Government 
and the State Department, which is intrusted with this particular 
jhase of our Government, comes and asks the Congress of the 
Dnited States to grant. eee a 

Furthermore, the ambassador of Great Britain, in his communi- 
cation to the State Department, distinctly makes no claim. He 
asks it as an act of comity and equity: and the word equity in this 
connection must not be confounded with the word equity in law. 
It simply means equity as justice between two nations. There- 
fore we will establish no precedent, and when that Department to 
which our foreign relations is intrusted—the State Department, 
and further indorsed and supported by the Executive of our coun- 
try, the President—asks the House as an act of comity and justice 
between two nations to grant a small sum of $5,000, I think it 
would ill-befit us not to respond to the Executive in that particu- 
lar, in order that we may show our good will and feeling in this 
matter, and set an example to other nations, which we have been 
doing lately in such a high degree on other matters as to prove that 
we stand ready to repair any act we have done that can not besus- 
tained with established precedent and fullest right of interna- 
tional law. 

Mr. MAHON. As I before stated, I have no intention of press- 
ing a vote on this bill. I think it ought to be discussed, now 
want to reserve the balance of my time for the future. 

_ TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman hastwelve minutes remain- 
ing. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. MAHON. As there does not appear to be any opposition to 
= bill, I suppose the gentleman will be recognized in his own 

line, 

Mr. RAY of NewYork. I ask to be recognized in my own time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not exactly in sympathy withall that 
might be said in eyertien to the action of the English Govern- 
ment in regard to claim, or with all that has been said on that 
subject by the gentleman from Massachusetts. Englishmen move 
slowly always. In the war in South Africa we have an exem- 
plification of that fact, for they are now moving with exceed- 
ing deliberation to the relief of Ladysmith. And if they are act- 
ing with deliberation there, what can we expect in the matter of 
claims for the compensation of American citizens? I think, as a 
rule, Englishmen and the English Government endeavor to be just 
in their dealings with the United States and with the citizens of 
the United States, 

What the facts arein relation to the claim to which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] has called attention I do 
hot know, but if there is justice in the claim I have no doubt that 
— will be done indue time, As this bill originally came be- 
ee House for consideration this an I was opposed to it 
n almost every feature, because it recognized a claim of this com- 
— and a liability to y that claim, and thereby to establish a 
- ape precedent, We have nae the case ae a foreign 

‘pany, or, | assume, a gn corporation, composed entirely 
of citizens of China and citizens of Great Britain. When the war 
pain broke out they were the owners of acable line between 


| 
| 


Therefore, it is a delicate subject for | 


} 


Hongkong, which was within the jurisdiction of Great Britain or 
China. I take it Spain had nothing to do with the line, except as 
she had granted the privilege to this company to land the cable, 
I understand that the Government of Spain had no ownership in 
the line. Is that true? 

Mr. MAHON. Iso understand. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Therefore we have a claim made by 
citizens of China and of Great Britain for damage to their prop- 
erty done by the Government of the United States in the prosecu- 
tion of the war. This property damaged was not entirely situate 
within — territory, within the theater of military opera- 
tions, and it was not exclusively under theSpanish flag. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a great deal that may be said 
in favor of the enactment of this measure into law. It seems to 
me that it would be wise and just to recognize this claim, as the 
President of the United States has done by recommending, as an 
act of grace, simply and purely, recognizing the rights of these 
citizens, that we make some compensation. 

And it seems to me, furthermore, that there is a great deal of 
wisdom in the proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. Moopy], which is that before enacting any measure of this 
<ind into law we ask the Secretary of State to furnish us with a 
list of all claims of this character that have been brought to the 
attention of the Government of the United States: that he give 
us the history of the circumstances connected with the damage 
done by our Government or military forces to all of these cable 
lines connected with Cubaand Puerto Rico, Luzon, and any other 
point where we may have had occasion to interfere with these 
great means of international communication, these cable lines. 

I take it that we could not finda precedent anywhere that would 
sustain us either inrefusing to paysuchaclaim or in payingit, and 
it is a matter that will involve the payment, I think, before we get 
through with the subject, of at least a million dollars; that is the 
way I understand the matter. I understand that oneclaim, aside 
from this one, has already been presented to the Government of 
the United States which involves in the neighborhood of half a 
million dollars. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would say, with all respect to the chair- 
man of the committee who reported this claim—and I notice that 
he wrote the report himself—that it seems to me this bill had 
better lie by and be withdrawn from the consideration of the com- 
mittee until some future occasion, and that an inquiry be made 
into all these claims, all the circumstances connected with them, 
and that this committee having the subject in charge give it most 
careful attention, examine the legal propositions connected with 
it, examine the precedents relating to the subject, and make a 
full report to this House that will inform us just where we stand— 
in other words, so that when we come to consider this subject we 
may know ‘‘ where we are at.” I understand, of course, that this 
is a very small matter—— 

Mr. MAHON. Iask the gentleman to yield to me now to make 
a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will yield, Mr. Chairman, with the 
understanding that I have the floor when this matter comes up 
again. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Manon, the committee rose; and Mr, 
PayYNE having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. STEELE, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the Secretary of State to pay 
the claim of the Eastern Extension Australasia and China Tele- 
graph Company, Limited, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT HOBART. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GARDNER] offers the resolutions which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has received with profound sorrow the intelli- 
gence of the death of GARRET A. HoBARtT, late Vice-President of the United 
Sts 
; "Eectea, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
public services and private virtues of the deceased may be appropriately 
commemorated. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the Senate. 

[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the House. See 
Appendix. | 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy the 
attention of the House but a very few minutes. 

Vice-President Hopart is dead. The nation was profoundly 
startled at the sad announcement. When we last saw him he 
was apparently in robust and vigorous health; but the black-robed 
messenger of death beckoned from the hilltops, and he followed 
with the dying to an eternal rest. I knew him well. I attended 
his marriage to one of the most delightful young women in our 
community. Now she is his sorrow-laden widow, cloistered in 
gloom and loneliness. 

His administration was unique, and the unusual friendship ex- 
isting between the dead Vice-President and our distinguished 
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President was of the tenderest kind, and gave him personally and 
officially a dignity and importance herebefore lacking, and raised 
the office of Vice-President from one of perfunctory faculty to an 


exalted power. In early life he gave emphatic promise of future 
wealth and greatness. 

Our deeds do follow us from afar; 

And what we have been makes us what we are. 

He possessed greater business capacity and executive ability 
than any man I ever knew. He loved wealth and power, and dis- 
pensed both liberally. As the great poet says: 

The time of life is short; 
To spend it basely were too long. 

His neighbors and friends best know how his shortened time of 
life was spent. Midas-like, everything he touched turned to gold, 
and his genial, robust, and cheerful appearance loaded him 
with preferment and power. But it is not to the dead our words 
should be alone or particularly addressed, but to the widowed 
wife and son who must er this burden of sorrow throughout a 
lifetime. To this grand widow and stricken boy let our hearts 
go out with tenderness, sympathy, and love, and appeal to the 
Almighty, who is especially the widows’ God, to strengthen her 
in her ‘loneliness for all struggles to come; and when she ap- 
proaches the eternal throne may she bid a fond adieu to this 
world to embrace her beloved husband in the life everlasting. 

In this life there is a continual parting—by death, ge 
absence; all are profoundly sad; but death is saddest, for it is for 
life. How pathetic does our own great poet sing of this sad truth: 

All are scattered now and fled, 

Some are married, some are dead; 

And when I ask, with throbs of pain— 
“Ah! when shall they all meet in, 

As in the days 1 since gone by?” 

The ancient timepiece made reply: 


‘* Forever—never; 
Never—forever.” 


ove ae forever ye a 
re all parting, pain, and care, 
And death, and time shall disappear, 
Forever there, but never here, 
The horologe of eternity 
Sayeth this incessantly, 

“ Forever—never; 

Never—forever.” 


Soon as age greets us we have more friends in eternity than 
here; and when we are required to depart, death’s journey is made 
easier by this thought. God grant we may all view life as a very 
transient state and always regard the star of eternity as soon to 
surround us in its effulgent rays. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with GARRET A, 
Hopart began on the day he was nominated to the office of Vice- 
President at St. Louis. His quiet, cordial, winsome greeting when 


I first met him lingered in my memory long after an ae 
my testi- 


had ripened into a lasting friendship. I desire to ad 
mony to those noble qualities of head and heart that c 
our late Vice-President. 

In our system of government the Vice-President occupies an 
anomalous and ofttimes uncomfortable position. His is an office of 
hig’: rank, carrying with it the greatest possibilities oo 
heirship and yet bringing little power or responsibility. He is the 
aes officer of the Senate, and is chosen for that au body 
and not bythem. He has the right to vote only in case of a tie; he 
rarely has an opportunity to exercise this right while he presides 
over the deliberations of the Senate. In exercising the preroga- 
tives of a presiding officer he can never be a potent factor, but is 
alway the servant of the Senate. 

It is to be that in our political system more important 
duties and greater responsibility could not have been im 
upon an office of such high rank, The duties of the office should 
have been in keeping with its great possibilities. In case of a 
vacancy, he is the constitutional successor of the officer 
in our system. Only a single life stands between and the 
Presidency. While he is clothed with the high rank and ty 
of presiding over one coordinate branch of Congress, he is 
of responsi and power. He has no place in the Cabinet 
counsels of the Executive, He can not raise his voice in debate 


in the Senate; he can not vote on the questions, great or small, 
that come before that body unless the Senators happen to be 
equally divided. He has no influence there or elsewhere, except 
that which comes from his own personality; scarcely more than 
he would exercise as a private citizen. Often his is 
scarcely more enviable than that of the heir apparent to a Euro- 


pean throne. 

In the early days of ————_ great care was taken in the 
selection of candidates for office. The fact that this officer 
ae nn ed to be oe cheenaaiicas va in the 
vacancy seem -pe ence 
naming of the Vice-President. Down to 1804 the Constitution 
distinctly recognized this principle. The electors voted for two 
persons, The one receiving the greatest number waschosen Presi- 
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dent, and he who received the second greatest was chosen \j... 
President. Under this provision John Adams and Thomas |, >. 
ferson were each chosen Vice-President and each succeede:. |, 
election to the Presidential office, the President with whom };,. 
had previously been chosen as Vice-President. In like mann} 
at a later period Martin Van Buren also succeeded the Presi je); 
under whom he had served as Vice-President. This method ,; 
selection was changed by the amendment of 1804, owing to an y)). 
fortunate —— which arose under the old system. But 
the reason still existed why a candidate for the Vice-Presidency 
should be in all respects equal to the emergency should he sy. 
ceed to the Presidency. 

Since the change in the constitutional method of selection |... 
care has been taken, as a eral rule, in the selection of the \ \... 
President. Frequently question of fitness has been sacri{j¢oq 
to that of availability. After hot and bitter strife within 4), 
party the Vice-Presidency has sometimes been thrown as 3 1:. 
ter of consolation to appease a disappointed and defeated f 40) \). 
The President always represents the predominant thought an; 
principles of his party; his possible successor should be chosen fo; 
the same reason. He ought not to be the exponent of the tendey. 
cies of the minority. His selection ought not to be the result of 
a desire simply to gain more votes for the ticket. 

Garnet A. Hopart did much to restore the office to its ol. 
time dignity and rank. Noone who knew him well doubted jis 
fitness and ability to fill with honor to himself and to the lasting 
glory of his country the place of its Chief Executive. He had th: 
ability, the tact, the statesmanship to take a high’place in the long 
line of illustrious men who have served their country in the creat. 
est office in all the world. 

Mr. Hoparr, not officially, but by the force of his character, was 
a partof the Administration. His counsels were listened to in {})5 
executive chamber, and his voice was heeded in legislative halls, 
May his successor be of the same character and intellect nal 
endownment, amply qualified for the emergencies which the 
Constitution has imposed upon the office. 

GARRET A. HOBART exem the life of a successful 
American boy. He worked his way through college and won the 
right to os in the courts of his State by dint of hard work 
and on the meager pay as a teacher in the public schools. The 
school teacher became a ern at the age of 25, and this was the 
meenneng of his success, culminating in the Vice-Presidency at 
the 53. While engaged in an active and exacting profes- 
sion, he found time to enter into the councils of his party and 
perform all the duties of an American citizen. Courage, com- 
mon sense, ability, and persevering work brought success in 
every spbere of his usefulness, bilities multiplied upon 
him, but, like every busy man, he found time for all. 

No interest intrusted to his care was ever neglected. His fellow- 


ture of his 
responsibility he foun! 
ility he foun 
duties, his family, and his church. 47 passed 
Sis ceantnas Suadbilllinn aard: Bevin, pobsh tenn thevehore of lil 
wer, was ose of a life 

aboun in influence and of honorable achievements. 

As officer of the Senate, he has had few equals anno 
superior. He seldom left the chair during the session of the Seu- 
ate, was always fully informed as to the progress of business, 
never shirked the responsibility of a decision, was ever court ous, 

and ready, and with all just and honest. He was re- 
by political friend and foe alike. 
In these few words, Mr. 


Speaker, I have sought, as it were, to 
— @ single flower on the grave of Garret A. Hoparr. His 
ife work, how worthily and well done, the whole nation bears 
witness. His days were full of usefulness and crowned with 
honor. His last i his best; it was the victory of the 
’s faith. As he calmly bade his family farewell, 114 
with courage turned to meet the great or twas with the 
ee ee eee His death 
was the —~ triumph of his fe. Verily, “ His 
works do follow e 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Soules since I have been a member of 
this House I have very sel taken any part in such exercis’s as 


engage Ihave never a that - was my 
uu when speech would necessarily y unctory. 
I have felt that the of eulogy is too often the language 
to be so when it 3s 
for the demands of propriety (a2 
when it is an answer to i poonatings an ve regard. 
ene suggests that we put record our estimate 
loss of the Vice-President; 

, Tshould remain 
that estimate. 

to the memory of GakkET 


a 
g 
: 
i 
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because of my personal esteem for him, because of my | President as such. At the time of this change in our system 
A, HOBART : : . . 
« imiration of his career, and because I believe him to have beena | there were not wanting those who, measured by subsequent 
hi +h type of American manhood, illustrating in his life the splen- | events, have been proven to be true prophets. In the debate in 
iid possibilities of American citizenship. the House in 1803 upon the proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
~ Aa may be said of many Americans—perhaps of the most who | tion Mr. Roger Griswold said: 
are successful—he was the architect of his own fortune. And yet The President is elected for four years. He may die within that period, 
7 to of all who thus achieve success that | he may be removed from office, or he may become disqualified to perform its 
we are not pre say : : : duties. In either of these events the Vice-Presiden ice 
their lives command our admiration. It is the means by which | [Ger tho existing arrangement you will secure, as far ae Innate eters 
the success is attained that challenges a place in our re; ard. | can accomplish it, the most eminent men for these two offices. Each candi. 
Mr. Hopart had sterling qualities of character—industry, the date must voted for as President, and if the electors fairly execute the 
obse . . 5 Yonstitution they will give their votes for those men whoare the best qualified 
love of work that brings experience; =. wisdom — \ that to administer the Government. Thus under every probable event cae will 
experience to account in the seizure and improvement of opportu- | gnd one of the most eminent of your citizens at the head of your Govern- 
nities; the desire to excel that, faithfully pursued, insures excel- | ment. ; 
tence; the integrity and strength of character, the fixedness of | . Oty oted for as Vice President will be selected without any deceive view 
’ ae . : ote : “e- ’ ’ ; selected without any decisive view 
purpose, and the healthy ambition that sooner or later bring dis- to his qualifications toadminister the Government. The office will generally 
tinction to their possessor and make him a marked man among | be carried into the market to be exchanged for the votes of some large States 
hi fellows for President. And the only criterion which will be regarded as a qualitica 
is , le i » ri = ide i r e ’ y ri ence of 
He was & successful man in every sphere that he entered, and Sabicea srundinssdaenad te State. mee is in thie ine, — - 
the story of his life has to do with many and varied spheres. He pect toobtain a man tofill the second office in the Government and who must 
realized success not because of mere accident of fortune or of ae the power Se upon every vacancy The momentary 
opportunity, butby reason, above all, of the possession of those fac- | PorTnasent intarcsts df the countay aro cacrifced,  TNnsement™ bat the 
uities and traits of character that appeal to the confidence of men. s : et Seen Rie Die Saale 
He attained eminence as a — —y ee d wealth tions pny Rn baer elgg i cirmananeeenae a os 
and shared it with others. His was the guiding mind in large | . : wy, er Ae Npower’ Petr waist + weer arent 
a jects and enterp whose success meant not only individual | ——— —— as ao - sidential — any con 
bat the general weal. He was a public-spirited man. As his | tro po Rom ne a vedi tness — the en of President, but 
) a eo - ‘ . - ny > > ~~ uv ir ‘d . » ic - 
rcaus grew soe grow im mind und character. He shared his | S™PIY bcanso of expeiiency and availability for ulterior por 
good fortune with others. His hand was open as his heart was | eee a a 2 
second office in the Government in the minds and estimate of the 
warm, : : . ; ; : “eared ; es ally 
i nnd the conception of a broad-minded man as to his duties | People, anda consequent diminution of the power and, dignity 
and responsibilities. He was one of those who conscientiously | rule hare been distinguished men, they have ac« niesced in the 
assume the burdens and face the duties of citizenship. He knew popular estimate, and have sought no wider s _— or broader 
that good government is an individual affair, that there can beno | 4.4; : ; al , Bes roams — 
| ; duties than pertain to the Presidency of the Senate. 
honest mass unless there be est particles. And so he gave of To this rule Mr. HoBART was a conspicuous exception. He 
his time and of his means to the choice of good men to office. It | , ae he en eieabatebpatien of tt He » eaeepuee. 
vardiess of selfish p that he took pl himself at | 0T°® o the administration of his office a lofty conception of 
was Treg : eee ; eee oe the place, and a feeling of personal interest in and sympathy with 
the call of his fellows; for with him private interest yielded to | ), 0: citi His st aaa aded the O y 
blic, and public office a public trust. egislation. is strong personality pervaded the Senate Cham- 
pubic, was res = ber. His clear convictions, his earnestness, his patriotism, niade 
As the years went by the sphere of his usefulness and of his in- ceammabe ; - . 
: a ee oo as : smselves felt upon his associates. He was not a looker-on, but 
fluence grew. He became a ing man in his city, in his neigh- | , ma ee ; ~~ , 
oe : : an actor, an efficient instrument in the administration of govern- 
borhood, in his State, and at last in the nation. atianetieten. ‘ali ; oo . = overs 
edger airs. Unlike his predecessors, he did not stand apart 
He was the law adviser of his city. He was more than once a from responsibility. He had the confidence of the President; he 
member of his State legislature, and its speaker. He was for six participated in the councils of the Cabinet; he helped to shape 
years a member of his State senate, and its president. He was the a ld lici Ldi t ont He kept abre: f the ti sai 
¢ minee of his for a seat in the United States Senate. He and Ino po 1C) es ana irec events. © Kept abre ast o 16 times 
ena , 2 : wa and had Providence so ‘decreed he could at any moment have 
was Vice-President of the United States. In all these various | ;,)-., Shestent tendh ten Puenhanh ben iii Reet ions 
positions of trust he ao } himself that few could criticise, no nupthe task ha © President been compelled to lay it down. 
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: It was his fortune to live in stirring times, to participate in 
one blame, and all must praise. > :? 
eB grave events. He belonged to an Administration that will mark 
oe ais tadieaeee tor x ee taaed a new epoch in American history and shape for good or ill our 
cen ’ 


a : . future destiny. Of that Administration he was a part. Toward 
low — = non to the — places to —e - tell to the shaping of that destiny he contributed his share of counsel and 
‘whens a dureatenh Gani with eee alt oe sae io can tel tO | control. He magnified his office. He taught the people to esti- 
It is not fae eo tp aeeimts the Ee eein ee deal t to | Mate it as he estimated it. He taught us all a lesson that I doubt 
meeenne pen ceees a Stel adi ton’ not will bring results in our future history. He restored the Vice- 
made there : ving NUS- | Presidency to the place in our system that it held in the system 
band and father, counselor, and bosom friend. of the fathers. 
rele . ee — oo ee 2 _— And so when death claimed him all the people mourned his loss. 
alts onl een S a a = Vet aad They-said of him as we say of him: He was a good man, a good 
’ st ; pped wi  overyeay ues that count | citizen, a loyal friend, our great Vice-President. 
for so much in g life ete those around us. 
_ itis a glory Pare oo and = Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker— 
makes secure his place in history that during his incumbency o ates Ceniaiiidihlh: tie a i tna ia 
the Vice-Presideney of the United States he restored to that office | .night‘s hands: thou were the truest friend to thy lover that evur bestrode 
its old-time and honor. He gave to this generation a con- 


0 horse; thou were the kindest man that ever struck with asword.—La Morte 
ception of which for many previous generations had | @ Arthur. 


faded from the minds of men. The Arabs had a saying that death is a camel that kneels at 

The framers of the Constitution intended that the qualifications | every man’s door. This expresses how common an event it is in 
for President and for Vice-President should be identical. Inas- | the providential order, as common and familiar as birth; yet of 
much as upon the death of the President the Vice-President suc- 


all natural events it produces the most profound and lasting im- 
ceeds him, no reason to their minds why the candidates ey upon the mind. This is true even when it comes to the 
for these offices not in all respects be equals, and so the | humble and undistinguished; much more so when it overtakes 


Constitution provided that the electors should vote for two per- 
sons, and that the one having the highest number of votes should 
be President and the next in number the Vice-President. So John 
Adams was chosen as the first Vice-President, and su uently 
Thomas Jefferson as the second Vice-President, and both were 
chosen as Presidents upon the expiration of their respective terms. 

ince their day only one single man has been chosen President of 
the United States who had previously served as Vice-President, 
and that was Martin Van Buren. And yet we have learned in four 
cases—those of Tyler, Fillmore, Johnson, and Arthur, who each 
succeeded to the on the death of the President—how 


those eminent persons who have achieved honor and distinction 
in the public service and occupy positions of great elevation in the 
public eye and in general esteem. 

The death of the gifted and great has always been and will 
ever be a solemn, impressive, and imposing circumstance. Its 
value in the way of example, admonition, and instruction is in 
proportion to the elevation from which the subject falls to his 
natural end. It comes to the surviving like a faithful school- 
master with the open book of a closed life and assigns the lesson 
which we must study or lose its teaching. The fame of the great 
and noble dead is among the most enduring and valuable of our 
public possessions, and the contemplation of their example and 
— virtues exerts a salutary and ennobling influence upon the 
iving. 

It is one of the very best of men—and there is no higher praise— 
that we contemplate to-day. Itis the universal estimation, the con- 
sensus of opinion among those who knew him, that the late Vice- 


Aaron in the election of 1800, when Burr almost succeeded 
to the Presidency, moved our fathers to amend the Constitution 
and to provide for the selection of a President as such and a Vice- 


ee 




























































































































































































































ARREARS EL A AE IO AE LIS. 




















































































































































































































1232 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


J ANUARY 2; , 






























memory will ever remain an inspiration to those who loyed }.;,, 
living and mourn him dead. — 

There is a tradition that among the Seneca Indians a singy),,),, 
beautiful belief cetera that when a loved one died, if ;),.. 
caught a singing bird and. binding it with messages of love an, e 
fection, released it over . \ grave of the departed, it would not ‘,\, 
its wings nor close its eyes until it reached the spirit land and .),.);.. 
ered the messages to the loved and lost. So may the friends wi,, 
mourn to-day bind with messages of love the birds that are <;,,.. 
ing in their hearts songs of homage and affection, and, rele;x); 
them at the grave of the departed, may enjoy the solace of be|j.. 
ing that they will not fold their wings until they reach the sir}: 
land and deliver the messages to the loved and lost, rae 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I did not have the goog 
fortune to enjoy a long and intimate acquaintance with the || y<. 
trious man whose memory and deeds we honor here to-day. Death 
is a theme not lightly to be mentioned by those who are subject 
to its power; for the young may die, the old must die, and the 
wisest of us knownot howsoon. In pet ey of years, in the fy]] 
strength of manhood eres and with short notice, Vice-Preg;. 
dent Hopart was called hence. As already stated, my acquaint. 
ance with him being limited, I shall not attempt to speak at 
length in respect to his private character and inner life. I leayo 
these remarks to be made by those who knew him longer and more 
intimately. We learn that he was born in New Jersey in 1844. 
that he spent all the years of his busy life in that State; that in 
early manhood he followed the profession of school-teacher, and 
later became a lawyer. 

The first public office he held was that of attorney for the city 
of Paterson, where he resided, in 1871. That later he was counsel 
of the board of freeholders of his county; that he was several 
times chosen a member of the legislature of his State, serving in 
both branches thereof, and filling the a Officer’s chair in 
each body. Once when his party was in the minority in the leg- 
islature he was voted for as its nominee for the United States 
Senate. In 1896, at St. Louis, he was nominated for Vice-Presi- 
dent, and was duly elected in November of that year. The same 
month three years later he died. 

During the comparatively brief time [ have had the honor to 
occupy a seat in the House of Representatives I have witnessed 
the death of two incumbents of the Vice-President’s chair. The 
first was that of the highly favored son of Indiana, Hon. Thomas 
A. Hendricks. He died in November, 1885. While Vice-Presi- 
dent Hospart had not figured or participated in the public affairs 
of the nation at large so extensively as had Mr. Hendricks, yet in 
the narrower field of his State politics he was idolized to the same 
passionate extent. As there was nothing in the gift of the people 
of Indiana too good for Mr. Hendricks, so the people of New Jer- 
sey felt that Mr. Hopart richly deserved their warmest affection 
and most exalted honors. 

In my personal experience in public life I have met but few 
men more easily approached and more civil and courteous in in- 
tercourse than was the late Vice-President. I recall well the first 
time I met him, shortly after he entered upon his duties as pre- 
siding officer of the Senate. The circumstances of our meeting 
made it necessary for me to speak to him without the formality 
of an introduction. I was immediately impressed with his mild 
manner, his dignified and pleasing ad and polite attention. 
Gifted as he was in these respects, it is not singular or strange 
that he was personally popular and was held in such affectionate 
re: by those who knew him best. 

e was blessed with a large estate, which he had amassed by an 
active life and successful business methods and management. [ie 
was enabled thereby to entertain, and he dispensed his hospitality 
in an almost lavish manner. This he did not for the mere sake 
of entertaining, but becauseof his generous and purely hospitable 
nature and the disposition to give good cheer and contribute to 
the comfort, happiness, and pleasure of those around him. He 
was, nevertheless,aman of duty, and rarely failed of success in any 
undertaking. This was because of his t energy, unflagging 
industry, good judgment, earnest convictions, and sound common 
sense. As the presiding officer of the United States Senate he 
was unusually successful and popular. A many members of 
that body he was pronounced a model presiding officer. 

It can be truly said of him that in all the circumstances and 
conditions of life in which he was he bore himself well, 
and did no act to provoke the endly criticisms of partisan 
opponents or to m a friend. I had the honor to attend his 
funeral services at his home, and I shall never forget the impres- 
siveness of the scene there. It that every man, wo1at, 
and child in his home city and, indeed, for miles around came to 
do him honor and pay a tribute of respect to his eames There 
was scarcely stan room in Paterson that day, and all were 
moved with pity and sorrow, the highest evidence of sincere an‘ 
genuine affection for their hon dead. Though ill for many 
months, we learn he bore his iliness with fortitude and quiet resi¢- 
nation, He never lost his heart or became impatient, He knew 


President, in the essential elements of a well-organized being and 
the necessary excellencies of a character of the very first rank, 
had few, if any, es. The high success he achieved, the 
eminence he attained, the perfect character he formed, were not 
due to any adventitious aids, Neither birth nor rank nor for- 
tune smoothed his upward way to the clear-aired heights he 
reached and kept. True, he had the good fortune to be born in a 
country one of whose glories is that its social formation is not in 
horizontal strata common in the Old World, through which few 
ever pass from below upward, but is mobile as the sea, where the 
lowest drop, winged with merit, may rise and glitter on the high- 
est wave that rolls. All else was due to principles, qualities, and 
forces which summed up a strong, interesting, and attractive 
personality. 

If the limits of the occasion permitted, we could easily name the 
traits which were chief agencies in the development of his splendid 
manhood. Honor, va: courage, and duty were the precious 
and conspicuous jewels in the crown of his superb character, and 
we may set them apart to-day and lift them over his new-made 
grave as the golden texts in the lesson of his life. 

Some one has said he had an unusual capacity for winning 
affection. This was due to his deep human sympathy. He was 
not deficient in imagination and could place himself in the posi- 
tion of others and realize their distresses and their needs. His 
kindness to every human creature was proverbial. He was happy 
in promoting the comfort of those whoservedhim. In his business 
career, which was a conspicuous success, his example if followed 
would cure two maladies said to afflict our time—the envious 
hatred of him who suffers want and the selfish forgetfulness of 
him who lives in affluence, This problem can be solved by sym- 
pathy, love, and good will. 

There is no sunshine like that of kindness to open those beauti- 
ful flowers, coo: love, hope, and trust, which ought to bloom 
over the garden walls which separate the rich and the poor. Mr. 
Hopart was thoroughly imbued with that beautiful sentiment 
which holds the human family in the bonds of unity and love, 
‘that we are children of the same ‘Father, traveling toward the 
same*home, and hoping to sit down at last at the same banquet, 
and therefore we should love one another.” 

So many gods, so many creeds 
So many ways so hard to find, 


When all this wicked world needs 
Is just the art of being kind. 


Our distinguished friend has been twice ennobled. Death and 
duty ennoble all men. Devotion to duty was one of his charac- 
teristic traits. Her command to him a ‘‘ Thus saith the Lord.” 
He was unremitting in his attention to his public engagements. 
His entire life exemplified the truth that the path of duty is the 
upward way; that— 

Not once or twice in our fair land's story 
The path of duty was the way to glory. 


Our souls should bow before the temple that enshrines the 
divinity of duty. These superb characters are the rarest fruit of 
earth, and their surviving countrymen may well cherish the fine 
vintage of their example for their perpetual refreshment. 

The Vice-President, whom we mourn, was stricken in the midst 
of his usefulness from the highest public place save one in the 
gift of the people, a position which, despite its elevation, he hon- 
ored more than it could honor him. The character and relative 
eminence of the office of Vice-President has been the subject of 
diverse comment for a hundred years, many vege regarding it as 
quite subordinate in consequence and rank. The original consti- 
tutional mode of selecting the President and Vice-President de- 
noted the estimation in which the framers of the Constitution 
held the Vice-Presidential office, and yet some of them and their 
contemporaries spoke slightingly of that office. John Adams said: 

My country has in its wisdom contrived for us the most insignificant office 
that ever the invention of man contrived or his imagination conceived. 

Thomas Jefferson said: 

It is the only office in the world about which I am unable to decide whether 
I had rather have it or not have it. 

Whatever rank may have been assigned to it at different periods 
of our history, it is the glory of its last incumbent that he restored 
the Vice-Presidency to its true rank, redeemed it from any ob- 
scurity into which it may have fallen, rescued it from the insig- 
nificance in which it came to be re; ed by some, and established 
its title to the dignity and elevation appropriate to the second 
office in the gift of the American people. 

It is thus seen what a beautiful and instructive career has closed 
onearth, He did not live man’sappointedtime. The mysterious 
clock to which Dr. Holmes so beautifully refers, which the angel 
of life wound up to run three score years and ten, ran down 
fore the lapse of the allotted time. But the bounds which are fixed 
to theduration of life donotalways measureits worth. Hiscareer, 
though cut off in the midst of its usefulness, has been a sweet and 
wholesome example in right living, high thinking, and 
service in private and public walks of life, and his fragrant 
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saab roaching, but he contemplated the fact with that 
his end wronfidence which belongs only to those who rely upon a 
on life marked by purity of conduct, integrity of action, Chris- 
past ety,and religiousconvictions. The Vice-President is dead, 
= tis example in public and in private life is left to us allasa 

miceless heritage. As I close this brief tribute the poet's descrip- 
cm of how a man should live comes to my mind, for I believe he 


s0 lived: 





Soli hen thy summonscom 
So live thet {hy piace with patriarchs, prophets, and the blest, 
Gone up from every land to people in heaven, 


ighty caravan which halts one night time 
iMbe a deat chal strike its white tents for the morning march, 
Thou shalt mount onward to the eternal hills, 
Thy feet unweary and thy strength renewed, 
Like the strong eagle for upward flight. 


(Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, Garret A. Ho- 
part was born June 3, 1844, and died November 21, 1899, at the 
age of 55 years. During this comparatively short life he did well 
his part as husband and father, as counselor and friend to high 
and low, at the bar, in the legislature of his native State, in the 
conduct of great business enterprises, as a leader in politics, and 
finally as President of the Senate and Vice-President. 

His death brought tributes of love, grief, and honor from a 
nation. The words of the great men in the Senate as to their 
young President read as if they had lost a Nestor. Thes h of 
a Senator who had been at the head of a great railroad recalls 
that Mr. Hopart had been the arbitrator of traffic between the 
railroad systems of the whole country. He says: 

No judge ever held office by so precarious a tenure or had to decide more 
important matters. There can be no more significant tribute to his unfail- 
ing judgment, tact, and character than the remarkable fact that there was 
never an appeal from his decisions or complaint of their fairness or justice. 

The Senator from Massachusetts tells us that in two short years 
‘‘he restored the Vice-Presidency to its proper position, and lifted 
it up before the people to the dignity and importance which it 
merits;” that he lifted it out of neglect and misconception, and 
made himself part of the Administration as one of the 
friends, advisers, and supporters, 

Other Senators say: 

“His clone piheetanaans for the President was as rare as it was generous 
“ The Vice-President loved justice. His sense of fairness made him the 
friend of the people and the people his friend.” 

* He appeared not to be an ambitious man, but carried wisdom and justice 


in his bosom, and friendship in his heart; love for his fellow-man and for his 
country.” 


* As he loved us, so we love and revere his memory.” 

A close friend, who knew and loved him, has said that it was a 
peculiarity of Mr. Hopart that he never made a mistake; that he 
seemed to know intuitively what to do, and when he once madea 
friend he never made the mistake of losing that friend. 

Governor Roosevelt says: 

With great titular rank he was not su to have any active share in 
frases the of the Government and helping carry it Soon. 
What he did was not by force of position, but by force of character, his 


rare tact, his ex common sense, and the impression of sincerity 
he created upon every man with whom he was brought in contact. 


These and like sentiments, said here and elsewhere, are not com- 
mon utterances, nor made men. They speak the love 
and admiration which our friend’s character inspired in all who 
knew him, and tell us the fact that he was not one of a class of 
great men, but that his work and character were unique. His 
was & rare union of qualities not ordinarily found in one man. 
He was active, but calm; earnest and judicious; wise, simple, and 
modest; witty, but never in derision; kind and gentle, yet cour- 
ageous; @ partisan, but absolutely fair; a skillful politician, yet 
entirely true; severely honest, but never puritanical; sweet as a 
good woman and strong as a true man, and loved with the affec- 
tion that we pee to oak 
, One can no’ t the rainbow, nor will words depict the blend- 
ing qualities which make up an arched and rounded character 
and which shade into each other so imperceptibly that even in 
looking at the man it can not be seen where one ends and the other 
begins. His sun is set and the rainbow is gone forever. We can 
not portray it to those who have not seen it, but we remember its 
presence as a joyful memory, the world nearer to the 
i cy. He was perhaps most remarkable in that he was always at 

rb never failing in instinctive and instant perception as to 
: at should be said or done, and what should be left unsaid or not 
one. His business was wonderful. Hisletters were always 
answered and his table clear, and his friends wondered when it 
was accomplished. He always had the time to see a friend, even 
‘ the stress of nations a poets to the wisest. 
bet ose who were with him at St. Louis know how calm he was 
a ore his nomination. He had felt the pulse of the political situ- 
ide so distinctly that he calmly his nomination, and 
= 80. Yet when it came, he was fora while as if overwhelmed. 
° realized instantly the change in his life, the greatness of his 
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new duties and of the place that he had to fill—the stand which 
must be taken and the responsibility that was upon him. He 
shrank from public welcomes and retired to the counsels of hisown 
heart. And when he spoke, a single sentence of his brief letter of 
acceptance rang through the country like a trumpet as he man- 
fully proclaimed his belief that a dollar could not be made of 
“fifty-three cents’ worth of silver plus a legislative fiat.” 

Such a sentence tells of his character more than any description. 
His simplicity of thought, his ‘‘ veracity of mind” (as the Senator 
from Massachusetts terms it), his lightning and enlightening per- 
ception of facts, his simple statement of the issue, his power to 
put volumes of financial argument into a phrase, and, above all, 
his political truth and courage—all these appear written in that 
sentence as if in the handwriting on the wall. Those who then 
lived with him know what resolution it took to put and keep that 
sentence in his letter, how many of the wisest wished to disguise 
the issue, and what influences he had to meet and conquer. Init 
is seen, too, his political insight, then, as always, instinctive and 
unerring. From that moment the nation knew him as a leader. 

He was born to be such, for he always dealt with realities and 
with great issues, and not with little ones. He faced what had to 
be done. He decided instantly, when others reasoned or doubted, 
and was never entangled with words or phrases. 

Like all great leaders, he also knew men, and loved them as 
men, and recognized the best that was in them. He was informed 
not only by wide experience, but by a universal sympathy with 
others, that enabled him to know the mind and heart of the nation. 

The office of Vice-President, carrying with it no official duty 
except to preside in the Senate, and no power except that of the 
casting vote in case of a tie, gave to him opportunity to bring all 
branches of the Government closer together. In the century of 
national life the Senate has grown from 26 to 90 and the House 
from 65 to over 350, while the details and departments of the work 
of the Executive and of the courts have grown until this great 
Government, in its various branches, is hardly to be recognized 
as the offspring of the simple assemblage of gentlemen who first 
met under the Constitution. 

Naturally these branches have grown apart. ItwasMr. Hopart’s 
work to bring each nearer to the other and to the nation. B 
his loving friendship with the President, by the relations which 
he maintained with men of all parties in the Senate, by his close 
affiliation with the House and with the leaders of national politics, 
he was enabled to bring each in touch with the other, All con- 
sulted him and wished to know his opinion. All trusted him. 
Senate and House, the Executive, the Army and Navy, the judges 
and the diplomats, were drawn closer together and felt how much 
he made for mutual confidence and peace. 

If dispute threatened a deadlock, his advice was sought by men 
of the most various opinions. His decisions were accepted because 
he was known to be always true and fair. ‘‘ He had a perfect gen- 
ius for friendship.” His influence in the Senate was almost un- 
bounded, and yet he never infringed the privileges of that body. 
His advice was all the more powerful because it was always sought 
and never obtruded. It will never be known how much the lead- 
ers relied upon him in the crises that preceded the appeal to arms 
or how- much they recognized his conservatism, courage, and 
Americanism. 

Blessed are the peacemakers. But it takes rare wisdom to be a 
peacemaker—rare tact and disinterestedness, 

When he fell ill, a shock came to us all, a sense of national 
calamity. His life had crept into that of the nation! We felt 
how much we might have to miss him in the reconstruction that 
follows after war; how much he could do, and how much he 
could prevent. The nation watched at his bedside, and finally 
wept by his grave. 

be President himself has written his touching epitaph: 

In him the nation has lost one of its most illustrious citizens and one of its 
most faithful servants. His participation in the business life and the law- 
making body of his native State was marked by unswerving fidelity and by 
a high order of talents and attainments, and his too brief career as Vice- 
President of the United States and President of the Senate exhibited the 
loftiest qualities of upright and sagacious statesmanship. In the world of 
affairs he had few equals among his contemporaries. His private character 
was gentle and noble. He wil eae be mourned by his friends as a man of 
singular purity and attractiveness, whose sweetness of disposition won all 
hearts, while his elevated purposes, his unbending integrity, and whole- 
hearted devotion to the public good deserved and acquired universal respect 
and esteem. ‘ 

As an American and from his own State, ‘‘I will instruct my 
sorrows to be proud.” He is one who served his country faith- 
fully. He died for that country as truly as any soldier in battle, 
welcoming the work that killed and meeting death without fear 
as patriot, statesman, and Christian gentleman, the Nation’s serv- 
ant and the People’s friend, leaving a memory that is unstained 
and that best of monuments, the universal affection of the Peoplo 
for whom he worked. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, it is not certain that the death 
of any man ought to be spoken of as untimely, because the world 
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in which we live is without meaning or significance of any noble 
kind if we forget that our times are in the Hand which is upon 
all things. Yet the death of such a man as GARRET A. HOBART 
seems to the feeble insight which is granted to us amid the per- 
plexities and mysteries of human affairs like the squandering of 
an estate or the loss of a priceless treasure. 

He died in the midst of his labors and his honors, at the very 
moment of his largest usefulness in the world. The career of 
such a man is not an accident. it illustrates not only the opportu- 
nities of American life, but the benevolent working of the laws 
under which the progress of societyis made sure. There is a doc- 
trine grown to influence in these days which impeaches the whole 
framework of society, because it imposes upon all a struggle for 
existence in which only the fit survive. In order to put an end to 
such a tragedy, the world is filled with dreams of impossible 
conditions, in which all shall share alike in the rewards of life. 
According to the teachings of this school of thought, all who win 
success under the present condition of things are reckoned enemies 
of those who fail; and there are men who, in their eagerness to do 
away with the battlefields of life, are ready to set mankind on a 
dead level, in which there shall be neither failure nor success, but 
a perfect calm, in which all may enjoy the luxury of a common 
repose, 

t is a sign of unhealthy times when the social and political 
philosophy of a race like ours becomes infected with these morbid 
opinions, for they not only pull down the fabric of society which 
has been slowly builded through the ages, but make any worthy 
and progressive human institutions impracticable. 

A Senator of the United States, famous in the world of business 
and politics, in paying tribute to Mr. HoBpart’s memory, found 
an itfustration of the probity of his character in the success of his 
work as arbitrator of the Joint Traffic Association. The orator 
said that every one of the thirty-seven railway managers con- 
cerned had come up from the ranks and had won his way by 
his own ability. And no one could listen to his words without 

erceiving in them not only a tribute to Garret A. HoBart, 
but a justification of the law of labor, under which the victories 
of life belong to those who win them. 

While the world is larger thanit was when Garret A. HOBART 
was born, the fear is just as groundless as it was then that the 
sons of the rich are to drive the sons of the poor out of the race of 
life. The poor boy is the only boy that has any chance in the 
world or ever did have. This world will always be governed by 
the intellectual and moral strength there is in it, and neither the 
one or the other will ever be ——— except vider the discipline 
of hardship and necessity. © hope of mankind to-day lies not 
in the palaces of luxury and wealth, but in the cottages of the 
people, about humble family altars, in obscure paces where the 
storms of all skies beat and where the rugged fiber of manhood 
is made, which is a victor over circumstances, a master of oppor- 
tunities, a crowned athlete in the games of fortune and achieve- 
ment. 

The ancestors of Mr. HOBART were pioneers in the woods of 
New Hampshire, so far as the favor of nature is concerned prob- 
ably the most backward of that marvelous group of communities 
called New England, which not only nurtured the intellectual 
life of America, but has sent forth her children to lay the founda- 
tions of newcommonwealths and bequeathed to them the imper- 
ishable riches of the old homestead. 

It may be counted fortunate for Mr. Hopart that he did not 
enter upon the responsibilities of life without an adequate prep- 
aration. It may be true, as Thomas Carlyle has said, that ‘‘ your 
true university is the collection of books,” and that men may ob- 
tain knowledge without the advantages of other education, but 
the number of self-educated men who have reached great emi- 
nence, without the patient training of the schools, is not suffi- 
ciently large to mislead the youth of our day. The estimate 
which General Garfield once gave of the influence of the smail 
colleges of the country com: with the great seats of learning 
is justified by a thousand illustrations, and by none more com- 
pletely than by the case of the late Vice-President. At Rutgers 
College, a struggling institution within easy reach of his home, in 
an atmosphere free from every contagion, surrounded by teachers 
who entered into the personal life of thestudent and kin within 
him that love of learning which can not be communicated without 
= touch of sympathy, he found the exact environment adapted to 

is case, 

The fabulous endowments now steadily flowing to the centers 
of American culture, new and old, are not to be despised, but the 
youth of America ought to~be warned against the temptation 
never absent in circumstances of ease and extravagance, of de- 
grading the ideals of learning by the parade of material things; 
and the universities boasting themselves of size without age need 
to be often reminded of the blasphemy of the imposter in the 
Acts of the Apostles, who thought to buy the gift of God with 
money. 

It is not to be supposed that Mr, Hoparr, ——— at the age 
of 19, founded his success in life upon what he learned at college, 
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or even upon what he acquired as a school-teacher and stuj...,; 
oflaw. Yet, it would be hard to overstate the advantages w),;,.;, 
a young man derives from the training of a college course 41,,) +). 
arduous self-discipline of a school-teacher. A good teacher .;. 

much to a school, but the school gives to the teacher ever, ;..... 
so that it is not strange that so many men and women hay; ......' 
from the patient labor of the district schoolroom into the |,,... 
service of their day and generation. Mr. Hoparrt was ji), «,,,. 
sense a pioneer of the new professional life which in the jar... 
American cities has abolished the old-fashioned attorney an\j )),). 
the new counselor at law a part of the industrial and comer.) 
activity of the community. While he had the faculty of »),;, 
and direct speech, he was at no time in his career noted as a}, 9). 
vocate, nor did he ever pose as a jurist weighed down with ;),, 
obsolete lore of the profession. 

He had the genius of success. As astudenthe copied papers ay) 
records in the law office which he afterwards owned, 21 {,> 
twenty years he was president of the bank in which he beyay as 
clerk, during the trying period in which he was getting 9 fo.;. 
hold in the world. He was a man of affairs, who underst jd {), 
law as applied to modern business with perfect accuracy, ayj 
whose opinion on practical questions involved in large en({ery)y ses 
soon came to be counted everywhere as sound. 

It has been observed by the older judges that the legal profes. 
sion as it was known to our fathers has been noticeably influence) 
to the revolutions of the modern business world. The orator who 
once captivated juries by his persuasive eloquence is hardly mora 
than a tradition, while the leader of the bar who once oyérawej 
the courts by the weight of his personal authority no lonver finds 
an appreciative audience outside of the rural circuit. In their 
places have come experts in the various fields of business enter. 
prise, shrewd and limited men who have taken the pains to know 
more about a few things than their predecessors ever had time to 
find out about everything. In such aprofessional atmosphere the 
common man is lost, and sinks to a cipher without vital relation 
to the world at large of any sort, while the profession itself rungs 
the risk of becoming a mere case-grinding drudgery in which the 
larger faculties of the mind perish altogether. 

Mr. Hosart lived through the perils which beset the corpora. 
tion lawyer of our times, rising year by year into a broader inte’. 
lectual horizon; and when the American ple called him to the 
second office in their gift, he was able to lock up his law office at 
Paterson, close the business engagements of a lifetime, and }e. 
come the trusted counselor of all with whom he was associated in 
the Government of the United States. By his singular foresight 
he became a man of wealth, yet in his whole career no man eyer 
suspected his integrity or disparaged his prosperity. He had tho 
respect of pocr and rich alike, and in the city where he lived his 
name inspired the confidence and affection of all. He gained his 
wealth in a manly, honest way, and used it while he lived to help 
and bless the world. Few men have ever exhibited a more syimnet- 
rical life than his. 

The thing that struck me most forcibly about him when J firs: 
knew him nearly twenty yearsago wasthe fact that though histime 
was pressed upon by a variety of engagements so innumeral!e as 
to encumber and bewilder any but an extraordinary man, yet in 
the midst of all the cares of business he had time for jolitics. 
local and national; time for his church, time for his friends, and 
time for the fireside, from which he drew the gentlest inspirations 
of his laborious life. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Hopart began in the summer of 
1884, when, as an inexperienced a speaker, I saw much of 
him at the national headquarters of the committee which managed 
Mr. Blaine’s Presidential canvass. He was one of the extraorii- 
nary group of oe men who were drawn about the person of 
Mr. Blaine by those remarkable qualities which made him so long 
the leader of his , and I speak here to-dav on this mournful 
occasion because in those years I found in Mr. Hopanrr a friend 
whose counsel was always and whose hand was ever 
ready in acts of kindness and will. In three Presidential 
campaigns I knew him as a tical ma r charged with the 
success of the party to which he was Goretel Isaw him day and 
night in the work of the cam and while I have seen the storm 
of clamor and detraction er about the heads of those who were 
associated with him in party service, the fact that Garnet 4. 
Hopart shared in every responsibili of his associates has always 
enabled me to feel that the working of American politics, 1n- 
stead of being a corrupt and corrupting thing, is a high arena 0 
which men of may serve their countrymen without dis 


honor or 
Surprise been by some that this plain man, whos 
name was comparati obscure until re! ghd selected him as its 
candidate for the Vice- dency, should have been able to © 
exalt that office as to back the prestige which it bore in tue 
earlier days of the Republic. To those who knew Mr. Hopakt 
well there is nothing strange in the fact that his brief service 1" 
the chair of the Senate dignified that public station with a n°¥ 


and high distinction. Few men knew more about Americal 
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4s udied the public service of the United States to 
gore oe — he. From the day he opened his law office 
_ Pat ayson he was profoundly interested, both in theory and in 
iractice, in the polities of his town, his county, his State, and 
— oe was a great Vice-Presiderit; first, because he be- 
ame easily the master of the duties of that office; and then, so 
ia -e and genorous was the man himself that he brought to the 
thee : personality which attracted at once the consideration of 
the whole Senate and the whole country. No man ever met him 
without receiving from him a word of helpfulness and good cheer, 
nd no man ever entered his door without breathing at once the 
a of a perfect hospitality. His judgment was unerring upon 
questions involving public or party policy, and the man himself 
an 100 great to use a minute of his time in spiteful disparage- 
ment of other men. 

It has been observed as worthy at least of note that the late 
Vice-President, while he lived, was an adviser and intimate friend 
of the President, helping him to bear his burdens and giving him 
with an unselfish motive continual help and guidance in the midst 
of difficult affairs. Ithas been said that no such relation between 
the two offices was ever known before, and that with no exception 
our American Vice-Presidents, though many of them were strong 
and famous, have — oa influence in undermining the Ad- 
ministration of the dent or in stupid lamentations over their 
own neglected and unimportant lot. : ; 

If Mr. Hopart was loyal to the President it was not, as some 
have thought, because he was conscious of any disqualification in 
himself that would make his own aspirations to the Presidency 
out of place. It was partly at least because, knowing by experi- 
ence more probably than anybody else about the nomination of 
Presidents and the election of them, he had acquired the wisdom 
to know that men are not lifted up in the estimation of the world 
by trying to drag others down; and that the forces which make 
Presidents of the United States out of men operate on too large 
a scale to be seriously affected by the gossip of the dinner table 
or the whispers of the cloakroom. 

Therefore, with a sane mind, grateful to his countrymen for the 
honor they had given him, he set himself to deliver the office of 
Vice-President from the cheap and petulant influences that have 
always surrounded it. How well he succeeded all men know, and 
itis not too much to say that had he lived he would have drawn to 
himself such a measure of popular enthusiasm that his countrymen 
would have invited him to step from the second chariot into the 
first. Already his name was spoken with honor in every section 
of the country. On the day he died, in traveling over the prairies 
west of the Missouri, I saw upon every schoolhouse the flag at 
half-mast, and at every railway station groups of people talking 
in subdued voices of the death of Vice-President Hopart; and 
wherever the flag of the United States is known, even in the ends 
of the earth, it became the sign of the universal affliction of his 
countrymen. We come here to-day to add our tribute to his 
memory. Wecan not hope by what we say in the least to repair 
the loss which the nation Soe sustained in hisdeath. We may not 
even presume with our faltering words of eulogy to console the 
broken hearts which have so recently followed him to the grave; 
we can only commend them to God and the Word of His grace. 


Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, GARRET AUGUSTUS 
Hoxzart, Vice-President of the United States, died at half past 8 
o'clock on the morning of Tuesday, November 21, 1899, at his 
home in the city of Paterson, N. J. His death was not unexpected, 
for Mr. Hopart had made a strong battle for life before the sum- 
mons came. All that medical science and the encouragement of 
friends could do was exerted in his behalf, but he had to suc- 
cumb finally to the hand of death. 

Few men in the history of this country have grown into such 
great prominence as Mr. Hopart from the time he became Vico- 
President of the United States until the day of his death. It was 
an unusual spectacle to behold, contrasted with the past, a Vice- 
President of these United States who was close in touch with the 
molding of the policy of his party, being accorded that considera- 
tion in the councils of the nation which has seldom been accorded 
to one occupying the position he did. Itcan not be said that this 
Tecognition grew out of any prominence he had attained in public 
life or from any Uw attainments that he was himself master of; 
nor can it be said that it was due to any transcendent position he 
occupied in his chosen profession; but it can be truthfully asserted 
— it was due to the strong personal character that admitted of 

us ~—— situations with celerity and a power of discrimina- 
tion in his judgment of men and measures which come to those 


who by and aggressivences have been able to sur- 
mount 0 and throw down barriers in order to accomplish 
the object sought. 


4 Born in comparative obscurity, he to a remarkable 
egree the energy and determination which have proved the main- 

Ps of success in the lives of all successful men. 
© was born in historic Monmouth County, in the month of 
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June, 1844. Monmouth, whose fields were consecrated to Ameri- 


can liberty by the blood of patriots at old Monmouth Court-Honse, 
nigh unto the very soil that was trodden by such heroes as Wash- 
ington, Wayne, Lafayette, Knox, Green, Steuben, and a host of 
others; near where Washington and Lafayette, wrapped in a 
single cloak, lay down to rest the night before the battle of Mon- 
mouth Court-House, and near where the brave Mollie Pitcher 
became famous and went down into history as the ‘‘woman 
cannoneer of Monmouth.” With these environments it is little 
to be wondered at that the late Vice-President, no doubt inspired 
by his patriotic surroundings, was urged onward to achieve glory 
in civil life, which finally ended in his becoming the second citi- 
zen of this great Republic. 

Like the majority of the great men of this nation, his early edu- 
cation was obtained in our country’s greatest institution—its com- 
mon schools. He finished his education at old Rutgers College, 
graduating in the year 1863, and, as I understand it, soon entered 
upon the duties of a schoolmaster, finally taking up the study of 
law and entering the ranks of that profession, no doubt, when he 
started out, intending to reach a position that might place him 
with some of the great legal lights that have made New Jersey 
famous. 

He was not long destined to remain in the ranks of the strug- 
gling attorney. This was not due to lack of education or legal 
attainments, but to the fact that he found other pursuits more 
congenial, and he directed his attention to some of the great in- 
dustrial interests of New Jersey. His legal ability must have 
been of a superior order, for we find that early in his professional 
career (1871) he became counsel to the manufacturing city of 
Paterson, and a year later counsel to the board of chosen free- 
holders of the county of Passaic. The appointment to these 
ee that young HOBART was possessed of superior 
egal ability, for in the exercise of his duties he was compelled to 
pass upon grave constitutional and municipal questions, and no 
one could occupy either position unless a sure and safe legal edu- 
cation had been acquired. 

About this time—1872—he entered the field of politics by being 
elected a member of the house of assembly for the city of Pater- 
son. He was reelected in 1873, and in the year 1874 his rank was 
such in his party that they honored him with the position of 
speaker. He entered the senate of the State in 1876 and served in 
that body six years, twice occupying the distinguished position of 
president of the senate. During all this time he kept growing in 
the confidence of the people, and his ability was such that he 
ranked as one of the leaders of the Republican party in the State, 
and during this period, either in the aeie of assembly or in the 
senate, he was associated with and had for his colleagues some of 
New Jersey’s most eminent citizens. 

At one time or another there sat with him the distinguished and 
learned Chancellor Magiil, Chief Justice Magee, of the supreme 
court of the State, ex-Governor George C. Ludlow, the senior 
Senator from New Jersey, WILLIAM J. SEWELL, and my colleague, 
Mr. GARDNER, of the First Congressional district of the State. 
Some of these that I have named werethen but young men; some of 
them had not reached middle life, but they have since arisen pre- 
eminent in my State and in the nation, anddo you wonder that with 
these surroundings the lamented Vice-President paved the way to 
ascend the ladder of fame? His very contact with these men must 
have further excited his ambition as they moved along side by 
side in life’s struggle. 

After he left the senate of New Jersey the bent of his energies 
was directed in the channel of business enterprise, and Iam in- 
formed that at the time of his death he was interested to the extent 
of being director in more than sixty companies, banking and busi- 
ness interests. He became general manager of the East Jersey 
Water Company, and was president of the Passaic Water Com- 
pany, the Paterson Railroad Company, and the People’s Gas 
Company. He was director in the First National and other 
banks of Paterson and elsewhere; was director of the New York, 
Susquehanna and Western Railroad, the Lehigh and Hudson Val- 
ley Kailroad, Barbour Brothers Company, Barbour Flax Spinning 
Company, the Edison Electric Illuminating Company, and many 
other largeinstitutions. His connection with these great concerns 
demonstrated his great financial and business ability, for from 
struggling corporations he built some of them up, by his perse- 
verance and the exercise of wisdom and discretion, to be the 
greatest industri¢s of our State, and through his connection with 
these institutions he laid the foundation for the building up of 
the great fortune he left behind. 

ith all these interests absorbing his time and energies, you 
would imagine he would lose sight of the people; that he would 
lose sight of the governmental interests andl policies of State and 
nation; but, nevertheless, he kept in close touch with his party 
and his party’s leaders and the country. Ever genial, ever kind, 
of a strong magnetism, his party and people sought his 

advice and counsel, and he maintained that hold upon them that 
even while occupied with business interests he guided the policy 
of his party in his State and guided its policy in the nation. The 
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ower that he possessed in the great interests of his State would 

1ave made some men arrogant, overbearing, andselfish; but never 
once have I known it to be said of him that his political or his 
business preferment ever made him lose sight of the fact that he 
was plain GARRET A. Hopart. He possessed all the attributes of 
aleader. He was conciliatory, yet brave; extremely partisan, but 
generous toa political opponent. His presiding over the Senate 
and his ever-courteous bearing toward all parties demonstrated 
his strength of character, for public history has recorded the fact 
that the stronger the partisan and the greater the leader the less 
arbitrary his conduct when called upon to exercise discretion in 
trying situations, Of course there are exceptions to this rule, but 
in the main this principle will apply. 

I knew Mr. Hopart well, As a member of the senate of the 
State of New Jersey I frequently came in contact with him at 
the statehouse and had many opportunities to judge of his charac- 
ter. I donot wonder that when he came to Washington he made 
the same impression upon those he came in contact with that he 
did in his own State. Those who knew him well loved him; those 
who knew him not so well admired him. 

The tribute paid Mr. Hopart by his colleagues in the Senate 
speaks eloquently and forcibly of his fairness in presiding over 
the deliberations of that body. Grave public questions were in- 
volved during his occupancy of the chair as presiding officer and 
it has yet to be said that he ever exercised any arbitrary power or 
discriminated in favor of one or the other, but treated all alike. 

I have never heard Mr. HoBart criticised save for being a par- 
tisan; but, Mr. Speaker, to my mind that was a tribute, for when 
aman enters public life he does it through the channels of some 
,0litical party to which he has become devoted, and if, forsooth, 
his party err onsome given proposition, yet for the good his party 
has done he remains true, relying upon the conservative element 
to correct the error when the proper time comes, and not rise and 
strike it down that upon its ruins might be erected and ao 
ated another. Such a partisan was Mr. Hopart, and such politi- 
cal characters live in the hearts of men when party destroyers 
have passed into oblivion. 

Mr. Hopart’s strict attention to public business, his attention 
to his private interests, and that genial disposition of his nature 
which led him to attend to the calls that society made upon him 
soon undermined the vigorous constitution of which he was _ 
sessed, so that on the 4th of March, 1899, he with the President 
and Senator Hanna took themselves to the quiet retreat of Thom- 
asville, Ga., there to recuperate and build u yd os pee and 
nervous condition. It was there that he was first taken seriously 
ill, and he soon returned to Washington. As his sickness pro- 
gressed he longed for his home ed the sea at Long Branch, to be 
near the scenes of his earliest childhood in the county of his na- 
tivity, hoping that the ocean’s breezes might benefit him and the 
dreary monotony be relieved by gazing upon the scenes of pleasure 
of that locality. But relief came not, and I have no doubt as he 
looked on the waves breaking their force upon the shores and 
calmly receding the thought of the poet was suggested: 

Faded wave, joy to thee; 

on thy’ flight and toil are over; 
Calm ns thine thou ocean rover. 

When this sad soul’s last acy. on earth 
On the shore of time is driven, 

Be its lot like thine on earth, 
To be lost away in heaven. 

He practically spent the entire summer at Long Branch, save 
for a short trip to Lake Champlain, where he went to join the 
President. In the early fall he returned to his home in Paterson, 
and there lingered, battling with disease, until the date I have 
mentioned, when he departed this life. 

No tribute that tongue can pay can be as grand as the tribute 
paid by the people of his adopted city as he lay in death in Carroll 
Hall. Public business was suspended, great manufacturing in- 
terests closed that thousands in that busy city might join in the 
manifestations of sorrow that pervaded our entire country. 
What a scene was that, Mr. Speaker, when the rich and the poor 
and the great men of our nation were bending their heads in scr- 
row in the streets of that city, all alike feeling the loss of a great 
public servant and benefactor. The personality of the man was 
alike to all; the same sunny smile was for the rich as the poor, 
and the same cordial greeting was bestowed upon everyone he 
came in contact with. His generous liberality was appreciated 
by everyone. 

I wish that I had the eloquence to pay that tribute his memory 
deserves. By those who knew him he will be fondly spoken of 
until the last survivor has away, and when ley shall 
write him, he shall live as one who loved his country, who loved 
its institutions and its people. I can not better summarize than 
to say he lived a true life, and in the language of the great philan- 
thropist, Horace Greeley, who said, ‘‘ Whoever seeks to know if 
his career has been prosperous and brightening from its outset to 
its close should ask not for broad acres or towering edifices or 
laden coffers; ask rather, Did he live a true life?” 
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GARRET HosBart lived a true life, and as he lived a true });. 
much greater shall be his reward in the hereafter. Ina qui.:.,,, 
in Cedar Lawn Cemetery reposes all that of him was mort.) ;) 
to rest until called forth on the resurrection morning {, ,,,.." 
eternal happiness in the presence of his Redeemer, : —— 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, Garret A. Hoparr sti)! jjy.. 
both yonder and here. His soul nourished the hope of i:)),,,.+.)' 
ity, and his life here was so consonant with that hope that })js|\-, 
there will be but an exalted, beautified, and glorified realiz.;,., ,¢ 
his ideals. E 

He was a typical man; typical because he illustrate) jy ) 
almost matchless degree the best of our civilization. Durin. ,)) 
the ages, in art and architecture, in poetry and philosophy, thoes 
only Cove left permanent influences for the welfare of tie 
race and have moved the standards of right living onward aq 
upward who typified those ideals that will forever mar) ¢)\,;; 
times. Garret A. Hopart was the highest type of the America) 
citizen of his day. F 

In this eager age of wealth gathering, over against the hot }aste 
in bold relief, stands every virtue; and he who in the midst 5: ¢),; 
mad rush illustrates those virtues truly typifies all that jis joc: 
of his time. You will search in vain the long list of nolo jiyos 
ending with the century for a life that more completely ay) 
beautifully exemplifies and symbolizes the essential virtucs of oy; 
civilization than that of HoBart. 

Born upon a farm, he started life at the lowestround of t)\o},¢. 
der of human endeavor, but never missed a step in its ascent, ag 
the farm boy, the district-school lad, the college studint, tho 
teacher, the lawyer, the State representative, the man of sty. 
pendous business affairs, the ideal Vice-President of the United 
States. 

Is honesty for its own sake one of the essentials of American 
manhood? Garret A. Hopart stood for all that that word cay 
suggest; he could not even think dishonestly. He was a s‘ranzer 


— 


iuman 


to indirection. His plans were great, but as open as the sunlight, 
His honor was the “finest sense of justice the human mini cap 
frame.” He was too broad and generous to cavil over tec hinical- 
ities; with him implication was as binding as his bond. Intent, 


not forms of words, determined his action. 

Are the boundless burdens of our highly organized society to be 
voluntarily assumed by every true friend of mankind? This was 
his belief, for he gave his great heart of sympathy and generous 
hand to every good work. 

If the influence of loyalty to principle and fidelity to duty be 
sought in its highest development, we need seek no other illus- 
tration than his life. 

No man had a profounder and sweeter oe or enjoyed 
more the fragrance of a friend’s heart. is was a friendship 
which, once pledged, never swerved; weighed well before it 
trusted, but did not weigh before it served. 

Very recently a lifelong companion remarked that if Hop rr 
happened by any ce to learn that a friend wanted some- 
thing, he would straightway try to obtain it for him. When 
the shadows of life were thickening, and he knew well that the 
sun would shine through them no more, he expressed an earnest 
wish that he might do a kindness for one, who, he said, had been 
true to him. 

His was a truly noble life; simple, yet exalted. He mace his 
character by being what he desired to seem. 

What essential quality or virtue did he not possess? He was in- 
stinctively intelligent and profoundly ae, He possesse:| great 
talents, and his tact was boundless. His judgment was «most 
unerring and his eo limitless. His patriotism w:s calm 
and unswerving. He was the very soulof honor. He harbored no 
bitter hatreds; he nursed no relentless animosities. His friend: 
ship was a devotion. His character was as pure and spot!¢ss us 4 


8 . 

His was alife of sunshine, anditcastnoshadows, Whatcircun- 
stance, what incident, what event, what endeavor, what achieve 
ment, what private obligation, what public duty, what institution, 
what personal relationship, what human life was not more fortu- 
nate because the soul of Garret A. Hopart had touched it’ An! 
so he still speaks in ten thousand sweet influences that can know 
no myn 2 and the world will forever be the better beciuse he 
once lived in it. 


His name, poaahins down the of tim 

Will still h mA eberait chine 

Like a star, sai on t. gh the depths of the blue, 
On whose brightness we gaze every evening anew. 


[Mr. SALMON addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, several centle- 
men who desired to contribute something on this occasion having 
been unavoidably compelled to be absent, I ask unanimous col 
sent for eral leave to print. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks {0° 
general leave to print upon the life and character of the !ate 
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Vice-President of the United States, Mr. Garret A. Hopanrr. 
Is there objection? | 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as a further 
mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, I move that the 
House do — ne gr “ 

s motion was le 

a courtinaty (at 4 o'clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 

journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ws: 

wee from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 

from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 

Waukegan Harbor, Dlinois—to the Committee on Rivers and 

Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting correspond- 
ence relating to complaints of the German Government against 
certain customs regulations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Marie P. Evans against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 955) granting to 
the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reserva- 
tion, in said State, for the ae of establishing western 
branches of the Kansas Agricultural a and of the Kansas 
State Normal School thereon, and for a public park, reported the 
same without amendment, ae by a report (No. 123); 
which said bill and were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 
of an act to relieve certain ee orenlisted men of the Navy 
and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, approved August 
14, 1888, a the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 124); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3988) to reorganize 
and improve the United States Weather Bureau, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 125); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 212) for the relief of the owners of the British shi 
Foseolia and cargo—Committee on Foreign Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 527) granting a pension to Lucy D. Young—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4571) for the relief of Helen W. Mauck—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R, 7136) for the relief of Michael McLaughlin— 
Committee on In Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
vA bill CE Re ta 

_ AA Di . R. 7144) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Capron—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H, R. 7156) to increase the pension of Juliet C. Nich- 
ols—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions 

A bill (H. R. 7204) for the relief of William Gregory—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
ie 1 m Affairs. 

ul ( ) granting a pension to William Conover— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 


A bill (H. R. 7135) for the relief of Franklin J. Robbins—Com- 
thittee on Pensions and referred to the Committee on 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: : 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indtan Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes—committed to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 7434) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7435) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Portland, in the State of Maine—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7436) to fix the compensation 
and pay of surfmen employed in the Life-Saving Service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 501) for the exten- 
-_ of M street NE.—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 7502) to incorporate the Wesley 
Heights Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHELDEN: A bill (H. R. 7503) to provide for the con- 
struction of a revenue cutter for use in St, Marys River, Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7504) to receive arrearages of 
taxes due the District of Columbia to July 1, 1898, at 6 per cent 
per annum in lieu of penalties and costs—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7505) appropriating five mil- 
lions of dollars for the building of public roads in the several 
States in the United States of America—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 138) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7437) for the relief 
of James N. Curry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7438) for the relief of Isaac J, Tucker—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7439) to restore Henry 
D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter Service--to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension to 
Henry Dority—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By. Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 7441) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs, Annie Dulany—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7442) for the relief of A. G. Boone— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7443) for the relief of W. H, 
Bickerstaff, of Walker County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7444) to provide for certifi- 
cates of honorable service to the officers and men of Foster's 
cavalry battalion, Missouri Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7445) granting a pension to 
Emma B. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 7446) for the relief of Ellen 
Savage, administratrix of T. H. O'Donnell, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7447) for the relief of the estate of George 
W. Reeves, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn. —to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of Finess E. Wirt, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of the estate of James 
Dickenson, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Arthur P. McKinney, 
administrator of John F. McKinney, deceased, late of Memphis, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of estate of Mrs, C. M. 
Lock, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of John Morrison, of 
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7453) for the relief of the estate of Leander 
Black, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of Alfred B. Carter—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) for the relief of William J. Bishop, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) for the relief of John A. Farley, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7457) for the relief of estate of B. B. Neville, 
deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. 
Sills, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of John D, Ussery, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7460) for the relief of Thomas 8. Gallaway, 
administrator of John H, Mebane, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn,.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7461) for the relief of Nicolla Malatesta, of 
Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) for the relief of Mrs. W. A. Scott, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Thomas J. Graves, of 
Fayette mae Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7464) for the relief of estate of Caroline Mul- 
haupt, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) for the relief of E. J. Sullivan, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, 
of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) for the relief of the estate of William 
Parham Butterworth, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of the estate of T. P. 
Lloyd, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7469) for the relief of Daniel Butts, of Mos- 
cow, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7470) for the relief of the estate of Nancy J. 
Carr, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
B. Conley, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of Benjamin Hahn, of 
Fayette County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7473) for the relief of Henry M. Green, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7474) for the relief of F. A. Jones, adminis- 
trator of R. 8. Jones, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) for the relief of E. C. Oakley, adminis- 
trator of W. H. Neal, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7476) for the relief of the estate of Zeno T. 
Harris, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7477)for the relief of S. R. McAlexander, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7478) for the relief of Isaac 
W. Busey, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) for the relief of John A. Narjes, of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7480) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Tomlinson & Hartupee & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 7481) for the relief of the heirs 
of James M. Hinton, deceased—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7482) granting 
increase of pension to Caroline N. Lovejoy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R, 7488) for the relief 
of James T. Ellis, of Rankin County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to 
John W. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7485) for the relief of William E. Keene—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) granting a pension to G. W. Rockwell— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7487) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edwin Inscho—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

= Mr. MoRAE: A bill (H. R. 7488) to pension John C, Ray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 























Also, a bill (H. R. 7489) to pension Elvira Hunter—to 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 7490) for the relic 
Margaret C. McKay, widow of the late Dr. William (©. Mok,. 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Pensions. aS 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pensi., ; 
John Devine, of Greeley, in the State of Nebraska—to the (oy), 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ” 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7492) for the relief of Mrs. [,,,;, 
L. Carr—to the Committee on Pensions. nae 

By Mr. PEARRE: A oe ioe R, 7493) to compensate Luth:, M 
Cresap, a loyal citizen of egany County, Md., for the Pra. 
tion of a bridge attached to his merchant mill in 1864 unidey ;),, 
orders of Gen. B. F, Kelley—to the Committee on War ©};1.)<. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7494) for the relief of Ann R. Widmayer, os 
Washington City, D, C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PA R of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7495) erantiy. 
an increase of pension to Richard Holloway—to the Comin ittoe o, 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7496) for the reliog 
of H. S. Simmons’s estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 7497) for the relief of th» 
estate of George W. eee deceased, Augusta County, Va,—;, 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 7498) for the relief of Ayeys. 
tin Walsh—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7499) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Joseph Kennedy —to {);o 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7500) for the relier 
James Marr for services as custodian of Fort Hancock—to th 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief of Johy 
Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of John McNaughton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Anna MM. Dam. 
mert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7509) granting an 
honorable discharge to Patrick Diamond—to the Committee on 
Minion, bill CH. EB. 7510) granti pension t 

,@ bill (H. granting a on to Elizabeth F. 
Beaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7511) granting an increase of pension to Char- 

lotte Youngs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa. , indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for aid- 
neat specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited 
in the Philadelphia museums-—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., urging the enactment of House bill No. 887 and 
of Senate bill No. 417—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, joint memorial of the commercial, maritime, and trade 
bodies of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the establishment of a new 
light-house at the southern end of the new breakwater of the 
national harbor of refuge, entrance of Delaware Bay—to the 
Committee on Interstate and ae Commerce. 

Chae, Sec Uae teeipal Gis eae eo om ocpeteey nedicincs 
10, lor 0. on medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Clu) o! 

elphia, favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, in the 
interest of manufacturing and commercial industries—to the (ou- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of South Omaha Live Stock Association, for the 
removal of the internal-revenue tax on notes and mortgages — to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. CHI G: Petition of clerks in the post-office at 
Watertown, N. Y., as for the of House bill No. 4351, 
for the classification of clerks in the first and second class )os' 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of post-office clerks at Allegheny, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bi No. 4351, for the reciassi- 
fication of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, , 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philade!p!\'a, 
Pa., favo the of House bill No. 887, fer the promotion 
of exhibits in the Ph phia museums—to the Committe: 02 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Rev. Edw. T. Fairbanks aud 45 


the { m- 








— 


iti t. Johnsbury, Vt., for the passage of Senate bill 
aes sevens ‘o the prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
a ortrict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
i HENRY of Mississippi: Paper to accompany House 
pill relating to the claim of Joseph T. Ellis—to the Committee on 

, > “le ; s, 

“— i, LATIMER: Resolution of the board of health of the 
sity of Charleston, S. C., with reference to yellow fever in Habana, 
C “yq-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

“A ie. resolution of Branch No, 454, National Association of Let- 
ter Carriers, of Charleston, 8. C., favoring the passage of House 
pill No. 4911, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the am of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. © 

3y Mr. McCALL: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7177, for 
the relief of John N. Breed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Si yiy Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding 
to and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited 
inthe Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. , . 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, with refer- 
ence to arid lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of ex-soldiers of the war 
residing in the State of Indiana, in opposition to the passage of 
House bills 1746 and 1747, relating to the revision of the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 
3988, to reorganize the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

‘Also, petition of the railway mail clerks of the State of Califor- 
nia, Los Angeles Branch, favoring the bill for the reclassification 
of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego, Cal., Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to the reclgroslty interests of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego, Cal., Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego, Cal., Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring the bill relating to food products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the San Diego Chamber of Commerce, for 
an appropriation for the measurement of streams in California 
and Arizona—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6915, 
ranting a pension to William C, Wilson—to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of patrons of the post-offices at 
Woodhaven, Ozone Park, and Clarenceville, State of New York, 
for the establishment of the free-delivery system with the post- 
office at Jamaica, and opposing House bill No. 3729—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the Clay 
Center Times, Ashland Clipper, Erie Sentinel, Manhattan Mercury, 
lola Register, Horton Headlight, Ottawa Republican-Times, Win- 
field Courier, Abilene News, Lincoln Sentinel, Paola Times, Salina 
Herald, Mound City Torch of Liberty, Marion Headlight, Welling- 
ton People’s Voice, St. Marys Star, Pratt Union, McPherson Opin- 
ion, Concordia Kansan, Clay Center Dispatch, Emporia Gazette, 
in the State of Kansas; also Rock Rapids Review, McGregor News, 
Fort Madison Gem City, Winterset News, Farmington Herald. 
Cresco Plaindealer, Clinton Advertiser, Fort Madison Democrat, 
Montezuma Democrat, Reinbeck Courier, Orange Herald, Mar- 
shalltown Reflector, Bedford Free Press, Chariton Democrat, 
Creston America, Boone Democrat, Oelwein Record, Fayettc 
County Union, Grundy Center Democrat, Jackson Sentinel, inde- 
pendence Conservative, Spencer Herald, in the State of Iowa; 
also Marshall Statesman, Tenenh Commercial, Fenton Independ- 
ent, Romeo Observer, Caro Advertiser, Lansing Republican, 
Ludington Appeal; also Meadville Star, Blairsville Courier, 
‘ontrose Republican, Grove City Recorder, Shippensburg News, 
Shamokin News, Mount Carmel tem, Milford Press; also Sedalia 
{Mo.) Journal; also Mason News, Gonzales Inquirer, Texas; also 

¢Minnville New Era, Columbus Republican, Indiana; also Pied- 
Pa (8. C.) Sun-Herald; also Cape May Star, Trenton Gazette, 
M =a bg eg ¥ ewark earanene, Female Boge, 

Express, New Jersey; also Perry He an ews, 

re Register, Kingston Freeman, Poughkeepsie Star, Mid- 
ile @ Times, Johnstown ublican, State of New York; Rush- 
vile Graphic, Fort Wayne Journal-Gazette, Union City Eagle, 
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Knightstown Sun, Terre Haute Express, State of Indiana; Roches- 
ter Post and Record, Northfield News, State of Minnesota; Mar- 
tinsburg Democrat, Union Watchman, Sutton Democrat. Romney 
Review, Kingwood Argus, Point Pleasant Register, of West Vir- 
ginia; also Jamestown (N. Dak.) Alert, Centerville Chronicle, 
Mellette Tribune, Huron Huronite, of South Dakota: also Caribou 
(Me.) Republican, Hailey (Idaho) Times: also Ashland Gazette 
and Port Clinton Republican, of the State of Ohio; E!dorado Times 
and the Wamego Times, State of Kansas, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 5029, relative to the free entry of w 
ported for use in the manufacture of paper—to the C 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of the Jacksonville (Fla.) 
Board of Trade, in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to 
Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of the town of 
Orangeville, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy or food prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of E. L. Eshleman, druggist, ask- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


od pulp im- 
Ommiuttee on 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, Junuary 27, 1900, 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House joint resolution No. 6. 

The Clerk read, with the amendments reported by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to use $100,000 of the appropria- 
tions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern 
military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

Mr. CURTIS. After the estimates were sent in last year the 
War Department made a special estimate of $100,000 for the con- 
struction of a hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

The following is the special estimate: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, of the 28th ultimo, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation ($100,000) for the erection of a mod- 


ern hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 
Respectfully, yours, 





Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


O. L. SPAULDING, 
Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 28, 1 
Srr: Lhave the honor to forward herewith, for transmission to ¢ 
an estimate ($100,000) of appropriation for “ Hospital construction,”’ for the 
erection of a modern hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., required by the 
War Department for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900. 
Very respectfully, 


ongress, 


R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Estimates of appropriations required for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1900, by the Surgeon-General United States Army. 
Hospital construction: 
For the erection of a modern hospital, for 100 beds, of stone and 
brick, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., including heating, ventilat- 
ing, plumbing, wiring for electric lights, gas piping, elevator. 
dynamo, electric motor, bookcases, lockers. closets, mortuary, 
ambulance shelter, stable, etc. (Submitted) $100, 000 


Note.—In explanation of the foregoing estimate the following communi- 
cation of Maj. George H. Torney, United States Army, surgeon in charge of 
the post hospital at Fort Leavenworth, transmitted to the War Department 
through military channels, is respectfully submitted: 


UnttTep States Army Post Hosprra., 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., November 27, 1898. 

Str: I have respectfully to report that the post hospital now in use at this 
post is inadequate and of insufficient capacity for the requirements of the sick 
of this command. 

It is what is known as a 24-bed army hospital, which at this moment con 
tains 60 patients. In order to provide space for beds for the additional pa- 
tients, the storeroomsand rooms heretofore used for administrative purposes 
are being utilized, under many disadvantages. 

The dining room and kitchen are, of course, too small for the use of the con- 
valescent sick and the men of the hospital corps, rendering it necessary to 
serve two separate sittings for each of the three daily meals to seat all the 
men for whom provision must be made. 

When this hospital was constructed, it was intended to provide for the sick 
of a command numbering between 300and 400 men. Thecommand now num 
bers nearly 900 men, and will reach over 1,200 when the regiment is recruited 
to its full capacity. Its inadequacy is therefore apparent. 

At this time it is in need of extensive repairs in the way of repainting, re- 
flooring, entire change in the plumbing arrangements, involving a large in- 
crease in the closet seseaumedation (there being now only one water-closet 
for each ward), change in the ventilation, etc., which will involve a large 
outlay in money without increasing the capacity of the building for the caro 
of the sick. 

In view of these facts, and the prospective increase of the number of men 
in this garrison, of the yecstnbiteha nt of the school of instruction, and of 
the designation of this post as a place of rendezvous for troops returning 


from the Tropics for recuperation of the health of the men who have been 
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serving in Cuba and Puerto Rico, I have te to recommend that appli- 
cation be made for funds for the construction at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
of a modern brick hospital of 100 beds. 

A building of this kind and size will, according to recent estimates and ex- 

rience, cost about $1,000 per bed, making a total outlay of $100,000 for a new 
Pospital of sufficient ca ty to meet the requirements of a garrison of 1,800 
men. 

It is, however, essential that this question should receive early considera- 
tion, as the present hospital can not be enlar; to meet the demands that 
will be made upon it for the care of the sick admitted to it from an in 
garrison and from cther posts. 

Very respectfully, GEO. H. TORNEY, 
Major and Surgeon, U. 8S. A., Surgeon in Charge. 


The ApsuTANT, Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 


A hearing was had before the committee,and the original esti- 
mate was increased the sum of $100,000 in order that the money 
might be used for that purpose. It was distinctly understood 
that the money, or so much thereof as might be necessary, was to 
be expended to build a hospital at Fort venworth. But tho 
committee desired not tospecifically name the place. This appro- 
priation, however, of $100,000 was made. The money was set 
aside at the War Department. But upon investigation it was 
found that without the place being specifically named in the bill 
the Department was limited to an expenditure of $20,000. So the 
appropriation was not used. Plans and specifications, however, 
were drawn, and the Surgeon-General has held the money and 
desires to use it for the purpose for which it was appropriated. 
His letters on this subject appear in the report of the committee. 

I will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] 
that this resolution was drawn at the Department. e money is 
already appropriated. The resolution makes no extra ome 
tion. > was unanimously reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Mr. TALBERT. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
this resolution has been considered by the appropriate committee? 

Mr. CURTIS. As 1 have just said, it was unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. There was a ae be- 
fore the full committee—an open meeting. I have the report here, 
which embodies two letters from the Surgeon-General. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Let it be read. 

The report of the Committee on Military Affairs (by Mr. HULL) 
was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use 
$100,000 of the appropriations for the _ rt of the Regular and Volunteer 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a mili- 
tary hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., hav d the same under con- 
sideration, report back to the House, recommending that said resolution do 
pass, with the following amendments: : 

Strike out the word * ” where it appears in the title of the reso- 
lution and in line 3 and insert in lieu thereof the word ** War.” 

Letters of the Surgeon-General United States Army bearing on the sub- 
ject = this resolution are herewith submitted and made a part of this 
report. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 20, 1899. 

My Dear Mr. Curtis: Your letter of March 18 has just reached me. I 
fully understood that a pee of the appropriation e by Conarass was 
to be used for the erection of a hospital at Fort Leavenworth, and it is my 
intention to build at that -place a first-class modern hospital of proper 
capacity for the needs of the . Butit did not occur to me at the time I 
promised you and when I was before the committee that I had not authority 
to expend a sufficient sum for building such a hospital as we need at Fort 
Leavenworth. I had forgotten that 1 am restricted to an expenditure of 
$20,000 by some previous legislation—that is, no hospital can be constructed at 
an expense exceeding $20,000 without first obtaining specific authority from 
Congress. What I propose to do now is to have the drawn for such a 
hospital as is needed at Fort Leavenworth, and to for the necessary au- 
thority, when Congress meets again in the autumn, to expend so much of the 
appropriation already made as may be necessary to build a hospital at Fort 
Leavenworth. The appropriation already made will be available as soon as I 
get this authority, and as no additional appropriation will be asked for there 
should be no difficulty in obtaining the necessary 1 tion. Contracts can 
then be made and the work commenced in the spring of 1900. 


Very truly, yours, 
GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General United States Army. 
Hon. CHARLES CuRTTS, M. C., 
Topeka, Kans. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 27, 1899. 
Dear Str: The ap peneiptien for the construction and repair of hospitals 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, was increased by $100,000 for the pur- 
pose of constructing a modern post h tal at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., but 
owing to the fact that under exist: aws not more than $20,000 of this ap- 
propriation can be used for any one building unless ially authorized b 
act of Congress, I have been unable to call for bids for the construction of th 
hospital. In order that tee money may be available, I transmit herewith a 
draft of a joint resolution, with request that it may be introduced at an earl 
date. In my opinion the amount mentioned will not be necessary, and it 
probable that an entirely satisfactory post hospital of fifty beds can be 
erected for $60,000. Any balance of the appropriation w may remain 
will of course be available for use elsewhere. 
Very truly, yours, 
GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General United States Army. 
Hon. CHARLES CurRTIS, M C. 


House of Representatives, Washinyton, D.C. 


Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I would like toask the gentleman 
whether this increases the expense in any way? 





Mr. CURTIS. It does not increase the appropriation at .)) It 
simply authorizes the use of money heretodore appropriated fo» 
the pu for which it was appropriated. — 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama, is is an appropriation w),j,) 
has already been made? — 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; made upon the recommendation of +),, 
Department. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I understand that ¢))j. 
poses to divert an appropriation already made and whic}; 
existing law can not be used for the purpose proposed. 

Mr. CURTIS, The appropriation was made for the puryo ,, 
erecting a hospital; but at that time neither the committe: ;,.; 
Surgeon-General bore in mind the fact that $20,000 was the \\,))\; 
Therefore the name of this specific hospital was not insert.) ,): 
though the estimate was made for Fort Leavenworth. Thi }yo,). 
ing before the committee was on the subject of Fort Leavenw or). 
it was so published in the report. But the name was left ot jz 
the bill, though the understanding of both the Departinen: a4 
the committee was that the mpney was to be used at Fort Leay:y. 
worth. There is no placein the country where a new hi =))i;4). 
so much needed as at Fort Leavenworth. ; 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It geems to me that this is, 
matter which properly comes within the jurisdiction of another 
committee. Having that view, while I do not desire to o})\: ct a: 
this time, I ask the gentleman to let this matter stand over unti| 
Monday, so that it may receive further examination. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is ectly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Before the matter goes over, 
allow me to ask why was $100,000 necessary for the erection of this 
hospital at Fort Leavenworth, whereas under the general law the 
limit of expense in such cases is $20,000? 

Mr. CURTIS. They desire to erect a hospital larger than js 
usually erected. A hospital with 50 beds will cost about $1\\).:100, 


I 
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On account of the size of the fort the number of invalids at ort 
Leavenworth is larger, and henge a larger building was deeined 
necessary. 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. It was thought necessary to haye 
a larger hospital at that place than anywhere else in the country? 
Mr. CURTIS. Oh,no; there are larger hospitals in other parts 
of the country, but in such cases the hospital was spe ilically 


named in the a cer In this case that was not done. 

Mr. CLAYT of Alabama. So you want to abrogate, so far 
as Fort Leavenworth is concerned, the general law providing the 
limit of $20,000? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; because this place was namei in the 
estimate and $100,000 was asked for. 

Mr. COX. Has there been a report in this case from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; the resolution is unanimously reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. COX. When was that report made? 

Mr. CURTIS. A week or ten days ago. I appeared before the 
comunittee. 

Mr. COX. Oh, I have no doubt the gentleman appeare: there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the report was made 
January 16. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentle- 
man from Kansas withdraws this? 

Mr. CURTIS. With the understanding that it will come up 
Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER. It is withdrawn for the present? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Then the matter is not before the House. 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from Kansas that wnani- 
mous consent will have to be given before it can occupy the posi- 
tion of unfinished business, 

Mr. CURTIS. Iask unanimous consent that it may be called 
up after the reading of the Journal on Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the yen- 
tleman for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we had better let it go over and 
let the gentleman have recognition to ask again for its consilcr- 
ation. That is the better course. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and j).1¢ 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signe: the 


same: 
H. R, 4602, An act to authorize the Chi Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railwy 


pan 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations in ‘he 


Terri of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; and 
H, rh 129. Joint resolution qulhovizing the Secretary of 
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tar to receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West 
Point, Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SETTLE, 


Mr. GAYLE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to vacate 
the order heretofore made setting apart February 10 next for 
enlogies on my predecessor, the late Representative SETTLE, of 

G ok . 

A The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw for the time being the special order for 
the eulogies upon the death of the late Mr. SETTLE, of Kentucky, 
heretofore fixed for February 10. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BAIRD. 


The SPEAKER. As there is no further business this morning 
for the consideration of the House, and as 1 o'clock is set for the 
memorial exercises on the death of the late Samur. T. Barr, of 
Louisiana, the Chair, if there is no objection, will call up that 
matter now for the consideration of the House. 

Tnere wasno objection, : 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 

entleman from Louisiana [ Mr. RANspELt|. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and move their adoption. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. SAMUEL T. BAIRD, late a member of the House of 
Representatives from the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That the business of the Mouse be now suspended, that opportu- 
nity may be given for fitting tribute to hismemory. _ 

Resolved, t the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect, the House, at the conelu- 
sion of these memorial proceedings, do adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. In the form in which these resolutions are 
drawn it is proper that they should be submitted now. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr, RANSDELL. Mr. Speaker, one of the most appropriate 
customs of this House is that of paying grateful tribute to the 
memory of de members. e live in the most rapid and 
progressive age the world has ever seen. There is great progress 
in every line of human endeavor, inevery art and science, in every 
phase of life—social or political, public or private—and we Ameri- 
cans are the most advanced people of this age; but, thank God, 
the march of progress has not dulled the feelings of our hearts, 
and we are ready to pause and mourn for a deceased brother as 
was our blessed Lord two thousand years ago when he wept over 
the body of his beloved Lazarus. Indeed, I believe that the world 
is growing better in this respect and that we love and honor our 
dead more now than at any other period of history. This may be 
due to our superior educational advancement, but I think it flows 
rather from a clearer conception of the truths of religion. Bethat 
as it may, this beautiful custom has become firmly fixed in Con- 
gress, and no matter how important our duties may be, we deem 
it a sad pleasure to turn from them and from the rush of busy life 
in order to weave memorial chaplets over the graves of our de- 
parted brothers, 

Among those who have = from us into the valley of the 
shadow, into a bright and, I hope, more glorious beyond, is Sam- 
vrEL T, Batrp, of Louisiana, who died at the Riggs Hotel, in this 
city, on the 22d of April last, and as his successor on the floor of 
this House it is my sad duty to speak to youof him. This task 
can better be filled, Mr. ony by his associates here, who knew 
him so much better than I, but I can not let this opportunity pass 
without saying a few words to help keep his memory green. 

SaMUEL T. Barrp was born in Morehouse Parish. La,,on May 5, 
1861, and had he lived thirteen days longer, would have been 38 
at the time of his death. 

He was educated at home and at Vincennes, Ind. In 1879 he 
began the study of law and was admitted to the bar in 1882, when 
barely 21 years of age. So successful and promising was he in 
his profession that in April, 1884, he was elected to the lucrative 
and responsible position of district attorney of his judicial dis- 
trict, a position which he filled with t credit and honor to 
himself and people for four years. e young barrister was a 
favorite of fortune. the expiration of his term as district 
attorney he was elected judge of the Sixth judicial district of 
Louisiana, a tion eagerly sought for by the oldest and best 
attorneys of the district. He ded for four years as sole judge 
of one of the highest courts original jurisdiction in the State, 
and his bearing on the bench was dignified, affable, and courteous. 
He enjoyed at the time the distinction of being the youngest 
judge in Louisiana, but, though young in years, his decisions 
evinced a mature, well-trained mind and gave eminent satisfac- 
tion to the bar and to the e. 

At the end of his term he resumed the active practice of his 
profession, but his people had tested his ability and would not let 
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In April, 1896, he was elected a 
In that body he served 


him remain long in private life. 
member of the Louisiana State senate. 
with distinction on three important committees, and was chair- 
man of the joint Democratic caucus during that session of the 


general assembly. As one of the delegates from Louisiana to the 
Chicago convention in 1896 he aided in the nomination of Mr. 
Bryan for President, and was an enthusiastic supporter of the 
brilliant Nebraskan. He was elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress 
without much ———— and was reelected to the Fifty-sixth as 
the unanimous choice of the Democrats of his district. Few men 
of his age can point to so brilliant a record and such continued 
political success. His public career began at 23, and when he 
died, in his thirty-eighth year, he had given to his people faith- 
ful and efficient service as district attorney, judge, State senator, 
and Congressman. Surely a bright career lay before him if the 
past be any criterion for the future, for he was not the man to 
tarry or lag in the march of fame. It is said that ‘‘death loves a 
shining mark,” and it certainly found one when Sam Barirp was 
called to meet his God. 

In the closing days of the Fifty-fifth Congress he contracted vio- 
lent rheumatism during the terribly cold weather of last February. 
His splendid constitution bore up against it for a while, but the 
insidious disease gradually sapped his strength. To add to his 
difficulties, his youngest child, a lovely boy, was stricken with 
meningitis and lay for weeks at death’s door. He was passionately 
fond of his son, and the constant watching at his bedside, with its 
attendant anxiety and worry, made serious inroads on his en- 
feebled condition. His devoted wife and loving brother, aided by 
kind friends, ministered faithfully to him, and medical science 
did its utmost, but the grim destroyer had marked him as her own. 
On the 22d of April last, in the full vigor of a magnificent man- 
hood—physical and intellectual—he bade his loved ones good-bye 
and departed on a long journey to that land from whose bourn no 
traveler returns. Death is always sad, but when an old man ig 
called whose feeble steps and whitened hair indicate that the sands 
of life are nearly run, we easily reconcile ourselves to the loss, 
Not so, however, when one dies whose keen eye, elastic step, 
ruddy cheeks, and glossy hair tell us that youth is in his veins 
and that the world, with all its joys, its hopes, its ambitions, lies 
before him. 

Previous to BAIRD’s last illness there was no finer specimen of 
physica! manhood in this House, Tall, erect, well proportioned, 
a fine eye and pleasant expression, he was indeed strikingly hand- 
some. Prior tothat sickness he had enjoyed nearly perfect health, 
and dying as he did at the post of duty, from a disease contracted 
while on duty, it may truly be said of him that he died in the 
cause of his country. When a soldier falls while fighting in bat- 
tle, his grateful countrymen sing pzans of praise to him and pro- 
vide generously for the widow and orphans left behind him. In 
my humble opinion the soldier who dies in camp from sickness 
due to exposure is as much entitled to remembrance as he who is 
stricken by the bullet of the enemy; and what was our deceased 
friend but a soldier doing camp duty for his people and dying 
from exposure at his post? Let us accord to his memory the same 
grateful honor we render to our dead heroes of battle. e 

I first met Sam Bairpin Lake Providence in the fall of 1883, 
when he was quite a young man, I remember well what a hand- 
some fellow he was at that time, and how genial and pleasant to 
everyone. With the girls he was a special favorite, but that did 
not seem to make the boys jealous, and no young man in north 
Louisiana was more universally popular than he. After that [ 
saw little of him, as our homes were some distance apart, but 
from time to time I met him and watched his brilliant career with 
much interest. He had a wonderful faculty for making friends, 
and few came in contact with him without being drawn to him 
by that indefinable something which attracts and binds all who 
come within its reach. I have heard many of the brightest men 
of his acquaintance say that they actually loved Sam Bairp, and 
I know of no greater praise than that, for love is the most precious 
of all earthly treasures, and he who can beget love among many 
must indeed beatrueman. Suchaman was our deceased brother, 
and I believe that all of you who knew him well will attest the 
truth of this statement. I do not think anyone well acquainted 
with him, whatever his feelings may have been, will take issue 
with me when I apply to him the lines of the great poet: 

His years but young, but his experience old; 
His head unmellow'd, but his judgment ripe; 
And, in a word (for far behind his worth 
Come all the praises that I now bestow), 

He was comphete in feature and in mind, 
With all good grace to grace a gentleman. 

It is sad for such a one to be taken when scarcely in the full 
vigor of his manhood, with his capacity for enjoyment undimin- 
ished, his appetites unsatisfied, and his ambitions unfulfilled. 
Truly death is a careless reaper who cuts down the ripe and the 


unripe in alike. Itis wrong to murmur at that Providence 
whose dispositions are inscrutable and whose ways past finding 


out, but when such a man as BAIRD is taken from us in his vigorous 
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youth, it requires all our philosophy and religion to submit 
with resignation. Let us try not murmur, however, for we know 
not the secrets of the Master, who, though His decree seems hard, 
doeth all things best. 


Ah, why should bitter tears be shed 
In sorrow o’er the mounded sod, 
When verily there are no dead 
Of all the children of our God? 
They who are lost to outward sense 
Have but flung off their robes of clay, 
And, clothed is heavent radiance, 
Attend us on our fonely way. 


While sorrow’s tears our eyes have wet, 
Shed o’er the consecrated dust, 

Too much our darkened souls forget 
The lessons of enduring trust. 


Let living faith serenely pour 
Her sunlight on our pathway dim, 
And death can have no terrors more, 
But holy joy shall walk with him. 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with the member 
in whose honor these observances are held, if measured by time 
limitations, was very brief; yet he was such an one that when 
with his genial smile he bade you good morning you felt you had 
known him for a lifetime; and although my time acquaintance 
with him was short and my personal association with him was 
meager, I do not feel that I am offering the tribute of a stranger, 
but of a personal friend. 

I was one of that sad company that journeyed on the funeral 
train from the capital of the nation to his Southern home. It 
was my first visit to the Southland at this season of the year, 
the season when my Northern home was yet locked in the icy 
embrace of winter. And to see the luxuriant — green 
grasses, and blooming flowers, to see the people arrayed in sum- 
mer habiliments and carrying umbrellas to protect themselves 
from the rays of the sun, at a time when Minnesota was in mid- 
winter, impressed me deeply. But the fact that made the most 
indelible impression on my mind was that the people there assem- 
bled—and it seemed to me that the whole countryside had turned 
out— were animated by a common purpose, and this purpose did 
not appear to be so much in honor of his achievements, though on 
every side these achievements were spoken of with pride; not so 
much a feeling of respect, although the high respect in which he 
was held was everywhere manifest, as it was a spirit of personal 
bereavement, such as one feels when he stands at the bier of a 
dear relative. 

Men clad in broadcloth cut by the fashionable tailor sat beside 
the farmer and laborer arrayed in their Sunday best that bore the 
unmistakable marks of the “ready-made” clothing store, and 
mingled their tears together. Women draped in rustling silks 
and women clad in gingham and calico gowns sat in the same pew 
and sobbed in common sympathy. It seemed to me he was a 
brother to them all, and the infallible sign of this brotherly affec- 
tion in which he was held was everywhere in evidence. What is 
this infallible sign? When a man achieves distinguished success 

“in public life and when honor and respect are the predominant 
features of the regard in which he is held, he is known and ad- 
dressed by the title of his office, as Congressman A, Governor B, 
or Senator C. When honor and respect exist in a lesser degree 
they know him and call him by the cold, hollow, society-created 
titleof Mr. But when they love him for winning qualities of mind 
and soul they discard all official titles, all society-created addresses, 
and know him and address him and speak of him by the name 
whispered by loving lips when the man of God sprinkled the 
emblematic waters of baptism on his brow. 

Go out in the Commonwealth of Illinois, to the early home and 
among the early associates of the = President of modern 
times, and he is never spoken of as ident Lincoln, but always 
as ‘‘Abe” Lincoln. 

Go to my own State, go into the home of the millionaire or the 
log cabin of the frontiersman, and you will never hear our junior 
Senator referred to as Con an NELSON, Governor NELSON, 
or Senator Netson. He is Knute Netson. Go with me toa 
certain Congressional district in the Hawkeye State—a Congres- 
sional district that has as much reason to be proud of and is as 
proud of their brilliant Representative as any Congressional dis- 
trict in the United States. Traverse the length of it as I did last 
midsummer, you will hear no one speak of General HENDERSON, 
Congressman HENDERSON, or Speaker HENDERSON; but the name 
**DAVE” HENDERSON is in everyone's mouth. And in that sorrow- 
ing multitude gathered under isiana’s sunny skies, I heard no 
one mention Congressman BarrpD, but in hushed whispers it was 
passed among the throng, ‘‘Sam” Barrp is dead. 

The humble home, its plain furnishings, the modest surround- 
ings denoted the fact that he was possessed of but moderate com- 
— but the lingering affection with which the name “Sam” 

AIRD was whispered proclaimed the fact that in the bank of love 
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and friendship—the only financial institution whose drafts ,;., 
honored in the realm beyond the grave—he had an unlimited ,.. 
posit. 

When a promising public man passes away in the mornin-« , 5 
his life, his a the State, and the nation feel ani ,, 
preciate the loss. But I sometimes think it is a gain for the j:,\;. 
vidual, SamveEtL T. Barrp lived long enough to demonstrate ¢),,; 
the possibilities in his public career were almost limitless, by; },, 
did not live Jong enough to experience the envyings, the \..). 
ousies, the heart-burnings that always accompany great pu 
successes, 

It is a theory among some that a man’s feature, form, 
manner proclaim in unmistakable terms his character—for, 
open book that all men can read. I believe this, and the first {)), 
SAMUEL T. Barrp walked into this Hall his commanding fix, 
attracted my attention, and it was a figure to command attentj,, 
in any throng. Its athletic mold bespoke strength and power. 
the clear eye, courage; the bright and winning smile, kind|ino.; 
of heart; his springing and elastic step, buoyancy and hope—{,c¢ 
form, and feature proclaimed him what he was, the ideal Soij;}) 
ern gentleman; an ‘ideal Southern gentleman,” and this phrase 
itself exhausts eulogy. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker— 


Toevery man upon this earth 
Death cometh soon or late. 

But to the members of this Congress it has come with unusual 
frequency. Day after day we have met in this Hall to pay our 
tributes of respect to those who but afew months ago were occu- 
pying their accustomed places here, but whose forms and faces 
we shall see no more upon earth. 

The grim reaper, Death, has indeed gathered a rich harvest for 
the tomb from the members of the Fifty-sixth Congress—the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine, Mr. Dingley, the acknowl- 
edged leader of his party in the House, ripe in years and experi- 
ence; the faithful and devoted tribunal of the people from 
Missouri, Mr. Bland; the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. Greene; 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Danford; the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Ermentrout; the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. Settle, and the young and talented Representative from the 
State of Louisiana, SamuEL T. Barr. 

Truly are we warned of the certainty of death and of the uncer- 
tainty of life by the uency with which death has invaded 
this House. It has spared neither the young nor the old in years 
or in legislative experience, but all alike have been marks for the 
arrows of the grim Archer, who has respected neither youth nor 
age nor party. The frequency of the deaths in this House reminds 
us of the truth of what the great Latin poet declared when he said: 

Pallida mors uo pulsat e 
Pauperum gen ena turres. 

Peasants and princes, the rich and the poor, the member of 
Congress and the humblest of his constituency are alike subject 
to the immutable law of mortali As frequent and sudden and 
unexpected as have been the deaths of members of this House, yet 
the death of none came so unexpectedly or caused more sadness 
than that of our lamented friend, Hon. Samue.t T. Bainp, of 
Louisiana. Young, in the very prime of life, strong in body, 
ae that —o never — a day’s pees manly in form 
an dsome in appearance, very picture of health; surely 
no one who knew him and saw him 22. in the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, during the last session, would have believe! or 
predicted that ere the members should reach their homes, ani cre 
the spring should come and clothe the earth with flowers, he 
would have fallen a victim to the insatiable enemy of mankin(. 

During the last week of the Fifty-fifth he was taken 
suddenly ill and, after lingering for eight weeks, died in this city 
on the 22d day of April, 1899. It was indeed asad death—away 
from his home, to which he continually during his sickness ¢x- 
pressed his desire to return—in a city of strangers, with his young- 
est son, a bright and beautiful boy, lying in an ae room, 
hovering between life and death; with fai and devoted 
wife, distracted with grief at the coming death of her husband 
and the suffering of the child—all the surroundings united to 
make it sorrowful in the extreme and to excite the sympathy and 


ity of all. 

. He had been elected to this Congress without tion, and 
from his devotion to his duties as a member, from high sense 
of honor and in , from his careful attention to the interes's 
of ae ety sility an nee of the — country - 
well, and from ability an popularity he so justly enjoy” 

amongst his own , there was every evidence that he bi! 
entered upon a Congressional career which was to grow more 
illustrious in the future. But to all of these —— of his friends 
and this promotion which he gave of death put an end; and 
when we met in December we in vain for and listened 
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in vain for his voice, which was still, and longed for the touch of 
pis vanished hand. . ; : 

yt BAIRD, as those who knew him called him, was possessed 
of those qualities which attracted men tohim. He was generous; 
he was noble; he was courteous and courtly and true; he was 
ae and brave, as gentle as a woman, as courageous as a knight 
: the defense of what he deemed to be right. No one who came 
to now him well but loved andadmired him. To those who were 
fortunate enough to be classed as his friends he exhibited a devo- 
tion and fidelity which is rare among men. Deception formed no 
art of his character. You could rest a a upon his word 
per! know that when once given it would be fulfilled; and no 
creater tributecan be paid to him, as we stand to-day over his 
eowinade grave, than to say: ‘To his own self he was true, and 
therefore he was false to no man.” 4 

The career of Mr, BairpD, though short in years, was a remark- 
able one. He was alawyer, admitted to the bar in 1882, and from 
the time of his admission until his death enjoyed the confidence 
of his clients and engaged in an active practice. As a lawyer he 
was devoted to those principles which lie at the foundations of 
this great profession, and he practiced his profession according to 
the teachings and doctrines of those great lawyers who have illus- 
trated and illumined it. In all of his professional life there was 
no act that was not in full accord with the principles that should 
guide an upright, conscientious, and ethical lawyer. Not only 
was he distinguished in his profession asa practitioner, but he 
had scarcely been at the bar two years when he had gained such 
distinction that he was elected district attorney of his judicial 
district. 

In this office he displayed that ability which so distinguished 
him and those qualities of high character and devotion to duty 
which so easily marked him. In the discharge of his duties as 
prosecuting attorney he received the approbation of those amongst 
whom he lived; and while he prosecuted crime and endeavored 
to convict and punish it, he was careful that innocence should 
not suffer. At the end of four years’ service in the office of prose- 
cuting attorney he was called by the people of his district to be 
judge, and he served four years upon the bench as such. In that 
important position he was just, impartial, and upright, patient in 
hearing the cases before him, fair and firm in his judicial decisions. 
No charge of partiality was ever made, and he left the bench 
honored and a by all as an upright judge. No one who 
had witnessed his administration of the high office of judge could 
but say, and all did say, that he wore the ermine most worthily. 

He was a member of the legislature of his native State, having 
been elected to the State senate in 1896, and in that body served 
upon some of the most important committees. So ably and effi- 
ciently did he ore his duty as a member of the State legisla- 
ture that in the fall of 1896, when his district came to select and 
nominate a man to ee it in the halls of Congress, he was 
almost unanimously chosen for this high office. 

Thus, step by step, from the young lawyer to the prosecuting 
attorney, from the prosecuting attorney’s office to that of judge 
and a seat on the bench, from the bench to the halls of the State 
legislature, from the halls of State legislation to the National 
Congress, was the rapid progress of this man, whose life and death 
we commemorate as fitting evidence of his character, worth, 
— esteem in which he was held by the people amongst whom 

e lived. 
_ In all his professional career he discharged his duty with ability, 
integrity, and fidelity to the truth, and as a legislator and member 
of Congress he was guided by the same lights. 

He was a devoted husband and a fond father. It was my pleas- 
ure to know him as such. I was intimately associated with him, 
living in the same hotel in Washington, and it was indeed a beau- 
tiful thing to see and know the devotion that existed between him 
and his wife; and no words can express or language convey the 
sad and sorrowful scene I witn the day he died. The wife, 
broken down by long weeks of care and attention, both to the sick 
and dying husband and the afflicted child, had bravely stood the 
terrible ordeal and trial until the dreadful announcement was 
made that he was no more, and nature could stand no more, and 
in the anguish and sorrow of her heart she wanted to know why 
she could not have been taken and he spared. But the ways of 
Providence are peat finding ont, and the widow and orphan now 
live, and the stalwart, strong, and healthy man is dead. May He 
who holds the universe in His hand, and doeth all things well, and 
marks each "s fall comfort her broken heart, bind up her 
wounds, and be a Father to her fatherless children, that they may 
live to illustrate in their lives the character and qualities of their 
lamented father, 

; In no place or position in which he was called to discharge a 
uty did he fail to so act as to receive the approbation of his own 


conscience and the approval of his own people. And thus wefind 
= they feentrn be | his worth and character, and were ever 


hi y to promote and advance him; but just ashe had reached the 
ighest office in their gift, just as new honors were about to be 





bestowed upon him, without warning the summons came to him 
to lay his burdens down and to cross the river whose waves wash 
the great unknown shores of Eternity. 
And he is dead: 
The earth that bears him dead 
Bears not alive a truer gentleman 
But through the mist that blinds us here, we look beyond and 
feel that while it is true that we shall see him no more—that the 
grave covers all that is mortalof our friend—heisnotdead. That 
which made him noble, true, and brave can never die. 
Although with bowed heads and saddened hearts we have borne 
his senseless dust to rest and said, ‘“‘He is dead,” 
dead: 


yet he is not 


He has but passed 
Beyond the mist that blinds us here, 
Into the new and larger life 
Of that serener sphere. 
And ever near us, though unseen, 
The dear, immortal! spirits tread, 
For all the boundless universe 
Is Life! There are no dead. 


Mr. MEEKISON. Mr. Speaker, the death of Mr. Barrp was a 
great shock to me. I could not realize that the vigorous young 
man with bright eyes and firm grasp who had greeted me but a 
short time before in the Chamber was no more. 

He had just been elected for the second time to this House and 
was full of hope and confidence. 

He was in the noon of young manhood, strong and vigorous, 
keen and alert; all predicted for him along and useful career in 
this House, and little did I think that he would have been so soon 
cut down. 

We must all meet death, and it matters little whether it is ex- 
tended a few years longer or not. Still no philosophy reconciles 
us to the death of one so young and promising, or to the family 
that knows best what his loss means. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my sad duty to accompany the remains of 
our brother to his former home in Louisiana, and I can say that 
the old proverb that ‘“‘ a prophet is not without honor save in his 
own country ” did not apply to our departed friend. We went 
through two towns in his district, and as a tribute to his memory 
and worth business was suspended. r 
where was evidence of sincere sorrow. 
sonal bereavement. 

The older men mourned a son, the younger that of a brother. 
Had I not known Mr. Batrp in this House the touching tributes 
that were universal from his neighbors and townsmen would have 
proven him to be aman in whom public confidence rested and 
who could be trusted. Those who knew him best loved and 
trusted him most. 

Almost since attaining his majority he has been in the public 
service, as district attorney, district judge, a member of his State 
legislature, and member of Congress. 

Such long and varied public service is not chance, but proof of 
sterling qualities, faithful service, duty well done. 

Mr. Speaker, this faithful public servant, tender husband and 
father, sleeps in his native Southland where flowers ever bloom 
and it is always summer. 

If his years had been prolonged, I am sure his services would 
have been valuable to his State and the country and his death a 
great loss to each. 

May he rest in peace, 


Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, he had been a dis- 
trict attorney, a district judge, a State senator, and a Represen- 
tative in Congress, and he died at 38 years of age. This is a brief 
statement of the life and career of Samur. T. Bairp. 

In thinking of the death of our departed friend it has occurred 
to me that the grim Reaper has been unusually remorseless in his 
treatment of the Fifty-sixth Congress. Seven Representatives in 
the Fifty-fifth Congress who were elected to the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress died before entering upon their duties in the present House 
of Representatives. Mr. Dingley, of Maine; Mr. Greene, of Ne- 
braska; Mr. Bland, of Missouri; Mr. Danford, of Ohio; Mr. Er- 
mentrout, of Pennsylvania; Mr. Settle, of Kentucky, and Mr. 
Bairp, of Louisiana, were the conspicuous figures that were 
stricken down by the fell destroyer. 

Mr. Speaker, if I had been asked during the last Congress to 
select a dozen men whose physique, youthfulness, and hea!th 
indicated long life, I would have readily selected Mr. Bairp as 
one of them. He was a fine specimen of manly beauty, and | 
think he was easily the handsomest in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
He was tall, erect, and well proportioned. He was graceful in 
his carriage, commanding in his appearance, and, withal, cour- 
teous in his treatment of everybody. 

I never knew Mr. Bairp until the Fifty-fifth Congress met in 
extraordinary session in March, 1897. He and I came to that 
Congress as new men upon this scene of action. We wereassigned 


In his home town every- 
To all it seemed like a per- 
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to the same committee—the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. Perhaps no man here knows better than I do of his 
devotion to public duty. That committee was charged with, 
among other things, the consideration of one of the most impor- 
tant measures proposed in the last Congress, and one of the most 
important that has been proposed in this Congress—the ship- 
subsidy scheme. I believe that at all hearings and arguments had 
before that committee Mr. BArRD was always in attendance. He 
was a good listener, an industrious student, and a good judge of 
the worthof anyargument. Hewasalwsys faithfulin hisendeavor 
to find the facts and the reasons that should underlie any action 
that Congress was proposing to take. He wasaman of strong con- 
victions. He did not thrust his opinions on other people, but he 
asserted them and maintained them ably and fearlessly when it 
became necessary for him to act or to declare his convictions. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Sam Barrp, as those who knew him best 
always called him, has gone from among us. I shall not attempt 
to express my own feelings over the personal loss that I sustained, 
and I am unable to pay a fitting tribute to his memory. His suc- 
cessor, Mr. RANSDELL, said a moment ago that men loved Sam 
Bairp, That is a beautiful tribute to pay a man, and very beauti- 
ful here, because it is so true. There is not an associate of his in 
the last Congress or in this Congress who did not respect, admire, 
and love him. He was not of acold, metallic nature. He was 
ambitious, but not selfish or envious. He was gifted, learned, 
warm-hearted, generous, and always considerate. While he rests 
now in the bosom of his native Louisiana I have come to offer a 
few flowers of affectionate regard. 

Mr. Barrp, I doubt not, went to his death as bravely as any sol- 
dier on any crimson field. He did not believe that it was all of 
life to live, or that death was the end of all. He looked beyond 
that to that life which comes after this transitory existence. In 
faith he belonged to the Anglican communion. He believed in 
the resurrection of the dead and in the life everlasting. His life 
was a useful one and was made up of a series of successes. He 
was taken away just when his career in the broader field of na- 
tional affairs had begun. We need not speculate as to why his 
useful and still more promising career was so soon ended. There 
is no philosophy that can explain the enigmaof life or the myster 
of death except the highest and most beautiful and truest of all 
philosophy, the Christian religion. And in the presence of the 
dead even that can offer us no more than the consolation of a sub- 
lime faith in the goodness of the great Father and the blessed 
promises of His revealed religion. Let us cherish the memory of 
the dead and follow his example of devotion to duty. We shall 
not have among us amore faithful Representative than SAMUEL T. 
Barrp. We shall not look upon a manlier man. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I believe that I knew Sam 
Batrp better personally than any of his colleagues of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress. I can not pronounce studied eulogiums upon his 
life and character. I can only undertake to give utterance to 
those feelings that are pulsating in my heart to-day, when I remem- 
ber him as my friend. 1 believe that I knew him as intimately as 
any man with whom he was ever associated. Not only did I know 
him in public life, but I knew him in private life. His life in the 
midst of his family enriched it with the most tender love and the 
purest happiness. 

I do not wonder that his career as district attorney in the State 
of Louisiana was a remarkable one for a young man, so faithful 
was he in his devotion to duty and law. Ido not marvel that he 
adorned the bench of his State in such a brilliant manner while 
serving as district judge, so accurate was his splendid intellect 
and so warm and merciful were the feelings of his great heart. 

Iam not surprised that he was a man amongst men as a legisla- 
tor in the State of Louisiana, so accomplished was he as a scholar 
and so loyal to the ee of his fellow-mam. And while I speak 
of him to-day, I shall give utterance only to those things that I 
do know about him and his character. 

I was with him frequently during the Fifty-fifth Congress and 
studied his character. I knew his characteristics as a man and 
feel that I may be pardoned for alluding to a few of them. 

He was one of the few men that I have ever known that was as 
entle as a woman and as brave as the bravest. He was loyal and 
aithful to his friends, and — my association with him I 

never knew him to any sort of criticism upon afriend, If 
they were liable to error, if they had their weaknesses and were 
justly subject to criticism by others, Sam Barrp always withheld 
criticism and helped to sustain his friends. He was a conserva- 
tive and broad-minded member of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

He had his opinions and his convictions, and they were always 
based upon thorough investigation and upon his best deliberate 
judgment. He was ready to defend those convictions upon any 
and all occasions. So much did the man despise error and hate 
wrong that he combated it whenever and wherever he met it. 
For two years I enjoyed the very closest personal friendship with 


him, and I can truthfully say that there was never a day th; I 
associated with him but what I saw some magnificent qua\i; 
about his character that deserved to be emulated. His life as 4 
ublic man, his keen oe of justice and equity, and his 
undreds of manly qualities should be recorded as a rich heritava 
to the youth of his State. id 
We do not know why he was stricken down in the prime of life 
The reason for these things are not revealed to us, but woe do 
know that there must have been seme good reason by the over. 
ruling Providence. When he was taken from amongst his ¢o|. 
leagues the State of Louisiana lost one of its most influentia) 
members. He was not an obtrusive individual, but had a wo». 
derful influence over his colleagues, and we can not point to 4 
single young member of that Con that could accomplish so 
much in a modest and unassuming way as could Samvry, 1. 
Baird, of Louisiana. His patience was a marvel of sweetness 
and influence, and his tolerance a tower of overwhelming stre))«{}), 
Mr. Speaker, when in Washington, just before his great soy] 
took its flight and the death angel was hovering over him, sy. 
moning him to the great Unknown, I was profoundly happy to 
learn that he communed with his family and friends, and. wit), 
that superb courage that characterized all his acts, assured to. 
that he did not fear the issue, that he was ready to go, and would 
enter into the great eternity with that sublime faith and hope 


that sustains the true Christian. We never talked of religion or 
that undiscovered hereafter, but I felt and knew that the creat 
God, who had fashioned and finished such a magnificent character, 
had tenanted his immortal soul with a blessed belief that would 
lead him out from the walks of men to the bosom of our Redeemer, 


Louisiana can ill afford to lose such a Representative. Many 
sunny days will pass in that great old State, the place of his na- 
tivity, before she sends to this body a completer gentleman or a 
better rounded character. Well may thecitizens of his State «ler. 
ish his memory and public deeds and boast that this far Southern 
clime produced this superb and remarkable young man. 


Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, it is ever a sad occasion when 
this great body pauses in its accustomed activity to mourn the loss 
of one of its members. What a perpetual reminder, indeed, is it 
of the uncertainty of human life and what an admonition to those 
who would accomplish much here not to be laggards. He whose 
memory we here revere and to whom we here pa ibly the last 
sad earthly rites until the triumphant blast of the summoning 
angel shall clothe his bones with flesh again was in many respects 
a remarkable man. 

SamMvuEL T. Barrp was born in Louisiana in 1861 and was edu- 
cated in that State and at Vincennes, Ind. At18 we find him 
studying law. Three years later he was admitted tothe bar. At 
23 he was elected district attorney of the Sixth Louisiana judicial 
district and filled that difficult and laborious position with so much 
ability that at the expiration of the term of four years, in 1s8, 
when only 27 years of age, he was elected the judge of that dis- 
trict. After serving his people for four years on the bench with 
great distinction, he withdrew from active participation in poli- 
tics and returned to the ae of his profession. But in 15:6 
his people called him back to it by electing him a member of the 
State senate, and while a member of that body he was both prom- 
inent and active, easily taking the leadership. 

He was the chairman of the committee on railroads and a mem- 
ber, besides, of such im: t committees as judiciary, lands and 
levees, and elections. m that time his promotion became even 
more rapid. A strong, an earnest, and a consistent Democrat, 
his party loved to honor him no less than the people of his section, 
for no sooner had he entered the senate than he was electe:! the 
chairman of the joint Democratic caucus of the general asse1nb!y, 
and a few months later the Democratic State convention eected 
him both its tem chairman and a delegate to the national 
Democratic convention held at Chicago in the summer of that 
year. Having supported the candidacy of the great leader of the 
**common ple” and assisted in his nomination for President, 
upon his return home his le, loving him as they did, saw no 
fitter compliment to a this intrepid young Democratic leader 
than to nominate and elect him to the Fifty-fifth Congress. !le 
was reelected to the Fifty-sixth Congress with practical unanimn- 
ity. He died at the age of 38. So that when he had scarcvly 
reached the Poy ws of his magnificent manhood we find him to 
have filled the important positions of ting attorney, 
judge, State senator, and twice elected tothis body. In the Dem- 
ocratic y of his State he was equally hon and respected, 
even as he was by his own people. 

I knew Bairp well and intimately. A young man of marked 
ability, of splendid virtue, wise, honest, honorable; a man w!i0s° 
word was sacred and who never forsook a cause he once espous*'(; 
@ man whose judgment was rarely, if ever, at fault; aggressiv°, 
yet tractable; stern when occasion required, yet just always. Of 
superb physique, who would have thought to look upon him at 
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a li ssion of the Fifty-fifth Congress that death should 
he in its cold embrace before the convening of the Fifty- 
rile his career in public life was brief, it was brilliant. It 
does indeed seem hard that one so young and useful should so 
-oon be called to the judgment seat. And when the thread of 
life is cut suddenly and without premonition, the finite mind is apt 
+» question the inscrutable justice of Him who shapes it and rounds 
+ and terminates him. So it was with me. I felt startled and 
shocked when I heard of Barrp’s untimely death. But, after all, 
the culmination of coe life is death, and who knows but that 
the early accomplishment of the end is not a mark of Omnipotent 
favor and esteem? 


And if through patient toil we reach the land 
Where ti feet, with sandals loose, may rest, 
Where we shall clearly see and understand, 
I think that we will say, ‘God knew the best.” 


In his death the Democratic party of Louisiana suffered great 
loss, and Louisiana herself lost a well-beloved son, who was des- 
tined to play no unimportant part in carving her destiny, Sad to 
us was the parting; sad to his many friends here, but sadder than 
all was his loss to his own people who so loved him, and loving 
him so uniformly honored him. 

Ab, Mr. Speaker, well do I recall the sad rites paid the remains 
of SamvEL T. Barrp, The — of north Louisiana, who had 
so loved and honored him in life, now crowded about the bier that 
bore him to mourn his loss. From all over the district they came 
and by all manner of conveyances, until the beautiful village 
among the hills was filled with the gathered multitude. The 
church bell summoned all, and on the sad, solemn march to the 
grave there joined men of all classes and conditions and colors. 

Out of the pretty church and of Bastrop we slowly moved, and 
on the side of a hill of red clay, amid the tall pines that stood as 
sentinels around, in stern silence, we buried him, and then re- 
luctantly the multitude departed and dispersed as the sun dipped 
in the ocean on the west. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, Mr. aeeiee, I rise to second the 
resolution in memory of my late colleague from the Fifth Con- 
gressional district, SAMUEL T. Barrp, and to pay a brief and hum- 
ble tribute to his private virtues and public services. 

The graphic sketch presented by my friend Mr. RANSDELL, his 
successor on the floor of this House, depicts a character at once 
courteous and gentle, with a firmness and devotion to high prin- 
ciple that readily explains the esteem and honors bestowed upon 
him by a community always ready to appreciate noble and manly 
qualities. 

His record seems brief, yet it covers a period fraught with vital 
issues to his State and section. Though but a youth, he appeared 
upon the activescenes of political life and bore a man’s part at an 
epoch to recall which now seems like reviving a painful dream. 

he State of Louisiana was fast bound in misery and chains; it 
was held in the iron grasp of an alien rule, under which neither its 
intelligence nor property had a voice, By the devastation of the 


civil war the State m left but a few years before literally 
a wreck, ruined and desolate. 
It fell to the youth and growing manhood of that day to retrieve 


these disasters; the rebuilding the waste places, the restoration of 
paralyzed industries, the reorganization of society, education, and 
the healthful process of recovery; to fight for the building up again 
the material prosperity and political future of a despondent and 
oppressed people. 

In all these difficult tasks young Barrp bore a conspicuous and 
honorable part, leading with energy and enthusiasm, tempered b 
wisdom, to a better sentiment, inspiring his community wit 

eater courage to face and solve the mighty problems that con- 

ronted them, 

He came to the fifth Co: full of hope and spirit, amply 
equipped for the performance of high and responsible duties; and 
in his service, alas, too brief, he early a odemela ualities of useful- 
nessand success. With characteristic modesty he spoke but rarely 
and aimed at no display; yet he neglected no public duty. He 
wasted no time in dissipation. He was practical, laborious, and 
after careful study of all the —_ questions that came up he 
formed his opinions quietly and firmly. Thoughtful, observant, 
and upright, courteous, yet frank and truthful, everyone knew 
where to him. 

_ To speak the truth, to avow and defend the right, to follow the 
line of duty, were the ambitions of this young statesman, called 
away before he had reached the meridian of his life and the full 
maturity of his powers. 

His colleagues loved and honored this noble son of Louisiana. 
a ¢ shall ever remember with pleasant thoughts the dear friend; 
is inborn grace, the courteous mien, the kindly, frank tone, the 
countenance in which never lurked an ignoble thought. 

And as he winged his flight while yet in the prime of early 
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manhood, the words from Festus match well with the aspirations, 
the soul and aims of him whom we commemorate to-day: 
Life is more than breath and the quick round of blood; 
It is a great spirit and a busy heart. 
Thecoward and the small in soul scarce do live 
One generous feeling—one great thought—one deed 
Of good, ere night, would make life longer seem 
Than if each year might number a thousand days 
Spent as this is by nations of mankind 
e live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths: 
In feelings, not in figures on a dial. 
We should count time by heart-throbs. He most lives 
Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RoperTsoNn of Louisiana, at 1 
o'clock and 25 minutes p.m.). In accordance with the resolution 
adopted by the House, and as a further mark of respect to the 
memory of our deceased colleague, the House stands adjourned 
until Monday next at 12 o’clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James 8. Oakley against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the President of the United States Civil Service 
Commission, relating to an amendment to the estimate of appro- 
priation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- 
ply to the resolution of the House of Representatives relating to 
the shipment, distribution, etc., of the oleomargarine product—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of names of civilian engineers 
employed on river and harbor work—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Maurice River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6163) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4849) for the relief of Mary Chambers, widow of 
Thomas Chambers—Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7512) placing wire and wire nails 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 7513) to establish a library 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. KAHN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7514) to provide for 
the construction of asubmarine tunnel under the Bay of San Fran- 
cisco, with air shafts and openings on Yerba Buena Island, Bay of 
San Francisco, State of California—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7515) to reimburse the States of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7516) to amend section 4136, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7517) to amend the act approved 
June 27, 1890, relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7518) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Pittsburg, 
State of Kansas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7519) to protect free labor and 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effect of 
convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, and 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
eT in which they are made—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7520) to establish a dollar-and-a-half-day 
standard of wages for labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 139) providing 
for a preliminary survey for the construction of a steamboat lock 
in the Mississippi River at Moline, Il1l._—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 140) granting 
permission for the erection of a monument in Washington, D.C.., 
for the ornamentation of the national capital and in honor of 
Samuel Hahnemann—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 141) directing the selection 
of a site for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., 
in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 142) 
sroviding for a preliminary survey of York Harbor, in York, 
Me.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 119) relative to the 
appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7521) for the relief of the 
estate of R. E. Bonds, deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Mary Counts, of Morristown, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7523) to pension John B. Graves—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H, R. 7524) for the relief of the 
estate of Nancy Barrow, deceased, late of Bolivar County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7525) to pension James P. 
Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7526) for the relief of George 
W. Graves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief of David O. Ramsey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7528) for the relief of Charles F, Coles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7529) for the relief of Seth Davis, Compan 
- Fourth Michigan Infantry—to the Committee on Military AL 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) to grant a pension to Mrs. H. Angelia 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) for the relief of George C. Jacobs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) for the relief of George G. Tuttle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) o— a pension to Anna Hoepner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of William Warner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7535) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clare H. Burleigh—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7536) to pension Ellen Carey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75387) for the relief of John Green—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 7538) to increase the pension of Edward P. 
Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) granting a pension to Peter J. Keleher— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 7540) for the relief of John 
Nolan, or Nolen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7541) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph R. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7542) grantingan increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline L. Guild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7543) for the relief of Melinda E. 
Fellers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bil! (H. R. 7544) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Florence E. Stuart—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7545) for the relief of James A. 
meeeell, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7546) granting an 
increase of pension to William M. Gwinn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 





By. Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7547) to remove the of 
desertion against the name of Edwin K. Ellis—to the ttee 
on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) granting an increase of pension ty };,, 
jamin Bolser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7549) for the relief of I, Winslow Ayoy_; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7 granting an increase of pension +) (;;). 
bert G. Gabrion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) granting an increase of pension ¢» \,, 
ron C. Lathrop—to the Committee on Pensions, vi 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7552) granting a pension ¢, 
Marietta Elizabeth Stanton—to the Committee on Invalid }.y. 


sions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 7553) granting a pension ; 
Fannie M. O’Linn, of Chadron, in the State of Nebraska—+ 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) granting a pension to Frederick W zi); 
of North Platte, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committ. 9), 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 7555) granting a pensivy + 
Mrs. Nellie L. Parsons, of Rockbridge County, Va.—to the Cony 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 7556) granting a pension to 
J. A. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) granting a pension to Marcus Kline |er— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) granting a pension to Hynes W004. 
ring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7559) ae a pension to Thomas Louder. 
back—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7560) granting a pension to Abraham (. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7561) granting a pension to Joseph Page— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to George W. Lrad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7563) granting a pension to John C. Bickle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7564) granting a pension to Stephen Pilant— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona (by request): A bill (H. R. 7565) 
granting land in the Territory of Arizona to Mother Katharine 
Drexel for mission and school purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) to authorize the Arizona Water Com- 
pany to erect water-power plants on its canals across the reserva- 
tion set apart for the Pima and Maricopa Indians by Executive 
order dated June 14, 1879, in the county of Maricopa, Territory of 
Arizona—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7567) to grant an 
increase of pension to Dorcas V. Warner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT (by request): A bill (A. R. 7568) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Sarah Maria Meredith Graham, of Tunkhannock, Pa.— 
to the Committees on Claims. 


) 


‘ 
Loe 


) 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding 
to and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited 
in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, with refer- 
nee arid lands, etc.—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 

nds. 

By Mr. GLYNN: Resolutions of a meeting of employees of the 
New York Navy-Yard, asking that some of the new ships be con- 
— at the New York Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Frederick Humphreys, M. !)., 
and others, asking for the re of the stamp tax upon proprie- 
tary medicines, etc.—to the mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Thirty-third Encampment of the (irani 
Army of the Republic, held in Philadelphia, chasing House bill 
No. 4742 and Senate bill 1716, relating to military instruction in 
public schools, etc.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Affidavits of J. L. Thompson, les C. Ross, 
and R. H.8 in the case of John Williams, Company I], ‘ne 
hundred and forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. to 
accompany House No. 4513—to the Committee on Invalid Pe- 


By Mr. JONES of W : Resolution of the Cham)er of 
Commerce and city council of the city of Olympia, Wash., for ‘he 
construction of t Sound and Grays Harbor Canal, Was!s- 
ton—to the Commi on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of of Pittsfield, Mass., 
for repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to tle 
Committee on Ways and Means. 





tag 
se 

ar) 
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at ER: Petition of clerks in the post-office at Og- 

By a LAs for the passage of House bill No, 4351, 
dene classification of clerks in the first and second class post- 
for tae to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
= etition of citizens of the Twenty-second Congressional 

ao New York, for a law subjecting imported food products 
= ~ laws of the State into which they are imported—to the 
"0 cittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Com Mr, LITTLE: Petition of G. N. Spradling and others, of 
a u nwood, Ark., protesting against the passage of the parcels- 
a i]|_—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
yn petition of G. W. Sanders and other citizens of Warren, 
ark. urging the passage of certain neutrality laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. : a ‘ 

Also, petition of G. W. West and other citizens of the Indian 
Territory, praying for the enactment of laws to protect the game 
in said Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

\lso, petition of William Mays, of Company M, Second Regi- 
ment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, and a Mexican war survivor, 
for increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of A. W. Gowan and 1,000 
citizens of Harney County, Oreg., protesting against the leasing 
of public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Petition of the Charles- 
ton, S. C., Chamber of Commerce, against the passage of House 
pill No. 5462, in reference to license for pilots—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging the enactment of House bill No. 887 and of Senate 
pill No. 417—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

erce. 
males, resolution of the employees of the New York Navy-Yard, 
protesting against discrimination against that yard in govern- 
mental work—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Merchants’ Exchange, Young Men's Busi- 
ness League, and Chamber of Commerce, of Charleston, 5. C., 
favoring amendments to the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Westfield Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of establishing national battlefield parks 
at Stone River, Murfreesboro, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. we 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
Shreveport (La.) Caucasian, —— (La. ) South, Poultney 
(Vt.) Journal, Charlotte (Mich.) Tribune; Van Wert Republican, 
Defiance Record, Warren Tribune, State of Ohio; also San Anto- 
nio Republican, Stephensville Empire, State of Texas; Kittanning 
Democrat and Sentinel, Bradford Star, Duncannon Record, Cou- 
dersport Journal, State of Pennsylvania; Nevada City (Cal.) 
Transcript, Mandan (N. Dak.) Pioneer; Plankinton Standard, 
Iroquois Chief, White Enterprise, State of South Dakota; Nash- 
ville Citizen, Maryville Times, State of Tennessee; Somerville 
Democrat, Flemi m Democrat, Harrison Record, Freehold 
Democrat, Dover Index, Norristown Banner, Rutherford News, 
Belmar Echo, Washington Star, Clinton Democrat, State of New 
Jersey; Fonda (N. Y.) Democrat, Lesueur Sentinel, Wilmar Trib- 
une, Shakopee Argus, Little Falls Herald, Winona Farm, Field 
and Stockman, Jordan Independent, State of Minnesota; Natchez 
Democrat and Courier, Summit Sentinel, McComb City Enter- 
prise, Yazoo ae Herald, Columbus Dispatch, State of Missis- 
sippi; Oconto quirer, S Democrat, Mayville Pioneer, 
Waukesha Dispatch, Watertown Gazette, Hartford Times, Bara- 
boo Democrat, Milwaukee Signal, Racine Advance, Oshkosh La- 
bor Advocate, State of Wisconsin; Westminster Advocate, Belair 
Times, Salisbury News, Annapolis Examiner, Easton Ledger 
Hagerstown Mail, Havre de Grace Ledger, Centerville Observer, 
ne Goastte, Sate of Maryland; aoe poe. hamievine 

iger, Prince Banner, Murray er, Murray Times, 
Eddyville Two Cities Taylorville Courier, Bloomfield Sentinel, 
Lexington Herald, Harrodsburg Sayings, State of Kentucky; 


Greensburg Standard, Richmond Sun-Telegram, Marion Herald, 
Centerville Shelbyville Democrat, Angola Herald, Logans- 
port Times, Michigan Cit 


. ! y Dispatch, Greensburg New Era, War- 
saw National Union, Elkhart Trath, Madison Courier, Winamac 


Democrat-Courier, Auburn Courier, Lebanon Sere, Terre 


pete Gazette, Princeton Democrat, Vincennes Western Sun, 
i ville Dispatch, Greenfield Democrat, Frank- 
= Star, Ev: Courier, J Courier, Cannelton Telephone, 
: ranktort Crescent, Batesville ocratic Herald, Fort Wayne 
Nats Zeitung, Mattison Democrat, Hartford City Tele and 
News, English Monticello Democrat, Aurora Bulletin, 


pagood Journal, Fowler , Salem Democrat, in the State of 
th pom favoring the ——_< House bill No. 5029, relative to 

fy ree entry of wood pulp for use in the manufacture 
. a the ttee on Ways and Means. 


y HERMAN: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-fifth 
Congressional district of New York, fora law subjecting imported 
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food products to the laws of the State into which they are im 
ported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the post-office clerks of Utica, N. Y., post-office, 
urging the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of 
post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5219, 
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 


mine the claim of Luther Sargeant—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3274, for the relief of 
Julius E. Mugge, of San Antonio, Tex.—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of the clerks in the post- 
office at Lemars, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
4351, for the reclassification of postal clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, January 29, 

Prayer by Rev. STOWELL L. BRYANT, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal will, without ob- 
jection, stand approved. 

INCREASE OF POST QUARTERMASTER SERGEANTS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army, recommending, for rea- 
sons stated, that the number of post quartermaster sergeants, now 
authorized by law, be increased from 105 to 150, and stating that 
the proposed legislation meets with the approval of the Command- 
ing General of the Army and the Adjutant-General; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COAST SURVEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 20, 1899, certain information 
relative to the progress and present state of the survey of the coast 
of the United States, including Alaska; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Coast and Insular 
Survey, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR-REVENUE EXPENDITURES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 8th instant, schedules prepared by 
the Auditor for the Treasury Department relative to the portion 
expended by and under the direction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the $50,000,000 appropriated by Congress under the act 
approved March 9, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes;” which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

MERCHANDISE IMPORTED FROM GERMANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of listed 
correspondence relative to the complaint of the German Govern- 
ment, presented by its ambassador at Washington, against the 
existing customs regulations of the United States applicable to 
merchandise imported from Germany; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TRANSACTIONS WITH NATIONAL CITY BANK OF NEW YORK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
mse to a resolution of the 23d instant, certain information rela- 
tive to the correspondence between the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the officials of the National City Bank of New York; which, 
on motion of Mr. ALLEN, was referred tothe Committee on Finance, 

and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6237) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. Barney, and Mr. LivInGsToNn managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
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second report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and 
giving to the Director thereof additional power and authority in 
certain cases, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6078) to amend section 4 of the act of Congress 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., 
certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Wash- 
ington City, D. C.; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the distribution 
of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. 

The message also transmitted to the Senate the resolutions of 
the House adopted as atribute to the memory of Hon. GARRET A. 
Hopart, late Vice-President of the United States. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House adopted as a tribute to the memory of Hon. 
SaMUEL T. Barrp, late a member of the House of Representatives 
from Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Sener rm ve 

A bill (H. R. 4602) to authorize the Chicago, k Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pnrposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6777) relative to the widening and extension of 
Sixteenth street, in the. District of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 129) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West 
Point, Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair lay the urgent deficiency bill, 
which has just come from the House, before the Senate, in order 
that I may make a motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairlays before the Sen- 
ate the action of the House of Representatives on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Have, Mr, ALLIsoN, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the North 
Side Board of Trade, of New York City, praying for the enact- 
ment of ~ ee providing for the construction of the Harlem 
Kills Canal, connecting the waters of the Hudson with the deep 
water of Long Island Sound; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of E. B. Swain, of New York, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon ee medi- 
cines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks of 
Rome and New York City, in the State of New York, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the c fication of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented Ts of Post No. 140, Department of New 


York, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the enactment of 

legislation providing for the detailing of active and retired offi- 

cers of the Army and Navy to assist in mili instruction in 

— schools; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of Kimball Bros. & Co., 
of Enosburg, Vt., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
Hen pe medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. K. Simonds and sundry 
other postmasters of Bennington County, Vt., pra for the 
enactment of legislation providing for an increase in the salaries of 
fourth-class postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of J. B. Smith, of Lex- 
ington, N. C., president of the North Carolina Pharmaceutical 
Association, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon pro- 
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rietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which y.. , 
erred to the Committee on Finance. eet 
Mr. ROSS presented the petition of C. C. Bingham and > .,, 
druggists of St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying for the repe.| .; .. 
stamp tax ee ere medicines, perfumeries, , 
metics; which was referred to the Committee on Financ. 

He also presented the petition of George R. Storey, president 
and Laura Moore, secretary, on behalf of the Woman <5..." 
Association of Vermont, praying for the adoption of a «i x;,,,; 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfranc}))...,,... 
of United States citizens on account of sex; which was rv... 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented the petition of George R. Storey, preside; 
and Laura Moore, secretary, on behalf of the Woman Sufira,, 
Association of Vermont, praying for the omission of th. \, rd 
‘“‘male” in the suffrage clauseof the constitution to be framed foy 
Cuba, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines; which \as po. 
ferred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 3 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Federation of [.})o, of 
Chicago, Ill., praying that all the remaining public lands | yo. 
tained for actual settlers, and also for the construction of rosy. 
voirs by thé Government for the purpose of reclaiming the arij 
lands, etc.;"which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. KENNBY presented the petition of Martha S. Cranston 
resident, and May P. Phillips, secretary, on behalf of the Woman 
uffrage Association of Delaware, praying that the word © maj,” 

be omitted from the e clause of the constitution to bo 
framed for the government of Cuba, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, ang 
the er which was referred to the Select Committee oy 


Woman a. 

Mr. BEVER eee @ paper in support of the bill 
(S. 2542) to correct the military record of William B. Young; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili 


ilitary Affairs. 
He also presented papers in support of the bill (8, 2539) vranting 
an increase of 


nsion to Capt. ton H. Daniels; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 3 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I presenta resolution adopted by the 
Fourth Biennial Convention of the Brotherhood of Railroad Train. 
men, and, as the shortest way to state its substance, I will read it: 

Whereas we believe the laws of nature demand that man should have at 
least one day’s rest out of seven, and if the t political and industrial 
questions are to receive intelligent consideration at hands of the toiling 
masses more time must be given them for recuperation and thought; and 
as Sunday, the first day of the week, is observed more than any other day of 
the week for rest, and therefore can be easily reserved asa rest day, andas 
the growing demand of the public for Sunday trains and the eagerness of 
railroad companies to increase dividends by running Sunday trains threatens 
to entirely d ive the railway employees of a day of rest: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, t while we realize the quasi-public nature of our positions 
and that it is our duty to meet all reasonable demands of the public and of 
our employers, we believe a rest day is just as dear to us as it is to al! other 
classes; and the demands made upon us for Sunday service are unreasonalie. 
We believe the adoption of the refrigerator car has removed al! necessit 
for the moving of perishable freight on Sunday; that no harm can com: 
the unloading of live stock to rest over paneer: that the demand he 
public for Sunday trains by railroad — or the purpose of pleasure 
and conv: nce, and the running of ins by railroad companies for the 
purpose of increasing dividends, come from selfish motives, which experi- 
ence has na us can not be overcome by suasion, and as there seems to 
be no hope of our having a rest day unless it be secured by legislative enact- 
ment, we u the United States Industrial Commission and Congress to in- 
vestigate a and we roy ask that Congress pass a law which 
will prohibit the running of Sunday trains on all interstate railroads: and be 

er 


it furth 

solved, That a cony of this resolution be sent to the President of the 
United Sta’ the U States Senate, the House of Representatives, the 
Ce ee dustrial Commission, the press, and be printed in the Train- 
men’s Jo 


I move that the resolution be referred to the Commitice on 
Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HALE presented the tion of George R. Fuller and5 
other railway mail clerks of Waterville, Me., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the classification of clerks in 
first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of D. E. Prall & (o. and 
sundry other druggists of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the repeal 
of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and 
cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Mrs. M. K. East ani Mrs. 
C. 8. Willoughby, on behalf of sundry citizens of Duquoin. !!!., 
pra that the word ‘‘male” be omitted from the suffrage c!aus¢ 
of the constitution to be framed for the government of (1a, 
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman S v 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the tion of Underhil! & Kit 
tridge, of Concord, N. H., and the petition of Andrew P. Preston, 
of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, an 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Z. H. Spinney an! 1° 
other citizens of See for the enactment of legis!ation 
requiring the licensing of the masters of sailing vessels and yacht 


1 of the stamp tax on 
cosmetics; which was 
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assengers; Which was referred to the Committee on 





carrying Pp 


Ci enero resented the petition of Mrs. Darwin R. James and 207 


“itize } York, representing various religious organ- 
other « tt good Bom ap Ret United States, praying for the adoption 
Sa iment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
i to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
3, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
= MoE A be bil (S. 557) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh, 
= t dit without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
rr "ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 

-red the bill (S. 76) for the relief of the University of Kansas, 
a ted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
a HEITFELD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
y hom was referred the bill (S. 1749) for the payment to Joshua 
T. Roberts of balance due for surveying public lands, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E, Campbell, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
wh 1m was referred the bill (S. 157) providing for the selection of 
the lands within Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by 
the State of North Dakota, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 798) providing for the adjustment of the swamp-land 
erant to the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. _ 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 631) for the relief of James and 
William Crooks, of Canada, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ; 

Mr. KYLE. [am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 919) granting a pension to James 
Ballard, to submit an adverse report thereon, and to ask that the 
pill be postponed indefinitely, the claimant having died one year 


of an amen 
was re ferret 


ago. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be agreed to, 
and the bill will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 763) to aid the State of South Da- 
kota to support schools of mines, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, towhom the sub- 
ject was referred, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (8S. 2746) to aid the public-land States to support schools of 
mines; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 779) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
Coenen reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to recall a report made a few days ago 
from the Committee on Claims on the bill (S. 739) for the relief of 
the estate of George W. Lawrence and substitute the one I send 
to the desk. It is to correct an error, the wrong report having 
accompanied the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received 
and substituted for the one heretofore made. 

REPORT OF NICARAGUA CANAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following concurrent resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That there be printed 5,000 copies, additional to the usual number, 
of the report of the Ni Canal Commission, 1897-1899, of which 1,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,500 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


MRS, ANN M, SMITH, DECEASED, 


Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that the Committee on Pensions may 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 530) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Smith, widow of the late Maj. 
Gen, Andrew J. Smith, and that the bill be brought before the 
jena = indefinitely postponed, as Mrs. Smith died only a few 

The PRESIDENT tem \ 
order will be entered Siac 
the further consideration of 
indefinitely, 


If there be no objection, the 
the Committee on Pensions from 
bill and postponing the bill 


BILLS INTRODUCED, . 
B..: PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2710) for the relief of 
vames Ballard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. CLARK of Mi nae | introduced a bill (S, 2711) for the 
c 


relief of David Tweed: now oe 
ferred to the Gnaaiiieee was read twice by its title, and re- 
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cration of the American flag; 














Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 2712) providing for a naval 
training station at Gig Harbor, Washington, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2718 
negotiations with the Indians of Devils Lake Reservation. in 
North Dakota, for the cession of lands: which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2714) for the extension of M street 
NE.; was was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2715) to prevent the dese- 
which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 2716) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to repay purchase money, fees, and 


authorizing 


commissions in public-land entries in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Comm‘ttee on Public 


Lands. 
Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2717) for the relief of the es- 


tate of Parkes and Ward; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills: which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


A bill (S. 2718) for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer: 
A bill (S. 2719) for the relief of the estate of S. E. Hackett, de- 


ceased; and 


A bill (S. 2720) for the relief of the estate of William Brown 


Millican, deceased, 


Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2721) to correct the military 


record of Albert E. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S, 2722) for the re- 


i~ 


lief of Augustin Walsh; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2723) for the relief of Gottleib 
Schlecht and Maurice D. Higgins, and for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of William Bindhammer and Valentine 
Brasch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2724) relating to certain 
railway corporations owning or operating street railways in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2725) to transfer certain old ree- 
ords of the city of Washington from the custody of the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, to that of the surveyor of the city 
of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE, L[introduce two bills for reference to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. I ask that they be printed with the documents 
which acccompany them and sent to that committee. 

The biil (S. 2726) providing for the disposition of unclaimed 
property of beneficiaries of a naval home dying intestate was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, with the accompanying letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, which was ordered to be printed. 

The bill (S. 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of ration 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty 
between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with the 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2728) grant- 
ing a pension to Fritz Meyer; which was read twice by its title 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill I present the 
petition of Fritz Meyer. I move that the bill and accompanying 
petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to 
Eliza L. Reese; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2780) granting an increase of pension to William V. 
Carr (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2731) granting an increase of pension to P. W. Wilcox; 
and 

A bill (S. 2732) granting an increase of pension to James Cun- 
ningham (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr, DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (by request) (S. 2733) for the relief of the legal represent- 
ative of John Avery, deceased; 
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A bill (by request) (S. 2734) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pollock (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2735) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Bailey Shumate; 
and 

A bill (by request) (S. 2736) for the relief of the personal rep- 
resentative of John Johns, deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MASON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: . 

A bill (S. 2737) to increase the rating of pensions for disease, 
wounds, or injuries received while in line of duty; 

A bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Munn (with accompanying papers); and : 

A bill (S. 2739) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Brinker (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2740) for the relief of Thomas 
Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2741) for the relief of Valentine 
Lapham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying yaper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

-ost-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 2742) restoring to the 

yension roll the name of Annie A. Gibson; which was read twice 
y its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2743) for the relief of 
Caleb Wollpert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2744) to create an addi- 
tional life-saving district, and authorizing certain changes in the 
serial numbers of existing districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2745) to amend 
section 10 of an act making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1899; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2747) to provide for cele- 
brating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the 
Louisiana territory by the United States, by holding an inter- 
national exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the 
products of the soil, mine, forest, and sea, in the city of St. Louis, 
in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions, 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 75) to print 
81,000 copies of the eulogies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
76) withdrawing certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, 
from the public domain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 77) author- 
izing the printing of a special edition of the Yearbook of the 
United States De ent of Agriculture for 1899; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) author- 
izing articles imported from foreign countries for the sole 
of exhibition at the San Antonio International Fair at the 
Texas State Fair and Dallas Exposition, to be held in the cities of 
San Antonio, Tex., and Dallas, Tex., to be imported free of duty, 
under regulations prescribed by the — of the Treasury; 
png “= was read twice by its title, and ref to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) pro- 
viding for the distribution of Compiled Statutes of the District of 
Columbia to committees of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas (by r | —_ an amend- 

ment proposing an appropriation o: J or yment of 
a transpo certain Ghats Indians 


subsistence an rtation money to 

for removal from Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, and other States 
to the at oe Cherokee Nation, intended to be by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was refi to the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED MISSOURI MILITIA REGIMENTS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution to provide for the re- 
rint of a document, and ask for its present consideration. The 
ocument comprises only a and a half. 

The resolution was consid by unanimous consent, and agreed 

to, as follows: 

Resolved, That th - 

esolved, are be printed for the use of the Senate 600 copies of Sen 


ate Document No. 150 of Congress, relative 
the pensionable status of the Enrolled Missouri tia regiments. ™ 
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SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolutj,,, 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 6); 


act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government o/ +), 1..'28 
States, approved March 3, ise. tent of the United 


EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolutioy 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5m Bs 
act for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United Sta:.. oe 
other purposes, approved March 2, 1809. oe OOF 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those resolutions provide for a roprin; ,» 
documents that have been exhausted in the document roo, ...; 
for which calls are frequently made. 


SHIP CANAL IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. FOSTER submitted the following concurrent res 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concuyyi) That +} 
Secretary ot War be directed to cause a survey to be made and ay ¢c;;,. 
submitted of the cost of constructing a ship canal to connect Puen: c.* 
with Grays Harbor, via the Chehalis River, in the State of Washing... 
accordance with recommendations heretofore made and filed wit); tj). \,, 
Department. ae 


400) 


ution: 


TREATY RELATIVE TO SAMOAN ISLANDS, 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; whic) 
was read: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not jpeom 

tible with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether the peoyjs.» 
Bamoa were consulted or their wishes ascertained in relation to tho ¢; 
recently made between the United States and Germany in relat ; 
islands. Th also requested to inform the Senate w! any 
protest has been received by him or the Department of State from the po, 
ple of Samoa, or any of them, against said treaty. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that the resolution be printed an) 
lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolution will be printed 
and go over under the rule. 

ELECTION OF SECRETARY AND SERGEANT-AT-ARMs. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That the Senate do now proceed to the election of the following 
officers, in the order named: First, Secretary of the Senate, and seco: 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That Charles G. Bennett, of New York, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr, ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That Daniel M. Ransdell, of Indiana, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senatcr from Iowa 
whether the resolution does not instantly displace the ofticials in- 
stead of taking effect on the ist of the month, when the oathis 


taken? 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, both these officers arere- 
uired to take an oath of office, and they are not in office until 
t oath is taken. It is understood that these offices shal! be 


on the ist day of February, for the convenience of ac- 
re 
T. 


OAR. Solunderstood. I havenot investigate: the mat- 
ter and have not thought of it until this moment; but it occurs to 
me that where, as in an nomination for office by the 

is to take t as soon as the successor is 
qualified, and uently in those cases when the appointments 
are made that is one thing, but where there is a distinct appoint: 
ment of a new officer it may be held to take effect immediately. 
ae Bennett should die, would the present official remain 
the tary of the Senate for a year when a new person has been 
appointed by the Senate? I merely ask that question, | am not 
answering it myself. 1 think it would be better in each of the 
resolutions to state that the resolutions shall take effect on the |st 
the Senator from Iowa will give !iis re 


sons for the — form. ; 
Mr. IN. There is no objection to inserting those wor 
if the Senator thinks it would be safer? 


Mr. HOAR. I think it is safer; certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem Does the Senator from Mass*- 
chusetts move an amendment to the resolution? 


Mr. HOAR. I merely make the —-. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Let the pending on be read again. Let 
us a what it says. a 

cuficient practice grown up and that i so unifo ro 
a 80 ‘orm as z 
ag [this matter that {shal not make any further suggestion about 

my own impression remains unchan on 
‘Mr, ‘ALLISON . Iam sure that the effect of Tee eesctution wil 
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aad e, and unless the Senator thinks the amendment 
be oo ciate ee be adopted in its oon form. 
im COCKRELL. It is the understanding that these officers 
in ooh take the oath until the ist day of February. 
a Mr ALLISON. ‘That is the understanding. 

Ms, COCKRELL. Isay there is no question about that. Now, 
if anyone after having taken the oath of office should undertake 
oo draw pay for the few days preceding the Ist of February I 
think we would have the power to stop it, and I believe the Sen- 

, would peremptorily and arbitrarily exercise the power. 
ale WON LLISON.. 1 think there is no doubt about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, So I think no harm will come if we pass the 
resolution in the present form. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. No officer of this body can draw pay until he 
takes the oath of office. . Dia : ; 

Mr. HOAR, A question might arise in this way, for instance: 
Suppose the present Secretary of the Senate should sign a sub- 
»ena for @ Witness or an order for the arrest of a witness who re- 
fuses to obey the summons; the question is whether his authority 
continues. But, as I said, I do not press the point. 

Mr. CULLOM, Question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that a vote may be taken on the pending 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the statements made 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations in regard to the effect of the 
reciprocity treaties made between the United States and the several foreign 
governments on the revenues and industries of the United States be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the said committee be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, 
as may be necessary, to report such hearings or proceedings as may be had 
before said committee, and to have the same printed for the use of the com- 
mittee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

IRRIGATION ON THE GILA RIVER, ARIZONA. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
to transmit to the Senate the results of the investigation by the Geological 
Survey on the general conditions and cost of water storage for irrigation on 
the Gila River, Arizona, for the benefit of the Indians anes the Gila 
River Reservation, as prepared by the consulting engineer of said investi- 
gation. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution comin 


over from a former day. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to take a moment upon a 
question of privil 


, as I understand the rule of the Senate. 

The PRESID tempore. The Senator from Illinois rises 
to a question of salvage. 

Mr. MASON. I ask first to have read the following statement 
from the —— consul located at New Orleans. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read the communication. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[New York Times, January 14.] 


BRITISH CONSUL GROWS ANGRY—REPRESENTATIVE AT NEW ORLEANS 
ACCUSES AMERICAN PEOPLE OF ACTING IN BAD FAITH. 


New OR veEAns, LA., January 13, 1900. 


Arthur G. Vansittart, the British consul to this city, entertains some very 
drastic views with reference to American methods generally and American 
friendships in Dea my and he does not hesitate to express his opinions on 
the subject. Speaking to-day on the present attitude of the people of the 
United tates on the war in the Transvaal, he said: 

“The-English are thoroughly disgusted with the way the people of 
this country are , and can not understand the bombast and political 
buncombe which seems toactuate the Congress. T y the American people 
are against Great Britain, because the Boers have been successful so far in the 
South African war. To-morrow the English will be successful and the senti- 


ment will undergo 7 1 
the nature of the Aeanetion poop! ee oe 


. , who are mercenary in everything they 
do; but what the English can not comprehend is the bombast of the Senators 
at Washington, who, to secure a reelection, make political tal by shout- 
Ing out pa encouragement tothe enemies of Great Br! while in pri- 


vate they are anti-Boer in their 
Can it be that the people of the United States have so soon for tten that 
ore 


in their war against British ships were seized and held as prizes of war 
for months’ a court passed on thelegality of theseizure? England 


made no protest then, but awaited the action of the court. But when 
American goods are seized at + Bay, the Americans send up a great 
adjusted ae and has trampled on r Sight, and expect the matter to be 
eee wi a thours. International law recognizes the right 
war.’ Shen a —_ - — an which a ¢ 
there the ma made, why, it is rec as soon as possible, ap 

Ma — ae are the people of m to think when such men as Senator 


country n 
States fey oh role of mountebank in the Senate Chamber of the United 


invectives at the friend, and encourages the half- 

and under eked Sally a bat ahaa, 1 pave been in this country fe yours 
means. can come exce 

yotes from the for whose benefit it was done. It was never in- 


tended that speeches change the friendly relations between Eng- 
rea and the Unites ; consequently it was all for show and for votes. 
ow these men, and I they are double-faced. They say one Lay 


y and to-morrow express sentiments directly to the contrary. There 
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no faith to be putin them. The Administration at Washington understands 
the status of affairs perfectly and is very friendly to England. If the people 
of the country were as well informed as the Administration there would be 


— political capital made of such buncombe as Senator MASON makes 
use of.” 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I shall take but just a moment 
upon this matter. It is hardly worth attention except that it is 
the expression of one of the accredited representatives of England 
to the United States. I want to call his attention and the atten- 
tion of his friends to the fact that it is not the first time when an 
English diplomat has attempted to run the politics of this country; 
but having begun thus early in tho campaign to injure the Ad- 
ministration—the party in power—I thought it well enough to 
call attention early that it might not have the same effect it had 
when President Cleveland was in the White House. 

So far as his personal attacks upon me are concerned, of course 
they do me great honor. My correspondent who sent it to me 
suggested that it be called to the attention of the State Depart- 
ment and dignify his assault upon me in that way. I have no 
doubt the State Department would give me all the protection it 
gives to any American citizen and that the State Department 
would give every American citizen any protection that it could, 
but as for me, I am for the Boers, and the more of English stu- 
pidity and assininity that come in this country from men of this 
class the more sure the American people are to become educated 
on the real merits of this case. 

I made noassault upon the English people in my speech in favor 
of the Boers. I said they were our friends, but that the Govern- 
ment as contradistinguished from the people never had been our 
friends. We had friends in England during the Revolutionary 
war—men who stood and answered for the American people. 
The people were our friends in England during the civil war. 
Lincoln said in his great speech to the working people of this 
country that the working people had always been foremost upon 
the right side, and I could have paid no higher compliment to the 
English people than to recall the language of Lincoln when he 
said that the starving weavers refused to give aid and comfort to 
their own home Government that recognized the belligerency of 
the Southern Confederacy. Although their looms were empty and 
they were starving, they stood for the maintenance of our Union 
and would rather starve than strike a blow for slavery. 

Cheap men coming from England in the diplomatic or cousular 
service, who are permitted to come to this country as the friends 
of this country and who misquote the statements made by Sena- 
tors of the United States, only call attention to the avarice and 
the cowardice and the brutality of the English Government. | 
speak of the English Government. 1 had in that very speech 
quoted from the language of the distinguished Senator who now 
occupies the chair. When asking for a resolution in favor of the 
Armenians, he called attention to the difference between the Eng- 
lish people and the English Government, and you may remember 
that when I quoted from him I called attention to the distinction 
between the Government of England and the feeling of the people 
of that country. 

I say to-day that from the best information I have among the 
enlightened people of Scotland, judging from their press and from 
correspondence, not half of them favor this cruel war against tho 
Boers for the destruction of their Republic; not one-tenth in Ire- 
land favor it, and 95 per cent of the American people to-day, if 
you can judge by the expression of public meetings and the press, 
are in favor of the maintenance of liberty and the continuance of 
the Republic of South Africa. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not care for any special defense from 
the State Department. I shall endeavor, with the help of God, to 
take care of myself from that class of cattle—people who are sent 
here to this country under English pay and who have an open 
sesame through the American papers to belittle every effort that I 
have been able to make to get an expression from the American 
Congress along the line laid down when we began at an early 
day to follow the suggestion of Webster: Since the kings have 
formed a combine, let us answer with a combination of the re- 
publics. 

Mr. President, before I sit down I desire to make an inquiry and 
one further suggestion. Isuppose the records of the Senate would 
show, but there has been a dispute as to where the treaty of arbi- 
tration now is, whether it is in the State Department or before 
the Senate committee. I understand that it is before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, or has been favorably 
reported and is now before the Senate. Il refer to the treaty of 
The Hague, the arbitration treaty, I should say. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is a matter of executive business, The Sen- 
ator can ascertain that fact from the records of the executive 
sessions. 

Mr. MASON. I donot want to doanything that it is not proper 
for everyone todo. I mereiy wanted to state that I saw a state- 
ment somewhere that it had not been sent to the Senate, and I 
saw another statement that it had been sent. 

Mr. DAVIS. It has been sent to the Senate. 

Mr. MASON, Thatis all I wanted to know; and I was going 
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simply to say that so far as one vote is concerned I should like to 
have an opportunity, and I have no doubt the Senator from Min- 
nesota will give us an opportunity, to vote upon it. There has 
been a petition filed with the executive department; and I pre- 
sented a petition to the United States Senate which claimed to 
represent nearly 100,000 names, which was sent to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. That petition was a prayer of the people 
of this country that under a certain section, [ think section 3, 
the American people should intervene as a friendly nation and 
that under that section we could intervene or tender our friendly 
services without violating the law of nations as between friendly 
powers. 

1 am informed that one of the reasons given—and it is one of 
the reasons given by some of my colleagues here—why they do 
not favor the stopping of this bloody war that is going on to de- 
stroy a republic, a bloody war that is without parallel in all his- 
tory—that they can not consider the question of intervention 
because the Senate has not ratified the treaty of arbitration. If 
that is so, I simply add my petition to that of the others which 
have been presented to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Isay I add my petition with perfect respect, for I do 
not intend to be disrespectful in this or any other thing. Out of 
70,000,000 people not one has ever ——_ against it, so far as I 
know. If that is so, let us ratify the treaty and at least take away 
one of the other barriers which prevent us from asking the right 
to make a friendly intervention. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I will take the liberty of saying to 
the Senator from Illinois that the treaty of arbitration has been 
reported to the Senate. 

fr. MASON. That is all right. I am very glad to hear it. 
Then I suppose it is not necessarily in the control of any one Sen- 
ator or any one committee, but that any Senator can call it up. 
I merely wanted to know about it. We live and learn, and I de- 
sire to be good-natured about it. 

One other question, Mr. President, and I shall finish for this 
morning. In the early part of this session I offered a resolution, 
copied from the Republican platform of 1896, of sympathy for the 
struggling Boers. It was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I donot know how many weeks or months it has been 
there; but I want to be perfectly fair with the committee, and I 
intend to be perfectly respectful. 

Unless I can get some report, favorable or unfavorable, I shall 
adopt some other means to get a vote upon that resolution. If 
there is a majority of Senators opposed to that resolution, I shall 
be satisfied if we cay have a vote taken upon it, and if a majority 
of the Senate favor it, | want a vote. If theresolution is not fair, 
change it until it is fair, If our sympathy is not expressed in 
proper language in the opinion of the majority of this Chamber, let 
it be changed, but give us a chance. 

I shall adopt one of several courses I have in mind, It is only 
fair to you, —— of the committee, that you should know 
that I intend to ask that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of that resolution, or, if that be deemed un- 
fair and impracticable, I shall introduce another resolution and 
ask that it be voted on without going to a committee. 

I have waited now several weeks since December 6, 1899. The 
committee has had a great many meetings. The London news- 
papers, which were kindly sent to me on the morning after I intro- 
duced the resolution, contained the statement of a Washington 
correspondent that he was absolutely sure—I think the words 

‘absolutely sure” were used—he said, ‘‘I am credibly informed 
and am absolutely certain that the Mason resolution will go to 
the committee and never be resurrected.” Not one newspaper 
alone in London, but every one of them said this, and contained 
the absolute assurance that the Senate of the United States would 
never have a chance to vote upon that resolution—another sample 
of the Senate rules where a majority has nothing to say, if there 
isa majority. I do not say that there is a majority on this ques- 
tion, but I do say that I am entitled and that the people of the 
United States are entitled to some expression, and I think it is 
pretty near time that such an expression should be had. 

The Boer war will be over in the next six weeks if the Boer suc- 
cesses continue to be as great as they have been during the last 
six weeks, and it may be that you gentlemen, who are, as the 
English statesman says, looking to the winner and willing to 
change your sentiments every time there is a change in the war 
cloud, may want to express sympathy for the English instead of 
for the Boers. [{Laughter.] You may, if you please, amend my 
resolution, but bring it in, I beg of you. Do not take that child 
to the graveyard, because there will be a resurrection of it every 
morning after next week until I can get a vote of some kind 
upon it. 

Nar. President, I want the committee to understand me, I do 
not charge them with trying to smother that child. That would 
be undiplomatic and unstatesmanlike; but I will say that I have 
a sneaking sort of suspicion that a majority of the committee 
want to consider that resolution three years or three months after 
the war is over. I say it must be considered, Yoy will have to 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 2 





think about it at least once a day or else go into the c]o.) 
while I am speaking. a 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. President, I should like to be allowe, ;,, 
a word on this question of privilege. It seems to me to }), 
serious one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no object 
Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from [lin Vi 
Mason] in his impassioned remarks to the Senate possi})|\. ,); a 
away the attention of the Senate from the very serious coij1),;. 
cation that he made at the outset, which is that a consu! \),,,.. 
representing a foreign country at one of our most important... 
mercial ports has uttered in the public press a violent attack »,, 
only on the character of an individual member of this })o.1\ },,. 
on the character of the Senate and on the character of the \},. 
ican people; representing the Senate and the people as a jo), 
without serious convictions, swaying from side to side. aq dq. 
sirous of acting with the winner in a war which is now pen(iy, 
without regard to the merits of the controversy. It seems to aor 
as that matter has been brought officially to the attention of ¢)), 
body, it ought not to be dropped without some action: and jt 
seems to me that the action should be to refer it to the Commi. 
tee on Foreign Relations, which will, I have no doubt, dea] jy , 
— way with it. 

y own hope is that the Committee on Foreign Relations wi) 
send the communication to the Secretary of State or to the Pros. 
dent for his information. Then the proper action, whatever j 
may be, will undoubtedly be taken—either the revocation of tho 
exequatur of the consul or the facts be transmitted to the English 
Government for its information, who would itself deal witi tho 
matter. I shall make the motion that the communication |aiq 
before the Senate by the Senator from Illinois be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. President, I wish to add one other word, if I may, and that 
is, that I regret, for one, the earnest and impassioned attack 
which has been made in the Senate by the Senator from Illinois 
upon the Government of a friendly nation. I know the kind and 
liberty-loving heart of that Senator. I know that the attack 
comes from the most generous motives. that most generous of al! 
human motives—sympathy with a weak power struggling witha 
strong power. The Boers area republicof one million, fighting for 
their life with an empire of four hundred millions, and it is quite 
natural that the Senator from Illinois should have his sympathies 
strongly stirred; but, after all, the Senate is a part of the diplo- 
matic power of the United States. Every treaty that is made 
with a foreign government is made with our advice and consent, 

I do not see how my honorable friend from Illinois can hope 
that his proposed offer of mediation between Great Britain and 
her spirited and gallant adversary can ever be received or effectual 
if it is accompanied at the same time with an angry, impassioned 
attack on the Government of Great Britain, not only with refer- 
ence to her conduct in the very transaction which we propose to 
ask her to submit to us as an impartial arbitrator, but also an 
attack on her character through all history, and an especial 
charge that she is our bitter enemy, and the information that we 
have in our hearts now the feelings which her former misconduct 
was calculated to excite. 

My honorable friend from Illinois, in other words, has a resolu- 
tion before the Committee on Foreign Relations in which he wants 
us to say, in substance, to Great Britain, ‘‘ You miserable tyrant. 
disgraceful and hateful, base and infamous through all history, 
you are especially base and infamous in your present conduct; 
now leave your conduct in this question to us as an impartial and 
just and calm arbitrator.” It seems to me that is not a very los- 
ical ition for us to take. I have myself hoped that the time 
would come when in this Boer war either the express offer from 
our Government in mediation or the opinion of the people of the 
United States, calmly and modestly made known, would have its 
effect on those contending are and bring about peace—peace 
with justice and liberty, without which there can be no permanent 
peace anywhere. 

I suppose, Mr. President, that the attitude of the people of the 
United States in general toward Great Britain is an attitude of 
warm, cordial friendship (I might almost say an attitude of at- 
tachment and love) and that when we think her in the wrong— 
as we pretty often have had occasion to do and as so many of our 
people do now—we have the same feeling which patriotic English- 
men have toward their own Government when they think her 12 
the wrong, andthe same feelings which patriotic Americans have 
toward their own Government when they think herin the wrong— 
valuing her honor, jeaious of her honor, desiring that her hunot 
may be preserved unstained. 

I do not believe that any considerable number of the American 

ple believe in the doctrine, ‘Our country, right or wrote: 
think the number still less of the American people who would 
be prepared to follow anybody who says as a corollary {rm 
the doctrine “‘Our country, right or wrong,” we are prepared 


to say, ‘‘England, right or wrong,” beca 


in a 


use she sympathized 
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; : struggle with Spain. So the feeling of the 
with, us iD Guited States toward England, and the relation of 
ro le of the United States toward England, comes from a 
a rany other sources than the mere conduct of a political 
party in possession of her Government at some particular time in 
history. 

Te ber George III and Lord North, but we remember 
chstham | ond Burke ona Charles Fox. We remember Lord Rus- 
col]. whose sympathies had been against us, but who lived to 
a ‘ess his own sense that he had been wrong in his conduct 
comand us during our rebellion. We think also of the brave and 
noble workingmen of Lancashire, who said they would prefer to 
encounter starvation rather than have England interfere to break 
up the American Union. g 3 

We are of the same blood; they are our kith and kin, and what- 
ever a few men may say in the English Government, or a fewmen 
may say in the Senate of the United States, the feeling of the 
American people toward the people of England and the feeling of 
the English people toward the people of America at this day is a 
feeling of cordial good will and affection. But it isso much more 
for that reason have we the right, so much more for that reason 
are we bound, when we think the Government of England is tak- 
ing a course injurious to liberty, contrary to justice, and a stain 
upon her honor, to say 80; but we are to say so temperately, quietly, 
courteously, as lovers and friends speak to lovers and friends, and 
not in the language of denunciation and abuse; and especially is 
that true when the utterances come from a part of the diplomatic 
power of this Republic. 

Mr. Lope and Mr. Mason addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lopa@g] is recognized; but the Chair will state that this 
debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that a motion has been made to 
refer, 

Mr. HOAR. Imadethe motion to refer the communication just 
received to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts 
moves to refer the aeeeeen communication—it 1s to that the Sen- 
ator refers, as the Chair understands—to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, about three years ago—not a very 
long time—the minister of Spain in this country made a public 
attack in the newspapers on certain Senators for remarks uttered 
in the Senate. That seemed tome inthe highest degree improper. 
Icalled attention to it at the time. I remember very well the 
criticisms to which I was subjected ia the press; I remember 
very well the indifference, I might almost say the sneers, which I 
was obliged to encounter in certain quarters. 

At that time Spain was engaged in crushing the life out of the 
people of Cuba—which I considered to be avery great wrong. But 
that was not the reason that I made objections to the utterances 
of the —_ minister. I thought that notice ought to have been 
taken of those utterances by the Senate of the United States, and 
I thought notice ought to have been taken of them at that time by 
the Administration. I do not think that the diplomatic or con- 
sular officers of any power, no matter what that power may be, 
have the right to come into this country and in their diplomatic 
or consular capacity, shielded as they are by laws of nations, criti- 
cise the utterances of Senators or Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, I have not changed my view in 
regard to that general principle. If a diplomatic or consular offi- 
cer has made attacks upon Senators or officers of the Government, 
I think it is a matter which should be brought to the attention 
of the Administration, and I think notice should be taken of it by 
them through the = channels. 

I am very glad, Mr. dent, that the matter has been received 
by the Senate in the manner which has been displayed toward it, 
for I think it is something which can not be too soon understood, 
that we can not tolerate that sort of thing. It is no worse com- 
ing from a British consul than it was coming from the Spanish 
minister; but at that time we were somewhat divided on the 
question of the Cubans, and some of the sympathy which flows 
so strongly toward the Boers—whose magnificent fight for their 
own firesides and homes commands the iration of every gen- 
erous man—that sympathy which flows so generously now for 
them in all quarters, seemed to me at that time to be stopped and 
impeded when it was trying to flow toward a people who were 
being starved to death at the threshold of the United States. 

Mr. CaRTER and Mr. Mason addressed the Chair. 
bine SoESIDENT protempore. There is a resolution pending 

Mr. MASON. I merely desire three mi 

Mr. CARTER, I will yield to the Senator from Illinois. 
ae MASON. I do not care to have the Senator yield. I will 

hg the matter up again, if necessary. I only want two or three 
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minutes to reply to a suggestion made in regard to my question of 
privilege. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Senator from Illinois will proceed, ' 

Mr. MASON. Ido not want to feel that Iam trespassing on 
the right of any committee or of any Senator. Iam perfectly 
willing to wait. The principal business of this body is to wait. 
I have found it so. I introduced this resolution on the 6th of De- 
cember, and I have been waiting ever since to hear some murmur 
from the door of that crypt where all resolutions are locked as to 
which the majority are not favorable and as to which they do not 
care to have any expression made one way or the other. I have 
waited from the 6th of December. You gentlemen of the com 
mittee should remember that you have had your Christmas turkey 
in the meantime, and you come back after Christmas and yet you 
have not passed on that resolution. You have passed into the last 
year of this century since then, and some of you say into a new 
century. 

I do not care to discuss that, but I expect the reason you have 
not reached my resolution is because you have been discussing 
the question of the beginning of the century in your committee. 
{Laughter.} But on the 6th of December the resolution-was sent 
to you. You keptit all through that beautiful month. During 
the holidays you had time to think it over. Then came the new 
year; and yet the resolution of sympathy has not yet been reported; 
and the distinguished Senator who has just talon his seat [Mr. 
LODGE], who, with me, sympathized with Cuba and had not then 
moved up into the class where he could give sneers instead of re- 
ceiving them, ison the committee. He says that the gallant fight 
the Boers are making stirs the heart of every fair and generous 
man, and yet from the 6th of December his heart has been stirred, 
but the stir has not reached the movement of his lips nor his 
action in his committee. 

The other distinguished Senator from Massachusetts says that 
we are a part of the treaty-making power, and that we ought to be 
very careful and gentle, I believe a Massachusetts man oncecame 
out to Illinois to teach school, and the committee asked him the 
question whether he had the fool notion that the world was round. 
He said it depended upon the committee; that he taught it both 


ways. 

Mr. HOAR. Am Ito understand from the Senator that the 
people of Illinois all thought it was flat at that time? 

r. MASON. I say the committee was divided upon that sub- 
ject, but we had an accommodating gentleman from Massachu- 
setts who was willing to teach it both ways forthe price. His- 
tory does not say which way he did teach; but I can not teach 
both ways. I can not say here in the Senate of the United States 
that I admire a government after having read their diplomatic pa- 
pers and spent three months observing the perfidy that has been 
perpetrated on this man Kruger. At the very opening he sug- 
gested arbitration. 

This man Milner, Lord Milner, writes to his Government—and 
there is not a Senator here who would hear me read it, hardly one 
upon this side of the Chamber; I have been unable to get to read 
it—in his communication to Chamberlain he says he notified him 
at once that no arbitration would be considered; that they would 
‘‘brook no outside interference.” He intended to force a fight. 
He got the glint of the gold and the diamonds that this man Rhodes 
had shaken before his eyes. He intended to use the British army. 

Kruger had a twenty-one-year suffrage. He reduced it to four- 
teen and then to seven and then practically to five for the uitlander, 
including the Englishman, and Milner himself said he thought 
that would be satisfactory to hisGovernment. Kruger gave them 
everything they asked, and Milner told him to his face, and it is 
reported that he said in substance, ‘‘ Your proposition is fair; my 
Government will probably accept;” but when it was taken to the 
home Government, there was the determination to bullyrag and 
browbeat the Boer, to make him fight, that they might kill him. 
Yet while we sympathize with the Boer, since the 6th of Decem- 
ber the committee has not opened its doors or given one moment 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

The distinguished junior Senator from Massachusetts, who has 
just taken his seat, remembers that when he was fighting for 
Cuban independence he taught me the word “‘majiana.” And 
when I came to the United States Senate I followed his lead for 
the suffering people there. I ask, Mr. President, only fair play. 
I can not be a diplomat and talk about the English Government 
being a nice, gentle pussy cat of a Government when I have read 
their record in this particular case. If the English flag had been 
assailed by a foreign power unjustly, and she was fighting for 
her own land and her own homes, there is not an American or an 
Irish or a Scotch heart that would not beat for her; but she is 
fighting to-day to destroy a Republic, and for the first time in the 
history of our Republic we are silent lipped and cold while the 
Republic is being destroyed. 

o, Mr. President, I am not learned in the art of diplomacy. 
Language, where I come from, means the way of communicating 
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thought, and not concealing thought and intention. I say that 
the conduct of the British Government in driving these poor men 
to war for no other purpose than to use the British army to take 
their mines and destroy their homes is unjustifiable, and 95 per 
cent of the American people say, ‘‘God_ bless Paul Kruger and the 
farmers of South Africa.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not feel like 
letting this occasion pass without entering, for one, my protest 
against the abuse of the privilege of free speech in the Senate of 
the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
refer the printed communication, to which the Chair takes it the 
Senator from Massachusetts refers, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to reply in just one word. 
If the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, who always takes 
opportunity to rebuke me, had done methe favor to have heard read 
the abuse of the English consul at New Orleans upon me and upon 
the Senate and upon the American people, he might have found 
some excuse for me when I rose to defend my own character and 
the character of the Senate and of the American people; but the 
Senator from Connecticnt did not hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to refer the communication to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SEIZURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will now read 
the resolution which the Chair laid before the Senate, coming over 
from a former day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 24th instant, as follows: 


Whereas food products are not in their nature instruments of warfare; 
anc 
Whereas the United States is the greatest producer of such products in the 
world, and it is therefore essential to our prosperity tbat these products be 
freely sold and delivered wherever purchased; and 
Whereas to permit such products to be declared contraband of war and 
subject to seizure by foreign nations at war among themselves would work 


irreparable injury to the great body of our agricultural population: There- 
fore, 


Resolved, That the United States of America will not recognize the right 
of any nation to declare food products contraband of war or to seize such 
products belonging _to citizens of the United States or being t rted in 
vessels owned by citizens of the United States, and that any such seizure 
will be deemed by this Government an act unfriendly to the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the 
resolution except very briefly. It appears that American flour has 
been seized by English gunboats on the east coast of Africa. This 
country is the greatest producer of provisions in the world. I be- 
lieve it has been the policy of this Government since its founda- 
tion to insist that provisions are not contraband of war. In 1794, 
it is true, we made a treaty with Great Britain by which we agreed 
that flour or provisions might under certain circumstances be con- 
sidered contraband of war, but the belligerent nation seizing the 
provisions should pay the market price and a fair profit. But 
that treaty was secured under peculiar circumstances. American 
provisions were on their way in our ships to France, with whom 
England was at war, and those vessels were seized by the English 
Government. We protested, insisting that the doctrine was that 
only things used exclusively in war or absolutely necessary to the 
carrying on of war should be considered as contraband under the 
laws of nations. 

Finally, as England insisted, we agreed to a treaty which pro- 
vided that they should pay for the provisions the market price 
and a fair profit. But that treaty has lapsed by time and is no 
longer in force. Aside from that I think there is no case in our 
history where we have not insisted that provisions were not and 
could not be contraband of war. 

We made a treaty in 1846 and another in 1850 with the United 
States of Colombia and with Salvador, I think, by which we 
agreed that provisions striving to enter a blockaded port were con- 
traband of war, but these treaties can certainly have no signifi- 
cance and no force because for another reason provisions trying 
to enter a blockaded port could be seized and confiscated. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to have an expression upon this 
subject, because Ido not think we ought for one moment to toler- 
ate the doctrine of preemption, the doctrine that a belligerent can 
seize our provisions on their way to a neutral port and pay for 
them, even. Such a doctrine would leave it in the handsof a bel- 
ligerent power that commanded the seas to make their own rules 
as to what is contraband of war and when they would have the 
right of seizure. Besides, the delay and the controversy would 
ruin our trade. If weadmit that provisions can be contraband of 
war under any circumstances, then a conflict between our two 
beat customers would make the war more ruinous and more in- 
jurious to us than though we were engaged in the conflict our- 
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selves. I think, owing to the fact that this question is yo; ),, 
oughly settled among the other nations of the world, alt)... 
our a has been clear upon it, some action ought to }.. ;,)°. 
by t eee on Foreign Relations and the Senate oy ;),, 
subject. = 

In 1885 France declared rice contraband of war that wa 
way to any port in China northof Canton. The declarati 
ruined the trade, and therefore there were no seizures.) ;),.. 
enunciated the doctrine, and they have never relinquish) ;)),,. 
position. We have more interest in this subject than any ,+),., 
nation in the world, and we ought to make a clear and , 
declaration about it. 

Mr. HALE. Is not this the very trouble, Mr. President? 7 
admission for a moment by us that these food products may }, 
contraband of war destroys the trade. The suspicion, the {>);,,, 
of doubt in the mind of the —— that this question may p, 
raised and get into diplomacy and may be continued and sty), 
out destroys American trade. Is not that the whole controyors.? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think so, Mr. President. Therefor. j 
think we ought to insist, andinsist very promptly, upon our posit; 
and reiterate it and then enforce it. In view of the fact that tho. 
is some tendency in the world to declare that war is a conflict jo. 
tween nations and that, therefore, the private property of i); 
viduals shall not be taken, the tendency being in the direction o; 
not allowing the seizure of ships upon the sea belongin: to +) 
individuals of the nations at war, I believe that nothing s!)q\\ }, 
considered contraband of war unless there is a treaty stipula: 
to that effect, and that we ought to insist upon that doctrine, 

But certainly, Mr. President, without waiting to go that far 
we ought Fone ped to insist upon our position on this subject. 
We have already made treaties with very many of the nations 
the world by which we have ee what is contraband of 
war. We have treaties with Bolivia, Colombia, Santo Domino, 
Ecuador, France, Guatemala, Haiti, the Netherlands, Italy. 
Mexico, Prussia, Salvador, Sweden, Norway, Venezuela, and we 
did have with Spain, enumerating what is contraband of war. 
and in none of those treaties are provisions enumerated. 

Mr. President, under these circumstances, with those nations s) 
far as their relations with us are concerned, provisions are not 
contraband of war, and it is so stipulated, because if they could 
under any circumstances be regarded as contraband of war the 
treaties would have soenumerated. Therefore, I believe we ought 
to insist that nothing is contraband of war unless it is stipulate! 
in the treaties. With all other nations but those enumerated we 
are left to-day to the law of nations and to the decisions of prize 
courts, which endangers the peace of neutrality, and is a policy 
that ought not to be tolerated or continued. Neither should we 
tolerate the doctrine of preemption as to provisions. 

That doctrine is, that a belligerent may seize the goods (destined 
to the port of its enemy and pay the market price and a fair proiit. 

The risk, the delay, the controversy would discourage trade 
and entail great lossand hardship upon us, and be almost as ruin- 
ous as to allow provisions to be declared contraband. | do not 
know what has been done with the American flour. No answer, 
I believe, has come to the State Department. But no matter what 
the answer is, our position u this question — to be made 
clear and distinct and unq ed. Therefore, I hope the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations will take up this resolution at ouce 
anthe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The questi 

t?) question is on agreeing to 
the motion to refer the - cnviodion to the Committee on loreign 
Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi ' 

The bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of act of Congress 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs. Ark., 
certain lands as acity park, and for other purposes, was rea‘! twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. _ 

The bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at \\ as)- 
ington City, D. C., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res, 136) providing for the distribu: 
tion of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to comm 
tees of the Senate and House of Representatives was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

TWELFTH AND SUBSEQUENT CENSUSES. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the conser 
ation of the conference report on the census Dill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Has the conference report bee! 
submitted? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is in order, I suppose, without a moto”. 


The PRESIDENT pro . Itisin order, if itis submitted. 
Mr. CARTER. I submit the report. 
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weve) 
The report was read, as follows: Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator been cut out? 
a mmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know who brought this bill up. 
, 7 amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2179) entitled ‘An act re- Mr. COCKRELL. I called for the Calendar. Nothing else 


the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and giving to the Director 


‘ati ; ras calles 
lating © jditional power and authority in certain cases, and for other pur- was called for. 





Acving met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend | | Mr. TILLMAN. I did not hear the Chair announce that morn- 
i» recommend some a Sei te deengreee a it to thi avetene |S business was closed. 
Me es the Senate le from its disagreement to the amendment of the - COCKRE r -erv Momen a 
-  umbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Mr. COCKRELL. The very moment tie Senator from South 
use t } 


House nun ed “censuses,” at the end of the matter inserted by said amend Carolina announces that he is ready to take the floor h 
Alter insert the following: F have it. 

ded, That in taking the census of said classes the inquiries shall be Mr. TILLMAN 
ed to the following four questions, namely: Name, age, sex, and post- Ta 


» will 


I have been waiting for an hour or more t 


al A 





confined to Tm unbosom myself to my brethren here, and first one and then 
snd the House agree to the same. . another 
That the House recede from ite amend ne IOS. M. CARTER Mr. COCKRELL. Iam sorry the Senator is so modest that } 
EUGENE HALE. can not ask to be recognized. 
8. D. McENERY, — Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator was so modest that 
Managers on the part of the Senate, he wanted us to notify him when we wanted him to start. 
A TINE ESELI Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. I did not hear the Chair announce 
F. M GRIFFITH. ; ea that morning business was closed; I did not know it was closed 
Managers on the part of the House. until I saw that bundle of bills drawn ont and the rigmarole 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- started that no one seemed to know anything about, not even the 
ate agree to the report of the committee of conference? distinguished Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Whatis the result? Let us have anexpla-| | Mr. CHANDLER. There is no doubt of the fact that every 
nation. We can not tell by the numbers of the amendments. body wants the Senator to begin, so that he will get through. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in respect to the agreement | Mr. TILLMAN. Perhapsif the Senator will do me the cour- 
relative to amendment No. 1, relating to the classes of deaf, | tesy to stay and listen to what I have to say he will laugh on the 
dumb, and blind, the Senate recedes from its disagreement, sub- other side of his mouth before he gets through. 
ject, however, to an amendment which limits the inquiries to be PRESIDENTIAL 
propounded on the schedule with reference to these classes to four 
questions—the name, age, sex, and post-office address. This 
amendment was thought proper, because, if no restraint were 
fixed by law, this schedule would become one of considerable ex- 
tent and would lead out to questions as to the degree of afilic- 
tions, the degree of defective hearing, the time when the hearing | 
became defective; degrees of defective speech, degrees of blind- | : a i Be oo ibid eels 
ness, the age at which the affliction commenced, and almost an | Toews Sane SES PL Tees. 
innumerable list of inquiries, which would probably be propounded Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, in order to refresh Senators’ 
unless by law the schedule should be coufined to these four ele- minds, because i know from my own experience that these things 
mentary and necessary questions. | pass from our memories very quickly, I ask to have read Senate 

We think the amendment will result in a concise schedule, at | Dill2355. 0 L 
the same time disclosing all the information contemplated by the | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
parties who have so earnestly pressed the adoption of the amend- | tary willreadasdirected, . 
ment. _ The Secretary read the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppres- 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to | sion of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
the report of the committee of conference. Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty con- 

The report was agreed to. cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, introduced by 

MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN. Mr. SPOONER on the 11th instant, as follows: 


i . That when all insurrection against the sovereignty and authority of the 
Mr. GALLINGER, y I ask unanimous consent for the present United States in the Philippine Islands, acquired from Spain by the treaty 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 3) granting permis- comtaded at Peris on the wth day of December. 1898, shall have been com 
* ; ; i ‘ pletely suppressed by the military and naval forces of the United States, all 
sion for the ne & et eat Soares oes ~ military, civil, and judicial powers necessary to govern the said islands shall, 
the ornamentation of the national capital and in honor of Samuel | until otherwise provided by Congress, be vested in such person and person 
Hahnemann. and shall be exercised in such manner, as the President of the United State 
I will say that a joint resolution for this purpose has twice shall direct for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of said islands in 
passed the Senate. In the Fifty-fourth Congress one passed both | te ‘Tee enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion 
Houses of Congress, but the President at the close of the session Mr. TILLMAN, I should like to have Senate joint resolution 
had not time or did not sign it. I think it will provoke no dis- | 53 read. | A ag 
cussion whatever. The joint resolution (5. R. 53) defining the policy of the United 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- States relative to the Philippine Islands, introduced by Mr, Brev- 
shire asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the | ERIDGE on the 4th instant, was read, as follows: 
joint resolution indicated by him. Resolved, etc., That the Philippine Islands are territory belonging to the 
N we : : | United States; that it is the intention of the United States to retain them as 
oe Let it be read for information. } | such and to establish and maintain such governmental control throu howl 
q ‘ joint ae was read; and by oe —— the | the archipelago as the situation may demand 
eenate, 2 eed - r . : ’ : 
tion e, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera Mr. TILLMAN. NowI should like to have Senate resolution 


The joint Satie Sed eonerted to the Senate without amend- No. 34 read, which I had the honor to introduce myself, and upon 


APPROVAL, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2284) extend- 
ing the time for the completion of a wagon and motor bridge 
| across the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo., as provided by an 

act approved June 3, 1806. 








: er : which 1 will speak. 
fon er to be engr for a third reading, read the third | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
, and passed, resolution. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. COCKRELL, Now let us go to the Calendar, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TiLLMAN 
December 18, 1899, as follows: 


Resolved, First. That, in the words of the Declaration of Independence, 
; . 


4 ‘*We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that 

isin order, The Secretary will state the first bill on the Calendar. | they are ree +) ~~ a with certain unalienable rights, that 
The bi eee ; ‘ among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happines Phat to sec 

Tellets - & i) appropriating Pre to reimburse Capt. B. these rights governments are instituted among men, deriving their ju 

“a i sen a announced as the first bill in order on the Calendar, powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever any form of gov 
id was read. 


ernment becomes destructive of these ends it isthe right of the people to 
alter or to abolish it and to institute new government, layingits 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Calendar number of the bill? 


foundation on 





The PRESIDENT pro e Calendar No. 11 such pecans ond creenising its prve sin such form as to them shall seem 
i re ° < StU. ° s most likely to effect their safety and happiness.”’ 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have Calendar No. 10 here, Senate bill 1394, Second. That under the Constitution of the United States the Federal Gov 
and I also have Calendar No. 10, House bill No.1. Calendar No. | ernment has no power to rule over colonial dependencies, but is restricted in 


O'Reilly intended for future States. 
eilly. I do not find that on the Calendar. and I do not know Third. That the expansion of our commerce has not been, and can not | 


how two se isti i ; -e | dependent upon the adoption of a policy of imperialism, involving the subju 
the same met bills on distinct and diverse subjects can have nen one eeen of Asiatic colonies, but would in the end be hindered 
. . _ y such a policy. 
Mr. TILLMAN, As there seems to be some hitch in the pas- Fourth. That we are.opposed to the retention of the Philippine Islands by 
sage of this measure, and as I gave notice that I would take the ee States, and that 7 aus purpose - qeneees to te madepen lence 
oor at xpira ; : < °o e Filipinos as soon as a stable government shall be established by them; 
ink I catabaseoae morning epee saat edeten one re prompt establishment of such government we pledge our 
this manner carr . riendly assistance. 


10 is Senate dill 1394 a bill for the relief of Bvt. Col Thomas P its operations to States as integral parts of the Union and to Territori 
- , . . c . 
| 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the subject-matter of the vari- 
ous resolutions which have been read has been discussed very 
extensively throughout the United States and quite exhaustively in 
this body. There is a wide difference of opinion in regard to the 
policy that the United States ought to pursue. It is not a party 
question, because there are men who are earnest advocates of the 
policy outlined and followed up to this time by the President who 
would hate to be considered other than the most loyal Democrats, 
and there are others belonging to the party of the President—able, 
influential men in the councils of that party—who are just as pro- 
nounced in opposition to his policy as anybody possibly can be. 

It is contended by those whom we term imperialists that they 
are not imperialists; that there is no danger in this policy; that 
the people of the United States are capable of grappling with and 
solving any problem of government without regard to the old 
ideals or principles which have hitherto controlled in our affairs. 
They say there is nothing to menace the Republic in this matter, 
and that we will move forward boldly, bravely, seizing the oppor- 
tunities that have come to us, and that it would be nothing but 
cowardice to follow any other course. 

Very few students of Listers will deny that we now have strange 
and unaccountable, almost inexplicable, utterances by men who 
have been trained to look upon the Declaration of Independence 
as akin almost to the Sermon on the Mount in its sacred character, 
in its office of guiding the destinies of this country and of offering 
hope and inspirations to the downtrodden millions of the earth. 

Mr. President, I propose to speak with a great deal of candor in 
discussing this question, because, as the Senator from Indiana 
a. BEV cerpaul declared in his remarkable speech the other 
day, the times call for candor. While I shall hew to the line and 
let the chips fall where they may, I disclaim in the outset any 
purpose other than that of discharging my duty as I see and 
understand it. 

Before I begin to discuss the main issue that I shall present to 
the Senate, I wish to call attention to the propositions laid down 
in the resolution which I have introduced. 

I feel like apologizing to those who have come to regard the 
Declaration of Independence as an academic utterance, or the 

irinciples and motives which prompted that declaration as such, 
for having introduced a resolution embracing any part of that im- 
mortal instrument in it. No doubt there are a great miany men 
in this Chamber and outside of it who have come to regard Jeffer- 
son, Washington, Madison, and Adams and the other fathers of 
the Republic as old fogies, as men who had to deal with condi- 
tions which confronted them, and which they solved to their sat- 
isfaction, and who in this day and time would be far behind the 
men of our day and unfit to be leaders. 

There are men on this floor who feel that in statecraft they are 
far superior to Jefferson, and there are men both inside and out- 
side of this Chamber who consider that in directing the affairs of 
a great government the principles which he laid down should no 
longer control. We have to-day new doctrines brought forward 
here and advanced with solemnity and with all the earnestness and 
ability that men can give to them which even fifteen years = 
would have caused this country to be shocked from one end to the 
other. And yet, Mr. President, we hear nothing in the newspapers 
except praise for thisnew evangel. We find the press of the coun- 
try controlled by the new influences which dominate our affairs, 
yelping in chorus in favor of these new doctrines, and there is 
no longer any pretense that the Declaration of Independence is a 
governing force in our affairs, or that the Constitution itself can 
apply to all people under our jurisdiction. 

The resolution, as I said, embraces a rehearsal of the famous 
beginning to the Declaration of Independence in regard to the 
equality of men, the unalienable right to life, liberty, and happi- 
ness; that governments derive their just powers from the consent 
of the governed, and so forth. These ideas arestale and outworn, 
it seems, and I shall not discuss them, exceptincidentally. I shall 
illustrate some of my arguments by reference to this immortal 
declaration, but 1 will go on to the next proposition, which is 
that this Government can not hold territories for the purpose of 
governing them as colonies only, and that there isno power under 
our Constitution or under our laws to govern people and territory 
with other purpose than to create States. 

That is a legal proposition about which men will differ. Men 
who are lawyers always differ. It is their business to differ. If 
all lawyers agreed, there would be no attorney on the other side, 
and one fee would not be earned. 

I lay down this broad rs se oe which I will not undertake 
to argue out from a legal standpoint, but which rests on the basis 
of common sense, that the United States can not govern any 
country that does not belong to the United States, and that if we 
have any territory anywhere above which our flag floats there 
the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the 
country go together, and if the flag goes there the Constitution 
and the — underlying the Constitution and Declaration of 
Independence go too. If we surrender these, if we by our action 
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here claim that we have other and further power, then, My p, 
dent, the beginning of the end has come. ipa 

I will print in my remarks; but will not take time to re. \) 
some decisions of the Supreme Court bearing on this ques:),,. 
which, if language, the strongest, clearest, most emphatic. »,, = 
undoubted in its meaning can convey any meaning, it js .),,. 
that according to the opinion of the Supreme Court the ; 
tion I have laid down 1s the law of the land and that ¢ 
must carry it out. 

Our Supreme Court, the authorized interpreter of our (on s1);,. 
tion, has said: Le 
A power in the General Government to obtain and hold colonies a), 
pendent territories over which they (the Congress) might legislat, 
restriction would be inconsistent with its own existence in its pres 

(Scott vs. Sanford, 19 How., 397.) 
In another case that court has said: 


The power of Congress over the Territories is limited by the oby joys 
poses for which it was conferred, and those purposes are satisfied |, 
ures which prepare the people of the Territories to become States jn +), 
Union. (Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. 8. Rep., 15.) ia 

In still another case it said: 


The Territories acquired by Congress, whether by deed of cession fro) tj, 
original States or by treaty with a foreign country, are held with the o}\,;.. 
as soon as their population and condition justify it, of being admit: 
the Union as States upon an equal footing with the original States in al} po. 
spects. (Shively vs. Bowlby, 152 U.8., 1.) 

In still another case it said: 

The Constitution was made for the benefit of every citizen of the Unite 
States, and there is no citizen, whatever his condition or wherever he may 
be within the territory of the United States, who has not aright to it...) 
tection. (United States vs. Moore, 3 Cranch, 159.) fs 
- in defining the rights of the inhabitants of Territories jt 
sald: 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories aro 
secured to them, as toother citizens, by the principles of constitutional liberty 
which restrain all the agencies of government, State and national. «Murphy 
vs. Ramsey, 114 U. 8. Rep., 15. See also Mormon Church vs. United States. [jj 
U. 8. Rep., 1.) 

The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States provides that ‘‘ all persons born or naturalized in the United 
States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the 
United States.” 

Chief Justice Marshall, for the entire ccurt, defined the term 
‘*United States ” as follows: 

Does this term designate the whole or ong particular portion of the Ameri- 
can empire? Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Terri- 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. (Loug)- 
borough vs. Blake, 5 Wheaton, i137.) 

Judge Cooley, whose commentaries are universally accepted as 
conclusive interpretations of our constitutional law, summarizes 
the doctrine as follows: 

And when territory is acquired the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom and to receive them into the Union must follow of course, not 
only because the Constitution confers the power to admit new States with. 
out restriction, but also because it would be inconsistent with institutions 
founded on the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Goy- 
ernment should retain territory under its own imperial rule and deny the 

ple the customary local institutions. (Cooley’s Principles of Coustitu- 
ional Law, 170.) 

Having given these opinions of our court of last resort, | will 
leave this part of my subject and pass on. 

The next proposition which is involved in the resolution is that 
our commerce does not depend upon the acquisition of Asiatic ter- 
ritory, and I will only draw the attention of Senators, without 
going into statistics, to the fact, which can not be disputed. that 
of the exports of the American people at least 90 per cent at this 
time go to Europe. Ourcommerce in the Pacific is comparatively 


em, 





8 . 

While visions of greatness, of empire, and of untold wealth 
which is to flow therefrom, which so dazzled the eyes of thie Sena- 
tor from Indiana the other day, are in the air, and every man 
imagines that a new Aladdin’s palace is going to spring up in (hat 
quarter of the globe which we are to march forward to and o- 
cupy, I say to him that if I know anything about it—and | at 
least am entitled to my opinion, if nothing else—the nations o! 
Europe, which has a comparatively small area and is densely pop- 
ulated, will call on us in future as they have in the past for our 
surplus agricultural products to feed their teeming millions, and 
that our manufactured pete, if we shall become possessors of 
this eastern empire, will only go there if we can sell those peop. 
the best goods at the lowest price. We need notestablish in that 
territory a despotism which will bar out by our tariff laws the prod- 
ucts of other nationalities, and we are reaching after a slalow 
while we can get the substance without any army, without any 
risk to our Constitution, without straining our power as 2 (02- 
gress, without going contrary to or being false to the traditions of 
our people; and I say that the flag is not necessary to be backed by 
bayonets in order to sell our calico and our other manufactures 
in that market. : 

Our trade with the Philippine Islands, which is the immediat¢ 
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subject of discussion, is comparatively trifling. The trade of the | 
whole Philippine Islands is so small that it can cut no figure in 
this diseussion. I think the exports and imports of the whole 
‘glands amcunt to something less than $30,000,000. 

“Of course, we are told that with the enlivening influences of 
\merican genius and money, and with the granting of franchises 
to certain people to exploit and to develop those islands, that 
commerce Will double and treble and quintuple, and all that. It 
may be that it will; I presume it could. But if it does, it will be 
at the expense of one of two great principles: 

We must ignore the rights and interests or the people of those 
islands and allow capitalists to exploit those islands as Eng- 
land has done in India—in other words, rob the people; or we 
shall have a part of the territory of the United States, a peo- 
ple, a land, under our flag against which we must discriminate 
by having their products barred from our shores while we force 
on them our manufactures. Either we must admit them, if the 
supreme Court's dictum is right, and have their products come 
here in competition with ours, or we must exclude them against 
all the principles and opinions of that court hitherto. If that be 
true, if we come to that, if we can discriminate against the Phil- 
ippines after they have been annexed lawfully or unlawfully and 
become a part of the territory of this country, then we can dis- 
criminate as between Massachusetts and South Carolina or any 
other part of our domain if Congress says so. _ 

But, Mr. President, to come down to the milk in the cocoanut, 
the real subject of my speech, have we got a legal title to the 
Philippines? Upon the decision of that question in the minds of 
the American people and of Congress will turn the question as to 
what action we shall take. 

Now, what are the facts? I shall trespass upon the time of the 
Senute to rehearse in a general way some undisputed facts proven 
by the documents sent to us by the President of the United States 
and from General Otis’s reports, and I shall do that in the brief- 
est possible way. ae) ae ; 

Nobody denies that the Filipinos commenced their insurrection 
against Spain in 1896; that they were at war with Spain, and that 
after successes more or less indicative of Spain’s inability to con- 
quer the islands and hold them, or rather retain them, Spain made 
a treaty December, 1897, with Aguinaldo and his lieutenants by 
which certain reforms were to be granted, and these lieutenants 
and chiefs were to leave the islands and receive $400,000 as compen- 
sation for deserting or leaving their own property. The people of 
the Philippine Islands did not cease their war, however. Agui- 
naldo departed, the $400,000 was paid, but the insurrection went 
on, and nobody denies it, because our consul said so. It went on 
eee en ever treacherous, failed to grant the reforms 

yromised, 
Dewey went to Manila the ist of May, 1898. Fifteen days later 
Aguinaldo followed, brought there in an American ship; he landed; 
issued his proclamation; Dewey gave him arms, rifles, and artil- 
lery with which to fight the Spaniards. He acted in the capacity 
of an ally, under the direction of Dewey, and with his full knowl- 
edge and consent, and Dewey encouraged it. He moved forward, 
capturing Spanish stronghold after stronghold until he had cooped 
up the last Spaniard in Luzon in the city of Manila. He did that 
before any of our troops arrived there. 

In the meantime he had issued his proclamation calling upon 
the Filipinos to elece delegates to a congress. 








y.ven the Sie. His army participated in the siege of 
Manila, after General Merritt had reached there with some Amer- 
ican soldiers, When the city surrendered he occupied part of it 
with his troops, and was recognized by Merritt as an ally. 

_ The Spaniards later on abandoned the only other place they had 
in the islands, Iloilo, and it was occupied by the Filipinos. They 
had a little garrison at Zamboanga and one or two other smail 
towns on the seacoast. Tho Filipino republic established its au- 
thority over —. foot of the territory in those islands, with the ex- 
ception of the Sulu group and of the four towns I have mentioned. 
Its authority was recognized everywhere as supreme. Every- 
where law and order prevailed, according to the statement of our 
naval officers who went on a tour of inspection through Luzon; 
and the Filipino government was as firmly established in the con- 
trol of those islands as though there were no Spaniards on them. 
There was no looting and no fighting. There is no doubt that 
Aguinaldo could have captured Manila, if Dewey had permitted 
it, before Merritt got there. 

Well, what are the legal points involved here? That Spain’s 
colonists revolted against her before we declared war; that they 
drove her troops into Manila and established a government of 
their owe, ene all before the United States had even thought of 
ee islands; because if we read the report of General Otis, 
we will that those le had been encouraged to hope for self- 
sovernenea, They been assured that the Government of the 
Ndr States had no selfish or sinister purposes; that the war had 

n begun }ecause we loved humanity and liberty; and the only 
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friction that arose between Aguinaldo and General Merritt's suc- 
cessor, General Otis, was from the suspicion Aguinaldo had that 
we might leave the islands in the possession of Spain when the 
treaty was made, and thereby they would be endangered by the 
possession of fortified places which were held by Americans and 
surrendered when the Spaniards returned to try and reestablish 
their authority. 

| will read here a very brief extract from the first letter that 
General Otis ever wrote to Aguinaldo. The city of Manila sur- 
rendered on the 12th of August. Merritt was relieved in a very 
few days later. and Otis took his place. He found an unanswered 
letter from Aguinaldo making some inquiries as to the purpose of 
this Government and protesting against yielding up positions 
which his army held. After Otis had had time to familiarize him- 
self with the conditions, I will read what he said in a letter dated 
September & Now, Senators, listen here: 

Permit me, General, to assure you that I fully appreciate the difficulties 
under which you labor in your endeavors to carry out the dusires and de 
mands of your people. As Ihave already expressed myself ir. former com 
munications, lam fully convinced of your wish to maintain harmonious rela- 
tions with the United States forces and government of Manila, and that you 
deplore, with me, any pees which may disturb that harmony and 
friendly feeling. I have been fully aware that all unpleasant incidents which 
have occurred, and to which I alluded in my former letter, were due entirely 
to irresponsible and unwarranted action of subordinates, and I am constantly 
called upon to correct misconceptions entertained by my troops and to punish 
offenses which they have wantonly committed. 

I made a mistake in getting hold of the wrong letter. That is 
one I intended to read later on, but it shows that Otis felt that 
Aguinaldo at heart had no purpose to bring about any conflict 
and that he was not complaining captiously. 

Here is the letter I intended to read in regard to Otis’s pledges 
or promises to this man in his first official communication, and 
remember, Senators, that Otis was there as the Governor-General 
of the United States, our representative with full authority to do 
as he pleased or as in his judgment was best for this country. 
Here is what he wrote to this man September 8, 1898: 

Rather than see the ships of the Navy of the United States controlling the 
nav ae waters of these islands and its Army devastating their territory, I 
would greatly prefer to advise my Government that there is no longer need 
to send more of its — to this section of the country and that those whom 
it holds waiting on its Pacific slope can be remanded to their homes or em 
ployed elsewhere, as it may determine. 

People will say that Otis had no authority to bind the United 
States. Mind you, he had disclaimed any authority, but here he 
was expressing that feeling as one which actuated him and the 
American people. He did not know the President was going to 
change his mind. 

But I will go back without further tonching the point as to our 
bad faith. Without adding to the mountain of evidence produced 
by the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] in his speech on 
that subject, without appealing to the equities in this case, we 
will come down to the legal principles of international law, 

First, the Filipinos had revolted and were fighting for their 
liberty before we declared war with Spain. Second, they had 
conquered the archipelago and had possession of it, and Agui- 
naldo’s authority was recognized throughout it except in the Mo- 
I might—but I will come to 





I may forget it--I might ask the question why, in dealing with 


| those people, we selected the barbarians, the savages, the Moham- 
i That congress as- | 
sembled; a provisional government was formed, of which he was | 


medans, who practice polygamy, to treat with pacifically and to 
bribe or buy their allegiance, and took the Christians, who ac- 
knowledge the same God as we do and the same Christ, as the 
targets for our bullets, under the plea that they must submit 
abjectly and absolutely to whatever we told them? 

If, as some people proclaim, and I have grown a little nauseated 
at the continued reiteration of the sentiment, we have gone into a 
partnership with God in this business, why did we not recognize 
those who acknowledge His Son and treat with them as one Chris- 
tian people should treat with another rather than present to their 
| bosoms our bayonets and say, ‘* Get on your knees; surrender your 
| liberties, your lives, your property, and all you hold dear to the 

dictation of our people without any guaranties, or we will shoot 
you to death?” 

Aguinaldo sent his representative, Agoncillo, here in October, 

1898, I think it was. He begged and pleaded with the President 


for some recognition, some indication as to what the purpose of 
the President was. Aguinaldo himself, being the representative 
of his people and having their confidence and love, their dictator, 
if you please, with absolute autocratic power, as this correspond- 
ence shows, was forced to do certain things and to maintain an 
attitude of resistance, because his own soldiers would have shot 
him to death if they had felt that he was willing to have the 
authority of the United States substituted for that of Spain. No 
autonomy or recognition of the aspirations of the Filipinos for self- 
government was allowed, 

But to get back to the proposition; these people had conquered 
their liberties from Spain before we conquered Manila. We 
helped them. Well and good. That did not give us any more 
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title to their property or to their land than it did the French 
when they helped us in the Revolutionary war. The legal status 
was that the Filipinos had a government of their own, and we had 
only Manila. The treaty of peace came; we made a demand. 

The President went West; he held his ear to the ground, so the 
newspapers stated; he was applauded everywhere on his way in 
Iowa, Hlinois, and other Western States when he spoke about the 
flag having been planted on lands watered by the blood of our 
soldiers and asked who would “tear it down.” He thought he 
was doing a popular thing. Ican not believe he thought he was 
doing arightthing. So he demanded that the islands should be 
bought, giving $20,000,000 for something that Spain did not pos- 
sess, Which Spain could not deliver. Spain’s right, title, and in- 
terest, whatever that was, passed tous. That is the legal status. 

Now, what is the legal result? Did we get any title? I say no. 
I could not get any property in this city or in any other place on 
such conditions, I care to go into court; I must have delivery 
follow the deed; I have got to prove that the property belonged 
to the man who sold it. We can not prove Spain’s title. e 
therefore simply bought what Spain did not have—the legal title 
to the Philippine Islands—and we have conquered those islands 
at the point of the bayonet. So whatever title we now possess 
rests upon conquest and conquest only, Here is an undoubted 
authority as to the law of the case. 

Chancellor Kent, in his Commentaries, volume 1, page 178, re- 
ferring to territories added or acquired, said: 

Full sovereignty can not be held to have passed by the mere words of the 
treaty without actual delivery. Tocomplete the right of property, the right 
to the thing and the possession of the thing must! be united. is is a neces- 
sary principe in the law of property in all systems of jurisprudence. * * * 

This general law of property applies to the right of territory no less than 
to other rights. The practice of nations has been conformable to this prin- 
ciple, and the conventional law of nations is full of instances of this kind. 

In a treatise on international law by Sir Shurston Baker, just 
published, at Boston, by Little, Brown & Co., at page 61, that author 
says: 

In modern times sales and transfers of national territory to another power 
can only be made by treaty or some solemn act of the sovereign authority of 
the State. And such transfers of territory do not include the allegiance of 
its inhabitants without their consent, express or implied. 

At page 355 the same author says: 

The rule of public law with respect to the allegiance of the inhabitants of 
a conquered territory is, therefore, no longer to be interpreted as meanin 
that it is absoiutely and unconditionally acquired by conquest, or transferre 
and handed over by treaty as a thing assignable by contract and without the 
assent of the subject. 

On the contrary, the express or implied assent of the subject is now re- 
garded as essential to a complete new allegiance. 

We have only got the color of a claim, but no title, Are those 
people, then, rebels? I have not noticed that word being used so 
much in the dispatches recentiy. They arenow called insurgents. 
But if they were insurgents, against whom did they rise? Spain. 
They never rose against us. We began war on them by shooting 
down oneof theirmen. The President issued his proclamation in 
December, six weeks before the ratification of the treaty of peace, 
poaeie his purpose to annex and control those islands abso- 

utely. He had no law for it; he had no authority for it, for the 
treaty had not been ratified. 

Congress was in session and had not told him to do it; yet men 
contend that we have a perfect title to the Philippines; that there 
is nothing in the contention of the Filipinos that they had won 
their liberty and the control of their country with their arms. 
It is contended that we are rightfully putting our authority in 
force and extending it over those people and those islands because 
the United States does not treat with rebels. It only buys alle- 
“some — savages and polygamous Mohammedans!! God save 
the mark! 

Mr. President, sup we acknowledge, for the sake of argu- 
ment, that we own the Philippine Islands; that our title is good; 
that whether it is good or not, we have made it good by force; that 
we have a de factoif not adejure title that nobody disputes except 
the guerrillas who are now out there killing an occasional Ameri- 
can soldier and still struggling for liberty. 

Senators, do not forget, when you come to consider this question 
and determine it, that we brought Spain, the mistress of those 
people, to her knees in sixty days after the declaration of war with 
the use of only 15,000 of our troops and of our Navy, but that this 
Filipino war has cost us the lives of 2,000 American soldiers, 
$200,000,000 in money, and the use of 60,000 men for over a year, 
and those men who are fighting there for the love of liberty, who 
have forced us to display this power and spend this money, have 
proved that they are worthy of liberty, whether we give it to them 
or not. 

The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] ex- 
pressed some very queer ideas about liberty. He said that self- 
governmentis asacred thing. I shall not quote his exact lan 
now, because I am going to read just what he said directly. I 
have some argument here, put into words which I have selected, 
where I have said exactly what I want to say, no more and no 
less, and I will come to it directly. 
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I wish to allude in passing to the proposition that self-goye;), 
ment, as understood by historians and all the peoples who a. 
fought for that inestimable blessing, is a government of your (,y, 
people—not a republic, not a government by ballot, noi any « «. 
cial form of government, but a government of Germans by (;. 
mans, of Frenchmen dy Frenchmen, and so on. That is <«): 
government. A people who want to have an empire or a dictai. 
ship or a limited monarchy or an autocracy have a perfect right 
live under it. It does not gall like a foreign yoke. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me a question’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think that the Goyer). 
ment of the Czar of Russia is self-government? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is Russian Government. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But is it self-government? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is self-government to the extent that i; j, 
satisfactory to the Russian people. No one else has any riviit ; + 
complain. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I fear the Senator has misread my spe.) 
The Senator has said that his interpretation of self-governi):)); 
was a government which was by—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. By one’s own people, one’s own kindred. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is the Government of the Czar of Rus.iy 
self-government? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It isnot, according to our standard, —._ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN, And there is no self-government in Europe, 
accordiug to our standard, outside of England. France has 0: 
got it, although she has the form of a republic, because she js 
really an oligarchy. Switzerland hasit. 1 beg pardon; [ should 
have said that Switzerland and land were the only two se: 
governing nations in Europe, ju by our standards. 

I want to direct the Senator's attention to one thing in his spe.ch. 
He said that Aguinaldo was capable and honorable, and I do 10: 
know how many other good adjectives the Senator applied to him, 
but he concluded by saying he was a Malay Sylla, not a Filipino 
Washington. I will quote him accurately when I come to make 
- the record, but I now direct his attention, and the attention 
of the country and of the Senate to the fact that the scheme of 
government which the Senator would have set up and which le 
stands for, which the Senator from Wisconsin stands for, and 
which the President of the United Stands for—unless you a!! re- 
— it—is one which do could have carried out to per- 
ection, because he has in his own person the very attributes of the 
kind of autocrat that you would —~ there under our flag. 

Here is the description given by the Senator from Indiana of 
the Filipino leader: 

Aguinaldo is the highest type of subtlety and the most constructive mind 
that race has yet produced. Aguinaldo is a clever, ular leader, a! 
brave, resourceful, cunning, ambitious, unscrupulous, and masterful. 11. is 
full of decision, initiative, and authority, and the confidence of the mass». 
He is a natural dictator. His ideas ernment are absolute orders. im 
plicit obedience. or immediate death. He understands the character of his 
countrymen. He isa Malay Sylia; not a Filipino Washington. 

I will show later how well he would have fitted in the Senator's 
scheme when I come to that. 

Mr. President, for sake of comparison, look at Mexico. For 
fifty years she was the laughingstock of the nations because of 
the inability of her people to realize what it was to elect any|o.\\ 
to govern them. One military chieftain after another seized upon 
power, revolution followed revolution, until, under the benign 
rule of a dictator—Diaz—peace, good order, , happiness 
have come to those people, because he in himself the 
capacity to restore iaw and order and to maintain a government 
which was equal in its application to all and free from tyranny 
and just what was needed. He alone has given his people wit 
Aguinaldo would, I believe, give to the Filipinos if he had an o)- 


Therefore I deny, I repudiate—and I love our institutions 1s 
much as any man—the ae that we must have a Pro- 
crustean bed and cause all —_ to lie on it, whether they are 
long enough to fill it out or too long and have to be cut off. And 
with this stench of dirty, low, roguish politics we have in two of 
our lar American cities—one under Democratic and the ot!er 
under Republican rule—I want to ask the Senator if we are in any 
condition to stand up and boast of our institutions as alone worthy 
of imitation and that they must be adopted by everybody wlio 
comes in contact with us? 

But we had a great dream of profit, of wealth, and of the inest'- 
mable blessings which would flow to the American people by t! 
——— of the Philippine Archipelago as the doorway to t/i° 

st. If you take the money we have spent and put it out at in- 
terest, it would yield a far sum than any possible profit that 
will ever come to us asa . 

Some franchises may ted to sugar planters, tebacc” 
growers, cotton growers, or gro ; some contract laborers 
may be smpertall Grou: China who will work—for the Senator 
from Indiana says the Filipinos will not—who will be driven by 
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he whip, as the slaves were in the South before the war, and 
the wy are now driven in Hawaii, to develop the rich lands of 
hic yy we-have heard; and there may be teeming imports coming 
peers country from such labor thus employed and protected by 
to te .yonets, and the few will reap the benefits. Those bayonets 
eh ‘be supported by taxation, and the taxation will be paid by 
one jaboring classes of the United States, the common, everyday 
pr ea he benefit of the wealth will flow into the coffers of 
the capitalists or corporations who go out there and invest their 
apital, but the everyday taxpayer of the United States will 
— ae cee one dollar’s profit from the Philippine Islands. 

a Then their products will come in competition with the products 
of the Southern people—cotton, tobacco, rice, sugar. They must 
be admitted free or we shall establish a barrier between two parts 
of the United States. If they are admitted free, those States 
where those products are raised are to suffer and be ruined for 
the benefit of the capitalists who will import those products from 
their plantations in the Philippine Islands. We must compete 
with “ pauper labor” held down by bayonets. _ 

There is one other aspect of this question which must appeal to 
any thinking man, and that is the question as to whether we can 
maintain the Monroe doctrine in the Western Hemisphere, warn 
off trespassers and —_ and beat off any nationality in Europe, 
or any combination of nationalities, who dare to come on this con- 
tinent and establish any of their despotisms or governments, what- 
ever they may be. Can we maintain that doctrine after we have 
invaded the other hemisphere, have occupied territory, and stand 
ready to participate—for it is no use to deny it, it is the purpose 
fully outlined in this Chamber in more ways than one and at 
more times than one—to participate in the partition of China 
whenever that comes. 

We have become a “‘world power.” We are to create a big 
navy and maintain alargearmy. I am in favor of navy enough 
to warn all people off from this continent and keep them off of it; 
but if we are going to undertake to warn others to keep outside 
of our preserves and then claim the right to invade their area of 
jurisdiction and territory, the beginning of the wars in which we 
shall be involved and the cost of those wars in life and treasure, 
the probable consequences of surrendering a tenable position for 
one full of danger and always inviting attack, should at least give 
Senators pause and make them stop and think and consider calmly 
whether the game is worth the candle; whether we have a title to 
the Papen whether we have made a mistake, and if so, what 
we ought to do. 

Mr. President, I now approach a phase of this question which is 
very unpleasant because it deals with the personality of men, and 
I would not willingly wound the sensibilities of any of those who, 
like myself, are charged here with governmental responsibility. 
Those of us who from the very beginning have opposed this policy 
have appealed and argued for what we conceived to be right; that 
our Government should pursue the only course which to our minds 
was honorable and just, have been met with accusations of treason, 
have been charged with lack of patriotism, and the Senator from 
Indiana has not even hesitated to tell us to our faces that we are 
responsible for the war and its consequences. His ignorance of 
the facts may explain his effrontery and in partexcuseit. He said: 


American opposition to the war has been the chief factor in prolonging it. 
Had Aguinaldo not understood that in America, even in the American Con- 
gress, even here in the Senate, he and his cause were supported; had he not 
known that it was proclaimed on the stump and in the poene of a faction in 
the United States that every shot that his misguided followers fired into the 
breasts of American soldiers was like the volleys fired by Washington's men 


against the soldiers of i George, his insurrection would have dissolved 
before it entirely crysta . 

Then again he said: 

I have stood on the firing line and beheld our dead soldiers, their faces 
turned to the pitiless Southern sky, and in sorrow rather than anger I say to 
those whose yoices in America have cheered those misguided natives on to 
shoot our soldiers down thatthe blood of those dead and wounded boys of 
ours is on their hands, and the flood of all the years can never wash that 


stain away. 

Mr. President, if Senators on this floor and patriotic Americans 
throughout the country—thousands of them belonging to the 
party which elected Mr. McKinley President—have felt it their 
duty to protest the inhuman and dishonorable conduct of 
our Government, if they have believed that the Stars and Stripes 
were being disgraced and that the United States was waging a 
war of conquest upon a liberty-loving people, I ask that Senator 
in God’s name would he have us remain silent? He has his opin- 
ions on this subject. So have we. He has a right to speak those 
Opinions without question anywhere. Sohave we. Are Senators 
and citizens to be afraid to speak the truth? Must we close our 
eyes and shut our mouths to all the grave dangers to our institu- 
tions by reason of this policy? Must we be accused of disloyalty 
to the flag because we onal our belief that in prosecuting this 
War it isin ty to the Declaration of Independence? I repel 
With scorn the coming from any source whatever that I am 
not as loyal to the as any man on this floor, and if it is sought 
to locate the responsibility for the blood that has been spilled I am 
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ready in this presence to speak what I believe and to declare the 
truth as I see it. 

There are three classes of men in the United States Congress, 
those who are honest and independent, those who are corrupt, 
and those who are merely weak. When I first came to this Capi- 
tol I thought there were as many of the one clas 


t s as of the other. 


A closer view and fuller acquaintance has taught me that the 
really corrupt men are few in number, but the weak ones are in 
a large majority. I speak now from personal knowledze and in- 
quiry and investigation. I do not hesitate to assert that when it 
was first proposed to annex the Philippines a majority in both 
Houses of Congress were opposed to it. 

After the President went on his Western tour his own mis- 


givings and doubts were pushed aside. and he felt that he was 
doing a popular thing in demanding that Spain should cede us the 
islands. Then, by the instrumentalities that are so well under- 
stood in this Chamber and in the other Chamber, in the use of 
which he is not alone, because they were alike characteristic of 
his predecessor, Executive influence was brought to bear; the 
party whip was cracked; the men who thought the Filipinos 
ought to be let alone, we exercising some kind of a protectorate 
over them and getting such advantages as we might need in our 
business as a naval power and as a commercial power—those men, 
I say, surrendered their independence as Senators and the treaty 
was ratified. 

Party was everything; principle was nothing; everything for 
Republicanism, nothing for America. There were some honor 
able exceptions among the adherents of the President; and, Mr. 
President, if there are any men in this Chamber whom I honor, it 
is those Republicans here who, in spite of all the threatening 
lightniags that were flashing around their heads, stood steadfast as 
the advocates of that policy which was alone honorable, patriotic, 
and in accordance with fairness and justice. But with those 
Republicans all lined up and some Democrats who, from purity of 
motive or from honesty of belief, had joined with them, there 
was still lacking the two-thirds vote necessary; the President’s 
hands were tied unless the treaty was ratified, and his proclama- 
tion of annexation would have no authority and would have died. 
Where did he get the votes, and how? 

If you want my opinion as to whose hands are red with the blood 
of American soldiers, and of tens of thousands of Filipinos—men, 
women, and children—who have been slaughtered like cattle, look 
around and call to mind the men who made those strong and 
eloquent pleas, those earnest protests on this floor in opposition to 
the treaty, and even gave personal pledges to their fellows as to 
how they would vote. Those are the men who, whether from cor 
ruption or from weakness or both, gave the President the legal 
excuse which he needed to prosecute the war, 

Limpugn no man’s motives; I have no proofs of corruption and I 
want none; but whether the President be most to blame or whether 
thecrimerests on his dupes and subservient party dependents I say, 
with all the emphasis of my nature, that I and none of those who 
voted against thetreaty are responsible for thespilling of one drop 
of this innocent blood that has been shed, and | will not endure 
patiently and without resentment any such accusation. With the 
ratification of the treaty Spain’s rights, whatever they were, passed 
to us, and as the President had determined six weeks before that 
the islands should be brought under the rule of our Government 
and issued his proclamation to that effect without any anthority 
of law, the impartial historian will declare that he is primarily 
responsible for the war, responsible for the loss of the lives of 
our soldiers, responsible for the inhuman and devastating conflict 
that has followed, and that he obtained the permission which was 
necessary through the cowardice, venality, or weakness of men in 
this Chamber. 

Therefore I say to the Senator from Indiana: 

Thou canst not say I did it; never shake 
Thy gory locks at me. 


I stand by the record as it has been presented in this Senate, 
the documents sent us by the President himself, and the report o! 
General Otis. The record of speeches made in this Chamber wil! 
sustain every assertion I have made, and the American people 
not be deceived any longer unless they want to be. 

I have left to the last the discussion of that phase of this subject 
which is most important and vital—the race question. It is well 
understood that the people who inhabit the Philippines belong to 
what we call the colored races, and the most perplexing and disturb- 
ing factor in the whole question arises from this fact. Thenumber 
of these people is variously estimated at from six to ten millions, 
and the Senator from Indiana, who has spent some time in per- 
sonal investigation, asserts in the most positive manner that they 
are unfit for self-government, and he gives us some very strangeand 
unaccountable reasons as to why thisis so. I say unaccountab!e 
because the Senator comes from a State and belongs to a party 
that in the very recent past held very different views in regard to 
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the capabilities of the blackest and lowest type of the colored 
veoples. 

; i sacl here to state the necessity I feel for speaking with abso- 
lute candor and frankness. It is not pleasant to open old wounds 
or to stir the embers—I prefer to think that they are ashes—of those 
dead passions which brought on our great civil conflict, but, Mr. 
President, coming as I do from a State where this race question 
has been the cause of untold misery and woe, and where, for thirty- 
two years, it has been and is now the paramount issue; remem- 
bering the wrongs that have been heaped upon my people, the sons 
of Revolutionary sires, who suffered more and endured more in 
the cause of liberty in that struggle than those of any other State 
and feeling the race question in its broadest sense, as we know 
it, may be likened to the ‘‘worm that dieth not,” that it is a new 
‘‘irrepressible conflict” that can not be shunned, but presents ever 
growing and ever formidable dangers—I must speak my thoughts 
though I die for it. 

I will not join the Senator from Alabama, who is not in the 
Chamber, in the assertions fmade in his speech on the Pritchard 
resolution: 

I was a soldier of the Confederacy, and, while 1 have always regretted the 
necessity that put me under arms in open hostility to the flag of our common 
country, I feel, as every Confederate soldier feels, that it is a peculiar honor 
that we were the only white men ever called upon as soldiers to defend the 
white race against a fanatical attack of so-called reformers and the deliberate 
organization of ambitious politicians, who forced us into war by their cruel 
design to put negro slaves on a political and social footing of equality with us. 

I do not believe any such thing. The war had no such origin. 
The condition in regard to slavery and the ceaseless agitation had 
embittered the South against the North and the North against 
the South. Secession and belief in States’ rights, for which the 
South has always contended, precipitated the conflict. TheNorth 
fought to preserve the Union and to free the slaves, and the South 
fought for self-government and the inherited belief in the justice 
of holding slaves as property. The Declaration of Independence 
was the slogan of both sections. The North contended that the 
Declaration embraced the negroes, while the South, remembering 
that Jefferson had been a slaveholder, contended that it did not. 
1 was only a boy of thirteen when the great struggle began; but 
who can forget, even though a child, the angry outbursts, the 
battle cries that had led up to the bloody contest?) Amid thestorm 
of passion, who was the man, the embodiment of all that was best 
and noblest in Northern civilization, and evenin American civili- 
zation, who stood as the great apostle of liberty? Whose words 
of fervid eloquence marshaled the Northern hosts? Whose high 
moral purpose, whose grandeur of character and greatness of 
soul, sustained those hosts in adversity and defeat? Who stood 
like a colossus towering above the smaller, meaner men who sur- 
rounded him, and who must ever stand above them, commanding 
the admiration and love of all true men everywhere? Who? 
Abraham Lincoln; and I from South Carolina tell you so and feel 
honored in doing it. 

Whatever motives may be attributed to others, whatever of 
selfishness or ambition that entered into the calculations of others, 
I here declare it is my belief that he never had a thought in con- 
nection with the whole subject nor uttered a word that did not 
have its inspiration in the purest patriotism and the noblest as- 
— for humanity. He did not consider the Declaration of 
ndependence an academic question. It was to him a religion. 

Now, after all the bloodshed, what have we as a people gained? 
What has the conflict left to us? Although this city is filled with 
monuments erected to the brave men who bared their bosoms to 
the storms of shot and shell from Confederate rifles and cannon, 
although the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to 
the Constitution were declared to be necessary to secure the fruits 
of this victory for liberty in the Union, and were said to be the 
fruit, the gathering in, the perfecting and solidifying of the struc- 
ture of liberty; although no honest man will deny that the words 
of Webster, ‘‘ Liberty and union, one and inseparable, now and for- 
ever,” had been theinspiration which filled the Northern armies and 
under Lincoln’s leadership won the fight; although we now have 
a nation whose States are cemented together with blood, it isa 
Union only; the spirit, the vitalizing essence, love of liberty, ap- 
a to have died and little remains of Webster’s and Lincoln’s 
ideas. 

We have come, within forty years from the beginning of that 
great struggle, to have a leading Senator on the floor of this Cham- 
ber, aman who stands high in the councils of the dominant party— 
the party of Lincoln, of Sumner, of Phillips, of Seward—declare 
that ‘‘Governments derive their just powers from the consent of 
some of the governed.” Another Senator, he from Indiana, whose 
brilliant speech has been heralded by the imperialist press as the 
slogan of twentieth-century Republicanism, makes this declara- 
tion: 

Let mon beware how they employ the term “self-government.” It isa 
sacred term. It is the watchword at the door of the inner temple of liberty, 
for liberty does not always mean self-government. Self-government is a 


method liberty—the highest, simplest, best—and it is acquired only after 
centuries of study and struggle and experiment and instruction and all the 
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elements of the progress of man. Self-government is no base and «., 
thing, to be bestowed on the merely audacious. It is the degree yy) 
crowns the graduate of liberty, not the name of liberty’s infant clas ..), 
have not yet mastered the alphabet of freedom. = Woo 

Ah, Mr. President, has it come to this? If weattacked the j)); 
pino leaders and their followers, those men of affairs, m1, ., 
strong in the faith of the right of men to govern themsely es ,; Poe 
our great example that, although illy armed and without ar... 
lery, it has required 60,000 American troops over a year to jyivn 
them from the field, and even yet they have not surrendered, |)y¢ 
have adopted a guerrilla warfare—if these are not fit for cajr. 
government under our kindly tutelage, let me ask of those Roy),). 
licans here who in part are responsible for it, and who w. re and 
are now in absolute sympathy with it, how dared they give +), 
control of the Southern States into the hands of negroes as being i; 
not only to govern themselves but also to govern white men? [ow 
dared you doit? If the Aga say are children, what were and arg 
the ex-slaves of the South? How dared Republicans appeal to thy, 
Northern masses to compel.the South to grant the negroes a 
free i and a fair count when it involved negro rule pure and 
simple 

One Sunday morning, while stopping over in Indianapolis, ¢}, 
beautiful capital of the Senator's State, I walked out to take somo 
exercise, and had pee ong a little distance from the hotel whey 
I came on a square which the street entered at the corner, ani jy 
the center of itis one of the most artistic and beautiful structures 
in stone I have ever seen—the State’s monument to its dea go}. 
diers, costing, I am told, something in the neighborhood of a )y)jJ- 
lion dollars. I eee and read on one side, chiseled into tho 
stone, this legend: 

TO INDIANA'S SILENT VICTORS, WAR FOR THE UNION, 1361-1965, 


129 regiments of volunteer infantry. .....-.-..----00--s+00---------02--- 178 
14 regiments of volunteer Cavalry... .......ccccccccee serccecceencseee--.- 2 
27 regiments of volunteer artillery... ................ccccecnveccecss-- 2... 
DaGieen, CORMRCSES TR GRD TIOUG 5 occnsccncccveccdectvetssoceccesc........ 


Total Indiana volunteers engaged in battle....................... 210,497 


Killed and died: 
ComOR GERRI nc concincthidcietibiwocecs casseépedece oo..-- ‘. 6h 
Noncommissioned officers and enlisted men........................ 23, 764 


et Ie hain Fic ak psec enscd itn dd Teocadenecece..... 24, 416 


For the purpose of comparison I will give the figures from my 
own State of South Carolina: Total number of officers and men 
who volunteered, 71,083; died in battle, died from disease, died in 
prison—total, 15,495. 

I took the trouble to compare the patriotism of the two sides to 
the quarrel as evinced by their willingness to die for what they 
fought. The voting population of South Carolina in 1460 was 
60,000—that is, those 21 years of and white. We put into the 
field 11,000 more men than we had voters. Indiana’s voting pop- 
ulation was 300,000 in round numbers. Ninety thousand of her 
voters or their substitutes did not volunteer. They were not 
needed, 1 suppose. Now for the deaths. The percentage of 
deaths in Indiana was 11}; in South Carolina, 22, nearly double. 

I will make no comment on this, Mr. President, other than to 
remark that I believe the men on both sides thought they were 
right, and the South Carolinians, true to their State motto, 
‘‘Animis opibusque parati,” ‘‘ Ready with our lives and fortunes,” 
died for their convictions. No man can do more, and I pity the 
narrow soul who would charge them with my. | rebels or trait- 
ors. As did South Carolina and Indiana, so did they all. The 
embattled South met the embattled North, and the issue was 
thought to be settled. 

That issue, as I have stated, was whether all men are created 
free and equal, including the negro. But for that there would 
have been no secession; but for that there would have been no 
war. Therefore, while I have acknowled, in the fullest sense 
that the Union sentiment caused the Northern people to pour out 
their blood like water to maintain it, do not forget that the issue 
was the gor of man and liberty in the Union. Is the question 
settled? Did the 24,000 men from Indiana who offered up their 
lives for the Union and liberty believe that in thirty-five years the 
—~ and the men of the party whose by oo they died for 
would come back to believe with Stephen A. Douglas that the 
‘* Declaration of Independence was intended only for white men?” 

Did they believe that Lincoln’s famous utterance, ** The Union 
can notexist half slave and half free,” would be forgotten, and that 
we would have Senators here contending for the right of Congress 
to govern indefinitely in absolutism 10,000,000 people under a form 
of government that is to be ‘‘simple and strong,” a government of 
force resting on principles and ideas entirely foreign to those for 
which Lincoln died? Were the fruits of the war mere Sodom 
apples, to be turned to ashes on our lips within the generation of 
the men who fought in that struggle—men who were as earnest, 
honest, and patriotic in sustaining the Government as any men 
a Have we got Sodom apples as the fruit of that great 
con 

Are the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to be 
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n their essence because they have failed of their pur- 
«os in the South? Are they for home use only? Is the flag to 
= ome again a “ flaunting lie” and float over a military despot- | 

: first in the Philippines and later at home? Was the memo- 
= 1. conflict between slavery and freedom useless? Have we 
va ad nothing? Is the commercial greed which dominates in 
or councils and coerces the President to do his bloody and hor- 
rible work to make of the Constitution a new “league with death 
ond a covenant with hell” in the interest of oppression akin to 
= > ery? In order to do all these things must we ‘‘camp outside 
the Constitution” and give the old interpretation of the Southern 
taveholders to the Declaration of Independence, and nullify all 
precedents and decisions of our Supreme Court? Did this nation 
Per up of its best and bravest upon the altar of liberty the biood 
of seven hundred thousand men and spend and destroy five bil- 
lions of treasure that we might have a ‘‘ government of the peo- 

le, by the people, for the people,” to find that in the brief span of 
a man’s life the sacrifice was vain, the civil war a mistake, and 
that the colored race has no rights we are bound to respect at 
home or abroad ? ‘ s 

Says the Book, “‘O ye hypocrites, ye hypocrites!” 

Hitherto the South has enjoyed a monopoly in and the odium of 
shooting and hanging menof the colored race. Have the Northern 
people grown envious and dothey seek toemulateourexample? The 
South has had no choice, and much of the blood of negroes shed 
by white men is the direct result of the attempt to place that race 
in control of our Southern States. The irrepressible conflict be- 
tween liberty and slavery destroyed slavery, but it has left to the 
South an irrepressible conflict between intelligence and igno- 
rance, between vice and virtue, between barbarism and civiliza- 
tion. Weinherited our race problem. You are going out wan- 
tonly in search of yours and of the nation’s. The sins of our 
fathers are being visited on the children to the third and fourth 
generation. The ill consequences of having been bred in an 
atmosphere of slavery clings to us like the shirt of Nessus in our 
attempt to throw off the yoke and go forward with progress. But 
nave we not enough of debased and ignoble people in our midst 
that we skould seek by conquest, without any right other than a 
shadowy one, to incorporate 10,000,000 more colored peoples? 

If the North is jealous of the South’s ‘‘ bad eminence ” in the mur- 
der of colored people, is it not strange, is is not passing strange that 
almost the only protest against this infamous policy of the Presi- 
dent comes from men from the South who are representatives of 
their States in this Chamber? We know whereof wespeak. We 
are in contact with the race question at close quarters and have 
been and willhave tocontinueto be. You knownot what you do. 

We are tied to the ‘‘ body of death,” represented by the presence 
in ovr midst of a debased and ignorant race. We are doing the 
best we can, Can we incorporate a larger number without in- 
creasing the danger to our institutions, especially when it is boldly 
asserted they are not fit for self-government? Is there any reason 
either in policy or in morals why the already hard task and hope- 
less future of the blacks of the South, the burdens under which 
they bend, should be increased by having the ‘‘sullen, silent peo- 
ples” of the East brought into direct competition with them in 
the cultivation of cotton, rice, and other subtropical products? 
Do the imperialists a at no shrine except that of Mammon? 

{mean you men who believe in this new policy. Is the dream 
of empire in the East and of the wealth that is to flow into our 
coffers therefrom to drive the nation onward in its downward 
course, unchecked by any memories of the past, without any 
= for the rights and interests of our own people, black or 
white; 

_In the rice and sugar industries in Lonisiana and South Caro- 
lina the labor, which represents three-fourths of the cost, is black, 
and it is these men who will suffer most. 

The Senator from Indiana would have the subjugation of the 
Filipinos thoroughly performed. His heart is hard as flint, al- 
thorgh his face is as tender as that of a smiling girl. Personally 
I know he is a genial and pieasant gentleman, a man whom | like, 
and he comes from a State where there are such monuments to 
the dead who offered up their lives for liberty as should be an 
inspiration for the love of liberty, and I say it is astounding, Mr. 
President, that aman coming from such a State should dare get 
up here and offer such a scheme of government for any people 
anywhere under the Stars and Stripes as he did. 

! beg you to remember that he did not trust that marvelous 
memory of his, because we all know, at least those of us who 
have made speeches—and we sometimes talk ourselves—that 
those flowing periods and those beautiful sentences and that 
rhetorical beauty and finish and glitter did not come from any 
Well into which he can dip a bucket and draw it out at will. 


|Laughter. } 
me to be followed. Heread it, mind you, 


nullified i 





Listen to the pr 


showing that he either had not had time to commit it to memory 
or he wanted to be exactly sure of every word. Announcing, as 
he did, that he was doing f 


at the request of men at both ends of 
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this Capitol and leading Republicans everywhere, knowing that 
the papers had stated that he had conferred with the President 
time and again, I say his theory or his plan of government stands 
and will continue to stand as that which the Republican party 
proposes for the government of the Philippines. 

say, further, that while he was candid enough to throw off all 
disguise, having been a baby or having been born during the war, 
and remembering nothing aboutitexcepta vague and indefiniteidea 
of glory, never having been throughit, even in part (although I was 
not in the army, I know what there was iu mycountry in the way 
of suffering and tears and blood), he, Isay, came here at the end 
of the nineteenth century, when we are blossoming, so to speak, 
for a new fruitage; and what is it that he offers us in the way of 
government? Listen. I can notconceive that anyof you caught 
the full import unless you have studied it: 

And so our Government must be simple and strong. Simple and strong! 
The meaning of those two words must be written in every line of Philippine 
legislation, realized in every act of Philippine administration. A Philippine 
office in our Department of State; an American governor-general in Manila, 
with power to meet daily emergencies; possibly an advisory council with no 
power except that of discussing measures with the governor-general, which 
council would be the germ for future legislatures, a school in practical Gov- 
ernment; American lieutenant-governors in each province, with a like coun 
cil about him; if possible, an American resident in each district and a like 
council grouped about him; frequent and unannounced visits of provincial 
governors tothe districts of their province; periodical reports to the gov- 
ernor-general; an American board of visitation to make semiannual trips to 
the archipelago without power of suggestion or interference to officials or 
people, but only to report and recommend to the Philippine office of our 
State Department: a Philippine civil service, with promotion for efficiency: 
the abolition of duties on exports from the Philippines; the establishment of 
import duties on a revenue basis, with such discrimination in favor of Ameri- 
can imports as will prevent the cheaper goods of other nations from destroy- 
ing American trade; a complete reform of local taxation on a just and scien- 
tific basis, beginning with the establishment of a tax on land according to its 
assessed value; the minting of abundant money for Philippine and Oriental 
use; the granting of franchises and concessions upon the theory of develop- 
ing the resources of thearchipelago, and therefore not by sale, but upon par- 
ticipation in the profits of the enterprise 

A new socialism— 
the formation of a system of public schools everywhere, with compulsory 
attendance rigidly enforced: the establishment of the English language 
throughout the islands, teaching it exclusively in the schools and using it, 
through interpreters, exclusively in the courts; a simple civil code and a still 
simpler criminal code, and both common to all the islands except Sulu, Min 
danao, and Paluan— 

These latter, I suppose, belong to the Sultan of Sulu. 

bought his allegiance— 
American judges for all but smallest offenses; gradual, slow, and careful 
introduction of the best Filipinos into the working machinery of the gov 
ernment; no promise whatever of the franchise until the people have been 
prepared for it; all this backed by the necessary force to execute it. This 
outline of government the situation demands as soon as tranquillity is 
established. Until then military government is advisable. 

And I ask Senators to remember the description he gave of 
Aguinaldo and see how he fits the place of governor-general, and 
he had already organized just such a governmentin many respects. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcort], who took issue with 
the Senator from Indiana the other day, committed himself to this 
ee sere in general terms. While criticising our young friend 
ne recognized the necessity for force. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER], who had a bill introduced which I read, turns 
the whole thing over to the President, and as to Congress, we 
know he has got no use for us in carrying on the Government. 
It does not matter, because we obey orders anyhow—at least Sen- 
ators on the other side do. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, if you will take that scheme, that plan, that 
outline, and analyze it, what is the first thought that will come to 
your mind? That Neroor Caligula prepared it as a memorandum 
for a Roman general sent to govern a newly conquered province, 
Under such a scheme of despotism, backed by force, you have sol- 
diers at every turn, to be supported by the people here, and, Mr. 
President, that scheme is the one that will be followed unless the 
American people shall rise in their wrath, like Uncle Sam did at 
the Gridiron dinner Saturday night, and march up to the new 
——— Mr. McKinley, and take his crown and purple robe off, 
and tell him it is time for this foolishness to stop. It is time for 
this foolishness to stop, Mr. President. It never ought to have 
started. But there is time yet for us to retrace our steps. 

In addition to this scheme outlined by the Senator from Indiana 
with such fullness. and to show whither we are drifting, | sawin 
yesterday’s paper that the Committee on Puerto Rico had decided 
that wherever in the bill before this body for the government of 
that island the word “constitution ” occurs, it was to be stricken 
out, and that law, if it becomes a law, will allow those people to 
be governed by Congress, and the guaranties of the Constitution 
are to remain in acondition of paralysis. Why? Puerto Rico has 
not been in insurrection! Puerto Ricoeven stood Spain’s tyranny 
without complaint, and its ee are peaceful and obedient. 
What is the matter with Puerto Rico? 

I do not know, but from the source that the amendment came I 
judge that there is tobacco raised in Puerto Rico, and that there is 
some similar tobacco raised in Connecticut, and that is the reason 
the Constitution shall not be extended over Puerto Rico. I will be 
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obliged if some one will tell me where Congress getssuch power. I 
have been innocent and foolish enough to think that whatever the 
United States bought or conquered belonged to it and came under 
the flag and the Constitution both; but the Constitution will not 
apply to Puerto Rico if this committee has its way. The reason 
is that under the Constitution, if the Supreme Court does not re- 
trace its steps, our excises and taxes must be uniform everywhere 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, and therefore we can 
not put a tariff against Puerto Rican tobacco for the protection of 
the Connecticut seed leaf. 

Mind you, that is a mere guess. I hope I will not do anybody 
from Connecticut any wrong in charging that this scheme ema- 
nated there. It is certainly a startling proposition, and Puerto 
Rico is to be governed just as Spain governed it. 

According to the best reports, we have already done to death 
any where from 50,000 to 100,000 Filipinos—men, women, and chil- 
dren. If Otis’s dispatches are even approximately correct, the 
number will exceed the larger figure. 

Mr. President, is it any source of satisfaction to those who gave 
the President the excuse for this war, who backed him in it, to 
know, as I will now tell them, that during the three hundred 
years of Spanish domination the Spaniards never put to death one- 
half that number? Yet the President proclaims that it is the 

yrovidence of God and in the interest of liberty, law, and order. 
{ recall the famous saying, I do not know who was the author of 
it, probably it may have been Suwarrow, that ‘order reigns in 
Warsaw.” 

It was a dispatch sent, I think, to the Empress Catherine; if 
not, it could have been. Order in Warsaw meant that that de- 
voted city had been taken by assault; that it lay in ashes, or the 
largest proportion of it, and that nearly all of its inhabitants, 
men, women, and children, had been put tothe sword. We have 
heard that order reigns in Iloilo. We know that once flourishing 
city, a large proportion of it, is now in ashes; and in many parts 
of the Philippine Islands there is no description at all adequate 
or that will give us a clear idea of the situation better than that 
contained in Byron's line: 

He makes a solitude and calls it peace. 


Now, here is the most astonishing part. I do not know that I 
ought to say anything about it after the crushing answer of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I have to do it to 
round out my thought. The Senator from Indiana, after giving 
us the outline of the plan of government for these islands, said: 

Such a government will have its effect upon us here in America, too. 
Model administration there will be an example created by ourselves for 
model administration here; and our own example is the only one Americans 
ever heed. It is not true that charity begins at home. Selfishness begius 
there; but charity begins abroad and ends in its full glory in the home. It 
is not true that perfect government must be achieved at home before admin- 
istering it abroad; its exercise abroad is a suggestion, an example, and a 
stimulus for the best governmentat home. It is as if we projected ourselves 
upon a living screen and beheld ourselves at work. 

The government we set up, this despotism ae by bayonets, 
is to be a school in which Americans will learn how to govern so 
well they will be brought back to improve on our own boasted 
self-government. . 

The Senator quotes Scripture. We are urged as follows: 

Cast thy bread upon the waters, and after many days it shall return unto 


ou 
7 With what measure ye mete, it shall be measured to you again. 


We are going to measure out good government or this kind of 
overnment, and we are to receive it back to us after many days. 
have heard somewhere that ‘‘ the devil can quote Scripture tor 

his purpose,” and, Mr. President, even I can quote Scripture for 
my purpose. [Laughter.] ‘‘And verily, verily, I say unto you,” 
Senator from Indiana, ‘‘ that ye can not gather grapes from thorns 
nor figs from thistles,” and if ye mete out d tism and bayonet 
rule to those unfortunate people, that rule will come back to you 
again as sure as there is a God in heaven who watches over the 
destinies of peoples. The despotism of rule by the bayonet can 
not come to us through any foreign foe. We are too strong for 
any nation—for any combination of nations—to dare attack us. 

We read in history that the Roman Empire traveled this path 

of glory and universal control over the nations of the world; that 
the liberties of the people disappeared at the center and the empire 
rotted at the core. We read that the Roman cohorts and legions 
which were sent to maintain Roman authority in Germany, in 
Dalmatia, in Asia Minor, in Spain, in Gaul, in England, in Africa, 
in Egypt, occasionally returned and got together and put the em- 
perorship up at auction to the highest bidder so as to have money 
with which to gratify their lusts. ‘Old age, sickness, death, and 
hell” are believed by some men to be the destiny of everybody ex- 
cept themselves. History and historical illustration and the les- 
sons which may be obtained by reading carefully the course of 
other nations are not for our Republic. This one has a charmed 
life; it can not go that way. So gentlemen seem to think. 

Mr. President, what have we got right now? We have men, 

liberty-loving and free-born American citizens, under the throttle 
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of the Army of the United States in Idaho, and any other s;.... 
this Union is liable at any moment to undergo the same ex)-,., 
Our danger lies in fami on citizens to uphold a 
and a military ten int 


that large standing army will afford the meansand the ter)... 
to use it for a similar p h : 
along and our rottenness and corruption will have gone far ;),,.,, 
tomake us look on quietly in one part of the country while th. ,,;) 
is being despotically governed by military rule. 


Britain’s armies overran the entire State of South Carolina 
the mountain to the sea; when there was not a foot of territor 
that was not occupied by British troops and all the Whivs }),,j ; 
hide in the woods or to cross over into North Carolina or jy; 
Georgia; when Marion, the “Swamp Fox,” and Sumter, tho 
‘‘Gamecock,” and the other men who fought and continued {5 
fight were hiding out and making their little expeditions acains 
the redcoats with 30, 40, or 100 men, they were guerrillas. They 
were like these Tagals. : 


programme 
tree of know. 
from Spanish rule is my definition of Tagal liberty—having, as | 
say, had that taste, are they going to quietly subside and becoing 
the ceagle, cowardly, 

were be 
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ose islands, the inevitahjo,.... 


uence of which isa large standing army with which to d, ;; 


here when some future Cwsar ..,.. 


ther 
That has been the history of every republic of the past. \\o) of 


the North, you have never lived under a carpetbag govern). 
propped by bayonets, as 1 have, and seen negro militia mar ’ 
your door threatening the lives of your wives and children. y, a 
do not know what it is to have on rule. God for) 

ever should. But are we going to 

pines? Is the conquest of those islands going to be perfect: 
is some talk that now they will hang these scattered bands if ¢),., 
catch any of them, those guerrillas, and it is said that ¢) 
mere robbers. 


‘h by 


l yo 
ave any peace in the Philip. 


Chere 
ey are 
Why, Mr. President, during the Revolutionary war, when (roa; 


from 


y 
0 


ito 


Is it proposed that we shall forgeteverything of our own history 


that is noble and ennobling in order to carry out this damna)je 


? The Tagals having once tasted of the fruit of the 
, having had a taste of liberty—and freedom 


ul, submissive creatures that they 
ore 
All history teaches us to the contrary. Bruce and Wallace in 


Scotland, Tell in Switzerland, William of Orange in Holland. 
Kosciusko in Poland, the only one who failed, and last but not 
least—no, possibly the 
his little band of tch in South Africa give the lie to the propo- 
sition that these men will quietly submit and become the abject 
slaves even of the great 

liberty. — want their own liberty, worse t 


test of them all—Oom Paul Kruger and 


nited States. They do not want our 
ours though it 


remembering that the death of Leonidas and his 


800 spartans inspired the Greeks with such courage that althouch 
the struggle seemed hopeless and very few of the Grecian confed- 
erates were willing even to 
with the few auxiliaries i _ deathless example, fought 
the battle of Marathon and drove 

their number, back to Asia. 


the fight, the Athenians, 
Persian hordes, twenty times 
Nobody expects the Tagals to drive us out. They do not know 


the hopelessness of attempting to get their freedom. No brave 
people ever did calculate as to whether 
and no brave e ever wi 


they would win or not, 
Right here I want to say that the blood of the American soldiers 


is as dear to me as anybody. I pity, from the bottom of my soul, 
the officers and men of the American Army who are out there do- 
ing this dirty work because have to er 

to believe, and I do believe, with Byron 


orders. But | love 


Troaieu's bettie once begun. 
bleeding sire to 
Tho’ baffled oft is ever won. rey 


Mr. President, as one who loves liberty and loves his «ountry 


and believes that its true greatness lies in clinging to the ideals of 
our fathers, I protest 
Let us be rid of the dangers and pitfalls that lie in the course we 
are pursuing. 

founders of our 


the continuance of this unholy war. 
Let us remain true to the 


Government. 

What is it our duty to do? stop this war, How? Sy 
telling those people that we do not want to have them governed 
after ourmethods. By cone tothem, ‘‘Come together and piece 
up the ones or any other you now want. \\e 
will warn Europe all other depredators off your shores.” 

That will be some recompense. Wecan protect them against 
outside interference. Wecan retain whatever territory we ™y 
— a — station. en make a com with — 
w would give us tages we t or need in 
the way of cummanen. Wouentl have done this a ago much 
easier than we can now, but it is not too late to do right. [tis 
never too late todo right. If we do not, if we continue our bloody 
tyrannical course, if we say to them you must submit to the last 
man, and there must not bea man left in those islands who ‘le 
clares or claims that he is not a subject of the United States, we 
may establish peace, 


precepts of the great 


? ay ; 
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_ , suppress and repress and continue to kill and 

: — ae We had no right there at the begin- 
er at -] mean in the way we have undertaken. We captured 
area from Spain, and that we had title to. Spain ceded it to 
= We can retain it if we want to in law and in morals. But 
the balance of the islands are not ours, and they never were ours 
a ny legal aspect or sense. I repeat what I have already said, 
‘hat ‘¢ the civil war was not a mistake, if it was not a hideous 
; “ der and crime, let us stop; because if that war was for freeing 
the slave and establishing in this Government the principle that 

~ ality and liberty in the Union were its purposes, this Filipino 
= is a war of conquest and nothing else, and is a crime in the 
sight of God and man. [Applause in the galleries. } 

‘During the delivery of Mr. TrLLMan’s speech, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Raw ins inthechair). Will 
the Senator from South Carolina suspend for a moment? The 
Chair lays before the Senate, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside to allow the Senator from South Carolina 
to finish his spear , . ome 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that order 

rill be made. 
" Mr. TILLMAN. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. 

After the conclusion of Mr. TrLLMAN’s speech, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Elkins, McBride, Rawlins, 
Allen, Fairbanks, McEnery, Ross, 
Allison, Foraker, McLaurin, Scott, 
Bacon, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Bate, Gallinger, Martin, Spooner, 
Berry, Hanna. Mason, Stewart, 
Beveridge, Hansbrough, Money, Taliaferro, 
Butler, arris, Nelson, Teller, 
Chilton, Hawley, Penrose, Thurston, 
Clark, Mont. Heitfeld, Perkins, Tillman, 
Clay. Kean, Pettus, Turner, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Proctor, Wellington, 
Davis, Quarles, Wetmore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-six Senators have an- 

swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 
GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimons consent to take from the 
table for a moment the bill which I introduced some time ago in 
relation to the ee 

The PRESID. protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 

asks unanimous consent to take from the table a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 
_ The Secretary. A bill (S. 2355) relative to the suppression of 
insurrection in and to the government of the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked that that bill might lie upon the table 


when it was introduced, intending to call it up and submit to the 
Senate some observations upon it and upon the general subject. I 

een requested to have the bill referred to the Committee on 
the Philippines. Iask,therefore, that it be soreferred. lintend, if: 
I may be permitted to say so, at an early day, when consistent 
with the convenience of the Senate, to address the Senate upon the 
general subject, but I can do so upon some of the pending resolu- 


have been 


tions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

be referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. DAVIS, I 
consideration of executive business. 
_ The motion was 
sideration of execu 


in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MARY STOTSENBURG, 
Mr. ALLEN, I 
eration of the bill (S. 
berg. 


Without objection, the bill will 


renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 


to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
ve business. After thirty-five minutes spent 


ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
2052) granting a pension to Mary Stotsen- 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 6, 
after the name ‘‘ Mary,” to strike out ‘‘Stotsenberg” and insert 




















‘* La Tourrette Stotsenburg;” and in line 7, after the name “John 
M.,” to strike out ‘‘ Stotsenberg” and insert ‘‘Stotsenburg;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary La Tourrette 
Stotsenburg, widow of the late Col. John M. Stotsenburg, of the First Ne- 
braska Volunteer Infantry, in the year 1898, and pay her a pension of $) per 


month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension 
to Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg.” 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that twenty 
minutes may now be given to the consideration of unobjected 
pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that twenty minutes may now be given 
to the consideration of pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr, COCKRELL. nobjected cases, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unobjected pension bills on 
the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

JAMES H. LATHAM. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will, with the understanding that it will 
not be taken from the twenty minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (S, 6) 
for the relief of James H. Latham may be now considered, A 
similar bill passed the Senate at the last session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I give notice that after this bill is passed I 
shall object to any bill on the Calendar except the regular order. 
There are forty or fifty bills on the Calendar which have passed 
Congress heretofore, and we must take them in their order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Con- 
necticut? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It directs the Secretary of War to 
revoke the order dismissing James H. Latham from service as a 
captain of the Twenty-first Regiment of Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and to issue a certificate of honorable discharge for 
him, to date from the 14th day o. June, 1865; and provides that 
Latham shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honor- 
ably discharged from the military service of the United States on 
the date above mentioned. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first pension bill, under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, will be stated. 


MARY JACKMAN,. 
or 


The bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to Mary Jackman was 
announced as the first case in order on the Calendar, and was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary Jackman, dependent mother of 
James M. Jackman, late of Company E, First Regiment Heavy 
Artillery, New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA P, QUINT. 


The bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
Quint was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Rebecca P. Quint, widow 
of Alonzo H. Quint, late chaplain of the Second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOUISE DONATH. 

The bill (S. 35) granting a pension to Louise Donath was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Louise Donath, permanently helpless 
and dependent child of John G, Donath, late a hospital steward in 
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the military service of the United States, and to pay her a pension 

of $12 per month, payable to her legally constituted guardian. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE V. ENGLISH. 


The bill (S. 839) granting an increase of pension to Caroline V. 
English, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas C, English, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word “ provisions,” to insert ‘‘and 
limitations;” so as to make the bill read: 





Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline V. English, widow 
of Lieut. Col. Thomas C. English, Second United States Infantry, and pay her 


a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the pension she 1s now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Caroline V. English.” 


CHARLES L. GREEN, 


The bill (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Green was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Charles L. Green, late of 
Company A, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. RANDALL, 


The bill (S, 2368) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon 
the pension roll the name of Mary A. Randall, dependent mother 
of Frank B. Randall, late chief engineer of the U. 8. revenue cut- 
ter McCulloch, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN STRATTON, 


The bill (S, 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Susan Stratton, dependent mother 
of Edward P. Stratton, late of aay, K, Sixth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALICE 8, JORDAN, 


The bill (S. 1718) granting an increase of pension to Alice S. 
Jordan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Alice 8. Jordan, widow of 
John W. Jordan, late paymaster in the United States Navy, and 
to pay her a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY ELLEN BESSOM,. 


The bill (S. 240) granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “ daughter,” to insert ‘‘in- 
valid and dependent;” in line 9, after the word ‘‘her,” to insert 
‘‘a pension at the rate of;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘ twelve,” and in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘month,” to strike out the letter ‘“‘a” and 
insert ‘‘ per;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nanc eu Bessom, invalid 
and dependent daughter of James F. Bessom, d , late a private in Com- 
pany C, Eighth Regiment Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


LOUISA M, WRIGHT. 
The bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of pension to Louisa M. 
Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JANUARY 29, 


The first amendment was, in line 6, after the name “ \, 
to strike out ‘‘ deceased,” and, in line 7, after the word «|,;.°; 
strike out ‘‘ brigadier-general ” and insert ‘‘major-general-” |, .. 
to read: ; ™ 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authori 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and |i, t 
of the pension laws, the name of Louisa M. Wright, widow of H... 
Wright, late major-general and Chief of Engineers, United States ,, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word “dollars,” jy |j, 
to strike out “one hundred” and insert ‘‘fifty;” in the same | 
after the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘a” and insert ‘ per 
in the same line, after the word “‘ month,” to strike out « j; 
of the pension she is now receiving;” so as to read: 


And grant her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the original bill provided . 
hundred dollars a month, and this as it stands is a House amen, 


ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; a Senate amendment. The };j 
recently been reported from the Senate Committee. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Then the Senate committee, tomy sorrow, ents 
it down to $50. Horatio G. Wright was a very distinguished 04. 
cer, and his widow is, I think, 80 years old or more, with limiteq 
means. I think the Congress of the United States would do itself 
justice by leaving the bill as it originally was, providing a pension 
of a hundred dollars a month instead of giving to an old lady for 
the few years that remain to her a pension of $50 a month only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeiny to 
the amendment as stated. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the amendment may be rejected. [t 
reduces the pension from a hundred dollars to fifty dollars. 

ne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, before the word “dollars.” strike 
out ‘‘one hundred” and insert “ fifty;” after the word “dollars” 
strike out “‘a” and insert ‘‘per,” and after the word “month” 
—— out ‘in lieu of the pension she is now receiving;” so as to 
read: 


And grant her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. BERRY. Ishould like toask the Senator from Connecticut 
if there are not a number of widows of other officers of the same 
rank that this officer held who get only $50? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that there are, but I do not 
think that the cases are so strong as this is. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that I can 
see no reason why one lady should be selected out of a class and 

iven a hundred dollars a month while others whose husbands 
re the same rank in the war and rendered the same service, at 
least rendered the best service they could, receive fifty. I think 
it is unjust, unfair, and there is no reason init. I think the com- 
mittee were right about it when they cut it down to $50, and the 
Senate one: to ratify the action of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not knowof any widows of major-generals 
whose pensions have been cut down and kept at $50. This was a 
very distinguished officer, who rendered great service. His wife 
is over 80 My of age and of limited means. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what, under the law, is the pension for the widow of a 


ae 
tr. GALLINGER. Under the law, $30; but Mrs. Wright was 
unable to get that at the Bureau. She is not pensionable at all 
under the general law, her husband not having died of pension- 
able disabilities. 

Mr. BERRY. So that under the law she is really entitled tono 
pension? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY, But the pension of a major-general’s widow 


$30. 
~ har airmen Yes, sir; provided she has a pensionable 


sta 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me that ought to be conclusive. _ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Her claim was rejected at the Pension Office 
because it can not be said that her husband’s death was due to 
disease incurred in the service, 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He lived toa very respectable age—something 
like 80 years, I believe. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Eighty years. 

Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this case much, and shall 
not, but I a want to say to the Senate that the Committee on 
Pensions has before it a very serious problem in the matter of 
granting large pensions to general officers and the widows of gen- 
eral officers. I have heretofore expressed myself in regard to what 
I think was improvident legislation a few years ago, whereby 
very large pensions were granted to certain widows, and which 
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‘ia widows of general officers to feel that they can 
has I ‘= a pretty much what they ask for. : 7 
ag HAWLEY. The Senator will pardon me. He is speaking 

ae ons of two or three thousand dollars a year, I suppose. 
of pensio°R LINGER. Well, Mr. President, a hundred dollars a 
month. There are & ood many of those. at ie 

Everybody admits t at General Wright wasa very distinguished 

sicer; there is no question at all about it. The committee has 
o a scertained the precise amount of property Mrs. Wright has, 
= oe have taken the word of her friends that she has not much 
early. The fact is, we are giving this lady by this proposed 
‘ension act a gratuity of $50 a month. 

Myr. HAWLEY. Agratuity? = - 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thin it is right to say that it is a gra- 
tuity, inasmuch as she has no pensionable status. If,on the other 
hand, we should increase the pension of another officer's widow 
from $30 under the general law she having a status there, to $75, 
che would only get $45a month. Pass the pending bill at $100, 
and it will be utterly impossible for this committee to resist the 
importunities which are coming to me every day in my committee 
room and in my hotel and on the street of a large class of worthy 
widows, whose husbands gave distinguished services to the Gov- 
ernment in the Army, and we will be forced to amend our rules 
and to grant the same rate of pension to all widows under similar 
ircumstances. 
re nsjopted a rule in the last Congress, Mr. President, that this 
committee would not report a pension for any widow at a higher 
rate than $50 a month. Of course the Senate in its wisdom can 
overrule the committee and grant a hundred dollars a month to 
this particular widow if it chooses to do it, but, representing the 
committee, I am bound to say I hope the Senate will not do it, and 
I shall have to vote against the proposition made by the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do hope that the Senate 
will stand by the Committee on Pensions in this matter. I be- 
lieve the position they have taken is fair, and reasonable, and just; 
and to my certain knowledge if you transgress the limit of $50 a 
month, you will have hundreds upon hundreds of cases here de- 
manding the higher rate, and I for one shall feel that it will be 
my duty to advocate them at a hundred dollars a month just as 
much as thisone. You can not make fish of one and something 
else of another. The Committee on Pensions have deliberately 
settled upon this. We maintained that position during the last 
Congress; and if it is maintained ashort time longer, we will have 
none of these applications and we will not have the heartburning 
that we have throughout the length and breadth of this land on 
the part of widows, helpless and dependent, who are at the wash- 
tub making their living, and who say it is a crime that these 
ladies in comparatively comfortable circumstances shall be paida 
hundred dollars a month and they paid the little pittance of eight 
or twelve dollars. . 

I tell you it is creating an intense feeling in this country, and I 

have had letter after letter in regard to it. But I have stood by 
the Committee on Pensions. If the Senate will continue to stand 
by them, I will do so; but if the bars are to be torn down, then 
grab and take ev g you can get. 
_ Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if this rule is go- 
ing to be rigidly enforced now, after all these years, it is very 
unfortunate for the widow of this major-general. There have 
been plenty of pensions granted over and over again by the Senate 
where there was not the real merit that should govern this case— 
pensions of a hundred dollars to the widows of Army officers, 

General Wright was indeed a very distinguished officer of the 
Army, much more so than in the case of many pensions of a 
hundred dollars which have been granted to widows in times past. 
He was in command of the Sixth Army Ny ps and I think I do 
not stop outside of the bounds of truth when I say that it was his 
energy and his remarkable celerity in bringing up the Sixth Army 
Corps through Washington that saved the capital of the country 
from capture by the Confederate troops. 

The history of that is familiar. If it had not been for his unu- 
sual promptness and unusual effort in marching the Sixth Army 
Corps to the relief of Washington and through Weshingten, con- 
fronting the enemy just outside of Washington, the capital of 
re — would, in my judgment, have been in Confederate 
‘ Now, it seems to me that it is a poor time to make a discrimina- 

ion, for it is a tion, between this pension and the pen- 
sions of $100 a month which have been granted heretofore. 

Mr. COC . There have been very few comparatively 
— at $100a month. It has been along time since one has 


ie ALDRIOR tee 

ar. would suggest, as long as this case is liable 

- —_ to discussion more or less prolon d that it be passed over 
or the time being, holding its place on the Calendar, and that we 


take up the uncontested 
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cases on the Calendar of the Senate and 
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dispose of those. It seems to me that that would be the better 
course to pursue, and I make that suggestion to the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is proper. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to make an observation 
before this case is passed over. I am decidedly in favor of sus- 
taining the committee rule. There is a rule adopted by the com- 
mittee that no pension shall exceed $50 a month. Fifty dollars is 
quite a sum of money if it is judiciously used. It will not buy 
many luxuries, but it will buy the necessaries of life. 

The odious distinction that is sought to be thrust upon the bill 
and upon the country by this amendment is not by any means a 
new distinction in this Chamber. Whenever it is sought to in- 
crease a pension beyond its proper proportions, it is always upon 
the argument that the suldier whose widow is to be pensioned was 
a distinguished officer of the Army, as though all men who per- 
formed their duty, whether officers or private soldiers, are not 
properly classified as distinguished men. 

I knew of General Wright only as a historical character. I did 
not serve in the eastern part of the country during the war. I 
knew of him asthe successor, I think, of Sedgwick, after the death 
of that distinguished general. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not doubt, Mr. President, that he was an ex- 
cellent soldier. I do not want anyone to suppose that I would 
question his capacity, or his loyalty, or the character of his serv- 
ices. But, Mr. President, there were other soldiers in the war be- 
sides General Wright who performed their duty equally as well. 
Some of them lost their lives during the service. Their widows are 
not getting a pension of $50a month, and it is not proposed to 
pension them beyond eight or twelve dollars, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, because they happen to be the wives of men 
who were carrying guns and doing the fighting while the other 
man was carrying a sword and doing the directing. 

All soldiers, in my judgment, who performed their duty, from 
the humblest in the ranks to the man in chief who was command- 
ing the army, ought to stand equally before the law; and I hope 
I may never become so old and so feeble in intellect as to reach 
the conclusion that there is a distinction between this deserving 
class of people. We undertake here by these distinctions, these 
distinctions created by statute, to say to the people of this Repub- 
lic that one man by force of the mere fact that he was in command 
of an army is entitled to more recognition at the hands of his 
Government than the men who did his bidding under him. That 
is not right; that is not true. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it not true that General Wright received 
He had the pay of a brigadier-gen- 
Now, do you want to bring suit 


Yes. 


Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, I would leave it to the Sen- 


ator from Connecticut to doa thing so foolish as that; I would 
not do it. 


That seems to be his method of reasoning. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator from Nebraska 
rmit me? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. By the law a lieutenant-colonel’s 


widow gets $30 per month. Does the Senator think there should 
be no distinction as to the amount between the widow of a private 
and the widow of a lieutenant-colonel or a colonel? 


M. ALLEN. If they are equally meritorious, no. Why should 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been the law always that 
If it has gone on a false basis— 

Mr. ALLEN. There have been a great many laws in the his- 
tory of the world that were wrong. I suppose the Senator from 
Connecticut would not repeal a law that has existed for one hun- 
dred years because it had been enacted at one time and was still 
the law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But in all the Senator's service in 
Congress he has introduced no bill to repeal the law which gives 
to a lieutenant-colonel’s widow $30 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I do not want to repeal it, either. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then the Senator thinks there 
should be some distinction? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would bring the pension of the meritorious wife 
of the private soldier up to $30 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the pension proposed in this case is $50 a month under the com- 


mittee report. do not understand him to oppose the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. [am not opposing $50 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘TheSenator favors $50 a month for this widow. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But as I understood the Senator 
from Nebraska, he was saying that there should be no distinction, 
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Mr. ALLEN. There should be none. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Between the widow of a private 
and the widow of a general officer. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can theSenator from Connecticut on my right— 
I do not know whether he is the junior or senior Senator; I have 
never looked up the classification —— 

Mr. HAWLEY. The senior. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can the senior Senator from Connecticut tell me 
why there should be a distinction between the equally meritorious 
wife of an officer and of a private soldier? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The law makes it, and always has made it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The law makes it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Both gentlemen from Connecticut answer that 
the law makes the distinction and always has madeit. The law, 
Mr. President, years ago made it lawful to kill men who had epi- 
lepsy, upon the supposition that they were afflicted with witches, 
Because that law existed I suppose we are to be told that men must 
be still killed for that cause, and that the law shall never be 
changed. * 

The men, Mr. President, who through the enactment of law 
made a distinction between the meritorious wife of a private sol- 
dier and the meritorious wife of an officer did not, in my humble 
judgment, understand their business and were not warranted in 
doing so. 

Mr GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ne- 
braska will permit me, I hope he will agree to let this bill be 


in Company B, Forty-first Wisconsin Volunteers, at the 50 1 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. rate of $50 ; 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readine >.) 
the third time, and passed. Basin. 


JANE M’MAHON, 


The bill (S. 265) ting an increase of pension {, 
ee 3 oe considered as as in svaeutine of the W ho Sa 

roposes to on ro e name of Jane McMajh,, 
ties of poner’ J. 5 acktahom late captain Companie 2g E - 7 
Seventy-first Pennsylvania Infantry, and sergeant, ( om} 
Fifth United States Artillery, and to pay her a pension | ~ 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. g ?y 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen), 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the th), 
and passed. 


' 
1ent 


MARY R. BACON. 


The bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to Mary R. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with ay 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and ince et 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorize, 
directed to aoe on the 3 A roll, 1, subject to the provisions and | 


mite 


Bacon was 


passed over and allow the time to be extended for the considera- Basen, late of Capt. Jenny Jose 2 Hitchin %s company, Maine Milits oarel't 
om of a few more unobjected cases. and pay her a pension at rate of §12 per month em 
r. ALLEN. Iam willing that the bill shall be passed over. The amendment was agreed to. 


Mri GALLINGER, Let the time be extended ten minutes, and 
we can dispose of them, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The twenty minutes which 
were granted for the consideration of pension bills have been 
exhausted. 

Mr. GALLINGER, That ends it on this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Linfer from that remark that it is the desire of 
the Chair that I shall not speak any further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has no right to 
make such an inference. 

Mr. ALLEN. Possibly that is true; possibly I have noright to 


The bill was — to the Senate as amended, and the among 
ment was con 

The bill was nae to be engrossed for a third reading, 4) 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIA M. JOHNSON, 


The bill (S. 1003) granting a ion to Julia M. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 1 an 
a to strike out all after the enacting clause and inser 

tt he Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized an) 4 


debate this bill. ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitation 
Mr. GALLINGER. I spoke simply because there are several | of of the pension ies the name of Sia en eee a Jobs. 2 
bills still on the Calendar pensioning private soldiers and the wid- the’ rate of $30 per —— 
The amendment was 


ows of private soldiers and I ne 0 to get them passed at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to be heard further on this bill, but Ican 
make my remarks at some other time. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the bill will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

a \GALLIN GER, I ask that the time be extended until 5 
oO" CIOcK, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the time allo’ for the consideration of pension 
bills be extended until 5 o’clock, Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The Secretary will report the 
next pension bill on the Calendar. 


WILLIAM H, H. NEVITT, 


The bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Nevitt was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to insert ‘‘subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘Ohio,” to insert ““Volunteer;” in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘Infantry,” to strike out ‘« Volunteers; ” and in 
line 9, before the word “he,” to strike out “the pension” and in- 
sert *‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. H. Ne late a 

»rivate in Company F, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment of Ohio Volun- 


or Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were 


agreed to. 
The bill was —— to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
mo The bill was rdered to be engrossed £ third 
was 0: or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 
MRS, M. A, DENNIS. 
The bill (S. 899) granting an increase of sion to Mrs. M. A, 
Dennis = considered asin an of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the paso ote oe, be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
to on pension roll, subject to the provisions an jim ns 
of the pe laws, the name of Mary ee eae of Elias S. Dennis, 
late States Volunteers, y her a pension at 
lato brigndicr-general, United States Volunteers, and pay » 
Mr. GALLINGER. I movetoamend the amendment by’ insert: 
ing, in line 12, after the word “‘ brigadier,” the words “and brevit 


m: -general.” 

The senasbeiend to the cmentmats wes.agresd to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

ee ee ee Senate as amended, and the amen¢- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, real 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Dennis.” 

HENRIETTA CUMMINS. 


The bill (S. 531) granting a pension to Henrietta pains wa 
considered as in ttee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the roll the name of Henrietta Cummins, widow of \1- 
cen 








agreed to. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- Cummins, late captain of _ H, Seventy-second Res 
ments were concurred in. ment Enrolled’ Missouri Militia, to pay her a pension of *! 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Pet month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. orer 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and }ass«. 
JOHN F, M’MAHON, 


the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM HAMLEY. 
Tho bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to William 


Haml The bill =. 548) ting an increase of n to John F. 
The ill was reported os Seteenies ox Fae with an McMahon oonellered ng ee the Whole: th 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out} Te bill was was reported from tae Coin on on Pensions W' 


amendments, in line 8, after the word **he,” to insert ‘ is:” in the 
same line, after the word “hereby,” to strike out ‘is; 1 |v 
4, after the word wa ” to insert ** subject to the provi jsions 
and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 7, after the word 


“sixty” and insert “ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 


i a tew pane etc., That the Rocoetary of the Intorice bo, andl he fs hess 5 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rorentes bject to z 
and limitations of the pension awa, @he name of William Hamley, late private 


a 
Sram sas 
D erie. 


es 








1900. 


NS 


«Cayalry,” to strike out ‘*subject to the provisions and limita- 
.< of the pension laws;” and in line 9, before the word “he,” 
to strike out “the pension” and insert ‘that;” so as to make the 
o stri 

il] read: ; 
bill + enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

rs ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
ae, mit ations of the pension laws, the name of John F. McMahon, late col- 
and lini nth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pension 
a rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
att rat ? 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NANCY E. NEELY. 

The bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nancy E. Neely, widow of Alexan- 
der Neely, deceased, who was a soldier in Captain Yoacum’s com- 
pany, Tennessee Volunteers, called out for the protection of the 
Sabine frontier in 1836, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the word ‘‘deceased” be stricken out 
in line 6. 

The SECRETARY. 
“deceased.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELLIE KEE, 


The bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellie Kee was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘' Thomas,” to strike out 
“the late,” and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ Company,” to 
insert ‘late of;” so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Ellie Kee, widow of Thomas 
Kee, late of Company F, Seventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ARMINDA D. DAVIS. 

The bill (8, 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D, Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Arminda D. Davis, widow of 
Frank M. Davis, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
— Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VINCENT DE FRIETAS. 

The bill (S. 354) granting a pension to Vincent de Frietas was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Vincent de Frietas, late officers’ 
steward, U.S. S. Vincennes, United States Navy, and to pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H,. COVENTON. 


_The bill (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Coventon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
»oses to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Coventon, 
ate of Company F, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
ped him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
- MARY J. FREEMAN, 
re bill (S. 343) granting a pension to Mary J. Freeman was 
Considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
Great tee Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
aannan fo place ca the pension roll, enbject to the p ons and limita- 
Freeman, lath are ws, the name of J. Freeman, widow of David 
Guard) Tnfam try aa One ho ear y = a hth Ohio gp aay ma 
of that she is mag ze a pension a e rate of $12 per month in lieu 


The amendment was agreed to 


The bill w * : 
ment was ak the Senate as amended, and the amend 


In line 6, after the word ‘“‘ Neely,” strike out 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an in- 


crease of pension to Mary J. Freeman.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the time has expired. I 


move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; ard (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 30, 1900, at 12 


o clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 29, 1 
CONSUL. 


Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 


States at Pernambuco, Brazil, vice Benjamin F. Clark, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Frank S. Huckins, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 


of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of W. F. 


Hardy, whose commission expired December 30, 1899. 
Through error Mr. Huckins was nominated to the Senate and 


confirmed as Fred S. Huckins. 


Samuel H. Hurst, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 


of Ross and State of Ohio, in the place of R. R. Freeman, whose 
commission expires February 13, 1900, 


William H. Mosby, to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the 


county of Bedford and State of Virginia, in the place of A. B. 
Claytor, whose commission expires February 11, 1900, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 
Sergt. Frank I. Otis, Company A, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 


States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 25, 1900, vice 
Elliott, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 
First Lieut. Odus C. Horney, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 


tain, December 8, 1899, vice Ayres, deceased. 


CAVALRY ARM, 
Lieut. Col. Camillo C. C, Carr, Fifth Cavalry, to be colonel, 


January 23, 1900, vice Viele, Fourth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 


Maj. Henry Jackson, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel 


Capt. Henry P. Kingsbury, Sixth Cavalry, to be major, Janu- 


ary 23, 1900, vice Jackson, Third Cavalry, promoted. 


First Lieut. George L. Byram, First Cavalry, to be captain, 


January 23, 1900, vice Kingsbury, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM, 
To be majors. 

Capt. Herbert 5S. Foster, Eighteenth Infantry, November 15, 
1899, vice Gerlach, Twelfth Infantry, retired from active service. 

Capt. John C. Dent, Twentieth Infantry, December 15, 1899, 
vice Davis, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. George K. McGunnegle, Fifteenth Infantry, December 18, 
1899, vice Baldwin, Third Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Edgar B. Robertson, Twentieth Infantry, January 12, 
1900, vice Guthrie, Fifteenth Infantry, deceased. 

Capt. Charles A. Booth, Seventh Infantry, January 15, 1900 
(subject to examination), vice Crowell, Sixth Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

To be captains, 

First Lieut. Harry H. Bandholtz, Seventh Infantry, November 
15, 1899, vice Waring, Second Infantry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Henry T. Ferguson, Thirteenth Infantry, November 
15, 1899, vice Foster, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry G. Learnard, Fourteenth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 15, 1899, vice Hollis, Fourth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. John H. Wholley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 20, 1899, vice Van Liew, Second Infantry, dismissed. 

First Lieut. Peter Murray, Twenty-first Infantry, November 26, 
1899, vice Warwick, Eighteenth Infantry, killed in action. 

First Lieut. Paul A. Wolf, Fourth Infantry, December 2, 1899, 
vice Brereton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Henry G. Lyon, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 15, 1899, vice Kell, Twenty-second Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. George D. Moore, Twenty-third Infantry, Decem- 
ber 15, 1899, vice Dent, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Willis Uline, Twelfth Infantry, December 18, 1899, 
vice McGunnegle, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Ernest B. Gose, Thirteenth Infantry, December 23, 
1899, vice Brett, Twenty-fourth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 
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First Lieut. Charles C. Clark, Fifth Infantry, January 12, 1900, 
vice Robertson, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Vernon A. Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Jan- 
uary 15, 1900, vice Booth, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edmund L. Butts, Fifth Infantry, January 18, 1900, 
vice Steele, Eighteenth Infantry, deceased. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 

Maj. Samuel D, Sturgis, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Volunteers (first lieutenant, Sixth Artillery, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900, vice Barry, who vacates by promotion 
to lieutenant-colonel and assistant adjutant-general, United States 
Army. 

TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT- 

COLONEL, 

Maj. Russell B. Harrison, inspector-general, United States Vol- 
unteers, January 24, 1900, vice Heyl, who vacates by promotion to 
lieutenant-colonel and inspector-general, United States Army. 

TO BE SURGEON WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Maj. Eugene L. Swift, surgeon, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers (captain and assistant surgeon, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900, vice Raymond, resigned. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE CHAPLAIN. 

Rev. Edmund P. Easterbrook (late chaplain Two hundred and 
second New York Volunteers), of New York, January 31, 1900, 
vice Shields, dismissed, to take effect on that date. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 29, 1900. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Peter F. Barclay, of Del Norte, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Charles S. McNichols, of Parker, Ariz., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Colorado River Agency, in Arizona. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, to rank from January 1, 1900. 
Davis C. Anderson, of Ohio, now serving as second lieutenant, 
Fortieth Infantry, United States Volunteers. 
Robert D. Carter, of the District of Columbia. 
Douglas Potts, of the District of Columbia, now serving as pri- 
vate, Troop C, Fourth Cavalry, United States Army. 

Second Lieut. Arthur 8. Cowan, from the infantry arm to the 
cavalry arm, January 12, 1900, with rank from February 16, 1899, 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Alfred 8. Frost, Twenty-second United States Infantry, 
to be paymaster with the rank of major, January 20, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut, John F. B, Mitchell, jr., Twelfth Infantry, Sep- 
tember 20, 1899. 

Second Lieut. James P. Drouillard, Sixth Infantry, September 
80, 1899, 

Second Lieut. Martin L, Crimmins, Eighteenth Infantry, Octo- 
ber 1, 1899. 
. Second Lieut. Marion M,. Weeks, Twenty-first Infantry, Octo- 

er 2, 1899. 

Second Lieut. James M. Love, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, Octo- 
ber 8, 1899. 

Second Lieut. Paul H. McCook, Fifth Infantry, October 10, 1899. 

Second Lieut. Frederick W. Coleman, jr., Thirteenth Infantry, 
October 11, 1899, 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, 
To be quartermaster with the rank of major. 
Capt. George Ruhlen, assistant quartermaster, January 6, 1900. 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. Charles B. Drake, Fifth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 18, 1899. 

Second Lieut. Charles McK. Saltzman, First Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 13, 1899. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 

Maj. Thomas H, Barry, assistant adjutant-general, to be assist- 
ant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, Janu- 
ary 10, 1900, 
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CAVALRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Wirt Davis, Eighth Cavalry, to be colone]_ J... 
10, 1900. , ae 

Maj. James M. Bell, First Cavalry, to be lieutenan: 
January 10, 1900. 

Capt. Samuel L. Woodward, Tenth Cavalry, to be m a 
uary 10, 1900. ae 

First Lieut. Robert E. L. Michie, Second Cavalry, to }, 
January 10, 1900. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER Army. 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. George M. Randall, Eighth Infantry, United State. \ 
January 20, 1900. gs 

Col. James M. Bell, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United States yy 
unteers (lieutenant-colonel Eighth Cavalry, United Stat; : 
January 20, 1900. 

To be quartermaster of volunteers with the rank of ; 

Capt. Robert R. Stevens, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, January 11, 1900. or 
To be assistant surgeon of volunteers with the rank of ¢))/, 

rank from July 5, 1899. 
Frederick Hadra, of Texas. 


ELEVENTH CAVALRY. 

To be lieutenant-colonel, to rank from August 12, 1 

Capt. Charles G. Starr, First United States Infantry. 
To be majors, to rank from August 10, 1899, 

First Lieut. Thomas G. Carson, Fourth United States Cayairy, 
First Lieut. Dennis E. Nolan, Thirteenth United States [nfantry. 
Maj. Hugh T. Sime, First California Volunteers. : 

To be first lieutenants, to rank from August 12, 189). 
Second Lieut. Charles C. Winnia, First Tennessee Volunteers, 
Sergt. Lewis Foerster, Troop K, Fourth United States Cavalry, 

THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. Richard W. Walker, Thirty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Jann- 
ary 11, 1900. 


rmy, 


Ss Army), 


THIRTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 


First Sergt. Walter J. Scott, Company C, Thirty-third Infantry, 
a States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 1), 
1900. 

THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Maj. Ode C. Nichols, Thirty-fourth Infantry. United 

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 10, 1\\()). 
TWENTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Philip 8. Golderman, of New York, to be first lieutenant. July 
5, 1899. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. George T. Langhorne, First United States Cavalry, 
to be captain, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United State: Volun- 
teers, July 5, 1899. 

THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 
Cleveland C. Lansing, of Maryland, to be second lieutenant, 
July 5, 1899. 
THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 
Harry T. Matthews, of California, to be captain, July 5. 15! 
THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Charles N. Clark, Thirteenth Minnesota Volunteers, 
to be captain, Thirty-seventh Infantry, United States Vo!unteers, 
July 5, 1899. 

FORTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

Augustus B. Warfield, of New York, to be second lieutenant, 
August 17, 1899, 

FORTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 

Frederick L. Dengler, late first lieutenant, First Arkansas V«'- 
unteers, to be second lieutenant, Forty-fourth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, August 17, 1899. 

FORTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY. 

os William H. Allen, Troop A, Ninth United States Cavalry, 
to be first lieutenant, Forty-eighth Infantry, United States \olum 
teers, September 9, 1899, 

FORTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Charles McG, Sweitzer, Company B, Forty-fifth Infan- 
try, nited States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Janus!y 
, 
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ELEVENTH CAVALRY. 
To be second lieutenants, to rank from August 12, 1899. 

Sergt. Maj. Dennis P. Quinlan, Eleventh Cavalry, United States 

To) rs. . a , : 
V eran Otto W. Rethorst, Eleventh Cavalry, United States Vol- 
unteers. ‘ . . 

enry C. White, jr., of Ohio. 
kool D. Keene, of the District of Columbia. 


PUERTO RICO BATTALION, 


Christian Briand, late first lieutenant, Fifth United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, to be first lieutenant, Puerto Rico Battalion, 
» 26, 1899. ; . 
sone et Class Sergt. William W. Bessell, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, Puerto Rico Battalion, 

November 3, 1899. 
TWENTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 
Sergt. Maj. George R. D. MacGregor, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 13, 
899, 
, PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Winston Pilcher, Thirty-seventh Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, January 9, 1900. 


THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Arthur W. Orton, Thirty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, October 13, 1899. 
FORTIETH INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. William J. Watson, Fortieth Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be captain, November 11, 1899. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Henry J. Cheesman, to be tmaster at Princeville, in the 
county of Peoria and State of Illinois. 

August J. Beger, to be postmaster at Nauvoo, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Illinois. 

Benjamin F, Shaw, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois. 

Isaac W. Parkinson, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county 
of Jo Daviess and State of Dlinois. 

William A. McKnight, to be postmaster at Alexis, in the county 
of Warren and State of Illinois. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonDAY, January 29, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N, Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R, 6237) making = ne my te to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the d ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Hate, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, NATIONAL CITY BANK, NEW YORK, ETC, 


Mr. DALZELL, I submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 


The Clerk read the following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
SuLzer January 12, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That a committee, consisting of nine members of the 
House of Representatives, be immediately appointed by the Speaker to make 
a thorough and complete investigation of all dealings and transactions be- 
tween the apes of the Treasury or the Treasury Department of the 
United States and the National City k and the Hanover National Bank, 
of the city of New York, or ony oer national bank of the United States 
from the 4th day of March, 1897, to the present time, and especially in regard 
to all letters, agreements, papers, or documents between the Treasury De- 
partment of the United States, or any. person connected therewith, and the 
National City Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. 
M any person acting for them, or either of. them, since the 4th day of 
March, 1897, relat the depositing of public funds, bonds, or revenues 
in said bank or banks or any other relations or business transactions now 
existing or heretofore had between the Government and the said banks, 
or either of them, and the amount of public money, bonds, or revenue de- 
posited with said banks, or either of them, or with any national bank, by 
+o Government, upon what security, for what length of time, and the 
reasons therefor, and whether said banks, or any of them, have paid the 
ve rnment any interest on said deposits, and if so, how much, and all other 
th ormation the same or in any way relating thereto; and also 
x cote of the sale of the custom-house property of the United States in 
a € : ork Ay & said National ae Bank, the date of the execution of the 
= thereto, date and manner payment of the —. money there- 
or, the disposition of the proceeds of sale, and whether or not the Gov- 
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ernment has paid any rents for said property, or any portion thereof, for any 
purpose since the day of sale, and if so, to whom, and all facts relating to 
said transaction, and all other matters in connection therewith or in any way 
relating thereto; and said committee is authorized to send for persons, books, 
letters, telegrams, papers, documents, and agreements, administer oaths, 
and hold open sessions. and sit at any time in any place in the city of Wash- 
ington, New York, or Chicago, the expense for the same to be paid out of the 


contingent fund «of the House; and the Sergeant-at-Arms, or some one acting 
for him, shall attend said committee and carry out its mandates; and said 
committee is instructed to make a report to the House of Representatives, 
with testimony and exhibits, with all convenient speed. 


The recommendation of the Committee on Rules was read, as 
follows: 


_ The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House resolu- 
tion No. 90, relating to a proposed investigation ef the Treasury Department, 
refer the same back to the House with a recommendation that said resolu 


tion be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want toask the gentleman why we can 
not have the previous question on this resolution, and thus allow 
the usual debate of a few minutes on each side? 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Just move the previous question. That 
will give us twenty minutes. We may not use half of that. 

Mr. DALZELL. We may save time by making some arrange- 
ment without the previous question. I may be willing to yield 
the gentleman perhaps as much time as he desires. How much 
would he like to occupy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have five minutes and 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SuLZER] five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield five minutes to each gentleman, 

Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected that some time since the 
gentleman from New York addressed a resolution of inquiry to 
the Secretary of the Treasury which is substantially covered by 
this resolution. To that inquiry the Secretary of the Treasury 
made reply. That reply has been sent, under the rules of the 
House, to the Committee on Ways and Means. It has seemed 
proper, therefore, to the Committee on Rules that, as the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means is already in possession of all the 
information that has been sent here by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, it would be the proper committee to pass on this resolution. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee { Mr. 
RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Iam not going to antago- 
nize this matter, because there is something in the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Committee 
on Ways and Means ought to make this investigation, if there is 
to be one. Iam decidedly of the opinion that there ought to be 
an investigation of this matter. In speaking of this matter a few 
days ago I insisted that there must be some motive, some reason 
why the Secretary of the Treasury, when he sold this custom- 
house property in New York to the City National Bank, did not 
complete the title by conveying the property to that bank. I at 
that time called attention to the fact that the Secretary of the 
Treasury took a paper credit with that bank for a considerable 
part of the purchase money, $3,215,000, the total amount being 
$3,265,000, leaving the pitiful sum of $50,000 unpaid or uncredited. 

Now, I ask, Mr. Speaker, why that was done? Not a dollar of 
money, it seems, was ever checked out of that money. The entire 
$3,215,000 remained credited by him, not a dollar of the money 
having ever been used. 

There was some reason for that. What was it? I insist that 
the reason has been developed, and that it was the intention of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, by agreement with the City National 
Bank of New York. to excuse that bank from paying taxes to the 
city and State of New York. The Government of the United 
States.agreed to pay rent to the City National Bank for the prop- 
erty that they sold, and yet they acted in such a way as to prevent 
the city and State of New York from collecting taxes on the 
property. 

The following letter was sent by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the United States Senate, and shows the Government has agreed 
to pay rent for the property: 

TREASURY DEPASTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, January 22, 1900. 


S1r: I have the honor to recommend that there be included in the urgent 
deficiency bill, now under consideration, the following item of appropriation: 
“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay rent for use of property 
known as the old custom-house in New York City, formerly belonging to the 
United States, from August 28, 1899, to June 30, 1900, both inclusive, 307 days, 
at the rate of 4 per cont per annum on the purchasing price, as ey ided in 
the act of Congress approved March 2, 1899 (30 Stat., 969), $100,547.12." 
Respectfully, 


” 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

The Secretary of the Treasury made this special request to Con- 
gress to allow him $109,000 for the purpose of paying rent upon 
ae soldin the manner I have described. The bank has kept 

ack the $50,000. The Secretary has not demanded that credit 
upon the books of the bank. I insist that this was for some pur- 
. What wasit? Simply to prevent the bank from being lia- 

le to the city and State of New York for something like fifty or 
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one hundred thousand dollars (whatever the amount may be) of | done wrong, and that any attempt on the part of the my, 
taxation which would have been collectible upon that property. | members of this House to now apologize for his conduc+ 


What other motive could there have been? 

If it be true that the Secretary of the Treasury has, in his offi- 
cial capacity, exercising the great powers of the office conferred 
upon him, entered into a personal partnership with a favored 
bank in the city of New York to prevent the city and State from 
collecting taxes, no man on this floor, I take it, will contend that 
he does not deserve censure and condemnation. If in the exer- 
cise of official powers he has enabled a favored national bank to 
escape taxation due to the city and State of New York to the 
amount of $75,000, if his action was taken with that object, then 
certainly some cognizance should be taken of thefact. The state- 
ment made shows that a large amount of money has been made 
by this bank by reason of his action. It shows that the Govern- 
ment of the United States did not receive the purchase money, for 
a large amount was retained in the bank, and at the same time 
the State and city of New York were not allowed the opportunit 
of taxing this property. The whole amount, as I am informed, 
reaches something like the sum of $357,000 that this juggling on 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury had enabled this bank 
to make. 

It is not right or proper, Mr. Speaker, for the Secretary of the 
Treasury to go into partnership with a banking institution, such 
as is indicated here, while he is occupying the high position that 
he is now filling. This bank is favored for some reason or other 
which has not been fully defined or stated to the House. 

But I am content to let this resolution go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. The Secretary of the Treasury himself 
ought to come and ask for permission to appear before some com- 
mittee of the House to make explanation why he left the $50,000 
unpaid in this transaction. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes now to the gentleman 
from New York | Mr, SuLzrr}. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules for acting so promptly on my request for 
immediate action on this resolution for an investigation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Speaker is to be commended 
for his determination to take some action on my resolution for an 
investigation of the Treasury Department in relation to its trans- 
actions with the Standard Oil trust. 

I introduced this resolution on the 12th day of this month, be- 
cause the answer of the Secretary of the Treasury to my first reso- 
lution was incomplete, evasive, unsatisfactory, and on its face 
clearly demonstrated that an investigation was imperative. 

A few days ago I requested the Speaker, who is chairman of 
the Committee on .Rules, verbally and in writing, for a hearing 
for myself and others, and demanded that the Committee on Rules 
take action in regard to this resolution for an investigation. All 
the facts and all the circumstances of the case made this neces- 
sary. Every day, as the light is let in and the facts come out, the 
matter grows worse. 

In the remarks | made in this House on the 17th day of January 
I said most emphatically that the Republican party could not 
afford to smother this resolution for an investigation, that it 
could not ignore it, and that action must be taken by this House. 

This is a grave public matter, and the people of the entire coun- 
try are deeply exercised and interested init. They are watching 
the Administration and the majority of this House to find out 
whether this investigation shall be had in order that the whole 
truth shall come out, or whether the Republican party intends to 
stand by and shield the scandalous conduct of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and endeavor to cover up the iniquities of his ad- 
ministration of the Treasury Department. In a little while we 
shall know. Let me suggest to you, however, that the are 
not in a mood to be trifled with. In this matter you s d act 
promptly and go to the end. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the country demand a rigid and 
searching investigation. Nothing must be left to conjecture or 
suspicion. They want to know all the facts in the interest of 
truth and publicity. They demand this investigation in order 
that the facts may be ascertained, to the end that remedial legis- 
lation be enacted that will forever _— a repetition of govern- 
mental favoritism to the Standard Oil trust, the most heartless 
monopoly of the times and the greatest menace to our free insti- 
tutions. In my judgment, the conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in connection with the Standard Oil trust is infamous, 

I agree with all that my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] has so forcibly and truly said regarding the New York 
custom-house scandal. That is bad enough, to be sure, but there 
are matters of much greater importance, graver significance, and 
of amore infamous character regarding the administration of the 
Treasury Department that will come out if we have a fair and 
impartial investigation. 

If I mistake not public opinion, the people of the country are 
deeply incensed by the conduct of the Secretary of the % 
They believe that he has willfully violated the law, that he has 
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cover up his iniquities will only make the matter worse 
demand for this investigation louder and stronger. 

It is said, sir, and not denied, that the Secretary of the Treas... 
permitted himself to be used by and was a tool of the Sia,.).-) 
Oil trust; that he gave his influence, lent his aid and tho »»,.... 
of the people to that gigantic trust to manipulate the stock »,.... 
in Wall street to the injury of its competitors, to the 4, 
ruin of many, and all to the advantage of the Rockefel].; 

ple of this country will never consent that the money j), ;),..... 
reasury be turned over to the Standard Oil Trust for specy),;;,., 
purposes. 

There seems to be no doubt that the National City Pan) »,, 
mere agency of the Standard Oil people, and owned and eo): ;,))... 
by that insatiable trust, received special privileges from ¢}), «, 
retary of the Treasury beyond all reason. Perhaps ther, y- 
reason for it. Perhaps it was because the Standard Oj) jr); 
rectors of the National City Bank rendered great aid to the {2... 
lican party in the campaign of 1896, as ur. Hepburn in | j letter 
to the Secretary of the Treasury unwittingly says, and {).; :).. 
campaign debt and the great political claims of the directors y.»,, 
being paid by the Republican party with the money of t) * 
through the agency of the Treasury Department. 

An investigation will bring out all the facts in connection wi:) 
this matter, and you dare not refuse it. We want to sulyyiy, 
the officers and the directors of the National City Bank ani fy) 
out from them what aid they rendered the Republican party in 
the last national campaign, what great political claims they })\\. 
and just what favors, by way of payment, they have received {).,y, 
the Republican party since the 4th day of March, 1897. 

We charge that the selection and the singling out of this Stanq. 
ard Oil bank in Wall street for ial favors by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the face of what he knew and what the country 
now knows is the most suspicious circumstance in all the trans. 
actions between the Treasury Department and the national! |anks. 
and ought to be and must be pro to the bottom to the end that 
the truth shall be known and the responsibility fixed. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said, and the letters in the answer submitted 
by the Secretary of the Treasury seem to bear it out, that the 
Treasury Department has been used by the Standard Oil trust to 
rob its rivals, depress the stock market, and force innocent men 
to sacrifice securities at a ruinous loss. The trust made millions 
by it. This should not be, and the people will never condone the 
offense. No gambling with the money of the people shou! be ti, 
watchword of the a 

The Secretary of the Treasury has been aiding and helping the 
National City Bank ever since he has been in office, and the bank 
and the men behind it, by reason of this favoritism, have made 
millions and millions of dollars out of the people—yes, out of the 
people and by the money of the taxpayers. The people of this 
country know something about the Standard Oil trust: no on 


r 
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: 
ql- 
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on this floor dares to defend it; and in my judgment no agent of 
this gigantic monopoly should administer the affairs of the Treas- 
“=z partment. 

his whole matter presents a sad spectacle of public ethics and 


official degeneration. When all the truth comes out | predict it 

will be one of the gravest public scandals ever known in our his- 

tory. Let me say to you that it can not be covered up ani it can 

not be smothe truth will and must come out, and when 

it does I believe it will be graver and more scandalous than the 
ple imagine. 

I indulged the hope, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Rules 
would havethe courage to report this resolution favorably ani not 
shift responsibility to the Committee on Ways and Means. | asked 
and I wanted the Committee on Rules to report the resolution 
favorably. That is what you should have done. 

I trusted the Speaker to select a committee that would lo im- 

artial justice to the of the Treasury and the people. 
ow that the whole matter is to be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means for its action, I desire to say that I hope the 
Ways and Means Committee will immediately begin the invest: 
gation or, if it does not want to make the investigation, tat | 
will forthwith report this resolution back to the House and instruct 
the : er > mee hee oe an i hely be sin a 
Searching and a vestigation ings and al! the 
transactions of the of the with the National 
City Bank and the Hanover National Bank the 4th day of 
March, 1897, down to the present time. 
_ [hope there will be no more shifting, no more evasion. no 0r° 
ugglery, and in that respect, sir, I serve notice on the Ways «0 
eans Committee that any attempt on its part to ignore tls 1n- 
vestigation, or to cover it up in order to ¢ and shield the 


a of the er ye or the Administration, will not 
tolerated by the 


this country. You have the mattt 
squarely presented and must take action. Refuse the investis* 
tion, and your refusal will be confession. 


i a an in sa i _—a 


ae 
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wus a country is now familiar with the facts which the 
- weed the Treasury has presented and with the surround- 





—— 


Secrets 


ea continue to believe, that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
wii 


) enilty of malfeasance in office, of dereliction in the faithful 
bes formance of duty, and that his conduct in office should be 
peTrivs ssc a . 
thoroughly investigated. aon, 

"f want to say that any man who permits himself to be made the 


tool of the Standard Oil trust is unfit to be Secretary of the Treas- | 
001 OF th 


The Secretary of the Treasury should demand this investi- 
vation if he is an honest man, in justice to himself and to his 
ae uta in. If he does not, he must not blame the people of the 
naantry if they take his refusal as an admission of guilt, and all 
the powe r of the Administration, let me tell you, will not be able 
‘0 I rotect him or save the Republican party from the condemna- 
tion of the people. , 

It is all well enough for the President to say that the person 
who attacks the Secretary of the Treasury attacis him. But such 


a feeble assertion and such a flimsy excuse will deceive no one, 


ury. 


and ought not to, and I hope will not, deter honest and fearless | 


members of Congress from doing their duty. If the President 
does not want the Secretary of the Treasury attacked for his wan- 
ton violations of law, he should select a Secretary. who will faith. 


| 


seoumstances growing out of the same, and it believes, and | sold this property. 
Cail “ 


| 
| 





| 








| 
| 
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the action of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Let us look for a 
moment, Mr. Speaker, at the facts. 


Under the law the Secretary 
He sold it to the highest and best bidder, and 


this national bank that has been denounced again and again by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Sc.zer] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [ Mr. RicHARDSON] bid $190,000 for that property more 


than any other bidder. 

So that the Secretary, under the law, was compelled to sell thi 
property to it; and its good faith is demonstrated by the fact t 
it paid more than $190,000 more than any other person was willi: 
to pay. 

Now, what is the next offense? It is that the purchase price o 
this property was deposited with this bank. Is there anything in 
law or morals that is wrongin that? This bank, as I showed to 
the members of the House the other day, is a Government de} 
itory, not selected by the present Secretary of the Treasury, but 
a Government depository selected by a L'emocratic Administra- 
tion, selected because of its well-known tinancial standing: und 
when the present Secretary came into office, finding the prompt 
manner in which all of the Government affairs were conducted by 
it, he simply continued it as one of the depositories. 

It has been decided again and again, andcan not be disputed by 
any gentleman familiar with the law and the facts, that a deposit 


i 
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fully perform his duty and not act as the agent of the Standard | in that bank is the same as a deposit in the subtreasury in the city 


)il trust 

; The President is responsible for the Secretary of the Treasury 
and for his conduct and his acts in office, and he can not escape 
responsibility. 

- Speaker, if what is charged against the Secretary of the 
Treasury is true, and he has not denied it, and no one on the 
other side of this House has successfully denied it, then he is unfit 
to hold the great office he does and should be removed. 

Noman should hold the purse strings of the people of this 
great country who permits himself and the money of the people 
to be used by the Standard Oil trust to manipulate the stock 
market and force into bankruptcy competitors who can not be 
otherwise absorbed. Aye, sir, more than that, the people of this 
country who have looked into this matter and who believe the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has been guilty of scandalous and outra- 
geous conduct in regard to these transactions with the Standard 
Oil trust, demand and will continue to demand that he not alone 


should resign the great office he now occupies, but that this House | 


should order his impeachment. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL, 
Hopkins] five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, this discussion on the part of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SULZER] is a little premature. The resolu- 
tion that has been reported here by the Committee on Rules has 
remitted this whole matter to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
with authority to investigate the alleged charges and to probe any 
question that may be open for investigation. 

I simply rise for the purpose of protesting against the unfounded, 
unwarranted, and malicious charges that are made against the 
Secretary of the Treasury by these gentlemen. What right has 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] toimpute such 
false and fraudulent motives to the Secretary of the Treasury as 
those indulged by him this morning? Has he any evidence upon 
which to base these remarks? None whatever. When the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was called upon, he presented the entire 
correspondence and a complete statement of his relations with 
the bank and the sale of this custom-house, and it is printed and 
before every member of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman tell us why $50,000 
of the ae money was left unpaid? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will come to that in a moment. 

Hr. RICHARDSOR. I should like to have the gentleman an- 
swer that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Every item is presented here, so that he who 
runs may read; and yet the gentleman, for some purpose not ap- 
one at this time, makes the charge that the Secretary of the 

reasury, without any motive upon his part, has entered into a 
fraudulent contract with the City Bank of the City of New York 
for the purpose of savingit—what? Something from the Govern- 
ment of the United States? No; for the purpose of saving them 
Sa paying taxes to the city of New York and to the State of 
AVCW LOFrK, 

What evidence is there of that? I affirm, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is no evidence whatever. This property was sold; this bank 
ne possession and made a lease; and I claim that the city of New 
. ork and the State of New York have the same right to proceed 
against the bank to pay taxes, if any are due, that they would 


have if a paper title had actualiy passed. 
; hese gentlemen would seem to assume, from their statements, 
that the Government of the United States has lost something by 


I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 








of New York. The Government of the United States is in the 
same position exactly, so far as this purchase price is concerned, 
with the money deposited in that bank as it would have been if 
the money had been deposited in the subtreasury in the city of 
New York or in the Treasury here in the city of Washington. I 
ask them, in the name of common decency and justice, what great 
wrong has been done by the gentleman who is now presiding with 
such ability and such patriotism, too, over that great Department 
of the Government? 
Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut {[Mr. HI]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker. this resolution is pure buncombe. It 
is intended for political purposes. Better speeches than those that 
have been made by gentlemen on this occasion could be found by 
going back into the Recorp with reference to a former Democratic 
Secretary of the Treasury making deposits in national banks, and 
I would advise gentlemen on that side of the House to copy some 
of the speeches that were made in previous Congresses and repeat 
them verbatim et literatim. ‘'hey were made for demagogic pur 
poses then, just as they are now made on that side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HILL. Two propositions have been submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 

question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iwill ask him this question. Lasked the 
gentleman from Illinois to give us one simple reason why the 
Secretary of the Treasury retained $50,000, or allowed the bank to 
retain $50,000, out of the purchase price, and he did not answer. 

Mr. HILL. I did not yield for a question to be asked the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now I will ask you to answer that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman refuses to yield, and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is out of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman stated he yielded to me 
for a question. 

Mr. HILL. I yielded for a question to myself, and not to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask a 


But I want you to answer the question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield? 
Mr. HILL. 1 do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lasked the gentleman to yield for a ques- 
tion, and the Chair would not address me that way, knowing | 
asked leave to ask a question. I asked a question. 


The SPEAKER. he gentleman said he did not yield. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman yielded to me for a ques- 
tion. 


Mr. HILL. But not to the gentleman from Illinois. 

1 wish to answer the two questions propounded by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. First,as to why the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury sold this piece of real estate upon the terms on which he did 
sell it; and the reason was because Congress passed an actin Feb- 
ruary, 1899, compelling him to do it, and he had no option in the 
matter. That was one reason and a very essential reason for it. 
He called for $750,000 cash payment, and the act provided that he 
might receive from time to time further payments. He did not 
require an entire cash payment. So that the act itself, passed by 
the last Congress, is responsible for the mode of sale, and every 
bidder on that piece of real estate had the same opportunity (and 
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the Secretary of the Treasury could not help himself in this mat- 
ter) to avail themselves of the terms of the at. So much for that. 
Now, the gentleman makes a second charge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. HILL. No; I do not. 

The gentleman makes a specific charge that the Secretary of 
the Treasury did this for the purpose of holding the title in the 
United States and so defrauding the city of New York of the taxes 
due on that property. That goes to the intent of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and it ill becomes the gentleman from Tennessee 
to charge upon the floor of this House a fraudulent intent upon 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury in a matter of this kind. 
Furthermore, if the investigations of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see had gone a little further he would have found that his state- 
ment was entirely unfounded, from the fact that the city of New 
York can lose no taxes by this transaction. I propose to show 
that. I ask the gentleman to yield me a little further time for 
the purpose, 

Mr. DALZELL., I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. Taxes on national banks—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr.Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes a point 
of ordér, and the gentlemen will suspend for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I underst the gentleman had four or 
five minutes, and the Chair rapped him down; so—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that the 
gentleman from Connecticut had yielded the floor, whereas he 
was consulting his notes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That, of course, does not come out of the 
gentleman's time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, upon the question of taxes on na- 
tional banks, if gentlemen will take the trouble to look at section 
5219 of the Revised Statutes they will find that national banks 

yay tax upon their shares of stock, and it is in the power of the 
odelens of each State to fix the method by which this tax shall 
be estimated. As arule—I am giving therule of the State of Con- 
necticut, and I presume it is the same in New York—the stock is 
estimated by the appraisers. Now, it becomes a plain - ition, 
when real estate is held by the bank and not used for banking 
purposes it is clearly required to be taxed separately, is taken out 
of the value of the shares, and that the assessment is so much less 
on the shares of the stock. 

If it is in actual use for banking purposes it is included in the 
shares of the stock, and then such real estate itself is not taxed 
separately. But the law of the United States provides: 

But the legislature of each State may determine and direct the manner of 
taxing all the shares of national banking associations located within the State, 
subject only to the restrictions that the taxation shall not be at a greater rato 
than is assessed on other moneyed capital in the hands of individual citizens 
of such State. 

Now, the gentleman does not for a moment assume that if he 
held real estate and also personal property, and the whole thin 
were assessed as we oe property, anybody would be defraud 
in that matter. The Jaw continues: 



























Nothing herein shall be construed to exempt the real property of associa- 
tions from either State, county, or municipal taxes to the same extent ac- 
cording to its value as other real property is taxed. 

Here the hammer he 
ir. HILL. I should like a couple of minutes more to finish 
this statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I therefore state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the city of New York has lost nothing and 
can lose nothing by the condition in which this property is placed; 
for if it were taxed as real estate it would not be included in the 
capital of the bank, and the shares of the bank which are taxed 
would be reduced precisely in proportionate value. 

I think I have answered the two questions which have been 
raised here, First, I state that the Secretary of the Treasury was 
obliged to sell this property on precisely the terms that he did; 
second, that the city of New York lost not a dollar in the matter 
of taxation. Therefore, the disreputable charge of the gentleman 
that the Secretary of the Treasury did this thing with fraudulent 
en falls to the ground from the very nature of the case. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remain- 
— each side? 

he SPEAKER. Ten minutes have been used on the right and 
twelve minutes on the left. 

Mr. DALZELL. I then yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] to make the division even. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I recur to the question which 
I propounded to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], and 
waich I propounded also to the able and astute gentleman from 
Connecticut, Neither of these gentlemen has vouchsafed any an- 
swer to my question. What I asked and what I now repeat is, 
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taken a credit for $3,265,000 as for $3,215,000; no money wa hers : 


it was left open to affect the question of taxation, TT}, ), 
from the bank officers to the Secretary and from him +, 
show this was the object. Property owned by the Goyern,,..... 
of the United States, where the Government has the lees) +... 
can not be taxed by the State or city of New York, as | a 
formed. The National City Bank of New York is refusiy-;,,.... 
taxes claimed by fhe city and State of New York on this. 
house property by reason of the fact that the legal title js j;, 
Government of the United States. Why wasit kept ther, 

is what lask. Why was not the $50,000 additional creqi; ;. 


no right under the national-bank law to take title to re 
for renting or speculative purposes. They only have ¢! 
to take it in the course of the collection of debts or for t}.; 
banking facility. 
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Why is it that the Secretary of the Treasury did not take » ,.., 
credit upon the books of the bank for the additional 5)! 
pass title to the bank? ’ and 


Why did he not doit? It would have been just as easy ; 


aid. But he did not do it, and as a matter of fact [ina ¥. > 





1) 


Mr. Speaker, national banks, as is known by all lawyers. aa 
] estate 
the right 


r own 


This bank has, by the statement of the Secretary of the 


Tr as- 


ury, purchased real estate worth $3,500,000. While its capital 
stock is only $7,000,000, it has put into real estate one-hal; 
Eee stock. Mr. Speaker, is that legitimate? I say it is not, 


of that 


Here the hammer fell. 
r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it must be very obvious to the 


House that the question which has been discussed during the Jas: 
few minutes is not the question before the House at all. A reso. 
lution was sent to the Committee on Rules calling for the appoint. 
ment of a special committee to investigate certain charges waio 
against the Secretary of the Treasury. 
been replied to by the Secretary of the Treasury, and his reply has 
been sent to the Committee on Waysand Means. Itis perfectly pat. 
ent, therefore, that the proves instrument of this House to make 
the investigation, if an 

mittee on Ways and Means; and the only question is whether or 
not the report of the Committee on Rules sending this matter to 
the Committee on Ways and Means ought to be adopted. 


Li 


ose charges have already 


nvestigation is to be made, is the Com- 


But our friends on the other side of the House seize this asa 


— to renew a charge made against the Secretary of the 


reasury that has been answered over and over again. and by 
nobody better answered than by some of the most prominent 
Democrats in this House and in the country. These charges that 
gentlemen repeat here to-day have been, as I say, replied to fully. 
For instance, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HiLi} who 
has just yielded the floor has shown most conclusively that under 
the law no change will be made in the taxation of this property 
by reason of this transaction. , 

So far as the last charge made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
is concerned, that this national bank is buying property that it 
has no right to buy, 1 will say that the purchase of this property 
was authorized by the act that authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make the sale. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to submit a pariia- 
mentary er. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. In order to save time, I would like to know 
whether it is now in order to move, as an amendment or other- 
wise, that the House now adopt this resolution for an investiga: 
tion without referring it to the Committee on Ways and Means’? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

The question being taken, the report of the Committee on [ules 
was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Kes. °) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use $100,000 of the ap- 
SS for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army 

or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a 
modern military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

The SPEAKER. e joint resolution will be read, subject to 
the right of objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the appropriation for the construction and repair of hospitals in 
the act making appropriations for the support of the Regular and Volunteer 
Army for the fisool year ending June 30, fovo. was increased $100,000 over the 
original estimate for the purpose of using that amount, or so much thereof 
as might be necessary, for the erection of a modern hospital at Fort Leaven 
worth, Kans.; and 


tomy neneas no specific reference to the place was made in said act: There 
ore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and empowered to use the sum of $100,000 out of the 
amount appropriated for the construction and repair of hospitals meutiones 
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: nay be necessary, for the construction of 
in said act, or so much therntal at the said Fort Leavenworth, Tone. a 
he — the title so as to read: **Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 

* war to use $100,000 of the appropriations for the support of the Regular 
( nd Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the con- 
one tion of a modern military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

; The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: 

In line 1, after the words “Secretary of,” strike out the words ‘“‘the 
Treasury ” and insert the word * War. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? - : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Before unanimous consent is granted, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas what is the neces- 
sity for this unusual proceeding in the way of an oe 
Mr. CURTIS. The matter, Mr. Speaker, was fully explained 
to the House on Saturday last. It was then stated that a hearing 
was had before the Committee on Military Affairs, and the esti- 
mate was increased by the sum of $100,000 in order that the money 
might be used for that purpose. It was then distinctly understood 
that so much as might be necessary was to be expended to build a 
hospital at Fort Leavenworth. The money was set aside at the 
Department, but upon an investigation it was found that without 
the location being specifically named in the bill the law limited 
the Department to the expenditure of $20,000 for this purpose. 

The matter was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and they had a full and thorough hearing, and increased the ap- 
propriation originally made $100,000 more for this purpose. But 
under the law, as I have stated, they found that they were limited 
to the expenditure of $20,000 under the circumstances, 

The Surgeon-General asked for the introduction of this resolu- 
tion, and asked the use of $100,000 for the purpose contemplated 
here. The matter is set out fully and thoroughly in the report, 
and it shows without question that this appropriation should be 
used for the purpose contemplated. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You provided an appropriation of $100,000 
originally and found that you could only appropriate $20,000 under 
the law? 

Mr. CURTIS. That is correct. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then this is simply to correct a serious 
mistake of the Military Committee in appropriating money they 
had no authority to appropriate? 

Mr. CURTIS. It is notamistake, Mr. Speaker. It was simply 
an oversight of the Department. It was found after the authori- 
zation was given that they were limited to $20,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ell, I said it was a mistake, 
sight is a mistake at times, is it not? 

Mr. CURTIS. That may be. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken on the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend 
by striking out the words ‘‘ one hundred thousand dollars” in the 
resolution and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘sixty thou- 
sand dollars.” 

In this connection I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the letter from the Surgeon-General, which is made a part of the 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs in connection with 
the bill. This letter bears date November 27, 1899, and after re- 
ferring to the appropriation for the construction and the repair of 
hospitals, goes on to say: 

In my opinion the amount mentioned will not be necessary, and it is prob- 
oa a an entirely satisfactory post hospital of 50 beds can be erected for 

I think the gentleman from Kansas will agree with me that the 
appropriation should be reduced to $60,000. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would rather ‘it would be made $75,000, be- 
cause I doubt very much whether they can build a 50-bed hospital 
for $60,000; but I will consent to $60,000 rather than have any 
controversy about it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Then I understand the amend- 
ment is agreed to, so far as it can be by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Curtis]. Now, I want to say one word more upon the 
subject, not for the purpose of entering into any controversy, but 
simply for the purpose of challenging the action of the Committee 
on Military Affairs upon this subject-matter. 

_It is perfectly clear, Mr. Speaker, that the jurisdiction to con- 
sider this proposition was with the Committee on Appropriations. 
It isa jurisdiction which that committee has exercised since the 
fiscal year 1879, without challenge, and with little, if any, objec- 
tion or exception, I do not expect the Chair to rule upon this 
queaitom, and I do not want to proctyttate it into the debate to the 
I 


An over- 


etriment of this bill, which I think ought to pass at this time; but 


do not wish this action to proceed without challenge. When- 


ever it may be quoted, it ought to be quoted with the understand- 
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ing that the Committee on Appropriations questions the juris- 
diction of the Committee on MijJitary Affairs to deal with this 
subject-matter. I do not expect that the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. HULL] will agree to that, and I do not want to precipitate 
an extended debate. I simply want it put upon record that we 
protest. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, a very brief review of the way in 
which this appropriationcame in. Before the appropriation bills 
were distributed among the different committees of the House 
the rat peg eye for hospitals and hospital supplies was alwavs 
carried in the Army bill. It has been carried in the Army bill 
ever since the distribution among the different committees of the 
House. 

For the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
in the hearings before the committee, the Surgeon-General stated 
that $100,000 would be profitably used in the construction of a 
new hospital urgently needed at Fort Leavenworth. We have 
never adopted the rule of apportioning this sum, no matter what 
it might be, to the different hospitals, believing that the Depart- 
ment could better apportion it than could the committee. 

We appropriate alump sum. In figuring for this fiscal year we 
took the amountthe Surgeon-General stated was necessary, includ- 
ing $100,000 for the hospital at Fort Leavenworth, and at his re- 
quest did not state that so much of it should be used at Fort 
Leavenworth, on his statement that he wanted the increased 
amount for the purpose of building a hospital there. In the case 
of Hot Springs, Ark., we specifically provided that $25,000 should 
be used at that place. We have had jurisdiction of this question 
from the beginning. 

The Surgeon-General himself and the committee had overlooked 
a law of a great many years’ standing, that unless specifically 
provided in the apportionment of the sum to hospitals not more 
than $20,000 could be apportioned to any one hospital. and this 
resolution is simply to cure the defect in the Army bill of this 
fiscal year. If we had inserted in it a provision that $100,000 
shall be used for the hospital at Fort Leavenworth, it would have 
cured it. The resolution simply does that. As to the question of 
jurisdiction, Mr. Speaker, we can meet that when it comes up; 
but I certainly protest against the protest of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts |Mr. Moopy]. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Moopy], 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to offer, at the end of line 7, the following 
amendment: 

And the limit of cost of said hospital is fixed at said sum 

We ought to know what the cost of this article is to be, and it 
is customary in public-building bills to fix the limit of cost. That 
is not done by this bill, so I propose to add it at the end of this 
line. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will not offer that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment before 
it is discussed, so that the House will understand it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 7, on page 2, insert “‘ and the limit of cost of said hospital 
is fixed at said sum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. CURTIS. The title should be amended, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCRAE. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that the 
preamble should be stricken out. 

Mr. CURTIS. That has been done, as I understand it, by the 
adoption of the committee amendments. 

Mr. McRAE. It is not indicated in the print which I have. 

The SPEAKER. The preamble is still retained in the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to amend by striking it out. 

Mr. CURTIS. Iask thatthe title be amended and that the pre- 
amble be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman froin Kansas moves that the 
preamble be stricken from the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call attention to the fact that 
as the sum in the bill has been changed there should be a change 
in the title to correspond with that. Without objection, there 
will be a change to correspond with the amendments which have 
been agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE, 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


— consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
esk, 
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The SPEAKER. 
the regular order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do. 

Mr. WEAVER. This is only a resolution authorizing the com- 
mittee to sit during the sessions of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I withdraw the demand for the regular 
order at the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
the demand for the regular order, and the Clerk will read the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 2, be permitted to sit dur- 
ing sessions of the House 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
regular order, which is the call of committees. The Clerk will 
report the first committee. 


LICENSES OF MASTERS, ENGINEERS, AND PILOTS. 


Mr, SMALL (when the Committee on the Merchant Marineand 
Fisheries was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask for consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 4445 of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the licensing of 
officers of steam vessels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4445 of Title LI of the Revised Statutes be, 
and is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following paragraphs: 

‘Every applicant for license as either master, mate, pilot, or engineer 
under the provisions of this title shall make and subscribe to an oath or affir 
mation, before one of the inspectors referred to in this title, to the truth of 
all the statements set forth in his application for such license. 

‘‘Any person who shall make or subscribe to any oath or affirmation au- 
thorized in this title and knowing the same tobe false shall bedeemed guilty 
: Pitvery licensed master, mate, pilot, or engineer who shall change, by ad- 
dition, interpolation, or erasure of any kind, any certificate or license issued 
by any inspector or inspectors referred to in this title shall, for every such 
offense, upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $500 and by 
imprisonment at hard labor for a term not exceeding three years.” 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 

Mr.SMALL. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes with a unanimous 
report from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
The object of this bill, as appears from the reading of it, is two- 
fold. The first two paragraphs of the bill are intended to remedy 
an existing evil. At present applicants for licenses as master, 
mate, engineer, or pilot are required to make application in writ- 
ing to the inspectors of vessels of the district to which they be- 
long; and for the information of the House 1 will read from an 
application for license, so that the House may see the importance 
of the same with reference to the license which is to be granted. 
The applicant is required to state the place of his birth, whether 
naturalized, his place of residence, and also to— 
submit the following statement of my experience and testimonials of char- 
acter and qualifications. * * * 

And I further say that 1 have not made application to the in ors of 
ons ot a o ron and been rejected within twelve months before the date of 
this application. 

The form requires it to be sworn to, but there is no existing pro- 
vision of law which requires the oath. This bill makes it neces- 
sary and makes it perjury if a false oath be taken. There have 
been numerous instances in United States courts where engineers, 
pilots, and masters have been under indictment for ing false 
statements in this application; but by reason of the fact that 
there was no law requiring such an oath to be taken, the indict- 
ment for making a false statement has failed. A report from the 
Attorney-General, embodied in the report of the committee, goes 
into the matter fully and shows that there is no existing law for 
this oath; and therefore it is not a violation of law to make a false 
oath in the applications which are required to be made. 

The next provision of the bill is intended to remedy another 
evil. It has frequently been the case, where masters, engineers, 
and pilots make an application for these licenses and have had 
them granted, that they, by interpolation, erasure, and otherwise, 
changed the license and thus perpetrated a fraud upon the steam- 
boat service, There is no existing provision of law punishing 
this for forgery, so that the remaining provision of the bill pro- 
vides that such “addition, interpolation, or erasure of any kind” 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 and by impris- 
onment at hard labor for a term not exceeding three years. 

It was suggested a few days ago by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr, WHEELER], when it was attempted to call this bill u 
by unanimous consent, that the punishment imposed for this of- 
fense was unusual and severe. I wantto call the attention of the 
House to the fact that this is a minimum punishment for forgery 
in comparison with the penalty for forgeries of different kinds as 
provided in the Revised Statutes, as I have ascertained by an 
examination of the statutes, which I can demonstrate if any gen- 
tleman desires further information. 
in every respect. 


Does the gentleman from New York call for 


It is intended to improve the service, 


This it a meritorious bill 
It is 
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intended to render more secure human life; and there is no <o..; 
of the country, no matter how remote it is from the water... 
that is not interested in this bill. In addition to having they)... 
mous report of the committee, it is recommended by the ore, 
tions of the masters, pilots, and engineers throughout the c., 

Mr. BERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman if +), 
does not provide now for the examination of every man why. ;. .., 
applicant for pilot as to his qualifications, and has not }), : 
before a board for examination as to color blindness and , 
thing of that kind? Why there is necessity for any additio; 
quirements I do not understand. 

Mr. SMALL. I will state, in reply to the inquiry of +} 
tleman from Kentucky, that I understand the examina: 
whith he has referred, but such examination does not eo.» ;),.. 
objects of this bill, because in the consideration of the app) : 
written application he is required to give a statement of |,;. .. 
perience and testimonials of character and qualification 
necessarily toa large extent governs the granting of his applica: ,,,., 

Mr. BERRY. I understand that masters, pilots, and envi»... 
of all steam vessels have a license from the inspector. | }:),, 
that is true. 

Mr. SMALL. In the application vital information is ca) 
of which the applicant has exclusive knowledge, and whic), ; 
lates to the past life and personal record of the applicant, a \c)),\) 
edge of which is absolutely essential in determining his fit: 
such a responsible position. Now, that is a matter of wh 
inspectors are necessarily ignorant, and which necessarily 
enter as an important factor in arriving at the conclusion 
whether the man should have his license. The man inay |. 4 
entire stranger to them, and as a usual thing the examin.: 
which is ordinarily oral, is only for the purpose of ascert 
the mental qualifications and knowledge of the applicant 
engineer, for instance, may be mentally a bright man and yet 
make a very unsafe engineer, because he may lack character and 
experience. 

Mr. BERRY. 
writing? 

Mr. SMALL. They are written and sworn to. 

Mr. BERRY. But are they not written and are they not exayp. 
ined by members of this board, except as to color, where they 
have to use skeins of yarn for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
they are color blind or not? 

Mr.SMALL. The applications are in writing; but there is no 
provision of law by which they must be sworn to, no provision 
of law which makes a false oath perjury. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to know why it is any more neces. 
sary for a man to swear to his answers upon examinations such 
as these than fora man to swear to his answers upon a ciyil- 
service examination. 

Mr. SMALL. The difference is that these are engineers and 
pilots. They control the posengee and freight steamers and have 
under their control ae ges ie humanlife. It is necessary that 
they should be men of character and experience. Mere mental 

ualifications are not all thatis required in order that they should 
ae the important and responsible duties devolving upon 

ein. 

Mr. BERRY. I have seen many of these examinations in which 
the parties are required to give the tensile strength of iron and 
what amount of pressure there would be with a certain amount 
of steam and other practical questions. Then, again, those being 
examined as pilots are asked oe about the river and its ol 
structions; or, if the question be ocean navigation, they are askel 
corresponding questions in regard to that subject. But why men 
should swear to their answers under such circumstances [ (0 not 
understand. 

Mr. SMALL. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. 
Wael. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. aker, I am not opposed 
to the object sought to be attained by this bill. With some modi- 
fications the measure ought to become a law. I have in my dis 
trict several very large rivers, and a great number of cratts ply 
those rivers. Iam somewhat familiar with the character of the 
individuals who are masters, mates, pilots, and engineers on })oar! 
those crafts. The objection that I made to this measure a {cw 
days since was that the ent provided was too severe. | 
desire now to give the House a brief account of this matter for 
the benefit of those who have no navigable waters in their ‘is- 
trict and who may know nothing of the character of the citizous 
who will be affected by this measure. 

On the inland waters of the United States we have crafts cor 
sponding, it may be said, with the traffic vehicles in our <1 4! 
cities. The difference between a great number of our smiall:r 
crafts as compared with the t steamboats plying those rivets 
is about as marked as the erence between the ordinary tra‘lic 
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I understand that the applications have to be j; 


vehicle of a city and our great street-car lines. If this bill be mo'li- 
fied so as to make it apply only to those steamers that make 11 4 
passengers, I would have noobjection. 


business to carry But, sir, 
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ke the Ohio or the Mississippi River. There may be some man 
—s .s earned his living on the river managing a skiff, or run- 
we a sry, or something of that sort, who, having got together 
ened six hundred dollars, buys a little scow-bottomed tug or 
aa similar craft. He proposes to ply that little steamer perhaps 
> a course of 40 or 50 miles up and down the river. He is fa- 
me Be with the channel. It requires no very great knowledge of 
reamanship to manage such craft, , 
That man, we Will suppose, — for a license as master, mate, 
int and engineer,allin one. The very great probability is that 
c is an ignorant man, has had no experience generally in river 
” vers, He makes his application before the inspectors. Gen- 
tlemnen will understand that the country is divided into inspection 
saeaate one inspection district embracing perhaps Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Illinois, and Indiana. The board of inspectors, we 
will suppose, sits at Cincinnati, and the applicant may have to go | 
two or three hundred miles away from home to make his applica- | 
tion. Now, this man owning a very small craft will make appli- | 


sol 


districts, 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not know the character of individuals who gener- 
ally act as mates? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will come to that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does the gentleman think it to 
be best to brand a man of that kind as a felon and send him to the 
penitentiary for even two hours for making a misstatement con- 
nected with his avocation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will cheerfully give my \ 
House. The next point made by the gentleman is that the 
certain small craft in the rivers, conspicuously in the rivers that 
I represent in part, and which the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. WHEELER] more fully represents, where the master, the 
mate, the pilot, and the engineer, perhaps, are all in one 
They carry, perhaps, only a few passengers during the year. 
They do carry their crew, whatever that may be, small or large; 
but the difficulty is this, if one of those men can pt 


rocure a license, 


to the 


re are 


person, 


cation before these inspectors for a license to authorize him to | then he is liable to make his appearance on one of the great 


manage his own craft. Perhaps he does not carry five passengers 
in twelve months. The range of his navigation is not over 50 
aie for a misstatement which he may make as to his experi- 
ence on the river this bill proposes a maximum fine of $500 and 
imprisonment for three years in the penitentiary. I think these | 
penalties are too severe. Certainly a man should be punished for | 
making a false statement; and if this provision applied only to 
steamers carrying hundreds of passengers I would be in favor of 
it. But to send to the penitentiary every man who may make a 
false statement in his a for license to navigate one of | 
these small crafts would be, in my opinion, a very great hardship. 
Now, I ask the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sma] 
whether he will not consent to an amendment to the effect that 
the provisions of this bill shall apply only to steamers of more 
than 150 tonsburden. If he will consent to such a modification, or 
will consent to modify the penalties as I have suggested, I will 
withdraw all opposition to the measure. 

Mr. SMALL. I will not consent to such an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will you consent to an amend- 
ment making the provisions of the bill applicable only to steamers 
of over 150 tons burden? 

Mr. SMALL. We can not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I think it 
would be a great injustice upon many citizens of this country to 
pass such a billasthis. There is no doubt in the world thatmany 
of these little steamers that perhaps would carry, as I say, 20 
or 50 passengers in a year—whose master, pilot, and mate are all 
one man—to subject them to the penalties and fines, and so forth, 
in this bill, would bean injustice. Ifit applied solely to passenger 
steamers nobody would object; but, for instance, we will take this 
case: Any man living in a river district knows the character of indi- 
vidual who generally acts as mate on board one of these steamers. 
His entire duty consists in managing alot of negroes. He is not 
rejuired to know anything about navigation, he has nothing to do 
with the management of the craft, except in the event that the 
captain, all of the clerks, and the pilot are disabled. Yet this 
man, generally a man of the densest ignorance, whose only requi- 
site is that he possesses bulldog courage and great tenacity, is sub- 
ject to the operation of this measure. You propose to send him 
to the penitentiary for three years and fine him $500. 

Mr. SMALL, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR} such time as he desires. 

_ Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. I was recogni only for the purpose of debating this 
a , Would it be proper at this time to offer an amendment 
o the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not when the gentleman was yielded to solely 
for the purpose of debate. The gentleman from North Carolina 
{Mr. SMALL] controls the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I think if the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. WHEELER] will give me a little attention he will not desire 
to make either one of the amendments that he has proposed. 

Now, in the first place, if this was a proposition to consign 
every man who violates this law to imprisonment for three years 
or to be fined $500, there would be great force in the argument of 
the gentleman from sanieciy [Mr. WHEELER]. But the provi- 
sion of the bill commits the whole question of the penalty to the 
judgment of the court. An offender is not to be imprisoned 
longer than three years. There is no minimum time. The judge 


might sentence him to twenty-four hours’ imprisonment, and the 
same is true of the fine, 


Shall be fined not more than $500. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Tho gentleman represents a 
tiver district, does he not? 













steamers of the river. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I beg leave to differ with the 
gentleman on that. The character of license, the amount of 
steam, the number of passengers that are proposed to be carried, 
and all that, are regulated in the lic: 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 


Will the gentleman yield: 


nse issued to the man. 
That is all true enough, but the difficulty 


lies in the fact that the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. WHEELER] 


does not, I imagine, appreciate the purpose of this bill. 

It came to the knowledge of the committee, from the Treasury 
Department, that these masters, mates, pilots, and engineers will 
file written statements of the employment that they have had, 
stating that they had been employed under the auspices of some 
of the great navigation companies, speaking of the ships on which 
they had been employed, stating the length of time they have 
served in the various branches; and when the matter has been 
investigated, it has been found repeatedly that many of these men 
have never had any license for any such purpose, have never served 
in any such capacity; and then when the Treasury Department 
begin to look around they discover that there is no law to give 
any relief whatever except to revoke the license of the person 
guilty of fraud. 

It is not a little thing for a pilot to make a written statement 
that he knows how to steer a steamship across the Atlantic Ocean 
or a steamboat down the Ohio River, and then, when he has 
wrecked her upon a rock or run her into a bank on a dark night, 
that it shall be determined that the representation upon which he 
secured his license was absolutely false. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will not the gentleman agree 
With me in this stateinent, that there is no pilot on the Ohio River 
who ever runs a craft a greater distance than 
where the craft does not exceed 150 tons buiden: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is quite likely, but does the gentle- 
man propose to do anything to endanger human life by a refusal 
to compel a statement from the applicant which shall be under 
oath? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am for the bill. I want the 
measure to become a law, if the gentleman will pardon me, but I 
want to see it amended. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What possible objection is there, then, to 
treating a man’s statement as perjury if he makes misstatements 
under oath? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, he represents a river district, and he knows that there are 
innumerable craft that carry practically no passengers plying up 
and down the river, and he is going to leave it in the power of the 
court to inflict the maximum penalty in cases of that kind. J 
know the gentleman has practiced before the Federal courts 
enough to know that they generally impose pretty heavy penal- 
ties, and here is a proposition which will allow the imposing of a 
maximum penalty on men who stand in about the same position 
to the great lines of common carriers that the hack drivers do in 
cities. I want to’exempt them and let the bill reach the big 
fellows. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. ILam not willingtoexempt them. I think 
when Congress comes to legislate for the purpose of protecting 
passengers upon an ocean steamship, or upon a palatial steamship 
on the Ohio River, that Congress is just as much bound to legis- 
late to protect the humblest member of the crew on a little vessel 
as to protect anybody else. 


100 or 150 miles 


And I can see no reason why the applicant, in the caso of a 
small vessel, should not give his statement under oath, the samo 
as anybody else. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [| Mr. 
WHEELER] to meet this proposition: Why require a license, why 


require an inspection, why require an examination at all if it has 
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not been the policy of the law to treat all the engines and boilers 
and hulls upon an equality of right? It is not necessary for the 
navigator of one of these small vessels to state in his application 
that he is capable of steering his boat through the intricacies of 
the Mississippi River or the Missouri River, but it is necessary 
for him to tell the truth, and that is all we ask in this bill. 

We donot add anything to his burden. Wedo not say the men 
upon these little crafts must do something which they never had 
to do before. They have always had to make this application. 
We simply say to them, ‘‘ When you make your application you 
must tell the truth, and if you do not tell the truth you shall be 
punished for it.” Now, so far as the penalty is concerned, I cer- 
tainly think that to sentence a man to prison for three years for 
perjury may or may not beahardship. I do not know that be- 
cause a man swears to a lie about a little steamship he is guilty of 
any less moral turpitude than though it was a magnificent ocean 
liner. 

I think it is all the same. The whole thing is left to the discre- 
tion of the court. He may fine; he may imprison. I would be 
entirely willing to consent, as an individual member of this com- 
mittee, to one modification or amendment, inserting the word 
‘‘or” where the word ‘‘and” occurs in the penalty clause. That 
would give to the judge of the court the power to inflict a mere 
nominal fine, if, in his judgment, the defendant had only nom- 
inally and perhaps unintentionally violated the law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I think that would be a good 
amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would be entirely willing todothat. In 
other respects I think the bill ought to be passed as itis. I willsay 
that this bill excludes nobody from the service who is competent 
to go into the service, and all that it demands is that those who 
shall obtain licenses of this character shall tell the truth. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Is the gentleman a member of 
the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam. : 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Was there anything like a de- 
mand from the river interests of the United States for a measure 
of this sort? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There was a strong representation from 
the Masters, Pilots, and Engineers’ Association, and the gentleman 
from North Carolina, representing a different section of the coun- 
try, presents also a strong request from there. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin, too, has knowledge of the matter. 

Mr. MINOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for just a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MINOR. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the president of the Marine Engineers’ Association of the United 
States prepared this bill by direction of the executive officers of 
that organization, and came before the committee representing 
the members of the organization in behalf of this bill. I want to 
say to him that it is indorsed by the licensed masters of this coun- 
try, and I believe, Mr. Speaker, thatif the gentleman would make 
inquiry in his own district, upon the rivers to which he refers, he 
would find that the very men that he seeks to protect are in favor 
of this bill, because I believe they are members of these organi- 
zations. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Ido not want to take up any 
more time of the gentleman. 

Mr. MINOR. And I do not want to inject a speech in his [Mr. 
GRosv ENOR'S| time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield the gentleman time. 

Mr. MINOR. I want to say to the gentleman that I myself hold 
a license as master of steam vessels, with many years’ experience. 
Iam also an honorary member of the Marine Engineers’ Association 
of the United States; and I want to say that these two organiza- 
tions come here and unanimously demand the elevation of that 
service by preventing fraud in procuring licenses. Listen fora 
moment to what the Supervising Inspector-General, James A. 
Dumont, says: 

1 have the honor to report thereon that the object of the bill is to provide 
n legal means of preventing fraud in obtaining licenses by persons applying 
for license as steamboat officers, and for punishing officers who, after receiy- 
ing licenses, fraudulently and by forgery increase, by interlineation or other- 
wise, the conditions originally stated on the face of such licenses. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Kentucky, if he represents 
river men in his State that have been guilty of changing the face 
of the licenses there by raising them, authorizing them to navi- 
gate or operate machinery for larger ships, that it is just as 
much a crime and just as much an offense as if it were on the 
Atlantic Ocean or Lake Michigan. A lie well told and well sworn 
to on board a craft of 50 or 100 tons is just as serious and just as 
offensive as one sworn to on a craft that carries a thousand tons. 

I know something about these river craft that he speaks about. 
A man possesses a little craft and is the engineer, master, and pilot 
himself. Every Sunday, unless it is an exception down in the 
gentleman's moral district, they are probably run on excursions 
up and down the river by men who have no business to have this 
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license; and if they are run by men who have interline +);. 
license and changed the original conditions, they ough: ;,, ).. 
punished as the bill provides; and I think that with the an... 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, to substitute ti. . on’ 
‘‘or” for the word “and,” the bill ought to pass. - 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman alioy, » 
to ask him one question? — 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman to ask 4 ,, 


tion. tad 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Do [ understand the gen} |e. ; 
to say that the Pilots’ Association had adopted this bill?) 

Mr. MINOR. The Pilots’ Association, so far as I know. yos. 
and, so far as my personal knowledge goes, all these marine »c<,. 
ciations have adopted it for the purpose of rooting out these 
ulent parties. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to call the attention of the gent}. 
man from Kentucky to the fact that the second section of th) )j)| 
is legislation against the crime of forgery. Now, I assume that 
the gentleman will admit that because the vessel is a small ono 
it is no less a crime to commit forgery to obtain a license to oper. 
ate that vessel than it would be if it were a large vessel. Now 
surely the gentleman will not attempt to palliate the crime of for. 
gery because the pilot is trying to forge his way from one smaq\} 
vessel to perhaps one of larger dimensions. 

Mr. 4 EELER of Kentucky. No; I think that provision oug)t 
to stand. bis 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the penalty on the other branch js 
simply the penalty of perjury. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I hope I may have some time oy 
this question. 

Mr. BERRY. Is there not law enough now to punish a man 
who changes or interlines his license? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I should have thought so if the Attorney- 
General of the United States had not said to the contrary. . 

Mr. BERRY. Iobservethe statement of the Attorney-General. 
but does not the gentleman from Ohio, as a lawyer, believe that if 
a man takes a license issued by the United States and interlines 
it in order to give himself a higher grade of license than was 
really granted him, he is guilty of forgery? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam willing that the gentleman shall put 
his opinion as a lawyer hereagainst that of the Attorney-General, 

Mr. BERRY. Iam asking the gentleman the question. He is 
a distinguished lawyer, one of the best in Ohio, I supposed he 
could give me that information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should have thought that a license isa 

ublic record, and that an alteration of it would beforgery. But 
it having been decided, apparently by very high authority, that 
there is no law to punish such an offense, certainly the legislative 
department ought to meet the case by making the law explicit, as 
we had supposed it to be before this decision was made. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know, but I think there are some gen- 
tlemen in this House who are just as good lawyers as many gen- 
tlemen who have acted as Attorney-General. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At any rate, it having gone forth to the 
business interests of the country that there is no law to punish 
that sort of a change of record, I should not hesitate to make the 
law specific by the passage of an act of Congress. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, in some cases which have come be- 
fore the courts it has been found that thelocal steamboat inspect- 
ors have never been invested with authority to administer oaths 
except in cases of investigation. 

Mr. BERRY. I take it that when a man presents himself for 
license under the laws of the United States he is subjected toa 
very rigid and thorough examination. Now, why should sucha 
man, any more than a person applying for any other position, be 
held responsible in the future? Ought notthe Government of the 
United States to satisfy itself by proper examination that the 
person is suitable for the position? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Kentucky wil! allow 
me to say that the statement here in question is a representation 
as to the person’s experience, where he has been employed, what 
he has been doing, etc. That statement the law ought to reuire 
to be verified by oath. 

Mr, BERRY. A man applying for a position as enginerr 1s 
asked certain questions, such as, Supposing the boiler space 50 
much and there is so much space at the valve and the steam !s 
brought to bear upon the engine, how much will be the pressure 
per square inch? Questions of that difficult and intricate nature 
are propounded. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Why, we have had this eee ao for 
1 do not know how many years, and the only difficulty now 'S 
that there is no penalty for a false statement. A man is LoW 

uired by law to make that statement. ’ 
r. WHEELER of Kentucky. Is it not the law to-day—has it 
not always been the law—that where.a man makes a false »'te- 
ment in his application for increased grade as pilot, master, F 


ir iud- 


eal 


eT ON ee eee ten eee 
ein a Set Na ee Fe _ . 


rece or) A ee 
eae eesti, ate agty Be 
Pi) Pesos 


. oy 





1900. 


EEE 


—_—_ 


nee 4 may not only refuse the application for an in- 
ene of Oona — cancel ‘the license he already holds? 
: nar. GROSVENOR. That is the only remedy. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does the gentleman want any- 
a4 SROSVENOR. Yes, sir; I want something a good deal 
ore covert If a pilot makes a false statement that he is familiar 
swith the Ohio River and aftefwards, in consequence of his unfa- 
vs iarite steers his boat upon the head of the falls and a number 
YP asst ngers are drowned, I want him sent to the penitentiary 
fe : having falsely stated that he had had experience upon those 


“i. ‘PAYNE. Allow me to state that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Berry] helped to frame the original law some two or 
three years ago requirin these statements to be made, 

Mr. BERRY. I recollect that the bill was considered by our 
committee, but I never agreed to the proposition that a man should 
be put under oath upon every matter as to which the Government 
may examine him. : ’ ; 

The gentleman from Ohio says that an incompetent pilot may 
run his boat upon the falls. Now, one of the very questions they 
would ask a man under such circumstances would be, What di- 
rection would you take at that particular point; what lights 
would you follow? and so forth; and unless those questions were 
answered satisfactorily he would not get his license. 

Mr. PAYNE. The law already requires this statement to be 
made. This bill simply proposes to add the provision that it shall 
be made in the form of an oath and subject to the penalties of 

yerjyury. 

- WHEELER of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ohio will 
nnderstand that granting a man a license does not guarantee him 
employment at all.’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Of course not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. As a matter of fact, all those 
employed as the working force of a vessel are generally known to 
the inspectors. ) 
by the inspector does not insure his getting employment. 

“Mr. GROSVENOR. Why should he be licensed at all? 
not let everyone in? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am coming to that point. 

I would license him, simply because the Government, in its ef- 
forts to protect human life, has sought to obtain the highest skill 
possible in the management of a boat; but when the Government 
has exhausted its efforts to procure the skill, then the energy of 
the individual citizen comes in, and the owner of the craft exer- 
cises his right of selection from the vast number of pilots, mas- 
ters,and engineers whom it is possible to employ, and the rev- 
ocation of the license by the Government inspector and the 
deprivation of the opportunities to make a living, it occurs to 
me, ie a sufficient punishment to any man for misrepresentation 
of the facts, especially these little fellows. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman and I differ about ‘‘ these 
little fellows.” I believe perjury tobe perjury. I believe forgery 
to be forgery. 
_ Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I do not propose to defend per- 


jury. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. The defense that was once made in another 
case, as to the size of the offspring, I think has great force here. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am willing to differ with the 
gentleman even there, because I think that peer upon the part 
of the gentleman from Ohio or myself woul 
heinous offense than perjury on the part of a very ignorant man, 
unacquainted with the ordinary rules of legal procedure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that, too; and I think if either one of 
us committed perjury, we ought to be sent to the penitentiary for 
three years and ned $500. I can imagine a man who might 
commit perjury whom, if I were the judge on the bench, I would 
fine a dollar and tell him not to do it again. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. All the Federal judges are not 
so charitable as the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ldonotknow. I think the Federal judges 
are very good judges on that very question. Not very long ago 
in the case of a young man who had committed a depredation 
upon the Post-Office Department, who was shown to have been of 
previous good character and to belong to a good family, who had 
never done anything of the kind before, it wasa great satisfaction 
to me that a Federal judge gave him a mere nominal punishment, 
and I think saved him from the ultimate category of the criminal. 

Mr. BERRY. Would the gentleman object to this bill lying 
over for a day or two until I can confer with gentlemen who live 
along the Ohio River? 

_, ir. GROSVENOR. We will never get to it again, probably. 
if that isdone. We had better pass it now. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
a oo the time to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of information to the 

House and for the purpose of answering an inquiry, I will state 


Why 
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As Ihave said, the mere fact that a man is licensed | 


be a graver and more | 
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that section 4445 of the Revised Statutes, which this bill seeks to 
amend, reads as follows: 








Every master, chief mate, engineer, and pilot who receives a license shall, 
before entering upon his duties, make oath before one of the inspectors 
herein provided for, to be recorded with the certificate, that he will faith 
fully and honestly, according to his best skilland judgment, without conceal 
ment or reservation, perform all the duties required of him by law 


That is the extent of the section which is sought to be amended, 
and the oath which has been administered by inspectors to appli- 
cants for license has been simply a matter of regulation of the 
board of inspectors, and not a requirement of law, and this sec- 
tion seeks to make this provision mandatory, to recognize it by 
law. I take it that that information will answer several objec- 
tions which have been made to this bill. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
MINOR] if he desires to be heard further, 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I have anything 
further to say. It seems to me that this matter is too plain to 
need any further argument. The gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. WHEELER] proposes to except from the provisions of this 
bill craft of 150tons burden. I want to say to the gentleman that 
there are millions and millions of dollarsinvested in tug property 
on the Great Lakes, and on board those tugs are thousands of 
employees, and if the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky should prevail every tug would be exempt from the pro- 
vision of this act, and the captains of those boats would have the 
glorious privilege of going before the inspectors and telling a lie 
and swearing to it and be beyond the reach of punishment, while 
if I was engaged in sailing a steamer carrying passengers 1 must 
tell the truth or go to State prison. It seems to me that that is 
clearly a malicious distinction and a piece of class legislation that 
I can not indorse. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], the chairman of 
this great Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, proposes 
to accept an amendment inserting the word ‘‘ or” in place of the 
word ** and,” and that in all conscience ought to satisfy the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky |Mr. WHEELER] or any other gentleman 
in this House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, does this bill come with a unani- 
mous report from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries? 

Mr. MINOR. It comes with a unanimous report, after having 
been fully discussed. The president of the United States Marine 
Engineers’ Association presented their side of the case. I meta 
number of the engineers afterwards and they presented it to me, 
and every one of them asked me to urge the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. There was no division in the committee? 

Mr. MINOR. Not at all; and no division anywhere, except 
down in Kentucky in some Congressional district. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SMALL. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
LLOYD. | 

Mr. LLOYD. Ionly want to ask aquestion. Perhaps the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina may be able to answer it. What is 
the penalty now for perjury, or what would be the penalty for 
perjury under this section? 

Mr. SMALL. I can not answer that definitely. 

Mr. LLOYD. As I understand this bill, it provides in one por- 
tion of it that if an individual subscribes to a false oath he shall 
be punished as for perjury as provided by the statute. It does not 
say what that punishment is, and I was only asking asa matter of 
information to know what was the penalty for perjury to which 
the individual would be liable under this section. 

Mr. BERRY. Three years’ imprisonment and $500 fine. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the maximum. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to be recognized 
for a few moments to reply to something that has been said. 

Mr. SMALL. Iyield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to be recognized 
in my ownright. I desire to offer an amendment at the conclu- 
sion of my remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
SMALL] controls the floor for an hour. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky... I ask the gentleman if he will 
yield to me for the purpose of offering an amendment at the 
expiration of what I have to say. 

Mr. SMALL. 1s it the amendment referred to by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. One is the amendment referred 
to by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr.SMALL. I yield for the purpose of allowing the gentle- 
man to offer that amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gen- 
tleman from Ohio if there had been any demand on the part of 
the engineers and masters in behalf of this bill, and I asked that 
question for the purpose of eliciting the reply which the gentle- 
man made, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] yielded only for the purpose of al- 
lowing the gentleman from Kentucky to offer an amendment, 

Mr. SMALL. I yielded three minutes to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. With the right to offer his amendment? 

Mr. SMALL. With the right to offer his amendment at the 
close of his remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I can not say what I desire to 
say in three minutes. 

r. SMALL. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I suppose.five or ten minutes. 

Mr. SMALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman, with the 
right to offer an amendment at the close of his remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The House will understand that 
these pilot associations are more or less close corporations. The 
high-grade pilots have organized themselves into a kind of asso- 
ciation, which I do not object to. Their efforts, like the effort of 
all other organized bodies, is to draw the lines as closely as possi- 
ble. Soit is with the masters, so it is with the engineers. You 
will find kindred organizations among the railroad people of this 
country, and while I am not hostile to these organizations, while 
I, in fact, commend the purpose of them, at the same time I think 
it would be unwise for Congress to pass a bill that will strike down 
the honest endeavors of the little fellows who are trying honestly 
to support themselves. 

Now, I do not propose to permit myself to be placed in the atti- 
tude of attempting to defend perjury or a willful violation of law. 
But I do insist that I have the right to protest against the creation 
of av offense and to denominate it perjury which has none of the 
elements of a criminal act. The law is amply sufficient now. 
You can revoke the license of these men who make false state- 
ments about their experience. And gentlemen take an erroneous 
view in saying that the Government watches as jealously the 
management and navigation of a little craft, having absolutely 
nobody aboard of it, perhaps, except one man, who is perhaps mas- 
ter, pilot, and engineer, and one roustabout, as it watches the 
management of the great Atlantic steamers or the floating palaces 
on the Mississippi and the Ohio River. 

I have indicated that all objection would be withdrawn, so far 
as I was concerned, if the provisions of this bill were made to ap- 
ply to steamers of 150 tons burden and upwards. I am perfectly 
willing that those steamers that carry passengers should be re- 
quired to conform to the provisions of this bill. 

Now, the en from Wisconsin, whose acquaintance I 
have not, undertakes to speak of the morality of my district as so 
great or something so peculiar to the people of Kentucky that I 
want this provision of the bill stricken out as to them! The 
morals of my district are not better or different from those of 
Wisconsin or any other district in the country, but of one thing 
I am assured—the people of the First district of Kentucky are 
too intelligent to select a man to represent them on the floor of 
Congress who can not debate a simple measure like this without 
trying to drag politics into it. 

As the measure now stands, it is compulsory upon the trial judge 
to both fine and imprison the man. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. GRosVENOR] has indicated that he is willing to substitute 
the disjunctive for the copulative conjunction and let him fine or 
imprison; and if the gentleman will yield for me to offer an amend- 
ment providing that the provisions of this bill shall apply only to 
steamers of 150 tons burden, or even 100 tons burden, I believe all 
objection would be withdrawn; butif the measure is pressed as it 
is, Mr. Speaker, I must insist that in my humble opinion the 
members of the House will impose a penalty for the violation of 
this provision that is far in excess of the offense. I am satisfied 
that if the rank and file of the river people of the United States 
could be heard from = ~y oppose this measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. hat distinction is made now between 
the small vessel and the large vessel? 

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. No distinction is made so far 
as the vessel is concerned, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, all that we ask for is only that the 
man who applies for a license on the small vessel shall tell the 
truth, just exactly the same as the one on the large vessel. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I concedethat to betrue. But 
I desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio that those who are 
licensed to run these small craft never are men that hope to man- 
age larger craft. And while the Government uses its diligence 
ir trying to perfect the skill of the masters, pilots, and engineers, 
iu every single case, they ought not to apply the same tests in the 
management of these small vessels that they do in the manage- 
ment of these great steamers and ocean liners. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Now, Idesire to offer an amend- 
ment, in line 8, page 2, by stri out the word ‘“‘and” and in- 
serting the word ‘‘or” in place thereof. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pago 2, line 8, after the word “dollars,” strike out the word “and. and 


insert in lieu thereof the word “or. 
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Mr.SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to offer a few p<. i 





irk 
from Kentucky that the pane for forgery, as prc piled on 
he punishment provided is that»... 

shall be fined not exceeding $500, and that he should be im pris saad 
at hard labor for a term not exceeding three years. Tho }:, a 
Statutes, section 5415, providing punishment for forging United 
States securities, says that he “be fined not more than $5 (\\. 
be imprisoned not more than fifteen years.” By sectior, 5;;- a 
the Revised Statutes forgery of certificate of entry shall bo yy, 
ished ‘‘ by a fine of not more than $10,000 and by imprison); ata 
hard labor for not more than three years.” oo 

By section 5421 forging ‘‘a deed, power of attorney, ordey oo». 
tificate, or receipt, or other writing for the purpose of obt ijn, 
money or to defraud the United States,” etc., is to be punished by 
imprisonment “at hard labor for a period of not less than on» y, Me 
or shall be imprisoned not more than five years and fined not {nov 
than $1,000.” In this bill, the object of which is to provide erriatoy 
security for human life, the punishment for the crime of foy..;y 
is less than is provided by any section of the Revised Statutes ¢, 
which I have referred. 

The other objections to the bill I think have been fully answer 
Mr. Speaker, and I yield the remainder of my time to the gent}. 
man from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]. ; 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to call attention, if the gentle man 
will permit, to the penalty for perjury. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman yield? 

Mr. SMALL. Ido. 

Mr. LLOYD, It is to that part of it which states that an inaj- 
vidual who violates his oath becomes guilty of the crime of per} ary 

Here is the law with reference to that: Ls 


Sec. 5392. Every person who, having taken an oath before a competent trihy 
nal, officer, or person, in any case in which a law of the United States autho; 
izesan oath to be administered, that he will testify, declare, depose, or corti; 
truly, or that any written testimony, declaration, deposition, or corti; 
by him subscri is true, willfully and contrary to such oath states or sy} 
scribes any material matter which he does not believe to be true, is vuilty ; 
perjury, and shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2.000, and by in 
prisonment, at hard labor, not more than five years; and shal!. moreover. 
thereafter be incapable of giving testimony in any court of the United States 
until such time as the judgment against him is reversed. 


That provision, as will be observed, makes the penalty for per- 
jury much en than that for forgery. 

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHEELER] desires to draw a distinction in this mat- 
ter between smaller vessels and larger ones.. The difiiculty about 
that is that there would be constant controversy as to what class 
of vessel a man’s license was taken out for—whether for a larger 
or a smaller vessel. There would be continual disturbance in the 
os department as to the size of vessel for which a man 
had been licensed. 

Now, while I have listened with great interest to the argument 
of the distingui gentleman from Kentucky, I must say that | 
can see no distinction between a false statement made in order to 
become the master of a 100-ton vessel and a false statement made 
in order to become the master of a 200-ton vessel. This bill is one 
of the steps which the Supervising Inspector, General Dumont, 
has asked for in order that this system may be brought stil! fur- 
ther toward perfection than it has — reached. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as it seems desirable to put an end to this 
debate and give an unity for other gentlemen to call up 
their reports, I ask for previous question on the bill and pend- 
ing amendment, 

he previous a was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment of Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reai the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I move to recommittee the bill 
with instructions to report it back with provisions making it ap- 
ply only to vessels of 150 tons burden and over. And on that 
question I demand the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 15, noes (). _ 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I make the point that there is 
no quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am under theimpression that upon the 
count announced by the Speaker the yeas and nays were oricred. 

The SPEAKER. There were 15 voting in the affirmative and 
69 in the negative, making a total of 84, of which the necessary 
one-fifth would be 17. : 

The point of order is made that no quorum has voted. The 
— can not entertain that point of order. It is not a proper 

int. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. M t was not that no 
quorum had voted. I made the point tha there was no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not entirely clear upon the mat- 
ter, but will count the House to ascertain whether a quorum 15 
present. [After acount.] One hundred and eighty-six mem)ers 
are present—a quorum. The yeas nays are refused. The 
question is on the motion to recommit with instructions. 
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The question being taken, the motion of Mr. WHEELER of Ken- 
tucky was rejecte ‘ded was then d. 

The Se “Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
; eas which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES WEATHER BUREAU. 


is ommittees was proceeded with. 

cal DSWORTH (when the Committee on Agriculture was 
jjed), Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House bill 3988, to organ- 
a improve the United States Weather Bureau. I find that 
ize and impr oke the bill has been referred to the House Calendar 
ae of to the Union Calendar. I would like to have that mis- 
= UDEAKER. The gentleman will state the ground of his 
reir “WADSWORTH. The bill carries an increase of salary, 
although, in fact, it does not make an appropriation. 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair will order the transfer of the bill 
to the appropriate Calendar. : : . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The morning hour having expired. I 
move that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
ill 3988. 
gb SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the morning hour 
has not expired; but an hour has expired since the call of commit- 
tees began. The gentleman from New York moves that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 3988. 

he motion was agreed to. . , : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Moopy of husetts in the chair), and proceeded 
tothe consideration of the bill (H. R. 3988) to organize and im- 
prove the United States Weather Bureau. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
which the Clerk will report. : 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill (H. R. 3988) to reor- 
ganize and improve the United States Weather Bureau. 

Mr. WADSWORTH ae the reading). I move to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill and that we take it up 
under the five-minute rule, section by section, unless some gen- 
tleman wishes to have general debate. 

Mr. LOUD. That can not be done now. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WapbsworTH] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before consent is given to that, I think 
it would be better to have some general statement about the bill. 
The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH], can give us a general idea of 
its provisions, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ifthegentleman wants general debate on 
it, lam perfectly willing to have it on both sides. 

Mr. RICHAR IN. My idea was that only in general debate 
can we have that full explanation of the features of the bill which 
every bill should receive. I am not speaking for everybody; I am 
only speaking for myself. 

oa LOUD. We ought not to close general debate on this bill 
at all. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the chairman of 
the committee reporting this bill [Mr. WapswortsH] that I be- 
lieve it is one which ought to be considered under general debate. 
For ml yer I express that view and trust that will be done. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam perfectly willing that there should 
be general debate. 

Mr. BROWN. It is a very important measure, and I think 
there ought tobe a reasonable time given to debate before we come 
to the five-minute rule. I would suggest two hours. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection to that, that the 
general debate be limited to two hours. I move that. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York amend 
ie request to include the time for the termination of the general 

e? 


se WADSWORTH. I do. I ask that it be limited to two 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WaADsworTH] asks unanimous consent that the first — “ 
° 


the bill be dispensed with and that general debate be limit 
two hours, 


yote 


Mr. LOUD, I would ask the gentleman to segregate the two 
I have no objection to the first request, but general 
never be closed if I can prevent it. 
I insist on my request. 
Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
. WADSWORTH]? 
, Lobject. 


requests, 

debate on this bill shall 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 

a The C ‘ 
eman from New York 
Mr. LOUD, Mr. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Gentlemen on this side want some time 
for general debate, and I suggest to the gentleman that he proceed 
now in the usual form, and probably general debate can be closed 
inside of two hours, or later, if necessary. I think it would no 
be well to undertake to close it now in advance. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Objection has been made by the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Loup] already. j 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will proceed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the first reading of the bill. That was not objected to 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York {Mr. Waps 
rea asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first read 
ing of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, according to the report 
on this bill, which is ready for distribution, the bill aims to ac- 
complish three objects which are practically departures from 
existing law. The first is the perpetuation by law of the present 
rigid system of discipline and merit obtaining in the Weather 
Bureau. That, I take it, no man on the floor of this House will 
object to. In support of that, I have received a great many reso- 
lutions passed by maritime and business associations and others. 
It is a Bureau which comes more directly and more closely in 
touch with the business interests of this country than any other 
bureau of this Government. So I donot care to discuss that part 
of the bill any further. I think that is a matter that we will all 
agree upon—any betterment of the service we will all uphold. 

Passing to the second, the granting of authority to the em- 
ployees of the Bureau to create, exclusively from their own moneys, 
a fund for the retirement of disabled and aged officials, this to be 
accomplished without one dollar of expense to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and in such a way that at no time in the future can the 
Federal Government be called upon tocontribute anything in any 
manner to that fund. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will with pleasure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There has been some effort here at securing 
civil-service reform, I believe. I want to know if you have 

the merit system? 
r. WADSWORTH. Absolutely. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, will you tell us what it is? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We donot doaway with the civil-service 
examination as now carried on. We simply change the manner 
of nominating toappointment, that isall. I think the gentleman 
himself is very familiar with the present civil-service examination 


system. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman, just at that point, 
yield to me for a brief statement? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. My colleague [Mr. Giuiert of Massachu- 
setts], the chairman of the Committee on Civil Service Reform, 
has taken great interest in this bill and expected to be here during 
its discussion and to participate in it; but he has been called to 
Massachusetts to attend the funeral of a near relative, and conse- 
quently it has been impossible for him to say anything. An 
attempt was made to postpone its consideration, which attempt 
was unavailing. I make this brief statement simply to explain 
his.absence at this time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, the question of the 
retirement fund, as I have said in the report, is a new departure; 
but I want to call to the attention of the House the fact that as 
provided for in this bill it is done without one dollar of expense 
to the Government, without any possibility of any future expense 
to the Government. It has been said here that if we authorize 
this the clerks will come here and form what might perhaps be 
called a labor union, and urge Congress to increase their salaries 
to the amount of the percentage deducted in order to form this 
retirement fund. But I do not know of any other way to get rid 
of the superannuated employees, men who have passed the time 
of useful service to the Government, who, by age or from other 
cause, have become partially or wholly disabled. 

Mr. RIDGELY. ill the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. With pleasure. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does the bill provide for a voluntary fund or 
a compulsory fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. A compulsory fund. 

Mr. RIDGELY. That the money shall be taken out of the 
salary of every employee? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Out of the salary of every employee in 
the Weather Bureau. Now, as a matter of fact, the Government 
to-day is actually pensioning a large class of clerks; it is in this 
way: They have beyond the age of utility from one cause 
oranother. Through a feeling of charity and kindness, and some 
times through political influence, these old people are kept in 
office, and the result is that the Departments are continually ask- 
ing for an increase of force to do the work of these old clerks who 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, what I wanted to ask th 
man was, if there ought not to be a distinction between 
ployee where he goes out of the service voluntarily and \ 
is discharged from the Weather Bureau. For instance. , 
it that an employeeis there, and perhaps he is quite effici: 
has been in the service possibly ten or fifteen years, ani , 
















































are still on the pay rolls. Therefore, these old people are prac- 
tically pensioned to-day by the Government. . 

Mr. RIDGELY. How long does an employee have to pay into 
this fund before he is entitled to the benefits of it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. At least ten years. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I simply ask that in order that it may go into 
the RECORD. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I should like to ask a question about this. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yieldto the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROMWELL. A doubt which suggests itself to my mind 
is as to whether these figures will permit the payment of this pen- 
sion to the earlier withdrawals. I can imagine that the fund 
might gradually accumulate until the provisions of the bill may 
be carried out. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have the figures here, and I am going 
to produce them. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Have these figures been prepared by an 
expert actuary or other person competent to give them? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They have been furnished by the Weather 
Bureau, based on the number of employees, the age of the em- 
ployees, and the salaries paid. 

Mr. BROMWELL. There is one element that comes in there; 
that is, the ten years. Then there is a provision in this bill for re- 
tirement on account of incapacity. Does not that specifically 
include those? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. In further answer to the gentle- 
man from Ohio I have a statement here from the Weather Bureau 
showing the facts. It fixes the number of employees affected by 
the law at 654. The amount that will be paid annually to the re- 
tirement fund, at 3 per cent, under the present organization and 
appropriation, will be $18,000. Now, you take for the twelve years 
as an example, and the amount paid into the retirement fund will 
be $216,000. The amount credited to the fund in twelve years by 
death of retired employees, discharges, resignations, and other 
lapses, estimated in accordance with the record of past years, will 
amount to $14,000. That will make the total amount of revenues 
for twelve years $230,000. 

Now, as to the expenses for twelve years from July 1, 1900, the 
date on which the retirements begin: During the first year 4 em- 
ployees will retire, and the amount required to pay them until 
June 30, 1912, will be $19,656; during the second year 1 employee 
will retire, and the amount required to pay him to June 30, 1912, 
will be $1,606; during the third year 2 employees will retire, and 
the amount required to pay them will be, to June 30, 1912, $13,800: 
during the fourth year 2 employees will retire, and the amount 
required to pay them to June 30, 1912, will be $16,859; during the 
fifth year 4 employees will retire, and the amount required to pay 
them will be $28,758; during the sixth year 2 will retire, and 
the amount required to pay them will be $14,369; during the 
seventh year 6 employees will retire, and the amount required 
to pay them will be $18,193; during the eighth year 3 will re- 
tire, and the amount required to pay them will be $10,568; dur- 
ing the ninth year 5 employees will retire, and the amount re- 
quired to pay them will be $11,826; during the tenth year 7 em- 
ployees will retire, and the amount required to pay them will be 
$15,751; during the eleventh year 3 employees will retire, and the 
amount rec — to pay them will be $4,894, and during the twelfth 
year . employees will retire, and the amount required to pay them 
will be $635. 

So the expenses against the fund on account of deaths of em- 
ployees not retired, retirements on account of disability, and inci- 
dental expenses for twelve years from July 1, 1900, will be $15,750, 
leaving a total expense of $167,665, leaving a credit balance on 
hand on June 30, 1912, of $62,335, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now may I ask the gentleman one further 
question? It may be in the bill, but Ido not recollect seeing it. 
Is there a provision in this bill by which a person who resigns 

voluntarily inside of the limit of being entitled to this pension 
may recover a big percentage of the amount that he has paid into 
this fund, or is the entire amount that he has paidin forfeited? I 
presume there is a provision of that kind in the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Thereis no provision of that kind in the 


in that Bureau, but beyond that Bureau. Now, during 
ten or fifteen years—— 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I know it does. Now, during 
would be right if he was discharged for cause that it <} 


he have that amount deducted from his salary during t); 
fifteen years? 


he was not forced to leave, and he was not forced into thy 


employee leaves the service volun 
he forfeits that which has been reserved from his salary’ 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is 


serves fifteen years, he draws 
is $900, he would draw one-half of $900 and get $450. 


bill should be amended so as to remedy that defect. 


than the Department of Agriculture. 


ever rg d have accumulated there which wou 
benefit, is 
benefit from it, 


‘Acti 
bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the question asked by the fe ‘a 
gentleman from Ohio is the very inquiry I was going to make of 
the gentleman from New York. I would like to go a little fur- 
ther in my inquiry upon that point, so that he could answer both. 
— I desire to ask him is, as I understand the provisions of the 

1 —— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me answer the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Thesection covering the provision where 
ae a voluntarily leave the service is found on page 13 of the 

Provided, 'That in all cases where employees shall voluntarily leave the 
Government service or be removed therefrom for cause they 1 forfeit to 


Spe cern fund the amount of salary withheld under the provisions of 
act. 


fer except in that way. 
he should not blame Congress if he loses the 


a& man’s undertaking to get a better 


ceiving from the Weather Bureau 
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account of his qualifications and his efficiency, he is prom, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say to the gentleman this , 
ment fund only affects employees of the Weather Bureay. 


ten or fifteen years of this efficient employee's servic. . 
Bureau there has been accumulated out of his salary s, 
which would be to his credit if he were to die. I can seo 


forfeited; but suppose on account of his efficiency, by rea 
his qualifications and kis merit, he is promoted to so. 
better, not in this Bureau, but in some other bureau, why «) 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Ican only say that he leaves voly 
Mr. CANNON. He has had the benefit of being insure 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Am I ee — ing that when a 
y or by discharge fo, 


etire. 


t hese 


in the 
much, 
that it 
uld be 
‘on of 


thing 


tarily: 


Servis 
rvice, 


n 
Cause 


partiall 

right and partially wrong. This bill does not undertake to _ 
anybody upon this retirement list unless he is at the time 
retirement an ——> of the Weather Bureau. That far the 
gentleman is right. Butif the man servesinthe Weather Bureay 
and shall voluntarily leave or be transferred to some other depart- 
ment or goes out of the service altogether, and shall afterwards 
reenter the Bureau, then the time he had served during his first 
employment and the time of his service during the second em- 
ployment are added together in order to get at the time of his 
employment; and if he shall reach the age of 60 prior to having 
served through the years fixed by the bill, then he shal! draw at 
the rate of one-thirtieth for each year he had served. Suppose he 
fifteen-thirtieths; and if theamount 


put 


of hig 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, let me ask my friend a question 
there. Suppose that this employee is transferred because of his 
meritorious service, and he is invited to hold a higher position in 
some bureau or department and does not return to the Weather 
Bureau at any time? Now, it seems to me that portion of the 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. e thought we could not un- 
dertake—that, in fact, we had no jurisdiction as a committee—to 
report oon relating to any other part of the public service 

@ man voluntary retires 
from the Weather Bureau, so that he is no longer in its employ- 
men, then, of course, this classification can not apply to him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course not; but, as I understand, im: 
mediately upon his divorcing himself from the Bureau by a trans- 
fer to some other bureau or department he forfeits whatever sum 
may have been accumulated for his benefit under this Dill. In 
other words, it is assumed that he will not return to the Bureau, 
and whatever he may have contributed to this el fund, what- 

d have gone to his 
forfeited, and in the event of his death he receives no 


Now, it seems to me that if he is an entirely meritorious officer, 
if he may have left the Bureau by reason of promotion to some 
higher grade of service, he ought not to lose the amount accumu- 
lated to his credit while he was an efficient employee of the Bureau. 
If some provision could be made by which at least a portion of 
this fund should accrue to his benefit, it seems to me the measure 
would come nearer meeting the merits of the case. I am inclined, 
however, to defer very largely to the views of the members of the 
oo Committee, who have investigated and studied this 

more than I have, though I have paid some little attention 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Whenevera man istransferred 
to any other department, of course the transfer is voluntary: 
is made upon his own request. I know no instance of any trans 


Mr. WADSWORTH. If any man voluntary resigns his pine 
mefit of this p 


vision. . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But does not this put an embargo upon 


lace? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of pi. Ko; not at all, If a manre 
$900 sees an opportunity to ob- 
tain $1,200 in the War Department, for instance, the transfers 
made at his own request; in other words, he prefers to give UP the 








1900. 


—_ : ith the chances of retirement under a bill of this 
salary 6 the salary of $1,200 in another branch of the 
a If he voluntarily makes that choice he ought not to re- 
service. : a at « 5 "Ae 
pr 10 At of this provision as a Weather Bureau employee 
- ~ time soeeive the benefit of the advanced salary 
an‘ 7 , gains by the transfer to another department. Itis a 
which ™ choice with him whether he will take one or the other; 
aa porcine have the benefit of both. 
* ae ALBERT. I see by the report of the committee that this 

aoe to accomplish three objects which are departures from 
ae oxisting law. Thesecond of these objects is thus stated in the 
rye h loyees of the B to create, ex- 

_ The granting of satay ove, afund for the retirement of disabled and 
clusively ? ns. this to be accomplished without one dollar of expense to the 
aged officia yvernment, and in such a way that at no time in the future can 
ss ieraioral Government be called on to contribute in any manner to the fund. 

“That all sounds very well and may be vory proper; but is it not, 
» fact, an entering wedge to the establishment of a civil pension 
aie system of pensioning a man after a certain term of em- 
cSovmnenst in the civil service of the Government? Is not this an 
entering wedge in that direction? Will it not lead ultimately to 

hat end? 4 
_ is another question I would like to ask. . 

WADSWORTH. Let me answer one question at a time. 
I naa think the bill will have any such tendency as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] apprehends. The sys- 
tem of retirement of employees upon a pension provided by them- 
eelves has been adopted by the Pennsylvania Railroad; it has 
been adopted in the Regular Army, ee the soldier contributes 
onthly a small part of his pay for the maintenance of the 
Soldiers’ Home. this is practically a life insurance association 
carried on by the contributions of the Bureau employees. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam utterly opposed to anything like a sys- 
tem of civil-service pensions. Hence I ask, Would it not be pos- 
sible for the employees of the Weather Bureau to establish this 
kind of a beneficial association for themselves, without any au- 
thority of law? Is it not a fact that in other departments of the 
Government there has been organized a kind of life insurance 
association pe the employees similar to this, but without any 
authority of law? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not believe that in the Weather 

sureau an — voluntary system, without any legal authority, 
would be effective. 

Mr. TALBERT. One effect of this measure, it seems to me, 
will be that these employees, after making these contributions to 
this a — will be on a agen of — to 
make up to them the amount whic ey thus contribute. us 
this will a — ” a system of ie ae 

I think that if we undertake to carry out the object stated in 
the report as the second object of the measure the bill will operate 
as nothing more nor less than an goer Lg ge ee 
under this Government a system to which I am absolutely op- 
posed, Iam opposed to cnything that smacks of civil-service pen- 
£10ns, 

a 1 caaiadirencsee SoamI; butI do not think this ‘‘ smacks” 
of it at all. 

Mr. TALBERT. I wish to call the attention of the House par- 
pg 2 = a oe stated. I hope — any fe gto 
of the bill which undertake to carry out what is stated in the 
report as the second object of the bill will be entirely eliminated. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to say a word in answer to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, I donot think thereis any such 
danger as he suggests unless we ourselves create that danger here- 
after, In the city of Cincinnati we have a civil-service list, as it 
were, for the police department; also for the fire department, and 
aa ic oe oeee teachers. Pw oo mere, mS 
peration with us fora number of years, but no such difficulty 
as the gentleman from South Carolina anticipates hasarisen. No 
= — the objection -_ — fund raised by these differ- 
‘ntemployees may grow to a claim against the city or the 
State. That fund is made up entirely by voluntary assessment, 
just as is provided under this bill with reference to these Weather 
Bureau employees. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is there not already in several of the Depart- 
ments an popes ners a which practically meets the same object 
that this bill undertakes to accomplish? 

a BROMWELL. Iam not able to hear the gentleman’s in- 
; ruption. I = desire to say that I believe there is no danger 
‘ 4is pension scheme provided it be aoe worked out so as 
map Eee what we want to accomplish—that these pensions 
trit, paid as they become due from this fund raised by the con- 
utions of the nS 

‘d How, want to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
val 7 who is in charge of this bill one question. There is a pro- 
i on here for the payment of 75 per cent of the amount paid in 
a se who die. I want to ask the gentleman what justice is 

in ting between those who die in the service or 
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those who withdraw voluntarily from the service—say, for in- 
stance, a lady clerk who withdraws to be married or a gentleman 
clerk to be transferred to one of the other departments—and a per- 
son who on charges is expelled? He has paid so much money into 
this fund. 

Now, you may say that he is insured 
man who dies. He is upon the same footing, so far as the amount 
of money that he has paid in is concerned, and it seems to me it 
is a matter of justice that some provision should be made for the 
payment of 75 per cent, or whatever it may be, of the amount 
paid in by those who voluntarily withdraw from the service, 
as well as those who die in the service before the retirement age. 
I should like to have the gentlemun please explain why the dis- 
tinction is made. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In the first place no man can partake of 
this retirement fund unless he has paid into the fund for ten 
years. Now,if he voluntarily leaves it, I do not see why he does 
not sever his whole connection with the fund. Noone compels 
him to doit. He does it with his eyes open and as a matter of 
judgment. He also enters this employment voluntarily. Now, 
most people who die do so involuntarily. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, suppose an extreme case. 
Suppose a man serves over there nine years and three hundred 
and sixty-four days, and the powers that be bounce him- 

Mr. WADSWORTH. For cause? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They may call it for cause; but in 
nine cases out of ten it is not, if you get to the bottom of it. But 
suppose they bounce him; then what becomes of the money that 
he has paid into the fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That goes into the general fund. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He never gets any of it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not if he is dismissed for cause 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, under this whole civil-service 
business, from top to bottom of it now, as I understand, any offi- 
cer of the Government can bounce any one of those employees 
and say it is for cause, and the man has no redress. Is not that 
true? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That has nothing to dowith this bill. I 
am not going to discuss general civil-service rules with the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


; and yet soit is with the 


I know, and I do not want to discuss 
civil-service rules. I will take occasion to do that some other 
time. Now, another question: Have the mathematicians of this 
committee ciphered on this proposition to see whether this per 
cent that they subtract from the salaries of these people and pay 
into this fund will produce enough revenue to pay these pensions? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They have, and I gave the figures to the 
House only a few minutes ago. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have ciphered that out satisfac- 
torily, have you? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; I want to say that I have not ‘‘ci- 
phered” it out myself, but the figures have been produced from 
the Weather Bureau, based on the number of employees, the sal- 
aries paid, the amount which it will yield, and the estimated 
number of retirements. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, onequestionmore. Iam seek- 
ing information. Is or is not the provision in this bill to pension 
these men a part of the general proposition that is pending herein 
some’ shape or other—I do not know exactly what condition it has 
got into—to establish a general pension roll by reason of old age or 
other infirmities for all of the civil employees of the Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ithink there is such a bill pending before 
the Civil-Service Committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know there is a bill pending, and I 
do not know how far along it has got; but I am asking you, Is the 
provision in this bill a part of that general scheme or not? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; itis not. Itisentirely separate and 
only affects the Weather Bureau. That Bureau is a part of the 
Agricultural Department, but it is almost a department by itself. 

Mr. ROBINSON ofIndiana. Butthe gentleman does not doubt 
that the system, if it applies here, will eventually apply to all em. 
ployees of the Government. 

r. WADSWORTH. Lhope it will eventually, but Iam anx- 
ious to consider this bill entirely by itself. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But if it is a good thing, why 
can not these employees establish it without the sanction of law? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not believe that can be done, Ido 
not believe you can get a unanimous judgment upon it among all 
the employees. Besides that, you have got to give them a char- 
ter, just as a State charters a fire insurance company or a life 
insurance company. Those things are regulated by laws. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the Government, then, is 
going into this business. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; and a State government does 
not go into the fire insurance business when it gives a charter to 
a fire insurance company. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, But the Government, in this law, 
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undertakes to regulate the terms upon which this money shall be 
paid in and out ; , 

Mr. WADSWORTH. So does aState law which gives a charter 
to a fire insurance company. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the real purpose seems to be 
to pension persons who have been in the service a long time and 
who can not now be gotten rid of. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I see there are three sub- 
divisions of this report, the first speaking of the perpetuation of 
the rigid system of discipline and merit; the second, which relates 
to what, for the purpose of my question, I will call the pension- 
ing of the employees; and third, the apportionment of the labor. 
Now, I can not get hold of the framework of this bill as readily 
as I can ask the gentleman the question. Is this bill drafted so 
that all that portion which relates to this civil-pension part of it 
can be stricken out and leave the bill competent for the other 
two purposes that the report speaks of? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; it is so constituted; but I want to 
say that the committee never drafted it with any such idea. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They reported it, however, for the action 
of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, They did, and they will abide by that 
action very cheerfully. ° 

Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Would not the employees of-this Bureau have 
the authority to establish this fund themselves without the special 
authority given them by this act? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It would only be by voluntary action, 
and you know how difficult it would be to secure such action 
among 600 employees scattered all over the country. 

Mr. GRIGGS. The gentleman is aware, of course, of the 
association of railway mail clerks, is he not, the chief feature of 
which is an insurance against accidents? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Could not these employees in this Department 
establish an organization of that character and for that purpose? 

Mr. TALBERT, They have it in other Departments, I will say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is not the railway mail clerks’ organiza- 
tion chartered under the power of some State law? 

Mr. GRIGGS. I do not know whether itis chartered at all. It 
is simply a voluntary association of clerks for the purpose of in- 
suring themselves against accident. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All these volrntary associations have to 
have charters. Now, the question isas!°d, Why should the law be 
specially made with reference to these clerks in this Bureaun—— 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is the entering wedge for establishing the 
system in all the Departments. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Whyshould not Congress give them the 
authority? They are employees of the Government, and the au- 
thority for their employment comes from Congress. 

Mr. GRIGGS. hy should the Government go out of the 
banking business and now at once go into the insurance business? 
. Mr. WADSWORTH. I will not attempt to answer that ques- 

ion. 

Mr. THROPP. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THRropp]? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ido. 

Mr. THROPP. Do I understand the gentleman frankly to ad- 
mit that this Is the first step or the entering wedge toward estab- 
lishing a civil service oe system under this Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I do not admit that; I deny that 
em es 

Mr. GRIGGS. Did not the gentleman say he thought it would 
eventually prevail in all the Departments, and that he favored 
that system? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Under these same rules and regulations, 
without one cent of cost to the United States Government. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. AsI understand the purport of this bill, it pro- 
vides for practically the retirement of all employees at the end of 
thirty years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; atthe age of 65 years, 

Mr. MANN. At the age of 65 years; but if not 65, then after 
thirty years’ service. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They may be retired at that time, but 
after 65 it is compulsory. 

Mr.MANN. At the end of thirty years they may be retired on 
75 per cent of their average salary for the last five years of their 


ce. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Which, of course, is a practical inducement to 
retire and to provide for the retirement fund to pay all these peo- 
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ple, itis proposed to segregate 3 per cent of their salorin. . 
understand the bill. >, as | 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. How would you manage it to pay tho o.),. 
that you will have to pay for the next twenty-five year, ..,.,° 
per cent of their salaries? Us of 3 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have answered that question ,», 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio, by giving the figu ace, in 
first twelve years. At the end of twelve years, the compy)., 
shows, we will have a surplus of $62,325 to the credit of +)... 

Mr. MANN. Now, that I would like to have ex, 
must be a new system of arithmetic. ails 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the House will bear wit) , 
read the statement again, though I have already rea: ;; 

Mr. BROMWELL. It seems to me that there is ay err>»,,.. 
on page 12, in paragraph 2, which probably occurred jy »j4... 
ing to amend the bill from its original form. As it is, jt 4,,.. | 
make very good sense, 

Employees who have been employed as above named for a period of twa. 
years. Tang 

Now, that is one condition, and then: 


And those who have been employed thirty years and w} 
from the performance of their duties may be retired. 

Now, ought not that to be just the reverse? “ Employers wy, 
have been employed as above named for a period of thirty year.» 
and “‘those who have been employed twenty years and wiyo ars 
disabled,” etc. Fg 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; “those who are disabled” a») 
both classes. : 

Mr. BROMWELL. Tell me, if you please, why there should ha 
two periods of employees; those who have been employed “twenty” 
years and those who have been employed “thirty” years. Why 
not at once say this—— . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This says: 

Employees who have been ae as above named for a period of 
twenty years and those who have n employed thirty yea: \ 
disabled from the performance of their duties may be retired, and ; 
retired shall be paid an annuity equal to 40 per cent and 5v per cont po. 
spectively. ; 

There are two distinct classes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Therearetwoclasses, then, as toretiremen}? 

Mr. WADSWORTH, Yes. One gets 40 per cent and the other 
gets 50 per cent. 

Mr. GRIGGS. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

oa GRIGGS,. Inotice yousay: ‘‘ That beginning on the ist day 
oO y.” : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. What e? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Onpage 11. “That beginning on the Ist day 
of July, 1900, there be withheld each month from the salaries 
of the employees of the Weather Bureau,” and so forth, ‘3 per 
cent, or so much as the retirement board hereinafter describe 
shall determine to be necessauy for the purposes herein spec ified.” 
Now, that is an involuntary contribution upon the part of those 
employees, is it not? 

tr. WADSWORTH. Yes; in a way. 

Mr. GRIGGS. This law ao that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This law would require that. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Now, after having contributed to that fund for 
ten years, su) that that employee is discharged? 

Mr. W. RTH. Ifheisdischarged for cause, le loses any 
— that he may have under this f 

7 GRIGGS. Then you have reduced his salary by just % 
much. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If he is discharged for cause; but mind 
the distinction we make—— 

Mr.GRIGGS. But prior to the discharge, during that ten years, 
you have reduced his salary in order that you may aj)'y 4 
amount to pay the insurance, or indemnity rather, to soie 007 
employee who may come in at the end of that time in his pace 

. WADSWORTH. That is true; butin the meantime he bs 
been insured; and if his conduct had been faithful, he would n* 
have forfeited his rights and equities in the retirement {wuu: %0 
you must also bear in mind that he goes into this service youn 
tarily. He can read this law before he goes in. ; 

Mr. GRIGGS. The gentleman understands so long asi.¢ pat'y 
who is insured lives it is not worth much to him. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is true. si 

Mr. BROMWELL. There is another paragraph, parest4) 
on page 13, which provides: 

That any emp’ who has contributed asherein provided to the West) 
Bureau retirement fund hereby authorized, who die before retireme™ 
shall have paid to the person previously designated by him, but (0 20 0%" 
person, etc. 

Does that mean during ten years if the man be retired? Wh 
happens to him if he should pass ten years and still be in ‘hese? 
ice and then die? 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. He gets the benefit of the retirement 


tom MANN. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Me WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Having read with considerable interest the state- 
ment th : t ted 

i at it is estimated that at the end of twelve years after the 
ee into operation 43 will have been retired out of 654 


employ Al ISWORTH. That is on account of age only. 
Mr. MANN. Well, how soon will the rest of them be retired 


when there are only 43 retired ont of 654 in twelve years? Is itsafe 
to assume, a8 the chairman assumed, that few people will live long 

jouch to beretired? But if there are to be as many as 300 in eight 
pe how is the 3 per cent going to furnish a sufficient amount 
io meet the charges against the fund? 7 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is simply a conjecture; you can not 
figure it out exactly. In figuring insurance you can not figure 

haplutely accurately. There are always certain chances. 

‘Mr. MANN. But no insurance company has ever figured such 
asmall percentage as 43 out of 654 in twelve years. You estimate 
that three-fourths of the people will still be in the employ of the 
Government for twenty years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman must remember that 
under this bill no man is admitted to the service who is older than 
35 years. - : 

i r, MANN. According to the bill as I read it, the maximum age 
for observers, Clerks, and stenographers in making appointments 
is 30 years; for artisans, watchmen, and mechanics, 35 years; for 
messengers, 25 years. Of these classes probably 75 per cent would 
live long enough to take advantage of the retirement fund. As I 
understand, at the end of twenty years anybody can be retired 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, the retiring board can retire 
them upon 40 per cent of their regular salary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not unless for disability. The question 
of retirement after thirty years of service rests entirely with the 
retiring board unless the employee has reached the age of 65. 
Then it is compulsory. 

Mr. MANN. That is to say, upon application they are entitled 
to retirement. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not unless in the judgment of the retir- 
ing board they are entitled to retirement on account of old age or 
disability. 

Mr. MANN. The bill provides, as I understand, that after 
twenty years they shall receive 40 per cent, and after thirty years 
60 per cent, of their regular salaries—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Only those who are disabled for the per- 
formance of their duty. Icallattention particularly to that point. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes, I pre- 
sume, the fact that no man when dismissed from the service will 
admit that there was just ground for his dismissal. A further 
suggestion which occurs to me is this: As to the right to retire- 
ment, what expense will the Government be subjected to in de- 
termining the judicial questions connected therewith? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Those questions are disposed of by the 
retirement board, consisting of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, 
with two assistants from tke Bureau named by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In other words, these employees 
of the Government devote tw this business time that should be de- 
voted to the regular service of the Government. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Garves] for a question. 

Mr. GAINES, In this report one of the purposes of the bill is 
thus stated: 


‘The granting of authority to the employees of the Bureau to create, ex- 
clusively from their own moneys, a fund for the retirement of disabled and 
| ee ials, this to be accomplished without one dollar of expense to the 
on hed Government, and in such a way that at no time in the future can 
_ 4 ederal Government be on to contribute in any manner to the 


Now, have not these employees the right, without any bil! of 
this kind, to get up a@ mutual benefit association, making con- 
tributions out of their own salaries? If that is so, what is the ob- 
Ject of this part of the bill? 

_ WADSWORTH, I have already answered that question, 

_ GAINES. I did not catch the gentleman’s answer. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think that such a system with- 
— authority of law would be practically effective. Ido not be- 
=— that the more than 600 employees of this Bureau scattered over 

iterent of the country could effectively carry on such an 
organization without some authority of law. 





Mr. GAINES. Is there any other provision in this bill with 
a to pensions? 
t. WADSWORT i 
man’s question, H, I do not quite understand the gentle- 


at the gentleman from New York presented to the House, 
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Mr. GAINES. Is there any other provision in this bill 
thing along the same line—in the way of pensions? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There are five or six sections of the bill 
treating this subject under different aspects, and making pro- 
vision for this retirement fund. I do not know that I yet get the 
meaning of the gentleman's inquiry. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman has already answered my first 
question. I am now asking, Is there any other provision in the 
bill of similar nature—pertaining to pensions for « mployees of this 
Bureau? : 

Mr. CANNON. Pensions by whom? 

Mr. GAINES. Pensions by the employees—pensions ref 
to in the paragraph of the report stating the second object o 
bill, which I read at first. ; 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
state his question again. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman has answered my first question. 
I read from page 1, paragraph 2, of the report the committee's 
statement of the object of the bill: 





any- 


rred 
‘ ; 


Ol the 


I should be glad to have the gentleman 


The granting of authority to the employees of the Bureau to create exclu 
sively from their own moneys a fund for the retirement of disabled and aged 
Officials, etc. 


Which I read at first. 
plan is not feasible, 
from the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Strike what from the bill? 

Mr. GAINES. As the gentleman has said that such a provision 
would not be feasible, I presume he does not desire to retain it, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I said that it would not be feasible to 
undertake to maintain a system of this kind by the mere voluntary 
action of the different employees of the Bureau without any au- 
thority of law. ; 

Mr. GAINES. Are you then going to compel them to do this? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. Compel a man to contribute out of his salary to 
this pension fund? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; he himself receives the benefit. It 
is, as I have said, a sort of insurance fund. 

Mr. THROPP. Can not these employees, apart from any Gov- 
ernment assistance, organize an association by means of which 
they can take care of themselves as efficiently as by the method 
here proposed? 

Mr. WADSWORTH, I have already said that I do not believe 
such a system is practicable. By mere voluntary action it would 
be very hard to bring so numerous a body of employees into 
cooperation upon any line of action. 

Mr. THROPP. In other words, this bill proposes to make them 
do what they would not do themselves? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. There has not been a single 
protest from any one employee of the Bureau against this measure. 
On the contrary, I understand, upon the best authority, that the 
employees of the Bureau all desire the adoption of such a measure. 
I have received many letters from employees all over the United 
States urging the passage of the bill, and not one single protest 
from any employee of the Bureau against it. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH, | yield tothe gentleman from Iowa [Mr, 
LACEY]. 

Mr. LACEY. As I understand my friend, he figures that of 
these 634 employees 43 would retire in twelve years. Those are 
the figures which have been stated, as I understandit. Now, it 
would take, on that basis, one hundred and eighty years to retire 
the whole 634, would it not? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WADSWORTH, Oh, no; not necessarily. 

Mr. LACEY. You divide them up into sections of 43 for every 
twelve years, and then you multiply it by a sufficient number 
of twelve-year terms to dispose of all these men, and that takes 
one hundred and eighty years. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is that algebra or arithmetic? 

Mr, LACEY. That is arithmetic. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is not a fair statement of the case. 
You can not tell how many would retire every year, and under 
the operation of the bill it is proposed to get in younger clerks 
all the time. 

Mr, LACEY, Then tho basis of 43 to every twelve years is too 
low. Then, as I understand, it would take 86 in twenty-four 
years, and then, multiplying it again, 172 in the next twenty-four 
years. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why does the gentleman multiply thus? 

Mr. LACEY. Because he has divided it into sections of twelve 
years, which disposes of 43 men every twelve years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; we have not done that. We 
have only shown what we have estimated will be the workings of 
it for the first twelve years. 

Mr. LACEY. Thatis where the trouble comes in with all these 
mutual insurance companies. They getalong first rate for twelve 


Now, the gentleman has said that that 
If so, I presume he will strike the provision 


| Laughter. ] 
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years and then thetrouble begins. Then the next twelve years in- 

stead of there being forty-three there would probably be very 
any more. 

™ Me. WADSWORTH. But you have the same number of em- 

ployees all the time paying this 3 per cent. 

Mr. LACEY. But this is a matter of arithmetic. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is not absolutely a matter of arith- 
metic. You can not make it so. 

Mr. LACEY. As soon as we get this thing started, what assur- 
ance have we that they will not come in here and ask us to raise 
their salaries this 3 per cent? 7 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If Congress has not the courage to resist 
that demand, then we must take the consequences and be respon- 
sible to our constituents for it. 

Mr. GAINES. AsI understand, the gentleman’s bill compels 
all employees of the Weather Bureau to contribute to this fund 
out of which these pensions are ultimately to be paid? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; but no man is compelled to be an 
employee of theGovernment. If aman goes into that Bureau, he 
does it voluntarily and with a full knowledge of the law. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY] standing by his seat has addressed 
the Chair several times. Does the gentleman from New York 

rield to him? 
, Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FINLEy]. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask this question: Section 19 of this 
bill provides for a retiring board, and also that all retirements, 
both compulsory and voluntary, shall be made upon the report of 
said ven. and so forth. Then there is a further provision that 
in no case shall a retirement be made unless the current revenues 
of the retirement fund be sufficient to bear the additional expense. 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman this question: What will be 
the practical effect of that last provision? In other words, will it 
not continue on the pay rolls of the Government all employees of 
this Bureau whether they are rendered inefficient by age, disease, 
or other cause? In other words, will they not retain their places 
on the pay rolls of the Government until the fund arising from 
this source is sufficient to retire them? Is not that true? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We put that proviso in as an additional 
safeguard that the Government should not be responsible in any 
manner for the payment of this retirement fund. 

Mr. FINLEY. But in view of the fact that these employees can 
not be retired, either voluntarily or compulsorily, under this bill, 
until the current revenues are sufficient to pension them, then 
will they not remain on the pay rolls of the Government whether 
they are able to render any service or not? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; that will be the practical effect of 
it until there are sufficient current revenues in the fund. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does it not have the effect of pensioning in this 
way employees of the Government in this service who can no longer 
render service to the Government? Isnotthat the practical effect 
of it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On the face of it that would appear to be 
the case, but it does not in effect. It simply would keep them in 
employment until the retirement fund reached the necessary 
amount. Then they would be retired. 

Mr. FINLEY, 1s not this an innovation, and avery important 


one? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say further to the gentleman that 
this can only be a temporary block, because the fund will quickly 
reach an amount sufficient to allow of their retirement. 

Mr. FINLEY. But while this temporary condition lasts it will 
have the effect to pension this class of employees. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Why, no; not a bit of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Will the gentleman from New 
York yield to me? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. _Iyield tothe gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to interrupt the gen- 
tleman merely for a moment to answer the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Foust. This does not 
mean, nor could it mean, that anybody would be deprived of his 
retirement and his right to share in this retirement fund. It 
simply means this—I will read the language: 

That in no case shall a retirement be made unless the current revenues of 
the retirement fund be sufficient to bear the additional expense. 

Now, let us say there are seven men who are entitled to retire- 
ment, but the current revenues are sufficient only to bear the 
retirement in that year of five of those men. Then those five who 
are first entitled to their retirement take it, and the other two are 
merely delayed until the next year’s current fund comes in, when 
they will be the first to be retired during that year, and in the 
meantime they pay nothing. They are still on the list of paid 
employees, and are not entitled to retirement for that current 
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year, but are entitled to retirement as the first two men jy 4 
next current year, so that their retirement is merely delay)” 

Now, that was put here for this pormnen We thought, erin, 
at.some time in the future, notwithstanding the fact that }),;. 
says that under no circumstances shall the Government }),\.. ,. 
thing to do with this, except fo fix the regulations unde, ae 
the collections and payments shall be made and to take th. ),,..°" 
on deposit in the Treasury, that it might happen that som...) 
ment might be made when there was not sufficient current y.., mt 
in the fund, — 

And then he would go to his Senator and all his Congre: 
and they would go to work and make appeals to Congress fo; th 
purpose of making aspecial fund for him. Sothat, in addition, .. 
the other, we put this clause in here so that he should not on). 
not become a burden upon the Government, but that he <),, 
not become a burden upon that retirement fund unless the ¢y), 
fund was sufficient for his retirement. 

Mr. GRIGGS. You contemplate retiring an employee whey }, 
reaches that age at which he is unfit for service? —— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; and then ho js com- 
pulsorily retired by this act. 

Mr. GRIGGS. If the employee reaches that period of incanac. 
ity, and there is not money enough in the fund, you carry hin, at 
the full rtd the Government for another year? ve 

Mr. WILL S of Mississippi, Yes, you do; and the only air. 
ference is this: That as now constituted we would be carrying 
two men upon the Government list for one year, but should wa 
go on under the law and work as it stands now, we are carrying 
them on until they die; because just the minute that you dis. 
charge a man from Georgia, a man from South Carolina, a man 
from Texas, or a Vermonter, you do not stop it, for both the Sen. 
ators and nearly all the Representatives from that particular 
State will go hounding around the Executive Departments of t}), 
Government telling them they are relegating this poor, old, worn. 
out servant to obscurity and to poverty, and there will be no way 
of getting rid of the superannuated people or getting them retired 
until the act of God relieves the people of the United States of the 
burden of supporting them. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN. I would like to have ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has not ten 
minutes at his dis 1. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How much time have I? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of poco I rose a moment ago to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I would like now to be recognized in my own 
right as a member of the committee. 

tr. BROWN. Would not the gentleman add five minutes to 
the time given me by the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, both centle- 
men are on the same side of the question, and there are those of 
us who are opposed to their ideas on this bill who would like to 
be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN, No arrangement has been made with refer- 
ence to the division of the time. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Those of us who are opposed to the bill would 
like to have a division of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would first recognize, in accord- 
ance with the usual practice, members of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if | can be 
recognized in my own right, I will yield time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to 
= that the committee rise and let the House fix the time for 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH (to Mr. Griags). Would not that be sat- 
isfactory? ; 

Mr. GRIGGS. That would be satisfactory to me. The com- 
mittee seems to be unanimous about it. ; 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir; the committee was not unanimous. | 
am a member of the committee and yoted against it. [Appl«u°.| 

Mr. WILLIAMS of yom The gentleman says he yields 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. I wish to yield five minutes 
of the time allotted to me to the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Brown]; and after that I would with the suggestion of the 
chairman of the committee, that the committee rise and let the 
House fix the time for the debate. I would like to yield five mi 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio at the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Letthe Chair understand. The gentleman 
from New York yields the remainder of his time, which is 20w 
three minutes, to the gentleman from Ohio, and the gentleman 
from wy 7 yields five minutes. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield all but a minute of my time. 
make it ten minutes 


tire 


‘smen, 


urrent 


Mr. BROWN. Will not the gentleman 
altogether? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say to the gentleman [rom 





pS 


en a ee ae 


ats 


oe ee 


pice 
coon as 


vs 





1900. 





: is nobody yet in possession of any time, except the 
Ohio thet reat New York, who has the floor and has two min- 
gentiem® 
utes Tesarks of thie gentleman from New York, recognize the gen- 
tleman from saslesias 

8 ‘ : : 

Or. W ILLIAMS of Mississippi. And I will yield sufficient time 

hake the total time of the gentleman from Ohio ten minutes. 

Mr RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, 


| submit that inasmuch as the committee seems to be all on one 
“ide of this question, it would be a mistake to give each member 


of that committee hishour. AslI understand the rule, as stated 
py the Chair, it is that after the committee has used an hour some 
contleman in opposition to the measure would be recognized for 
“i. W ADSWORTH. That is what I propose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
about it. I think we can agree about general debate. 1 think 
you can do so in the committee by unanimous consent. 

* ‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the committee 
was not unanimous. ? . 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank the gentleman 

from Mississippi [Mr. W1LLtaMs] for helping me in my effort to 
vet ten minutes of the time of this committee. : . 
* T think, sir, that when the members of this committee give care- 
ful attention to the 16 pages of this bill, they will find that it con- 
tains a good many things which are of interest to every member 
of the House, not only with respect to this | ppt measure, 
put with respect to other legislation that will probably come be- 
fore the House at the present session. 

I have given a hasty examination to the bill since the House 
went into Committee of the Whole, I find that the gentlemen of 
the committee reporting this bill have carefully and perhaps 
wisely refrained from the use of the word “pension.” They have 
prepared a sugar-coated pill, if I may use that term with respect 
to the work of these gentlemen, and they call this allowance an 
‘‘annuity,” appearing to desire to avoid the use of the word ‘‘pen- 
sion.” But I submit that whatever word be used here, it isin fact 
the granting of a pension for civil service. 

Now, it is provided by this bill that an employee of this Bureau 
who has served for ten years and who is disabled for the per- 
formance of his duty may beretired and paid an “‘ annuity” equal 
to 30 per cent of his average annual pay during the lasttive years 
previous to his retirement; that an eupporee of the Bureau who 
has served twenty years, if so disabled, may be retired and paid 
an “annuity ” of 40 per cent of his average annual salary for five 
years, and 50 per centif he has served thirty years. It further 
provides that an eneetes who has reached the age of 60 years 
and been employed for ae years, without reference to whether 
he is unable to perform his duties, may be retired and paid 60 per 
cent of his average annual salary for five years past; and that an 
employee who has reached the age of 65 years and who has been 
employed thirty years shall’ be compulsorily retired and paid 75 
per cent of the average annual pay received by him during the 
last five years previous to hisretirement. These ‘‘ annuities ” are 
to be paid out of a fund to be raised by assessing all the employees 
of the Bureau 3 percent of their salaries, the amount so collected 
to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States and credited 
to what is called the ‘‘Weather Bureau retirement fund.” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to inquire into the calculations 
by which the committee seems to think it has arrived at a safe 
conclusion that the 3 per cent withheld from the salaries will pro- 
duce the amount necessary to pay these annuities. I am not par- 
ticular about that = now. hat I desire to say is that I think 
We may as well face the question, we may as well now look 
squarely in the face of the fact, that this is a pooeen which 
is to be the beginning of what we are in the habit of speaking of 
as a civil pension roll; and I think no member of this committee 
can vote to report this bill favorably to the House without having 
made up his mind that it is time for the Government to adopt this 
policy of roa vil pensions. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that 1 am utterly opposed to such 
asystem. Iam not more o to it in this bill than I would 
be elsewhere. I am op toit all along the line. I under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman t there is now in the Committee on 
Civil Service Reform in this House a bill introduced by the chair- 
man of this committee in the last Congress, providing for a gen- 


* al system or plan of giving ons, or ‘‘ annuities,” as the gen- 
oh cartaa the Agricultural Committee would say, to those who, 


ffice i ages or certain stages in their career, are retired from 
oan the civil service of the Government. I do not wish at 
's time to enter into a general discussion on this pension prop- 
— I simply want to say to members of this House that I do 
ot see how they can favor such a proposition as is presented in 


thie case in reference to the ree of the Weather Bureau 
; i — having made up their minds that the plan is a good one 
or the general civil service of the Government. 
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The Chair would, however, at the conclusion of 


Mississippi, and he might make such disposition of 


I do not think there would be any trouble 








I reserve to some future time, when I may be fortunate enough 
to obtain the floor, an expression of my opinion at length on 
that question, or at least at greater length than now. But there 
is one other feature of this bill to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee. Aside from all the other features of this 
bill which are objectionable to me, there is here a proposition—I 
ask the attention of gentlemen on the other side of the House and 
on this—to establish in this particular case a tenure of office for 
life, or substantially that, and this, Mr. Chairman, is another 
thing to which, speaking simply for myself, I am utterly opposed. 
Gentlemen who will examine section 10 of this bill will find 
that when an employee has served'for one year satisfactorily in 
this Bureau, he shall not after that be removed at any time except 
for causes mentioned in that section. In other words, if he shall 
have served one year satisfactorily—if his term of probation for 
one year shall be completed to the satisfaction of his superiors— 
then, Mr, Chairman, he shall hold his office in the service of this 
Weather Bureau for life unless he shall be retired under this 
sweet-coated ‘‘ annuity ” provision. 

Now, is the House of Representatives or, more accurately speak- 
ing right now, is this Committee of the Whole prepared to report 
to the House that we have reached a piece of legislation which is 
wise and by which we are to establish the system of indefinite 
tenure in office and old-age pensions? Why is it not provided 
here that after a man shall have served one year satisfactorily he 
may not be removed, say, within four years, unless for some 
of the causes specified? I am perfectly ready. Mr. Chairman, 
to give to these employees a specified term of office—make it two 
years, three years, or four. I would be satisfied to give them four 
years; but at the end of four years I would make them subject to 
removal by their superiors, leaving it so that they might be 
reappointed or removed to make way for new men, as the appoint- 
ing officer might deem best for the good of the public service. 

In that respect, again, gentlemen of the committee, we are 
brought face to face with a proposition which is growing in all 
directions in this country, that we ought to establish a life tenure 
in office. Idonot believeinit. I think the House does not be- 
lieve init, and it is because no particular attention has been called 
to this section that I here mention itasI do. Ican not argue this 
now. There isnot timetodoitinten minutes. I merely want, as 
far as I am able to do so, to have every member of this committee 
see, first, that it is here proposed to inaugurate acivil-pension sys- 
tem for employees in the civil service of the Government, and, sec- 
ondly, that we are right here and now asked by this committee to 
put into this bill and establish as law the doctrine and theory of 
a life tenure in office. This is not right. It will still further 
strengthen and build up the present aristocracy of office holding. 
It is not in line with the principles on which our Government is 
supposed to be conducted. It will injure the public service and 
create a decrepit class of civil pensioners. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
3988) to reorganizeandimprove the United States Weather Bureau, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 3988, and pending that motion, 
I move that the general debate upon the bill be concluded at 5 
o’clock this evening, the time to be equally divided between those 
opposed to the bill and those in favor of it. 
fr.LOUD. Letmesuggest tothe gentleman that he has already 
occupied one hour and forty minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, I think all sides have used a good deal 
of that time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
WORTH] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill just referred to, and pending that, he moves that general 
debate be closed at 5 o’clock this evening, and that the time until 
5 o’clock be equally divided between those opposing and those 
favoring the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now,I suggest that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Griacs] be allowed to control the time in opposi- 
tion to the bill.. 

Mr. LOUD. Thatwill give the opponents of this bill only forty 

minutes in which to discuss one of the greatest measures that has 
ever come before the House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information of 
the House that the question of the division of time should be ar- 
ranged in. Committee of the Whole and should not be coupled 
with this motion. 


Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will be a little more fair 
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than totake an hour and forty minutes for his side of the ques- 
tion and allow the opponents only forty minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I occupied nearly my whole time in 
answering questions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Fully half of the time was 
taken up in the answering of questions on both sides. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I should like to ask if it is contemplated to 
come to a vote this afternoon? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No. 

Mr. LOUD. Let it go back into Committee of the Whole and 
let us talk it out, becanse the whole civil-service list is back of this. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. [If the House requires more time to de- 
bate it, I am willing that there should be more time. I do not 
want to cut off anyone who wishes to debate the bill. I agree 
with the gentleman from California that this is a most important 
measure, 

Mr. LOUD. Why not let the general debate go on? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Wecan not get the time. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to have a half hour myself. 

Mr. GRIGGS. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me, I know of enough gentlemen right around me here to take up 
more than an hour in this debate in opposition to the measure. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I say I am perfectly willing to yield 
more time if you want it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will suggest to the gentle- 
man that he make his motion to allow three hours for general 
debate, and that he control the time in favor of the bill and the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. GriaGs] control the time against it. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Make it four hours, and I will not object to it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make that motion, that the general 
debate be closed in four hours. 

TheSPEAKER. Without any reference to the division of time, 
which must be arranged in Committee of the Whole; because if 
it were otherwise, it would deprive the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole of the right of recognition which heshould have 
and place it in the hands of theSpeaker. That matter must go un- 
trammeled into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
four hours are devoted to general debate under this motion, will 
the time be so divided that we shall adjourn at 5 o'clock and go on 
to-morrow afternoon? 

The SPEAKER. It will be unfinished business when we are 
again in Committee of the Whole in the morning hour. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Then we will adjourn at the usual time, 
5 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine, They 
may run on until morning. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. How 
will the time be divided between the two sides? 

The SPEAKER. That must be determined in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We will give half to each side, 

The SPEAKER. The House must not tie > the Committee of 
the Whole on that question. The motion of the gentleman from 
New York {Mr. WapswortTH] is that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of House bill 8988, and pending that, he moves that gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole bo limited to four hours, 

Mr. LOUD. Mr.  sogenal a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOUD, Suppose this measure should not be disposed of 
to-day. When would it be the order of business again? 

The SPEAKER. When we are again in the Committee of the 
Whole in the morning hour. 

Mr. LOUD. It may be to-morrow, and it may be a month 
1ence. 

The SPEAKER, It may be to-morrow, and it may be some 
days hence. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman from New York , 
Ses will see the position in which he puts the House 
by debating the bill for an hour and forty minutes himself and 
then proposing a month from now to allow only half the time to 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Loup) there were—ayes 78, noes 49. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 3 members, not a sufficient 
number, aah ~— of the demand therefor. 

The SPEAKER. e ayes have it, and the motion to limit de- 
bate prevails. The question now recurs on the motion to resolve 
the House into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that he was 
in doubt; and on a division there were—ayes 57, noes 64, 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. \, 
wort and Mr. Loup. | _ 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—a,,. -- 
noes 73. - 

So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole wag |5«: 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, that motion was { a 
Committee of the Whole, or was it to limit debate? it 
The SPEAKER. That was the motion that the House pas.), 
itself into Committee of the Whole House to consider the },;)) = 
_ Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now aa. 

journ. : : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does this bill continue as unfinished py.; 
ness? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will when the Hoy 
in Committee of the Whole and the House is pursuing tho partic. 
ular order that it has been this morning. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to \; 
SHACKLEFORD, for five days, on account of important bnsinecs | 

The motion to adjourn was ther egreed to; and accordiy«|y. 
8 o'clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETc. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive 
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——— 


¥ (at 





munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referre) 9s 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting 2 detajle) 
statement of expenditures of appropriations for contingent ex. 


penses of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Expendi. 
tures in the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi. 
cation relating to additional items in the appropriation for the 
Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, ang 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a cop 
communication from the Quartermaster-General of the Army 
recommending an increase of the number of post quartermaster 
sergeants—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RUSOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill and resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered io 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 


follows: 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. Con. Res, 
No. 11) to — 7,000 copies of so much of the civil report of 
Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke, military governor of tho is.and of 
Cuba, made to the Adjutant-General of the United States Army, 
—— the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 126); which said concurrent resolution and report were re- 
ae to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr, BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8718), for the preserva- 
tion of the frigate Constitution, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accom ed by a ee (No. 148); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the \\ hole 
House, as follows: , 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 3538) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Ross, reported tho same with 
amendment, accompanied by a t (No. 128); which said bill 
and ay og erred to the Private Calendar. od 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whic 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4652) granting ® peo 
sion to tos poe Perkins, aoe ps < yo —_ ~—_— nt, ~ 
compan @ report f 0. 129); which ill and report wer 
referred to the Private dar. 

_Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalil Per 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 009) 1°" 
the relief of Mrs. Matilda G. Higbee, the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a perest (No. 130); which said bil 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 








os 
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Re also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
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By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 7652) for the payment of claims of 


pill of the House (H. R. 5299) increasing the pension of Joseph | citizens of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


C rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
_ rt (Nos 18h ); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ie =] ‘ r. 
re eT RAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 

as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 854) to increase the pen- 
vr of John J. McCormick, reported the same with amendment, 
companied by a report (No. 132); which said bill and report 
om referred to the Private Calendar. ‘ : : 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1979) to pension Sophro- 

ia Bailey, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
3 report (No. 133); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. Z ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 282) granting a pension to John Vars, 
the totally blind son of Frank Vars, late master’s mate on the 
U. S. 8. Reliance, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 134); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. , 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2599) granting pension 
to Philip Yoe, late of Company C, Third Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 135); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. . : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 825) to increase the pension of F. H. 
Riggin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 136); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2526) 
granting a pension to Margaret Bomke, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 137); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5186) for the 
increase of pension of Zadok C, Perkins, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 138); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4090) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry H. Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 139); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committed’on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6700) to increase the pen- 
sion of Maria Andrews, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 140); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 434) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Smith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 141); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5390) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Maria E, Mailley, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 142); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. OTEY (by eer A bill (H. R. 7569) providing for 
the changes of grades of streets, and so forth, in the District of 
Columpbi a—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_ By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7570) for the erection of a pub- 
lic build'ng at Xenia, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Greuands, 

Rv Me. HULL: A bill (H, R. 7571) to prevent the failure of 
muitary justice, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7572) extending in the district 
of Alaska the placer mining laws to lands reserved from sale in 
Sections 1 and 10 of an act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, 
entitled “An act extending the homestead laws and providing for 
right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other 
in —to the an = _ ‘enh oe Lands. atest hamatnen 

: * : ill (H. R. 7651) for a municipal hospi 
ri ~ Distetot of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 





By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7653) to provide for the 
construction of a lock in Bayou Lafourche, near the Mississippi 
River, in the State of Louisiana, in accordance with survey and 
estimates of United States engineers made in 1886—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 7654) for the erection of a 
statue of Commodore Jobn D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal. 
to the Committee on the Library. ‘ 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7655) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of certain real estate for the construction of a hall of 
records—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7656) to provide for the im- 
provement of San Diego Harbor, California—to the Committee 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7657) making an appro- 
priation for the Army and Navy General Hospital at Hot Springs 
Ark., for the fiscal year end¥ng June 1, 1901, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (G. R. 7658) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Newark, Ohio—tothe Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
143) providing for the withdrawal of the military and naval forces 
of the United States from the island of Cuba, and leaving the 
government thereof to the Cuban people—to the Committee on 
insular Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 144) recogniz- 
ing the patriotic devotion and benevolence of Helen Miller Gould 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 121) to pay F. W. 
Turpin, jr.. salary due as clerk to the late Representative-elect 
Baird—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GAINES: A resolution of the legislature of Tennessee, 
relating to the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

3y Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 7573) for the relief of Lawrence 
H. Rousseau, of Somerset, Pulaski County, Ky.—to the Commit 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7574) for the relief of George J. Hurt, of 
Craycraft, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) for relief of John Stills, of Breeding, 
Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7576) for relief of Melinda F. Montgomery, 
of Cane Valley, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a dill (H. R. 7577) for the relief of D. M. Payne, of Nabob, 
Monroe County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7578) for the relief of John C. Wilder, of 
London, Laurel County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7579) for the relief of John Holbrooks, of 
Connellsville, Perry County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7580) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel N. Haskins, of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of the 
estate of John Blair Smith, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7582) for the relief of Lieut. 
Herman M. Lillie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7583) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John McFarland—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of Eli Con- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of Henry C. 
Barney, late Company A, Seventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7586) for the relief of Wiley B. Slaten—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 7587) granting a pension to George 
W. Gates, of Nittany, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to 
Robert Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7589) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Francis Griffing, deceased, late of Claiborne 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7590) for the relief of the estate of Jesse M. 
Brent, deceased, late of Lincoln County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7591) to pay trastees of 
Mouth of Greenbrier Baptist Church, or their successors, for in- 
jury to their property by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7592) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Nancy J. Summers-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7593) to authorize the auditing 
and payment of the claim of Charles Cowley—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7594) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7595) granting a pension to Isaac A. Chang- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 7596) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Eliza Wight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 7597) to restore Mary 
Welch to the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7598) for the relief of James 
L. Hutchin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7599) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Claussen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R. 7601) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Ehret—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 7602) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Palmer G. Percy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7603) to correct the military record of James 
A. Somerville—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7604) to increase the pension of Stephen H. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7605) granting a pension to John Denny—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7606) for the increase of pension of Mrs, 
Joseph Lyman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7607) granting a pension to William Pouder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 7608) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Murtilla Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7609) to remove the charge 
of desertion against John G. Wolf—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7610) granting a pension to Lilburn 
E. Taber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLK: A bill (H. R. 7611) for the relief of William H. 
Dress, of Shamokin, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief of Randolph Hayman, of 
Turbotville, Pa,—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7618) granting an in- 
te of pension to Philip Krohn—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7614) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7615) granting a pension to Mabel Sliter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7616) for the relief of Henry M. 
— of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7617) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Tolson, Clifton, Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7618) for the relief of John Compher, of 
Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7619) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 7620) granting a pension to 
George W. Farnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7621) granting a pension to 
William H. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7622) granting a pension to Peter M, Heaton— 
to\the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alisa, a bill (H. R. 7623) to correct the military record of John 
Loney the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 7624) to increase the pen- 
sion of Pleagant H. McBride—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REXDER: A bill (H. R. 7625) for relief of Thomas Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (M. R. 7626) for relief of William Gilmore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7627) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine L. Nixon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 7628) to pension Rachael A. 
McKinney—to tl » Committee on Pensions. 
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of McNairy County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War (\,;,, 


Walker, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to +), 
mittee on War Claims. 


Madison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


istrator T. E. Robison, deceased, late of Henderson (, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


vannah, Tenn., surviving partner of Anderson & Warfie)\ 
Committee on War Claims, 


Hayes, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. uit- 
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By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7629) for the relief of T. 4. : hee 


n 


Also, a bil! (H. R. 7630) for the relief of the estate of Dr. yy 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7631) for the relief of Frederick W.\,), 


of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) for the relief of M. Robison. admin. 
Unty, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7633) for the relief of James Anders, 


to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of the estate of Sampo) 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7635) for the relief of B. J. Young—}, the 


Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SMALL: a bill (H. R. 7636) for the relief of the jeirs of 


Samuel T. Carrow, deceased, late of North Carolina—to the Cox). 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) for the relief of E. W. Pelletier. of 


Carteret County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7638) granting an increase 


of pension to William W. Basnett—to the Committee on Inyalig 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) for the relief of Hiram C. Walker—to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 7640) to remove the charge of 


desertion against Joseph E. Woods, and place his name on the 
pension roll at the rate of $20 per month—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of Louis Schneider—to the 


Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WATERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7642) for the re. 


lief of Riley Moutrey—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) to increase the pension of Isaac L, 


Blaisdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R.7644) for the 


relief of Cely & Bro,—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of H. F. Means—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7646) for the relief of Robert R. Jackson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7647) for the relief of Columbia Hospital and 
Dr. E. A. Boozer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of George 
Hill, jr.—to the Committee orf Claims. ; 

By. Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7649) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue patent to the city of Elreno, Okila., for 
cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7650) for the relief of William A. Lowe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 624, 
granting an increase of pension to John C, Bradley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of Stock Growers’ Associations of Colo- 
rado against State ownership of public lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

Also, petition of employees of Colorado Springs, Colo.. post- 
office, favoring the passage of House bill No, 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOREING: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John Holbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Julin ©. 
Wilder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of D. M. 
Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Melinda 
F. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, pone to penenre House bill for the relief of Jol 
Stilts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of George J. 
Hurt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of L. H. 
Rousseau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of clerks of the post-office st 
Fort Scott, Kans., favoring the passage of House bill No. 1)! fo! 
the classification of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- . 

By Mr. CROWLEY: to accompany House bill No. 375°, 
ann the claim of D. Horner, of Olney, Ill.—to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 4198, for the relief of 
Susan J. Brewer—to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 
eA lso, papers to accompany House bill No. 7259, for the relief of 
William H. de Bord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
and of the Cotton Exchange of Charleston, S. C., in opposition to 
House bill No, 5462 relating to the licensing and control of pilots 
under the United States Steamboat-Inspection Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and ForeignCommerce. _ 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange, Young Men’s 
Business League, and the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 
s. C., to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolution of A. J. Walton Regiment No. 
46, Bay City, Mich., Union Veterans Union, favoring the adoption 
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franchisement of citizens on account of sex 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of fourth-class postmasters in Bennington County, 
Vt., urging the passage of House bill No. 4931, for increase of 
compensation, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of W. E. Beardsley and 
others, of Coventry, N. Y., for the passage of a bill relating to 
dairy food and products—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of marine engineers of 
Buffalo, N. Y.. for a public building for a marine hospital for 
Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of the publisher of the 


to the Committee on 


of the Wadsworth bill, No. 8988, to reorganize and improve the ; Gatesville (Tex. ) Messenger, to repeal the tariff on printing paper— 


Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petitions of Fred. Denny Lasbe and 158 citizens of Presque | 
Isle County, Mich., and surfmen on Lake Huron, Michigan, rela- 
tive to increase of pay and length of service of life-saving crews on 
the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ESCH: Protests of F. M. White, H. C. Peters, T. F. | 
Frawley, and other members of the bar of the counties of Price, 
Pearce, and Eau Clare, Wis., against the passage of House’ bill 
No. 4726, providing for establishment of a northern division of 
the western district of United States court of Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3777, for the relief of | 
Bernard Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of clerks of the post-office at Clarks- 
ville, Tenn., favoring the passage of House bill No, 4351, for the 
classification of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Tennessee State Druggists’ Association, relat- 
ing to the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

3y Mr. HALL: Petitions of business men of Johnsonburg and 
St. Marys, Pa., in favor of placing hides on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAY: Papers relating to the claim of John R. Fugitt, 
of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of pilots of San Francisco, Cal., against 
the passage of House bill No. 5462—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of William O. Taylor and others 
of Patterson, N. Y., and vicinity, for legislation relating to dairy 
or food products and their transportation from one State into an- 
other State—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Lawrence, 
Mass., favoring the appointment of a commission to study and re- 
port upon the industrial and commercial conditions of China—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of the Abbey Effervescent Salt 
Company, of New York City, for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petition of the publisher of the Loudon- 
ville (Ohio) Democrat, torepeal the tariff on printing paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and esas. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Evidence to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Amelia Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

_By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the National Live Stock 
Exchange, of Indianapolis, Ind., against the passage of House bill 
No. 6, in relation toa tax upon the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. POLK: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Randolph Hayman, of Turbutville, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of James A.Osman and Weaver Brothes, drug- 
gists, of Shamokin, Pa., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 


Froprietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 
ans, 


Also, petitions of post-office clerks at Danville, Sunbury, Sha- 
mokin, Bloomsburg, and Milton, Pa., favoring the passage of 
House bill No, 4351, for the reclassification of postal clerks—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Kimball Bros. & Co., of Enos- 
irg Falls, Vt., druggists, asking for the repeal of the stamp tax 
Moen ey medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

Also, petition of Woman Suffrage Association of Vermont, for 
4 sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the dis- 


br 


| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Jerome Warden and others, of 
Russia, N. Y., and vicinity, to subject imported food products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of H. J. Brennan and a number of 
business men of Pennsylvania, asking for repeal of theact placing 
15 per cent duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of druggists of the city of 
Jackson, Mich., asking for the repeal of the stamp tax upon pro- 
prietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of the proposed national park in 
northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis Board of Trade, for tho 
improvement of South Pass, on the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petition of the Oregon Woman Suffrage 
Association, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting disfranchisement of women—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of clerks in the New York City 
post-offices, Port Chester, Westchester branch, Yonkers, and 
Mount Vernon, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, 
for the reclassification of postal clerks—to the Committ: 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of Isaac Williams and 76 other citi- 
zens of the State of Georgia, asking for the passage of a bill to re 
imburse depositors in the late Freedmen’s Savings Bank—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: Petition and affidavit to 
accompany House bill relating to the claim of Robert R. Jackson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


e on the 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 30, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miupurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal stands approved, 
without objection. 


BRUNSWICK, GA., HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, inresponse to 
aresolution of the 22d instant, a letter from Mr. Henry L. Marindin, 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, stating that his report 
onthe survey of the onter bar of Brunswick, Ga., showing the 
amount of work done on that bar since the last report, its cost 
and its value to the Government, would be forwarded withont 
unnecessary delay; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Capital Traction Company of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1899; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 8) granting permission for the erec- 
tion of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation 
of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
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following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 445 of Title LII of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to the licensing of 
officers of steam vessels; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use $60,000 of the appropriations for the support of the 
Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1900, for the construction of a modern military hospital at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO presented sundry memorials of citizens and 
fruit crowers of Manatee County, Hillsboro County, Polk County, 
De Soto County, and Orange County, all in the State of Florida, 
remonstrating against any reduction of the tariff on Jamaica 
oranges, as contemplated by the proposed reciprocity treaty with 
Great Britain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BATE. I present a resolution of the legislature of Tennes- 
see, in favor of the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
providing for the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people. Asit is the action of the legislative body, I ask that 
the resolution be printed in the Recorp and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed 
in the Rrecorp, as follows: 

House joint resolution No. 102. Concurrent resolution of the senate and 
house of representatives of the State of Tennessee to the Senate and 


House of Representatives of the United States, asking for the election of a 
United States Senator by a direct vote of the people. 


Whereas experience has demonstrated that the interests of the people 
would be best served by the election of United States Senators by the vote 
of the people of the various States: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Tennessee (the senate 
concurring), That our representatives in Congress are hereby requested to 
use all honorable means to secure the submission of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people. 

Resolved further, That copies of this resolution, properly attested, be sent 
to our representatives in Congress of the United States. 


Adopted April 5, 1899. i 
JO£ZEPH W. BYRNS, 
Speaker of the House of eee 
SEID WADDELL, 


Speaker of the Senate. 
BENTON McMILLIN, Governor 


Mr. McLAURIN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, 8. C., and a memorial of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Charleston, 8. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to provide for the appointment and control of pilots 
exclusively by the United States Government; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented petitions of the Young Men’s League of 
Charleston, of the Merchants’ Exchange of Charleston, of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, all in the State of South 
Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for 
the enlarging of the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented amemorialof the Cotton Exchange of Charles- 
ton, 8. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
regulating pilots; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. CULLOM presented the —— of Guy C. Larkin and 
three other citizens of Streator, Lil., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the classification of clerks in first and 
second class post-oftices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Elgin, Ill., praying for the enactment of legis- 

ation to prohibit the sale of alcoholic liquors in the Hawaiian 
a which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
abor. 

He also presented the petition of Frank M. Bishop and 14 other 
citizens of Quincy, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to amend the act imposing a stamp tax upon insurance policies; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the Desha Levee Board of 
Arkansas City, Ark., praying that an appropriation be made to 
continue the work of the Mississippi River Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, 8. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to place the rg wee licensing, and control of 
all pilots under the United States Steam boat-Inspection Service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of James M. Newton and 





Approved April 7, 1899. 
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59 other citizens of Virginia, praying for the adoption of ., 

amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which, ». n 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, Was 
EXTRA PAY FOR CUSTOMS NIGHT SERVICE, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a paper suggestins ay 
amendment to the act of June 26, 1884, so that compensation 311 
be allowed to customs officers for services in the unloadin« «; 
vessels between the setting and rising of the sun, under such r..-y. 
lations as the Secretary of the ry may prescribe; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. oe 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 419) amending the act providing fo, +), 
appointment of a ‘“ Mississippi River Commission,” etc. , approyeq 
June 28, 1879, reported it without amendment, and submitte a 
report thereon. : 

r. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom worg 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinit.|, 

A bill (S, 921) granting an increase of pension to Samu.) \ 
Howard; and a 

A bill (8S. 58) granting a pension to Harry J, Hall, 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wore 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend. 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 62) granting a pension to Robert Black; and 

A bill (S. 1769) granting an increase of pension to Henry Frank 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wers 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1305) for the relief of Samuel A. Lundborg; and 

A bill (S. 2028) for the relief of Marie J. Blaisdell. — 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 667) granting a pension to B. H. Randall 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report ther:on' 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 645) granting a pension to David Hunter; and 

A bill (8S. 677) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
~_ Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis. 

r, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2742) restoring to the pension roll tho 
name of Annie A. Gibson, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He , from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. Ss, 


elly; 

A hin (S. 1419) to increase the pension of Annie B. Goodrich; 

A bill (8. 2650) granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
Taylor Dodge; 

A bill (S. 1228) granting a pension to Thomas Jordan; 

A bill (S. 289) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Foster; ani 

A bill (8. Lee a pension to Patrick Lahee. 

Mr. TURNER, from t ttee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel HH. \in 
ao reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the eo bills, reported them severally with amend- 
=A Wd (5. SOO quadling an inenenss of piiiélon to Corda | 
(S. an of pension to Cornelia De 
PTE Sb eating a pin oJemhin 10 
(8. granting a on to ine I, Offley. 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the ae bills, reported them severally with amwend- 
ments, and submi thereon: 2 
A bill (S. 1919) granting a pension toConsolacion Victoria \\irk- 


land; and ‘ 
A bill (S. 1960) — an increase of ion to Eli J. March. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH, the Commi on Public Lands, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 158) granting to the State of «rt! 
Dakota 30,000 acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a sclivvl 
of forestry, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom wis 
referred the bill (S. 2630) for the relief of the legal representat:\«s 
of Merrick, ck & Cope, reported it without amendment, and 


submitted a 

Mr. CAR from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 706) gran to the State of Montana 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the estab ent and maintenance 


of an asylum for the blind, reported it without amendment. 
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INTRODUCTION OF DOMESTIC REINDEER INTO ALASKA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
-hom the subject was referred, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


-enlved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
Res That there be printed 1,000 copies, additional to the usual number, 
Y the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “The introduction of domestic 
~ ind er into the district of Alaska for 1899,”’ of which 250 copies shall be for 
eo use “f the Senate and 750 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 


ie. TELLER subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent that 
the action of the Senate may be reconsidered in adopting the res- 
olution providing for the printing of the report upon the intro- 
duction of domestic reindeer into Alaska. et 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to a recon- 
sideration? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before 
the Senate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. As chairman of the Committee on 
Printing I move to amend the resolution by increasing the num- 
per to 2,000 additional copies. = 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
moves to amend the resolution reported by the committee. The 
amendment will be stated. A 

The SECRETARY. Strike out ‘‘ one,” in line 2 of the resolution, 
before the word “thousand,” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 

That there be printed 2,000 copies, additional, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5 of the resolution, strike out ‘‘ two 
hundred and fifty” and insert “‘five hundred;” and inline 6 strike 
out ‘‘seven hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘ fifteen hundred.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring). That there be printed 2,000 copies, additional to the usual number, 
of the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “ The introduction of domestic 
reindeer into the district of Alaska for 1899,” of which 500 copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 


curri 


PRESENTATION OF CANNON TO NASHVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
Ireport back from that committee, without amendment, the bill 
(8. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, 
the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired the 
first shot of the Spanish-American war, and to make a verbal 
report favorable to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to ask for the present consideration of the 
bill. There is no objection to itin the least. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

De it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Navy is heréby authorized and 
directed to condemn and detach from the gunboat Nashviile the cannon from 
which was fired the first shot in the Spanish-American war, and to deliver 
the same to the said city of Nashville, to be placed in some public place in 
that city, the title to the said cannon to be vested in the said city: Provided, 
That no expense shall be caused to the United States through delivery of 


said cannon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
= « to be engrossed-for a third reading, and was read the third 
ime, 

Mr. BATE. I ask that the very short series of resolutions 
adopted by the city council of Nashville be entered in the Recorp. 

The Nt tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the resolution be entered in the RECORD, 

The resolution referred to is as follows: 


Resolution regarding the “ initial gun.” 


a Whereas in the recent Spanish-American war a new glory was added to 
merican arms, and in the fortune of war it so happened that the initial shot 
was fired from we penbeat Nashville, then commanded by a son of our own 


State, a State w 7 
American vahor: = borne its part in every conflict which has engaged 


Whereas this gunboat was 
and bore the name of the ca: 


Is there objection to the pres- 


not oy. commanded by, one of our own sons 

aemeata il ital of this Commonwealth, but also bore the 

Ane of a distinguished soldier of the Revolution whose blood was shed for 
Ame rican liberty; and 


- herens it is the desire of the people of Nashville, expressed through the 
a er of commerce, the park commission, the mayor and city council, the 
hi 2 and the public generally, to possess the very gun which opened a war 
foo will be illustrious in the history of nations, not only for the reason of 
a essful and brilliant termination, but also for the fact that it was in- 
fe — in a spirit of humanity and chivalry to relieve an oppressed people 
kone vation, tyranny, and despotism: Now, therefore, be it 
Congress f teen ae tate of acne = Peawite, ¢ - 7 oe ay e 
are and earnestly re- 
oa to use their best offices and most strenuous efforts to induce the 
from the gun’ 


We hereby authorize our repeoaes 
of the United Rtates that if this request be 
ear 


ss of the United States to condemn the gun that fired the first shot 
he gunboat Nashville and to intrust it to the keeping of our pee le; and 

tatives in Congress to assure the Congress 
nted we will receive and hold 
trust; we will place it in a prominent position 
zealously keep and care for it, that it may asa 


this gun as a di 
Within the limits of candies 
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monument of past valor and heroism, in the years to come, inspire our peo 
ple with a higher idea of liberty and incite them to patriotic deeds in 
and in peace. And be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be engrossed and 


1 signed by the 


war 


mayor and the members of the city council and the board of public works 
and be transmitted to the Senate of the United States through our Senator, 
WILLIAM B. Bate. 

Resolution introduced by Alfred E. Howell 

The foregoing resolution was unanimously adopted by the mayor and city 
council of Nashville, Tenn., on June 22, 1899 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

The bill was passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 

Mr. WARREN. My attention has just been called to the Cal 

endar. Some time since I reported from the Committee on P 


Buildings and Grounds the bill (S. 1893) to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to complete the public building at Cheyenne, 
Wyo. I find that the Calendar shows it to have been reported 
from the Committee on Claims. I desire now to present a report 
upon that bill. The report comes from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. I ask that the Calendar be corrected 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will be cor 
rected, and the report will be received and printed under the ru 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2748) to provide f 
a voluntary retirement fund in the several Executive Departments 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; w 

ELI on 

Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2749) granting a pension to Washington Butler; 

A bill (8. 2750) granting a pension to Isaac Gifford 

A bill (S. 2751) granting a pension to Enos F. Henderson; 

A bill (S. 2752) granting a pension to Abigail M. Wheeler 

A bill (S. of pension to David H. 


wit 


aids 
2753) granting an increase 

Morey (with an accompanying photograph) ; 

A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to KE. E. Harvey; 
A bill (8, 2755) granting a pension to Isaac N, Cissn 
A bill (S. 2756) granting an increase of pension to He1 
A bill (S. 2757) for the relief of Robert White; and 
A bill (5. 2758) granting an increase of pension to John M. Gra- 

ham (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2759) for the relief of Charles 
A. Bess; which was read twice by its title, and referred to t! 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2760) for the relief of Jerome 
Kunkel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2761) for the relief of 
Philip Epstein, Mordecai David, Henry Stein. Julius Louis, and 
Herman Somers; which was read twice by its title, and feferred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2762) to authorize the Secre 
tary of War to correct the military record of Wynn W. Pefley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2763) to amend the act of 
Congress approved February 11, 1897, authorizing the entry and 
patenting of lands containing petroleum and other mineral oil¢ 
under the placer mining laws of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 2764) granting an incre 
of pension to William Murphy; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2765) for the relief 
of Joseph Edward Montgomery and the heirs of Thomas Paul 
Leathers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to 
James M. Kercheval; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pension 

Mr. MARTIN introd.aced a bill (S. 2767) granting a pension to 
Nellie L. Parsons; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 27 granting 
an increase of pension to George Howard Hitchcock; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2769) for the relief of W: 
ren Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2770) granting an in 
crease of pension to Thomas M, Chill; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2771) to amend sections 
460, 463, and 468 of chapter 44, Title II, of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
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to define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to pro- 

vide a code of criminal procedure for said district,” approved 

March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 2772) to prevent, within stated 
times, the hunting, trapping, injury, or killing of certain game 
auimals in the Territory of Alaska, and to prohibit the killing of 
the same at any time for their skins, hides, or horns; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest 
Keservations and the Protection of Game. 

_/ He also introduced a bill (S. 2773) to amend sections 179, 180, 
’ 181, 182, and 183 of chapter 12, Title I, of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to pro- 
vide a code of criminal procedure for said district,” approved 

March 8, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2774) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Wilcox; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2775) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard L. Brown, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 2776) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Pinnie L. Carr; which was read twice by its title, and, with 

‘ae the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Lait Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 

| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 

on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Trapp; 
A bill (S. 2778) granting a pension to George Evans; 
A bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Robert Lenox; 
A bill (S. 2780) granting a pension to Waity West: 
A bill (S. 2781) granting a pension to William H. Moody; 
A bill (S. 2782) granting a pension to Hattie Blanche Sears; 
A bill (S. 2783) granting a pension to Mary A. Ellas; 
A bill (S. 2784) granting an increase of pension to D, Cyrus 
Holdridge; 
A bill (8, 2785) granting a pension to William H. Gardner; 
A bill (S, 2786) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Stoughton; and 
A bill (S. 2787) granting an increase of pension to E. L, Poston. 
Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 
A bill (S. 2788) for the relief of Wells C. McCool; 
A bill (S. 2789) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Furman D. Lee; and 
| } A bill (S. 2790) to remove the charge of desertion from themili- 
1g tary record of Frederick Mause. 
ih Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2791) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to permit the Bacheller 
Pneumatic Tube Company to construct a pneumatic tube between 
the Government Printing Office and the Capitol, in the city of 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and ref to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (8S. 2792) to correct the military 
i record of Augustus Crowell; which was read twice by its title, 
ti and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
A Military Affairs. : 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2798) to correct the military record 
of James Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
comets papers, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2794) granting an increase of pension to Rachel Wells; 

4 bill (8S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Christina 

OL; 

A bill (8. 2796) granting a pension to Jane Ste gee and 

A bill (8. 2797) granting a pension to Jonathan Budd. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 2798) for the relief of William 
T. Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $12,311 to pay the claims for improvements made upon 
ands within the Wind River Indian Reservation in the State of 

Se intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 
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officers of steam vessels, was read twice by its title, and ;.;, 
to the Committee on Commerce. F 


War to use $60,000 of the appropriations for the support of th 
Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending J)... 
1900, for the construction of a military hospital at Fort |... 
worth, Kans., was read twice by its title, and referred to ¢; 


to any bill being taken up on the 
regular order. If we go to the Calendar, we can reach and 
pose of all the unobjected bills in a very short time. 


pose that at the end of the routine morning business we x), 
to the Calendar and take it up for the consideration of unolecteq 
cases, and have that settled now? oa 


desires to call up a pension bill for a very old lady. 
charge two or three cases of exactl 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 445 of Title LI , 


Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the lic. - the 


ne of 


erred 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Secre: 


ry at 
iY OF 


@ 30 
’ 


iven- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 16 Com- 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent to call uy the 
bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby. : 
Mr. COCKRELL. I gave notice yesterday that I should object 


alendar unless reached i, its 


dlis- 


Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator from Missouri 1:0; 


Vv pro- 
all xo 


Mr. COCKRELL. I did not hear what the Senator saii, 
Mr. HALE. I was suggesting that the Senator might now pro. 


pose, in the line he has just indicated, that at the end of the roy. 
tine morning business we shall go to the Calendar and tak. 


it up, 


considering only unobjected cases under Rule VIIL. That would 
give everybody achance on the Calendar. That course can be pur. 
sued this morning unless some Senator has given notice that he 


wants to take the floor. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Georgia | fy. 


Bacon] gave notice some time since that he would take the floor 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine business this 
morn 


ing. 
Mr. HALE, Of course nobody would want to interfere with a 


speech to be made in pursuance of notice previously given 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georvia in- 
formed the Chair that he does not desire to take the floor before 
half past 1 ar. 

Mr. HALE, en I hope the Senator from Missouri wil! make 
that proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the Senator from Florida 


I have in 
the same kind. We con- 
sidered yesterday evening pension bills, and I am perfectly will- 
ing that the continuation of the consideration of unobjected 


pension bills shall be concluded the first thing when the Calendar 
is reached. 


Mr. HALE. After the routine morning business, 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the routine morning business. It will 
not take over fifteen or twenty minutes to dispose of the unobjected 
pension cases, and then there will be no necessity for Senators to 
appeal to the courtesy of the Senate to call them up and have them 
considered out of their regular order, 

Mr. HOAR. What is the present order, Mr. President? 

Mr. BERRY. It was stated by the Chair that the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has given notice that he will not desire to 
speak until half past 1 o’clock. I wish at some time during the 
day to make a few remarks, not lengthy, very short, on thie finan- 
cial bill. I had supposed that that bill would come up at 2 o'clock 

oon, and I would then have the opportunity to make 
the remarks which I desire to make some time during the day, 
If the Senator from Georgia does not begin until half past | o'cloc’, 
the ae are that there will be no time to say anything on 
the financial bill to-day. However, I do not wish to interfere with 
his convenience in the premises, and I simply state that at some 
time after 2 o’clock today I wish to make a few remarks on the 
financial bill. 

Mr. CLAY. My colleague 
that he can not reach here un 
that time or shortl 

The PRESID 
tions are in order. 


SPACE IN CAPITOL BUILDING, 


Mr. HOAR. I submit a resolution, for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider a11 report 
some suitable plan for an enlargement of the Capitol and for providing ‘or 


e transaction of public business other than legislative business elsewhere, 
so that there 


. BACON] has just notified me 
half after 1 o’clock, and that at 
thereafter he will desire toaddress the Senate. 

protempore. Concurrent and other resolu- 








may be sufficient space — for the convenient transact 


of the business of the two Houses of 
The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks for the sreuerbeonaiseration of the resolution. Is there 


objection? 
Mr. Piatt of Connecticut rose, 












1900. 


It is merely a resolution of inquiry. 
I am not going to make a formal 
I 


Mr. HOAR. l 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
objie tion to the consideration of the resolution this morning. 


merely wish to suggest that it seems to commit the Senate to the | this,and that was done by inadvertence. 


of enlarging the Capitol, as I heard it read, and that ap- 
ry - ae large subject to be committed to, without any 
debate or consideration. 5 ; 

Mr. HOAR. I will remove that objection. I merely intended 
to have the committee take jurisdiction of the subject. I will 
amend the resolution by directing the committee ** to consider and 
report whether a suitable plan may be adopted.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts modifies his resolution as follows. 

“Mr. HOAR. ‘“ Whether a suitable plan may be adopted.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihad no desire of committing the Senate to any- 
thing, and I do not understand that the resolution as I originally 
offered it does that; but I will remove the Senator’s doubt. 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as modifi e : : 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider and report 
whether a suitable plan may be adopted for an enlargement of the Capitol 
and for providing for the transaction of ~~ business other than legislative 


business elsewhere, so that there may sufficient space provided for the 
convenient transaction of the business of the two Houses of Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? eae 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I should like to inquire whether that is 
not a resolution which should go to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. HOAR. That particular subject, a provision for the con- 
venience of the Senate and the House for legislative business, 
always has gone, as I understand it, in the past to the Committee 
on Rules. Of course if that committee should report that it was 
desirable to have an enlargement of the Capitol or desirable to 
have at once a hall of justice or to remove the library still in the 
Capitol, the subject would then go to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, or the latter question to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If the resolution falls within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR, Our committee is now dealing with the subject of 
committee rooms by order of the Senate, and it is impossible to 
do the duty which is already assigned to it without considering 
whether the business of the public other than legislative is at 
some time or other to be banished from the Capitol. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I agree with the Senator that there is great 
necessity for additional accommodations. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say, though perhaps it is not 
necessary for the matter of this resolution, that I think this whole 
building will be required for legislative purposes, and some addi- 
tions can probably be made between Pennsylvania avenue, where 
the Navy and Army statue is, and the basement of the Capitol. 
All the space will be needed for the two Houses of Congress, and 
the sooner provision is made elsewhere for the Supreme Court of 
the United States the better it will be for the public service. But 
lsuppose that question, before any practical action is taken, would 
go to another committee than the Committee on Rules. However, 
I want the Committee on Rules, who are now dealing with the 
question between the two Houses, I understand, of the disposition 
of the space left vacant in the old library, to have before them 
the extent of the necessities of this and the other House for legis- 
lative business, so that they will have the right to inform us how 
much more space we need than is at present within our control. 

Mr. VEST. I could not catch all that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said, but I infer from the little I did hear that he stated 
the precedent in the Senate to be that resolutions of this sort should 
go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, perhaps before he 
proceeds he will allow me to restate what I said on that point. I 
said that it is within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules 
to dispose of such space as is at the command of the Senate for 
the legislative purposes of the Senate; that if new buildings are 
o be constructed, that is to be done under the direction of the 

cmamnittes on Public Buildings and Grounds; and that if any 

bene is to be made in the library now in the Capitol, that is to 
ene on a report from the Committee on the Library. 

th ow the Committee on Rules are considering the question of 
fs isposition, for committee rooms or other legislative objects, 

t Some space now vacant in the Capitol by reason of the depar- 

nn of the library. That they have been directed by the Senate 
itt and the object of the resolution is simply to have the com- 

_ tee also inform lves how much more space is needed 

tn legislative purposes than we now have. That is the whole 


Mr. VEST, I was about to say, Mr. President, that while it is 
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not a question of vital importance as to what committee takes 


| charge of this matter, I have known but one instance in which 


the Committee on Rules was given jurisdiction of a subject like 
It was when the sani- 
tary condition of the Senate Chamber was considered. That 
question was first sent to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and we spent some $140,000 in improving the sanitary 
condition of this Chamber and of the committee rooms of the 
Senate. Subsequently, without anyone on the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds giving any attention to the matter, 
the Committee on Rules took charge of the same subject and a 
large amount of money was spent under the supervision of that 
committee for the same purpose that had been considered before 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

It seems to me that this question ought to go to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. If it be a question of space 
the whole subject ought to be considered. If additions are to be 
made to the Capitol, as a matter of course the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, which is a joint committee of the two 
Houses, ought to consider that question. 

During the last session of Congress, at the instance of cur late 
lamented colleague, Senator Morrill, of Vermont, the Senate 
passed a bill to purchase ground immediately across the eastern 
space for the purpose of erecting a building for the Supreme 
Court of the United States; and if the question of space for the 
Supreme Court or the division of the space that has come from 
removing the library is to be considered, it ought to go to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. If, however, the 
chairman of the committee, who sits on the other side of the 
Chamber, is willing to let it go to the Committee on Rules, as a 
matter of course I have no serious opposition to make; but it 
seems to me that the proper committee is not the Committee on 
Rules, which simply has cognizance, according to its name, of 
the rules that govern that portion of the Capitol which is assigned 
to the Senate. That ought not to be the committee to take this 
matter up; but the whole question can be consi¢ered by the joint 
committee of the two Houses on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and it 
is before the Senate. The Senator from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam not familiar, Mr, President, with the 
course of practice which has been followed in such matters in the 
past. In what I said a moment agoI did not wish to be under- 
stood as surrendering the jurisdiction of this question to the Com- 
mittee on Rules unless according to the practice of the past it 
should goto that committee rather than to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. It was my impression that the 
latter committee has jurisdiction of this subject, 

My honorable friend the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

VEST] has had long service upon the committee, and I would 
prefer rather to defer to his judgment upon the subject. It seems 
to me that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is 
yeculiarly charged with the control of the subject, though I may 
xe inerror. The question has not hitherto arisen since my serv- 
ice upon the committee. The committee has no desire whatever 
to enlarge its jurisdiction, nor does it wish to avoid its duty in 
any wise. 

Mr. HOAR, I wish to read the rules that are in force for the 
regulation of the Senate wing of the Capitol: 

Rute I. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of the Presiding 
Officer. shall be the executive officer of the body for the enforcement of al 
rules made by the Committee on Rules for the regulation of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol and Senate annex. 

This has been the rule from 1886 or thereabouts. 
another rule: 





Then there is 


Rue XVI. 

All provisions of the foregoing rules, so far as practicable, are made applica- 
ble to the building called the Senate annex, the buildings used for the stor- 
age of Senate documents, and the Senate stables. 

Now, the Senate at this session—and it also did at the last ses- 
sion—has committed to the Committee on Rules a proposition for 
the disposition of the part of the Capitol left vacant by the Con- 
gressional Library when it was moved into its new quarters, and 
they are dealing with that subject. It ismy impression that there 
has been a conference ordered between the two Houses on‘a differ- 
ence of opinion upon a joint resolution on that subject. 

Now, all I desire by this resolve is simply that that committee, 
when they report finally upon the disposition of this — of 
the building, may report to the Senate what 2dditional space is 
required for the execution of their duty to provide suitable accom- 
modations for our committees and other legislative work. That 
subject has, I understand, always been before that committee, and 
it is now. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; with his permission, I will correct the 
Senator. At the last session of Congress that subject was before 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Mr. HOAR. It was also before the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That may be so; but there was a joint 
committee of the two Houses, of which the late Senator Morrill 
was chairman, and the subject was certainly before that commit- 
tee for several months. } : : 

Mr. HOAR. But the matter of disposing of this space was also 
before the Committee on Rules. 

Iam a member of the Committee on Rules, and I have been for 
a great many years. I donot desire, and no member of that com- 
mittee, I am sure, desires, to enlarge its jurisdiction on this sub- 
ject by way of trenching on that of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. The duty is very laborious, and it would 
be very unwelcome. Nobody would think of taking it away from 
the committee so well presided over by the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. Farrpanks]. But the resolution was offered for the sake of 
calling the attention of the Senate pretty sharply to this need. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question as to which of the committees 
has jurisdiction over this subject is not a matter of very great im- 
portance, I assume. I remember very well a discussion which 
took place in this Chamber on the subject in the last Congress. It 
led me, as the then chairman of the Committee on Rules, to in- 
vestigate what the precedents had been in regard toit. I found 
that prior to the present revision of the rules the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds did have jurisdiction over all the 
space in the Senate wing of the Capitol, but at the time of that 
revision, upon the recommendation of the present Presiding Offi- 
cer of this body, a change was made, and all that part of the Sen- 
ate wing that was in the jurisdiction of the Senate was committed 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The question arose as to what disposition should be made of the 

old library space, which was by law under the jurisdiction of 
both branches of Congress. That question was considered by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and perhaps prop- 
erly. Certainly the Committee on Rules have no desire or - 
sition to infringe upon that committee in any of its work. By 
general consent there was an informal conference between the 
members of the two committees as to what disposition should be 
made of that space. Afterwards the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds consented to have the resolution which had 
been reported by the Committee on Rules adopted. It was 
adopted and went to the other House, and no action was taken 
upon it. The chairman of the Committee on Rules in the present 
Congress offered a similar resolution, which went to the House, 
and that resolution is now, I think, in conference, or in the pos- 
session of the Committee on Rules. It is not a matter of any 
great consequence, but the facts are, I think, as I have stated 
them. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, as chairman of the Committee 
on Rules I desire to say simply a word. These questions of juris- 
diction between committees are always more or less disagreeable. 
Ever since I have been a member of the Senate, as 1 recollect it, 
the Committee on Rules has had jurisdiction over assignments of 
space in the Senate wing of the Capitol. It is an extremely deli- 
cate and oe duty. I have found it a very great burden. 
I should be very glad,and I think the committee would cooperate 
with me, to have all that turned over to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds if they conceive it to be a part of their 
jurisdiction. 

Anyway, Mr. President, we have exercised that jurisdiction. 
We have been obliged to ascertain or foot of space in 
this end of the Capitol for the use of the Senate, and we know, 
pa better and more critically than the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds, precisely what the situation is in the Sen- 
ate wing of the Capitol. All, as I understand it, that the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to accomplish by this resolution is a 
report to the Senate of the exact situation so far as this end of 
the Capitol is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. And the exactneeds. That is the main thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. The situation as to the necessities of the leg- 
islative service and the means now for meeting the requirements, 
The present situation is absolutely intolerable, 

The Maltby Building never, I think, ought to have been pur- 
chased for the purpose for which it is used. It is impossible for 
Senators to discharge with any sort of comfort or convenience all 
of the duties of a Senator and occupy rooms in the Maltby Build- 
ing. I tried it. Senators oftentimes during the session of the 
Senate, when not interested in some subject which is being dis- 
cussed, work in their committee rooms and attend to d- 
ence, prepare reports, and do the immense work which devolves 
upon a Senator which is discharged outside of the Chamber. No 
man in the Maltby Building can reach the Senate Chamber, unless 
he runs half the way, in time to respond to his name when the roll 
iscalled. There are some Senators who are occupying rooms in 
the Maltby Building which are not fit for occupancy. are 
Senators occupying rooms in this ns own in the crypt, 
which I think are absolutely injurious to health and which no 
Senator ought to be compelled to occupy. There is an absolute 
necessity for some change in the situation. 
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I care nothing about what committee makes re : 
ject; but in view of what has been the course hoes in ce, _ sub- 
years I think the Committee on Rules is perhaps better .)...~ 
at this moment to afford accurate and alleqwate informat; 
the Senate as to the necessities of the situation than the (.,...° 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. If the Senate shon), .” 


a resolution looking to an enlargement of the Capitol, | .),) “8 


admit, of course, that that subject should be referred to t)). (. . 1 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. There ig re), 
question of jurisdiction here between the two committees. ° ~” 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I understand the reso) 1;;;,, 
the Senator from Massachusetts to be simply a preliminary ; 
quiry. It is manifest to Senators that at some time in ()).,. 
future there must be a marked change in the disposition o; «) 
business of the two Houses. There seems to have been an o);..- 
tion to the enlargement of the aoe, on account of increasing 
the weight, by the addition of another story or two stories, which 
would also result in the change of the architectural appoaranc, 
of the building. oe ee 

There are many people who believe that the present quarters 
the Supreme Court are inadequate, and that their present . 
tion interferes very largely with the convenience of mejbers, 
the Senate in the Capitol, that court being located on the Sey. 
side. I think it would be a wise thing to have a preliminay 
a7 respecting this question; but when that inquiry is m9 
the facts are fully laid before the Senate, the result wi! 
largely increased expenditure, either for an independent bxyj\, 
for the Supreme Court, which I think is desirable, or a | : 

nditure in this Capitol. When that comes, the Committce o, 
Public Buildings and Grounds should deal with it, 

Mr. HOAR. Of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. Because it will involve a large expenditure of 
money and great detail respecting the extent of the expen 
and the places where it shall be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a public-building matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a public-building matter. So I think 
that the inquiry suggested by the Senator from Massachuset; 
a proper one to be submitted now, either to the Committes , 
Rules or to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 
for what may be understood as a preliminary report preparat 
to making such expenditure outside or such an enlargement 
the Capitol as may be needed, leaving the Supreme Court withi 
the Capitol building. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to speak further at 
any length on this question. ‘What I desire to accomplish by the 
resolution is to have the Committee on Rules state to the Senate 
how much additional space is needed for the service of the Senate, 
which, under the rules, is under their direction. When they have 
said, ‘* We want so much e,and it is practicable to get it,” 
then I think the subject should go to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

But it does seem to me that the Senate is long-suffering and pa- 
tient in this matter beyond all reason. I have no cause to com- 

lain. I have a most delightful committee room, and 80 has the 

nator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who has spoken so strong!y of 
what is needed by the Senate. I have been here a great 1 
years, but there are Senators who are perhaps more entitled to 
such conveniences than I am. Here is the Senator from New 
i ee Sag the cee from —, Mr, Mason|— 
P' see the TWO emen n gether just now— 
who fave rooms in the Maltby Building. They represent between 
them 11,000,000 people; that is, a ee each one-half of 
the power in the Senate of 11,000 peo le at least. They are 
condemned to those rooms in the Malt y Building, at a distance 
from the Capitol, where they can not get a document, wh’re they 
can not see a constituent, and, if they are summoned to the “:n- 
ate Chamber, can not be here in time for a roll call or a yote wit 
out perhaps traveling here on a stormy and inclement ‘lay, 14 
my aged friend the junior Senator from Illinois [ Mr. \\°0’ 
having the tempests of heaven coming down on his beautiful auc 
devoted head. ; : 

The terrace of the Capitol is worse. The terrace is ill-venti- 
lated, damp, dark, and there, I suppose, are thirty or forty «0 
ators going around and exclaiming day after day, wee *'" 
week, month after month, and year after year, with tho Roman 
poet, ‘* rte o in terris nostrinon plenalaboris.”  _—_ 
Mr. FATRB Mr. President, I wish to add simpy ® 
word. I concur most heartily in what has been said by ts: >" 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from lows 
[Mr, ALLIson] as to the very great necessity of additional acco 
modations for the convenience of Senators in the transaction of 
the business of the Senate. The matter has been too long delayed 

I have, since this discussion began, read the resolution intr 
duced by the Senator from Massachusetts, and it seems to me that 
it my ey ee go tothe Committee on Rules, and | have 
no objection toit being referred to that committee. The commit: 
tee is simply to report upon a splen. a scheme, for the accommoda- 
tion of business of the Senate, After that is done, as the 


ture 
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conator has said, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
= ay ‘under certain circumstances, 

aye 

» subject. foe 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
he resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE. 

Mr. BUTLER. 

to the bill (S. 


Pe fo eign trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary 
cai rs, transports, and seamen for Government use when neces- 
aa at companied by a memorial of Mr. David Lubin, being an 
argue nt in support of the amendment, which I ask may be 
printed with the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the 
Genator wish made of the amendment? 
"Mr. BUTLER. Iask that the amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, which I think has the bill under con- 
sideration. 
= PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the amendment will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lalso ask that the memorial which I have pre- 
sented be printed immediately following the amendment, as it is 
an argument in support of the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
absence of objection. 

STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba is hereby author 
ized to employ a stenographer from time to time to report hearings and pr: 

lings before the committee, and that the expense of the same, together 

hat of hearings already had, be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


It will be so ordered, in the 






READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That on Thursday, February 22, 1900, immediately after the read 
ing of the Journal, Washington's Farewell Address be read to the Senate by 


Mr. ForaAKeR, a Senator from the State of Ohio, and that thereafter the 
Senate will proceed with its business. 


TREATY RELATIVE TO SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from the previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PerrtGRew, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether the people of 
Samoa were consulted or their wishes ascertained in relation to the treaty 
recently made between the United States and Germany in relation to said 
islands. The President is also requested to inform the Senate whether any 
protest has been received by him or the Department of State from the peo- 
ple of Samoa, or any of them, against said treaty. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on ae Relations, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this is simply a resolution 
of inquiry with regard to important facts, it seems to me, in rela- 
tion to the treaty with Germany for the division of Samoa between 
this country and the Empire of Germany. A treaty has been 
made by which we have agreed, so far as I can ascertain, without 
consulting the people of Samoa, to take a portion of that country 
and consent that Germany shall take the rest of it, without con- 
sulting the le of that country upon the subject. That is a 
country with which we have had treaty relations, and, as I under- 
stand, we had guaranteed their sovereignty, joining with Germany 
and Great Britain in a treaty to that effect. Now, without con- 
sulting those people, without their being a party to the agreement, 
Wwe take a portion of the islands and Germany takes the rest of 
them. We blot out, then, a sovereign nation, a people with whom 
Wwe have treaty relations, and divide the spoils. 

I can remember well the indignation that swept over this coun- 
try when Poland was partitioned between the three great powers 
of Europe. It seems to me the moral turpitude of thus dividing 
® country is no less because its inhabitants are not supposed by 
us to occupy as high a place in the plane of civilization as we 

then Se ae ple ee right to be — —_ 
rc nt secur ore we can i a their 
partition or their subjection. ee 
van have tried to ascertain the facts which I ask for in the reso- 
Per by inquiring of the members of the Committee on Foreign 
i om but it 3 that nothing is before that committee, 
seosienal is no information on the subject. I therefore think the 
solution ought to be passed and not referred to the Committee 


properly take jurisdiction of | facts which the people of this country ought 


I submit an amendment which I intend to pro- | 
727) to promote the commerce and increase | 


| on Foreign Relations, because it is a fair inquiry with regard to 
to be in possession 
of, and because | fear that the resolution will remain in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as has the resolution expressing 
sympathy for the South African Republic. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on the motion 


of the Senator from Minnesota, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. [Putting the question.] 
By the sound the ‘‘ ayes” have it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary p ded to 


call the roll, 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his namo was 
the senior Setiator from Florida 
present, | should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
senior Senator from Georgia |Mr. Bacon] has voted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
the senior Senator from Georgia has not voted. 

Mr. WETMORE. Then I withhold my vote, a 
with that Senator. Otherwise I should vote ‘yea 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the 
inquire if the Senator from Kentucky 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK ot Wyoming (after | 
tive). 
voted? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| Senator has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. 
{Mr. HeitrELp] has voted? 


called). I: i 
{[Mr. MaLLory]. If he were 


is informed that 
; I am paired 
affirmative). I 


Mr. Linpsay] has voted? 
The Chair is informed that he 


? laving voted in the affirma- 
I inquire if the Senator from Kansas |Mr. Harris] has 
The Chair i 


informed that the 





1 am paired with that Senator, and 


I inquire if the Senator from Idaho 


The PRESIDENT protempore, The Chairis informed that the 
| Senator from Idaho has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I havea general pair with the Sen 
ator from Idaho, and therefore withhold my vot« 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 23; as fol 

YEAS— 39. 
Aldrich, Foraker, McBride, Scott 
Allison, Foster McComas, Sewell 
Beveridge, Frye, McCumber, houy 
Burrows, Gallinger, McEnery, Simon, 
Carter, Hanna, Morgan, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Nelson, Stewart, 
Culiom, Hawley, Perkins, Thurston, 
Davis, Kean, Platt, Conn Warren, 
Depew, Kyle, Quarles, Wellington. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Ross, 
NAYS—23. 
Allen, Clark, Mont. Jones, Ark. Taliaferro, 
Bate, Clay, Martin, eller, 
Berry, Cockrell, Money, rillma 
Butler, Culberson, Pettigrew, Turley, 
Caffery, Daniel, Pettus, Vest. 
Chilton, Hoar, Rawlins, 
NOT VOTING—24 

Bacon, Hale, McLaurin, Pritchard, 
Baker, Harris, McMillan, Proctor, 
Clark, Wyo. Heitfeld, Mallory, Sullivan, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Ma n, Turns r, 
Elkins, Kenney, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Gear, Lindsay, Platt, N. ¥. Wolcott. 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 
HISTORY OF FILIPINO REVOLT, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, at this time I wish to ask 
unanimous consent for the publication of the paper which I hold 
in my hand, and I shall be glad to briefly explain what it is before 


consent is asked. 

It is a very interesting paper and is a statement by Aguinaldo 
of the controversy, giving a history of the rev: the Filipinos 
against Spanish power from 1896 up to the 23d of last September. 
It is written in excellent temper and tone, is a very able docu- 
ment, and one, therefore, which must be of great interest not only 
to the Senate, but to the people of the United States, no matter 
what side they may take in this controversy. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that the paper be printed as 
a document for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Then, I move that the paper 

Mr. CHANDLER. I raise the question that a moti 
order at this time to print a document. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution then, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A resolution will be in order, 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution that the paper which 

I submit be printed as a document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution be read before it 
is acted upon by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota will reduce his resolution to writing. [A pause. } 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution will be read for 
information, subject to objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Resolved, That the paper entitled an Authentic Review of the Philippine 


Revolution be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let that go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution should go to the 
Committee on Printing under the twenty-ninth rule, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ALDRICH] objects. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution goes to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Objection being made, the resolution goes 
over anyway. It can not be acted on at all if objected to. There 
can be nothing done with the resolution until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HOAR, Let the rule be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope it will not frighten the Senator from 
Massachusetts that there are three Senators on the floor objecting 
to the resolution. lam afraid he will think that abolishes the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, the rule to which he has referred will be read. 

The Secretary read from Rule XXIX as follows: 

1. Every motion to print documents, reports, and other matter transmit- 
ted by either of the Executive Departments, or to print memorials, petitions, 
accompanying documents, or any other paper, except bills of the Senate or 
House of Representatives, resolutions submitted by a Senator, commnuunica- 
tions from the legislatures or conventions, lawfully called, of the respective 
States, and motions to print by order of the standing or select committees of 
the Senate, shall, unless the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing. When a motion is made to commit with instructions, it 
shall be in order to add thereto a motion to print. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now, Isubmit, the resolution being objected 
to, nothing is in order except for it to go over, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is no 
conflict between the two rules, The Chair thinks the resolution 
goes over under the rule, and, unless otherwise ordered, to-morrow 
it will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is right. 

STATUE OF DANIEL WEBSTER, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to make a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
will be received. 

Mr. CHANDLER, From the committee appointed under a 
concurrent resolution of the Senate and House of Representatives 
to make renee for the reception and unveiling of the 
statue of Daniel Webster I submit a report which closes as fol- 
lows: 

The committee submits herewith a full report of the addresses delivered. 

I ask that the report, with the accompanying documents, may 
be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro pomeere. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R tatives concurring), That there 
be printed for immediate use asa public document 11,000 copies of the pro- 
ceedings in connection with the reception of the Webster statue on Jan 
18, 1900, as reported by the committee of arrangements, of which 1,000 
be for the use of Mr. Stilson Hutchins, 4,000 for the use of the Senate, and 
6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; also, 10,000 copies in the 
form oy by law for printing eulogies, of which in cloth 1 
shall be for the use of Mr. Hutchins, 3,000 delivered to the Senators 
resentatives of the States of New Hampshire and Massachusetts, 2,000 for 
the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR, I suppose the resolution goes to the Committee 
on Printing under the standing rule, 

mm. PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will go to the Committee on 
inting. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In the meantime let the report and accom- 
panying documents be printed in the ordinary form for the use of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR, And then referred to the Committee on Printing 
with the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered in the 
absence of objection, 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to give notice that on next Monday 
morning, rat after the morning business, I will address 
the Senate on the Philippine resolution, 
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CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Morning business ig e),..),,.) 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. On? 8 Rcluded, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Calendar under Ry). \ IT 
is in order. vill 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the suggestion I made a wh). .,, 
that we devote a few minutes to the consideration of uno}, seoe % 
pension cases, in order to complete them. A number of Sejai,, 
want them acted upon especially, and we can soon dispose of {)};, - 
There are only a few. _— 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Does the Senator make ¢) 


request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Howmany minutes woulq the 
Senator suggest? ie 

Mr. COCKRELL, Fifteen minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Miscoyp; 
requests that fifteen minutes be devoted to the consideration of 
enobjerted pension cases on the Calendar. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. The first pension bij] 
on the Calendar will be stated. 


LOUISA HALE, 


The bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale, announceg 
as the first case in order on the Calendar, was considered as jn 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word “ he,” toinsert “ is:” in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ hereby,” to strike out ‘‘is,” and in line 
7, before the word ‘‘Company,” to strike out ‘‘a corporal in” and 
insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Hale, dependent step. 
mother of Joseph C. Hale, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment Ken. 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID CARROLL, 

The bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of David Carroll, dependent father of 
Eugene Carroll, late steerage steward, United States Navy, and 
to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ROBERT C, ROGERS, 


The bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Robert (,’ 
Rogers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of Robert ©. Rogers, 

te passed midshipman, United States Navy, and to pay hima 
pension of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK AUER. 


The bill (S. Se eee an increase of pension to Frederick 
Auer was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick Auer, late of 


1at 





Company F, Eighty-second ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that heis 
now receivin 


g. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ARETHUSA WRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 346) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Are- 
thusa Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg., was considered as in Commit: 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit! an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary terior authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pouek are ete ones limitations 
of the pension laws, name of Arethusa Wright, widow of manuel 
Wright, late of Company B, Thirteenth nt Illinois Volunteer In- 
Semi g, heal par eae 6 Goede Ob Us vate wee poe anced an tint of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 1 
crease of pension to Arethusa Wright.” 





Ce 





1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1297 


ON 


ANNIE E, BRUMBY. 


The bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby was 
-onsidered as in Committee of t e Whole. . 
ort , pill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 

ondment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 
= + the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 
ected t lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
cons of th Fension laws, the name of Annie E. Brumby, dependent mother 
of ~ dodery Brumby, late lieutenant, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per are 
, amendment was agreed to. 
The pill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
t was concurred in. | 
othe hill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ' 

rhe Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, to strike 

out the preamble; which was agreed to. 


JOHN M. MORSE, 


The bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M. | 
Morse was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes | 
to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Morse, late of | 
Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, | 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILIP P. GETCHELL. 


The bill (S, 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 
Getchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out ‘‘a mem- 
ber:” in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Maine,” to strike out “‘of;” in | 
line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘ fifty” and insert 
“forty:” and in line 9, after the word ‘‘of,” to strike out ‘‘the | 
amount” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip P. Getchell, late of | 
Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY F, HOPKINS. 


The bill (S, 2219) granting an increase of a to Mary F. 
Hopkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “ roll,” to insert “‘ subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” and in fine 
7, after the words ‘‘ Rhode Island,” to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers, 
and pay her the sum of $30 per month in lieu of the pension now 
paid her” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary P Hopkins, widow of 
Stephen M. Hopkins, late first lieutenant Company I, Twelfth Regiment 


Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


JOSEPH E, HENDRICKSON, 


The bill (S, 2886) granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
- on the pension roll the name of Joseph E. Hendrickson, late 
; - ompany F, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer 
oan war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $50 per | 
, = bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
© Se engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUTLER D, SANBORN, 


_ The bill (8, 287) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D 
Sanborn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Pn. was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 
- roe: ents, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to insert ‘subject 
a provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 6, | 
ane word “Second,” to strike out ‘a private” and insert | 
toatl "in line 7, before the word “Light.” to strike out ‘‘of” and | 
sert “Massachusetts Volunteer;” in the same line, after the 











Word “Artillery,” to strike out ‘Massachusetts Volunteers” and 
XXXITI— 89 


insert ‘‘and pay him a pension;” in line 9, before the word ‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “ seventy-two” and insert ‘‘thirty;” and in 
the same line, after the word “of,” to strike out ‘‘ the pension” 
and insert ** that;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sabject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cutler D. Sanbor late of 
Second Independent Battery Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that! 3 now re- 


ceiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY ELLEN LAURIAT, 
The bill (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 


| Lauriat was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word *‘ Massachusetts,” to insert 
‘** Reciment;” in the same line, after the word ‘** Volunteer,” to 
strike out ‘‘ Regiment ” and insert ‘‘ Infantry;” and in line 9, be- 
fore the word ‘‘she,” to strike out ‘the pension” and insert 


_‘* that;” so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ellen Lauriat, widow 
of George W. Lauriat, late a major of the Thirty-second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JANE E, AUGUR. 

The bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E. Augur was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Jane E. Augur, widow of Christo- 
pher C. Augur, late brigadier-general of the United States Army, 


and to pay her a pension of $50 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES C, DELANEY. 

The bill (S. 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C, 
Delaney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of James C. Delaney, 
ate of Company B, Second Regiment United States Infantry, 
Mexican war, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month, in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOSEPH M. WADDELL. 


The bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,” to strike out 
‘*a soldier in” and insert ‘‘ of;” in line 7, after the word ‘ Infan- 
try,” tostrike out ‘‘ in the Mexican; ” in the sameline, after the word 
‘*war,” to insert ‘‘ with Mexico;” in line 8, after the word ‘* Wis- 
consin,” to insert ‘*‘ Volunteer;” in line 10, before the word * Cay- 
alry,” to.insert ‘‘ Volunteer;” and in line 11, before the word ‘‘he,” 
to strike out ‘‘ the pension ” and insert ‘‘ that;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph M. Waddell, late of 
Company A, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and Companies E, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and F, 
Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soastoread: ‘A bill grantingan increase 
of pension to Joseph M. Waddell.” 

AMBROSE J, VANARSDEL, 


The bill (S. 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name ‘*‘ Vanarsdel,” to strike out 
‘*a private” and insert “late,” and in line 7, after the word *‘ Mili- 
tia,” to strike out ‘*on account of wounds received in battle with 
the enemy;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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oP Oomyany, Porty itoth Kegiment Burclied Missour Militia, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIZZIE H, HYNDMAN, 


The bill (S. 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H, 
Hyndman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. _ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line6, after the word “‘ late,” to strike out ‘‘ major” 
and insert “‘ captain;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, eshte to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie H. Hyndman, widow 


of William Hyndman, late captain, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BAILEY, 


The bill (S. 1058) granting a — to John Bailey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to insert ‘‘ subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 6, 
after the word “late,” to strike out ‘‘ private” and insert ‘‘ of;” in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ Ténth,” to insert ‘‘ Regiment; ” in 
line 7, after the word ‘‘ Michigan,” to insert ‘‘ Volunteer;” in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers” 
and insert ‘‘ and pay him a pension,” and in line 8, after the word 
** month,” to strike out ‘‘from the passage of this act;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of ge laws, the name of John Bailey, late of Company 
A, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SILAS B, HENSLEY. 


The bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments; in line 4, after the word “roll,” toinsert “subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 7, af- 
ter the word ‘‘Infantry,” to insert ‘‘and pay him a pension,” and 
in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” to strike out “from the passage 
of this act;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject so Ceguermess 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas B. Hensley, late private, 
Company K, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and pay a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. ° 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE A, KERR, 


The bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Jennie A, Kerr was con- 
aidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘John,” to strike out 
**Second Lietitenant;” in line 7, after the name ‘‘ Kerr,” to insert 
‘late brevet second lieutenant;” and in line 8, after the word 
*‘Riflemen,” to insert ‘‘ United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $15 per month;” so as to make the bill seule 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie A. Kerr, widow of 
John M. Kerr, late brevet second lieutenant Company F, Mounted Riflemen, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN M’GRATH. 


The bill (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to } 
Grath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pens). ..., 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “Company,” to «;,,;.) 


hn Me. 


rike ont 
> Word 


he,” ¢ 


‘“‘a private in” and insert ‘late of;” in line 7, before ; 
‘“*pay,” to strike out ‘‘to,” and in line 8, before the wor, 
strike out ‘‘ which;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the»... 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John McGrath |.; 

ny C, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him ; 

12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the beginning of line 8 I move +5... 
‘** at the rate.” ae 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and ¢))o oy...) 
ments were concurred in. an 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. roa) 
the third time, and passed. oe 

ALFRED BIGELOW. 


The bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to Alfred Bivejiw y 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 7 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit) ay 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and jysors. 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aut}, 
directed to place on the pension roll, —— to the provisions and liyy:: 
of the pension laws, the name of Bigelow, late of Company A. \ 
teenth New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the pate o 
$18 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, anil the amen). 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, yoga 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: ‘A bill granting an increase 
af pension to Alfred Bigelow.” 

JAMES C. CARLTON. 

The bill (8. 2505) granting an increase of pension to James (, 
Carlton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit) 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to insert © subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in line §, 
before the word ‘‘Company,” to strike out ‘a corporal in” and 
insert ‘‘of;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘Regiment,” to strike out 
‘‘of;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘Indiana,” to strike out 
“Volunteers in the Mexican” and insert “‘ Volunteer Infantry,” 
in line 8, after the word ‘‘ war,” to insert ‘‘ with Mexico;” in lines, 
after the word “pension,” to insert ‘‘at the rate;” in line 9, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty ” and insert ‘‘thirty;” and 
in line 10, before the word “he,” to strike out ‘‘ the pension of $12 
per month ” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bil! read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitatious ofthe pension ine the name of James ©. Carlton, late of 
Company F, Fifth ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico 


: Ww 


and pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


~p 4 


sert 
CTL 
j 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. PRESDEE. 

The bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions w'' 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “lieutenant-colone!. ‘ 
strike out ‘‘captain and;” in line 7, before the word ‘cavalry, 
to insert ‘* Volunteer,” and in line 8, before the word ‘dollars, 
to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘“‘twelve;” so as to make te bi 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ber’, 

authorized and directed to place on ee roll, subject to the provisions 
laws, name of Joseph B. Presdee, !se 

lieutenant-colonel Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tlic amen! 
ments were concurred in. ' | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, ™ 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES BYRNE. 


The bill (S. 1548) granting a m to James Byrne was col 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ' . 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 





PON en 





1900. 





amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” to insert ‘‘ Vol- 
ae? in line 8, before the word “ at,” to insert ‘‘ and pay him 


ee ‘’ ..” and in line 9, before the word “ of,” to strike out ‘‘ the 
pens ‘)” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 


icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

et oad and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
author! ® tions of the pension laws, the name of James Byrne, late of Com- 
ane NL Twenty-fifth New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company G, First 
Pn y States Cavalry, aud pay him a pension at the rate of $17 a month in 
hou of that he now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. _ , 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the article “a” and 
insert the word per,” in line 9, so as to read ‘* per month.” 

ssert 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
” 
of pension to James Byrne. 
SARAH E, CAMPBELL, 


The bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E, Campbell was 
considered as in Committee of the W hole. | 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word *‘ place,” to strikeout ‘‘ upon” 
and insert ‘‘on;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘roll,” to insert 
“gubject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” 
in line 9, after the word ‘‘ pension,” to insert ‘‘at the rate,” and in 
line 10, after the word “‘ month,” to insert ‘‘in lieu of that she is 
now receiving;” so as make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the Po on laws, the name of Sarah E. Campbell, widow 
of Charles T. Campbell, late colonel of the First Pennsylvania Artillery Re- 
serve Corps, colonel of the Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and brigadier-general of volunteers, and pay hera pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah E. Campbell.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fifteen minutes have ex- 

yired, 
Mr. COCKRELL, I think that was the last pension case on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is so informed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the time has expired? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The time and case suited exactly. 

The —— T protempore. The time expired at the right 
moment, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CUMBERLAND, MD. 


Mr. WELLINGTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1375) to increase the limit of cost of 
public building at Cumberland, Md. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the 
limit of cost for construction of the public building at Cumber- 
land, Md., $50,000; and the limit of cost of the building and site 
is increased from $75,000 to $125,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. B, TELLEFSEN, 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the first bill 
on the Calendar, the order of business being No. 11. 
a COCKRELL, Call for the Calendar. That will bring 

), 

Mr. LODGE, It is the first bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order now without 
asking unanimous consent. 
ane LODGE, It is in order without asking unanimous con- 

The bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. 
Tellefsen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. it pro- 
= 5 to pay $998.96 to Capt. B. Tellefsen, master of the Norwegian 
= aoe Albert, for expenses incurred by him in consequence of a 
oo a of Article XIII of the treaty of commerce and naviga- 
a < the year 1827 between the United States of America and 
) nw ingdom of Sweden and Norway by an officer of the city of 

x on, mee on the 18th day of July, 1892. 

= VOCKRELL Has the bill been before Congress heretofore? 

_ ODGE. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice. 

= COCKRELL. I recollect it. 

r. LODGE, ot through the House. 


It isa 
claim that we ought to have paid long ago, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HATTIE A. PHILLIPS. 

The bill (S, 197) for the relief of Hattie A, Phillips was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Hattie A. Phillips, widow of John Phillips, deceased, $5,000 as full 
compensation for the services rendered by him in bearing dis- 
patches from the commanding officer at Fort Phil Kearny to Fort 
Laramie from December 21 to December 26, 1866, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know whether or not the 
payment is to be made out of the funds belonging to those Indians? 


| I did not hear the whole bill read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reads ‘out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I do not object to it. 

to hear it read again, though. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 

The bill (S. 198) to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended by the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and pre- 
serving the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1885 and 
1886 was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and was 
read by the Secretary. 

Mr. VEST. From what committee doas that bill come? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. From theCommitteeon Claims, 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. VEST. Is there any report from the Interior Department 
on it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Does that report come from the committee or from 
the Interior Department? Has the bill ever been referred to the 
Interior Department? Let it go over until I can look into it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without losing its place on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; [donot care about its place. 
something about it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go over: 
tion, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 

The bill (S. 1893) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
complete the public building at Cheyenne, Wyo., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to extend the cost of 
the public building and site at Cheyenne, Wyo., authorized by 
the act of June 30, 1897, to $325,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
C. E. MARR AND E, H. PIERCE. 

The bill (S. 1740) to authorize C. E. Marr and E. H. Pierce to 
accept silver watches awarded to them by the government of the 
Dominion of Canadain recognition of their services in rescuing 
British sailors was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes C. E. Marr and E, H. Pierce, keepers of the Cuck- 
olds, Maine, fog-signal station, toaccepteach a silver watch award- 
ed to them, respectively, by the government of the Dominion of 
Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing the captain 
and crew of the schooner Aurora, of Harboursville, Nova Scotia, 
on January 4, 1896. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a thirdreading, read the third time, and passed. 
PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS IN MEXICAN, WAR, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is one pension bill 
on the Calendar that 1 think ought to have been considered this 
morning. The Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest] introduced it. 
It pensions three soldiers who ought to have been pensioned long 
ago. Laskthat the bill be read. It is Senate bill 2314. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2314) to amend the act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
= Mexican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 
1887. 

It provides that the provisions of the act entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and 
for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887, shall be so con- 
strued as to include the surviving paymasters’ clerksin the Army 
as of the same relative rank and grade as pursers’ clerks in the 
Navy, and that the surviving paymasters’ clerks of the Army and 
the widows of those who have died shall be entitled to all the 
rights and benefits given by the act of January 29, 1887, to pursers’ 
clerks of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I should like 


The bill will again be read. 


There is a report accompany- 


I want to know 


n objec- 
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SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the credentials of Hon. William 
V. Sullivan, Senator-elect from Mississippi, were presented and 
read at the desk the other day. The Senator-elect is present, and 
I ask that he be sworn in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair). The 
Senator-elect will advance to the chair and the oath will be ad- 
ministered to him, 

Mr. Sullivan was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Money, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
SROWNING, its Chief Clerk,announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth 
and subsequent censuses, and giving the Director thereof addi- 
tional power and authority in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, a few days since my colleague 
{Mr. CLAY] gave notice that to-day I would ask the indulgence of 
the Senate that I might be permitted to call up Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 45, with a view of submitting some remarks thereupon. 
If I may have the courtesy of the Senate, I desire now to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
joint resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution introduced by Mr. Ba- 
CON December 18, 1899, as follows: 


A joint resolution (8. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the United States with 
reference to the Philippine Islands. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Government and people of the 
United States have not waged the recent war with Spain for conquest and 
for the acquisition of foreign territory, but solely for the purposes set forth 
in the resolution of Congress making the declaration of war—the acquisition 
of such small tracts of land or harbors as may be necessary for governmental 
purposes being not deemed inconsistent with the same. . 

Sec. 2. That in demanding and in receiving the cession of the Philippine 
Islands it is not the purpose of the Government of the United States to secure 
and maintain permanent dominion over the same as a part of the territory 
of the United States, or to permanently incorporate the inhabitants thereof 
as citizens of the United States, or to hold said inhabitants as vassals or sub- 
jects of this Government; and the United States hereby disclaim any dispo- 
sition or intention to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control 
over said islands. a 

Seo. 3. That the United States, having accepted the cession of the Philip- 
pine Islands from Spain, and having by force of arms overthrown all organ- 
ized authority and opposition to the authority of the United States therein, 
the duty and obligation rest upon the United States to restore ce and 
maintain order throughout the same; to protect in said islands the enjoy- 
ment of life and property and the pursuit of lawful avocations; and to con- 
tinue such protection until the power and ae to maintain said protection 
shall have been transferred and intrusted by the United States to a govern- 
ment of the people of said islands deemed capable and worthy to exercise 
said power and discharge said duty. 

Sec. 4. That when armed resistance to the authority of the United States 
shall have ceased within said islands, and peace and order shall have been 
restored therein, it is the purpose and intention of the United States, sosoon 
thereafter as the same can be practically and safely accomplished, to provide 
the opportunity and prescribe the method for the formation of a government 
by and of the people of the Philippine Islands, to be thereafter independent! 
exercised and controlled by themselves, it being the design of the Uni 
States to accord to the people of said islands the same measure of liberty and 
independence which have n pledged by the Congress of the United States 
to the people of Cuba. 

Sec. 5. That when a stable government shall, by the method aforesaid, 
have been duly formed and erected insaid islands, competent and worthy, in 
the judgment of the United States, to exercise the powers of an independent 
government and to preserve and main order within its jurisdiction, 
it is the purpose and intention of the United States, reserving to themselves 
only such harbors and tracts of land as may be needed for coaling stations 
or other governmental purposes, to transfer to said government, upon terms 
which shall be reasonable and just, all rights and territory secured in said 
islands under the treaty with Spain,and to thereupon leave the dominion and 
control of the islands to their people. 

See. 6. That when said government has been thus formed and set up inthe 
Philippine Islands and approved by the United States, it is the design and in- 
tention of theUnited States, through treaties with the leading nations of the 
world, to secure the guaranty of the continued independence of the same. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in listening to the reading of the 
joint resolution I observe that there is one word whichis amistake, 
and which I ask may be corrected. I think it is possibly in the 
fourth section. The word ‘ have” occurs where it should be 
‘*has.” I ask that it may be corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair). The 
cones from Georgia asks that the correction suggested by him 
be made. 

Mr. BACON. It is a mere misprint. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be corrected as requested by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the resolutions which have just 
been read, when reduced to their final analysis, may be said, in 
case of their adoption, to be a declaration on the part of the United 
States that it is the purpose and intention of this Government to 
give to the Philippine Islands the same character of government, 
the same opportunities, the same assistance, the same right to 
independence that were pledged in the case of Cuba at the time of 
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the declaration of war against Spain and as are no 
be carried out in the case of Cuba, 

Mr. President, when we stood before the nations ' 
break the peace of the world, we called upon the world ;., a 
the purity of our motives, the absolute unselfishness wi:)) 1.3 
we proceeded in that solemn moment. We declared as {,))),.., 

That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or jp; ae 
exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island 

Speaking of Cuba— 
except for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination 
is accomplished, to leave the government and con‘sol of the | 
peopie. 

I desire to say that I would rather be the author of ¢} 
tion, | would rather have the credit that the senior Sensi... 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has in having offered that resolut:,,, ¥),,. 


Ww proy On d to 


within the past quarter of a century. If there is preced, ‘ a 
in the history of the world, I confess my ignorance of th. (.... 
In the face of the recognized right of a nation which ons: 
war, although somewhat inconsistent with modern ideas ,; civil; 
zation and humanity; in the face of the recognized yie\; , 7 
nation when it goes to war not only to fully indemnify jt<.); |... 
to have that measure of indemnity heaped up and runnine |... 
we solemnly abjured the right to avail ourselves of that y, 

recognized as strictly proper under such circumstances. 

Mr. President, were we sincere in that declaration or (iq wo 
make it fur the purpose of deceiving the civilized world? Wor, 
we sincere in the declaration that it was not our intention to 
by the war? Were we sincere in the declaration that woe y 
took this great enterprise from the high motives which are gx. 
ac meg in that resolution? Or did we intend to mate the worlq 

elieve that such was our intention while we at the samme time ro. 
served in our own breast the intention to profit in some other 
direction without putting the world upon notice of our intention 
in that respect? 

Now, Mr. President, it was upon the theory that we were sincere 
that we did mean what we said, that we were animated by this 
high purpose, that we were unselfish, that a little over a year ago 
I introduced a series of resolutions very similar to tho-e which 
are now before the Senate. They were introduced in January, 
1899. In the succeeding month, when the McEnery resolution wag 
before the Senate, I offered as an amendment thereto in the way 
of an addendum the following: " 

Resolved further, That the United States hereby disclaim any (is;osition 
or intention to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 
said islands, and assert their determination, when a stable and independent 
government shall have been erected therein, entitled, in the judyment of 
the Government of the United States, to recognition as such, to transfer to 
said government, upon terms which shall be reasonable and just. al! rights 
secured under the cession by Spain, and to thereupon leave the government 
and control of the islands to their people. 

That resolution is a substantial copy of one of the resolutions 
which I had introduced in the preceding January, resolutions in- 
troduced before a gun had ever been fired on either side in the 
Philippine Islands. The original resolution introduced by me in 
January never came to a vote, but this particular resolution, 
offered as an amendment to the McEnery resolutions, did come to 
a vote, and there was a tie vote in the Senate, the Vice-President 
casting a vote in the negative. 

My purpose in alluding to the resolution at this time is that! 
may call attention to the difference between the resolutions now 
offered by me and this resolution, and to state the reason for such 
difference. 

It will be noted that the resolutions now before the Senate pro- 
vide for the continued effort of the Government of the United 
States to restore peace and order in the Philippine Islan:'s. and do 
not propose any action by the United States which looks to the 
establishment of a government for the Filipinos until such peace 
and order have been restored. 

The present resolutions also provide for action on the part of the 
United States Government in providing the ways and the means, 
the methods, by which an independent government is to |e esta’ 
lished in those islands, whereas the resolution which was {ormerly 
before the Senate, and which was voted upon, did not y ovide for 
such action on the part of the United States, but looked to the ac: 
tion of the Filipinos themselves, contemplating the reco-nitionof 
a government to be erected by the Filipinos whenever in the juds- 
ment of the United States that government should be found to be 
entitled to such recognition. 

Now, Mr. President, what was proper a year ago is not poss! 
ble now. A year ago conditions were such that in my opirion | 
was competent for the United States Government to leave to the 
Filipinos the work of establishing their government, of so per: 
mare = ~— the eee oo acemnant —— op —- 
and would deem it capable of properly performing the functions 
of government. They at that Soe had agovernment. They had 
a president. They had aparliament. And I will say, in passe, 
that they had a ——— the proceedings of which were \¢'y 
highly spoken of by persons competent to judge. They had @ 
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sn Atotarys had an army, and in all particulars they had the 
jaime OT overnment. , They not only had an army in name 
et they had one in fact. They had an army of efficiency, an 
Z » capable of sustaining the civil arm of the government. 
wd nad an army of 80,000 men, which invested at that time the 
ey Manila and kept within it the entire Spanish army while 
Dewey beleaguered the city by sea. It was an army which in re- 
~ ted battles, after the naval battle of Manila, had without ex- 
Pen ti vn gained victories over the Spanish troops and had captured 
a the Spanish troops many thousands of prisoners. It was 
2 army which, as stated by the senior Senator from Massachu- 
vets Mr. Hoar] the other day, was one which absolutely invested 
the city of Manila by land and extended from water to water on 
j side, 5 P . 
a va a Mr. President, while I am not going into the question 
now of the propriety of the action of the United States Govern- 
mi nt in reference to that army, speaking solely as to the reason 


why in my opinion at that time it was proper to leave the question 
of the organization of their government to the Filipinos, they not 
only had all of the other framework of government, but they had 
a powerful, victorious army. : ; 

herefore it was that in the resolution which I offered as an 
amendment to the McEnery resolution no provision was made, or, 
rather, suggested, for the action of the United States Government 
except to judge whether the government which should be framed 
py them should be @ proper government. But in these present 
resolutions there is provision that the Government of the United 
States shall take affirmative action. First, that it shall restore 
peace and order; second, that it shall itself provide the method, 
the machinery, and give the assistance which may be required to 
enable the Filipinos to organize a government which shall be a 
sufficient and a satisfactory government in the opinion of the 
United States. 

Now, why the change? Because, Mr. President, since that time 
whatever there was of government in the Philippine Islands has 
been destroyed by the United States Government. Their army 
has been dispersed; their government has been entirely dispersed; 
their president and the commander of their army is practically a 
fugitive in hiding; their army has been practically broken up; 
their parliament has been destroyed; their courts have been dis- 
persed, and there is no authority in the Philippine Islands to-day 
er of the name of authority except the authority of the 
United States, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it his information, and if so, I should like to 
know the source of it, that there are urban or municipal govern- 
ments over the island of Luzon and the group in the neighbor- 
hood, the name of which I have forgotten, which the Filipinos 
had without dispute? Are those also destroyed, orare they still, 
in places where the United States does not penetrate, governing 
their villages and towns in peace and harmony? 

Mr. BACON. I am not sufficiently informed to answer the 
question of the Senator with accuracy. Of course, I presumeit to 
be true that wherever the United States forces have not actually 
penetrated the people are still carrying on their own municipal 
governments. But, speaking in a general way, I think the propo- 
sition may be properly stated that the United States Government 
through its military operations has practically overthrown the 
local governments in those islands, and that wherever they now 
exist, even in municipalities, it is simply from the fact that tem- 
porarily at least there is no presence of the United States troops 
in those places. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will permit me, I will attract 
his attention to a portion of the report of General Otis, in which 
he says that on and prior to December 10 Aguinaldo was the domi- 
nant power throughout the island and of the government even 
within the limits of the city of Manila, of which the United States 
had actual military possession, and that an order oe Agui- 
naldo was so tent that it was almost universally obe by the 
Filipino people within the limits of Manila, of which the United 
cae was supposed to have actual and exclusive military occu- 

Mr. BACON. Conceding all that the Senator from Utah says, 
the only purpose I have in alluding to the fact of the supremacy 
. the military authority of the United States in those islands is 
° give the reason why I think the duty now devolves upon the 

nited States Government to restore, as far as possible, perfect 
peace and order within the islands, and to maintain that peace 
and order until there shall have been substituted for the govern- 
a mili ees, if you cp et the United 
e tes such local government as shall be oe through 
; 1 assistance of the United States, and as shall be deemed satis- 

‘re and sufficient by the United States. 
in he I do not desire at this stage, because these are really 
th e nature of iminary remarks, to go into the discussion of 
Hs questions w are suggested by the interruptions of the 

nator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Utah. 
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Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
suspend just a1 »ment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the stand- 
ard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued 
or coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid aside until the Senator from Georgia shall have 
finished his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the unfinished business be laid aside without prejudice. 
It will be so ordered, without objection. The Senator from Geor- 
gia will proceed. 

Mr. BACON. I thank the Senator for the courtesy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator resumes, will it be agree- 
able to him to permit me to put a question to him? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator made a statement as to the effect 
of the declarations introduced by the Senator from Colorado {Mr. 
TELLER] relative to Cuba. The question which I would like to 
put to the Senator, with his permission, is this: Whether, in his 
view, the United States would have been precluded by that decla- 
ration from honorably exacting from Spain at the end of the war 
a money indemnity for the expenses of the war? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think we would, Mr. President. I do 
not think that we would have been barred from other kinds of 
indemnity for the expenses of the war, but I do think that in good 
faith the United States stood pledged before the world not to reap 
advantage from the war. I may, before I get through—I am not 
sure—have occasion to discuss the question as to whether or not 
this is an effort on the part of the United States Government to 
reap advantage, or whether it was a proceeding for the purposes 
of indemnity. 

Mr. President, there are two points of view in a general way 
from which we should look at the question of the action of the 
United States Government in the permanent retention of the 
Philippine Islands. One which has been very much discussed, and 
which I am free to say I do not think has been by any means ex- 
hausted, as able as the discussion has been, is the question of right, 
the question of justice to the Filipinos, and the question of con- 
sistency on the part of the United States in the treatment of the 
Filipinos, consistency with our avowed, recognized principles for 
over halfacentury. That part of the discussion I do not propose 
to trench upon this afternoon. 

Another point of view from which it may be regarded is the 
question as to the interest of the people of the United States polit- 
ically and materially, and it is to that part of the question that [ 
wish, with the indulgence of the Senate, to address myself this 
afternoon. 

Mr. President, it willbe noted that in these resolutions I have 
endeavored, as far as possible, to exclude the consideration of 
——— which might divert attention from the main question. 

he question is this: When the conditions are ripe, when peace 
has been restored and the authority of the United States is no 
longer resisted in the Philippines, shall the United States then ac- 
cord a free government to the Filipinos, tobe independently exer- 
cised by them, or shall the United States thereafter retain the 
possession, dominion, and sovereignty of the Philippine Islands 
with the view to their permanent retention as a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States? But before proceeding to that I want 
to say this: There is some question as to whether or not this is the 
proper time for us to determine what shall be the ultimate action 
of the Government of the United States with reference to the 
Philippine Islands, and without going into that question at large- 
because I presume that question will come up more properly prob- 
ably upon the consideration of the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] or the bill offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.Sroonrer]—I wish to state, however, 
in order that my view may not be misunderstood, that I think there 
are two reasons why this matter should receive present attention, 
not only present attention, Mr. President, but present determi- 
nation. 

In the first place, Mr. President, while it is true that the power 
of the Filipino army has been broken, while their government 
has been dispersed, and while, in a general way, we may say that 
the power of the American forces in the Philippine Islands is 
supreme, still entire peace has not been restored. If we hada 
year ago said that we did not design the subjugation of those peo- 
ple; that we did not intend that we should exercise permanent 
sovereignty over that archipelago, but that in duc time, when a 
government was organized such as the Government of the United 
States would deem to be sufficient, we intended to leave them to the 
control of their own affairs, I believe there would have been no 
bloodshed in thoseislands. But that is past. It is bootless to dis- 
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cuss what would or would not have been the result or effect at 
that time of such a declaration. My present belief, however, is 
that a declaration by this Government now that it does not so in- 
tend will bring peace in those islands; that the small and disorgan- 
ized and irregular resistance to the military power of the United 
States will be abandoned, because the only excuse for its continu- 
ance which they can possibly have to-day is the fact that they un- 
derstand that the United States Government intends to deny to 
them the independence which they desire. Therefore I say, in the 
interest of the cessation of the effusion of blood, I think it im- 
portant that our action should be taken now and not be postponed 
vo the future. 

Another reason, Mr. President, is this: So far as the character 
of the population is concerned, the conditions in those islands are 
not such as will be changed within any short period of time— 
within a generation. Therefore we can approach the subject 
now with as much certainty as to what the conditions will be ten 
vears from now as we can now know what they are. Do not let 
me be misunderstood. I mean this: Those are thickly populated 
islands; they are inhabited by people of a certain race; and ten 
years from now they will be inhabited by a people of substantially 
the same kind; there will be no material change. Therefore, as 
the condition of affairs which will exist then exists now, we can 
determine as well what we should do as we can determine ten 
years from now. 

Mr. President, as I said, I desire to address the Senate upon the 
question as to what is the interest of the people of the United 
States in determining what shall be the future relations between 
the Philippine Islands and this Government. 

We have had in times past extension of territory; and if it be 
true that this proposed expansion, if you please, will create be- 
tween the Government of the United States and the Philippine 
Islands the same class of relations which now exists between the 
United States and the territory heretofore acquired, then we are 
in a position to judge whether or not we can safely undertake to 
continue a permanent political relation with those islands. 

It is a question, vast and far-reaching in its consequences, which 
invokes the most considerate and patriotic judgment by the 
American people. In the outset of the examination of this ques- 
tion, in order that we may consider and determineit intelligently, 
it is of vital importance to ascertain the relations which must 
necessarily thereafter exist between the United States and the 
Philippine Islands if these islands are permanently retained as a 
part of the territory of the United States. 

Will these islands, if permanently retained, bear thereafter the 
same relations to the United States as those which are now borne 
or which have heretofore been borne to the United States by the 
various acquisitions of territory heretofore made by the United 
States? If the Philippine Islands do bear now or can bear in the 
future the same relations to the United States as does the terri- 
tory acquired from France or that as from Mexico, then 
outside of the question of compulsion, which I am not now consid- 
ering, there is nothing novel in the proposition for the acquisition 
and permanent retention of the Philippine Islands other that 
arising from distant location. In thatcase there is nothing which 
will work a revolution in our system of government, nothing 
which will subvert and destroy our boasted principles and cher- 
ished ideals, 

Let us examine and see what are the relations occupied by 
formerly acquired territory, in order that we may determine 
whether it is possible that the Philippines can ever bear the same 
relations to the United States. All the territory acquired through 
the Louisiana purchase or through the treaties with Mexico, as 
well as the Florida purchase from Spain, is now divided up into 
States and Territories, Almost all of it is now divided into States, 
the people of which enjoy equal rights, privileges, immunities, 
and powers with the pas of the original thirteen States. All of 
these peoples in all of these new States which have been carved 
out of the several territories acquired from France, from Mexico 
and from Spain before the late war, are joint beneficiaries and 
joint proprietors with the citizens of the original thirteen States 
in the great inheritance of personal liberty, and in the rights and 
powers of equal citizenship, and in the right of the equal influence 
and authority of their votes in the making of the laws and in the 
control of the affairs of their several States and of the General 
Government. The parts of these several acquisitions which have 
not yet been admitted as States into the Union have been divided 
into Territories, with the design and certainty that in due time 
they will also be admitted as States, at which time their ple 
will also have all the rights, privileges, and immunities and exer- 
cise all the powers of citizens of other States. ¥v 

The same is true of Alaska. The time is near at hand when 
thatcountry will be given a complete Territorial government, and 
there is no doubt but that in the future it will be admitted as a 
State in the Union. 

All this that has been thus accomplished in the uses made of 
these several acquisitions in their creation as States, and all that 
it is intended to accomplish as to the remainder in the future, was 
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anticipated and designed at the times of these acquisitions Thi 
design may be said to have been part in each case of thea; 
annexation. It was known from the beginning that thes .... 
tries were so situated geographically, and that their in}),\,;; ro 
would be of such a character and complexion that Stat... 
be conveniently carved out of the lende, and that the » ae 
such new States could be safely and advantageously adini:i..) |. 
all the privileges and powers of American citizenship in |),,;), .; : 
and national affairs. It was foreseen and recognized by {). 4...” 
and patriotic statesmen who secured these vast and inyalnaiy. 
acquisitions that each of the States to be carved out oy; 4... 


would in their territory and in their people add to the stronct 
the dignity, and the glory of this great Government ma: ;,, )., 
the magnificent aggregation of States, each independent of 4). 
other, and each peopled by a homogeneous, free, self-reliant. 4), 


NU, and 


self-controlling citizenry. 
In the acquisition of territory upon our own continent wit); ¢) ig 
design and purpose, and in the practical accomplishment of {); 
design and purpose, there was nothing at war with the design ay, 
purpose of the founders of our Government. There was nothine 
subversive of the principles upon which those founders rested {j,,. 
Government, nothing destructive of their ideals of ‘presenta. 
tive free government which they intended as the spirit 
body of their great creation. 
In each of these vast acquisitions, and in the uses made of ther 
there was expansion, and greatexpansion. But it was no: simply 


and the 


expansion of the territory subject to the jurisdiction of the Unitey 
States. It was an expansion of territory accompanied yy ay ex. 
tension of the same political systems and political institutions 


which existed in the original States. It was an expansion of ter- 
ritory accompanied by an extension of the system of Staies 
inhabited by a people of our own race, a people free ani self-yoy- 
erning, and with equal rights with the people in the origina) 
States in the making of laws for the control of State and lederal 
governments. 

This in each instance was legitimate expansion. It was leziti- 
mate and harmonious growth. It was not revolutionary chiauge, 
It subverted none of our institutions. It did no violence to 
political principles. It destroyed none of our political ideals, 

On the contrary, such expansion strengthened our institutions 
by extending them into other political systems of the same kind, 
It established our political principles by demonstrating that they 
were not limited in their application to the people of the original 
States, but that free, representative, self-controlling government 
could be safely exercised by all of our race. It vindicated the 
wisdom of the founders of our dual government, State and Fed- 
eral, by proving thatsolong as our political institutions and polit- 
ical systems and political principles were adhered to, this dual 
government could be safely capable of indefinite expansion, at 
least within the limits of our own continent. 

Such expansion gave promise of perpetuity to our ideals of per- 
sonal, civil, religious, and political liberty by extending them to 
all within the acquired territory, as rights sacred and to be denied 
to none within our free Government. 

But is it possible that such expansion can result from our per- 
manent retention of the Philippine Islands? What shall be said 
of an expansion which is simply an expansion of territory, which 
does not carry with it an extension of our political system, our 
political principles, and our political ideals? What shall be said 
of an vs by the acquisition of territory where it is not in- 
tended that there shall be statehood, and where it is impossible 
that there can ever be statehood, with the rights of citizenship in 
a State—where it is not intended, and where it is not possible, that 
the inhabitants of the acquired territory shall ever be equal par- 
ticipants with ourselves in the making of the laws of the General 
Government? 

Is such expansion as this the harmonious and legitimate growth 
and development of our political system or is it such a change in 
our political system as amounts to revolution? If the acquired 
territory is never to be admitted to statehood, and in the nature 
of things can never be so admitted, then it must be a depos 1 
and subject colony of the United States. If the people in th: a- 
quired territory are never to be admitted into equal participation 
with us in the making of the laws of the General Government by 
which they, as well as ourselves, are to be governed, and from their 
character can never be so admitted, then such people can |e none 
less than vassals and voiceless subjects of the United States. 

ed to clenity means a oe, In = ae it . 
used gnify a completeor change. ere could scarcely 
be a more complete or cadical change in the institutions of a 
country than a change from a condition where all were free cit! 
zens and none were subject vassals, to a condition where in a pat 
ticular locality all are subject vassals and none are free citizels; 4 
change from a condition where all are allowed through their vols 
to participate in determining the legislation of the General Gov 
ernment, to a condition in a particular locality where all are mats 
subject to laws in the ng of which they are forever denie 
the privilege of having a voice; a change a condition w 
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‘ch the people have all the rights, powers, and privileges of | not like the term “imperialism.” Nevertheless, whenever a re- 
we ion statehood, to a condition where for all time they are to | public owns outlying provinces, to be held permanently as depend- 
ores at no governmental organization of their own excepting | ent colonies, never to be admitted as a part of the republic in the 
be ore dependent organization as they are permitted to main- | control and administration of the government, that republic is to 
only a. the will and pleasure of the General Government. that extent imperial. And, if held permanently, that is the only 
athe sroposition is not to be successfully controverted that such | relation which the Philippine Islands can ever bear to the United 
-adical changes in the principles and practices of our Government | States. 


11 constitute a revolution of the most pronounced type. Ah, sir, it is true that the terms “‘ vassal” and “imperial” grate 
¥ rf therefore, the acquired territory is to be permanently held | on American ears. They are terms expressive of conditions viola- 
without statehood and without the privilege or right of their peo- | tiveof every principle of the free institutionsof America, They are 


le to participate directly or indirectly in the enactment of the | terms expressive of conditions utterly at war with the pri 
Pr 73 of the General Government by which they are to be gov- | which Americans during three generations have dr: 

a and if it is impossible that they can ever be given such 
- vileges and rights, the permanent retention of these islands is 


MK In With 
their mothers’ milk. Senators and others who can not find argu 
ment with which to meet argument have been in the habit of put 
an expansion of territory without the extension of our system of | ting this question aside with the reply that the charge of imperial 
government; it is an expansion which destroys to that extent our | ism isall “rot.” Men whocan not meet argument with argument, 
political principles and our governmental ideals; it is an expan- | men who can not meet 4 proposition with a logical reply, seek to 
sjon which is neither the natural growth nor the legitimate de- | answer the gravest of propositions with such foolish expre 
velopment of our system of government, but it is an expansion | as that. | re 
which is a revolution in that system. : To bring about such conditions and make them permanent, 
Now, sir, applying these propositions which I have suggested, | which necessarily result in imperialism and vassalage, is, | repeat, 
what are the conceded facts with reference to the Philippines? | to revolutionize the Government, because heretofore we have had 
How is it with regard to the future relations of these islands to no imperial colonies and no vassals, and we have vaunted political 
the United States if sovereignty is to be permanently maintained | principles which have made it impossible that w 
therein by the United States? There isno possibility that they can | either the one or the other. 
ever become a State of this Union. There is no possibility that Now, sir, I use the term “revolution” because it is the one 
astar can be added to the flag which shall represent an Asiatic race | which properly expresses the fact. The proposition is this: That 
7,000 miles beyondthe seas. There is no possibility that we should | to permanently retain territory which it is known can never be- 
ever admit to an equal participation in our Government these | come a State and the people of which it is also known can never 
Asiatic people, so differing from us in race, habits, traditions, | be admitted to participation in the legislation and administration 
interests, laws, and religion, so utterly unassimilable to ourselves. | either of a State or of the General Government, people who must 
It is impossible that we should ever consent that this Asiatic race | be ruled by a standing army in their midst, is to work a revolu- 
should send here Senators and Representatives to participate in | tion in the system of government as it has heretofore existed in 
the making of laws by which Americans are to be governed, or | the United States, a revolution of the most radical and far-reach- 
that they should, in some closely contested election, through their | ing character. 
electoral vote, decide who should be the President of the United | There can be no such thing as an imperial republic. It will 
States. either be an empire or a republic. Under the name imperial re- 
The conditions which now exist, and which will undoubtedly | public, the form of a republic may be preserved; but the soul and 
exist hereafter if we permanently retain the Philippines, make it | spirit of republican institutions will surely die. To speak of an 
impossible that they can ever become a State: and to hold them as | imperial republic, true to republican principles and institutions, 
a subject colony makes necessarily a revolution in our system of | is to speak of a free autocracy or a Christian infide! 
government which should not be aided by anyone who is loyal to | abiding lawbreaker. 
the principlesupon which that system isfounded. Itisarevolution| Sir, in the view which I am now presenting I am not pleading 
which requires those who support it to deny the most venerated | the cause of the Filipinos. I am pleading the cause of Ameri- 
principles contained in the laration of Independence, and | cans, that their Government may not be converted from a r 
compels them to openly challenge and dispute their truth. Itisa| public composed of free States into an imperial government 
revolution which tramples under foot the warnings and precepts | holding vassal and subject colonies, ruled and controlled necessa 
of Washington’s Farewell Address, which we have heretofore rev- rily by a standing army in their midst. If our free Republic is to 
erently read in this Chamber upon each recurring anniversary, and | be converted into this imperial government, it is not those who 
the teachings of which the American people have held as sacred | are to be held and ruled as vassals in subject colonies who will be 


sions 


» should have 





, or a law- 


for more than an hundred years. the principal sufferers. 
It is a revolution which utterly scouts and derides the princi- I am satisfied that this brief analysis which I have made of the 


ples which have inspired in us the contemplation of a republican | character of this expansion which we have accomplished in the 
government as a sacred thing, and which has heretofore caused | past will be recognized as a correct analysis, because it is one of 
us to make haste to recognize every republican government which | the chief glories of this country, one which will be recognized 
has been set up by those who have overthrown any form of mon- | and known as long as the history of this country is written, that 
archical government. It is a revolution which palsies our tongue | whereas through much suffering and trial and sacrifice we founded 
when we would give voice to our sympathy for any people strug- | a small republic, made up of an aggregation of colonies which 
gling for liberty anywhere on the earth, and makes us with ac- | through that sacrifice won their independence, that which we 
cusing conscience sit in dumb silence for fear the accusing finger | gained in that way we have given toacontinent. That liberty, 
may be pointed atus. Nay, more, Mr. President, it isa revolution | personal, civil, religious, and political, has not been kept for our- 
which, while it denies liberty to other people, endangers the liberty | selves, but we have freely given it until that personal liberty and 
of our own people. those free institutions which were thus achieved for 3,000,000 

Senators can not fail to recognize that a people to preserve people are to-day, through our gift, the great heritage of 80,000,000. 
own liberties must be true to the principles upon which their lib- | And no small part of that glory is the fact that during one hun- 
erties rest. They must not only be true tothe principles of liberty | dred and sixteen years after the achievement of our independence 
as applied to themselves and as enjoyed by themselves, but they | no man, public or private, in the United States, ever suggested 
must be loyal tothose principles in according theenjoyment of them | the possibility that we should acquire territory which should be 
tocthers, The man who teaches his children that they can with | held as subject territory, with the impossibility that there should 
propriety violate the Decalogue in dealing with the property of his | ever be a State made of such territory, or that we should conquer 
neighbor and the persons of his neighbor's family can not pro- | and subject any people who should be permanently held as vas- 
move or maintain personal honesty or personal virtue within the | sals and who would be forever denied the rights and powers and 
Precincts of his own household. privileges of citizenship. 

Mr. President, this is a most serious phase of this question, one| Mr. President, I allude to this with perhaps a little more of de- 
that I fear we are not sufficiently appreciative of, and I may be | tail than I otherwise would, because those who are the advocates 
permitted to dwell somewhat further upon it. I want, however, | of this new imperial expansion are wont to buttress themselves 
to say in this connection that I accord to all the absolute, unqual- | with the argument that they are but proceeding in a line which 
ified desire that which is best for the public good. I impugn the | has been marked out in the past, and that while the greatest names 
motives of no one, and therefore in what I say, while I may use | of which we boast in the history of our country are the names of 
words that are not exactly agreeable, they are not in any manner | those who have been instrumental in accomplishing this great 
‘ae to be off . work of thus extending our free Republic, they are names which 
not Mee vocaten of the permanent retention of the Philippines do | these imperialists have now a right to invoke as the authority and 
ain nh hear the term “vassal.” Nevertheless, one who is the | the defense for the a proposition to convert this free Repub- 
cont of & governuient in which he has no voice, who only has | lic into an empire, holding distant subject provinces by military 
Pe bo as the ent may grant him, and which itself | force. — 
Ani ey taben trees at the will of the government, is a vassal. | I desire to say that the man who compares the proposed expan- 
to th to is the only political relation the Filipino can ever bear | sion, and the effects which must necessarily follow it, to the ex- 

© United States. The advocates of permanent retention do | pansion of the past which has come from the acquisition of the 
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territory acquired from France or from Mexico or from Spain 
before the late war; the man who says they are alike; the man 
who says that the one may be taken as the authority and the de- 
fense for the other, is either woefully lacking in candor or still 
more woefully lacking in information, because they are as wide 
apart as the poles and as different as night is from day. 

The one is the expansion and extension of free government and 
free institutions; the other is the destruction of free institutions 
and the birth and growth of imperial rule. 

Those who disregard and violate the personal and political lib- 
erty of a foreign people are but aes the way for the time 
when the barriers will be broken down, and the strong among us 
will oppress and rule with an iron hand and by military power 
the weak and the defenseless in our own land. 

If’this revolution were only to affect the Filipinos, we might 
from a selfish standpoint be content that it should beso. But the 
controlling fact is that if this revolution is finally accomplished 
the principal disasters which will accompany it will fall upon 
ourselves. The view which I have so far presented may be con- 
sidered by some to be in the nature of an academic discussion. 

3ut there are practical evils which will result from this imperial 
expansion the discussion of which is in no sense academic. 
he first feature in which this revolution will definitely and 
practically manifest itself to the injury of our people will be in 
the immediate growth of militarism. If it shall be finally deter- 
mined to permanently retain the Philippine Islands, it is a safe 
prediction that in less than eighteen months from this date, if the 
imperialistic programme is continued, the Regular Army of the 
United States will be increased to 100,000 men. 

Now, the proposition which I make, and which I hope I may 
have the pleasure of hearing a Senator who is in favor of expan- 
sion discuss, is that the retention of the Philippine Islands inevi- 
tably and necessarily involves a great standing army, presumably 
at least a hundred thousand men, and under some conditions 
much larger. We have already had the suggestion of it. If I 
recollect aright, the message of the President to the last Congress 
recommended the creation of an army—I do not recollect whether 
the particular number was stated or not, but it was understood 
to be a recommendation—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. A hundred thousand. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Missouri supplies the infor- 
mation that it was a hundred thousand. I was about to say that 
it was understood that is what was meant. The House of Repre- 
fh sentatives, in pursuance of that well-known desire, absolutely 
al passed a bill making the Army of the United States not for a 
bi! time, but for all time until thereafter repealed, 100,000 men. The 
measure came to this Chamber. Owing to the opposition of lead- 
ing members of the Senate, the bill was practically defeated, and 
instead of it the law which now exists was mel 

No bill to this effect has yet appeared, during this session, in 
either House of Congress. It probably will not until after the 
Presidential election; but in the second session of this Congress, 
after the Presidential election, or in an extra session immediately 
thereafter, it is not to be doubted that such a bill will be passed 
and become a law. 

The only possible excuse for this radical change will be this 
revolutionary policy upon which we have embarked. Almost our 
entire Army is to-day across the seas. The number of soldiers of 
bie the Regular Army now remaining within the borders of the 
4 United States is a mere handful. There could be no stronger 

demonstration of the fact that we do not need any large standing 
army in time of peace. The great and distinguishing feature of 
difference between the United States and the European govern- 
ments has been that we have had only a nominal Regular Army, 
while they have each had a great standing army of Cantvetn of 
thousands of men. Our people have themselves controlled and 
maintained our Government. On the contrary, their govern- 
ments have controlled their people with the menace of great 
standing armies, This revolution destroys this difference between 
us and the European governments and turns us from our peace- 
; ful paths into the same road of blood and iron which they have 

trod since the Dark Ages. 

The necessity of controlling the Filipinos and of maintaining 
the sovereignty of the United States in those islands will be the 
excuse forthis large standing army. And, sir, there is no question 
that if the islands are to be retained, a large army will be required 
for alltime. There will be no escape then from such necessity, 
ch There is no reason to believe that we will find the Filipinos peace- 
ati ful and submissive subjects. The testimony of our own officers 
wis: is that they now hate Americans more than they formerly hated 
the Spaniards. The eee our own officers is, further, that 
they most earnestly desire liberty and independence, for which 
they have struggled at intervals for more than a century. Lieu- 
tenant Gillmore, who has just been released from many months’ 
captivity among them, gives it as his opinion that the present in- 
surrection will last as long as any Tagalos are left. A statement 
recently copied into the comps one Post from the Chicago Inter- 
Ocean gives stronger evidence of their love of liberty than any as- 
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of liberty. If the accounts are true which we have receiy,. 


a those islands as being extremely salubrious ; 
u 


book, which I havein my desk, nor in his private convers.{; 
me. 
visit under very favorable conditions, but it is an excoe,iy.); 
wearing climate, with a 
where the constitution breaks under the influence, and in ¢oy co. 
quence we must not only have a large army there, but we mys 
also have a large army at home for the constant replacing of thoca 
who are brought home. So that there will not only be a Jaros 
army in the Philippines, but also a large army in the Unita) 
States—not for a little while, but for all time. And the army o¢ 


soldier, 
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sertion by themselves or by others. It is that in the last str...) 
with Spain, in 1896, 50,000 Filipinos gave their lives in ), iggle 


He Cause 
ed n 
than one-third that number have fallen in their resist.) 0° 
the American authorities. A people whose passicns and hg ce 
have been thus aroused against us and who are capable of nm... 
such saerifices will not be submissive subjects. Only foo. % 
force will keep them in subjection. If held in subjection... 
their will, it will be necessary to rule them with an iron i...) 
This will require a large army constantly on the islands. 7)... 
distance from possible reenforcement when needed and thie yo... 
sity of frequently relieving troops on duty there and of su»)... 
their places with others will require twice as large an aryy 
would be necessary if the islands were near our shores ay) }) 
temperate climate. ~~ 
For while my distinguished friend the Senator from Ip,jq) a 
, that is not the testimony of soldiers who have rei : ot a 


. ° ‘, al 
that is not the testimony of Professor Worcester, neither j; Me 





It may be and doubtless isa pleasant climate for a ra a a 


A ; ngly 
lagues and tropical diseases, [t i. , d 


100,000, which now seems to be monstrous, will in a short time bp 


increased to 200,000. 


The fact is not to be denied or disguised, Mr. President, that 
there are great and powerful influences in this country which foy 
their own purposes desire a great standing army, irrespective of 
the need of troops in the Philippine Islands; and there is eyery 
reason to believe that there are those among them who are ardently 
pressing on this revolutionary project of holding subject and yas. 
sal colonies because of the certain assurances which it vives of 4 
great and increasing standing army. Some of them have not 
hesitated to say that they wish a large standing army t» control 
our own people. There can be no greater danger to republican 
government, there can be no greater menace to persona! liberty 
and free institutions, than a great standing army in time of peace, 
A great standing army is the unvarying and ever-ready instru- 
ment with which liberty is destroyed. It is the weapon with 
which the freeman is subjected to the vassal, and with which the 
vassal is kept in base submission to his lord. It is the mailed 
hand of every tyrant; it is the voracious consumer of the hard 
tribute wrung from the industries and labor of the lan‘; it is the 
oppressor and the burden of the great masses of the people. 

Sir, there are in this hitherto favored land millions of those who 


have left their native land to escape the curse and the burden of 


great standing armies. And now shall this great monster, to 
escape which they crossed the seas, rise up before them here to 
consume their substance and bar their progress and that of their 
children in the enjoyment of personal liberty and free institutions? 
Sir, among all classes of the American people there is no senti- 
ment more universal than honor and admiration for the American 
In every conflict from colonial times to the present, in 
foreign or domestic wars, on whichever side he has been ranged, 
he has shed imperishable glory on American manhood. ; 
Our small standing army has ever had the pride and affection 
of our people. It has never been to them either an oppres:or ora 
burden. It has stood asthe emblem and the nucleus of the gigantic 
reserve military power of the nation. It has ever been fonily re- 
garded as the type, the exemplar for the great army of citizen 
soldiery ever ready to spring to arms at the nation’s call. Thus! 
would ever have itremain. That it may so remain, itis necessary 
that we should maintain the condition under free institutions 
where no tstanding army is required to dominate and rule any 
people within the jurisdiction of the United States. In order that 
it should so ever remain in the pride and affection of the American 
people, it is necessary that our Government should continue to be 
ene of the people and not be converted into a government ruling 
the people with an army. I want no territory permanently «0 
nexed to the United States in which the conditions are such that 
it is a fact beyond the possibility of successful dispute that not 
only for a while, but for all time the authority of the United 
States must be maintained only through the power of a great 
standing army, enforcing the su on and obedience of an un- 


willing people. 

Mr. ident, I — about cal matters, and I asked that 
in the progress of debate Senators would come squarely “) 
in argument and meet the proposition whether or not the reten- 
tion of these islands in the relation which they must bear ‘o this 
Government was or was not revolution, and not simply mect !! 
by assertion. Now,I havea more practical request to make of 
Senators who are in favor of the retention of these islands. The 





1900, 


eople are entitled to know what is going to be the cost of reten- 
Fi n. and I ask Senators who are going to reply, not to my argu- 
ment in particular, but Senators who are going to discuss this | 
uestion upon the high plane of argument which should be had 
in this Chamber, to answer two questions: Is it or is it not true 
that the retention of the Philippine Islands necessitates a great 
standing army? And second, in the absence of the retention of | 
the Philippine Islands, isa great standing army necessary? If | 
Gonators answer the first proposition in the negative, that a great 
standing army will not be made necessary by the retention of the 
Philippine Islands, I want them to tell us how it is going to ‘be | 
done without it. England, I think, has over 100,000 men, if I am 
not mistaken, certainly approximating that number, in India. 
She has to keep them there all the time, and although we see in 
the newspapers announcements of the loyalty of the Indian popu- 
lation, she does not dare to take that army away from there in 
this day of her trial and need. | : 2 

Mr. President, another practical matter is this, and I hope that 
when Senators come to discuss it they will meet it, or at least 
vive us the information that we think is proper. I am not as apt | 
at quoting Scripture as ~ em from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN], but there is somewhere in the Bible a very wise statement 
that the man who goes to war sits down and counts his enemies 
and counts what is necessary in order that he may meet him. Of 
course, this is not a literal statement of it, but that is the idea of 
what is there. I say when we come face to face with the great 
question whether or not we shall retain permanently the Philip- 
pine Islands, it is the duty of Senators on this floor who are going 
to determine this question by their votes to count the cost and 
let the people know not only what they think is to be the cost of 
war, but what is to be the conclusion, and upon that estimate to 
give the people the information upon which they can base their 
action. nd in pursuance of that I say not only is there the 
practical question of a great standing army in time of peace, but 
the much greater army, the much greater naval armament, which 
is going to be made necessary by the fact that we are going to be 
in constant danger of entanglements in foreign wars. 

Another certain consequence of this revolution in the principles 
and structure of our Government will be the liability and proba- 
bility of disastrous wars of which we have not hitherto stood in | 
danger. There is no government on this Western Hemisphere | 
which will ever have either the inclination or the ability to make | 
war upon us, There can not be the slightest danger of war from 
that source. With an ocean on each side of us it would be prac- 
tically impossible for any government in the Eastern Hemisphere 
to transport an army to our shores large enough to make a pre- 
tense of an attack upon us. With the money expended in a few 
years in the Philippine Islands, in keeping an army there and in 
fortifying the islands, devoted to the fortification of our seacoast, 
we would be invulnerable against an attack from any foreign 
navy. So that with conditions hereafter continued as they have 
heretofore existed we are absolutely safe from liability to foreign 
wars unless we ourselves elect to make them. With our geo- 
graphical situation, and with the observance of our policy of not | 
interfering in questions and quarrels which do not relate to the 
concerns of this hemisphere, we can absolutely command the 
peace for our country. Evenif there arose cause of war, any 
European government would be extremely reluctant to declare | 
war against us, because of the impossibility of successfully mak- 
ing war upon us. 

But if the Philippine Islands become a part of our possessions 
there will be two most important results. 

First, aan discussion of the question whether we will | 
thereby forfeit the right to insist thereafter upon the mainte- 
nance of the Monroe doctrine, we will necessarily become compli- 
cated in the contentions and competitions and rivalries of the 
European governments, and from these complications there will | 
be constant dangers that wars will be thrust upon us which we | 
can not honorably decline. There could be no greater folly than. 
for the American people to throw away this immunity from war. 

Second. We will no longer be impregnable in a war with a 
European power. We broke the power of Spain without ever 
sending a shi across the Atlantic or landing a soldier on her 
shores. The hilippines and Cuba furnished theaters for the war 
wae she could not successfully defend herself. The Philippine 
slands will, if they become a part of our territory, in like man- 
ner furnish to an enemy a field for the war where, by reason of 
the great distance across the sea, we will be exceedingly weak and 
pamnfully vulnerable, That will be our weak spot, and that will 
a the point of attack by our enemies because it is the weak spot. 

| of our troops, all our munitions of war, and all of oursupplies 
must be transported over 7,000 miles of water. Every transport 
oe troops or supplies must be convoyed by a naval force 

thon’ enough to resist the entire naval force of the enemy in 

Th waters, because it can not be anticipated which transport | 

rE be attacked by that entire naval force. In a war with a 
actienamn power, with the Philippines chosen as the theater of 
ctive operations, the possibility of the disasters which would be- 
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fall us on the water and on the land, and the humiliation which 


| would overwhelm us in such a case, are appalling to contemplate. 


Even though no war vessel of our enemy had appeared in Pacific 
waters, it would be necessary for us to concentrate there prac- 
tically all of our Navy to convoy and protect the transports which 
carried our troops, because it would be impossible to anticipate 


when hostile ships would appear in that ocean through the Suez 
Canal. 

Mr. President, the power which could make no successful war 
against us by invading us here—the power which would be de- 


terred from even the thought of making war against us because she 
knewshe could not be successful in it, can unhesitatingly make war 
against us upon slight provocation whenever it suits her interest 
to do so, because she knows she can carry on that war against us 
in the Philippine Islands, where we are weak, where necessarily, 
7,000 miles away, we shall have to be weak, and where we would 
be as much humiliated by defeat as the British Government is to- 
day humiliated by the terrible chastisement which she is receiving 
at the hands of a mere handful of farmers. 

Is this a fanciful matter or is it a real matter? Is it a fact that 
we are setting an outpost, 7,000 miles away, where it would be 


| extremely difficult for us to meet even a vastly inferior enemy, or 


is this simply a mere fanciful picture? 

Now, Mr. President, there are other practical matters—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator from Georgia will allow me 
before he leaves that point, I call his attention to the fact that 
those people there, with the government which we propose to give 
them, would be the allies of any power that might enter into war 
with us. All the nation at war with us would have to do would 
be to furnish the Filipinos arms and we would have another re- 
bellion on our hands such as we are now putting down. 

Mr. BACON. The suggestion of the Senator from South Cgro- 
lina is very pertinent, and I think the conclusion to which he ar- 
rives is certainly one with which no one can reasonably take issue. 
We have no reason to believe that those people, if accounts are 
true, would hereafter be our allies. 

Again, with our Navy necessarily concentrated in the Pacific 
Ocean, our long seacoast on the Atlantic and on the Gulf must de 
pend upon its land defenses to repel the attacks of the enemy's 
ships. With fewexceptions, ourseaports are not adequately forti- 
fied to resist modern artillery. A vast sum of money is necessary 
to properly fortify our 4,000 miles of coast, stretching from the 
Rio Grande to Nova Scotia. With the immense annual expendi- 
ture required by the permanent annexation of the Philippines, not 
only for the Army and Navy, but for necessary fortifications, it 
will be impracticable to furnish the great sums of money to ade- 
quately fortify against the power of modern guns this long sea- 
coast. Without such fortifications along our coast, the first sound 
of war would necessarily bring apprehension and fear and danger 
to the people at every exposed and undefended point. Two years 
have not passed since along our entire Atlantic and Gulf coast the 
people were importuning their Senators and Representatives, and 
give them 
some means of defense against the bombardment of the Spanish 
fleet, which they daily and nightly expected. 

I remember, sir, one incident which was told in the papers which 


| illustrated the nervous apprehension which existed at that time. 


The news of one of our victories reached an Atlantic coast city at 
some time during one night. Before the news was generally 
known some enthusiastic citizens ran out an old cannon and be- 
gan firing itin honor of the victory. The citizens, awakened from 
their sleep by the roaring gun, rushed frantically from their beds 
into the streets, thjnking that the Spanish fleet had arrived and 
that the much-dreaded bombardment of their unfortified ana un- 
defended city had begun. And the next morning a newspaper 
published in that city contained an indignant protest against the 
firing of cannon by anyone at such a time, when such noises 
would so alarm the people. And what was true of that city is 
true to-day of a large part of our seacoast in that it is undefended 
by adequate batteries and guns. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must have been in Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; it was not south of New York. Now 
you can fix the locality if you wish. And it was not a hundred 
miles from Rhode Island, where the Senator lives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it was a good many hundred miles 
from there. 

Mr. BACON. Speaking for my own State, I know it to be true 
that there is not a city or town on the coast which could not be 
bombarded by a man-of-war which could approach it by a water 
course where there are now no fortifications and no modern guns. 
And if this distant imperial colonization scheme is to be perma 
nently adhered to, our seacoast must remain in an undefended 
condition. If these hundreds of millions of dollars are to be ex- 


pended on account of the Philippines it will be impossible to pro- 
vids the money to defray other necessary expenses of the Govern- 
ment and also necessary to properly fortify our long stretch of 
seacoast. 

And thus it is that this new and revolutionary policy, while it 
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will engender complications and disputes out of which wars are 
likely to arise, and while it will invite attack upon our distant 
territories difficult of defense, it will at the same time consume 
the money which would otherwise be available for the proper 
fortification of our own cities and towns. 

Mr. President, are these dangers to which we should shut our 
eyes? Can we, in dealing with so grave a matter, fraught with 
such fearful possibilities and consequences to our people, put aside 
the issue with the assertion that there will be no war, or that 
there is little probability of war? There will be no war? If that 
is so certain, why these millions annually expended to build up a 
great navy? Why these coaling stations all over the world that 
we are seeking to secure? Why the vast armaments of all kinds? 
If no probability of wars, why the ever-growing navy of battle 
ships and the demand for the great fortifications to resist modern 
cannon? They all testify to the recognition and consciousness of 
the danger of wars. 

Sir, when the eyes are blinded with the glitter and the glare, 
when the blood leaps and the pulses throb under the excitement 
of victorious war, it seems almost a profanation to break in upon 
the most ardent and exalted emotions with the suggestion that, if 
we shut our eyes to common prudence, there is danger that, brave 
and heroic and self-sacrificing as we may be and will be, the in- 
toxicated victors may at some time become the humiliated victims 
of disaster. 

Mr. President, public affairs move now in the world with quick 
development. A condition of peace to-day may to-morrow be 
converted into a state of war with some European power. Espe- 
cially is this sudden change within the range of reasonable possi- 
bility since we have flung aside the safe and prudent policy of a 
hundred years, enjoined by Washington, and needlessly and rashly 
projgcted ourselves into a field where we necessarily become en- 
ome in the complications of European international disputes 
and rivalries. Almost all of our Army to-day is in Asia, on the 
other side of the globe. A very large part of our Navy is in 
Asiatic waters. It is only six days’ sail from Europe to our At- 
lantic coast, It is almost as many weeks’ sail from Manila to New 
York or Norfolk or Savannah. 

If our new Navy, small as it is, were in Atlantic waters, it could 
be depended upon in large measure to defend our coasts. But 
with our Army and Navy in the Philippines, and with our long 
seacoast comparatively undefended by fortifications, will any 
Senator endeavor to realize and appreciate the plight we would 
be in if we should become inyolved in a war with a European 
power? Extemporized earthworks will not suffice for defense as 
in former times. We must have fortifications sufficient to resist 
the projectile capable of a more than 30 feet of solid 
concrete masonry. I doubt not that in such an emergency our 
people would be found equal to the occasion. I doubt not that 
with a splendid heroism which has ever characterized them, 
Americans would successfully defend their soil. Butit would be 
at a sacrifice of life and property immeasurably increased by rea- 
son of the absence of our Army and Navy in Asia. 

Again, sir, if under the argument of the imperialists the Philip- 


_ pines are to be permanently retained, then for the same reason 


other countries of similar kind must also be taken so soon as we 
can force the opportunity. The argumentis that the Philippines 
are rich in natural resources; that on this account they are valu- 
able, and that therefore we must subject them to our rule and 
keep themasa part of our permanent imperialdominion. Butwh 
in this majestic march to imperial powershould westop at the Phil- 
ippines? The same thing is true of the other tropical islands, The 
same wealth of resource is found in greater profusion in the feeble 
republics of Central America. In still greater profusion it is 
found in the republics of South America, only less feeble than the 
republics of Central America. In all these lands there is the ex- 
uberant wealth of the mines, of the forests, and of the soil. Why 
should the wide reach and grasp for imperial wealth be stayed 
before all these lands have been added to our imperial dominion? 
Why should eloquence halt in stirring the blood of Americans 
with the portrayal of the spoils of an empire limited to the paltry 
area of the Philippines, when there is theloftier theme, the wider 
vision, of the immeasurable spoil of an empire extended over the 
unwilling and conquered people of Central and South America? 
Do you tell me this isextravagant? I admit it. Notonly extray- 
agant, but to me the possibility of its realization absolutely repel- 
lant and abhorrent. 

And yet, sir,1 submit a proposition in this connection the truth 
of which no Senator will deny. If three years ago, in January, 
1897, a Senator had in his place here predicted that before Janu- 
ary, 1900, the United States would have sent across the Pacific 
Ocean an army of nearly 100,000 men and a great navy; that they 
would with this great army and navy have conquered and sub- 
jected to our rule a community of 10,000,000 of Asiatic people, and 
that the country of that people would have been annexed as a part 
of the territory of the United States, never to be possibly a State, 
but always a colony, and the people never to be possibly citizens, 
but always vassals, and that to accomplish this over $150,000,000 


would have been spent and over 20,000 lives would have been <.,. 
rificed; and if he had further predicted that to defend and jy;;.;, 
such subjugation and annexation, not only one Senator, but 1), 7 
Senators would have said in the Senate that the principle. ,,; 
nounced in the Declaration of Independence were untrue. ;),..; 
the counsels and warnings of Washington in his Farewell A\))),.. g 
were no longer worthy of respect, and that the Constitutj,), if 
the United States had become antiquated and out of date, a »),..,., 
piece of waste paper, to be trampled under foot or thrown 0); 
the window whenever it stood in the way of the majori:, 
these things had been —— three years ago they would »,\ 
only have been regardedas extravagant, but the Senator who ))).,.), 
_ prediction would in all probability have been sent to the 1.,,,). 
ouse. 

And yet, sir, all these things, so extravagant and so impoe:;)))).. 
all these things and more, things in their details more rej) \\,)); 
and moreabhorrent, have occurred within the three years. |.,,,)\;. 
ing back at these occurrences, does anyone believe that the pro.) 
for spoil and the lust for dominion will be sated with the acqui-); jo, 
of the Philippines? Why should they? What reason is ¢)).ro 
which calls in one case which will not prompt in another? 

No, Mr. President, unless met by superior power, there is », 
halt to the imperial tread when once it starts upon its conquering 
and its despoiling march. Until it meets with disaster it can oy\y 
be stayed by the command of the people, and then only when sic} 
command is given before; in tne decay of free institutions they 
lose their power to command. The thirst for empire is like ti, 
desire for human blood, which is stirred to an unquencha))|» 4) 
maddening thirst in the veins of every man who tastes it. The 
cry will be ‘‘ More!” ‘*‘More!” Itwasalongstep into the midi(|, 
of the sea to take Hawaii. It was a much longer step across t)\o 
widest of all the oceans to take the Philippines. From there 
across to the continent of Asia is a much shorter step. Eyery- 
where the bounties which Providence has bestowed on forcign 
nations invite the greed for spoil and the lust for dominion. ‘[y 
the hunger for the spoils of foreign lands there is no satiety; to 
their acquisition there is no limit save the limit of our power. 

And thus, from step to step, the march of empire will go on, and 
as a necessary inevitable consequence a growing standing anny, 
not of 100,000 or of 200,000, but of 400,000 or half a million of men, 
and an annual diture, drawn from the taxes paid by the peo- 
ple, the magnitude of which one would now scarcely venture to 
suggest. If we undertake to copy the policies of Europe we must 
bear like burdens with them, and in ouine such policies in 
the rivalries of extending empire and holding vassal colonies each 
of the European Governments to-day supports an army in time of 
peace numbered by several hundreds of thousands of men. 

Mr. President, it is not a pleasant thing to suggest that there 
may be a limit beyond which the United States may not safely 
go. Itis a much easier task to tickle the ear of the American peo- 
ple with high-fiown panegyrics of the possibilities of their achieye- 
ments, and to excite their pride and enthusiasm in the glittering 
recital of the i of empire. But those officially 
charged with the ibility of the cess the safety, and the 
future of a great nation, and with the duty of the preservation of 
its ———- and its institutions, will find the discharge of their 
highest duty not always in the field most inviting to personal 
gratification and pleasing to the love of personal applause, but 
they will find that duty more frequently in the less inviting task 
of soberly saying things which are true, things not so pleasant for 
the people to hear, things not so stimulating to their enthusiasm 
and their hasty applause, but things the knowledge of which wi!! 


if 


dthem from and remediless disasters. 
But, sir, it is not simply in the contemplation of the possi!)ility 
of a war ao sacrifices and possible reverses that | ain 
to a policy which will bring wars. I am opposed tv a 


0 
icy which will induce and invite wars, even if it could be cer- 
Painly known that they would be victorious wars. War, at best, 
even victorious war in a righteous cause, is a t curse. It 
always works a in the civil institutions of a free country 
and endangers the liberties of the people. It accustoms the peo)! 
to the exercise of arbitrary power and weakens their loyalty to 
the authority of law. It familiarizes them with the contem)!a- 
tion of blood and carnage. It brutalizes their instincts ani ‘le- 
stroys the gentler and nobler humanities. Its baneful influcnce 
even invades the pulpit, and, strangely, some of those calle! to 
minister to holy things to-day endeavor to present the good (101 
as a God delighting in war and bloodshed, forgetting that the 1-w 
dispensation was ushered in with the divine message of ‘*po1° 
on earth and good will toward men,” and not remembering t!\\t 
even under the old dispensation we are told that David was !\\t 
allowed to build the temple because he was a man of blood. _ 
One of the greatest of the American generals has said that ‘‘\\ ar 
is hell.” No three words ever more graphically expressed a fact. 
War means villages and hamlets burned. It means homes “~ 
spoiled and a country devastated. It means the rent and torn 
bodies of unnumbered men with like ty with ourselves for 
pain and suffering. It means the home, the broken 
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nearts, and the ruined lives of those to whom these men were 


dear. 


_Mr. President, I wish those who so flippantly talk about 


co hose who read in the morning papers with so much uncon- 
2 > that @ thousand men, ten thousand men, had been killed or 


that a village, half a dozen villages, had been burned, could see 
a eo battlefield after the noise had gone, the excitement was over, 
and there was only the wreck and the anguish and the destruction 
of men; ab, sir, 1 wish in my heart that it were practicable that 
the twenty-odd thousand men who, I presume, in the spon 
islands have been destroyed on one side and the other, could be 
laid out on @ plain and the people of the United States could 
nar h by and look at them. here would be no more war—none 
whatever—except where honor or defenserequires it. Therewould 
he no wars of aggression and subjugation. _ Only the man who 
has seen it can realize the horrors of such a sight. ‘ 

But, Mr. President, let that pass; 1 did not intend to say this. 

I must be brief, as I understand the Senator from Colorado _ 
TELLER] desires to speak this afternoon. He shakes his head. 

Several SENATORS. It is the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JERRY |. 

Mr BERRY. Take all the time you want. 

Mr. BACON. Lam much obliged. 

Mr. President, the people in the United States of to-day know 
legs of war than those of thirty-five years ago; and the people of 
the North, as closely as the great war of that time came to their 
homes and firesides, know much less of it than the people of the 
South. Because they know what war is, they are opposed to un- 
necessary war. And yet, sir, the people of my section, as much as 
they deprecate war, recognize that wars are sometimes necessary 
and that there are some things worse than war. They recognize 
that the loss of national honor is worse than war; they recognize 
that no war is too great a sacrifice to secure and protect liberty; 
and, what is more, whenever the country is engaged in war they 
cive it their active support, regardless of whether it is or is not a 
war which they approve. If the published reports are correct, 
the State which in proportion to its population furnished the 
greatest number of soldiers for the late war was the State of 
Georgia. And although her —_ in general deprecate and de- 
plore the present war in the Philippines and believe it could have 
been and shonld have been avoided, it is nevertheless true that 
about two-thirds of the men of one of the volunteer regiments 
raised during the past year for that service, and now serving in 
the Philippines, were enlisted in Georgia. 

The universal sentiment among our people is that when the 
country is at war, even if they do not approve the war, it must be 
supported and that the soldiers doing their duty at the front must 
also be supported, This general sentiment is reflected in a recent 
utterance of the Atlanta Journal, which is one of the most out- 
spoken papers in the State in opposition to a war of conquest in 
the Philippines. In a recent issue the paper said: 

Asa matter of fact, there gre a large number of Georgians in the Philip- 
pines, and they are doing their duty like the soldiers that they are, as they 
see it. Wilcoxon, Lockett, Kendrick, and others are Georgians, and in addi- 
tion there are seven or eight hundred Georgians who went out with the 
Twenty-ninth Regiment. 

_ For them the poopie have nothing but praise. Georgians would not have 
Georgians in the Philippines abate one tithe of their efforts in their plain 
duty in the field. 

And in a recent speech delivered at Buffalo, N. Y., by the Hon. 
Clark Howell, editor of the Atlanta Constitution, he used the fol- 
lowing language: 

Personally I have thought, and still think, that had we coupled with the 
ratification of the peace treaty an assurance in the nature of the declaration 
made for Cuban independence, there would have been no serious disturbance 
in the Puilippines and that we would now be in the peaceful possession of 
the archipelago, as we are in control of Cuba. I believe it is not too late, 
even now, to make that broad declaration of our policy, assuring domestic 
control of internal combined with the guaranty of independence 
whenever, in the opinion of this Government, the Filipinos are able to ad- 
minister & government which will protect life, secure property, maintain 
law and order, and meet the‘demands of civilization. 

_ These two utterances combined, in my opinion, reflect the sen- 
timent of the people of my State. They may be summed up in 
the statement that under present conditions, so long as the war 
lasts, the Army must aeons in its operations, but that when 
peace has been restored the Filipinos, in due time, must be allowed 
an independent government of their own. But, sir, while our 
people are ready to meet war when it comes, and to do always 
their full duty in every war, they do not desire war, and do not 
desire the governmental policies which will invite wars by en- 
tangling usin the disputes and contentions of monarchical Europe. 
the Pa myself, sir, among those soldiers from my State now in 
onal ft opines are my-personal friends and the sons of my per- 
to the Sal 8. And, sir, I need no taunt to urge me on to my duty 
aan ’ soldiers; much less do I need or heed any from the advo- 
— of an imperial policy of aggression and conquest which will 
ior a make us liable to frequently recurring devastat- 
pe ars and cost us the blood of tens of thousands of those same 

iers for whom they are now s0 solicitous. 


But, sir, a great standing army and the wars which will result 
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from the imperial policy are only some of its evils. Another of 
no unusual importance is the immense money cost to the people. 
In addition to the $20,000,000, the cost to the United States of the 
Philippines has already been not less than $150,000,000, while in 
the opinion of many who have examined into it it is nearer 
$200,000,000. But taking it at one hundred and fifty million, this 
is a stupendous sum of money. Every dollar of it has been paid 
by the American people, and every man in the country has con- 
tributed to it his share under the law. Wecan best appreciate 
the cost by dividing it up and thus be abl 





ie to see what the cost 
has been to a single community or State. In my own State of 
Georgia a fair calculation will make a cost of more than $3,500,000, 
which has already been paid by the people of the State as their 
part of the expense of the war in the Philippines. 

To permanently retain the islands will annually cost the United 
States more than $100,000,000. The large increase in the standing 
army will alone annually cost that, and that will by no means be 
all of the expense. On the contrary, it will probably be as much 
more. But taking it at $100,000,000, the cost annually to the peo- 
ple of Georgia will be more than $2,000,000, 

Let no man deceive himself, Mr. President, with the thought 
that somebody else pays this and that he does not. Every man 
pays his part, and unfortunately the man of small means pays al- 
most, if not quite, as much as a man of large wealth, for the tax 
is paid on what a man and his family consume and not upon the 
value of his property. If this vast sum of money were collected 
directly out of the people for the purpose of holding the Philip- 
pines, it would make a revolution; but while collected indirectly, 
in the end the result is thesame. If one has a dollar filched from 
him every day, each day’s loss may not be seriously felt; but at 
the end of the year he is $365 out of pocket. Soif the people of 
the State of Georgia have already paid over $3,500,000 for the 
Philippines, there is that much less money in the pockets of the 
people of the State than there otherwise would have been. And 
if they are annually hereafter to pay over $2,000,000 as their part 
of the expense of retaining the Philippines, then at the end of 
each year there will be at least $2,000,000 lessin the pockets of the 
people of the State of Georgia than there would be if the United 
States did not seek to permanently retain that part of Asia. To 
this must be added another inevitable, certain expense of great 
magnitude. We have already sent nearly a hundred thousand 
soldiers to the Philippines. Of those who survive, nine-tenths of 
them will in a few years be on the pension roll on account of per 
manent injuries to health due to service in that climate. Our 
pension roll, now calling for nearly $150,000,000, will soon be 
$200,000,000. Every year that our Army is kept in the Philip 
pines will add to the amount for pensions. This means not a 
yearly expense for afew years, but for fifty years. Weare to-day 
still paying pensions to Revolutionary pensioners, a hundred and 
eighteen years after the close of the war. 

Mr. President, this is no fanciful picture. They are plain facts 
which can not be successfully controverted. This large aggregate 
expense must be met by the people of the United States. It can 
not be met by the revenues from the islands. We can not collect 
a tribute from them, and the revenues from the islands will never 
pay more than enough to defray the expense of administering 
theirgovernment. Their entire imports have heretofore amounted 
to only about $10,000,000. The imports are now being stimulated 
by the large American army stationed there; but even if largely in- 
creased under American government, it is impossible that within 
a great many years the increase could be sufficient to yield any 
large revenue from imports. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from Georgia, I believe, did as 
much as anyone else to bring on the war, did he not? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; the Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thought the Senator from Georgia was one of 
the Senators who favored the war. 

Mr. BACON. No,sir; and I am glad that the Senator gives me 
the opportunity to state my position, as I have previously done in 
the Senate. The President of the United States would give the 
Senator a very different statement from that which he has made. 
When war was threatening, after the blowing up of the Maine, 
I had a conference with the President of the United States by his 
invitation, and he will testify that I was extremely opposed to the 
war, and I think the Senator from Indiana { Mr. FairBanks], with 
whom I had a conversation relative to my interview with the 
President, can state the same thing. 

As the Senator has suggested the question, I will say that I did 
vote for the war resolutions, but I did everything on earth I could 
to prevent the war. I believed it would bea great curse. I ap 
prehended that if sacrifice was to come, it would fall unequally in 

ater burdens upon my own people. I believed that it would 

a great curse to this country; and so I was opposed to that war. 
But, Mr. President, when it was evident that there would be wer, 
when it was inevitable that we were going to fling down the gage 
of battle, I thought it was the duty of all of us to present an 
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unbroken front to the world, and consequently I voted for the reso- 
lutions, and for that reason alone. From that day to this, so far 
from having changed the view which I had, my conviction has 
remained that there ought not to have been any war; and the 
greatest political regret of my life is that there was war, because 
i think it is going to result—I fear it will result—in a very mate- 
rial revolution in the political institutions of this country. 

In regard to the matter of expense, each Senator can figure it 
out for himself. I give the rule by which I have gone, so that if 
Tam wrong I can be corrected. 

Federal taxation in this country is not based on property; it is 
based on consumption. And whenever a people in any part of 
these United States consume the average, then an easy calcula- 
tion is to consider the expense as one which falls nearly or quite 
per capita. I am quite sure the people of my section consume 
their full average, because they have from all time been known 
as a people of very liberal expenditure. So each Senator here, if 
my rule is correct, can figure out the cost to his own people, and 
tell them not only what it has cost, but what it is going to cost 
in the future, because it is an utter im ibility—certainly 
an impossibility if a large standing army is to be the result, a 
standing army which would otherwise be unnecessary—it is 
utterly impossible that the cost of the retention of the Philippine 
Islands can be less, directly and indirectly, than $100,000,000 a 
year, of which the people of Georgia*will pay over $2,000,000 each 
year. 

" Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. 

That being the cost each year to the people of Georgia, I repeat, 
that the United States Government has already spent from 
$150,000,000 to $200,000,000 on the Philippine war, of which the 
people of Georgia have paid over $3,500,000. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not confuse in his 
mind, or has not confused in his mind, the cost of the Spanish 
war with the cost of the Philippine war. 

Mr. BACON. No; I have not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When we got through with Spain we could 
have stopped the war expenditures and have gone back to our old 
traditions. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But we have gone off into this new departure, 
and all this additional expenditure has no connection with the 
Spanish war. 

Mr. BACON. None whatever. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
statement he has made. Unless he corrects his language he may 
be misconstrued by some people. He said he voted for the war 
reluctantly. He meant he voted for the Spanish war; but nobody 
had any opportunity to vote for the present Philippine war. 

Mr. BACON. Of course I supposed that everybody understood 
the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. ee when he asked me 
the question, to allude to the Spanish war. I ask the Senator if 
he did not? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, We are not engaged in a war with Spain and 
have not been for eighteen months. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from West Virginia asked meabout 
bringing on the war, and I understood the Senator to refer to the 
Spanish war. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator is certainly right. 

Mr. BACON, Everybody knows I voted against the treaty and 
should have been very glad if I had had a dozen votes to cast 
against it instead of one. 

Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

bn PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

rield? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia voted to enlarge 
the Army—— 

Mr. BACON. I certainly did. 

Mr. SPOONER. In order that the President might, after the 
ratification of the treaty, employ the forces of the United States 
in the Philippines? 

Mr. BACON. I surely did; and here is the s h I made in 
the Senate on the subject in the closing days of the last Congress, 
{Exhibiting. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. It was a very loyal and patriotic speech. 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator has made that remark about it, I 
shall not read it; but I was about to read a couple of paragraphs 
from the speech I made on the a of the Army, 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator had better read it. 

Mr. BACON, Very well. Mr. President, in order that the 
paragraphs which I am about to read may be correctly appre- 
ciated, I will state that the first part of the speech is in utter 
condemnation of the Philippine war, as strongly as I could possi- 
bly put it. Then the question was, war being flagrant, whether 
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or not we should vote money and troops, and here is what | said 
in part. I beg pardon for alluding toit. I should not reaq t ha i 
not the Senator from South Carolina insisted upon it: — 


Iconceive that it is our duty as Senators to contend for those » 
which we deem to be right and to oppose those measures which we...) °° 
be wrong, to do all that we can to avert war; but when war come:+).. 2 
the action of constitutional authorities—as, for instance, through t). ; , 


of a treaty by the President and ratification by the Senate—there j, |. 8 
thing for us to do, and however much we may disapprove of the 1.,....2” 
that led to the war, and however strongly we may have striven +. ,....°" 


those measures, and however much we may be opposed to the war. yw... 
furnish the men and the means required by the Executive for th« purpose cf 
carrying it on. Otherwise we would be in a position where the , oe 
majority did that which involved war and then refused to sustain ji... 
the money and men necessary to carry it on. a 
Mr. President, if this were a question where it was proposed as an oyirin. 
act that we should send abroad an invading army, even if it was ono ws. 
the majority had through constitutional measurés determined wy.) +)... 
might be — for hesitation in furnishing the men and the mex). 
complish the invasion; but it isa very much stronger question, a very my.) 
stronger proposition, when war is fagrant, and when we have troops y... 
the scene of war who must be defended or who must be left to becom. a.” 
fice to those who are in arms against us. There are twenty-odd t},.,. nd 
American troops in the Philippines. They are there in obedience +)... 
for which they are not responsible. If the war is to continue, they must },, 
supported or left to defeat and death. ee 


Mr. President, to pass from this diversion, there are in adiditioy 
the inevitable evils attending distant subject colonies—the cor. 


ruptions of officials, their tyrannies and their cruelties; the insyy. 


rections and uprisings of an unwilling people and their b1o ay 
suppressions—such as contribute the dark page in the history of 
every country which has by force dominated and controlled g 


subject race. 

But, Mr. President, it is said that all of the evils I have sug. 
gested, and many others not mentioned, will be compensated for 
in the fact that the possession of the Philippines will open and 
secure for us the trade of the Orient. It does seem to me that if 
there ever was an argument absolutely without foundation, it js 
that argument. If there ever had been anything in it, the agree. 
ment which has been reached through the efficient and Jaudable 
action of our State Department with the European governments, 
or the leading European governments whose consent is worth 
having or desirable, that we shall have equal rights of trade in the 


| Orient forever, makes that as an issue no longer of anyimportance, 





' which I sup 


Mr. TELLER. Would it interrupt the Senator from Ceorgia 
if I were to ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Not in the least. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to ask the Senator what part of 
the world those treaties relate to? 

Mr. BACON. Ihave only seen the statement in the papers. I 
presume it is correct, from the fact that I have not only seen the 
general statement in the papers, but I have seen an interview, 
se was authorized, with the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, in which he ke—I am sorry I have not it here with me— 
of our having absolutely impartial rights, so far as they could be 
given by England, Germany, France, Russia, and Italy. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to approve of that? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly I do. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I want to ask the Senator if he does not 
think that is a simple partnership which we have gone into to 
a — fellows to steal those countries and we are to have part 
of the ¢ 

Mr. BACON. The Senator misunderstands me if he under- 
stands me to say it was an agreement for a division of territory. 
Does the Senator understand that? 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not substantially an agreement that they 
may divide without any interference on our part—— 

r. BACON. By no means. - 

Mr. TELLER. ovided we are let in on part of the theft’ 

Mr. BACON. Ishould oppose that most vigorously and unre- 
servedly. I understand the ent to be, as stated by the 
Secretary of Agriculture in an interview published in the papers, 
that there shall be no restriction of trade against us; that so far 
as they may have any sphere of influence, if you please, they will 
not attempt to set up against us a closed door, but that we shall 
have that door for which we are contending as the open door. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges 
— to what I understand the situation is without interrupting 

im 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the situation is this: Those great 
Pte have done what the Senator is complaining that we are 

oing, only to a greater degree and without any possible excuse. 
As I understand, he approves of an arrangement that we have 
made that if they will — allow us to have the same benefit 10 
the transaction that they have we will not complain. 

* Mr. BACON, Ido not understand it in the way the Senator 
oes, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask the Senator from Colorado a question? 

Mr. BACON, Certainly. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Colorado object to an 
arrangement under which we shall have the open door to trade 
in ( hina? 

Mr. TELLER. e 
what the arrangement 18. 
eurely should object. P A 
*'Mr, SPOONER. _ What would the Senator have us do? _ 

Mr. TELLER. I shall not undertake to say that in the time of 
the Senator from Georgia. The Senator from Wisconsin ought 
to know what I think about it. t ; 

Mr. BACON. Ido not understand it the way the Senator from 
Colorado does at all. I understand that we simply have, by the 
acreement of these various European nations, the same rights of 
trade in China that they themselves could claim for themselves; 
os more and no less. I suppose we shall have to pay the same 
tariffs that are paid by other nations, but that we shall not be 
»xcluded—— 

Sa AWLIN S. Will the Senator from Georgia permit a ques- 

jon? m 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. ; i oy 

Mr. RAWLINS. AsI understand the point, itis this: Whether 
the United States or these other governments shall have certain 
privileges OF rights of trade in China would depend somewhat 
upon the wish or disposition of the Chinese Empire upon that 








I have not seen the agreement. Ido not know 
Upon the statement I have made I 
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question, and is this arrangement proposed by these powers to the | 


United States to assert and maintain certain privileges of trade in 
China without — to the disposition of the Empire? 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand that the agreement as made 
has any reference whatever to any division or disposition. I think 
I am correct in that, am I not? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that I do not 
understand the arrangement to be what he says it is, which I un- 
derstand meets his approval. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. It is an arrangement, I think, that these people 
will respect the treaties we have, and our rights are no greater; 
they are not enlarged in any way beyond the treaties we already 
have, not with them, but with the original powers. When they 
steal this country they are to let the relation that we had with it 
remain undisturbed. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator knows, and I think the Senate 
knows, that I do not favor the stealing of any country, large or 
small, even if it is a coral reef, and I certainly do not understand 
that lam giving my assent to any proposition to steal any terri- 
tory; but Ido not understand that that is involved in the arrange- 
ment. Ihave said, and I am glad to repeat it, that I think the 
Secretary of State and those acting with him have done a ver 
valuable work, and one which I concede to be of very great ad- 
vantage to my section of the country as well as to others, and one 
which I think will relieve the Philippine question of what is a 
very specious — that through it and through the accom- 
plishment of the permanent annexation of the Philippine Islands 
we are to enjoy rights of trade in China that we would not other- 
wise have. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Georgia will permit me. 
The argument is not that the retention of the Philippines will 
give us greater rights in China, but greater opportunity to enjoy 
the rights which may be secured. 

Mr. BACON, I understand. I recollect well the honorable 
Senator's speech upon that subject, that Liverpool is to be trans- 
ferred to Manila and so forth, which I think is rather sanguine 
or optimistic. 

But to come down to the practical point, I say, in the first place, 
that under the agreement, as I understand it now to exist, we do 
not need any help in the Philippine Islands to get into China. 1 
say further that there is not a nation in the world that could af- 
ford to make an issue with us on our having — rights of trade 
in China. Iam not speaking about an issue of arms, but there is 
not a nation which could make the issue in a peaceful way, todeny 
us any privilege, from the fact that our trade with each and every 
one of them is too important for them to run any risk. Whether 
that is true or not, they have made the agreement. What more 
than this could we get if we owned every Pacific island and harbor 
on the Asiatic coast? With this agreement, how much less of the 
( hina trade would we get if we did not own a single island on the 
Asiatic coast? 

Is there any room for argument on this proposition? With the 
equal rights and privileges of all other nations of trade in China, it 
will simply be a question of our selling the best goods for the least 
money. And if we do not sell better goods at lower prices, there 

is nothing in the possession of the Philippines which will the bet- 
he enable us to compete with other nations which offer better 
argains. If the freedom of trade is already assured to us, what 
possible reason can be advanced why,¢n order to secure that 
Which we already have without cost, we should permanently re- 
tain the Philippines, when to do so necessarily revolutionizes our 
system of government, requires us to keep up a great standing 


| than we received from them. 
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army, subverts our traditional foreign policy, and involves us in 
constant danger of foreign wars, and subjects us to annual expense 
of at least a hundred millions of dollars a year for all the future. 
What is the logic which can justify this immense cost to secure 
that which is already ours without cost? 

And, Mr. President, even if we did not have this open door in 
China, the possession of the Philippines, peopled by an alien race, 
would not secure it for us. So long as we remained at peace the 
possession of the Philippines would not open the door of China 
forus. If we went to war with the European powers to try to 
force open the door of China, the possession of the Philippines, so 
far from being a strength, would be a weakness to us, as I have 
endeavored already to show. The only strength to us would be 
in a few fortified harbors and naval stations, and those we can 
have without retaining the archipelago. But it is useless to dis- 
cuss this proposition, because the whole of China is already open 
to us, and the door is not to be forced. 

The simple truth is that it is not necessary to own foreignislands 
or lands to promote our foreign trade. Our great export trade is 
to Europe—a trade constantly increasing in great yearly volume. 
Year before last we sent them over six hundred millions more 
More than half our agricultural 
export to Europe goes to England. She buys not only our food 
stuffs, but a great deal more than half of ourcotton crop. Tosell 
her all this we are not required to own any islands on her coast. 
We sell largely toGermany and France and other European conn- 
tries, but we own no foot of land on the continent of Europe or 
any of the islands adjacent thereto, and we never will. 

Well, sir, China is as free and open to us as is Europe, and there 
is no more necessity for an island colony in the one case than in 
the other. The whole of Central and South America invites our 
trade. Does anyone contend that we must own islands on their 
coast to insure that trade? When the Nicaraguan Canal is com- 
pleted, which we hope will be in the near future, the whole rich 
west coast of South America will be brought almost to our doors. 
Will it be necessary, then, to capture or purchase islands on that 
coast in order to carry on that trade? 

If I had time I should like to read here, which I will not burden 
the Senate with reading, figures of trade at our doors, the South 
American trade and the Central American trade, all of this being 
statistics published by the United States. I should like to show 
furthermore from the same statistics—I have it here—that within 
ten years, from 1889 to 1899, without owning the Philippine Islands, 
without owning any islands or any other kind of territory in Asia, 
our trade with China has increased 256 per cent, and more than 
that with Japan. 

No, Mr. President; the pretense that the Philippines are neces- 
sary to our trade in the Orient is a delusion and a snare set to 
catch the feet of the hasty and the unwary. And those who set 
the snare, like all others who set snares, are seeking their own 
selfish advantage. This programme of vast colonial dominion, 
of which the subjection of the Philippines is but the beginning, 
may and doubtless will be used to make vast fortunes for the few. 
A few hundreds, possibly a few thousands, will find therein the 
schemes which will yield them vast wealth, but the remainder of 
the people, the tens of millions, will find nothing but the subversion 
and decay of their institutions, the creation of a great standing 
army, and the mighty burden of great annual national expendi- 
ture. 

Again, Mr. President, those who have their own purposes to 
subserve in the permanent retention of the Philippines, hold up as 
an inducement the mineral wealth and productive capacity of the 
islands which will be developed by American capital. In what 
way are these resources to benefit the great mass of our people? 
Take, for illustration, the iron business. It is said that there is 
iron ore there in inexhaustible quantity. It may enrich the few 
who will invest their money there in the iron business, but how 
will it benefit the iron producers and their employees in America 
to have the demand for iron in China supplied from mines and 
furnaces located in the Philippine Islands? Can the iron furnaces 
in America in that event any longer compete with the mines and 
furnaces in the Philippines, with their short transportation and 
labor at 10 or 15 cents a day? 

How is it with the agricultural products? The capacity of the 
Philippines for the production of sugar is practically unlimited. 
With that tropical climate and the cheap Asiatic labor, unlimited 
in supply, organized with American capital and directed by Amer 
ican brains, it would be impossible for the American sugar pro- 
ducer to compete with Philippine sugar. 

It has been confidently predicted that the cane-sugar and beet- 
sugar industry could be so developed in the United States that it 
would supply the immense quantity consumed in this country. 
Fond anticipations have been indulged that the day was near at 
hand when, this would be done. But the sugar industry is abso- 
lutely doomed in the United States when the sugar business be- 
comes actively developed in the Philippines. 

The same thing is true of rice growing and of tobacco culture. 
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With tropical soil and climate and unlimited cheap Asiatic labor 
it would be impossible for either rice or tobacco to be grown in 
America and sold in competition with it. When that timecomes, 
the rice and tobacco culture must be absolutely abandoned in the 
United States. 

As to long-staple cotton, there is no doubt that it can be suc- 
cessfully raised in Luzon. Prof. Dean Worcester so states in his 
book on the Philippines. In addition, he has stated to me per- 
sonally that at one time this mane cotton was raised suc- 
cessfully in Luzon to supply the needs of the inhabitants, and 
that its production was continued until the Spaniards compelled 
them to abandon it and to raise tobacco, out of which they could 
secure a greater revenue. The production of long-staple cotton 
in the world is very limited, and the demand for it is correspond- 
ingly small. In America itis produced only in the three States 
of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, the largest part of it in 
Georgia. There is about $5,000,000 worth of it annually imported 
into this country from Egypt, and that small importation reduces 
the price of long-staple cotton in the United States 40 per cent or 
50 per cent below the price which it would otherwise bring. 
With such cotton produced in the Philippines with unlimited 
cheap Asiatic labor, the cultivation of long-staple cotton in the 
United States must certainly be abandoned. 

And so, Mr. President, you may go through the list of mineral 
and agricultural products in the Philippines. Their development 
will doubtless enrich the syndicates and the trusts that will invest 
their capital there for that purpose, but the great masses of the 
people of the United States, both the employers and the employees 
whom they are seeking to delude and mislead with the glittering 
bauble of empire, will have as their compensation the destruction 
of important, wide-reaching industries, in competition with pro- 
duction by the cheapest and most abundant labor on all the earth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would that proposition be affected by the 
words “property of the United States,” or ‘‘under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States”? 

Mr. BACON. Ithinkso,in two ways. Thereisno doubt about 
the fact that when American money under American law is in- 
vested in the island of Luzon it is going to quicken the industries. 
There is no doubt about the fact that there will be a great deal 
more long-staple cotton, a great deal more iron work done, a great 
deal more sugar raised, a great deal more tobacco grown, and a 
on deal more rice under American auspices than has been pro- 

uced under Spanish auspices or than would be produced under 
Philippine auspices if they were allowed to work out their salva- 
tion. But that increased production in the Philippines will not 
appreciably benefit anybody in America except the trusts and 
syndicates which will engage in such production. 

Mr. ALpRIcH and Mr. BEVERIDGE rose. 

Mr. BACON. Iyield first tothe Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would what the Senator has just stated be 
an advantage or a disadvantage to the Filipinos? 

Mr. BACON. Iam not speaking about the interest of the Fili- 
pinos. I am speaking to-day about our people. There is plenty 
to be said about the Filipinos; but I have too much to say about 
my own people, and I am too much concerned about my own 
ee to waste much time on the Filipinos. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed the Senator was speaking from the 
standpoint of benefiting the Filipinos. 

Mr. BACON. No,sir. The Senator did not dome the honor to 
be present during the first part of my speech, or he would not 
have made that remark. It is my own people I am concerned 
about; and I wish the Senator from Rhode Island were more con- 
cerned about them, from my standpoint at least. Iam concerned 
about them on account of their political institutions; I am con- 
cerned about them on account of their material interests; and I 
think, from either one standpoint or the other, that it was the 
greatest mistake in the way of a public act that the Government 
of the United States has ever proposed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Georgia having an- 
swered the question put by the Senator from Rhode Island, may 
I now ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Are we to understand that the Senator 
from Georgia does not want the Philippine Islands developed be- 
cause it will hurt his people? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not want the Philippine Islands developed 
at our expense for the purpose of doing that which would be an 
injury to my people. I do not mous, so far as I am concerned, 
that the Government of the United States shall go into the busi- 
ness of developing the barren and the unfruitful and semibarba- 
rous lands of all the earth at the expense of the people of the 
United States. We have got business enough of our own at home, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If I understand the position the Senator now 
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takes, it is that the interests of the people of the United Sta:... ..,, 
the advantages to them are to be considered, and not the j),:.. ad 
or the advantages of the Filipinos? ———— 

Mr. BACON. I say, Mr. ident, the Senator woul , 
sarily by that question, if I were to follow it out, carry 1), ; 
discussion as to how far we could disregard the rights of o:),... »" 
order to benefit ourselves. Ido not propose now to go in; 
a discussion. I am speaking now without reference to th. )));,;. 
nos, and have been during the whole afternoon discussi;. :\_. 
single question as to what is to the interest of the peopl. ,) 4), 
United States. There might be some things that wou!) ),. 
the interest of the people of the United States and whic), , a 
be for the disadvantage of the Filipinos of which I wou) ;, , | 
in favor if they could only be done at the cost of what | 
was right and just and proper and fair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would remind the Senator from (:....; 
that the new doctrine is that charity does not begin at ho.,,, ‘bat 
begins abroad. [Laughter.] , 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from South Caroling geroq 
to that? mt 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I do not agree to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The difference between the Senator from Soni) 
Carolina and the Senator from Georgia in the discussion js ¢)),, 
the Senator from South Carolina discussed the question from 4 
humanitarian standpoint for the benefit of the Filipinos, and ih, 
Senator from Georgia is discussing from his standpoint the jt. 
est of the le of the United States. 

Mr. BACO The Senator from Rhode Island, if he desires ty 
reply to the speech of the Senator from South Carolina which was 
made yesterday, will have his hands quite full without paying any 
attention tome. {Laughter.] an 

Mr. President, I donot mean it to be understood by what I Layo 
said in this colloquy that I am indifferent to humanitarian ques. 
tions or to the rights of Lag or tothe right of self-government. 
or to the right of personal liberty, or to the right of free institu. 
tions, even where only a humble and feeble nation is concerned, 
but I do mean to say that I am this afternoon limiting myself to, 
discussion of what I conceive to be the interest of the people of 
the United States. 

1 want to say one word about one other matter. There has 
been a great deal said to the effect that we are doing what we are 
in the Philippines, and propose to do that which we have set our 
heads upon, because, as the result of the war, there was a duty, an 
obligation, a wee laid upon us that we could not disre- 


gard, and that that is the motive; that the motive is to carry to 
them our free institutions, to give those who are engage in mis- 
sionary work a field for their labors, to lift the people up, to doa 


great Christian and humanitarian act. I am absolutely certain 
the President of the United States will not say that, and tliat those 
who say it for him misre t him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He to have Divine Providence as his 
guide in this business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. I think he has been entirely misrepresented in 
that regard. I do not believe he ever said it; and the reason | 
not believe it is because we have his own statement as proo! to 
the contrary. 

We are not at liberty to say anything about the instructions 
which were given to the commissioners, except so far as they have 
been made —_- The Senator from Missouri [Mr, Vrs1| the 
other day alluded to a colloquy which occurred between him and 
the Senator from Maine, the present Presiding Officer [ Mr. F'ryr). 
I have here before me that colloquy, but I shall only read so much 
of it for the information of the te as will be necessary to re- 
mind Senators of the occurrence. This was in open Senate. | 
will state that it is found in the ConGREsSIONAL RECORD, on page 
2443, volume 82, 5. the Fifty-fifth Congress, third session. 
The Senator from Missouri, speaking of the instructions given by 
the President to the Peace oners, asked this question of 
Mr. FRYE: 

Mr. Vest. Was there not a dispatch sent that nothing less than Luzon 
must be taken? 

Mr. Frye— 

One of the commissioners— 

The instruction of the President when we started was to take Luz. 

That is the testimony of Mr. Frye, one of the commission rs. 
What preceded that? How was that determination of ti. !’res'- 
dent to instruct the commissioners to take Luzon reached: 
Mr. SPOONER. When was this testimony given? 


Mr. BACON. That colloquy occurred February 27, 1°), the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] standing right where the Sens\-r 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] now is. a 

What brought the President to give that instruction? W1>\t 
to lift up the of the island of Luzon? Was it to give them 
all these tutions? Was it to enfranchise them? Let us 
see what preceded it. 

On the 13th of August, 1898, the President caused a cablegram 
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tess 
to be sent by the Navy Department to Admiral Dewey, which | Now, sir, these historical facts of the inquiry made of Dewey, 
aid among other things—now, this is a literal quotation from the | his reply thereto, and the subsequent instruction of the President 
eablegram which was published in the report: | to the peace commissioners to take Luzon, all fortify and prove 
“The President desires to receive from you any important information you | the correctness of the statement in this editorial of the object in 
may have of the Philippines; the desirability of the several islands. * * */| view in acquiring the Philippine Islands. If, then, the acquisi- 

Then there is @ fragment of a sentence which is not material tion of the Philippines is not necessary to secure us the trade of 
and which I omit and will put in asterisks to show it is omitted; | China, and if the trade of the Philippine Islands themselves will 


and then it continues: | be insignificant compared with the annual cost of keeping them, 
‘And in a naval and commercial sense which would be the most advanta- | what becomes, from a business or humanitarian point of view, of 
: the argument in favor of the permanent retention of these islands? 


* That is the cablegram ny the direction of the President,/ Again, sir, among the imperialists those who soar on a loftier 
signed, if my recollection is Tig t, by Allen, Assistant Secretary | wing are fond of appealing to the patriotic emotions and pride of 
of the Navy, in which he said the President desires that he send | the American people by the oft-repeated statement that the results 
that information, To that Admiral Dewey replied bycablegram, | of the Spanish war had made the United States a world power, 
August 20, 1898, and among other things—this is not the entire | and that they have now become one of the family of nations! 
dispatch; it is one sentence in it—he says: Why, sir, one would suppose from these oft-repeated expressions, 
Luzon is in all respects the most desirable to retain. that this nation had for a century been kicked and cuffed around 
Iam not making any assault on the President. I never have | among the other nations like a mangy cur, and that it had skulked 
done so and never expect to. I am simply calling him as a wit- around afraid to pick up the refuse which its master threw it. 
ness. I am simply producing that which the executive depart- What a wonderful discovery, Mr. President, that the United 
ment itself communicated to the Senate and what in addition | States have become a world power. Why, sir, when in the result 
thereto the Senator trom Maine himself saidin openSenate. Now, | of the Revolutionary war they made good the great Declaration 
what have we? In August, 1898, we have the President of the} of July 4, 1776, they instantly became the greatest of world pow- 
United States sending a special cablegram inquiring of Admiral | ers; the greatest of world powers, sir, because, in spite of the few- 
Dewey Which ina commercial and naval sense is the most desirable | ness of their numbers and the smallness of their resources, they 
island of the archipelago to retain; we have the reply of Dewey that | had not only announced but maintained and secured a great 
Luzon is in all respects the most desirable; and we have the fact eetebs thereafter to stand as the menace of every tyrant, the 
stated by one of the commissioners in open Senate that before | hope and inspiration of every people, however humble, who longed 
they left to enter upon their work as peace commissioners it was | for liberty. This principle, thus maintained and exemplified in the 
not only suggested to them, but they were instructed totake Luzon. | growth of a great and free people, has, in the advancement of the 
I say those facts make it an_ absolute and utter impossibility | free institutions of the world, been the most potential influence 
that the President himself could say that the occupation of the | of a hundred years upon the destinies of the world. Just become, 
archipelago was required because a duty and responsibility result- | sir, a world power—a nation whose flag has never gone down in 
ing from the accidents of war had fallen upon us which we could | defeat! Just become a world power, when for seventy-five years 





~ not evade; because if that duty and responsibility fell at all as to | it has stood as the guardian of a whole hemisphere and said to 
any part of the archipelago, it fell as to all of thearchipelago; and | the whole world, ‘‘ Not one step farther on this hemisphere!” and 
oe if there was a duty and an obligation to uplift one, there was a | for seventy-five years the whole world has obeyed the command! 


duty and an obligation to uplift the other. But that is outside And this discovery that we have just become a world power is 
the question, because if the motive is to uplift, it will not be pre- | due to a mere skirmish in which we overcome the weak and de- 
ceded by an inquiry as to which is the most desirable and which | cayed power of Spain, when in truth we had so recently, with our 
is the most valuable. own blood, written the history of the greatest and the fiercest and 

In this connection I am going to read something that has been | the bloodiest battles of modern times. Why, sir, within your 
read before, but lam going to read it again. It is an editorial | memory there occurred within 80 miles of this Capitol a battle 
from the Washington Post. The Washington Post is second to} in which more men were killed and wounded in half an hour than 





EX: no paper in the United States in the ardor and zeal and ability | were killed and wounded in both American and Spanish armies 
E with which it nwaintains the proposition that the Philippine Is- | and navies during the entire Spanish war. 

ie lands should be permanently retained by the United States Gov- And the highest demonstration that we were a world power was 
ey ernment. It is as pronounced and unconditional as it is possible | when the division ended, and when there stood again united for 
*4 for a paper to be. That paper on the 14th of this month—— all time the people who, when divided, had between themselves 
iS Mr. SPOONER. What paper is that? fought battles under the shock of which the earth quaked and the 


Mr. BACON. The Washington Post. I have not seenanybody | very mountains rocked, 

take any issue with it. This is, of course, simply the opinion of No. Mr. President, we do not need to keep the Philippines to 

- the Washington Post. I would not venture myself to say this, | prove to the world that we are indeed a world power. ‘There isa 
a but I can put upon the stand as a witness, if you please, somebody | meaning to the expression ‘‘ world power.” It has been perverted 
es, who occupies a different relation to this matter from myself—an | and has become misunderstood. It originated across the water. 
opposing relation. They did say it about us. What didthey mean? Did they mean 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the date of it? they had suddenly discovered that a nation with 10,000,000 fight- 

Mr. BACON. The i4th of January. It is headed “ Let us be | ing men had suddenly become a world power, a nation with 

honest.” Ithink the President is honest, but there are a great | such a history as we have? No. What they meant by world 

many people professing to represent him and who are talking | power and coming into the family of nations was that before that 

about him who are not entirely candid, tosay the least. Iam going | time we had been a peaceful nation, attending to our business, 

to read it. I propose to represent him correctly. frowning down upon the conquest of any people, however humble 

Why can not we be honest in our utterances touching the territories we have | and however feeble they might be, holding up for free institutions; 

recently acquired? Really it would save time and trouble, to say nothing | differing from all the rest of the world in the fact that they were 

of life and treasure, to come out frankly with the announcement that we um . . alwaw . : \eieniath 

ave annexed these possessions in cold blood, and that we intend to utilize always ready for conquest, always ready to oppress the weak, 

— al Gaeeoe ore at eee. ot de talk about benevolent assimila- er iy to —— oo who ee in eee sera and 
; mse ety for the moral, social, and intel- | when they saw that we had gone across the ocean to pick up a 
and dee ented ene aReL ETL many eremegarent parade of rewponetbility little feeble people, they raised a hurrah that we had also become 
not an inch in thedirection of t, dignity, and ht Weall know, down | 2 world power among the land grabbers, and had become one of 

2 Cur hearts, that these islan Earenee, ots., aro important $0 us only inthe | the family of nations to oppress and subject the weak and feeble. 


ratio of their practical y the standard of their i ? 
commercial usefu ‘and ther. is gab ing and | ‘by should we take this departure’ ; 
uplifting the Donkaeeel AAD a = ~ oy eee — Now, if my distinguished and learned friend the Senator from 


tere » Signif, . Foolishly or wisely, we want these newly acquired 
ene not for any missionary or altruistic purposes, but for the trade, 
the ; ommerce, the power, andthe money there are in them. Why beat about 
is will eae pr and protest all sorts of things? Why not be honest? 
As a matter of fact, we are not concerned in the ethical or religious upli 
P i plift- 
sedans Filipinos. After ail, the difference between a breechclout and a 
beanal shirt front is a mere matter of climate and personal opinion. Dis- 
prgeent wn crime, and wickedness are here in our midst— 
need : ts th mane port our life and growing with our growth. We 
Moral neo to the West Indies or the Philippines in search of material for 
zeal, Whete, ORF own slums abound with opportunities for missionary 
Porto Rick not tell the truth and say—what is the fact—that we want Cuba, 
ocean a Ha and Luzon, r with any other islands in either 
believe th ra themselves to our appetite, because we 
g some da ‘oaan add to our national strength, and because we hope they will 
os throw o the plows archasers at our bargain counters? We might as well 


and ourselves in a little honest candor. It 
wilco us nothing, sad tmuch. At any rate, we shall have the 
looking into the mirror of being honest with a eee 


Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] will pardon me, I want to say a word 
about his bill. I am not going to anticipate a discussion upon 
that measure, but estimating that Senator as I doas a man of 
ability and of learning and of resources and of conservatism, all 
of which I know to be accorded him by all in this Chamber, there 
is nothing which has soimpressed me with the belief and the con- 
viction that it is our duty to make now the declaration contained 
in these resolutions as the bill which he introduced. Why? The 
bill of the Senator is to give to the President for ail time the de 
cision as to what shall be the government for the Philippine Islands, 
without instruction or limitation from Congress, Theconditions 
in the Philippines—— 

Mr. SP ER. Will my friend allow me tointerrupt him for 
one moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill provides nothing of the kind. 
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Mr. BACON. I will get the Senator to state it. I may be un- 
happy in my statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. It vests in the person or persons appointed by 
the President—— 

Mr. BACON. This unlimited power? 

Mr. SPOONER. This power until otherwise provided by Con- 
gress. Itis purely temporary. The Senator said ‘for all time.” 
I would not support that any more than he would. 

Mr. BACON, Ido not think it is temporary, because no time 
is fixed. 

Mr. SPOONER. My friend will remember that the time can be 
fixed any moment Congress sees fit to fix it. 

Mr. BACON, Oh, yes; but a statute may be upon the books 
and it may be an extremely difficult thing to repeal it, as Sena- 
tors know with respect to various statutes which have been upon 
the books a longtime. I am not attacking the bill of the Senator 
from Wisconsin; I do not want to discuss the bill of the Senator; 
but I do say this—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator wants to state it correctly. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. I will restate it, although the Sena- 
tor has stated it, and it is not necessary for me to encumber the 
ReEcoRD with a restatement of it. It gives to the officers ap- 
puinted by the President this unlimited power until otherwise 
directed. Is that what I understand to be the effect of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. If that were a community like Arizona or New 
Mexico, in which conditions were changing, it might be well to 
follow the plan which was adopted by the United States Govern- 
ment in that case, where for a certain period similar authorit 
was given to certain parties named; but we know that the condi- 
tions are not going to change in the Philippines. We know that 
there are eight or ten million people in those islands, and in our 
lifetime there is going to be no change of any particular kind, so 
far as population is concerned, Whatever change there may be 
will bear a very small ratio to the entire population. 

My proposition is that if conditions now are such that it is im- 
practicable for Congress to make a wiser provision for the gov- 
ernment of those islands than that—and the fact that my 
distinguished and learned and honorable friend can not find 
anything better than that is the highest evidence, to my mind, 
that that is the best that can be done—if that is the case, and con- 
ditions are such that you have no reason to believe they can be 
changed within a generation or two generations or three genera- 
tions, I say it is the very highest argument which could be given 
to me that this is an enterprise upon which we should not embark, 
an enterprise from which we should withdraw ourselves as soon 
as practicable. Because if that is the best form of government 
that the United States can, under conditions now existing and 
which will continue to exist for a hundred years, bestow upon the 
Philippine Islands, there can be no stronger evidence that we 
should have no permanent connection with the same. 

Mr. President, as I was about to say when I was diverted to make 
the suggestion with reference to the bill of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, or, rather, to the effect it had upon me—I may vote for it if 
nothing better is proposed—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the reason why I introduced it, 

Mr. BACON. That is the Government of the Russias, though, 
I will say to the Senator. That is the absolute, the exact Govern- 
ment of the Czar of the Russias. He is an autocrat and he dele- 
gates his power to some people. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator will permit me to say to him that 
that was said in 1803 about the Jefferson bill for the government 
of Louisiana. 

Mr. BACON. I think it was a mistake in that case, 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. BACON. I think that was a mistake. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator from Ohio will pardon me, I will 
reply to the remark of the Senator from Wisconsin. It was a 
mistake to charge that on Jefferson. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin did not do me the honor to hear the first part of my speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did. 

Mr. BACON, He did not sit where he is sitting now, and I 
thought he was not in the Chamber, because I was watching that 
seat. I was very anxious that he should be here. 

Mr. SPOONER, While the Senator from Georgia was watch- 
ing this seat I was watching the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator from Georgia—— 

Mr. BACON. Let me answer first. One moment, if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will pardon me, and then I will yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is in connection with this matter, and be- 
fore he leaves this point I want to call attention to the fact that 
the same resolution was also adopted, or the same bill passed, in 
the case of Florida in 1819. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. FORAKER. So we have at least two precedents ¢.. 
is provided in the Senator's bill. Precedents for y 
Mr. BACON. That was a very different state of « 
think the criticisms on Jefferson and the author of th. ) 
resolution are altogether unjust, and for this reason: 7), 


mine 
"has 
ua 


I 


rida 


manifestly and necessarily and certainly something wh.) nnn 
be temporarily ended by a population which would be ea...) 
self-government. The difference in this case is that you y+... 
posing to legislate as to a country where the population ea), » 2.” 

allowed here the equal rights of self-government, = —“' 


Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean to say that tho jo... 
of the Philippine Archipelago never will be capable o ..\; 
government? ri 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference, then, bet. 
case and this as toa temporary government? 

Mr. BACON. The difference is this: [ think the Filipinos il 
be forever incapable of such self-government—— a= 
Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I was not talking about that. 

Mr. BACON. Hold ona moment. I think the Filipinos will 
be forever incapable of such self-government as would pak; 
willing to admit them into our family of States or to admit th, 
into an equal participation in making the laws by which we ay, to 
be governed as well as themselves. eT 

On the other hand, the econ which it was known wonlq 
occupy those Territories would be a population which could be jp. 
corporated as States and which could be, as they have been prop- 
erly admitted into equal participation with ourselves in tho ren. 
of the laws and the controlling of the affairs both of the s: 
Federal Government. 

As is suggested to me by the Senator from Massachusetts /){; 
Hoar], and by some other friends sitting around me, the country in 
each of those cases had a sparsely settled population, which would 
invite immigration and into which immigrants would certainly 
come, and immigration of a kind of people which we could admit 
into the participation with us in the control of our State and Fed- 
eral Government. 

Mr. HOAR. Pardon me. There was one inhabitant to 13 
square miles; no common government, no common action, no 
common sentiment, no possibility of gathering together for a goy. 
ernment. It was a.great waste 5 \ : 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, his resolution 
contemplates that we shall remain there until a stable govern. 
ment shall be formed. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; stable for them, not for us. 

_ SPOONER. And who is to regulate matters in the mean- 
time 

Mr. BACON. The Government of the United States. So ex. 


‘n that 


making 
ate and 


pressly o— my resolution. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is not different from the other resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. BACON. Oh, by no means different from the resolution of 
the Senator. I would be very happy if the Senator would just 
substitute mine for his. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I will not. 

Mr. BACON, Because being from the other side of the Cham- 
ber, he might get his through. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not. 

Mr. BACON. Because mine expressly provides for the main- 
tenance of peace and order and for the action of the Government 
itself in providing the means, just as we propose to do in Cuba, 
by which a proper government can be organized, and which when 

roperly organized and properly approved by us shall thereafter 
te left to the administration of their own people. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not one of those who believe that only 
the most enlightened nations can govern themselves. I believe in 
personal liberty for humble people and, if you please, people who 
are not upon our plane of civilization. But the one word | want 
to say before I my seat—— 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator leaves that point— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from (ieorgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to ask himif he thinks that sparse 
ness of population and extent of territory have any bearing on the 
question of the right of self-government. He alluded to that 0 
connection with the Louisiana Territory. Iwanttoknow whether 
the number of population and extent of territory over which they 
were roaming or in which a were living had any bearing ©2 
the question as to their right of self-government. 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly not. Whenever they reach 
such a population—— 

Mr, E. Ah, not— 

Mr. BACON. One moment. Until then a temporary gover 
ment must be provided, of course, just in the same way that 
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we have go 
ot ODGE. Will the Senator indicate to me at what point 
a: os census the right of self-government adheres? 
a : BACON. Probably the Senator will have that to ascertain 
i = he comes to pass upon. the question whether or not Arizona 
= 1 he admitted as a State or whether New Mexico shall be ad- 
snitte as a State. 
mitted TLLMAN. I should like to ask 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, that is 
< mething which can not be laid down by a definite rule of mathe- 


vernments in the Te:ritories which might not par- 





satics. . . 
= self when the question 1s presented, whether there has come a 


ime where there is such a population within the given area that 
it cam be erected either into a Territory or into a State. In the 
particular case that we have in view it is already populated. It 


‘. known—the Senator from Wisconsin knows and the Senator | 


from Massachusetts knows, that not within his lifetime or the 
lifetime of his grandchildren, if ever, will there be a population 
in those islands that you can permit to have a government which 
shall be like the government under which each one of them lives, 
and where the inhabitants shall enjoy the privileges which he 
a Y )\DGE. Now, if the Senator will permit me, the point I 
should like to ask him to make clear to me is this: There were 
come 30,000 people settled about the mouth of the Mississippi at 
the time of the Louisiana purchase. The treaty was made and 
ratified without any allusion to the consent of the governed, and 
they were governed for some time under an act precisely similar 
in terms to that introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BACON. I beg your pardon; there was a limit. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no limit of time expressed in that act of 
Jefferson's. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Read and see. 

Mr. LODGE. Until Congress passed upon it. 

Mr. BACON. Read and see. The Senator will find out he is 
mistaken. 

Mr. LODGE. As soon as action is taken at the session; that is 
all. 

Mr. TELLER. The principle is the same. 

Mr. LODGE. The principle is the same, I suppose, is it not? 
Now, why were those 30,000-—— 

Mr. BACON. No; the principle is not the same. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, then, we have the right to deny self-govern- 
ment for a limited time? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; not at all. But we can not accord it 
until the conditions in the way of population are such as to justify 
it, just as you do in the Territories. 

me ges J)ONER. If God gave it to everybody, it is not for us to 
accord, 

Mr. BACON. Thatis notthe practical way in which legislators 
recognize it. On the contrary, we have proceeded from the begin- 
ning of this Government upon the theory that until a Territory 
did have a certain number of people in it it should not have gov- 
ernment otherwise accorded. 

Mr. LODGE. Why was it all right to take those 30,000 white 
people at the mouth of the Mississippi, Frenchmen and Spaniards 
chiefly, without their consent and govern them for alimited period 
without their consent? 

Mr. BACON. Now the Senator—— 

Mr. LODGE, I want to get at the point at which the consent 
of the governed and fitness for self-government applies. 

Mr. BACON. That is exactly the question that the Senator has 
no right to ask, because if he had been here all the time he would 
have understood that I had distinctly said I was not going to dis- 
cuss the question of the rights of the Filipinos, that I was talking 
about the rights of our own people and interests of our own people. 
Tcan not go into that. That is a different discussion altogether. 

Mr. SPOONER. 1f the Senator from Georgia will permit me, 
the Senator from Massachusetts ought to look at this resolution, 
which provides that they shall have that right when we say so. 


Mr. LODGE. The 1 .s 
Mr. SPOONER, oo ution of the Senator from Georgia’ 


Mr. LODGE. Iam 
right of 
else see fit, 


Mir. BACON, Mr, President, this is a practical question 
Mr. LODGE, It is a practical question. y 


Mr. BACON It is a practical ion; i inni 
oa . question; andin the beginning of 
my remarks, when the Senator was not in his seat, I stated that 
: these resolutions now under consideration 
s deca their final analysis, said to be, if adopted by Congress, 
aration that we will adopt the same means to bring the Fili- 


my resolution and 
could be, in 


XXXIII—.g3 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Nee OEnEnEEEEEEEEEEEEENEEEEIIEN 


it is something to be determined by each legislator for | 


Pi i perfectly aware of that, but what I wanted 
° get at is whether the right of self-government is an abstract 
itis a rey) an—one or ten thousand or ten million—or whether 
‘sa right to be applied and given only when we or somebody 
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pinos to a condition of self-government that we are now pursuing 
to bring the Cubans to a condition of self-government. 

| Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me just one moment? 
| _The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

| Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that this whole controversy 
is answered by the terms of the treaty under which Louisiana was 


annexed. Article III of the Louisiana treaty provides 


That the inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be in rated in the 
union of the United States,and admitted as soon as possible, according 
to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the 
rights, advantages, and immunities of the citizens of the United States, and 
in the meantime they shal! be maintained and protected in the free enjoy 
ment of their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess 


| 

| Mr. SPOONER. Will theSenator allow me? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Wait until I finish, Further than that, 
| when we annexed these islands we instantly passed the follow- 
| ing resolution: 


Resolved, etc., That by the ratification of the with Spain it 


treaty of pe we 
| is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands into 
citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to permanently annex the 
said islands as an integral part of the territory of the United States 


Thus marking the line of the comp!ete and absolute departure 
from every treaty we had heretofore made in the acquisition of 
territory and adopting an imperial and colonial policy. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator if under our 
Territorial system the people of our Territories have free govern- 
ment, self-government? 

Mr. BACON. Ihave gone over that. Here is another one of 
the Senators who goes out and attends to private business or his 
private pleasures, and then comes in and asks me a question about 
something I have been over. 

| Mr. STEWART. It is a question the Senator, I think, could 
have answered yes or no. 

Mr. BACON. No; it takes more than yes or no. 

Mr. STEWART. They either have self-government or they do 
not have it. 

Mr. BACON. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. STEWART. They either have it now or do not have it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not formerly think so. He has 
come to different views from what he formerly had. I do not 
think the Senator entertained that view himself. The Senator 
once lived in a Territory. 


Does the Senator from Georgia 


Mr. STEWART. I did not hear the Senator's remark. 
Mr. TILLMAN (to Mr. Stewart). You area recent convert, 
he says. 


Mr. BACON. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. STEWART. They either did have free government or 
they did not have a free government. 

Mr. BACON. Ina word, now, the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Wisconsin, both of whom are capable of 
| splitting hairs in very numerous subdivisions, have asked certain 
| questions to which I give one general reply, which I think is suffi- 
cient, and it is this: It is recognized everywhere that the rights 
of a people who are a nation, so far as race goes —I am not speaking 
| now of national organization—a people who are a race, a nation 
occupying the land, not as a few sparse, roaming individuals or 
tribes, but filling the land up, are not people subject in any man- 
ner to any of the suggestions made by eitherof the Senators. On 
the contrary, the Senators, both of them, recognize the fact that 
not only in this regard but in other regards a land which is sparsely 
settled by a few roaming people with scarcely any local habita- 
tion is not regarded in the same light, either as to the right of a 
country to take possession of it or as to the right of a country 
after having taken possession of it to arbitrarily rule it, as it is 
in the case of a country which is fully inhabited and where the 
people have their own political institutions. 

tr. LODGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for mak- 

ing that reply to me, for it defines'‘what I suppose his position to 

be, that the rights of a man, so far as the consent of the governed 

goes, depend upon whether he is one of a wandering tribe in a 

sparsely settled country, and if in a sparsely settled country he is 
a member of a wandering tribe he has no rights. 

Mr. BACON. No; I do not say he has no rights at all. 

Mr. LODGE, I mean he has no rights which we are bound to 
respect. 

Mr. BACON. That was what the Massachusetts people said 
when they landed and fell upon their knees and then fell upon 
the Indians. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. LODGE. That is old, but it is good, 





































































































































































































































































































































































































great State of Georgia, and the answer is that—— 
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Mr. BACON. A good application is always good, and I do not 
know of any place where it could be so well applied. . 

Mr. LODG fs. I want simply to say that so far as I knowit was 
pretty much the same in all our colonies. When a king who had 
no right in the land granted land to certain gentlemen who had 
no right, and they came and took what afterwards became the 





Mr. BACON. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. LODGE. They obtained a good right because they were 
not wandering tribes. s 

Mr. BACON. No; that is an entire mistake. The Senator is 
wrong in his premises. The Senator has not done the State of 
Georgia the honor to read the early history of that State. 

Mr. LODGE. I have read the history of Georgia. : 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has never heard of Tomochichi, 

Mr. LODGE, I have heard of him. 

Mr. BACON. Who was he? 

Mr. LODGE, I have always supposed him to have been an In- 
dian chief who played much the same part with the settlers of 
Georgia that William Penn’s Indian is said to have played with 
him when they measured the land with the runner or the strips 
of oxhide. 

Mr. BACON. No; thatis a mistake. The Senator, lam now 
sure, has not read it and does not know the history of it, 

Mr. President, I have been led off-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the Senator gets away from that I sug- 

est, if he will permit me, that the Declaration of Independence 
is the best guide we have had hitherto as towhat are the rights of 
aman. 

Mr.SPOONER. Youdo not have it in South Carolina, though. 
Tener 

Mr. TILLMAN, In what way? 

Mr. SPOONER. The colored man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The colored man under the Declaration of In- 
dependence was put on a par with the Indian, and we have never 
acknowledged that he is fit for self-government, and especially to 
govern us, and we will not acknowledge it now. Thomas Jef- 
ferson did not acknowledge it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate. I 
have held the floor in deference to the desire of Senators to ask 
questions. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator sits down I wish to ask him 
a question. 

Mr. BACON, Yes, sir. 

Mr, TELLER. The Senator's proposition does not, as I under- 
stand, contemplate an immediate turning over of government to 


those er 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator how long he expects 
to continue that relation? 

Mr. BACON. Just about in the same way that you are doing 
in Cuba under your resolution. I desire to repeat to the Senator 
what I said when he was notin his seat. I said in the Zz 
of my remarks that I would rather be known as the author of the 
amendment which he made to the resolution which pledged this 
Government to that disinterested and unselfish act when it 
<a itself to go to war than to be the author of any other 
legislative act which we have had in the last quarter of a century. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam much obliged to the Senator, but I want 
him to answer the real question. 

Mr. SPOONER. He does not answer your question. 

Mr, TELLER. I wish the Senator would answer my question. 

Mr. BACON. Well, co ahead. 

_ Mr. TELLER. What I want to know is, what is the limit; who 
is to determine it? 

Mr. BACON. The resolution says—— 

Mr. TELLER. Who is to determine when the time comes? 

Mr. BACON. The resolution says who is to determine. 

Mr. TELLER. It leaves it, does it not, to the United States? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly; it leaves the entire control to the Gov- 
ernment, you understand, but it simply declares that when the 
conditions are ripe—— 

Mr. SPOONER. In our judgment. 

Mr. BACON. In our judgment, when the conditions are ripe. 
It declares that we do not intend, though, permanent sovereignty. 
That is a down as a substantive declaration. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, if in our judgment. 

Mr. BACON. It does not say itin that way. It says—— 

Mr. TELLER. Then a condition precedent to yielding to these 
people the right of self-government is a pacification, I suppose, of 

e conditions that exist? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. TELLER. In the meantime what is to be done? Will the 
Senator tell us that? He is grumbling and finding fault. What 
is to be done? 

Mr. BACON, I did not hear the Senator. 
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Mr. TELLER. I say you have been complaining of tho ¢,),); 


tion of affairs. 


Mr, BACON. No; I have not. 
Mr. TELLER. After waiting for a pacification whi,) 


does not 
exist, now the Senator—— 4 oes not 


Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken. 
Mr. TELLER. What is to be done? 
Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken; I have not be 


plaining of anything. n com- 


Mr. TELLER, I think the Senator has, 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary—— 

Mr, TELLER. I will omit that. What is tobedone? Ara. 
to go on and fight, or are we to quit? — 

Mr. BACON. The Senator stands here and asks qyou:., 
which are plainly stated in the resolution. If the Senato, , 
read the resolution—— fe 

Mr. TELLER. I have read the resolution very caref,)), 

Mr. BACON. The resolution expresses it, that as the 1 
States has overthrown the government in those islands—; 
tary and civil authority—it is the duty of the United States ¢,, 
ernment to restore peace and order—— - 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. TELLER. Go on. 

Mr. BACON. The Government is to maintain peace and or iu 
until there has been a government erected there to which that 
duty can be  neoerty and safely delegated; and then so soon gs 
peace and order are restored, the Government in that case, ag jy 
Cuba, will endeavor to provide the means and methods by which 
a ae government can be established in those islands {)ey 
when that has been done to the satisfaction of the Government :: 
will leave the control of that government to the people there, 

Mr. TELLER. Then that amounts, does it not, if the Senato; 
will allow me to ask him a question, to leaving the matter in tho 
hands of the Executive, just where it is to-day? 

Mr. BACON. I think not. In the first place, the important 
thing, Mr, President, in this resolution is the announcement o/ 
the fixed determination of this Government as to what it is going 
to do so far as the future independence of that people is concerned, 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to ask him, How 
can we announce what the intention of some future Congress 
will be? 7 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorady 
why he made this promise to the Cubans? 

Mr. BACON. That is what I was going to ask him. 

Mr. BERRY. You want to know why it should be mate to the 
Filipinos. We want to make it to the Filipinos for the sams 


reason. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not asking why it should be made to the 
Filipinos os saleing 20 question about that. The Senator mis. 
understands entire e whole premises. 

Mr. BERRY. ill the Senator from Georgia permit me’ 

Mr. BACON. I yield. : 

Mr. BERRY. A vote on the resolution, as I understand it, is 
to show to the world and in the Philippine country that we were 
honest in our declaration in regard to Cuba, that we did not go 
into the war for conquest, and that we will treat these people in 
the same way that we pledged the faith and honor of this nation 
to treat the Cubans. 

Mr, BACON. That is right. 

Mr. BERRY. Is that correct? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Arkansas permit the 
Senator from Georgia to answer my question? 

M5 BERRY. Provided the Senator from Colorado will agree 


Mr. TELLER, That is what I want the Senator to answer. 
Mr.BACON. Ihave been on the witness stand a good long time, 
and I will endeavor to accommodate myself to the wishes of Sex 


ators. 

Mr. SPOONER, No man is better able to take care of himself 
in debate than the Senator from Georgia. He knows that these 
interruptions are a tribute to him and are not intended to embar- 
rass him at all. 

Mr. BACON, Oh, I did notsor it. 

Mr, TELLER, I am not finding fault. 

_Mr. SPOONER. The question I put to the Senator [ would 
like to have him answer. 

Mr. BACON. I will do so with pleasure, if I can. : 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what theory he proposes that 
declaration shall be made ” this Congress which can in any Way 


bind a Ss aL 
Mr. BACON, The fosstor from Arkansas has answered ‘he 
question for me, and I repeat that it is exactly in the same W4 


3 


wil 


United 


he mili. 
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a dge with reference to Cuba, when it is within 
thas ¥ m_ this iftyeaxth Congress to disregard that pledge 
tae rifty-fifth Congress and go and take Cuba. But I would 
7 - ELKINS. But we own the Philippine Islands, and we do 
not own Cuba. That changes the conditions entirely. We own 
the Philippines by treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. What I have been trying to get at is that the 
senator from Georgia criticised the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Wisconsin and—— ; : 

Mr. BACON. No; I beg the Senator's pardon. I said I might 
yote for it. I did not know—— ; 

Mr. TELLER. I wanted to call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that we will not confer any extra power upon the President 
of the United States until peace is established over there by any 
act of ours, and he has, as the Senator says 

Mr. BACON. This resolution does not confer any power on the 

> ident. 

“a TELLER. The Senator himself said it is a czar’s power, a 
military power, and that is the most absolute power in the world. 
There is absolutely no restriction upon the President except those 
creat humanitarian ideas that must pervade every ruler. 

~ Mr, BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. That is all. 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me; I will wait. 

Mr. TELLER. He is the legislative department; he is the 
judiciary department; he is the executive department of that 
country. He is given absolute control of it. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator does not want to reply at 
all— 

Mr. BACON. Yes, I do; I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. TELLER, I want to say a word or two on what he put to 
me when he gets through. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave been through for half an hour, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. TELLER. What I wish to say is that there is no distinc- 
tion between the proposition made bf the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Bacon] that the President shall administer and the propo- 
sition the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER] made that we 
shall say he may administer, for he must administer in either 
case. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the presentation of this sub- 
ject I have been subjected to so many interruptions by Senators— 
interruptions to which I have not objected, bit which, on the 
contrary, I have cheerfully welcomed—that I have omitted to read 
at the proper places several extracts, and I will insert them at this 
point. 

In an elaborate address made by Professor Schurman, the 
chairman of the Philippine Commission, since his return from the 


Philippine Islands, among other propositions he lays down the 
following: ‘ 





The next lesson I draw from the history of colonization is cognate to the 
first. The government of colonies or dependencies is not a money-making 
enterprise for the sovereign power or its citizens. 


Lord Macaulay says as follows: 


_ There are some who assert that, from a military and political point of 
view, the West Indies are of great importance to this country. is is a 
common but a monstrous misrepresentation. We venture tosay that colonial 
empire has been one of ee eee modern Europe. t nation has 
it ever strengthened? t nation has it ever enriched? What have been 
its fruits? Wars of frequent occurrence and immense cost, fettered trade. 
lavish expenditure, clashing ree otion, corruption in governments, and 
indigence among the ie. have Mexico and Peru done for Spain, 
the Brazils for via for Holland? Or, if the experience of oth- 
ers is lost upon us, shall we not profit by our own? What have we not sacri- 
ficed to our infatuated ion for trans-Atlantic dominion? This it is that 
has so often led us to our own smiling gardens and dear firesides for 
come snowy desert or infectious morass on the other side of the globe; this 
nduced us to our insular situation, to embroil 


all the advantages of 

—- = ee in and Bent the — of halt the Continent, to form 
were instantly broken, ve su es which were never 

earned; this gave birth to Rasen “ ani we can liberty, with 


7 ar 

all its d def and victories, and all the massacres 
< the In ‘ian hatche on all the bloody contracts of the Hessian slaughter- 
oa it was which, in the war against the French Republic, induced us 
Indian nossa and ~—_ of thousands of our bravest troops to die in West 
Rhine and 9) armies of our enemies were pouring over the 


When a colonial ition has been in prospect we have thought no ex- 
—— extra no interference puctions Gold has heen to us as 
= » and blood as water. we never learn wisdom? Shall we never 
at 7 prosecute a pursuit wilder than the wildest dreamsof alchemy, with 

— creduity and all the pene of Sir Epicure Mammon? 

di wee maintain that settlements so remote conduce to the military 
maritime power of nations, fly in the face of history. 


This testimony could be largely added to. The opinion of thi 

: \ pinion of this 

— historian and elabenaan, thus forcibly expressed, is suf- 
a at least to put the burden on the other side. 


will, however, add that Lord Herschel, the eminent British 
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statesman who was twice lord chancellor, who died in Washing- 
ton a year ago, ina personal conversation with myself a short 
time before his death expressed substantially the same views as 
those above quoted from Lord Macaulay. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word about the 
fourth resolution, which I hope and pray—and I have not any 
doubt about it 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator one quest 
fore he proceeds, 

Mr. TELLER. 
proceed later. 

Mr. HOAR,. I should like to ask the Senator whether he does 
not believe that when his amendment was adopted declaring our 
purpose in regard to Cuba, if an amendment to that hed been 
moved in the Senate which inserted the words ‘or any other 
Spanish territory,” he would have accepted and supported the 
amendment, and the entire Senate, substantially, would have voted 
for it? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I answered that a year ago last 
December in a speech which I made, when I said I would have ac- 
cepted it, and I believe every member who voted for the resolu- 
tions would have voted for such a declaration if I had inciuded 
all the possessions of Spain that we might despoil her of; and it is 
one of the regrets of my life that I did not draw the resolutions 
broad enough to cover the present case. 

Mr. HOAR. That being what I believe also, the Senator, as | 
understand, then believed that he and the Senate would have re- 
nounced any purpose on the part of the people of the United States 
to exercise permanent dominion over a conquered province ora 
subject people. If he would have gone for that then, and the 
Senate would have done so, why will he not go for that now and 
endeavor to induce the Senate to do so? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have answered the Senator in 
a speech I made more than a year ago, which, as the Senator from 
Georgia said a while ago, he had not done me the honor to listen to. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Colorado certainly misunder- 
stood me. 

Mr. TELLER. I am using your phrase, when you said that 
Senators had not listened to you. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, I beg pardon; I misunderstood the Senator. 
I always listen to the Senator from Colorado with pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand when a nation assumes that it is 
about to do an act of humanity, such as we were going to do and 
which everybody connected with the matter, from the highest to 
the lowest, declared was to be an act of humanity, and nothing 
else, that a decent respect for the opinions of mankind required 
that we should disclaim any attempt to take territory. More 
than that, Mr. President, I understand there is an obligation- 
which, of course, there is no court to enforce—upon a nation 
when it has accomplished the object for which it started out and 
has attained the end it had in view, that it shall not appropriate 
the land of the othercountry. That is, a decent respect for inter- 
national obligations requires that we should so declare, and then 
we should adhere to it. 

In drafting those resolutions I had in mind twothings. I be- 
lieved the declarations they contained would have a tendency, 
when we had concluded the work of driving the Spaniards out, to 
satisfy the people over there that we were not going to put upon 
them a government like that of Spain, or put upon them a govern- 
ment of any kind of which they did not approve. I believed also 
those declarations would havea beneficial effect upon the European 
world, who were contending very generally that we were false in 
the statement that we were taking that course in the interest of 
freedom and humanity; that we were really the aggressors; that 
we had entered upon a policy of aggression and appropriation of 
lands, the end of which no man could foretell, and that we were 
practically threatening the peace of mankind, 

I say now, as I said before, that I did not put that fourth reso- 
lution there as of binding force upon this nation, for I never sup- 

sed, having started out with such declarations, that when we 
ad released Cuba we would impose on her people a government 
objectionable to them. I knew that our proximity to that coun- 
try was such that we must always maintain close relations with 
her people. I knewthatwe should always say to the whole world, 
‘* You must keep your hands off Cuba.” Ihad no thought of these 
western islands. I see no way to pacify these islands except by 
the sword, although if another way can be shown I shall be glad 
to see the Government avail itself of it. If we can by diplomacy 
secure and quiet there, I shall be greatly delighted. I do 
not think it would be beneath the dignity of this great Govern- 
ment to accept propositions of peace from those people. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator one other question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator does he not think that the assur 
ance of that purpose which he entertains, if made now by the 
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Well, I will hear the Senator now. and then 
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Senate of the United States, would tend very strongly to bring 
about the peace which he desires? 

Mr. TELLER. I have some doubts about that. I am not cer- 
tain that this is the time to do that. The time to have done that 
was before the war began; but when the war shall have been closed, 
I think we will stand before the world committed to the idea that 
we are to give those people self-government. I do not mean by 
that that we are to stand out and say to them, ‘‘ Take care of your- 
selves.” Ido not believe that would be safe for them or for us; 
but I believe weshould give to them all the self-government which 
they are capable of exercising. 

I agree with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] that the majority of mankind 
who have risen above a state of actual savagery are capable of 
self-government. They can not, of course, maintain such a gov- 
ernment as the people of my State sustain, nor can they maintain 
such a government as is sustained by the people of Massachusetts 
or of New Hampshire. But they can maintain a government 
good enough for them; for, I repeat, it is a fundamental repub- 
lican principle that a people are entitled to such a government, 
and only such a government, as they themseives can maintain. 
It will not do for somebody else to go there an‘ say, ‘‘ We will give 
youa better government than you can establish: for yourselves; and 
therefore we will deny you participation in it, and we will govern 
you,” 

I said a year ago that I hoped when peace prevailed in that sec- 
tion of the world we would apply the fourth resolution, in prin- 
ciple, to those people, doing what they wanted us to do and said 
they desired we should do, keeping, however, international control 
over them, so that no other nation should repeat what Spain had 
done toward them for so many years in the way of oppression. 

What I complain of in the sptech of the Senator from Georgia— 
and I listened to him with great interest—is that he assumes, when 
the war is terminated, we propose to do something which is con- 
trary to the Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no; the Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. TELLER. Then I certainly have misunderstood the Sen- 
ator. That assumption has been, in my judgment, the vice of all 
the speeches which have been made here on this subject by those 
who claim that they are anti-imperialists. They set up a condi- 
tion which we hope will never exist, and then denounce that con- 
dition. I would denounce a proposition to govern those people as 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana |Mr. BEVERIDGE] and 
others. It would not meet with my approval; neither doI believe 
it would meet with the approval of a majority in this body. Iam 
confident it would not meet with the approval of any consider- 
able number of the American people. 

I believe when the time comes that peace prevails the American 
nae will be wise enough and just enough to see that the rights 
of the Filipinos are maintained and that they shall have what- 
ever belongs to them, recognizing the great fundamental repub- 
lican doctrine that the consent of the governed is essential to the 
maintenance of any proper government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. TILLMAN] is recognized. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will it suit the Senator from South Carolina 
to speak to-morrow? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only wish to ask the Senator from Colorado 
|Mr. TELLER] a simple question right in the line of what he was 
speaking about. 

Mr. ALLISON. For reasons apparent to Senators on this side 
of the Chamber, the Senate should now adjourn, as it should have 
adjourned at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You can not take me off the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator had yielded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; I have not yielded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to take the Senator from South 
Carolina or any other Senator off the floor. I simply state a fact. 
If Senators upon the other side do not desire to yield to that, of 
course they can go on, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator's pardon. I did not under- 
stand the object of his request. I simply wished to ask the Sena- 
tor from Colorado a question directly in the line of the speech he 
has just made. 

Mr. BERRY. I presume the unfinished business, the financial 
bill, is before the Senate. I want to take the floor on that bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will do so, 

Mr. ALLISON, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 31, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 80, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chay).;, 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. eer 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and » 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of priy: 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota ;;.... 
question of privilege. —s 
Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, the question of privilege wu), .),; 
I arise not only affects me, but, it seems to me, affects every... 
ber on the floor of this House; andas a basis of the retina»: 
I desire to make, I send a copy of a letter which I haye poo.:,, F 
from a constituent of mine, and ask that the extract be rj ;,.,, 
the Clerk's desk. ——— 
The Clerk read as follows: 


{Extract from a letter received from ae Thomas, publisher Opto, 
ournal. 
ORTONVILLE, MINN., Janwery 2 45, 
DEAR Str: Mr. Arthur Taylor, claiming to be a member of suijeoiy isso, 
No. 4 of the committee on distribution, was in our city yesterday, elimi, 
to be distributing 85 sets of the Messages and Papers of the Pri cjjo.:.., J 
asking the sum of $34 per set. He claims that this is the number a!\.::... 
your district and four sets to Bigstone County. I ordered a set fro, hin 
efore finding out what he was doing. He went to other parties here. ejai,, 
ing to be sent to them by you and other ee pe le, to try and induea 
them to subscribe for the work, and on being asked whom the jionev w... 
to and for what parece he seemed very ignorant, claiming to me thy: ; 
was for the Republican campaign fund, and to another that it went +. v, 
general committee on distribution. : 
Hoping that this information will be of benefit to you, [ am, 
ours, very truly, 


rove d, 


8S. A. THOMA 


AS 


Hon. FRANK M. Eppy, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. EDDY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not only received this 
letter from this publisher of the Journal, at Ortonville, Minn., put 
I have received letters of similar paneer from other parts of my 
district and my State. Itseemsthat this man Taylor, whoever he 
may be, is going about throughout the country stating to the peo- 
le that he is acting as a representative of members of Congress 
in distributing these documents. When he meets a good Repub- 
lican, he informs him that the money so received goes to the Ke- 


publican campaign committee—sometimes it is to the national 
campaign committee, and sometimes to the Congressiona! cam- 
ign committee, When he meets a good Democrat, he informs 


im that this money goes to the Democratic campaign comumit- 
tee; and when he meets a Mugwump, he represents that he is an 
agent of the Government and the money goes to the distributing 
committee. [Laughter. ] 

Not only this, Mr. Speaker, but my district has been, and I pre. 
sume other parts of the country have been, flooded wit!) letters 
that are under a letter head with an elaborate picture of the (api- 
tol of the nation, calling attention to the fact that these messages 
and documents are for sale, and these letters are signed !\y a party 
claiming to be the secretary of the ‘‘ Distributing Committee,” tus 
conveying the idea that the Government is back of this publica- 
tion or in some way the publication and sale thereof are in the 
interest of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to brand this practice as a 
fraud, I do not believe that this man or any other mau. in the 
sale of these messages and documents, represents any member on 
the floor of this House in an official capacity. I know that he 
does not represent the national Republican committee or the Ke- 
publican Congressional campaign committee; and I do not believe 
that he represents the Democratic campaign committee: ani «i! 
such representations are fraudulent, pure and simple. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr.$ er, 1 do not know that I should 
say a word in reply to the gentleman from Minnesota, and | would 
not do so were it not that the publication to which he refers, and 
which evidently the man Taylor is selling, is Messages and Papers 
of the Presidents. is a work which it is well known | com- 
ea and edited and which Congress ordered published, and which 

now being sold by subscription throughout the nation. | know 
nothing about the a t to whom he refers. | have 
nothing to do with the sale of Messages and Papers, except that 
Congress voted to me a duplicate set of the electrotype plates !rom 
which the work 1s printed, of course with the understanding that 
these plates could be used by any publisher to whom I mix)it less 
them, or rent them, in J that work and selling it. | 
made a contract with a ble and responsible firm in New York, 
James S. Barcus Company, known, I am sure, to many 1) mers 
of the House, and that firm eee ew. Mr. Barcus is aman 
of high character and is now a ci of Terre Haute, Ind, Sav 
er removed to that point from New York. 

ow, if the solicitor, Taylor, to whom the gentleman from Mix 
nesota refers, is practicing the fraud which the letter indicates, 


n 
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he ought to be branded as the gentleman from Minnesota has 
branded him, as a fake and a fraud. 

‘Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me 
an interruption? 
an mtGICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman know that the concern 

-« publishing this work is using a letter head on which the 
a A. ‘« House of Representatives” and ‘‘ Committee on Distribu- 
on” are printed? 
OMe RICHARDSON. No; I think the gentleman will find that 
he js mistaken in saying that the concern uses the words “ House 
if Representatives; ” they used Committee on Distribution. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I have received letters with that heading 
printed on them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That would be another fraud that ought 
to be branded as such, because they have no right to do it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the general manner, and, I think, the 

ing of it. 

worn CHARDSON. That would bea fraudulent device which 
ought to be branded, and which, in my opinion, is without any 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 
S. 2179. An act relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, 
and giving the Director thereof additional power and authority 
in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

























PAY OF RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE MARINE CORPS, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up joint resolution 
No. 77, to provide for pay to certain retired officers of the Marine 
Corps, and ask that the bill and report be read, and also ask its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the aggre 
gate of all sums appropriated in an act entitled “An act making appropria 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June WW. i4), a: 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899, under the head “ Pay, Marine 
Corps,” shall be disbursed and accounted for in accordance with existing law 
as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that purpose shall constitute one fund; 
the provisions of this act to take effect from June 30, 1899. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 


a tor 


authority from the publisher selling the work. It may be some} The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the House joint 
agent for the work has taken the liberty of printing them upon a | resolution (H. J. Res. 77) providing for the payment of certain officers of the 
letter head, but it would not be authorized, in my judgment, by Marine Corps who have been without pay since going upon the retired list, 


beg leave to submit the following report: 
The Secretary of the Navy, urging the speedy consideration and passage 
of this resolution, submitted the following: 


e publisher. 
ee TAWNEY. I would also state that Mr. Spofford’s name 
is printed on the letter head as secretary of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Spofford has been employed to as- 
sist, in an honorable way, in the sale of the work. I knowthat the 
firm would not authorize a thing of the kind referred to by either 
of the gentlemen from Minnesota, for I believe they are respon- 
sible, and would not pursue improper methods. But where the 
canvassing or selling agents have done anything like that stated 
by the gentleman I think they ought to be disciplined, and would 
be when the firm’s attention is called to it. Thatis about alll 
can say, Mr. Speaker. I should add that my connection with the 
matter grows out of the fact that the publishers pay me a small 
royalty on the sale of the Messages and Papers, but with the 
methods they pursue I have nothing todo. I have nothing to do 
with the sale of the work except as I have indicated. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I disclaim any intention of reflecting 
on the gentleman from Tennessee in any manner. I simply 
wanted to call attention to the fact that there are men traveling 
through the country and parties circulating letters, adver- 
tising these Messages and Papers, upon which there is a picture 
of the National Capitol and which is signed by a party claiming 
to be the secretary of the “‘ Distributing Committee;” that these 
agents are representing that they have been sent abroad through- 
out the country by members of Congress, and that they are sent 
out to select the prominent men to purchase these publications, 
giving the impression that the Government is back of the distri- 
bution and sale, and also carrying the impression that either the 
Republican Congressional committee or the Democratic com- 
mittee or the Government is receiving the benefits therefrom. 
That is what I desire to denounce as fraudulent. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had — the following resolution, in 
— = concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
quested: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That there be printed 5,000 copies, additional to the usual num- 
ber, of the report of the Nicaragua Canal Commission, 1897-1899, of which 
1.50) copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,500 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and 
giving to the Director thereof additional power and authority in 
certain cases, and for other p . 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolution of the following title: 

_S.R.3. Joint resolution granting permission for the erection of 
‘monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation of the 
national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


on nder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of the 
ovowing titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 
ne ~). An act to ratify an ent with the Indians of the 
; ort Hall Indian Reservation in Idaho, and making aeons 
Ocarry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Sa concurrent resolution No. 21: 
‘esolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curri ng), That there be 
of the report of the 3 vay akg ee ae 


House of Deprun the Senate and 3,509 copies for the use of the 


to the Committee on Printing. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1899 

Sir: In the act making appropriation for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1899, 
provision under “Pay, Marine Corps,’ was made for the officers then upon 
the retired list, and a sum sufficient to meet their retired pay was specifically 
a therefor. No provision was, however. made for the payment 
of those who subsequently to the passage of the act were placed upon the 
retired list. It has heretofore been the practice to embody in appropriation 
bills a clause providing that the moneys therein specifically appropriated for 
the pay of the Marine Corps should be disbursed and accounted for in ae 
cordance with existing law as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that purpose 
constitute one fund; but this provision was inadvertently omitted from the 
above act. 

Since this act took effect the accounting officers of the Treasury have held 
that the appropriations made specifically for a given number of oflicers upon 
the active and upon the retired list could not be utilized for the payment of 
a greater number than that intheact mentioned. A number of officers have, 
since June 30, 1899, been placed upon the retired list, and, in consequence of 
the action of the Treasury officials, it has been impossible for them to draw 
any portion of their pay: 

Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONG, Secretary 

In view of the fact that the resolution is s —_— to provide authority to pay 
officers lawfully upon the retired list, as explained by the Secretary of the 
Navy, who have been for some time deprived of their pay for the reasons 
stated, your committee recommend that said joint resolution do pass 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania how this differs from an ordinary deficiency appropriation? 

Mr. BUTLER. As the gentleman will find in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy, in preparing the estimates of last year for 
the maintenance of the Navy, it was anticipated, as is usual, that 
some officers would go on the retired list after the bill should be- 
come a law, and therefore, as is customary, a larger sum of money 
was appropriated than was actually necessary to pay the officers 
thenontheretiredlist. Since thislaw went into effect three or four 
officers have been retired. 

In this case the money has already been appropriated, but by 
reason of the omission of certain language ordinarily found in the 
appropriation bill the Treasury Department has declined to pay 
these officers. In a full meeting of the committee it was unani- 
mously decided that it was but just that these men whose names 
had been inadvertently omitted from the list should receive their 
money; and for this purpose this bill has been introduced. and its 

ssage recommended by the Secretary of the Navy and by the 

ull Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand; still this is a matter which 
would ordinarily be carried in the deficiency estimates for the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the gentleman thatthe money has 
already been appropriated; there is no deficiency. This legisla- 
tion is simply necessary in order that these men may be enabled 
to get their pay. The money isin the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I understand the case perfectly; but 
this is proposed legislative action to pay some persons that which 
is alleged to be due them for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. BUTLER. For the last year and for the year ending June, 
1900.  ® 

Mr. CANNON. Then this is for the last year? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes,sir; and it is proposed to pay them for the 
present year. 

Mr. CANNON, Ihave said for the current year. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not very well hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If Iunderstand the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania correctly, this money has been already appropriated. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then why is it not available under that 
appropriation? 
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Mr. BUTLER. 


It has been held by the Treasury officials since 
the passage of the last appropriation bill that by reason of the omis- 
sion of certain language from the bill they are not warranted in 
paying these officers who have been placed on the retired list since 


the passage of that measure. I re 


tary of the Navy: 

It has heretofore been the practice toembody in appropriation billsa clause 
providing that the moneys specifically therein appropriated for the pay of 
the Marine Corps should . disbursed and accounted for in accordance with 
existing law as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that purpose constitute one 
fund, but this provision was inadvertently omitted from the above act. 

Now, the Treasury officials have held that because of the omission 
of those words there is no authority to pay the officers who were 
not designated. The other officers are all designated. 

I may say for the benefit of the gentleman, if he did not hear 
what I have already said, that, as 1 am informed, this is the first 
bill in which this language has been omitted. Imaysay, further, 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs took the trouble to make a 
careful examination of the facts, and after doing so felt warranted 
in asking the House to pass this bill, so that these three or four 
men may get their money the same as other men who were so 
fortunate as to have their names designated in the act. 

Mr. CANNON. From the gentleman’s explanation Iapprehend 
that an appropriation ought to be made for the pay of these offi- 
cers who are on the retired list for the current fiscal year. But 
this is an item belonging in the general deficiency bill; and if the 
rules are to be observed and we are to have the means of knowing 
what the deficiencies are for the current year, it seems to me these 
matters ought not to be split up in this way—one item reported 
and passed from one committee, and another item from another 
and soon. If the facts are as the gentleman states, there will 
be no trouble, under the rules of the House, in obtaining proper 
consideration of this item in the general deficiency bill. ere- 
fore I object. 

MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN,. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there has just come from the 
Senate a joint resolution granting permission to erect in one of 
our public parks astatueto Samuel Hahnemann. A similar reso- 
lution has been favorably reported from the Committee on the 
Library of this House. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the Senate resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 3) granting permission for the erection of a monument 


in Washington, D. ©., for the ornamentation of the national capital and in 
honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That permission and the same is hereby. 

ranted the Hahnemann monument committee of the American Institute of 

fomeopathy to erect a monument in honor of Samuel Hahnemann in such 
place in the city of Washington, D. C., other than the Capitol or Library 
grounds, as shall be designated by the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, the chairman of the Joint Committee on the Library, and the chair- 
man of the monument committee; and the sum of $4,000, or somuch thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the building of a foundation upon which 
to place said monument; said monument to be presented to the pone of the 
United States by the American Institute of Homeopathy, kin associa- 
tions, and citizens. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will state that a resolution similar in form 
to this passed the Fifty-fourth Congress, but reached the Presi- 
dent too late for his signature. It passed the Senate in the last 
Congress, but failed in the House. It has been recommended by 
the Committee on the Library. It is a simple proposition to give 
to the city of Washington or to the United States Government 
what has been pronounced to be a very superb work of art, pro- 
duced at a cost of $75,000, the money having been contributed by 
people from aH the States of the Union. It seems to me only 
proper that we should seize the opportunity to accept a gift of 
such value. I trust there will be no objection. 

Mr. COWHERD. It was observed, I believe, in a discussion 
heretofore upon the unveiling of a statue in one of our public 
»arks that those parks should be reserved for statues of men who 
1ave been distinguished in some branch of the public service. I 
will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether that has not 
been the practice heretofore? 

Mr. DALZELL. 1 will say in reply to the tleman from 
Missouri that it is not. There are now in the Smithsonian 
grounds, as gentlemen well know, « statue erected to Dr. Gross 
and alsoa statue erected to Professor Henry. And the gentleman 
will see around the magnificent Con ional Li busts of 
distinguished men of all professions who have claimed distinction 
and earned fame in the eyes of the world. 

Mr. COWHERD. That is devoted exclusively tosuch subjecte. 
It seems to me, while I do not desire to make any objection in 
the present case, that we are establishing a very bad precedent 
and a practice that will be uncomfortable in the future. We will 
open the door, in other words, for every little society throughout 


trom the report of the Secre- 


the land who desires to perpetuate the name of some p>)... 
come here and have a statue erected in his honor. a 
Mr. McCLEARY. What objection can there be in t)« ,,.. 
instance? ' 
Mr. COWHERD. I do not intend to raise an objectiny. is 
simply calling attention to a bad precedent. 7. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi 
of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was considered, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider ; 
vote was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF INDIAN BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consept foy 
reprint of the Indian appropriation bill and that the num). 
be printed be limited to 500. Iam informed that there ayo o)), 
about 50 copies of the bill left, and there is quite a deman ;.. 
them. Inasmuch as the bill will come up to-morrow, there ouch, 
to be a number at hand for the convenience of the House, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
man from Kansas? 

There being no objection, the order to reprint was male to ¢), 
extent of 500 copies. ; 


NAVAL OPERATIONS, PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the call of coy. 
mittees is now the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr, Speaker, I desire to prose 
at this time a privileged report from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is requested, if not incom; 
with the public service, to inform the House of resentatives of t! 
of money —— and the ities — the Seevement is 
maining un or equipmen rtation, supplies, and nava 
tions in the Philippine Islands from May 4, 1898, up toand including Janney 

* The Committee on Insular Affairs, to whom was referred House Resoly. 
tion No. 91, calli on the Secretary of the Navy for certain information 
therein mentioned, beg leave to report that they have had the said reso\y 
tion under consideration and recommend that it do pass with the following 
amendments, to wit: r 

Strike out the word “requested,” in line 1, and the words ‘if not incom. 
patible with the public service,” in line 2, and in lieu thereof insert the word 

* directed; and further amend by inserting after the word “am 


ne 


rot 


n 


a 


eT to 


rentie- 














line 4, the words “so far as he is able to state the same;”’ and by striking. ~- 
the word “January,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word: No 
vember;”"’ and by striking out the words “nineteen hundred,” in line &, and 


inserting in lieu thereof words “eighteen hundred and ninety-nine;” so 
that the said resolution shall read as follows: 

** Resolved, That the tary of the Navy is directed to inform the House 
of Re tatives of the amount of sqney expended and the amo far 
as he : — to seats _ same, for en eioversanens . liable, ret : 
un , lor equ en on, su es, and naval operations in th: 
Philippine Islands from May 1, 1898, up to ona including November }, 180." 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, ani the 
amendments agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MILITARY OPERATIONS, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire also, Mr. Speaker, to pre- 
sent a second a report from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“* Resolved, That the Secre of War is requested, if not incompatible with 
the public service, to inform the House of Representatives of the amount of 
ee ee ed —— for oe the perorement is ! 
main uD , or on, su es, and military opera 
ees the ppine lalendis from 1, 1898, wpe and including January 

* ‘The Committee on Insular Affairs, to whom was referred Howse rev ln 
tion No. 92, calling on the ere, of War for certain information therein 
mentioned, leave to that they have had said resolution under con 
sideration, and recommend that it do pass with the following amen iment 


wit: 

Strike out the words “req if not,” in line 1, and the words “incom: 

patible with the public service,” line 2, and in lieu thereof insert t 
rd “directed; and further amend by inserting after the word “amount 

to state the same;”’ strike out the 

insert the word ** November; 













ord “ January,” in line 7, 


, and ereof , 
strike out the words “nineteen * in line 8, and in lieu thereo! inser 
the words “ eighteen hundred 


h 
and ninety-nine;” so that as amended 50!" 
resolution read as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to inform tho !lous! 
Representatives of the amount of money expended and the amount, s0'6" 
as he is able to state the same, for which vernmentis liable, remanns 


unpaid, for equi, tary operations li 
the Philippine Islands fecm May, 1808,up toand including Novem!" | 1°" 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that 
these resolutions, as well as the amendments to them, were unan’ 
mously to by the Committee on Insular Affairs. Ther 
phan pete Se ee ao renin were 7 

a gentleman from Kentuc . WHEELER). 
make ae statement for the benefit of alien on this side 0 
the Chamber who desired that inf: on. 








Lee 


1900. 


The 
ment 

The amendments were 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, a motion to reconsider 
the ‘votes by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on 


the table. 


SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
2 ee by the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] calls 
for the regular order. The Clerk will call the committees in the 
ing hour. ; 
mi rhe Committee on Military Affairs was called. 
MILITARY POST AT DES MOINES, IOWA, 


M.. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a bill on 
the House Calendar, and the report accompanying it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLv}, chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, calls up a bill for con- 
sideration. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 99) to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, Iowa. 

Be it enacted, ete., That upon the transfer and conveyance to the United 
States of a good and sufficient title to not less than 400 acres of land, without 
cost to the United States, situated at or near the city of Des Moines, in the 
county of Polk and State of Iowa, and on or near a railroad, and constituting 
an eligible and suitable site for an army post, and to be approved and ac- 
cepted by the Secretary of War for that purpose, then and thereupon there 
shall be, and is hereby, established and located on said land a United States 
army post, of such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall di- 
rect and approve. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] is rec- 

gnized. 

“Ser BARTLETT, I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Towa a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HULL. I was simply going to say that this bill has been 
reported three times by the Committee on Military Affairs 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to make a point of order. As I 
caught the reading of this bill, it ought to be on the Union Calen- 
dar, and not considered in the House in the morning hour, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia |Mr, BARTLETT] 
makes the point of order that this bill should be upon the Union 
Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. I should like to make a little statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr BARTLETT. I understand from the reading of the bill 
that it makes a charge upon the Treasury and an appropriation of 
money, and therefore ought to be considered in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S& er, I will say that the bill only author- 
izes the Secretary of War to accept a donation of land, and the 
small charge, if any, upon the Government would “yer upon his 
exercising the discretion in favor of accepting this donation. 

Mr. GAINES. Does not the bill expressly provide for the erec- 
tion of a military post after this land is purchased? 

lr. HULL. Notatall, unless the Secretary of War accepts the 
land, and that is left with him to determine. 
: oe GAINES. If he accepted it a military post would be estab- 
ished? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly would be established. 

Mr. GAINES. That involves an expenditure of money. 

Mr. HULL. Conditional upon his acceptance of the land. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
lowa to state what constitutes the locating of a post. 

Mr. HULL. If the Secretary of War shall accept the donation 
of land offered for this purpose it would establish the post. If 
he declined to accept that land, and held it unsuitable, it would 
not establish a t. 

The SPEAKER. Does the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs hold that there is no expense connected with the lo- 
cating of the post? 

r. HULL. There is none at all connected with the location; 
absolutely none, The whole expense would be in case the Secre- 
tary accepted the donation of land. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mir. Speaker, 1 simply desire to read therule 
upon the subject, which is to be found on page 296 of the Manual. 
The rule says there shall be— 

_ First, a Calendar of the Commi @ Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be Teferred he ceitns en appropria- 
= bills, and bills of a public character directly or indirectly appropriating 

oney or property. 

a SPEAKER, The Chair finds some embarrassment in de- 
rr ing the point of order raised by the gentleman from Georgia. 
‘ot examination of the bill shows that a donation of land is made 

the Government. It also contains another element, namely, 
-_ establishment and location of a United States Army post by 

© Secretary of War at Des Moines, Iowa. 
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There is no appropriation contained in the bill, and no burden 
is directly laid upon the Treasury, It is so framed that it estab 
lishes a post, and there is nothing to show that there is any cost 
attending it. The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
{Mr. HULL] says that there is none; and while it is manifest to 
the Chair and to all present that this means opening the door to 
possible future burdens, non constat, however, that Congress will 
ever appropriate a dollar for that purpose. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I make a suggestion right there? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will be glad to hear the ¢ 
from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose a bill authorizing acceptance of some 
land in the city of Des Moines for the purposes of a public build 
ing 

Mr.SLAYDEN,. Mr. Speaker, let us have a little better order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to suggest very respectfully 
that this Hall is not made for receptions, but for the public busi 
ness; andif there is but one man present who desires to transact the 
public business, his rights are sacred in this Hall. The Chair has 
been endeavoring all the morning to have conversation suspended 
so that intelligent work can be done; and the Chair again appeals 
to the House to observe the respect due each member by foregoing 
conversation. There is ample provision for discussion and con 
sultation, much needed all the time, elsewhere; but members are 
in this Hall for work; and the Chair again appeals to the House 
to aid in what is essentially a proper discharge of the duty of each 
member. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was supposing this case: That a bill was 
brought in here for the acceptance of a plat of land in Des Moines, 
or any other place, for the purposes of a public building in that 
place. Now, the mere language of that bill perhaps might not 
directly involve an appropriation, but if Congress ever carries out 
the object of that bill, of course it involves an appropriation. It 
invelves it indirectly, it pledges the faith of the Government for 
the erection of a public building. Of course we all know that it 
will be followed and would necessarily be followed by an appro- 
priation in order to build the public building upon that land. 

Now, it seems to me that this is a similar case. If we accept 
the land for the purpose of establishing a military post, or for a 
military post, no matter how the language of the bill may be or 
what the wording may be, it indirectly involves an appropriation, 
and comes then within the rule. It seems to me it would be dan- 
gerous to lay down the bars in that way: if any language could 
be invoked that would bring it under the House Calendar, when 
the necessary result would be to call for an appropriation to 
build the building on the land and eventually an appropriation 
from the Treasury. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I insist that this bill, if 
passed, or we should enter upon the consideration of it, must 
indirectly eventuate in having a charge laid upon the Govern- 
ment indirectly. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me it almost would bo directly, be- 
cause the Secretary of War has to investigate, to examine, and 
see whether he will accept it or not, which can not be done with- 
out expense. It seems to me that it directly involves, but cer- 
tainly indirectly involves, a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I call attention to another fact? 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Secretary of War has in his hands 
a fund appropriated by Congress already for the establishment of 
and carrying on of these military posts, as I understand it. If I 
am wrong, I will be corrected; but Isounderstand it. If this bill 
should become law and he should accept the land, he would be 
authorized under existing law, out of money already appropriated 
and at the disposal of the Department, to go on and establish the 
post, erect the buildings, and do whatever was necessary to carry 
out the true intent and purpose of the bill. Sothatit would carry 
expense and money belonging to the United States withont any 
further action on the part of Congress. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HULL. You are correct in that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Iowa says I am 
correct in that statement. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, there is no question as to the state 
of facts. I want 'to say that this was placed on the House Calen- 
dar in the ordinary transaction of business. [ had no power to 
assign the bill to any calendar. The bill was drawn with the dis- 
tinct understanding, when reported by the committee, differing 
from the way it had been reported heretofore, not binding the 
Government absolutely to establish the post there, but providing 
that if this land is accepted by the Secretary of War it then estab 
lishes the post. The bill was reported in the last two Congresses 
establishing a pert and making an appropriation for the com- 
mencement of the building. This leaves it all in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War. I hope the point will not be insisted upon. 

I want to say to the House that Tokeety call it up by action of 
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the committee, because it was on the House Calendar, placed there 
by the proper authority. It makes no appropriation and involves 
no expense, unless the Secretary of War accepts this land, and if 
he does accept the land, why then it does establish the post; and 
hecan apportion a part of the money appropriated by the Congress 
of the United States for the building; but he has absolute discre- 
tion to refuse to accept the land under certain conditions. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will ask if it is not always the invariable 
rule where an executive officer is invested with discretion as to 
whether he will do something which involves an expenditure of 
money, that the very fact that you vest that discretion in an execu- 
tive officer leads him to the conclusion that it is the wish of Con- 
gress that he should do that which has been vested in his discre- 
tion? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman can answer that just as well as I 
can. That does not require any special answer from me. 

Mr. BROMWELL. understand that; but I want to call at- 
tention to the fact that when discretion is vested in an executive 
officer it is always considered by him authority to go ahead and 
do that over which discretionary power has been given. 

Mr. HULL. I do not know that that necessarily follows. If 
this bill passes, the Secretary of War will accept the land. I 
would not have any object in passing it if I did not believe he would 
accept the land and establish this post. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs whether he thinks we ought to accept it? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; I do. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is a military post needed there? 

Mr. HULL. If the bill comes before the House, I will give the 
reasons for it, if necessary. In my judgment, a post should be 
established there. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is the very first question that the House 
should inquire into. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair remarked, this is a very doubt- 
ful question and one that embarrasses the Chair not a little. All 
will understand that it is the more embarrassing as it relates to 
the State in which the Speaker lives; but that particular the Chair 
must eliminate from the consideration of the question. 

Mr. HULL. Will the Chair permit me an interruption? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will hear the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Will the Chair permit me now to ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to have unanimous 
consent asked, 

Mr.McRAE, Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will make that 
request, and with it concede that it has been improperly put on 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not think I ought to concede that, because, 
as the Chair says, it is a doubtful question, and one I am not 
charged with determining. I would not consent to assume that 
it is improperly on the House Calendar, but I will make a request 
for unanimous consent, and it can be further investigated if it 
ever comes up again, leaving the question of reference to be deter- 
mined when necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide it, but will be 
glad to submit the request of the ee from Iowa, who asks 
unanimous consent that House bill 99 be considered in the House 
under its present form as in Committee of the Whole. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, 1 am not going to object, but I desire 
to call the attention of the Chair to two things in connection with 
the situation. First, there is a point of order pending now against 
the bill being considered. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent would be a withdrawal 
of the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to go one step further. Ever since this 
rule has been in force in this House the occupant of the chair has 
steadily maintained that business of this character could not come 
up in this hour; that is, he has held that this hour was devoted 
to a particular character of business. While the point of order 
may never have been raised on that, while it may not be quoted 
in the decisions, I think it is within the memory of every member 
of this House that the Speaker of the last Congress, and ever since 
these rules have been in force Speakers have steadily maintained 
that business of that character should not come before the House 
under any form. I only desire to offer that suggestion to the 
Chair because that has been the practice, Mr. S er, and I think 
that it will open an avenue that will ultimately trouble the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say in reply to the gentleman 
from California that unanimous consent, of course, cuts the Gor- 
dian knot in all these matters, and that the very rule under which 
we are now proceeding does provide a manner in which, after an 
hour's discussion, any bill in Committee of the Whole on the 
Union Calendar can be reached, as was done on yesterday. The 
Chair therefore submits the question again. Is there objection to 
th uest of the gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be rea, 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. HULL), as follows: _ 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred th» ) — 
99) to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, Iowa, havi; R 
same under consideration, report said bill back to the House wit}, +)..." 
mendation that it do pass. 4 recom. 
The committee adopt the report made to the House by the Com ));:; 

Military Affairs in the Fifty-fifth Congress. mnittee on 


{House Report No. 287, Fifty-fifth Congress, second sessio., 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the HR 
5988) to establish a military post at Des Moines, Iowa, report the sar. ).... 
with recommendation that said bill do —. ne back 
The committee adopt the report made to the House by the Com); 

Military Affairs in the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, and a). 
the recommendations of the War Department, submitted on the 2) 


th of Jan 


— 
submit 
uary, 1898 


{House Report No. 655, Fifty-fourth Congress, first sessioy, 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the \\\) [1 p 
1703) entitled “A billto establish a military post at or near Des Moines. Joy, 
beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said },,))_ 

The policy of the Government is to abandon the smaller posts on w)}; 
been known as the frontier and concentrate troops near large centers, 


at} 
it has 
if 


ulation and railroad centers. This policy will be continued as the [):)... 
are grou on reservations and the necessity for small detachments of troops 
to protect settlers disappears. Des Moines is the capital of lowa. a cit, ” 


t railroad centers of the West 
railroads, which, with their branches, reach every part of the Stato ay, 
could be used to transport troops to any point on either the Mis. issippi o 
Missouri River to protect the great brid, across those streains. 

Des Moines is situated in the heart of the richest agricultural region jn tho 
United States, and troupe can be tained there at a minimum of ens: 
The climate is most healthful, and troops can be maintained at hichest ox}: 
ciency. 

From Des Moines troops could be thrown into any of the great ci 
middle West in a few hours and at small expense. 

The land given is of ous value. The building up of great central posts 
requires time, and long before the completion of barracks at Des Moines many 
other posts now used will be abandoned, and your committee recommen 
aa of the donation of landand commencement of the work at Doy 

oines. 


60.400 people, and one of the 


i 





r 


es of the 


War DEPARTMENT 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 2, 1898 

Srr: I have the honor to return herewith House bill 5988, Fifty-fifth Con. 

ess, second session, entitled “‘A bill to establish a military post at or near 

3 Moines, lowa,’’ which was ref: by your committee, under date of 
January 15 instant, to this Department for information and remark 

It has been the policy of the Department for some years, as ¢! 
have ceased to be a disturbing element in the settlement of the 7) 
and thus permitted the abandonment of the many small posts that unt 
cently were scattered along the frontier, to concentrate the tri 
released near the large centers of —. where many railway lines con 
verge and allow of their being rapidly transported to points of threatened 
disturbance. The modern posts of Fort Sheridan, near Chicago: Fort 
Thomas, opposite Cincinnati; Fort Logan, near Denver, and Fort Crook, uear 
Omaha, are examples of this pee. 

Des Moines, the capital of Lowa, a city of some 70,000 people, is situated in 
the heart of a rich agricultural on; ten railroads, three of them trunk 
lines, reaching to ever Ft of Iowa and its adjoining States; is about mid- 
way between St. Paul, Minneapolis, and St. Louis, and but ten hou 
Chicago. The region is pea and affords abundant food supplies such as 
are necessary to maintain a military post. The bill before me proposes that 
the citizens of Des Moines shall donate the land requisite for the purpose. and 
the queStion of the capacity and character of the post is left to the determina 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

{Some considerable time would sogumpeny 

conveying the land, in preparing it for buildi 

t, and in the mean 
available. 

In this view of the prbtect, ane in harmony with its policy above outlined, 
the Department would view with favor the passage of the bill. 











, and in construction of the 
the troops requisite for its garrison would likely 


ery respectfully, 
5 7 G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Acting Secretary of War 
Hon. J. A. T. HULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of tatives. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. ' 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote where)y 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXPERIMENTAL AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk's desk the Dill 
H. R. 1092, with the report thereon. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. ; 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay], who made the report on the bill, that 
it is desirable to change it in some respects, and I ask permission 
of the House to withdraw it. 7 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Iowa asks permission to 
withdraw the bill H. R. 1092. Is there objection? {After 4 
pause.} The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


AMENDING SECTION 4843, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. 8 er, [ send to the Clerk’s desk the bill 
(H. R. 5491) to amend section 4848 of the Revised Statutes, with 


the accom i = 
The SPEAKER. he chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs calls up the bill H. R. 5491, which thé Clerk will rea. 


ee 
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pt 
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1900. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


+» it enacted, etc., That section 4843 of the Revised Statutes be amended 

~ verti the word “Pay” in line 8, after the word “Qartermaster’s;” so 
by ing Se aeagraph will read: “Second. Civilians employed in the Quarter- 
that oe e pay aud Subsistence Departments of the Army who may be, or 
massnereafter become, insane while in such employment.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. 8 aker, I could not hear the bill 
read. Will the gentleman from Iowa state the substance of it? 

Mr. HULL. When this section referred to in the statute be- 
came a law there were no civilians employed in the Pay <n he 
ment of the Army. Persons belonging in the Army or the Navy 
or the Marine Corps could, if they became insane, be sent to the 
Government hospital at Anacostia, but if civilian ome, be- 
come insane they can not be treated at the Government lospital 
unless authorized by law. One inthe Pay Corps isalready insane, 
who has worked a great many years for the Government, and they 
are anxious to send him to the hospital for treatment, but he can 
not be received under the law as it now stands. In the Quarter- 
master and Commissary corps the law authorized the admission of 
civilian employees. This law simply puts in the word ‘‘ Pay ™ so 
that it puts the three bureaus on an equal footing as to the treat- 
ment of insane persons. 

The bill was then passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INCLINE RAILWAY, WEST MOUNTAIN, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). I call up the bill (H. R. 2956) to extend the time for the 
completion of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs 
Reservation, Ark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of an incline railway 
upon the West Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, as provided by act 
of Congress approved December 21, 1893, is hereby extended for the term of 
five years from and after pe peeege of this act, and that said act is hereby 
continued in full force and effect. 

The amendment reported by the committee to strikeout “ five ” 
and insert ‘‘ three,” so as to read ‘‘ for the term of three years from 
and after the passage of.this act,” was read. 

Mr. LACEY. This grant has heretofore been made, but there 
has been delayin building the railway. This bill proposes only to 
grant three years’ additional time to complete the road. It is 
simply an easement in the reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CORLISS (when the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress was called). I 
ask — consent that this committee may be passed without 
prejudice. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the request of the 
gentleman will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The call of committees was resumed and concluded, no further 
reports being called up. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 12 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
tp were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
‘rom the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the inner harbor of San Pedro, Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers relating to the purchase of dredges—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
aa letter from the president of the Capital Traction Company, 
Transmitting a statement of the receipts and disbursements of the 
company, with a listof the stockholders—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

e a from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 

7 ; hief of Engineers submitting papers relating to the project 

tee  Michigan-Lake Superior Power Company—to the Commit- 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchitoches Rail 
way and Construction Company to build and maintain a railway 
and traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish 
of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 153); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee cf the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1763) to pension 
Ella F. Sydnor, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 144); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2681) granting a pension 
to Calista F. Hall, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 145); which said bill and report were re- 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2865) to grant increase of pension to Louis H. Gein, Company F, 
Fifty-fifth New York Volunteers, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 146); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6703) for the relief of 
Corinne Strickland, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 147); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3799) for the relief of Stan- 
ley Snodgrass, of Jefferson County, Miss., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 148); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 827) for the re- 
lief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, 
Yell County, Ark., reported the same without amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 150); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2827) for the relief of 
the Atlantic Works, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 151); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 445) for the relief of Clare M. 
Ashby, widow of W. W. Ashby, late United States consul at Co- 
lon, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 152); which said bill and report were referred to th 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3376) for the re- 
lief of Franklin Lee and Charles F. Dunbar, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 154); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BRENNER, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, to which was referred the billof the House 
(H. R. 2368) for the relief of George P. Wood, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 149); which said bill and 
report were ordered to lie on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension to Henry Dority—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7378) for the relief of George Rea, deceased, late 
of Copiah County, Miss.—Committee on War Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee o° Claims. 



































































































































































































































































































a i 


da wl AA pilin Re OP» ie file th tt Se 





1322 CONGRESSIONAL 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) for the relief of Capt. Andrew 
Miller’scompanv of Ste. Genevieve, Mo.—Committee on Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 











PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7659) torepeal the national-bank 
act and to substitute legal-tender Treasury notes for the national- 
bank notes outstanding—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional 
right of way to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company Gosoee 
the arsenal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7661) to allow commutation of ra- 
tion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7662) to carry into effect the 
stipulations of Article VII of the treaty between the United States 
and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 1898—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of 
charities for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7664) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Caiais, Me,—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7665) to test the McAllister ar- 
mor plate—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7666) for the increase of salaries 
of the justices of the courts of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7667) to prevent a false 
branding or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or 
Territory in which they are made or produced—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7668) to transfer 
certain old records of the city of Washington from the custody of 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, to that of the sur- 
veyor of the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7669) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to move the life-saving 
station at Sabine Pass, Tex., from its present location—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7671) to increase the salary of the 
United States marshal and chief office deputy for the eastern 
district of Missouri—to the Committee on the Joliclery. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7672) to amend the internal-revenue laws in 
relation to distilled = the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 145) authorizing 

the Secretary of War to pay certain employees—clerks, copyists, 
stenographers and typowsieers, laborers, workmen, workwomen, 
and mechanics—in th 
United States Government depots of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, for additional work ormed in excess of their customary 
and regular hours per day under the rules and regulations there- 
of—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
_ By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 146) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates fora chan- 
ne! from Fire Island Inlet, in Great South Bay, to Patchogue River, 
all in the county of Suffolk and State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 147) directing the Secretary 
of War to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of the 
inlet to Three-Mile Harbor, in town of East Hampton, Suffolk 
County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. DRIGGS (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
= relating to military badges—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MOON: A resolution of the legislature of Tennessee, 
relating to the election of United States Senators by direct vote of 
the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills, and resolutions of 
ihe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7670) to increase the 
pension of Texana C. Burrus, a widow of soldier of the Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7673) to correct the mili- 





tary record of J. K. P. McNabb—to the Committee on Mj) 
Affairs. 


e Quartermaster-General’s Office and at | 1 





RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 30, 





itary 
Also, a bill (H, R. 7674) for the relief of Robert M. Fox—to +}, 
Committee on ig ag! Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7675) for the relief of William Vance—t, +) 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Henry Spurgeon 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7677) for the relief of William F. Riley 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) for the relief of John Wells—to ¢),, 
Committee on Military Affairs. . ’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7679) for the relief of the legal represeyt,. 
tives of George J. Kinzel, deceased, Morristown, Tenn.—to {}, 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) for the relief of Madison T. Tren: 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) for the relief of Richard Crawfor, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) to pension David A. Patton—to the ()). 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7683) for the relief of Jo. 
seph D, Broussard, Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee oy 

ar Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of the estate of Prosper p, 
Olivier, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La,—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of the estate of Francois 
Herpin, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit. 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) for the relief of William Rose, of Iberia 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7687) for the relief of the Win. 
a and Potomac Railroad Company—to the Committce on 

aims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Katy 
Kurth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 7689) for the relief of Cruger 
& Pace, Albany, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7690) for the relief of George McDonald, ai- 
ministrator of the estate of E. McDonald—to the Committeo on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 7691) for the relief of Henry P. 
Montgomery, surviving executor of Granville Garnett, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7692) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7693) for the relief of Robert 
Proctor and L. D. Cain, owners of Superior Bath House, Hot 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by pepeene: A bill (H. R. 7694) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Talbot Belt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7695) to grant an increase of 
pension to James B. Hackett, of Lancaster, Mo.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7696) to grant an honorable discharge to Wil- 
iam B. Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 7697) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth M. Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7698) to increase the pension 
of Gertrude E. Denens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 7699) for the relief of Benjamin 
F, Burch—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. ; 

By Mr. MUDD (by uest): A bill (H. R. 7700) for the relief 
of the estate of Matilda Shields, deceased, late of Alexandria, \:. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H, R. 7701) for the relief of John M. 
Vandiver, of Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads, aoe 

ay ee McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7702) for the relief of !ar 
le merty—to the Committee on War Claims, f 

y Mr. KISON: A bill (H. R. 7703) granting a pension to 
Lee Kuney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a (H. R. 7704) nting a pension to Maggio M. 

Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
y Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7705) for relief of Langhorne D. 
Lewis—to the Commitee on Claims. é 

By Mr. POLK: A bill MG R. 7706) for the relief of John F. 
Campbell, of Shamokin, to the Committee on Invalid len- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7707) to remove the charges from the mili- 
Sey access of William lan—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7708) to restore the pension of 
Francis H, Staples—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RO TS: A bill (H. R. 7709) for the relief of Jacob H. 
Eaton—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Pe 30, a bill os R. 7710) granting an increase of pension to 


ve W, Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ae a bill (H. R. 7711) granting an increase of pension to 
rus Conduit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

pe a Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to 
saree Graf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bgt a bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to John 8. Boerum— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

\Jso, a bill (H. R, 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie— 
to the Committee on Pensions. oe y : 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 7715) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Penn, widow of Lewis B. Penn, late private, Fourth 
Independent Company Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. t es : 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R, 7716) for relief of 
F. K. Beaven, of Marion County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
er a bill (H, R. 7717) for the relief of P. H. McDonough, of 
Nelson County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) for relief of Stephen Camplin, of Hardin 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H, R, 7719) for the relief of Charles Lee, of Bullitt 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7720) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 
Cook, of Marion County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7721) for relief of Abner Goodman, of Breck- 
inridge County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7722) to increase the pension of 
William Mullevy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7723) to remove disability of James B. 
Vaughan on account of Confederate service—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) to reimburse John D. Thorne for 55 
bales cotton seized by Union forces, 1863—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Papers to accompany House bill 
No, 7664, for the erection of a public building at Calais, Me.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the Brown Manufacturing 
Company, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and 
cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Peter Downey and other railway 
mail clerks of Rhode Island, favoring a bill providing for the re- 
classification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of clerks in the post-office at Providence, R. I., 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification 
of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Home Market Club, of Boston, Mass., 
against the reduction of duties proposed by the treaty with 
France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Jewelry Tariff Committee of Attleboro, 
Mass., and Providence, R. I., against proposed reduction of duty 
on jewelry in the treaty with France—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON; Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for 
the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Christian Union of Cnm- 
berland Hill, R. I, to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, protest of the Chicago Federation of Labor, against the 
ceding of — lands toStates and Territories—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Jewelry Tariff Committee of Attleboro, 
fass., and Providence, R. I., er proposed reduction of duty 
= oe in the treaty with France—to the Committee on For- 
Affairs, 
bs Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of post-office clerks of Mar- 
sha. , T ex., in favor of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
uy, Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of Shipmasters’ Association of 
: Uwaukee, Wis., in favor of the p eof House bill No. 3988, 
= reorganize the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agricul- 


Pe petition of the letter carriers of Neenah, Wis., favoring 
corn of House bill No. 4911, to increase the pay of letter 
5 i: fe the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. _ 
“ + DOLLIVER: Petition of G. H. Onstad and other citi- 
of Winnebago County, Iowa, favoring the passage of a bill 
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extending the time before mining claims in Alaska are declared 
forfeited for nonuse or abandonment—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of post-office clerks at Erie, Pa., fa 
voring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of 
post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennasylvania: Petition of the Board of Trade 
of the city of Reading, Pa., in favor of the laying of competing 
cable lines to Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. — 

Also, petition of post-office clerks at Allentown, Pa., asking for 
the passage of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. GRIGGS: Resolutions of the Cotton States Association 
of the Commissioners of Agriculture, in relation to extending the 
franking privilege of the Post-Office Department to all official 
publications issued from the department of agriculture of all the 
States and Territories—to the Commrittee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Thomasville, Ga., in- 
dorsing the work of C. P. Goodyear on the outer bar of Bruns 
wick, Ga., and urging such legislation as will enable him to con- 
tinue the work-—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of Ira Roberts and other citizens of 
Schuyler County, Mo., asking that pensions be granted to the 
Missouri militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of J, E. Higgins and 13 other post- 
office clerks at Wichita, Kans., in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Gertrude E, Devens, of Chicago, I1l.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of druggists of Findlay, Ohio, for 
the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the railway mail clerks of the 
Eighth Congressional district of Massachusetts, favoring the bill 
for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2155, for the relief of 
pleoonien Sutherland—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolution of the Minneapolis (Minn.) 
Board of Trade, favoring the improvement of the South Pass of 
the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Improv: 
ments of the Mississippi River, 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Paper to accompany House bill No, 3862, 
in behalf of the claim of Thomas J. Shappard—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the levee board of Desha 
County, Ark., favoring such legislation as will place the Govern- 
ment in full control of the improvements of the Mississippi River 
and to continue the levee system adopted by the Mississippi River 
Commission—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7665, to 
test the McAllister armor plate—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5439, 
for the relief of Thoms B. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of V. H. Laederick, of Omaha, 
Nebr., asking for a change in the present revenue law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of the board of aldermen 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for the establishment of a Federal court in Buf 
falo—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the board of aldermen of Buffalo, N. Y., to 
widen and deepen the entrance of the Buffalo River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Protest of Carpenters’ District Council of 
Hamilton County and vicinity, Cincinnati, Ohio, against the ced 
ing of any more public lands to States or Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6737, to remove the 
charge of desertion against the military record of Frank Wempe 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
relating to the claim of F. K. Beayen—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of the estate 
of Levi Fields—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Abner 
Goodman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
Charles Lee, sr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of the estate 
of P. H. McDonough—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Stephen Camp- 
lin—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of W. T. and 
©. W. Cook—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Hon. O. Vincent Coffin and other 
citizens of Middletown, Conn., in favor of House bill No. 5499, to 
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, to promote the 
export trade of the U nited States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring reciprocity with Canada—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

te resolution of the Fire Underwriters’ Association of New 
Haven, Conn., favoring the amendment to the war-revenue act 
relating to insurance companies—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted at the annual meeting of the secretaries 
and officers from each regimental battery and naval association 
of the civil-war veterans of Connecticut, favoring a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Paper to accompany House bill No, 3962, for 
the relief of Alanson C. Eberhart, of York, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 3966, for the relief of 
David Talmon, of Wymore, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3960, granting a pension 
to John Fisher, of Wilber, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, paper to sage House bill No. 3965, for the relief of 
George C. Maxfield, of Fairmont, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2380, for the relief of 
Alonzo Lewis, of Aurora, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3956, to increase the 
pension of George W. Plants, of Geneva, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3958, for the relief of 
Rolin Tyler, of Odell, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s810ns, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3967, to increase the 
pension of Griffith Evans, of Beatrice, Nebr.—to tae Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of William Mullevy to accompany 
House bill for an increase of his pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of John D, 
Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 31, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of a pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair Jays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, stat- 
ing that on February 23, 1899, there was transmitted from the 
Interior Department a copy of the ment between the United 
States commissioners to negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the commissioners on the part of the Creek (or Muscogee) 
Nation, concluded at Muscogee, Ind. T., February 1, 1899, for 
such action as Congress might deem proper in the premises, and 
requesting that, in accordance with the desire of the chairman of 
the commission and the principal chief of the Creek Nation, the 
agreement be returned to the Department for further considera- 
tion and such modification as may be deemed necessary and bs sol 
The communication was sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
— — request that it be returned should go to the same com- 
mittee. 

Mr.HALE. Returned by whom? 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. It is now in the possession of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and it is the uest of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that it be returned in order that some amend- 
ments may be made to it. 

Mr. HALE. Why not refer it to the same committee and then 
let them report as to returning it? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is proposed as the proper 
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course. The communication will be referred to the Commi; 


Indian Affairs. — 
EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION COMPANY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 4), ual 


report of the East Washington Heights Traction Railro. 
pany for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1899; whic 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to be printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Geegresing votes of the tw 
on the gmendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6237) making ayy),.,, - 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fis...) \ wa 
erding June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes, hayj,.., 
after full and free conference have recommend and do recommen] 
to their respective Houses as follows: ene 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 23, 24,25.) ana or 
That the House recede from its d ment to the amendments o» +). 
Senate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, 20,21, 2 ey os » 
32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, and 49, and agree to the «..,. 
That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendment. | th 


ad Com. 
Q Was re. 


and ordered 


Houses 





ate numbered 6, and to the same with an amendment as {,)|! a i 
lieu of the matter inserted by said Senate amendment insert the f0\|,win,. 
“ Public building at Helena, Mont.: The limit of cost of site for public lyin 


ing at Helena, Mont., is hereby fixed at $33,502.35, in lieu of the sum an “ a. 
the sundry civil ogyropeetion act agueene’ June 4, 1897, but the aggregata 
cost of the site and building shall not be increased.” ee 
the Senate agree to the same. 
On amendments numbered 5and 26 the committee of conference haye heen 

unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. M. TELLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senat . 


J.G. CANNON, 

8.8. BARNEY. 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the report. : 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. There are two items left open, not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that it 
shall go back into conference? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments still in disagreement and ask for a further conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference; and Mr. Hag, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. TrLier 
were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
_ ee bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
weenate: 

A bill (H. R. 99) to establish a military post at or near Des Moines, 


lowa; 

A bill (H. R, 2956) to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; and 
_ A bill (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 3) granting permission’ 
for the erection of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the orna 
mentation of the national capital and in honor of Samue! !{ahne- 
mann; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to present a peti- 
tion of the Farmers’ National Co , in the form of a resolu- 
tion that was ado at the nineteenth annual session of that 


Congress, held at Boston October 3 to 10, 1899. The resolution is 
as follows: 

Whereas the interests of the whole country, the reertorcement of our 
Navy, the enlargement of fore markets for our lus products, the in- 


creased employment of our wor en in the mine, foundry, factory, and 
are’, and the training of able seamen would all be promoted by the 
res tion of our merchant marine to its former position on the seas of the 
wes: Theref 


esolved, That in our opinion it is the duty of Congress, at the carliest 

day possible, to enact legislation to secure such restoration by the oxtension 
of such aid to American-built mail carriers and freighters as will enable 
them to successfully compete with the subsidized bountied merchant 
ships of foreign countries in the carrying of our imports and exports. 

I move that this petition in the form of a resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was to. wa 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Board of Trae 
of New Hampshire, praying that an appropriation be mile '0t 
the establishment of a permanent exposition of American pr! 
at Shanghai, China; which was referred to the Committee 02 
Commerce. . 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Abbey 
Effervescent Salt Company, of New York, praying for the peal 
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the g on proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- 
teat ae suterred to the Committee on Finance. 
vie also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
W +ertown, N. ¥., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
‘ne for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
veces: Which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
ost of ds. 7 - “3 
' fl 7 ~ presented a petition of sundry citizens of Danville, N. Y., 
raying that an a propriation be made for the extension of the 
aad rural mail delivery system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. pea 
“He also presented a petition of Bronx Borough District Council, 
United Brotherhood o: Carpenters and Joiners of America, of New 


ol 


York City, praying that all the remaining public lands of the | 
United States be held for the benefit of the whole people, and that | 


no grant of title be made to any but actual settlers and home 
builders; Which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
” Mr. DEBOE presented a petition of sundry brewers of Louisville, 
Ky.. praying for the adoption of an amendment to the internal- 
revenue law discontinuing the issuance of revenue stampsof lower 
denominations than those used for quarter barrels; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also presented the petition of Laura Clay, president, and 
Mary C. Roark, secretary, on behalf of the Equal Rights’ Associa- 
tion of Kentucky, praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfranchisement of citi- 
vens of the United States on account of sex; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of the Robinson-Pettet Company, 
of Louisville, Ky., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary cnedichnes, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURLEY presented the petition of A. T. Goodloe and 34 
other citizens of Robertson County, Tenn., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Butler Boyd and 5 other citi- 
zens of Clarksville, Tenn., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax 
upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Cot- 
ton Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the passage of a 
river and harbor appropriation bill at the present session of Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RAWLINS presented a memorial of the members of the bar 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, remonstrating against the creation of an 
additional circuit court of appeals; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented the petition of C. F. Robinson & 
Son and sundry other druggists of Attica, Ind., praying for the 
repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, 
and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of the Merchants’ Exchange, 
the Chamber of Commerce, and the Young Men’s Business League, 
all of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law 
to enlarge the powers of the Insterstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE = a petition of sundry citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the repeal of the 15 per cent duty on hides; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of a divorce law for the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sabbath law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Smethport, Pa., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
Tadley which were referred to the Committee on the 
— also presented the petition of J. D. Berg and sundry other 
Cruggists of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp 
tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; 
= was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Vor also presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks of 
ork, Erie, Pittsburg, and iectheny, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
cena praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which 
“= referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
of fies LODGE ted a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
ss pringfield, ; ying for the enactment of legislation to 
Provide for the classiha on of clerks in first and second class 
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post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


| and Post-Roads. 





Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of J, W. Fuller and sun- 
dry other railway mail clerks of San Antonio, Tex., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to provide fer the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Isabella Beecher 
Hooker, president, and Frances Ellen Burr, secretary. on behalf 
of the Woman Suffrage Association of Connecticut, praying for 
the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, pro- 
hibiting the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account 
of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 100, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, pray- 
ing that all the remaining public lands of the United States be 
held for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of 
title to any of these lands should ever hereafter be made to any 
but actual settlers and home builders on the lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of ra- 
tion to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty 
between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899: and 

A bill (S. 2035) providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 1021) authorizing the President of the United States 
to — a commission to investigate the commercial and indus- 
trial condition of the Empire of China, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S, 1022) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint a commission to investigate the commercial and indus- 
trial condition of the Empire of Japan, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1948) authorizing the appointment by the President 
of the United States of a commission of not less than five mem- 
bers to investigate the question of trade relations of the United 
States in the Orient, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2004) authorizing an investigation into the economic 
resources and other cognate questions in the Chinese Empire and 
adjacent countries of eastern Asia, with special reference to the 
trade of the United States in such parts of the world and the pos- 
sibility of its enlargement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2354) authorizing railroad 
lines in Indian Territory to lease or consolidate continuous lines 
under certain circumstances, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2311) for the relief of Mrs. Ella M. Shell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 227) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insur« 
ance Company and others, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1309) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Piel; and 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Capt. Oscar Taylor. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (5. 2799) to carry into 
effect the stipulations of Article VIL of the treaty between the 
United States and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 
1898; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 944) to carry into effect the stipulations of Article VII of 
the treaty between the United States and Spain concluded on the 
10th day of December, 1898, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of Avery D, Babcock and wife, of 
Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2384) to reimburse certain persons who expended 
moneys and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions 
and suppressing Indian hostilities within the Territorial limits of 
the present State of Nevada; and 
















— 


A bill (S, 1281) for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapo- 
lis, Md. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1759) for the relief of William A. Richards, 
late surveyor-general of Wyoming, reported it without amend- 

ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. Yee from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
‘ referred the bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to 
i Frederick Higgins, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 994) granting an increase of pension to Casper 
eon jr., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

EULOGIES ON GARRET A. HOBART. 


Hees Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.75) to 

yrint 31,000 copies of the eulogies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice- 
President of the United States, to report it without amendment, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that there shall be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United States, 
81,000 copies, of which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, § 20,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 500 
copies for the use of the Department of State, and 500 copies for 
the use of the family of the late Vice-President, and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to have printed a portrait of Garret A. 
Hobart, to accompany the eulogies; and for the purpose of en- 
graving and printing the portrait $500 is appropriated. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL DEWEY’S REPORT. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW on the 15th instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of 
Rear-Admiral Dewey’s report of the naval operations on the Asiatic station, 
: ae = o naval battle of Manila Bay, May 1, 1898, and the investment and 

all o ania. 


REPORTS OF SECRETARIES OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following order; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and to: 


Ordered, That there be printed the usual number of the index to all the re- 
— of the Secretaries of the Senate, —_ n pursuance of Senate reso- 
ution No. 547, Fifty-fifth Congress, third seasi ion. 


INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF NAVIGATION. 
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whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM on 
the 15th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 





Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed 1,000 additional copies of the 
report of Mr. Elmer L. Corthell, United tes delegate to the Seventh Inter- 
national Con; of Navigation, Brussels, Belgium, July 28, 1898, to be bound 


in cloth, for 
STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


istribution = the Department of State. 


Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


a read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill (S. 2800) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Beddow; 
A bill (8S. 2801) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Carnahan; 
on (S. 2802) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
arte; 


Clay; 


bill (S. 2803) granting an increase of pension to Hi 
bill ( id 


S. 2804) granting an increase of pension to C, 

S. 2805) granting an increase of pension to William : 
S. 2806) granting an increase of pension to William G, 
with an accompanying paper); and 


A 
A 
aes 
A bill ( 
Stout 


il 
t (wi 





Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to | 
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| pension to Henry Van Gelder; which was read twice by its title, 





| a 
: | A bill (Si, 2696) for the relief of the estate of Blizabe: Toot, 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control | deceased. 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred | Mr. SHOUP on. SS 2827) granting an increase of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Davis on the 29th instant, re- | pension to Cornelius Shroder; ae read twice by its title, 
ported it without amendment; and it wasconsidered by unanimous | and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: He also introduced a bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pen- 
Resolved, That the steno; qe “felatton to report the statements pate sion to Hippolyte Perraul > was read twice by its title, and 
betpee Soe outenee 2A Foreign he United States and tho several foreign repens Se eens a eeene 
reciproc ten Be ad r. DEBO. troduced “the following bills; which were sev- 
Custom: revenue ad industries of a the pe erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
aa meny be Roseeniy, 0 sapere onc peaanage or een a ete te wore 
ae may bill ¢ ) granting a pension to John C. Wilson; 
bef: id i ha 
mittee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the | A Bill (S. 2630) granting ® pension to Asisie Bennett (with am 
nate. paper 
BILLS INTRODUCED. A oomuh a ae 2831) granting an increase of pension to Adolph ( vab- 
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A bill (S. 2807) granting an increase of pension to Hugh F. 


(a pers). 
T, ELKINS qatrodused | ced a bill (S. 2808) for the increas 


nslarics of the justices of the courts of the District of Co) n., hia 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co, = 
on the J a. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2809) authorizing the sale of ; ay 
of the Potomac Park; which was read twice by its title, a) dr 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2810) ting @ pension to Est}; . 
Dyer Hammond; which was read twice by its title, and recy, rred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2811) granting an increas: of , pen 
sion to Wesley C. Pryor; which was read twice by its title. ‘and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2812) toamend an act entit}og 
‘An act for the relief of telegraph operators who serve jn tho 
war of the rebellion,” approved January 26, 1897, and for other 
purposes; which was r twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2813) for the relief of Art)y, 
R. Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred +, 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2814) to increase the pay of letter 
carriers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2815) for the relief of tho heirs of 
Louisa E. McLean; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2816) for the relief of tho 
estate of R. E. Bonds, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 2817) granting to tl . Uni- 
versity of Utah additional lands adjacent to its site; which was 
a twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2818) granting to Manti City, in 
the State of Utah, certain lands to enable it to control the water- 
shed which affords to said city its water Supply, , to prevent its 
denudation and resulting disastrous floods; which was re ad twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S, 2819) granting an increase of 
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and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. TURLEY introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
aims: 
A bill (S. 2820) for the relief of Thomas B. Smith, administrator 


of Thomas 8. way 
for the relief of the estate of Josepl Alstott, 


A bill oe Se . 
eceased ( papers 
A bill (S. 2822) for D for the lier M. Fitzgerald, administrator 
of the estate of John Chandler, deceased (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill Soe 2823) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. Hays, 


a “ball un 2824) for the relief of the board of trustees of tho 
nference Female Institute, of Jackson, Tenn.:; 
ant at re for the relief of H. S. Simmons’s estate: 


and 


| bell (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2832) oss pension to Ferdinand Petsch (with 


‘4 bill nie ya an neeelie ne neta Morris; 
‘ bill . 2834) = ing - Anne M. Cluke; and 


in H. Simpson. 


; which were sever- 
read ee ‘ewice by their titles — referred to the Committee on 


(S. 2608) for’ the relief of 
3 bill ae ap een ae 
‘A bill (S. forthe rlit of D. 3 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced : Dill (S. 2839) for the 


Bradshaw; 
Satterfield (with an ac- 
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C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. 
relict of Eee wes read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. : ‘ i blic 

Mr. SLMON introduced a bill (5. 2840) for enlarging the public 
puilding at Portland, Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, 
rifth, and Sixth streets, in said city; which was read twice by its 
title ‘and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : , - : 

YEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2841) for the relief of the | 
ot ema of John Roach, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2842) correcting the 
military record of James A. Scull; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. : , : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2843) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

Jensions. 

; He also introduced a bill (S. 2844) granting a pension toSamantha 
M. Hallowell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2845) for the relief of P. F. 
Eagan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. : : 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2846) for the relief of George 
W. Craig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, : ' , 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2847) granting a pension 
to Emanuel F. Ditzler; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2848) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Tomlinson & Hartupee & Co.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2849) for the relief of Annie White; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2850) to correct the military record of Lewis Cam- 
plain (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S, 2851) to correct the military record of James A. Orr 

with accompanying papers) ; 

' A bill on 2852) teemerect the military record of John E. Mc- 
Collough; 

A = (S. 2853) to correct the military record of Henry F. Mil- 
ler; an 

A bill (S, 2854) to restore Edward L. Keyes to the Army, and 
to transfer him to the retired list. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2855) to correct the naval 
record of John Lindsay; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committée on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2856) making the proceedings of | 
the Grand Army of the Republic a part of the public records of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on re, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2857) granting a pension to 
James L. Holden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
aa by him to the bill (8. 222) to provide government for the 
a of Hawaii; which was ordered to lie on the table and 

rin . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted an amendment 
directing the payment of $216,679.48 to the members of the Chick- 
asaw Indian tribes out of money heretofore a and 
belonging to what is known as the “incompetent fund,” intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
Saale to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
_ Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing an appropria- 
pe of $15,000 for paving Fourteenth street to Satecbes avenue, 
= Lydecker avenue to east side of Thirteenth street, intended 
o be proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; which 
ion a to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


RULES ADOPTED BY COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the code of 
ucyudopted by the Committee on Pensions be printed in the 
and will give Sedenmatin brief, they will not occupy much space, 
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shire asks unanimous consent that the code of rules adopted by 
the Committee on Pensions touching pension claims be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The code of rules referred to is as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, UNITED STATES SENATE, 


Rules adopted by the committee December 13, 1898. Revis 
uary /, 1900, 

1. No bill will be considered by this committee unless applica- 
tion for pension or increase of pension has first been made to the 
Bureau of Pensions, nor while the claim is pending in the Bureau, 
except in cases where conclusive proof is presented that the claim- 
ant has no pensionable status under existing laws. Claims passed 
upon by the Bureau, whether allowed or rejected, will not be 
given consideration until a period of at least one year has elapsed: 
Provided, however, That in case of persons over 70 years of age, or 
claims which have been rejected because they do not technically 
come within the provisions of existing law, the requirement as 
to time may be waived. 

2. Where original pension or increase of pension has been al 
lowed by special act, no proposition for additional pension will be 
entertained. 

3. In no case will the allowance of arrears be recommended in 
a special pension bill. 

4. Bills proposing to pension sons or daughters of soldiers will 
not be entertained except in cases where the beneficiary has been 
idiotic, deformed, or otherwise mentally or physically incapaci- 
tated from birth or early childhood, and then only in cases of des- 
titution. In such cases the rate allowed shall not exceed $12 per 
month. 

5. Bills for increasing pensions which have been granted by the 
Bureau at the maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890, will 
not be given consideration except in cases of actual destitution or 
extreme physical disability: Provided, however, That where pen- 
sion has been allowed under the act of June 27, 1890, and a re- 
jected claim exists under the general law, the equities in the 
latter claim may be considered in connection with the bill. 

6. Where pension has been allowed at the rate of $8 per month 
under the law of 1887, granting service pensions to soldiers and 
widows of soldiers of the Mexican war, no proposition for increase 
will be entertained until after application has been made to the 
Pension Bureau and action taken thereon under the amended 
Mexican pension law granting $12 per month tosuch as are wholly 
disabled for manual labor and in destitute circumstances: Pv 
vided, however, That if application for increase has been pending 
in the Bureau for the period of one year the provisions of this 
rule may be waived. 

7. Bills proposing to pension men who were not mustered into 
the military service, except in cases where in emergencies they 
performed military duty and were wounded, or unless some spe- 
cial or extraordinary service was rendered in connection with the 
Army, are not admissible. 

8. No widow’s pension will be recommended in excess of the 
maximum rate allowed by law except in cases of destitution or 
extreme physical disability, to be substantiated by sworn testi- 
mony, including the claimant's affidavit; and in no case will pen- 
sion be recommended for a widow at a higher rate than $50 per 
month. 

9. Consideration will not be given to any bill which proposes ta 
restore to the roll the name of a widow whose pension was for- 
feited by remarriage unless she was the wife of the soldier during 
the period of his military service, and is now a widow in actual 
need, 

10. Bills proposing to pension brothers or sisters of soldiers are 
not admissible. 

11. Bills for original pension will ordinarily be considered by 
this committee in preference to those for increase. 

12. Upon request of a Senator any bill will be promptly referred 
to a subcommittee, but the bill must be reported back to the full 
committee for consideration and action. 

13. An authorized statément by a member of the committee, or 
by the Senator introducing a bill, as to the circumstances of the 
diiunend, will be required when satisfactory evidence does not 
appear among the papers accompanying the bill. 

JACOB H, GALLINGER, Chairman. 

Joun H. WALKER, Clerk, 


t Jan- 


STENOGRAPHER FOR INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Coatingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings held 
and to be held by the Committee on Interstate Commerce on the bill (S. 1439) 
to amend an act entitled “‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
a — all acts amendatory thereof, be paid from the contingent fund of 

e Senate. 



























NRA sae 


5 AR ERI Sy ee 
ae egal Sel Ct IN TINT NSN RON ON TYP 








we a es oe 
cee TO. + 





































































































































































































1328, 


TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS, 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, dis- 
charged from the further consideration of Senate resolutions of inquiry 
dated January 4 and 23, 1900, concerning certain transactions between the 
Treasury Department of the United States and the National City Bank and 
the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule. 

MARY J. MORROW. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Mary J. Morrow, widow of Christopher C. Morrow, 
deceased, late a clerk in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, a sum 
equal to twelve months’ salary at the rate paid to the said clerk per annum, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allow- 
ances. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 2956) toextend the time for the completion of 
the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (A. R. 99) to establish a military post at or near Des 
Moines, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4848 of the Revised Statutes, 

HISTORY OF FILIPINO REVOLT, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

. sae Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and read as 
ollows: 


Resolved, That the Authentic Review of the Philippine Revolution, which 
is as follows—— 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from South Dakota if that is the article or the pamphlet which he 
asked to have printed yesterday? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose the reading of the resolution 
will develop what the Senator wishes to ascertain. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there is a motion now pending to 
print that article, which I take to be the same, and before it makes 
a part of the Recorp—before it is printed asa public document— 
I wish to enter SS against its being printed as a part of 
the Recorp and becoming a document of the United States in 
any form. 

| have never made any protest against printing that has been 
ordered here, of all sorts of articles and speeches on all kinds of 
subjects, although I think that it is a privilege which is greatly 
abused; but in this case I do desire to enter a protest, and the 
reason why I do so is because, in this publication or pamphlet, a 
number of statements are attributed to Admiral-Dewey which I 
have his authority to say are absolutely false. 

Mr. President, that the Anti-Imperialist League and its one 
newspaper organ should print and circulate anything of any sort 
without — to its character is to be e ted. It is their 
trade, and I have nothing to say against it. They are such care- 
ful guardians of other people’s virtue that they.can do things 
which persons of less virtue than themselves would shrink from 
performing. But Ido think that for the United States to send 
out under its imprint a series of statements attributing remarks 
and conversation to the Admiral of its Navy which he states to be 
absolutely false is something in which the Senate should not 
engage. 

I will read the statement of Admiral Dewey, in a note I received 
from him this morning: , 

DEAR SENATOR LODGE: The stateme 
published in the Springfield ee ee me, Me 
of falechoods. ; . ; ' 

* . 


Sincerely, yours, 
GEORGE DEWEY. 
Now, I do not think that on that statement we ought in any 
way to put a pamphlet containing that tissue of falsehoods into 
the REcorp or print it as a public document. It does not seem 
to me that it is the proper g todo. The document would go 
out and be circulated under a frank, free of cost; no denial could 
go with it of those lies which have been denounced by the Ad- 
miral of the Navy as such, which are attributed directly to him 
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at some place nearer the United States than Luzon or H, meko? 

But be that as it may, all these emphasized statements of...” 
sations which, on their face, were reported eighteen months ,;... 
they were supposed to have taken place, are stigmatize, |," 
Admiral himself as a “tissue of falsehoods.” I do not 11...” 
just to him; I do not think it is proper for the United <;...,...° 
allow such statements as that to go out under its imprin; ,),, ic 
its official record, and that is why I enter my protest at tii..." 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, I raise the question ,; aaa 
upon the consideration of the resolution. It seems to me)... 
put a resolution in this form is a clear and palpable evasion 
the Senate rules. As I understand, the Senator from S511), |), 
kota undertakes by this method to have inserted in the |; nae 
a long paper which he asked the Senate yesterday to hay. ),, inted 
and which he has a resolution before the Senate to have j rinta| 
That resolution, under the rules, must go to the Comm):;,, on 
Printing. The Senator will succeed in this form, if he is »)), aeeh. 
to have this paper printed, which a large proportion of s+),,;, re 
certainly have made strenuous objections to having printe,| ar a 
he will succeed in having it printed in the RecorD by what soos 
to me to be a clear evasion of the rules. ; 

aon PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains tlc I 
of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That it is out of order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That it is out of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this paper is a translation 
from a Spanish pamphlet written by Aguinaldo and trans|ated jy 
Boston. It was furnished to the Springfield Republican, and they 
sent it to their reporter in this city, requesting him to ¢.\| ¢)\ 
attention of Admiral Dewey to the allusions to himself in the doc. 
ument. Thereporter did so, and Admiral Dewey, after examining 
it, replied through his secretary that he would say nothing: that 
he would adhere to his decision and say nothing upon the subject 
until the commission made its report. , 

It now appears that Admiral Dewey has concluded to say some- 
thing upon the subject, and a letter turns up in the hands of the 
Senator from Massachusetts in which he says that the statements 
with regard to himself are a tissue of falsehoods. Now, a state. 
ment of that sort could be made simply if Mr. Dewey and Mr, 
Aguinaldo, in a very immaterial way, almost, misunderstood each 
ot. ame one construction i put upon — language by one, they 
not speaking a common tongue, and another construction by tle 
other upon the lan between them. That there wa a 
recognition of Aguinaldo and his government by us ani by our 
Navy there can be no ible question. Admiral Dewey recog- 
nized the flag of the Philippine republic and the vessels of that 
republic in Manila Bay. 

r. SPOONER. How? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Bysaluting the flag and by convoying one 
of the vessels of the Filipino republic to Subig Bay and receiving 
the surrender of S garrisons, and then turning the prison- 
ers over to A do after their surrender. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator's permission at 
that point—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will not yield. The Senator can speak 
when I am ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I will read the rest of the letter subsequently. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, what is more, Mr. President, after 
Manila surrendered, while we were negotiating a treaty of peace 
with open, Admiral Dewey captured and co ted these ves- 
sels belonging to Aguinaldo’s government and took the flag of 
that republic from off the sea, a direct act of war agains! our 
allies, who to the number of 30,000 were camped around the town 
of Manila, who had helped capture Manila, who entered Manila 
with our forces and took possession of a large portion of the sub- 
urbs of that city, and who retired after entering Manila with our 
forces from the inner city and the larger part of the city, which 
is outside of the old city of Manila. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
If this debate is to be engaged in some of the rest of us wil! want 
a little time, and I think some t ought to be made about 
it. I take it the Senator from South Dakota is proceeding out of 
order in discussing the question that has been ruled upon by the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota is by unanimous consent. 5 

Mr. GALLIN' . Now, Mr. President, I have no objection 
to his g on if it be understood that it is an open debate: ut! 
should be unwilling that the Senator South Dakota, who has 
occupied the attention of the Senate for hours and hours 0 


int 


and which, in ~ pas I saw, were all printed in italics. | defense of this citizen of the Philippines, shou!! be 

The pamphlet I —— to be written by Aguinaldo, and | permitted to make a y speech and then the rest of uss!) juld 

to have been printed, ieve, at Tarlac, in Luzon. shut off from . That is the only point J wish 
It seems to me to bear the marks of publication and preparation | make, 
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tREW. Mr. President, in the face of these facts, 

, =. rs ae evidence in Document No. 62, sent by the Presi- 
a t f the United States, that our generals at Paris told our com- 
den "e ners that we were under great obligations to those people, to 
me inaldo and his army, for the capture of several thousand 
ae ish prisoners, for driving into the city of Manila and surround- 
Sparnem with earthworks what was left of the Spanish forces in 
eat ountry, it seems to me that it is pertinent and proper that 
that vvrement of Aguinaldo with regard to the facts connected 
with this transaction should be laid before the American people. 
if they can not be laid before the American people otherwise, if 
his resolution is not to be adopted, if you will not permit the 
eatemneait to be printed as a document, then we will read it and 
put it in the RECORD. : 4 a 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall object to it as treason and giving aid 
and comfort to the enemies of the United States, which is what 
the Senator has been doing constantly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it is interesting to listen to 
the excitement of these people—— i. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Who are ‘‘ these people? . ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Connecticut is one of 
them—who are afraid to lay before the American people the facts 
with regard to a transaction in_ which this Administration is 
wrong. If telling the truth, if disclosing what has occurred, is 
treason, then you can make the most of it. We will tell the truth. 
We will expose the things which have been done by this Adminis- 
tration, no matter what may be the result. The threat of treason, 
the talk about encouraging the enemy will not deter us from lay- 
ing before the American people these glaring facts. If in strug- 
gling to prevent the destruction of this Republic, if upholding the 
Declaration of Independence, if resisting the treason of the Presi- 
dent in violating the Constitution, which he has sworn to support, 
is treason, I am guilty; try me for treason. 

Why, Mr. President, when this session opened a simple resolu- 
tion asking for information was tabled by the majority in this 
body, and the purpose, evidently planned, was that nothing should 
be laid before the people of the United States. The policy of 
suppression in that way became too irksome, and, finally, the ef- 
fort now is made to refer such resolutions to a committee, and 
thus smother investigation in that way. 

Is this a Republic? Do the ple rule? Are they no longer 
entitled to a knowl of the history which we have made? Mr. 
President, locked up in the secrets of the State Department are 
the reports of our consuls in Cuba previous to the outbreak of the 
Spanish war. They have never been laid before this body; they 
have never been made public to the American people. The same 
course has been a through all this wretched business. It 
accords well with the idea that we shall establish in the place and 
upon the ruins of the Republic an empire, a government ruled 
without the knowledge or consent of the people. 

If protesting against this is treason, if denouncing this thing is 
treason, then t am guilty, let the consequences be what they may. 

Mr. President-—— . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to further debate. 

. Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to discuss the question 
further this morning. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me rather harsh that, 
after the charges which have been made here under unanimous 
consent, those of us who take the opposite view should be sud- 
denly cut off from all reply. There should surely be some fair- 
ness insuch a matter. It has been charged here—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have not objected on this side. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will withdraw his objection. : 

Mr. CHANDLER, I withdraw my objection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lop@s] is ‘ 
Mr. LODGE. . President, my objection to this pamphlet is 


not that it contains the truth, but that it is a mass of falsehoods. 
I want all the truth published, and I for one resent this con- 
tinual heaping of slanders upon the men charged with our De- 

artments an 1 with our executive affairs, that they are holding 
ack information from the American people. Itistheirone desire 
tolay everything before the American people; and when that mass 
of papers we have called for is put upon that desk and printed, the 


persons who will t their appearance are not those who are 
supporting the A tion and its policy, but those who have 
slandered it here and elsewhere 


Mr. President, it has been stated here in so many words this 
morning that Admiral Dewey saluted the Filipino flag, that he 
recognized the independence of the Filipinos. These assertions 
are added to the charges in that lying pamphlet, translated and 
— in Springfield, or the copy I saw purported to come 
ot I wish now and on this account to read the whole 

miral Dewey’s letter. I had no desire to bring Admiral 
‘h i into this any more than was absolutely necessary. I 
ought the few sentences that I had read were enough to show to 
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the Senate, without any distinction of party or of difference of opin- 
ion on this case, that it was neither becoming nor proper to give 
the imprint of the United States to such material as this. Let us 
circulate the truth by all means, but do not let us circulate under 
the imprint of the United States branded slanders, which are at- 
tributed—whether rightly or wrongly I know not—to the author- 
ship of a man who has been fighting the United States, or at least 
employing others to do so. I will read the whole letter: 

The statement of Emilio Aguinaldo recently published in th Springfield 
Republican as far as it relates to me is a tissue of falsehood. I never prom 
ised him, directly or indirectly, independence for the Filipinos, I never 
treated him as an ally, except so far as to make use of him and bis natives to 
assist me in my operations against the Spaniards. He never uttered the 
word “independence” in any conversation with me or my officers. The 
statement that I received him with military honors or saluted the Filipin« 
flag is absolutely false. 

Sincerely, yours, 


lO 


GEORGE DEWEY 

_ Mr. President, we all know that the insurgent troops were used 
in the operations about Manila. This charge about saluting the 
Filipino flag and receiving Aguinaldo with military honors has 
been repeated and reiterated here day after day before the Depart- 
ments have had time to send in the official facts; and now, in the 
presence of that denial from the most distinguished naval officerand 
Admiral of the United States, we are asked to send out, with the 
imprint of the United States, the slanders and the falsehoods con- 
tained in that pamphlet. I do not know what others may think, 
but as for the word of that pamphlet against the word of George 
Dewey, I take the word of George Dewey, as the people of the 
United States will take it, as final; and I do not think that the 
Senate of the United States ought to lend itself to any such busi- 
ness as this. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, no one, I think, in the Senate 
or in the country would countenance any attempt anywhere to 
diminish the exercise of what is precious to all of us—liberty of 
speech; but I believe the people of the United States—and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew] asks whether they 
rule or not—must, in the circumstances of to-day, grow weary 
some time, if they have not already grown weary of the daily 
trial in the Senate Chamber, upon motions of inquiry, of the suit 
of Aguinaldo against the United States. 

There ought to be a line drawn somewhere, Mr. President, in 
this matter. It may not perhaps be drawn in debate, but it may 
be drawn as to the placing upon the permanent records of this 
Senate of such communications as the Senator from South Dakota 
seeks by this rather evasive means to place upon them. 

When before has it ever been proposed—and I do not intend to 
discuss the question as to what we shall do or what we ought to 
do in the Philippines, the question which the Senator from South 
Dakota daily seeks to discuss here—but when before has it been 
proposed in the Senate to place upon the recordsof this body a justi- 
fication, or attempted justification, of his cause by a man in arms 
against the flag and against the Government of the United States? 
It is notsimply a question whether the statements contained in that 
paper are true or false. So far as the American people are con- 
cerned, they will believe the statement of Admiral Dewey; and 
when the Senator from South Dakota asserts as a fact that Ad- 
miral Dewey saluted the flag of the so-called Philippine republic 
and Admiral Dewey says he did not, there will be no longerin the 
public mind, I think, if there ever has been, any question about it. 

But here is a proposition to place upon the REcorD, coupled 
with a proposition yesterday to circulate it asa document printed 
by the Senate, a statement by a man in arms against our flag, 
spending his days and his nights in concerting measures by which 
he can kill the soldiers who rally around that flag—a statement 
intended to show that his cause is a just one and that our cause 
is not a just one. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. In one moment. 

Mr. President, my objection to that is not that it sends the truth 
over the country; 1t is the effect it will have upon Aguinaldo and 
his forces, for it will be taken to be an adoption by the Senate of 
the United States of his statement as a true statement, worthy 
under the publicimprint to be sent throughout the country. Does 
it need any argument to show that the effect of such action by the 
Senate can not be otherwise than detrimental over there? Can it 
be otherwise than a direct encouragement to those in what I call 
insurrection against thisGovernment andagainst our flag? What- 
ever the people may say after a while about this question when the 
war is ended, I think they stand by the Army of the United States, 
Mr. President, and that they will have no sympathy with any 
utterance, here or elsewhere, which endangers the life of one man 
wearing the uniform of the Federal Army and fighting 7,000 miles 
away under orders and under the flag. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator now yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. In one moment. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The question I desire to ask the Senator is 
directly in the line of what he is saying. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
declines to yield. 
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. SPOONER. I decline for one moment. cussed. It has been a matter of extreme pain to me to liste, 

ue cadet, there has just reached San Francisco an Ameri- | utterances in this Chamber that, in my judgment, have coe “0 
can ship bearing to his last rest the body of General Lawton, | culated to give aid and comfort to the enemies of the Unit. 1 States 
killed on the firing line under our flag in the Philippines—as chiv- tes, 
alrous a soldier as ever led a column into battle. eisdead. His 
broken-hearted widow and children are bringing him back to his 
own land and to a people who love him and admire him, not only 
for his long life of splendid military service, but for his gallantry 
and fidelity over there in the struggle against Aguinaldo and to 
carry forward our flag and the authority of the United States. 
Dead he is; but, Mr. President, he still speaks; and I want to read 
here on this occasion his opinion as to the effect of such proposi- 
tions as this and some of the debate we listen to here upon the 
safety of the Federal Army: 

Foul . ole of this whole Philippine situation 
could = oon > oe as I knowit. If the so-called anti- 
imperialists could honestly ascertain the truth on the ground and not in dis- 
tant America, they, whol believe to be honest men misinformed, would be 
convinced of the error of their statements and conclusions and of the unfor- 
tunate effect of their publication here— 

That is the point of his letter— 

If Tam shot by a Filipino bullet, it might as well come from one of my own 
men, because I know from observation, confirmed by captured prisoners, that 
the continuance of fighting is chiefly due to reports that are sent out here from 
America. 

Mr. President, the debate will go on; these resolutions of in- 
quiry and propositions like this will go on without doubt, but I 
venture to hope that there may be a truce—I ask only for a short 
one—until General Lawton’s body may be brought from San 
Francisco and laid away in the spot which is to be his last home 
on earth. 

Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I wanted to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
a@ question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr, SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr, President, the objection which I under- 
stand the Senator from Wisconsin to make in this case is to the 
placing of anything upon the Recorp which emanates from Agui- 
naldo, the leader of the armed insurgents against the United 
States. Is the Senator not aware of the fact that the Administra- 
tion itself, in repeated documents sent to us, has made public many 
things emanating from that same source? And is it any morea 
violation of the obligation of patriotism for a member of this Sen- 
ate to present a statement also from the same source bearing upon 
the condition of those distant islands than it is for a friend of the 
Administration or the Administration itself to do so; or are we 
to be content with precisely and only such facts as may come to 
us after the scrutiny of censorship; and are the American people 
to be kept in the dark as to the real situation, if only it is deemed 
necessary by those who are standing upon the threshold of a po- 
litical campaign? 

I would not and I do not think there is any member of this Sen- 
ate who would desire to lend encouragement to any man in arms 
against the authority of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAWLINS, But when a letter is read here emanating 
from a distinguished eee who, with true patriotism and with 
sublime courage, has fought the battles of the Republic, and it is 
read here only for one purpose—to create a sentiment in support 
of a political pro da; and when we know that that officer 
and other officers in those far-away islands have by rigid censor- 
. Ship been cut off from sources of information which are open to 
us, and which are open to the Administration, but not open to 
them—when a statement like that comes from General Lawton, 
we have in charity the right to say that he, like other officers in 
those distant islands, is not cognizant of all the facts relating to 
this situation, 

Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER, I am interested in listening to the Sena- 
tor, but I was recognized and many yielded for a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New Hampshire must re- 
member that the Senator from Utah is asking me a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am answering it as the Senator originally 
did my cece and I will give him an op unity to respond. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator will state his 

point of order. 
_ Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Utah is not on the floor 
in his own right. My colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] is on the floor 
and yielded to the Senator from Utah [Mr. RaWLins] to put a 
question to the Senator from Wisconsin . SPOONER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is coy 6 situation. 

_Mr. RAWLINS. I yield, and I regret that I intruded upon the 
time of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have remained silent dur- 
ing this session of aoe and remained silent during the third 
session of the Fifty- Congress when these questions were dis- 



























Iam not going to use the word “treason.” I am not «.:.... 
utter a single sentence that can possibly be contorted jy;,,..” 
tioning the right of free speech as it is understood in the (7,;.., 
States; but, Mr, President, I do want to say that, in myo...“ 
it is time that the kind of talk we have been listening t6 fro:,, .-" 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] should cease jy 9, 
Senate Chamber. It is an utter abuse of free speech, ee 

A few days ago the Senator from South Dakota openly eyo») 
at the American soldiers, charging that they had looted chy.) 
in the Philippines and had committed acts that were unwoy; pe 
soldiers of the United States. He went further, Mr, p;; aio 
and charged that the President of the United States had y..} 
brutal language in a proclamation that he had issued to the p), 
ippine people. When I courteously interrupted the Senator f;,,, 
South ota to ask him to quote the brutal language thas). 
said the President had used, he very discourteously mado yen), 
uttering words that he ver properly, with my consent, left ‘9. 
of the RECORD in its printed form. 

The contention to-day, it seems to me, is very simple. [¢j. . 
question whether we shall believe a man who is in open re}-1); . 
against the authority of the United States or whether we sha) }... 
lieve the hero of Manila Bay. Aguinaldo makes certain ¢)apoo:. 
Admiral Dewey denies that those charges are true, pronouncy,. 
them “a tissue of falsehoods;” and it seems to me that the loyait> 
of the American people will come to the rescue of Admiral Dew,» 
and that his words will be believed in preference to the words ¢: 
aman who is to-day engaged in shooting down the soliiers o/ th. 

ublic. 

hat does the Senator from South Dakota propose to put int, 
the Recorp? What does he propose to print as a document tht 
will be circulated free of postage over the United States? [I way: 
to read just a few words from the document that we are asked +5 
print and circulate at the public expense. 

When finally they turned their attention to the treaty of Paris 

Says Aguinaldo— 
the ratification of which, as far as the same r ed the annexation of t 
Philippings, was hailed with cries of joy and satisfaction by the inperialis:, 
party, whose leader Mr. MaKiniey was, then aor opened their eyes tot 
ight of the truth, perceiving with clearness the low policy, selfishness. g 
want of humanity which Mr. McKinley had pursued and shown toward tho 
Filipinos, mercilessly sacrificing the honor of Admiral Dewey. 

This man goes on further to narrate in detail, as he says, the 
cruelties that the soldiers of the Republic have perpetrated in the 
island of Luzon, and it is proposed seriously and soberly by a Sen- 
ator of the United States that lan such as that, emanating 
from aman in open revolt against the authority of the United 
States Government, shall be put in the Recorp, and shall be cir- 
culated over this country under the franking privilege of a Sena- 
tor of the United States. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to doing that thing, and I hope 
that some method will be found that will prevent documents of 
this kind being put in the Rrecorp, and that will stamp with dis- 
approval the efforts which are | made to cast reproach upon 
our Army, upon our President, and upon the policy which the 
Government is pursuing in this contest with the Filipinos. 

I have but a single word more to say, Mr. President. A few 
weeks ago I received from Manila a little newspaper, which it was 
said was bei aan the soldiers of the United States Arm 
in theislando . lL want toread an editorial utterance trom 
that paper. Here it is: 

The war in Luzon must go on; it was brought on by the overbearing na 
tives, and there is only one course under heaven topursue. The soversunty 
of the United States must be poknowieteed ip the archipelago beiore the 
next step can be taken. Any other course would be folly. Why not cea 
this ae Shee aS See eenee of the Filipinos? People of America, 
you have a flag, honor it; if you have a Government, support it; if you have 
sp Adauinissstien, strengthen it; if you have troops at the front, uja% 

Mr. President, that is the utterance of the soldiers who ar 

hting under the of our country seven or eight thousand 

es away from this aps and I commend it to the carelul 
and eo consideration of all the Senators who are up) 
ing Administration, denouncing our soldiers, and doing «! 
they can to = Fm disrepute the efforts of our Government 
subdue the rebellion. Let us honor our flag, support our Gover: 
ment, strengthen the Administration, and uphold our brave 
soldiers and sailors in their efforts to restore peace and goo! 5°\: 
ernment in the Philippine Archipelago. That is our duty, 
the American people will hold to a severe accountability avy 4" 
every man who does otherwise, - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from \\'~ 

[Mr. SPoonER] a few moments ago read what I unders\" 
to be a letter from Lawton. Ido not know where ' 
letter came from, when it was written, or to whom; | do not ku 
whether to the Senator or not. 

Mr, SPOONER. It was not written to me. ae 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I take it the letter was written °Y 
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Wess , beginning of that letter, when he said, as I remem- 
ee in the Would to God that the whole truth there could be 
ye t ~ ’ 


known. 
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sands and hundreds of thousands throughout the United States as 
a political document at the expense of the United States and save 


the money of the national Democratic committee. 


The Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Lopar] stated that the | 


createst desire of the public officers in this country was to have 

eares 

tho facts underst ; : — 

= a without any ne that we can not fail to have faith in 

the it telligence of the people of this country. I believe that the 
1e@ Lee 


wish expressed by Gener 


ood. Mr. President, I submit, without any tem- | 


Lawton is a wise one, and the desire | 


cao DY the Senator from Massachusetts for the circulation | 
of th -¢ruth here is just what ought to be our rule of conduct. [| 
ol « 


pelieve the whole truth onght to be known. ; 
"T think the most unfortunate thing in connection with this 
whole difficulty was when the first resolutions of inquiry were of- 


fered here that without any moment of consideration, without a | 


<olitary syllable of time for thought, motions were made to lay 
them on the table, thus manifesting an intention to cut off debate, 
to suppress facts, to keep information away from Senators and 
from the people of the United States. 

It has been the practice here for a great many years when emi- 
nent men give expression to sentiments touching public affairs 
that, on the request of a Senator, a document shall be printed 
giving what they may have said or written and that it shall ap- 
near in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a very recent practice. ; : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has been done again, again, and 
again, and without protest, ever since I have beenin this body. I 
can name instances which I think will show the printing of such 
papers by the hundreds, if not by the thousands, 

Mr. ALLISON. Only within very recent years. It is acustom 
that has grown up here within the last two or three years. 

Mr. TELLER. Longer than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to cite the printing of docu- 
ments prior to three or four years ago. 

Mr. TELLER. It commenced longer ago than that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
documents that have been printed. I have no doubt the records 
will bear me out in what I say. When a few days ago I proposed 
to have printed a speech made in this city by an eminent Repub- 
lican who has been a governor of his State, the State of Massachu- 
setts, a temperate, reasonable, sensible, straightforward speech as 


[ think—I heard the speech and I read it—the printing of it asa | 


| allowed to come from Manila. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whatever printingof that document 
would have to be done beyond the few hundred printed for the 
use of the Senate would have to be done ai the expense of the men 
who wanted to circulate it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But there is the postage. There would be 
thousands and tens of thousands of dollars expended by the United 
States Government in cireulating the political speeches of an ex- 
governor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Post-Office Department was 
intended to be a public convenience. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Your party does it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We understand, by newspaper r 


ports that there has been the most rigid censorship of the news 
If things can be found out which 
affect the public interest, and if you gentlemen believe you are 
right, you should have no fear of the public knowing it all. You 
can only fear thetruth. It is not falsehood you fear, because you 
know perfectly well that the intelligence of the American people 


| can be relied on not to be misled or duped or wheedled by misrep- 


| resentation. 


You have the opportunity. The officers are all on 
your side. They knowall the facts. They can search the records. 
You can bring out everything to expose the falsity of anything 
that may be printed. 

It is not from any partisan sense that I speak, but I do believe 
that there has been manifested in the Senate a desire to prevent 
the full truth from being known. I believe it as honestly as I be- 
lieve my soul is my own, and believing that, I have no doubt there 


| are thousands of other American people who believe the same 
| thing. 


| want, let it be told. 
I can not undertake now to cite the | 


document was objected to by the Senator from Rhode Island; and | 


why? Is it because the Senator from Rhode Island is unwilling to | 


have the people of this country understand what a man of Gov- 


ernor Boutwell's experience and ability thinks upon these great | 


public questions? ’ 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President- 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If so, it seems to me itis unfortunate | 
that he is defending a position in public affairs which requires 


that sort of tactics, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One moment. I believe, with Gen- 
— Lawton, that the whole truth ought to be told and the facts 
understood, 

I do not know what is in the paper the Senator from South Da- 
kota asked to have printed. If it is the truth, we ought not to be 
afraid of it. I have sufficient faith in the intelligence of the 
American people to believe that the printing of statements that 
are not true when they are confronted by the truth, as they can 
be and will be, willdono harm. On the contrary, the printing of 
a statement that is not the truth, coming from Aguinaldo, would 
recoil upon him and hurt him more than the refusal here to print 
a statement he has made, 

Now, what the facts are I donot know, but I dobelieve we ought 
to have faith enough in the intelligence of the American people to 
believe that when they understand the whole case, when they have 
heard bothsides of it, without any attempt tosuppress a full state- 
ment on both sides, there will be no shadow of a doubt that they 
will arrive at a correct conclusion. I am astonished to find gen- 
Uemen on the other side who seem to be moved by a different con- 
— om ow I will listen to what the Senator from Rhode Island 

a5 VO § A 
} Mr. ALDRICH, Isimply intended tointerject into the Senator's 
speech the statement that I did not object to Governor Boutwell 
making a speech or circulating it at his own expense wherever he 
ape wr I do not object to the national Democratic committee or 
mh iairman printing that 72S and circulating it as their own 

Hitieg. they pisses; but 1 do object to the custom of printing 
i itical speeches by the Government of the United States and at 

ee for circulation as political documents. 
hana —— of Arkansas. The small number of four or five 
rp dred documents which would be printed by order of the Senate 
u matter of too small moment to excite the Senator from Rhode 

and to this extent, 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is 
quite true; but the Senator does not 
ant to stop there, He wants to send that speech by the thou- 


| 
| 


| 
| 





Now, if you want the truth told, as General Lawton suggested 
and as the Senator from Massachusetts says the public officers 
When a Senator comes here and desires to 
have printed a document which he believes will add to the sum of 
knowledge of the country on this subject, let it be printed; and if 
he chooses to go to the expense of having it printed for distribu- 


tion, he ought to be allowed to doit. It does seem to me, without 
any feeling or temper, that the reasonable course is to allow this 
| practice to go on as it has gone on. 
Only a day or two ago the Senator from Massachus: M1 


LopGE] delivered a very able and eloquent speech outside of thi 
Chamber. It was printed as a document by unanimous consent 
because it is a matter of public interest. 
to anything of that kind. 

Mr. LODGE, Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to in 
terrupt him? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr.LODGE. The Websterstatue was givento the Uniteds 
and accepted by a committee of Congress. 
proceeding. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, 

Mr. LODGE. 


I never expect to object 


states 
That was an official 


It was not a part of the proceedings 


The speech was made away from here, 


It was an official proceeding of Congress, which 


has been repeated over and over about all the statues that have 
been presented to the nation. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly; I have no doubt of that, 


and that is only an illustration of what I was saying a while ag 


| that printing of this sort has been done time and time again. 


Now, I would be very much better satisfied with the 
situation if I felt sure that this spirit of censorship which has 
been exercised so rigidly in Manila was not, in my opinion, exer- 
cised with equal rigor in the Navy Department and the War De- 
partment in this city. If the Senate of the United States will 
make up its mind and say tothe public, ‘‘ You are entitled toknow 


present 
rr | 
‘ ‘ 


the whole truth in this matter and you can judge what is true 
and what is false,” and will allow any Senator to come here on 
his motion bringing a paper that he believes to be worthy of coi 


sideration and present it to the Senate for printing, and let i 
done in a reasonable way, I believe it will be much more satisfa 
tory to the country and much more creditable to the management 
of this war. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we do want the truth, and I can 
not too often reiterate it. My objection to this pain] hlet is that 
it puts into Admiral Dewey's mouth words that he never uttered. 
It purports to be a report of things which he never said. We are 
not asked in this paper tocirculate the truth. We are asked to 
circulate, as I have already stated, a branded lie. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the two statements be printed 
side by side and submitted to the intelligence of the American 
peo le. 

r. LODGE. Let it be printed at the expense of the people 
who like such literature. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. President, the ship which brought 
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General Lawton’s body to this country brought also the body of 
one of my dearest friends, the adjutant of the First South Dakota 
Regiment, killed after the treaty of peace was signed, killed in a 
service in which he did not enlist, killed in a service which he be- 
lieved was wrong. Yet, brave boy that he was, he led his forces 
to victory many a time and finally fell in that distant land. 

Mr. President, I want a truce. I wanted it before my friend 
was killed. I wanted a truce before the sixty South Dakota boys 
werekilled. Aroused by a just indignation anda grand patriotism 
and a splendid enthusiasm, they enrolled their names to drive 
from this continent the despotic power of Spain, But they are 
gone, drafted into an unwilling service and killed in an unwilling 
service, after they had a right to go home—after their term of 
enlistment had expired. With unparalleled bravery and courage 
they obeyed the commands of their President and went to their 
death, 

The day after fighting began at Manila, Aguinaldo asked for a 
truce. He said, ‘‘ Fix the limits of a zone which we shall occupy, 
and let us try, without bloodshed, to settle this difficulty;” and 
the answer was, ‘‘ Fighting having once begun, it must go on to 
the grim end.” But if the request had been granted, if the truce 
had been given, General Lawton would be living to-day and the 
South Dakota boys would be in the bosoms of their families in- 
stead of moldering in the soil of Luzon. Day by day, constantly 
from that time to this, the Filipinos fighting for freedom have 
sent their envoys asking for peace, begging a truce. The Presi- 
dent at Fargo says Aguinaldo offered peace for independence. 
Peace for independence! 

He said he had another price for peace a short time ago, but 
the United States never gave gold for peace. Aguinaldo did not 
ask gold for peace. He asked for that boon, dearer than life, 
which made our forefathers found this Government and which 
has brought into being ore republic throughout the world. 
Fight until they surrender! If that rule had been applied, the 
war of the Revolution would still be goingon. No self-respecting 
people would lay down their arms at such a challenge. 

That the Filipinos have the capacity of self-government is dem- 
onstrated by that fact. All we have to do to stop bloodshed in 


the Philippines is to say to those people they shall have that price- 


less boon which is so dear to us and which they have shown is 
dear enough to them that they are willing to lay down their lives 
for it. Whyshall we not doit? Why shall we continue this war 
of aggression? Buta few provinces only in those islands have 
been conquered, Our troops occupy less than one-quarter of the 
area, and over the rest Aguinaldo’s government still prevails. 
That is the situation to-day. All the provinces of northern Lu- 
zon are untouched, and the peaceful government which Sargent 
and Wilcox describe is still being carried on. Much of the south- 
ern part of Luzon is still unoccupied by our troops. Almost no 
pan of the other islands of the archipelago have been occupied 
oy us. We are on theshoreand in but afew places; and this war, 
in - — will go on and on tor years unless we say to those 
peop e that which we ought to say and say it at once, “ You shall 
1ave your independence.” 

This talk about revolt, about fighting insurgents, it seems to 
ime, is absurd. How can we have title without possession? I 
think it is a fair proposition, well sustained in international law, 
that when a country is purchased, possession must come in order 
to givesovereignty. Spain could not give any possession, because 
her power was ousted and another government existed in its 
place. There is no revolt; if we stop fighting, the war will be 
over. 

The other day the Queen of England, in her message to the 
Parliament, made this statement: 

In resisting the invasion of my South African colonies by the South African 
Republic and Orange Free State m ple have responded with devotion 
and enthusiasm to the appeal which Ties made to them, and the heroism of 
my soldiers in the field and my sailors and marines who were landed to co- 
cyanate — them has not fallen short of the noblest traditions of our mili- 

Here, then, is a charge that the Boers have attacked Great 
Britain, The same charge is made against the Filipinos, although 
the facts do not bear it out any more than they do in the case of 
the Boers. The excuse, then, is the cry of the , the a to 
patriotism, the effort to rally our people t> sustain an Administra- 
tion in doing the greatest wrong ever perpetrated by a PN 
ment in the history of the world. It is the policy Great Britain 
has followed always, and she has become our teacher and our 
director in our affairs. Great Britain in all her conquests for the 
last fifty years first got in where she had no business to be, and 
has placed her armed forces in antagonism to the liberties of other 
people, and then when the flag was fired upon she has rallied her 
people to the defense of the flag. 

She has said, ‘*We can not talk . Wecan not listen tothe 
proposition of right or wrong, or questions whether we had aright 
to be there or not, until the enemy surrenders.” It was so in Ire- 
land from the earliest day. Trouble occurred in Ireland because 
of resistance to oppression and ion and wrong, and then 
they said, ‘‘ The strong arm of British power must be used to sup- 
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press discontent in Ireland, and whenit issuppressed tho» «. 
try and do right,” never doing right when Ireland wac;,.... 
power. Outbreaks again occurred, and then the sam...) "0 
made to the English people; and so it has been around ;)... ...\" 
The South African Chartered Company have killeq ;, 2. 
Africa in the last twelve years 4,000 men and themselyes }... 2 
but five or six men, with the same old plea, adding ter)... ,..* 
territory to their possessions; and now it is argued jin ¢| 
Parliament, now it is insisted by the Queen of England ; 
fighting must go on in South Africa until the two Re), 


Enclish 


hat tha 


South Africa are destroyed. The same argument is }y> |.” 
Fighting must go on to the grim end, until these men stry..a. 
for freedom are a)l killed or lay down their arms and spy..." 
and then we will determine, without their being consulte) \),., 
shall be done with what is left. — 


Against this, Mr. President, I protest. I believe tha: 
attack upon our institutions, a reversal of the history of tj... 
ernment, and an abandonment of those doctrines whi-}) wa). 
held so dear through all the years of our existence as 9 natin 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I do not know anythine ...«: 
cally about the Boer situation, and I do not wish to tal. so. 
its discussion, but I do know something about our own rjarion, 
to the Philippines. I was not in favor of the Philippine gcc qin 
tion. I stated emphatically that the islands had a poyy)qi;.y, 
from eight to ten million people, a third of whom were ci. j);,, 
the balance savages and pirates, and that as it took over » | 
years to control the remnant of the American Indians 
problem as to how long it would take us to civilize the | 


it is an 





lunayre 
It was q 


of the Philippines. ose were my Own opinions; | ut ty dune 
as a citizen of the United States is above my personal opinion: 
As soon as the treaty of Paris was concluded and ratified iy this 


body, I sank all that I thought on this subject. I saw tho fae 
attacked. I,asan American citizen, would like to have been there 
In that attack on our flag my own personal opinion vanished, and 
with me it was the country and the flag, right or wrong. 

I have followed the fortunes of that flag through al! this ep. 
troversy in the Philippines. I have a gallant son who was on the 
staff of Lawton and who went with him and received him with 
his death wound on the field, and I naturally have sympathy with 
him and with the officersof our Army. Ideprecate beyoud meas. 
ure the action of the Senator from South Dakota. | should say 
that he is a traitor to his country under the circumstancs. Tho 
idea of seins in here a paper by the arch-traitor of Manila, the 
fellow who sold himself out to the on and now wants to 
sell himself to us, and defending it and wanting it to be published 
at the expense of the Congress of the United States, is to me out- 
rageous in the extreme, beyond measure. That a man clothed 
with the dignity of a Senatorship of the United States, the repre- 
sentative of a sovereign State, should propose here that the man 
who is in opposition to us, who has carried on the war, should 
have this as a forum to advocate his own opinions, to be dissemi: 
nated at large to the people of the United States at the ex; ense of 
the Congress of the United States, is monstrous in the extreme. 

Mr. President, the body of the distinguished Lawton. a personal 
friend of mine, as gallant a soldier as ever lived, arrive’ in San 
Francisco yesterday. The remains will be buried here ina few 


days. That distinguished gentleman and fine soldier, who was 
always at the front, stated to me that the war was continued by 


the men who had not coosptet the situation as I had, notably Mr. 
PETTIGREW, from South ota. The life of Lawton is as much 
chargeable to hii to-day as it is to the bullet of the Filipino. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. ident, I doubt very much whether 
there is much profit in continuing these debates, but | merely 
wish to say a few words. In the first place, I want to speak of 
the custom that has grown up here of publishing documents. The 
Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLIson] seems to think that it is of very 
recent occurrence, I will show the Senator that long before hevr 
I came into the Senate the custom prevailed. I can rca’! some 
documents from outside people that were presented by Senitors 
and published even before he came into the Senate. It lias been 
intensified perhaps in later years, and I think occasiona!!y «)1sed, 
but it is a valuable privilege, and one that I think, wnier the 
— discretion of the Senate, ought not to be interfered W th. 

do not think as a rule it will be very much abused. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Arkan-as Mr. 
JONES] that there has not been quite that promptness on the)" 
of those in power in responding to requests for information ths’ 
there — to have been, in my judgment. I believe | have vote! 
in the a tive for every resolution of inquiry, when 3 vote hes 
been taken, because I believe that in all these affairs th: way © 
have the Government sustained is to have the people wnierstant 
what has been done, and I believe great harm is done !y wit! 
a oom the public information on those matters in whic) 

are in 
r. President, I do not agree with the Senator from Nv w Js 
Mr. SEWELL] who has just taken his seat. I believe that evr"! 

mator here, under the ee that rests upon }im as 4 

Senator, has a right to stand on this floor, even in time of W® 
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4 if he does not think the proceedings of the Government are questions. We were compelled by the condition of affairs. when 
poate he hasaright to say so. He has aright under the re- the war with Spain was over to keep our Army therefor a time at 
sponsibility that is put on him. He has aright to offer to put least. Does anybody suppose that if we had immediately with- 
it to the RECORD such things as he thinks proper. It must bea | drawn from Manila Aguinaldo would have been the chief of those 
question for each Senator to decide for himself. I have voted, as | islands to-day? Mr. President, there would have been a European 


i have said, with great liberality for all these resolutions for infor- flying there. Those islands would have been the prey of all 
| 
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vation and for putting articles in the Recorp. In this particu- | Europe, and one nation or another, either with the consent of the 
oe case, if it came to a vote, which I understand it will not under | other or without, would be dominating those islands at this hour. 
the ruling of the Chair, I should vote against putting it in. I Mr. President, they are the most valuable islands in the world, 
should so vote because there is a question of veracity between the | My interest in them is not that they are valuable, but that is the 
author of this paper and the Adniiral who is quoted. If we send | interest the rest of mankind have in them. That is the reason 
out this document, we do not send the Admiral’s denial with it. | why three or four great European powers wanted to put up their 
if the poison goes out, the antidote does not accompany it. It| flagthere. Those islands are full of coal. Coal has become to-day 
ceems to me, under the circumstances, that the Senator from | as necessary in war between one nation and another as powder 
South Dakota can safely and properly withdraw his proposition, | and guns. There are nations which have not much coal, and if 
although, perhaps, it has been ruled out by the Chair. they could have obtained control of those islands they wou!d have 
Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two more about the sen- | been in a condition to dominate the Asiatic sea. 
sitiveness of some of our friends here as to criticisms of the Ad- I do not think it is proper upon such an occasion to speak of the 
ministration. I have not criticised it as a rule except in what nationalities that might have raised their flag there. If we had 
appeared to me to be very plain cases. I do not know whether or | withdrawn our troops in the condition that was there, no man 
not Lam going to agree with the Administration when it comes | can read the correspondence between Aguinaldoand General Otis 
to settle this question finally. If some Senators who have spoken | but will believe that Aguinaldo himself intended to allow his 
on this floor have spoken for the Administration, which I do not | troops to receive their compensation by looting the town, and 
believe they have, should not agree with it, and I should be} when he had done that there was not a European nation that had 
ready to criticise it freely. Our relatives across the water are | citizens there that would not have had a right of intervention and 
having a very ugly war. They are divided as to the justice and | would not have exercised thatright. Theships of European coun- 
righteousness of it. You wi find, I think, without exception | tries were kept in the Asiatic sea that they might do it. 
that the members of Parliament will stand up and express their I say, Mr. President, we owed it to the world, we owed it to the 
opinions for and against the administration without interference, | peace of mankind that we kept our ships there and our soldiers 
and 1 doubt very much whether any member will rise and call | there and that we kept control of those islands until after the 
another a traitor because he sees fit to exercise what I think is the | treaty had been ratified, at least. Unfortunately, before the treaty 
greatest right of a member of Parliament or a Senator—to criti- | was ratified we found ourselves engaged in a war. I am going to 
cise the administration of public affairs at any time when in his } leave the consideration of the question whether it was right or 
judgment it deserves it. wrong to the future to determine. I can not settle that 
There is no reason, in my judgment, for these repeated charges | now, and it is not the time for any of us to undertake to settle it, 
on either side, On one side it is said that we who voted for the | Let those who made a mistake there, if mistake they made, or who 
treaty have brought all this misfortune on the country and we are | acted corruptly, if corruptly they acted, take the consequences of 
to blame. On the other side it is said that those who opposed the their act when the act is fully understood. When peace shall 
treaty have brought all this misfortune on the country and they | have prevailed, when we shall settle down, I believe we will say 
are to blame. Each Senator here exercised his best judgment. | to those people, What kind of a government do you want? What 
He did it from the same patriotic standpoint. I believe myself | kind of a government are you capable of maintaining? 
that the interest of the United States—and I was looking after And I want to keep in mind, not only with reference to those 
their interest and not that of the Filipinos—requires that we | people in the Asiatic seas, but the people on our coast, that those 
should ratify the treaty. I was anxious for its immediate ratifi- | people will never under any condition of life and at no time in the 
cation. Iam impressed now with the belief that one of the mis- | future, in my opinion, be able to maintain such a government as 
takes was that we did not ratify it instanter. I will not charge | we maintain and as our race will always maintain wherever it is 
that those who deferred the treaty brought on the war, but I felt | dominant. But they have a right, Mr. President, to self-govern- 
all the time that there was great danger that we would haveawar | ment as one of the inalienable rights of man. They have a right 
if we did not soon dispose of the question as to what our power | to it because they have shown that they belong to the race that 
was there, which we could not do pending the treaty. are willing to fight for that they believe to be theirs. I do not 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— believe there was ever a race that was willing to go to war in de- 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Colo- | fense of its interests and rights but that is fit for free government, 
rado yield to the Senator from South Carolina? and I believe wherever you find a race that is organized into civ- 
Mr. TELLER. I yield. ilized communities that will do that, it is fit for self-government. 
Mr. TILLMAN, I ask the Senator whether, in his opinion, if| Mr. President, [ believe our interests and our duty go together 
the vote had been taken the day before it was taken, we would | when we say tothose people, ‘‘ We will! give you all the self-gov- 
have ratified it at all? ernment consistent with the peace of the world—that is to say, we 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that has nothing to do with the | will let you manage your own affairs; we will see to it that no- 
question, I will not beled off on that point. I repeat, my anxiety | body attacks you.” I do not know that that will be the Adminis- 
relative to the treaty was to prevent what did finally occur, and tration’s policy. I repeat, if the utterances of some Senators here 
it is very possible that it would have occurred anyway. We are | speak for it, it will not be its policy. When it is not, I will chal- 
now engaged in a war. I can not myself but feel that I must | lenge that policy as I have challenged every other that I know to 
stand up for the Government, for I do not believe there has been | be wrong. And until that is demonstrated it does seem to me 
any intention on the of this Administration in that respect | that this question must be in abeyance; that it must be left: it 
to do anything wicked or bad. There may be errors of judgment; | must be determined by the conditions that exist when peace 
there may be mistakes; and yet we are ina war. I believe. Mr. | comes. 
President, that I know what the American feeling is. I believe I said yesterday, and I repeat, that I feared the only peace which 
it is that you have got to conclude a peace in those islands, that | could be obtained there would be by the sword; and yet I repeat 
you have got to have authority there. it is not beneath the dignity of this great nation of ours to say to 
Mr. President, I do not have the great admiration for this in- | those people, if they have an organization to which we can say it, 
surgent chief, as he is called, that some of our associates have. I | ‘‘ You were wrong in this matter; come and counsel with us;” 
have admiration for any man who stands up and fights for what | and by diplomatic arrangements we can bring peace and order 
he thinks are his rights, and I have no doubt but that this man | and submission for the moment to us, until we shall have an op- 
thinks he is fighting for his rights; however, his history, so far as | portunity of establishing the government the Senator from 
I have been able to learn it, deen not indicate to me that he has | Georgia {Mr. Bacon] yesterday spoke about, and which his reso- 
such @ great interest in the rights of the masses of the Filipinos | lution declares. We shall bring order by first establishing a gov- 
4s some of our friends think. The kind of a government that he | ernment and then helping to support it until it shall get into 
eenised there was not such as tomake me rate him with George 
. ashington or any of the t lovers of liberty and law or the 
ny statemen of the world. He had a government such as we 
Could not endure, and such as no people who have the aspiration 


question 





rope form. 
r. President, I have said this not because I have any particular 
admiration for the present Administration. I am not one of its 
for freed ; admirers, and I am not an admirer of the policy of the Republican 
of time om would ever have end for any considerable length | party in many ways. But I have always put above every party 
But Mr a consideration the interests of my country. 1 believe that that is 
belie aa - President, why should there be recrimination? Every- | my duty first. I can see no other way out of this question with 
sient ee ee both sides of this Chamber, that we are going to | honor, and, Mr. President, I do not use the term in the sense that 
the A y Government until the war is over. That, I believe, | some men use it. I believe that we are under obligations to the 
duty, ant people will exact of us; that I believe to be our | wor!d to maintain peace there, and, if it is necessary, to conquer a 
v3 when that has done we will try and settle the other | peace by war. I think we would deserve the contempt of man- 
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kind if we withdrew our army before we had established order 
and a condition that would protect not only the Filipinos, but the 
strangers who dwell at Manila and in other parts of that country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I shall say what it seems to me 
it is my duty to say, and I shall say it as briefly as I can. 

This man Aguinaldo has been exhibited before the world as an 
embezzler and a scoundrel. He is making a a unnecessary 
war, an unjustifiable war, against the people that delivered him 
and his people from Spanish control. He knows perfectly well 
that it is the intention and promise of the United States, practically, 
as time shall justify it, after peace shall have been restored, to lead 
them in the path of self-government, beginning with the humblest 
beginnings, in establishing municipalities, in encouraging internal 
improvements and educationand religious institutions. He knows 
all that well. He has only to stop fighting in order to have his 
people come under the guardianship and generous aid of a great 
nation of 75,000,000 people. 

Now, he publishes this document. The Senator from South 
Dakota wants it published. It is published already. It is open 
to any of the gentlemen who like that sort of thing to subscribe a 
few thousand dollars to circulate iteverywhere. But suppose it 
goes into Manila and is thought a good thing to spread among the 
soldiers of the United States, what is the inevitable effect of it? 
To discourage the soldiers, to encourage desertion; and every- 
where else it goes the inevitable effect is to discourage enlistment. 
Is not this to aid and comfort the enemies of the country? It is 
done deliberately, with a clear knowledge of what will be the 
result of the action; and the law says that a man shall be respon- 
sible for that which is the inevitable effect of what his action is. 
If he fires a loaded gun down a crowded street he is supposed by 
the law to intend murder. 

I think the men who wish to circulate this document are to be 
responsible for some of the blood that is shed, and that, I am sorry 
to say, will have to be shed, before peace has been established 
there. 

Another observation, and perhaps I will quit. 

The Senator from South Dakota does not, like a fair-minded 
man, propose to publish with the Aguinaldo statement the letter 
of Admiral Dewey, because that would stamp Aguinaldo as a liar, 
as we know he is. His friend is a liar, an embezzler, a thorough- 
going scoundrel. He stands by him, and Aguinaldo doubtless 
considers the Senator his particular friend, and will take good 
care to publish his remarks among all his so-called constituents, 
among his troops. And yet the Senator from South Dakota poses 
as a friend of his country! 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to 
me for ten minutes? 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator wish to have the unfinished 
business set aside? ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield for five minutes to the Senator, but 
I will give way to no one else after that time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Five minutes is not long enough. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to go on with the financial bill, but I 
will yield to the Senator. I wish to say, however, that I would 
not have yielded to anyone but the Senator from South Dakota. 
He was, as I conceive, attacked personally, and I therefore yield 
him such time as he wants for the purpose of making a state- 
ment in regard to the matter which has been under consideration. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to reply to 
the personal attack upon me, nor to the charge that I am a traitor 
to my country. I yield to no man in my devotion to my country 
and my flag. Iam jealous of her honor, and I believe that her 
honor can only be saved from stain by a reversal of the policy into 
which this Administration has led us. I believe that only by pro- 
testing against the violation of our pledges and against the over- 
throw of all the principles upon which this Government is founded, 
by insisting upon returning to the doctrines of the fathers, to the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence—that governments 
must derive their just powers only from the consent of the gov- 
erned—can we save our from stain and country from dishonor. 

That is as much of a y as I care to make to the insinuations 
of the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. Haw Lry] or the statement 
of the Senator from New a (Mr. SEWELL]. 

Now, with regard to Aguinaldo, they aa that I am defend- 
wae forger and a bribe taker and a scoundrel upon this floor. I 

simply read from the record sent to us by the President u 
that subject. I will read from Document 62, from the official re- 
ports by our officers in Luzon, and we will see whether the state- 
ment is sustained by the facts. : 


RECORD—SENATE. JANUARY 31, 


| Last year the President of the United States i ii 
Spanish treaty to this body accompanied it with a document en t%? 
contained the reports of our consuls in the East and our om. 
in Luzon. It is presumed that he knew the contents oa 

document, that he was not ignorant of the records of his 


of the 
OWn de. 


rtment. Yet October 13, 1899, the President, at Fargo, in North 


akota, said: 


The leader of the insurgent forces says to the Ameri Jovarr 
“You can have peace if you give us independence.” Peace feviv er erhment, 
He had another price than that for peace once before, but the Unitm1 o.n0"! 


ed Stet. 
pays no gold for . We never gave a bribe for in all our hin” 
and wo never will. peace in all our history, 


Wherever that standard is raised, it stands for liberty, for ciyj)ioa;:. 
and humanity. re 
The President thus charges that Aguinaldo sold ont to Spo; 
reiterating a charge that had been proven false hy the 1, peated 
statements of his onicer: repeating a charge that was conclusively 
proven untrue by the records of the Department of State, 9 

The charge is now made by the chairman of the Committes oy 
Military Affairs of this y (Mr. Haw Ley], the Senator from 
Connecticut, that Aguinaldo sold out to Spain. In Document 
No, 62, transmitted to us by the President, on pages 380) and 33) 
General Merritt says: : 


There are a number of whom I have met, among them Genera 
Aguinaldo and a few of his whom I believe thoroughly trustwor}. 
and fully capable of self-government. * * * Aguinaldo, honest. sino 
and poor; not well educated, but a matural leader of men, with « onsiderable 
shrewdness and ability, highly respected by all. = 


In a memorandum which General Greene presented to ihe peace 
conference at Paris he says: g 


In August, 1896, an insurrection broke out in Cavite under the leadership 
of Emilio Aguinaldo, and soon spread to other provinces on both sides cy 
Manila. It continued with varying successes on both sides, and the trial and 
execution of numerous insurgents, until December, 1897, when the wovernor. 
general, Primo de Revera, entered into written'agreement with A euinaldo 
the substance of the document which is in the possession of Sedor Felipe 
Agoncilla, who accompanied me to Washington. 
In brief, it required that Agoncilla and the other insurgent leaders hoy), 
Ieave the country, the Government agreeing to 000 lver 
da to introduce numerous reforms, including representation in 
of press, general amnesty for all insurgent 
ulsion or secularization of the monastic orders. 
and his associates went to Hongkong and Singapore. A por. 
ted in banks at Hongkong. and a law- 
Aguinaldo and one of his subordinate chicfs named 
Artacho, which is interesting on account of the very honorable position takey 
by Aguinaldo. 
**Onaccount of the very honorable position taken by Acuinaldo.” 
Artacho sued for a division of the money among the insurgents according 
torank. Aguinaldo claimed that the money was a trust fund, and was to re- 
main on deposit untilit was seen whether the Spaniards would carry ont their 
promised reforms, and if they failed to do so, it was to be used to defray the 
expenses of anew insurrection. The suit was settled out of court by paying 
Artacho $5,000. 
No steps have been taken to introduce the reforms, more than 2,() insur. 
gents, who have been d to Fernando Po and other places, are stil! in 
confinement, and ois now using the money tocarry on the operations 
of the present insurrection. 


This was written August 30, 1898. He took that money and 
used it as our ally to fight Spain, to buy guns and ammunition to 
carry on the contest against the common enemy; and yet he is 
charged with being a bribe taker and a scoundrel. 

Oscar F, Williams, our consul at Manila, writes to Mr. Day, 
the Secretary of State, May 25, 1898, on page 328 of Document 62: 

General Aguinaldo re 


whereby 
now in bank in Hongkong, so that 
stand of arms bought there, and ex- 


Mr. Wildman, our consul at Hongkong, reports to Assistant 
. the same story, on pages 836 and 3:37, in 
pecuneets ae SP. I will not read it, womans 3 is long, but | will 
insert it, if there is permission, in my remar 
matter referred to is as follows: 

r aa the Malays of the Straits Settlements and have ern 
an ho guest of different sultanates. I have watched their sysiem 
of government and have admired their mee, and I rank them high 
among the semicivilized nations of the earth. natives of the Philippine 

3 ae . and while there are ve ew are — 
proved than de- 


. the superiors of the 
and Sandico are al! men who 
ts in any country, while 
ong and who are s ng 


Dy 


annexation 
mily, W ould 


= . 
to blacken the name of Acuinalde 
uestionable terms of their surrender? 
It has been said that they Nd thelr 
conelusively disprov by 
late nen Rivera m 
that Aguinaldo undertook to st 
vea a sum pS wis ws and 
that atent rt of thissut 
other ponent sow ande he did not 
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: is s. Only $400,000, Mexican, was ever placed to their 
of te promised rrand on the 3d of November Mr. F. Agoncilla, late 
‘ redit - f foreign affairs in Aguinaldo’s cabinet, called upon me and made 
minister © fto the State Department in my dispatch No. 


oan), Which I transmittec 2 
Nove 3, 1897. In reply the State Department mstructed me 
ed November, 5, epartment further re 


: us line to communicate with the ; 
toe arteously Os mission.” lobeyed these instructions to the letter until 
garding “ing out of the war, when, after consultation with Admiral Dewey, I 
a ~ a delegation from the insurgent junta, and they bound themselves 
rece veel laws of civilized warfare and to place themselves absolutely under 
to obey Se of Admiral Dewey if they were permitted to return to Manila. 
the fi “time their president, Aguinaldo, wasin Singapore negotiating through 
& aod General Pratt with Admiral Dewey for his return. 

On page 347 of Document No. 62 Mr. Pratt, our consul at Singa- 
ore June 2, 1898, makes the following statement to Mr. Day: 
I x Inge observer of what had transpired in the Philippines during the 

st few years could have failed to recognize that General Aguinaldoenjoyed 
ae all others the confidence of the Filipino insurgents and the respect 
a Spaniards and foreigners in the islands, all of whom vouch for his 
high sense of justice and honor. ‘e 

Mr, Schurman, in his Chicago interview (and this is the only 
authority I will read which is not vouched for by official docu- 
ments) August 20, 1899, said: 

'President Schurman Chicago interview, August 20, 1899. } 

General Aguinaldo is believed on the island to be honest, and I think that 
he is acting honestly in money matters, but whether from moral or political 
reasons { would not say.—Oriental American, page 99. 

The fact of the matter is that he tried to bribe the insurgents, as 
near as we can ascertain, and failed; they would not take gold for 
eace. ‘ oie : 

' Now, I should like to ask the imperialists in this body what they 
think of a President who will go about the country saying that 
Agnuinaldo had another price for peace, in the face of the official 
documents from his own officers in the State Department, where 
they declare that he acted with the highest sense of honor, that 
ne took no bribe, but, on the contrary, deposited the money, and 
used it, when Spain failed to carry out her promises, to help us 
fight the Spanish forces? : : 

What do you think of a President that will state that the United 
States never did give gold for peace, and never will, and then ap- 
prove of the treaty with the Sultan of Sulu, which provides that 
we shall pay to the Sultan $250 per month and to his subchiefs a 
sum which in all amounts to $9,200 per year? In view of all these 

acts, of what future value is any statement the President ma 
f f what fut alue tat t the P lent y 
make upon this subject? Mr. President, 1 can not contemplate 
the fact without great sorrow that a man can occupy so high a 
position as that of President of the United States and yet disgrace 
that great office by repeated falsehoods—falsehoods proven so by 
the record of his own officers sent to us. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I realize how difficult it is to get 
the attention of the Senate on a subject different from that which 
has been discussed so long and ably this morning; but the measure 
known as the financial bill, which is the unfinished business of 
the Senate, is now the regular order of business to be debated, 
and it will be voted on upon the 15th day of February. This isa 
House bill. It has passed the House of Representatives, and it 
was reported here by the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. However, the 
bill as it passed the House is before the Senate, and the remarks I 
shall make this afternoon will be directed to the House bill, for 
the reason that I am of the opinion that finally it is the House 
bill practically which will be passed by Congress and approved 
by the President. 

| believe this, Mr. President, from the fact that it was the can- 
cus bill of all the Republican members of the House. They held 
acaucus and agreed on this House bill, and it commanded the 
vote of every Republican member of the lower House of Congress. 
Therefore, I say it is the bill which the Republican Congress, as I 
presume, intend to pass and go to the country on at the election 
next fall. I have come to that conclusion from another reason, 
that the leading newspapers of the country which represent the 
national banks say that the House bill is preferable to the amend- 
ment reported by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprRIc#], 
= that it is the House bill they desire; and I have never yet 

own the Republican party to fail to yield to the demands of the 


national banks on 
made known, any important question, when that demand was 


I therefore take it for 


law, after the President si i i i 
7 gned it, upon which the Republican 
oy wa stand. It may be true that the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
toni and will succeed in getting on it some larguage that will 
aie - obscure the meaning of the bill or tend to confuse the 
. uation somewhat, It is pmen | true that he will get language 
the Wa in the bill which will enable the Republicans throughout 
“a estern States to insist in the coming campaign that the bill 
fans one thing, while the Republicans in the East will insist 
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anted that the House bill will be the | 
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that it means another, and finally the Secretary of the Treasury 
will decide that the construction put upon it by the Eastern Re- 
publicans is the proper construction. Isay the Senator from fowa 
may get that accomplished. 





Without meaning any disrespect to 
him, I will say that no man is better calculated to write an amend- 
ment which would tend to confuse the situation and obscure the 
meaning of words than the Senator from [owa. 

Now, Mr. President, before I refer to the provisi f the bill, 
I should like to ask that the Senators who support it will 


tell the 
Senate and tell the country what is the necessity for the passage 


of such a measure. Every Republican member who spoke on be 
half of this finance measure in the House of Representatives said 
that universal prosperity prevails in the country, that trade had 
never been so good, that capital was seeking labor, and that this 
paans existed to an extent which it had not existed for years. 

f that be true under the present law, I would ask the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to tell me why it is necessary at this 
time to so radically change the present law, particularly if no 
good is to be brought to the country by it? 

When it is said that universal prosperity exists under the present 
law, those who make such a declaration are either not sincere in 
it or they are anxious by this legislation to change that situation 
for the worse. 1 want to say, so far asI believe, that the statement 
regarding prosperity all over this country is not true. It is true 
that the discovery of gold in Colorado, in Alaska, and in South 
Africa during the last few years has tended to increase prices and 
to make business better than it was before that time. It has been 
stated by one of the members of the other House that the produc- 
tion of gold in 1899 was equal to the production of both gold and 
silver in the year 1895. If that be true, and if that has increased 
prosperity, I would ask if those who favored the free coinage of 
silver were not correct when they said that an increase of the 
money of final redemption would tend to increase prices and to 
bring about prosperity? 

If, in 1890, when the Sherman law was passed, you had passed 
a law for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to t, and 
thereby brought into circulation the same amount of money of 
final redemption which gold alone brings in to-day, that prosper- 
ity which you claim has now come would have come in 1891, and 
we should have been saved all the distress which has followed by 
reason of an insufficient amount of money and the consequent re- 
duction of prices. Those prices began to go down during the lat- 
ter years of Harrison's Administration, and the decline continued 
during all the years of Cleveland’s Administration. I say, if this 
increased production of goid has increased prices, then if both 
gold and silver had been coined, the silver money would have in 
creased the circulation to about the same amount which the gold 
has to-day, and prosperity would have come in 1891 instead of 
1899. Butif it be true that this increased production of gold has 
increased prosperity and somewhat improved business prospects, 
if we will also coin silver to-day at the ratio provided by law, that 
prosperity will be increased many fold over that which now exists. 

Then, Mr. President, as I said, if it be true that prosperity is 
general throughout the country, | would ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] why he brings this bill here to-day? 
You can not make it better, and do you not fear you will make it 
worse? If the House bill takes out of circulation 482,000,000 of 
silver dollars and $346,000,000 of United States Treasury notes, 
known as greenbacks, and ties them up in the Treasury, do you 
not believe that it will tend to depress prices throughout the 
country and to destroy this additional prosperity which you say 
has come? 

Now, let us for a short time examine the bill. 
provides: 


The first section 


That the standard unit of value shall, as now, be the dollar, and shall con 
sist of 25.8 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, or 23.22 grains of pure gold, 
the one-tenth part of the eagle. 


If that be the law to-day, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island to tell the Senate what is the necessity for reenact 
ing it? Is it because you are so anxious to do to-day what you 
said in 1893 you never intended to do? Is it because you want to 
show to the country that in 1892, when you made your Republican 
platform and declared in favor of bimetallism, both gold and sil- 
ver, that you were insincere in that declaration and never intended 
to carry it out? Is it because in 1896 your platform declared that 
you were in favor of international bimetallism, yet to-day so anx- 
ious are you to show the national bankers of the East that you are 
in favor of the single gold standard that you put it into this act, 
yet you claim that it is already the law? 

In 1893, when the unconditional repeal of the Sherman Act was 
before Congress, every Senator upon the Republican side of this 
Chamber and every Senator in the Chamber save and except the 
Senator from Louisiana {|Mr. Carrery] declared that he was 
unalterably opposed to the single gold standard and in favor o! 
bimetallism—the coinage of both gold and silver—and to-day you 
bring here a bill the first section of which says that we hereby 
establish the gold standard. 
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Section 2 of the House bill provides: 

That all interest-bearing obligations of the United States for the payment 
of money, now existing or hereafter to be entered into, and all United States 
notes and Treasury notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shall be deemed 
and held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States, as defined in 
section 1 of this act. 

This section says that all existing bonds and those which may 
be hereafter issued shall be paid in gold. Will some one who ad- 
vocates the bill tell me what benefit can come to the country at 
large by changing this contract? The existing bonds are now 
payable either in gold or silver at the option of the Government, 
and you now propose to make them payable in gold alone. What 
consideration comes to the United States? What do the people 
who are to be benefited agree to give in order to have their con- 
tract changed from one payable in coin to one payable in gold? 

I assert, Mr. President, that every outstanding obligation of 
this Government to-day is payable either in gold or silver at the 
option of the Government. Those bonds upon their face show 
that they are payable in coin at the ratio which existed on the 
14th of July, 1870, which was either gold or silver, not at the 
option of the holder, but at the option of the Government. That 
is in the law itself and it is on the face of the bonds, I have here 
a copy of one of the bonds payable in 1907, which shows specif- 
ically that the Government reserved the right to pay in either gold 
or silver, It reads: 

1877. Four per cent consols of the United States. 1907. 
Principal and — payable in coin. 





At the Treasury of the United States. ‘ 
The United States of America areindebted to the bearer in thesum of 


7115 fifty dollars. 715. 

This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled *‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870," amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeem- 


able at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of July. A. D. 1907, 
in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with 
interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annuum, payable qucnserte. on the Ist day of October, January, April, and 


July in each year. The principal and interest are exempt from the payment 


of all taxes or duties of the United States as well as from taxation in any 
form by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 


Washington, July 1, 1877. 
8S. J. MILLARD, 
Register of the Treasury. 

Act of July 14, 1870. 

And yet, without any demand from the great body of the peo- 
ple of this country, you come here to-day and voluntarily change 
this contract into one which the holders of bonds think more de- 
sirable, without compensation being made to the Government, 
and you give to the bondholders a gold bond for one which the 
Government now has the right to redeem in silver. 

When the last issue of bonds was made during the latter part of 
Mr. Cleveland’s second Administration, the President sent a mes- 
sage to the Congress of the United States, in which he said if Con- 
gress would give him authority to issue bonds payable in gold 
coin, he could receive a much larger price for them than for bonds 
which were authorized under the existing law payable in coin; 
and a bill was brought into the Senate by the then Senator from 
Wisconsin, Mr. Vilas, the title of which was ‘‘A bill to save the 
Government $16,000,000.” 

It was alleged by him and by Republican Senators that the 
bankers who were going to purchase those bonds would give the 
Government $16,000,000 more for them if the Government would 
insert in the bondsa clause that they were to be payable in gold. 
That was specifically stated by the friends of the bill. Congress 
refused to give this authority, being unwilling to issue gold bonds, 
but bids were made for the bonds, and they were purchased for 
$16,000,000 less than would have been paid for them if it had been 
provided that the bonds should be payable in gold. 

Notwithstanding those bonds were purchased for $16,000,000 
less, as I have said, it is now proposed, without the holders of the 
bonds paying one cent to the Government, to change them intogold 
bonds. What think you, Mr. President, of such a proposition? 
What kind of justice is this to the great body of the people of the 
United States? Whois to be benefited by this legislation? No 
one save and except the holders of those bonds, the men who pur- 
chased them for a smaller price because they were payable in 
either gold or silver; and now, without any reason, save and ex- 
cept that you want to gratify them, and they make this demand, 
the Republican members of the House of Representatives solidly 
have said, ‘‘ We will change this contract and pay the holders of 
those bonds in gold.” 

I pass over section 3, which provides for the establishment in 
the Treasury Department of a division to be designated and known 
as the division of issue and redemption, etc., and come to the 
fourth section of the bill, which provides: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain the 
gold reserve fund, etc. 

After some other provisions about the making of transfers, the 
section provides: 

And in addition thereto heis hereby authorized to issue and sell, whenever 
in his judgment it is necessary to the maintenance of said reserve fund, 
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bonds of the United States bearing interest at a rate not exceeding: » ae 
r annum, payable in gold coin at the end of twenty years br en Per cent 
n gold coin at the option of the United States after one year. me Mable 
Here is a power conferred upon a single individual to j<.,, 
bonds of this Government to be payable in gold, and with... 
limit save and except his own judgment as to how he chk 


° “ . Many he chai 
issue. Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury thinks i hal) 


sary to issue bonds, he may issue $1,000,000 worth, or §1 
worth, or $1,000,000,000 worth, so far as the law goes, and the: 

no power to prevent him from doing it. You give this pou. 
one individual who has shown himself the friend and a!|- -. -.” 
national banks of this conntey and the special friend of psrtien).” 


PCA. 
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banks in which he has left the money of the United Si.:... 

to aid them to improve their credit; and you confer wy };.. 

this great power, which in olden times was never confer). him 

" individual. pou 
n 


the past the Venue of the United States kept the eons. 

of the issuance of bonds in time of peace within their ow), », — 
and they alone had the right to determine how many a), y.), 2 
bonds should be issued; yet this proposed law says that the ¢.. 
retary of the Treasury may issue as many bonds as, in }\is j,),. 
ment, he may deem proper in order to maintain the gold reser. 

Why should this great power be conferred upon any indiyidya) 
I would ask, Mr. President? You may say that tho power will 
not be abused. I answer that that the Secretary of the Treasypy 
can abuse it. I answer that you turn over to an individual q 
power which the Constitution left in Congress itself—to determina 
as to the amount of debt this Government should become inyolyeg 
in. Under this section, if the Secretary of the Treasury gees 
proper, he may issue bonds payable in gold which will be )indins 
on the honor of the country and on the generations to come. po 
you think it well to put such a provision in a bill of this character 
without any limit? 

But that is not all of section 4. Further along it provides: 

And if at any time the Secretary of the Treasury deems it necess, 
order to maintain the parity and equal value of all the money of the (; 
States, he may, at his discretion,exchange gold coin for any other 
issued or coined oF the United States. The notesand certificates so red 
or exchanged shall be held in and constitute a part of said redem): 
and shall not be withdrawn therefrom nor disbursed except in exchanys : 
an equivalent amount of the coin in which said notes or certificates wore 
redeemed or exchanged. 

You confer by that section power on the Secretary of the Treas. 
ury to redeem every outstanding silver dollar in the United States 
of America in gold, to redeem every United States Treasury note. 
amounting to $346,000,000, in gold, and you provide that that 
money shall not be reissued or disbursed except for gold; and yet 
you say that you do not intend to tie up-the greenbacks and the 
silver in the country. It may be that the Senate substitute does 
not do so, but the House bill, for which every Republican mem- 
ber of that body voted, specifically provides that the Secretary of 
the Treasury may do that thing and thereby take out $50),\\00),000 
from the circulation of this country—$482,000,000, 1 think it is, in 
silver and $346,000,000 in greenbacks, 

Mr. President, I ask the Republicans who live in the western 
portion of our country if they are willing to confer power upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury to take out of circulation all the sil- 
ver dollars and allthe greenbacks—because the bill says he may 
exchange them for any money issued or coined, which includes 
both—to be covered into the Treasury and not to be paid out except 
for gold coin? Are you willing to go to your constituents ona 
record of that kind? 

In 1896 my colleague in the House of Representatives {Mr. 
McRae] sent a letter to the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Carlisle, inquiring whether or not silver dollars could be or were 
redeemed in gold atthe Treasury. He wasanswered by tlic Assist- 
ant Secretary, who said that the silver dollars, being moncy ot 
final redemption, were not redeemable in anything, and therelore 
the Treasury Department did not exchange gold for silver «\ol!ars. 
Later on, when Mr. Carlisle was pressed, in the latter part of the 
Presidential canvass, for information as to why silver dollars were 
as good as gold dollars, yet were not redeemable in gold, lie was 
forced to say that if it became necessary he would redeem the si- 
ver dollars in gold. 

It is true there was no law to authorize such redemption: but 
with one exception no Secretary of the Treasury, | think. siuce 
the war has ever held himself bound by the letter of the |W 
where the national banks demanded that he should do oth«rwhe. 
That exception, I think, was Daniel Manning, who was Secretary 
of the Treasury in Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration. | 1° 
peat, the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury stated—and het ld 
the truth—that silver was not redeemable in gold; but unit (ie 
stress of the canvass later on Secretary Carlisle said that, 1! neces 
ony he would redeem it in gold. 

ow, we have a bill here which it is pro to pass through 
this Congress, and which has already the House of a 
sentatives, which provides that the silver dollars may be redeem 
in gold, and ie provides also for the redemption in gol: of » 
$346,000,000 of greenbacks, which you" have asserted again 40 
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again you never intended to retire, and when we claimed that you 
would eventually doso you said the statement was untrue and false, 
and yet your party in the House of Representatives voted solidly 
fi 1 a proposition to tie up $346,000,000 in the Treasury of the 
United States, providing that it can only be paid out by being ex- 
changed for gold, thereby repealing the present law, which au- 
thorizes it to be used to meet the expenses of the Government. 

Is that all, Mr. President? I think there are a few other pro- 
visions in this bill to which I shall allude which are very objec- 
tionable. Passing over several of the sections, I come to the pro- 
vision which authorizes the national banks to receive the full face 
value or the par value of the bonds deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States that they may issue their notes, thus changing 
the law as it now stands, which is that they can only issue 90 per 
cent of the bonds deposited. Will any Senator tell me why the 
banks should have this additional advantage? What reason is 
there for it? It can not be said that it is in order to increase the 
circulation of money, because the same bill ties up $800,000,000 in 
the Treasury, thereby taking it out of circulation. That, then, is 
not the reason. : ne : 

The only reason, Mr. President, why it is done is that the 
national banks have demanded this additional concession. They 
can make more money if they are allowed to issue their circu- 
lating notes to the extent of 100 per cent than they can at 90 per 
cent. They have asked Congress to do this for them, and the 
House of Representatives has already responded to that demand. 

The next proposition to which I refer is one which reduces the 
taxes which the natienal banks are now required to pay. 

Section 10 provides that hereafter the national banks shall pay 
upon the amount of their capital stock two-tenths of 1 per cent 
annually in the way of taxation. Under the law to-day they pay 
1 per cent, I think, upon their circulation. Whilst 1 have not 
calculated accurately the reduction, I will say that this bill, if it 
becomes a law, will reduce by at least one-half the amount in the 
way of taxes which the national banks are now required to pay. 

{ should like Senators from the West who intend to vote for this 
bill, when they go before their Western constituents, to tell them, 
when taxes are imposed upon every deed, mortgage, and every 
check that their people draw, upon many of the medicines they 
are compelled to buy, and upon various other things, why it is 
that this Republican Congress steps in and provides that the only 
tax that shall be removed or reduced in any way whatever is the 
tax on national banks. Why are they more entitled to our con- 
sideration than other people in the land? Are they so poor that 
they can not pay the 1 percent tax? Are they the people that the 
Congress of the Uni States, in endeavoring to relieve the dis- 
tress of the country, should select, of all classes, reduce by one-half 
the taxes which they are to pay, and at the same time absolutely 
refuse to reduce the taxes to which I have wpb A referred? Do 
you think such a bill is in the interest of the people at large, or is 
it a bill in the interest of national banks? There can be no reason 
for enacting such a law-save and except the desire to accommodate 
those banks. 

What, then, can Senators say when they are asked why they 
did not reduce the taxes on various necessities, why they did not 
take the tax off deeds and mortgages, why they do not remove it 
from patent medicines? You may answer that a war was in prog- 
ress and that it was necessary to have money to prosecute that 
war. If that be true, why do you propose to reduce by one-half 
the taxes on the national banks, which are more able to bear tax- 
ation than any class of citizens in the country? 

There is one other feature of the bill, Mr. President, to which I 
desire to allude, and then, after a few remarks on the bill generally, 
I shall conclude, 

Under this bill the finances of the country are to be turned over 
absolutely to the national banks, the greenbacks are to be retired, 
the silver dollars are no longer to be considered — and the 
single gold standard is to be established. Then you leave it in 
the power of the national banks to expand or contract the cur- 
rency at their will, It is, you say, an elastic currency. Yes, it is 
an elastic currency when the national banks hold both ends of the 
elastic string and can pull it out or contract it as may conduce to 
their interest; and at the same time you say that the bill is in 
the interest of the people of the United States. What people, save 
and except the bondholders and the men who are running the 
national banks? 

, L have not gone into the details of the bill so minutely as did the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but I hope the ple of the 
country will examine the bill, and see if, from the Sealunias to 
the end of it, every word is not so framed and intended as to bene- 
~ Ae two particular classes of our citizens to whom I have re- 

Take the bill ree and what does it provide? That gold, 
and gold alone, 1 be the standard money; that all bonds of 
the Government, which by the law and on their face are payable 
in either gold or silver at the option of the Government, shall 

ereafter be payable in gold. Not only this, but it provides also 
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that all private contracts shall be payable in gold. It authorizes 
the national banks to issue bank notes to the full amount of bonds 
placed on deposit with the Treasury, and to expand or contract 
the currency of the country at their will; it reduces the tax to be 
paid by the national banks on their circulation by one-half; it 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, at his own option, re- 
sponsible to no man, with no appeal from his judgment, to issue 
interest-bearing gold bonds, without any limit as to amount save 
and except such as in his judgment heshall think proper. It also 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem all outstand- 
ing silver.dollars and United States Treasury notes, commonly 
called ‘* greenbacks,” and the Sherman notes named in the law of 
1890, in gold, and to tie them up and keep them in the Treasury, 
thereby reducing the circulation something over $800,000,000. 

There is not one word or sentence in this bill for the benefit of 
the great body of our people, who are engaged in agriculture. 
There is not one letter or one sentence in the bill which would 
tend to increase the price of labor or make the burdens of our 
laboring people less heavy than they now are. There is not one 
word or sentence in this bill which could be of any benefit to any 
class of citizens of the United States save and except the two 
classes I have named. The holders of United States bonds and 
the national banks are by the provisions of this bill to be the sole 
beneficiaries. I repeat, that you cl. search the bill from the be- 
ginning to the end and it does the identical thing I have said. It 
gives those men everything they have asked and places the finances 
of this country absolutely under the control of the national banks. 

It confers power upon the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
unlimited bonds, and under the present law, which it leaves in 
force, the Secretary of the Treasury can take the money collected 
in the way of internal-revenue taxes from the people and place it 
in the keeping of any favorite bank that he may select‘ “ywhere in 
the United States of America. No remedy for that is offered in 
this bill. Already, by his own report made to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the Secretary of the Treasury has admitted that, un- 
der the law which authorized the sale of a Government building 
in the city of New York, a bank in that city purchased the build- 
ing-for something more than $3,000,000, that they paid to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury or brought a check here to this city to pay 
it to him, for more than $3,000,000, leaving a small balance unpaid. 

The law said that that should be turned into the Treasury of 
the United States, but the Secretary said to that bank, ‘‘I have 
the right to deposit moneys in certain banks, You take back 
these 33,000,000 and keep it in your bank, loan it out to whom 
you see proper, at such interest as you can get, and in the mean- 
time I will pay you a large amount of rent upon behalf of the 
Government for that building;’ and no deed was made because 
until a deed was made the bank was not responsible for taxes 
that were levied upon it. Yet this has been done and the pend- 
ing bill seeks not to remedy such wrongs, but confers upon the 
Secretary this power to issue bonds until he can get sufficient 
money not only to aid one of his national-bank friends, but many 
throughout the country. 

Now, I submit to the Senator from Iowa whether he thinks 
that this bill conforms to the profession which has been so often 
made by him and the leaders of his party on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. He having voted on this floor that the Government bonds 
were payable legally, morally, and equitably in silver, why does 
he come in to-day and voluntarily give the bondholders what they 
ask and say to them, ‘‘ We will change your contract and will 
pay you in gold?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Where do I say that? 

Mr. BERRY. You said thatin the Stanley Matthews resolu- 
tion, for which you voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where in the Senate amendment, for which I 
hold myself partially responsible, do we propose to change the 
contract? 

Mr. BERRY. Iwill read it. You said in the Stanley Mat- 
thews resolution that the Government had a right legally, equi- 
tably, and morally to pay the United States bonds in silver. You 
do not deny that. You do not deny you voted for that resolu- 
tion. You say, ‘‘ Where have I sought tochange it?” Iwill read 
from the House bill which was passed, commanding the vote of 
every Republican in the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator was standing me up here for in- 
quiry and not the House. Now, the Finance Committee on the 
part of the Senate not only does not assent to the provisions of 
the House bill, but provides asubstitute for every section of it; and 
if the Senator wishes to arraign me in any way as respects my 
former record or what I now propose, I trust he will confine his 
debate to what is in the substitute, for which I will be responsible 
in part and which, to the best of my ability, at the proper time I 
will defend. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Iowa was not in the Chamber 
when I began the remarks in which I stated that in my opinion 
the House bill would become the law and that | would confine my 
remarks to that bill, He says he is not responsible for it. I tell 
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him that the Republican party, and every member belenern se 
it in the House of Representatives, in caucus and on the floor of 
the House, voted for the bill which I have read, and it says that 
the bonds shall hereafter be payable in gold. . , 

It may be that he would rather confuse, as I said a while ago, 
and somewhat obscure the meaning of that measure before he 
goes before the people in the national election, but it is the bill 
demanded by the national bankers, and I said your party never 
yet has failed to respond to every demand that they made; and if 
they still command it, it will be passed whether you agree to it or 
not. Therefore I referred to him because he had cast a vote. I 
will name to him another distinguished citizen of this Republic 
who voted for the Stanley Matthews resolutions—William Mc- 
Kinley, a member of the House of Representatives at that time. 
He eaid and voted that the bonds were morally, legally, and equi- 
tably payable in silver if the Government thought proper to pay 
silver. 

Now, I say that the House has done this, and so I can only take 
the House bill; and with all the Senator's ability and his high 
standing I want to say that all the members of the House of Re 
resentatives are better evidence of what the Republican — will 
do than even the Senator from Iowa, united with the other mem- 
bers of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not responsible, except in a very small 
way, for what the Republican part ymaydo. i was not speaking 
for the Republican party; but I understood the Senator to say that 
the present bonds, being payable in coin, we propose now in this 
bill—that I proposed and I understood him to mean that the Sen- 
ate amendment proposed —— 

Mr. BERRY. I never referred to that. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well. Iam glad the Senator did not. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not. 

Mr. ALLISON, Because it relieves him of the responsibility of 
failing to be familiar with the bill. 

The Senator says that a committee of conference in the future is 
going to make some bill other than the one which the Committee 
on Finance, of which I happen to be a member, reported. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If my colleague will permit me—— 

Mr. BERRY. One minute; then Iwill yield. Iask the Senator 
if the House bill is not before the Senate now—the bill I am dis- 
cussing? Isthere not before the Senate the bill that passed the 
House of Representatives? Answer once in your life direct, yes 
orno. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has put a question to me—— 

Mr. TELLER. Categorically. 

Mr. ALLISON. And I will answer it now, if he will allow me, 
without interruption, in my own way. 

Mr. BERRY. All right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the House bill is pending here. It 
would be singular if it were not pending. It does not require a 
Senator toknowthat. Having passed the House, it must be here; 
but it was referred to a committee of this body, of which I happen 
tobeamember. Thatcommittee took up and considered the bill, 
and it then reported to the Senate asits judgment that there should 
be passed instead of the House bill a substitute which we propose, 

If the Senator will be kind enongh in his way, always effective, 
to discuss the Senate substitute and then criticise me for what is 
in that, I will endeavor to defend it if he will give me an oppor- 
tunity, either now or at some other time; but I insist, the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate having charge of this matter 
having presented here a substitute for the consideration of the 
Senate, that he must not at this stage charge us with favoring the 

House bill. If in conference we shall make modifications, I shall 
be glad, for one, to have his views upon the conference report. 

Mr. BERRY. I now yield to my colleague. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thesuggestion made by mycolleague 
was that the Senator from Iowa now advocates a provision to pay 
the United States bonds in gold, 

Mr, TELLER. To change the contract. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Arkansas, my col- 
league, charged, and I understood the Senator from Iowa to deny 


it 

Mr. BERRY. He denied it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That the Senator’s action favored 
the payment, and proposed by law to make United States bonds 
payable, in gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The existing United States bonds. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The existing United States bonds, 
That is what Isay. Now, section 1 of the substitute brought in 
here by the Senator from lowa and the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Finance has a distinct provision, the first words of which 
are as follows: 

That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine shall, as 


established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of the United Sta con- 
tinue to be the standard unit of value. = 


It is made the unit, not one of the units. The section referred 





to, which was adopted in 1873, made gold the single standard, and 
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it stood the single standard until the act of 1878 conferred 
same power on silver, The silver dollars were at that time 
a standard unit of value just as much as the gold dollar, 


mit that any reasonable man on earth knows that a full lega| ten. 
der mvst necessarily be a standard of value. 


Greenbacks are legal tender; Treasury notes are legal {. 
national-bank notes are limited legal tender. The legal-tey\ 
quality has no more to do with the standard of value than 1) 
sunlight has to do with the moonlight. They are very different 
things. When you come to the question what is the standari of 
value, if I have time I will endeavor to show later in this delyats 
that this first section of the bill is practically a reiteration 0; 
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made 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me finish what I am 


saying 


Now, when you make one standard, a single standard, you y),..... 
sarily make all the obligations of the Government payable j; 
standard. I admit that the words are not here 
tinctly as in the House bill; you very adroitly undertake to , 
it, but you leave the effect precisely the same as in the Houss j,\\) 
All these obligations are payable in gold if the Senate substi;,;, 


ses. 

ie. ALDRICH. Is it too much trouble for the Senator to); 
out the provision in the statute of 1878 or any other statute «: ; 
United g 

It is not in the statute and never was. 


1 t 


Trovided as di 
id 


tates which makes the silver dollar the standard of y4)y;.. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It maace it full legal tender, 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is a different proposition. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It gives it unlimited coinage. | .)) 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a money} 
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act of 1878, which has been denounced over and over again in this 
Chamber as an act that created thesingle gold standard and which 


was objected to to such a degree that it has been called the crime 
of 1873. We have had that rung in our ears in every debate upon 
the financial question from 1878 down to this time. Therefore. 
when we have reinserted in this bill in its first section the section 
which carried into the Revised Statutes the act of 1873 we hayo 
not changed the law as respects the standard of value. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not take more 
of my time; that he will not speak longer than I am going to 
speak are 
Mr. LISON.: I will not take more of the Senator's time. | 
only wanted to correct the suggestion of the Senator from Ar- 


kansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not want to give up the floor; I want to 
speak myself. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I merely wish to say, in reply to the 
Senator, that the section to which he refers does not make a 
standard. It does not declare that gold is the standard. It says 
that the gold dollar shall be the unit of value. It does not say 
‘‘standard.” You bring that in for the first time; and this bill is 
that much worse than the infamy of 1873. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thenthecrime of 1873 isnothing if that statute 
did not make gold the standard of value. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I say that it made it the standard of 
value by making it the unit of value. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to read what the 
Senator from Ohio, Mr, Sherman, said about the act of 1878, which 
will afford some information to the Senator from Iowa? 1|n lis 
report which he sent to us—— 

r. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Colorado think that 
everybody is bound by the utterances of the late Senator from 
Ohio? Does he consider himself bound by them in any forin or at 
zy time? 

r. TELLER. This isacontemporaneousexposition of the law. 
and it is very short. 

The act approved February 28, 1878, made a very important change in cur 


coinage system. 

It did change the system somewhat, and that change we (io not 
want to forget was under the leadership of the Senator from lows. 
who was not then so much in love with the act of 1878 as lie 1s 
to-day. 

The silver dollar provided for was made a | 
lic or private, except where otherwise stipulated in the contract. 

* zt ae ~ ae cd 


ie aw itself aay shows that eS — oe Be pliers le the 
ollar, nor Songress ngle standard of siiver, 
ut only to create a tienthallie tuaiard of iver and eed. of equal value and 
equal purchasing power. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will allow me for one moment’ 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. e statement just read by the Senator as to 
what constitutes bimetallism would hardly stand the test. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this debate has accomplished 01° 
thing. The Senator from lowa has repudiated the action of !'s 
own Republican friends in the House and has said he was 10t 
responsible for the Republican party. The Senator from Rhode 
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that he is not responsible for the greatest leader | 
yo that the Republican party ever had—John Sherman. | 
The Senator from Iowa has repudiated all of the Republican | 
. mbers of the House, whom he admits voted to put in this bill, 
directly and specifically, that the bonds should be payable in gold, 
snd whom he the other day admitted had passed a bill which tied 
= the greenbacks of this country in the Treasury and could only 
he said out for gold. Isay taat much has been admitted. The 
Senator from Rhode Island has, as I have said, said he is not re- | 
<nonsible for what John Sherman said. ; 
‘Now, the Senator from Iowa insists that I ought to have dis- 
cussed the Senate amendment and not the House bill. 

Mr. A LLISON. Oh, no. : . 

Mr. BERRY. That is the way I certainly understood him. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Arkansas intended to ad- 
dress his observations to me, then he ought to have discussed the | 
Senate amendment and not the House bill. But of course he can 
discnss either measure by and large, if he chooses. ) 

[hope he will not attribute to me the statement that I admit 
this, that, or the other as respects the House bill, because 1 make 
no admissions upon that subject. 

Mr. BERRY. I stated the other day upon the floor of the Sen- | 
ate, and I stated to the Senator from Iowa when he said he dif- 
fered with the Senator from Colorado about it, the effect of the | 
Senate amendment in tying up the greenbacks of the country. I 
said’ the House bill does that, and he said undoubtedly, but not | 
the Senate amendment. I admit it is not in the Recorp in that | 
way, but those are the facts. F 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Recorp waschanged, it was not changed 
by my instructions. 4 

Mr. BERRY. That is what occurred, to a certainty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iremember very well what I stated. I stated 
that I was not discussing the House bill. 

Mr. BERRY. You first stated it, undoubtedly; in the first re- 
mark you drop : 

Mr, ALLISON. Very well. Of course if the Senator seeks to 
gather from that that I admitted that the House bill does with- | 
draw the greenbacks and the silver, then I wish now to withdraw 
that statement. I understood that I did withdraw it at the mo- 
ment. 

But my understanding as respects the Senate amendment—— 

Mr. BERRY. The House bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. My understanding in respect to the Senate 
amendment is that it makes it impossible to do that. I shall be 
glad to say what I think can be done under the House bill, 
although it is not important to our debate, as we do not intend to 
support it. 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me itis important to our debate. It 
seems to me that the Senator from Iowa assumes that his party | 
here in the Senate and his committee alone are more powerful than 
all of his party in the House of Representatives. He therefore 
says it is not important what the House members have done in | 
the passage of this bill, but it is all important as to what the | 
Senate amendment does. 

We have had experience enough in the Senate to know what | 
will happen. When the Senate amendment, which will doubtless | 
be adopted by the Republican Senators here, goes into conference, 
I assert my belief to-day that practically the House bill will be- 
come the law. As I said in the beginning of this speech, the Sen- | 
ator from Iowa may be able to get on an amendment something 
like the character of this first provision of the Senate substitute, 
which is susceptible of two constructions and which mystifies | 
the situation, to enable the Republicans in Iowa to say that it | 
means one thing and the Republicans in Rhode Island to say that | 
it means another, and yet which the Secretary of the Treasury | 
will, as you know, construe to mean what the Senator from | 
Rhode Island wants it to mean. I say you may do that, but | 
practically, in my opinion, the House bill will be passed. 

At any rate, I want the country to understand that a Republican | 
majority, and therein is included every member of the House. has | 





| ence and control of the combined wealth of the country. 


which are now by contract payable in gold or silver, payable in 
gold alone, to authorize by the House bill the redemption of the 
silver dollars and greenbacks in gold, and to confer upon your Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the power to issue bonds without limit* 


| Those are the provisions of the bill to which you stand committed. 


It may be that a majority of the people of the United States will 
sustain you in it, but I do not believe it. 

Mr. President, the Republican party of to-day—and you can 
not escape it, the whole country is beginning to understand it; 
sooner or later they will understand—has fallen under the influ 
It no 
longer has any sympathy with the agricultural classes. It no 
longer has any feeling of sympathy for the laboring classes. It is 
dominated absolutely by the national banks and does the absolute 


| bidding of the boards of trade of the great cities of this country. 


It is the protector, the defender, the friend, and ally of every 
corporation, trust, and combination of wealth throughout the 
country. The agents and representatives of this great wealth and 
of these manufacturing associations continue to grow bolder and 
bolder and more exorbitant in their demands as you yield to them. 

They appear before committees of the Senate no longer asking, 
but demanding legislation for their special benefit. They not only 
demand the passage of this bill, which gives the national banks 
the control of the finances of the Government, but, under the false 
pretense of increasing commerce, they also demand that millions 


| of dollars shall be taken annually from money belonging to all 


the people and given to the great corporations which control the 
transportation of products to and from foreign ports. They are 
not satisfied alone with this financial legislation, but they come 
here—and your President has recommended that it be given to 
them—asking that millions of dollars be taken out of the Treasury, 
which belongs to all the people, and paid over to the men who are 
already immensely rich and have this great shipping business 
which carries a portion of our foreign trade. Not only this, but 
this Administration is gradually yielding to their demands, some- 
times feebly protesting, it is true, but in the end doing what these 
classes and associations of wealth and the trusts have requested. 

The Republican party has step by step and year by year ad- 
vanced toward imperialism and absolute power. It has now 
reached the point when its leaders scarcely pretend any sympathy 
with a government of the people and by the people and for the 
people. Not only that, but many of its wealthyand leading advo- 
cates in the Eastern cities, men who furnish largely the money to 
run your campaign, are beginning boldly to proclaim that the 
English system of government is superior to ours, and that the re- 
publican form is no longer suited to our people; and every attempt 
that is made here to legislate or speak on behalf of the laboring 
classes and the agricultural classes is met with a sneer and the 
charge of demagogy; and yet when one of the representatives of 
these corporations comes to the committee you yield to his demand 
and pass such laws as he asks. I know this is strong language, 
but it is the truth, and every man about the Senate sees it day by 
day as these great, wealthy, corporate representatives appear here 


| before the committees of this body. 


In addition, as I have said, many of them no longer pretend to 
regard our form of government, and the Administration itself has 
shown that it has become the follower and the imitator of English 
methods and the English Government, and to-day, Mr. President, 
while four-fifths of the people of this country are in sympathy 
with those who in southern Africa are struggling for liberty and 
for freedom, we have every reason to believe that this Republican 
Administration is in sympathy with a monarchy that attempts to 
crush these Republics, 1 say that that condition has come about 
because you have from time to time yielded to these wealthy classes 
and have forgotten those who have to struggle for themselves, 

I do not know whether or not the American people who believe 
in bimetallism, who are opposed to government by trusts and 


| corpofations, who are opposed to imperialism, who believe in 


equality of citizens before the law, can unite to overthrow the 
party which threatens the destruction of the Republic. I know 


committed itself to this provision which changes the contract from | that if we could unite all the elements who are opposed to the 


either gold or silver at the option of the Government and makes 
these bonds payable in gold. You can not avoidit. It has gone 
to the country. When you bring your conference report here we 
we discuss that. But we have aright to discuss to-day the House 
bill, which has that body, and to assume that the proba- 
vilities are that that will be the law rather than the report of a 
committee of the Senate. 
“_ President, I think I have said all I intended to say on this 
. *. have said that there is not a provision in it except it is for 
he nefit of those who hold the bonds of the United States and 
on national banks. I defy any man to point to any provision in 
1€ bill which will benefit the laboring classes from one end of the 
country to the other, or that will bring any kind of relief to the 
gr eat agricultural classes of the country. You have gone to work 
O reduce the interest on national banks, to make these bonds, 


present Administration, if we could rally them under one banner, 
success would be certain. I do not know, but I hope and believe 
that when this bill, so absolutely unjust to the great body of the 
people of this country, so clearly dictated by the national banks 
and by men who hold the wealth, goes forth it will arouse such a 
storm of indignation throughout the Western States and disclose 
the evils under which the country is laboring from this Govern- 
ment as to enable us to send to Congress representatives who will 
remedy it and bring back, if possible, a government of the people, 
as those who wrote the Declaration of Independence and framed 
the Constitution intended. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I understand the question be- 
fore the Senate now is the amendment proposed by the Committeo 
on Finance to strike out all after the enacting clause of the House 
bill which was sent here and insert an entire amendment proposed 
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by the Senate Finance Committee. I propose an amendment 
to the amendment, accepting the proposition to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


First. That it is the fixed policy of the United States to pay and clear off 
the national debt as rapidly as just and equal taxation and theaccumulation 
of other revenues of the Government will permit, with constant regard to 
the capacity of the people to respond to this national duty. 

Second. ‘That the specie basis, consisting of gold or silver coin, or both, 
is the only true, just, and constitutional basis of the issue of bank bills to 
circulate as money. 

Third. That it is an unjust and unconstitutional burden on the taxpayers 
of the United States that Congress should agree to change the terms of the 
national obligations with the consent of the bondholders, so as to deprive the 
people of the right and privilege of paying said obligations in coins of gold or 
silver according to their necessities or the requirements of the general wel- 
fare 


cD 


Fourth. That it is contrary to the policy of the United States that the | 
national debt shall be made perpetual or that it should be maintained or in- | 


creased for the benefit of the national banks or to regulate the commercial 
value of gold or silver bullion. 

I offer that as an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be read at the 
desk. I was not able to catch the first part of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island asks to have the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama read at the desk. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I do not desire to enter into any 
extended discussion of the bill now before the Senate, but the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], a member of the Committee 
on Finance, the other day criticised my construction of this bill; 
and as I see he is now present, with other members of the com- 
mittee, I wish to say just a few words, so that when the Senator 
makes the speech he has told us he is going to make he will give 
us the benefit of a few points in it that I want to suggest. 

I want the Senator, when he makes his next speech, to tell us, 
and I think we are entitled to know, why the Republicans of this 
body found fault with the House bill, the history of which, of 
course, I need not repeat, as I stated it the other day. Everybody 
knows that that is the bill prepared at Indianapolis, brought here, 
and submitted to a committee of Republicans elected by the Re- 
publican caucus of the last Congress, who were to consider this 
matter and present tothe House a bill. The committee appointed 
by the caucus sat for some time, with the present Speaker at their 
head, and they reported to the House this bill. They reported it 
first to a House caucus composed of the Republican members of 
the House, now in a large majority. While I can not say what 
occurred in that caucus, while I am not acquainted with all that 
occurred, the public press said there was some division at first as 
to the propriety of the bill, but it was ultimately accepted as the 
measure of the party. 

Now, this is the bill that the President gave his support to on 
the 24th of July, 1897, when he sent his message here and called 
our attention to the plan that the wise men at Indianapolis had 
suggested. That is the time he told us that patriotic people had 
met there and spent two days, out of which they had brought a 
scheme which he said he especially referred us for consideration, 
giving it at least his approval in that way. He did not say in so 
many words that he approved it, but if I call the attention of one 
of my colleagues to a proposition, and say that it is worthy of his 
attention, it at least indicates that I am somewhat in accord. 
This is the bill. 

Now, where is the vice in that bill, which the Republicans of 
the Senate could not take? Weare entitled to know that. The 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island never said a word about 
the House bill. There was absolute silence on his part about that 
measure, Of course we had a right to assume that he did not a’ 
prove of it, because he did not agree to it as a member of the Fi. 
nance Committee. The other members of the committee must 
have disagreed to it, because this substitute for it is the action, I 
understand, of the Republican members of that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is the action of a majority. 

Mr. TELLER. Of a majority of the Republican members of 
the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; of a majority of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Ofa majority of the committee, certainly. Of 
course I did not mean to say that it was accepted byall the mem- 
bers of the committee, but it appears to have been accepted by all 
the Republicans, so far as I know. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a very great thing and a very serious 
thing to change your financial system, and I suppose nobody will 
deny but that here is proposed a very radical oll material change 
of the financial system. 

Mr. ALLISON. May L interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely wish to ask the Senator whether he 
is speaking now of the Senate amendment or the House bill? 

r. TELLER. I am talking about both of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator seems to think we ought to give 
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the reasons why we prefer to the House bill the Senate a)... 
ment. He said this is a radical change in our financia) «......_ 
Does he mean that the Senate amendment is a radical chap... 

Mr. TELLER. I mean bothofthem. Either one that}... 
a law will be a radical change. I have no doubt, as was stat.) 1 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], that neither o) +) 
will become a law in their absolute entirety as they wer. i... 
duced or came from the House. There will be some com})j1:;,.,, 
of provisions, I have no doubt. It can hardly be expecte:| io}. 
otherwise. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat, I think we are entitled ; 
why the Senate committee discarded the House bill, \, 
that measure. We say it is a dangerous bill, a wicked bil|. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of what bill is the Senator speakin, 
wicked bill? is 

Mr. TELLER. I am talking about the House bill: an) 4) 
bill is as much here as the Senate bill, and the Senators 6, »,, 
escape it. What is more, it comes here with the imprint of +), 
Republican party as a party. It is their bill; it is their , 
Mr. President. ; 

I was told the other day that there had been no caucus oy 
subject in the Senate and that therefore the Senate ame) 
is simply the idea of the Republican members of the co ittes 
It is possible that they consulted their associates, but I haye no 
reason to suppose they did from the celerity with which they 
brought it out of committee after it went from this body to ths 
committee. ; 

So, Mr. President, we are authorized to say that the House pj) 
represents the policy of the Republican party. And I want to say 
here now that the Republican press of this country is for the 
House bill. The Post in this city said the other morning that the 
influential Republican press of the country is for the House pil), 
I say that the Republican press of the country is for the Honsoe 
bill. The Republican writers who are writing on the subject are 
writing in favor of the House bill. I have herea statement mado 
by Mr. M. L. Muhleman, the assistant treasurer in New York, 
who is authority on these questions. This appeared in Sound 
Money a day or two ago: 

The outlook is for a measure composed of parts of both bills, with some 
new matter evolved by a conference committee of the two House 

What iniquity they may fix up and put in with these other ini- 
quities none of us can now tell. We shall have to wait until the 
conference report gets here to properly meet that. 


Altogether the House bill contains more of the elements requisite to con- 
stitute a well-rounded law to meet the present conditions; amendments are 
desirable, as has been indicated. 


He wanted some few amendments. 


Upon four points there appears already an agreement: The enact ment of 
the gold standard, the maintenance of parity, the policy of not 
redeemed legal-tender notes except for gold— 

Now, mind, that is the interpretation of your amendment—the 
Senate amendment. That is one of the things the Senator from 
Iowa was criticising me for the other day, although he «id not 
specify it— 
the policy of not reissuing redeemed legal-tender notes except for gold, and 
allowing national banks to issue notes to the par of bonds deposit. This 
may therefore be regarded as the minimum legislation that we may expect; 
no doubt a considerable step forward. 

While we may thus expect a solution of one branch of our monetary prol- 
lem, there still remains the other—the paper-money branch—to be solved. 


I said the other day that when this bill became a law, as it 
would, we would hear a call for proper legislation upon the bank 
ae: and these folks can not wait. If the Senate provision 
should happen to become a law, they will ey attack Con- 
gress for a wise provision, which I suppose will follow a‘ter the 
suggestion made perhaps by the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the ae system of issuing money is to issue it on your debts. 
Why, Mr. President, I could get rich if I could do that, and so 
could some of my constituents and many others of my aciuaiut- 
ance. But what I want to call attention to is that these people 
are starting in early— 
the paper-money branch—to be solved; for no one will seriously claim that 
the proposed legislation on these lines is adequate to the country’s nels ; 

I want the Senator from Iowa to tell me when he makes his 
speech whether he agrees with that, and whether this is to be 
followed by a new national-bank law. If he can possilily ‘0 ‘9, 
I wish him to outline what it is. It may be that it might some- 
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what mitigate my grief at seeing this bill pass if he could sucsest 
a good bank bill. 
What may be regarded as secured is that the national banks may increase 


their circulation by 10 per cent, and they would also have an opportun'ty % 
expand further if there were not obstacles in the way— 


Well, those obstacles will be removed by giving some privi!es*s 
that they do not have under existing law— 
but so long as we have our $800,000,000 of Government notes— 

Now, this is what I want to call attention to, and I want the 
Senator from Iowa to address himself to this point— 


but so long as we have our $800,000,000 of Government notes and silver «ort! 
cates there is no room fora material increase in bank circulation. We ©0S% 
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»owever, not look for more radical legislation this year. This must wait the 


determination of the political struggle of 1000, 

, icle is signed by M. L. Muhleman, who is the assistant | 
era New York. , Mr. President, according to my inter- 
retation, that is a declaration from verr high authority that we | 
ne to have further legislation. — 

Mr. ALDRICH. _It is not official. _ ; ; 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose he signed it as assistant treas- 
urer, but then he is high in the councils of our gold-standard 
friends at least. The Senator from Iowa asks me what I want 
him to explain, I should like to have him explain these particular 
e Mr ALDRICH. As much as he can. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, as much as he can. 

{ said the other day, and I say again, this gold standard is not 
to st p with this bill. y : 7 

Mr. President, you can not maintain this gold standard under 
nresent conditions and present law, and in self-defense, if it is to 
he maintained at all, you have got to make some changes. I do 
not know what they will be, nor doI know what they ought to be; 
but 1 am aot concernedin that. I am not responsible forthe gold 
standard. I said the other day it had been a curse to every nation 
that had ever tried it, and so it has, Mr. President. If it had not 
been for theaccidental discovery of goldin California and Australia 
in 1848 the gold standard would have wrecked the Kingdom of | 
Great Britain, in my judgment. It has practically brought mis- | 
fortune and distress to every country in the world that has tried 
it. And to-day there are no countries that have made it a success | 
without a sacrifice, and the benefits are not equal to the sacrifice 
they havemade. Robert Giffen, the gold-standard advocate, as I 
said the other day, declared that it had been made a success no- 
where in modern times. 

Now, I wish the Senator ~~ tell me, if he can, what is to follow 
this measure, if anything. re we to have a banking system that 
shall turn over to the banks the sole authority to issue paper 
money, as indicated by this writer where he speaks of the danger 
to this system of $800,000,000 of paper money, Government money? 
Lagree, Mr. President, that $800,000,000 of paper money is a dan- 
ger toa gold standard. You have more than $800,0('0.000, because 
you have two hundred and some odd million dollars of bank paper 

sides. Every government that has tried it bas found itself com- | 
pelled either to restrict its paper money or else to defer the gold 
standard, Great Britain tried itin 1816. She did not get to the | 
gold standard until 1823. From time to time she extended the 
time to putitin force. She curtailed her — money in order 

. that she might get there. She brought more distress from 1815 to 
1823 upon that country than all the Napoleonic wars had brought 
upon it, and the great debt that had been put upon that country 
by the tremendous struggle she made to down Napoleon and to 
maintain her supremacy was nothing compared to the shrinkages 
of values, and the suffering of her people by hunger and poverty 
was infinitely greater than it had been by the desolations of war. 

I want the Senators who are in favor of this to tell us what 
benefit we are to get from this gold standard and why the law of 
compensation that has touched every nation that has tried it is 
not likely to reach us. It can onl done, I say, by an entire 
change of the system of currency of this country, by an abandon- 
ment of the function on the part of the Government of the United 
States to make its money. If we are to turn over to the banks of 
this country that governmental function that was never until re- . 
cent years intrusted to corporations or to individuals, I want them 
to tell me how it is that the bankers of this country can do that 
which we can not do with all the great wealth and strength of 
75,000,000 people back of us. 

The proposition, on the one hand, is that those bonds which are 
to be reissued, of which I want to speak in a few minutes, are to 
be the basis of banking, and as they issue currency these national 
notes must disappear. The House plan is that they shall disap- 
pear to a large extent by being impounded in the Treasury, and 
nobody can deny it. I believe the Senate bill does to a degree 
what the House bill does to a larger degree, and that is all the 
difference, 

Mr. President, we have had some experience with banks in this 
country. We had a bank once called a national bank, and it was 
not a bank with very big capital nor very big deposits compared 
With the present time, for, of course, it was a time when the 
country was new and young. But, Mr. President, if it had not 
been that there was a Jackson in the Presidential chair to take 
thet bank by the throat and compel it to go into liquidation we 
would have had a condition that had never prevailed in this coun- 
try and could not have prevailed except by the domination of the 


money power a ted in a great bank. 
Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I know he wants to treat the subject fairly, 
as he has always treated it in the Senate, I should like to ask 
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him whether, in his opinion, any increase in national-bank notes 
after the passage of this bill will drive out of circulation either 
the United States notes or the silver certificates, when you take 
into consideration the provision which we propose in regard to 
the denominations of the notes to be issued? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I believe it will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In what way? 

Mr. TELLER. I believe, in the first place, there will come a 
demand from these banks that we take out of circulation national 
paper money—greenbacks, silver certificates, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed the Senator meant from natural 
causes and not from legislation. Of course we could reduce the 
amount by legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. I will talk about that. I had not intended to 
do so, but I am willing to go into it if Ido not take too much 
time. However, I did not get up to make a speech in extenso. 
As I have shown here, there is an indication already that they 
are going to demand that we shall make a way for the banks to 
issue bills, claiming that that field belongs to the national banks. 

The Senator's amendment provides for a refunding of the debt, 
an absolutely unnecessary thing at this time. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no need of our retiring bonds seven or eight years 
before they are due, unless we receive some special benefit in re- 
turn (and that benefit can not be obtained by a slight reduction 
of interest), and then putting upon the country a system of 
finance by which the banks of this country shall determine when 
and how money shall issue, whether it shall be plenty, or whether 
it shall be scarce. 

Mr. President, the prerogative to issue money is the dearest 
prerogative that a nation ever owned. It bad been for hundreds 
of years, and, I believe, thousands of years, a prerogative of nation- 
ality. When one king went off the throne and a new king came 
on, all over the world for hundreds of years, he immediately 
coined some money and sent it out to show that he was the sov- 


ereign, because only a sovereign could coin money. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 
Mr. TELLER. Yes. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is discussing the prerogative of 
the Government, and intimating that he believes the Government 
ought to issue allmoney. I should like to ask him if he considers 
that the present existing money in circulation is sufficient for ex- 
isting demands and for prospective demands in the future, and if 
he believes there ought to be an increased amount of money in 
circulation over that now used? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that, and that is a matter 
which perhaps I shall not be able to fully determine just now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it is directly pertinent to the 
line of argument the Senator is pursuing. 

Mr. TELLER. There has not been a sufficient amount of money 
in circulation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there has not been, is there now? And if 
there is not now, how will the deficiency be taken care of or pro- 
vided for? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell you how it can be taken care of— 
open your mints. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well. 

Mr. TELLER. Open your mints to silver and you will get all 
the money you want. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is no demand for increased circula- 
tion, there is no need of opening the mints. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is not any demand, nobody will go to 
the mints with his bullion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Hewillif he gets 100 cents for 50 cents’ worth. 

Mr, TELLER. He does not get $1 for 50 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would be very likely to, I think, 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to go into that question; for any 
sensible man in the Senate of the United States or elsewhere must 
know that it is nonsense to talk about a man obtaining 100 cents 
for 50 cents’ worth of bullion when the mints are open to coin it 
into American money. Do you suppose the American people are 
fools? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. Do you suppose the American who has an 
ounce of silver is going to sell it for 50 cents an ounce when he 
can get it coined into American money at $1.29. It is so absurd, 
Mr. President, that it is beneath, [ think, the dignity of this Sen- 
ate to consider such a proposition, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator will admit that that 
would be the first result. 

Mr. TELLER. What would be the first result? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I mean the first result if the free coinage of 
silver should be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. If you should adopt the free coinage of silver, 
the man who now owns 50 cents’ worth of silver would get the 
benefit of the increased price. Nobody deniesthat. What would 
that amount to? There is not in the world to-day $5,900,000 of 


silver bullion, and there would be, if free coinage should be 
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* hands and has stimulated more progress in the world than all the 
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adopted, a rise from 50 cents to $1.29; but should a great financial 
system be determined on that little iddling notion that somebody 
is going to make money out of it? Vhy, Mr. President, I can say, 
as a Frenchman, speaking of the condition existing in France in 
1858, said, when there were coming great quantities of gold, when 
gold was at a discount, and when it was being discredited by 
nearly allthe world. Hesaid France stood there, and said, “‘ Bring 
your gold and we will put it into money—French money, good 
money; bring your silver and we will put it into money—French 
money, good money—money good throughout the world.” 

Mr. President, the American dollar wherever it goes is an Amer- 
icam dollar, and you can make it good in every part of the world 
as an American dollar. Do you suppose that men who own bul- 
lion will take it to a bullion broker and sell it for 50 cents on the 
dollar when they can go to a mint and have it manufactured into 
money at twice that sum; and what harm will there be if that is 
the *‘ trouble,” as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
said? 

The objection the Senator makes to free coinage is that silver 
bullion is worth only 60centson thedollar. If it was worth $1.29, 
we would be willing to open our mints to it; and when we show 
you that if we would open the mints it would be worth the mint’s 
price, then you say that is the “trouble;” somebody who ought 
not to have it will get some money out of this. With free coin- 
age the silver miner of the world, who toils as few men toil, will 
get increased compensation for his labor and mankind will secure 
a blessing in the increased supply of the money metal. Discredit 
it, destroy it, for fear some bullion holder may make something 
on the rise of silver, if it rises. 

The only metal that has done money duty through all times and 
through all climes is the white metal. It is to-day the money of 
more than two-thirds of the race. It has touched more blistered 


gold from the day when gold was first mined to the present hour; 
and what will be the harm? Ido not, however,intend to beled off 
from this bill. I want to speak of the practical result of this leg- 
islation. 

Mr. President, I know that prophecies are of little account; but 
I prophesied on this floor in 1893 that the time would not be far 
distant when Senators here who were thea proclaiming them- 
selves bimetallists would be lending themselves to the establish- 
ment of the gold standard, when a demand would come for the 
destruction of the paper money and the turning over to the banks 
of this country of that prerogative of sovereignty, the making of 
money. 

I want to say before I conclude what I intended to say when I 
was diverted by the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALpric#], 
who has a faculty, when he thinks he is likely to be damaged by 
something somebody may say, to immediately intervene—not that 
{ could say anything which would particularly damage anybody, 
but I can tell the truth, and that is what the Senator does not 
want to have on this question, [Laughter. ] 

We saw in 1893 a panic in this country created by the banks, 
and so designated by our best people, gold men and silver men 
alike. It was the object lesson which the President of the United 
States declared the American people had to receive in order that 
he might secure the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man Act. Thousands and tens of thousands of men went down 
from affluence to poverty by reason of that wicked act. 

he banks lent themselves to it and encouraged it, and when 
affairs reached such a condition that they could not meet their 
demands, in the great city of New York the banks surrendered 
and suspended payments for more than three months, during 
which time no man could go to his bank and draw more than the 
amount of money the bank thought he ought to have. The law 
required the banks to pay on demand or to go into liquidation. 
But they did not pay, nor did they go into liquidation, and their 
creditors had no remedy but to wait. We have had another 
panic. The Secretary of the Treasury says it was ‘‘a threatened 
fevere panic.” Mr. President, it was not only a threatened, but 
it was a severe panic. A newspaper in the city of New York, and 
not a silver paper either, declared that the shrinkage of stock in 
a few days amounted to $700,000,000, and said that that was a loss 
to the public. Ido not believe that. The stocks were in reality 
worth just as much as they had been before, but a change of con- 
ditions of that kind, which can be brought about by the influence 
of banks, is destructive of good government and also destructive 
of good commercial conditions. 

I cut out of a Philadelphia newspaper a statement—I have not 
examined to see whether it is correct or not, but I have no doubt 
it is, for it has the air of being correct—what is reported to be a 
letter from a bank president. I find in the paper that the presi- 
dent of the National City Bank of New York, of which you have 
heard something, on the 8th day of April last addr a letter 


to the Secretary of the Treasury with reference to the’ financial 


condition in the city of New York. I want to call the attention 


of the Senate to this most remarkable statement, and I want to 
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say that it is what is going on all the time, in my judgment. y 
these great banks. ee 


all the loans made in New York City by those banks are ma.) 
speculators and to operators, and that it is a very common ; 
for the banks themselves to engage in such operations, If ),,. 
do not do so, their officers do. The letter to which I refer w 
written to Secretary Gage by Mr. Stillman, president of the | 
Mr. Hepburn being the vice-president. It reads: 
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I have been informed by those who know that 75 per cent ,; 
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As you have doubtless noticed in the press, the money market 


been quite unsettled during the latter part of the week. — 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is date of that letter? 

Mr. TELLER. April 8, 1809. 

We have loaned very liberally— 

I think they could. I think at that time they had about ej). 


000,000 of United States money in that bank. They had hay 
$20,000,000, and they had paid out, I think, $10,000,000 of i:- },,, 
at that time I believe they had still $10,000,000, although I youig 
not state that positively. That, however, is about the amount. 


As you have doubtless noticed in the press,the money market 


been quite unsettled during the latter part of the week. We hav a 
very li 

to force a liquidation in highly speculative securities. I think thi 
ooepene, and the declines which have taken place will have aw) 

effect. 


rally in order to allay apprehension, but at such rates as would te i 


Mr. President, when did it become the province of a bank, in an y 


system of finance ever known amongst honest men, to deal wit) 
the market to make things high or to make things low? How can 
any man do business either in his store or in his manufactory jf 
the banks can thus deal with the finances of the country? ; 


We have loaned very liberally— 
But all the time keeping in view that they wanted to do a cey- 


tain thing— 

but at such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in highly sy. 
securities. I think this has been accomplished, and the declines w 
taken place will have a wholesome effect. 


I have here a statement showing some of the declines in the 
prices of stocks. I am not saying that there is aloss when a stock 


goes from 105 to 75. The stock is worth just as much ; 


before, but there are in fact a number of men who own these 
stocks who go to a bank and borrow money upon them, not per- 
haps to speculate with, but for other purposes. That is 1 
only in New York, but all over the United States. A man own- 
ing a share of Rock Island stock, or a number of shares. can yo 
into the city of Chicago or into any Western city and borrow 
money on that stock, putting it up as security for the amount 
borrowed. Let us see what happened. 

Sugar stock, common, was 1764, and it fell to 149}, or $27.2 a 
share. Any man using that stock as security for a loan woul | 
called upon to make his loan good, and if he was not able to do 
so, the stock would be sold at this reduced rate. Who would buy 
it? It was easy for those banks to combine in this way, 
thus making money for the time being very dear, buy the stock 
at low rates,and then by making money plentiful again put up 
prices, and then sell the stock. 

I shall give a few more of these quotations: Brooklyn Rapid 
Transit, a Sones legitimate stock—I do not know whether the 
sugar stock is or a enareee from 136 to 106}, a fall of $29.50a 
share; Consolidated Gas dropped from 205} to 190—that is, $14.50 
a share; People’s Gas from 129} to 1114—that is, $18 a share; 
Metropolitan Street Railway dro from 267 to 234—that is, $33 
ashare; Federal Steel, common, fell $17.50 a share; Federal Stel, 
preferred, fell $15.25 a share; New York Central Railroad—a class 
of securities which have been considered equal to Government 
bonds—fell $8.25 a share; and Chicago and Island, one of 
the gilt-edged securities of the West, fell $5.12} a share. 

There has been rarely at any time such a condition of the market 
asthat. Here is the declaration of one of the great banks of the 
city of New York that they had been making liberal loans for 
the purpose of beating down the price of these stocks. [| do not 
suppose they intended to beat down the price of New York Cen- 
tral nor of the Pennsylvania Central, but they beat down the 
whole line of stocks from the city of New York to the city of San 
Francisco; yet Senators want to put that great power—not for 
good, but for evil—in the control of the banks of this country, 
and to abdicate the power of the General Government to issue 
money of any kind. a gs 

I want to know when this bill finally passes whether it wil! 
have any such provisions in it as the House bill contains, which 
enable the banks to take possession of the money of the county. 
If it does not, I want to know whether it is to be followed, as ‘he 
indications are from the letter which I have read, by further les- 
islation next year, when you have succeeded, as you may possibly 
succeed, in getting once more into power. Have you deferred 
such action to this time because you did not dare to take thie po 
sition plainly and boldly and honestly before the American pce 
ple, did not cote take the position which the Secretary 0! the 
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— nding for, did not dare to take the position which 
Te aa our party is contending for, that the Govern- 
eal go out of the banking business, and that the banks 
me , 


ust be left to furnish us the currency that is to be circulated in 
mus ‘ 
this country? 


1900. 





language of the bill. 
t 


Mr. President, if I could furnish the currency for 75,000,000 


people, I would 


not care to accept as a gift all the great gold | 


mines of the world, for such a privilege would be better even than | 


oh viel this bill means. 1 want the two Senators who sit 
h of Mr. ALpDricH and Mr, ALLIson], who are so closely con- 
meted with this bill, to tell me, when they come to speak upon it, 
ehether I have not made a fair statement of the provisions, at 
a of the House bill as it comes here. , 

“Mr. President, something was said by the Senator from Arkan- 
cag |Mr. Berry] about a change of the contract with the bond- 
holders. The Senator from Lowa. [{Mr. ALLISON] said there was 
no change of contract. He admitted there was such a change 
+n the House bill, but said that there was not in the Senate substi- 
tate. However that may be, this is certainly a Republican meas- 
ene bat, leaving that, suppose Republican Senators have the 


power to upset and overturn the caucus determination and substi- | 


tute something else, have you, too, not ae a change in the 
contract? What do you propose? Your bill says that every man 
who has a bond due in eight years from now may take it to the 
Treasury and exchange it fora bond due in thirty years from this 
time. with a gold clause in it. The bond contains no gold clause 


now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. “May.” 

Mr. TELLER. ‘“‘May;” but that practically means that he will 
doso. There is no limit as to when it may be done, | will tell 
the Senator what will be lone. Such of the bondholders as desire 
will make an immediate exchange. Those who do not do that 
will continue to hold their bonds until the time for their payment 
has nearly expired, and then they will make the exchange. They 
will not surrender the interest unless they think they can secure 
a greater profit in using the next bonds as the basis of national 
banks than they can see in holding on to the old bonds. 

What authority has Congress to change this contract? In 1870 
we provided by law what the bond should contain. There could 
be no bonds issued for which Congress did not provide, and Con- 
gress stipulated what the bonds should contain; that they should 
contain a provision that they were to be — in coin, reserving 
to the United States the privilege, which has been found of in- 
estimable value everywhere in the world, to have the right to pay 
in the one metal or the other as should be most convenient. Has 
any bondholder suffered detriment by that provision? It is true 
the time may not have come when there is any necessity for the 
Government to exercise its option, but it does not follow that such 
atime may notcome. The provision was put in the law ex indus- 
tria; it was put there because it was thought to be valuable to us; 
and we are now surrendering it without any equivalent whatever. 
What crisis has come, what conditions exist which justify us in 
changing the contract? 

Mr. President, who made these bonds? Not Congress, not the 
Executive, but the American ple. What has given them their 
value? It has been the fact that the American people were back 
of them. They would not be worth as much as Continental or 
Confederate money if the world did not know that the great 
American nation was back of them. The people are the makers of 
these bonds. They said to Congress, ‘‘ You make a bond of that 
character.” They may change it, though they have not indicated 
to this body or to the other that they wanted to change it. No 
emergency exists why it should be changed. Oh, Mr. President, 
it is thought if you will change it now and make it attractive by 
the length of time the bond will have to run and give these peo- 

ple a chance to issue the money of the country on the bonds, that 
they will take them =o you will get rid of this troublesome 
a = finance, which has vexed our people, I will admit, for 
ihe American people have a right to insist that those bonds 
_ remain until it is time to exchange them for others; and 
an if the party in power choose to take the responsibility, let it 
} You received no instructions at the last election to do this 
one You went before the American people with the pretense 

~ you were for bimetallism. A distinguished man of your 

arty whom I quoted the other day, said in another place—and I 

ve no objection to speaking of it, because it was in the last Con- 
Gren—thas a hundred members would sit in the present House 
Leyes owe their seats to that bimetallic provision. You have 
oa Mer = any demand from the American people to change the 
ri wy , but you are doing it at the bidding of men who have no 

ee 0 demand of you or of me anythin at all. 

on te you, when you come to make those speeches that you 
oa bal A. make, to meet these questions and to tell us whether 
dnaeal intended to do the things which I say it is intended to 

, hether it is not, and if it is, why you propose to do it. 


| 
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in the Senate amendment you impound the greenbacks and 
Treasury notes. You provide two or three ways in which the ex- 
change shall be made; but for fear I may misquote I will read the 
After providing for this fund it provides 
hat it shall be maintained in the following manner: 






First, by exchanging the notes so redeemed for any gold coin in the gen 
eral fund of the Treasury; second, by accepting deposits of gold coir ’ 
Treasury or at any subtreasury in exchange for the United Stat , 
redeemed; third, by procuring gold coin by the use of said not : ! 
ance with the provisions of section 3700 of the Revised Statut Ua d 
States. 


That is for buying gold. When that is done, if they have got 
the exchange, that is the end of it. 

By the way, that section also authorizes the issue of bonds: and 
under that, as I said the other day, Mr. Cleveland issued his bonds 
I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether or 
not he and his colleagues intend, by the words used here, to : 
the same authority, under this proposed law, to issue bonds: 

Mr. ALDRICH, That only applies to gold received in exchange 


rive 


| for notes. 


| the issue of bonds is this: 


Mr. TELLER. That is what I supposed. The provision for 


If the Secretary of the Treasury is unable to restore and maintain tl} 
gold coin in the reserve fund by the foregoing methods. 

And so forth. 

Having failed in all those, he having said he could not do it, 
then he may issue bonds. 

Mr. SPOONER. He could not say he could not do it until he 
had tried by the methods indicated and failed. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know whether he could or not. 
is a great deal of liberty given him. 

Mr, SPOONER. I mean he could not properly say it. 

Mr. TELLER. He could not properly say it; but suppose he 
did, suppose he should say, ‘‘I can not get goldin this way,” and 
he should then issue bonds, I do not think the people could repu- 


Th re 


diate the bonds. So it is a matter left, after all, to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and when he sees fit to issue bonds, as | said the 
other day, he may put them out, and they are to be a burden 
upon us. 


Mr, SPOONER. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say, under the law it would be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to exhaust the other means befo1 
resorting to the issue of bonds. It is to be presumed that he will 
obey the plain requirements of law. 

Mr. TELLER. That ought to be the presumption; that is the 
presumption, 1 will agree; but we saw a Secretary of the Trea 
ury, with the approval of the President, undoubtedly, making con- 
tracts with private parties for the sale of bonds at a figure which 
everybody knew was ruinous, or would have been ruinous to the 
credit of any individual, though it was not ruinous to the national 
credit. 

I heard on this floor a statement which I remember, coming 
from a Senator who sat over here, that the Government of the 
United States in its dire extremity had been compelled to appeal 
to the bankers of New York City, and when I said, or when some 
body here said, that the Secretary could have sold those bonds in 
Europe at a higher figure, it was said that the Government had 
kept the cable wires hot in its efforts to secure bidders for those 
bonds in Europe. I stated then, and I state now, that no such 
offer was made, and when the opportunity came for Europe to 
take those bonds they were taken at 124 per cent above what the 
Government got for them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And more than that. 

Mr. TELLER, We do not want any discretion left with the 
Secretary of the Treasury by which he may increase the national 
debt at will. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will permit me, there were no 
such provisions of law as those inserted in this bill. He had dis- 
cretion then. Under this bill he is given none. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary of the Treasury exercised his 
discretion in issuing the bonds. It was discretionary with him to 
say at what price he would issue them. That is what 1 am talk- 
ing about, He abused his discretion when he sold for less than 
the value. 

There is where he abused the discretion, Mr. President, and so 
it is not safe to leave matters to the discretion of an Executive 
Department of the Government. What you want to do is to tie 
up the Executive by law. I did not get up to say a tenth part of 
what I have said, 

Mr.SPOONER, WilltheSenator from Colorado be kind enough 
to say what discretion is left to the Secretary of the Treasury un- 
der the language which he has just read? 

Mr. TELLER. I will read it, if the Senator desires. 

Mr.SPOONER. I amonlyaskingtheSenator’s opinion about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I think there is large discretion left to him. | 
can putsome constructions upon this proposed law which I can not 
conceive that the committee could have desired, and therefore I 


Will the Senator permit moe? 
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am going to wait until I hear from them a little more fully upon 
the subject. 

There is a provision here that whenever this money runs down 
in amount, whenever it shall fall below $100,000,000, then this 
effort shall be made. 

Mr, SPOONER. Shall be made? 

Mr. TELLER. Shall] be made. He has no discretion about 
that. Although he might be satisfied that there would be no 
trouble about it, there is a hundred million dollars always dedi- 
cated to absolute nonmoney use, 

Mr. SPOONER. We do that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do that now. 

Mr. TELLER. We donot do that, because there is no law au- 
thorizing it. We donot do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under the bill, I mean. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, you do. We have a system of putting 
aside a hundred million dollars for the redemptionof greenbacks, 
but it went down to $42,000,000 once, under Mr. Cleveland’s Ad- 
ministration, you will remember, and the country did not come 
to any considerable trouble by it that I know of. 

Mr. SPOONER, I thought the country did, 

Mr. TELLER. No, it did not. The large demand upon the 
Government for gold in exchange for greenbacks was made after 
the call was made for the bonds. That is a fact which the Senator 
can look up and find to be true. A large amount of the money 
came right out of the Treasury and went back into the Treasury 
again for those bonds, 

Mr. President, I am somewhat afraid of bonds. I had hoped at 
one time in my life to see the Government out of debt. I know 
now, unless I should live to an age to which I have not any pos- 
sible hope or expectation of living, or any other man now living, 
that we will not be out of debt. But can we not call a halt on it? 
Can we not stop where we are? Is there anything in the gold- 
standard system that will justify us in increasing the national 
debt in order to maintain it? If it can not be maintained without 
that, is it a desirable system for us? I wish the Senators would 
answer all those questions. 

Those questions disturb me. I do not want to discuss them 
upon any political lines. Ihave great interest in the American 
people. I believe myself in their good sense and all that, but I see 
insidiously a system being imposed upon them which it seems to me 
will be very destructive of their best interests, and I feel it my duty 
to protest. I protested just as vigorously when I was a member 
of the Republican party against some of the policies of that party 
as I am doing to-day. 

I do not believe you can ruin the entire nation; and I am pretty 
confident that some day the American common sense will reassert 
itself, and party prejudice and party passion and the influence of 
wealth will not be able to continue a system which seems to me 
to be detrimental to the best interests of the people of this country. 
I have an abiding hope; but, as a distinguished economist in 
Europe said, ‘‘ It is not a question whether silver will be rehabili- 
tated; it is only a question how much suffering Europe will sus- 
tain before she does it.” It is not a question Sut that some day 
the American people will establish a righteous and just system of 
finance; but itis a question how much suffering, how many people 
will be wiped out financially in doing that which can help, at most, 
only a trifling percentage of the American people, and that will 
inflict injury on very many. 

That is the reason why I approach this question with some ear- 
nestness and with some anxiety. I agree that times have im- 
proved. I believe it is said that iron has gone up 37 per cent in a 
year and a half, or less than two years, and that many other 
articles have gone up; but I notice with extreme solicitude that 
the men who toil on the farm are getting less to-day for their 
crops than they got last year. I notice that the men who torm 
the basis of all good society—the agriculturists—are getting no 
benefit whatever out of this so-called b boom. 

Mr, ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to say that all the 
iron goods used extensively by the farmers and everything else 
the farmer consumes have gone up from 35 to as high as 200 per 
cent, while the price of their crops has not increased? 

Mr. TELLER. I was coming tothat point. A system of pros- 
perity which touches only a few or even a considerable number of 
people and leaves out the great substratum of society, the class 
upon which the hopes of the Republic must always Sseend, the 
American farmers, is a vicious one and that prosperity is a de- 
lusion, As the Senator from Nebraska said, and as I was going 
to say, everything that the farmer buys has gone up anywhere 
from 15 to 37 per cent, and, as he says, on some trust articles even 
more. His expenses are greater and his income less, There isa 
fault in this prosperity of yours. It is not here, 

Mr, President, the people of the United States are more inter- 
ested in this bill than in any other. I believe I heard somebody 
say that the question of our relations with foreign countries is the 
great question. Idonotbelieve it. I believe that the thing which 
touches the interest of 75,000,000 people as the money question 
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touches them is the great interest. Nobody ought to | 

interest in the men who toil than the Republicans in this; 9. 20"? 
or the Republican party. They have been the backbone 20 
port of the Republican party since it carried its first },....,.. °°! 
yet, as said by the Senator from Arkansas, there ig yo: .. 2" 
for them in this bill. “y Rope 

I hope Senators will tell us when they get the floor iow +): 
to help the American laborer, how it is to help the man wi. 03 
a few acres. Tell us whether it is to give him greater |)... 
take care of his family, to fit them for the great duties .: .... °° 
can citizenship. It will not do for you to say that it vives». 
stable money, which is one of the fallacies of your lacs...” 
now. You have had stable money for the last twenty yo.v. 0 
have had it with silver, and the history of the world wij) ) 2" 
out in the statement that the stability of money based yy, 2” 
two metals has always been greater than when based py...” 
The other day I was looking over the Economic |{\.;.....' 

Athens, by Mr. Boechk, and he again and again states :|,...2.°° 
was found to be the stable money in ancient times and +)... 
value of gold was determined by silver and not silver jy. 1" 
You discard one of the money metals, and you make joy. y 3 id, 


and you put up prices by combinations, and then you ¢)} }; ».. 

erity. That is infinitely worse than he who, having eyo. » 
and of —_ and property, created a solitude and ca}! ¢.; j; ; 
This bill brings no comfort and no hope to the student of s5., 
It brings no hope to the men who know what the history «' 4. 
world’s money has been; no hope to the men who haye ke: 
touch with the affairs of the last twenty rs and hay: 6 

nc 


countries like Germany and Austria and Russia struge|iy.« h 
this question and practically failing. ‘ 

It brings no hope to the men who know that it took the grog 
ower of England, with no other country struggling for .\ 
rom 1816 to 1823 to make her gold standard asuccess, a condition 

which Lord Baring described when he declared before the com. 
mittee of 1832 that silver had always been the stable moncy of tho 
world and was then, and that gold was not,and when he sail, \Wy 
were compelled to ransack every corner to find gold to carry out 
this system.” A Mr, O’Connell said in Parliament,“ cay cp. 
ceive no purpose in the pa of this bill save and except an 
experiment to see how much human nature can endure, We 
have had the trial,” he said, *‘here since 1816,” and he made that 


speech in 1835. If any country has prospered, and all its people 
have prospered, under the gold standard, let the Senators tell ug 
where and what country it is. 

Mr. President, I am not going into ancient history, but the man 
who does not read these things and does not take the truth home 
to him is not fit to legislate in this Chamber. There is a great 
purpose to be served by this bill, and the first object is to establish 
the gold standard, to put the country upon one metal absolutely, 
With it will come a demand that the silver money shall disappear, 
and under this bill, if it becomes a law, no man can stand on this 
floor and give any reason why the Government should not sell the 
$500,000,000 in silver we have now. They are to be remitted to 
the category of representativemoney. Theirinfluence is no longer 
to be felt in determining values. ey are no longer to have the 
commercial influence t they have been having as primary 
money. You might as well supply their place with paper money 
as to leave them there as the simple representative of money to be 
exchanged for what under the proposed law you make tle only 
money of this country. 

Mr. President, there are some other matters in connection with 
this bill, but I will reserve them until after I have heard the Sen- 
ator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson] and the Senator from Rhoie Island 
— ALDRICH] and, I trust, other Senators on the Committee on 

inance. I do not ask in any sense that they shall do what is un- 
usual or improper, but I do say here that in the history of the 
world there has been but one exception like this, and that wasn 
1878, when we changed our financial system without the knowl- 
edge of any man who voted for the bill and certainly without the 
knowledge of the man who signed it. I undertake to say that in 
the long line of «he history of financial transactions the friendsof 
the measure pro, osed have always given it some defense. ant here 
it has had  eotomny none. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, before this measure is voted 
upon I intend to state my objections to the first ten lines 0! te 
substitute establishing the gold standard, and I only rise now © 
ascertain what is contained in the rest of the bill, as the commt 
tee understandit. Thesenior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. J Bs] 
I understood to ay a the Senate substitute contained a — 
ration that all the bonds of the United States now payable 11 gol 
or silver coin at the option of the Government are made payable 
in gold alone. If I am not mistaken, I heard him make that state 
ment while the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Bruny) wa 


8 ng. $ 

Mr. President, I have carefully examined the bill substitute. = 
I do not find any such enactment therein contained. It certam'y 
was contained in the House bill. The junior Senator ‘rm 





1900. 


—_——————————— 


= the House. I wish to read the clause in order that it may be 
seen how broad it was. 


ns i t-bearing obligations of the United States for the payment 
f That all ‘ow existing or hereafter to be entered into, and all United States 
ot mo : 








= en d held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States as 
deemet = 


Sefined in section 1 of this act; and all other obligations— 
’ Mark how broad the language “oF hate 

; iv ent of money sha e performed in con- 
weer : = it wivate, £05 Ot ekeablisbed in said cesthen. . 

There was an absolute declaration, Mr. President, in favor of 
the gold standard and the payment in gold of obligations not only 
of the United States, but of every private obligation throughout 
the length and breadth of the land. That, to my mind, as Sen- 
ators well know, is a very objectionable enactment, and if it were 
to be found in the Senate substitute it would be an additional 
reason why I could not vote for it, besides the provisions of the 
frst ten lines establishing the gold standard. But they are not 
in the Senate amendment anywhere. i 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. _ ; 

Mr. TELLER. What is the difference between making the 
present bonds payable in gold and maxing them exchangeable 
for bonds that are - ingold? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the precise difference between the 
House and Senate measures, and it isa very great difference. The 
Senate amendment simply provides that all the existing interest- 
pearing obligations of the Government at a certain rate provided, 
which shall not net more than 2} per cent to the holders of the 
present bonds, may be exchanged for a 2 per cent gold bond of 
the Government. The holders of the outstanding obligations may 
at their option make that exchange. 

Now, that may be objectionable to some Senators, but the re- 
markable fact that it is expected that we can fund the whole of 
our interest-bearing national debt in 2 per cent bonds is something 
wonderful tome. I suppose the committee really believe the ex- 
change can be effected? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have no doubt about it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. They believeit can beeffected. Ihavesome 
doubt whether it can be. If that was all there was in the meas- 
ure, I should vote for it, because if it so happens that a 2 per cent 
gold bond is worth so much more than a bond payable in gold or 
silver at the option of the Government that our whole debt can 
be funded in it, it seems to me that it is a financial operation 
which it would be very judicious for the United States to make. 

Mr. President, I think the question is a much broader one than 
that which is raised by the proposition to fund, with the consent 
of the holders, the existing national debt in a 2 per cent bond. It 
is a question whether the United States shall adopt the single 
gold standard, shall Op gold monometallism, as its financial 
nolicy, or whether it shall continue its efforts to secure bimetal- 
ism—the use of both gold and silver as standard money. Upon 
that question I shall take occasion to speak to the Senate here- 
after; but I thought it was well, inasmuch as the question has 
been raised, to have it settled to-day, if we can, so far as the in- 
terchange of views between Senators can settle it, whether or not 
thereis in the Senate amendment any semblance of this first pro- 
vision in the House bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator from New Hampshire is undoubt- 
edly right. There is nothing in the Senate substitute that in any 
manner changes the status of existing bonds, either directly or 
indirectly. 

FRANCISCO V. DE COSTER. 
Mr.NELSON. If thereisnointention todebate further the finan- 


cial bill this afternoon, 1 ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 1298) granting pay and allowances to Francisco V. De 
Brie captain, First n of Cavalry, Mississippi Marine 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
bn, to consider the bill. 
was 


reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CUIVRE RIVER, MISSOURI 
Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 
Presiden 


Mr. VEST. Mr. t—— 
= ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 
- t. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
; a was referred the bill (S. 2279) declaring Cuivre River to be 
ota navigable Li the hse owes ony oe naan. 
reported is v short; it affects 
Missouri; itis Sistumended & the Secreta 
consent that it may be now consid- 
g no objection the Bane: i f th 
’ te, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It declares that Cuivre 


onl 
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River, in the counties of Lincoln and St. Charles, in the State of 
Missouri, is not a navigable stream, and shall be so treated by 
the Secretary of War and all other authorities. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like some little explanation of this 
bill by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will have the reports of the Secretary of 
War and the engineer officers printed in the Recorp if the Sena- 
tor desires. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Ido not want those. I want the Senator's 
voice to explain to me the bill—how you can make a river not 
navigable by declaring it not navigable? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is clearly within the power of Congress 
to do that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To declare it nonnavigable? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This river having been once appropriated 
for (I secured an appropriation some fifteen or eighteen years ago 
to have the snags removed from it), it has become, in the estima- 
tion of the War Department, a navigable highway. Now, rail- 
roads are running across there. They have to make their draw- 
bridges. They have to put in their piers. They obstruct the flow 
of theriver. There is no pretense that there is anything but 14 
miles of it which, when the river is very high, becomes navigable. 
That is the only time it is navigable. We want this declared not 
a navigable river, that bridges may be constructed over it with 
longer spans and without these piers; and the people there—the 
farmers and everybody living along the stream—want this done. 
They have sent a petition here for it, and there is no public inter- 
est that can be harmed by it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willthe Senator kindlyinform me what has 
become of the money we spent to take out the snags and stumps? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suppose it was spent by the officers of the 
United States Engineer Corps in the payment of services and in 
payment for the time they spent there. I could get the Senator 
the accounts if he desires them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Andif it would interest him or convince him 
of the necessity for the passage of this bill 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must not get out of patience 
because I want to know the reason whiy this bill is to be passed. 
Whenever he objects to any bill I ask to have passed, I always 
explain it courteously and kindly. 

r. COCKRELL. Iam not objecting. 
to the bill, object to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want the Senator from Missouri to tell me 
frankly whether or not it was not a mistake to make it navigable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it was, in onesense of the word. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the expenditure of money upon it at 
that time was not wise? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it was very wisely spent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri very frankly 
tells me, and I have no further objection to action upon the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It gives me pleasure to tell anything that is 
the truth. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator can tell me anything more 
about it, I will listen with pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. IftheSenator wants to know anything more, 
I will teil him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has very graciously more than 
satisfied me. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the reports I have referred to 
may be printed in the RecoRrD, so as not to consume the time of 
the Senate in reading them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be printed in the Recorp. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, I 

Sir: Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to refer to you the in 
closed bill (8S. 2279), Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, declaring the Cuivre 
River to be not a navigable stream, and to request you to furnish the com 


mittee with such suggestions as you may deem proper touching the merits 
of the bill and the propriety of its passage. 


lam, very respectfully, 
7 WOODBURY PULSIFER, Clerk. 


If you want to object 


Without objection, they will 


Hon. Etiuvu Root, Secretary of War. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, January 27, 1% 


Respectfully returned to the chairman Committes on Commerce, United 
States Senate, inviting attention to the accompanying report of the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, dated January 26, 1900, and inclosures therein 


referred to. 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 


”. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, January 26, 1900. 
S1r: I have the honor to return herewith a letter, dated the 10th instant, 
from the Senate Committee on Commerce, inclosing for the views of the 
War Department thereon 8. 2279, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, ‘A bill 
declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable stream.” Cuivre River lies 
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wholly within the State of Missouri, flowing into the Mississippi River a short 
distance north of the mouth of the Missouri River. The river was examined 
in 1871 up to Moscow Mills, 28 miles above its mouth. An examination and 
survey was also made in 1880, which showed that a point knownas “ Chain of 
Rocks.” 144 miles above the mouth, might be properly considered the head 
of navigation. . 

The bill was referred to Capt. McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, and I 
beg to invite attention to his report thereon, a copy of which is inclosed. 
This report gives information regarding the present condition of the river, 
and it appears therefrom that its capacity for commerce is very small and 
that the public interests would not suffer from closing the river to naviga- 
tion. I see no objection to the yoomee of the bill by Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN M. WILSON, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army. 
Hon. Evinvu Root, Secretary of War. 











Unitrep STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Rock Island, Ill., January 22, 1900. 
Brig. Gen. Joun M. WILSON, 5 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to return herewith 8. 2279, “‘A bill declaring 
Cuivre River to be not a navigable stream.”’ 

The Cuivre River empties into the Mississippi River about 22 miles above 
Grafton. It has a drainage area of about 1,600 square miles, and is suscepti- 
ble of navigation at certain stages from its mouth to Chain of Rocks, a dis- 
tance of 14) miles. The mouth of the river is obstructed bya sand bar, which 
prevents navigation during low water. When the Cuivre River is at a high 
stage and the Mississippi is low, the current is so swift that the navigation 
of the stream is difficult. ; 

The only period the Cuivre River can be considered a navigable waterway 
is when the Mississippi is at a high stage at the mouth of the Cuivre and the 
latter is at a low or medium stage. There has been expended on the Cuivre 
River by the United States the sum of $7,000 in snagging and dredging. This 
work was completed in 1882. Since that date it is reported that no boats have 
ascended the river, with the exception of some barges belonging to a con- 
tractor at work on the improvement of the Mississippi River, who obtained 
material for his work from this locality. A drawbridge at Old Monroe, built 
in 1883, has never been opened for boats. The people of the vicinity appear 
to be in favor of the rom sed bill, as shown by the report of Inspector J. A. 
Macfie, inclosed herewith. 

No amendments to the bill are proposed. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Cc. McD. TOWNSEND, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers. 


UniTep STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Rock Island, Ill., Janwary 19, 1900. 

CAPTAIN: As per your order, I have the honor to submit the following re 
port on the navigation of the Cuivre River: 

‘There is no steamboat traffic on the river. During 1899 Contractor James 
Short cut some brush along the banks. In 1895 or 1896 Mr. Short cut several 
hundred cords of wood on the Cuivre bottom lands, going up about 4 miles 
from the Mississippi and taking out the wood on barges. The General Bar- 
nard was the last boat to go through to Chain of Rocks, according to Dr. Mc- 
Elwee, in 1881 (records of this office). The steamer Dora made a few trips 
up the Cuivre in 1881. Some Gretene was done in 1881 and 1882. The draw- 
bridge at Old Monroe, built in 1883, has never been opened for boats. 

At Old Monroe I found the farmers and merchants anxious to have the 
river closed to navigation. They hope, by arrangement with the railway 
company, to build a wagon bridge across the Cuivre alongside the track. 
There is no wagen bridge below Chain of Rocks. The ferry at Old Monroe 
- only be used during high water, and a wagon bridge is needed at that 
point. 

At Chain of Rocks I was informed that a petition had been forwarded to 
Congressman CLARK, signed by|practically all the farmers, asking to have tho 
river closed to navigation. 

At present the cross section at Old Monroe issmall. To protect the piers 
large ice breakers have been built. The farmers think the bridge holds the 
water back, flooding their lands. The railway company has promised to put 
in one long span and remove the present obstruction. 

I did not find any re to the proposed Senate bill No. 2279, which has 
been mentioned in the local papers and seems to be understood by the people. 

Copies of the bill were sent to Chain of Rocks. 

At Old Monroe Mr. Niemeyer, the oldest and most influential resident, and 
at Chain of Rocks Dr. McElwee will furnish any information desired. 
Respectfully submitted. 

_J. A. MACFIE, 
United States Inspector. 
Capt. C. McD, TOWNSEND, 

Corps of Engineers, U. 8. A., Rock Island, I. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 53 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
February 1, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January $1, 1900, 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Albert D, Chamberlin, of Inez, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Douglas, Wyo., to take effect January 13, 1900, at the 
expiration of his first term of office. (Reappointment, ) 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY, 


Karl Ohnesorg, a citizen of Connecticut, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, from the 27th day of January, 1900, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade, 
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CHIEF GUNNER IN THE Navy, 

Gunner Frank H. Whitney, to be a chief gunner jn 4. « 
from the 7th day of January, 1900, in accordance wni® x 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1899, = 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. William S. McCaskey, Twentieth Ing 
colonel, January 29, 1900, vice Coates, Seventh Inf 
from active service. 

Maj. Charles R. Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, to be joy; 
colonel, January 29, 1900, vice McCaskey, Twentict}, In! nt 
promoted. ice 

Capt. George B. Walker, Eleventh Infantry, to be y95>. 
uary 29,1900, vice Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 


Corps of Engineers. 

Maj. William H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, to be }; 
colonel, January 29, 1900, vice Ludlow, who vacates | 
ment as brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Capt. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, ¢> 
January 29, 1900, vice Heuer, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, to be - wtain 
January 29, 1900, vice Townsend, promoted. bing, 
Second Lieut. Harley B. Ferguson, Corps of Engineers to } 
first lieutenant, January 29, 1900, vice Jadwin, promoted.” 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY—TWENTY-SEypyry 


INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Clyde B. Crusan, Twenty-seventh Infantry, Uyjj, 1 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 29, 1900... 
Cassels, promoted. , 


Avy, 
plo. 


antry, to be 
antry, retire ] 


enant- 


J in- 


eutenant. 
Y appoint: 


be maior 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs fo 
the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, to sue) 
John H. Brocklesby, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
on February 14, 1900. : 

POSTMASTERS. 


Philip Spaugh, to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of Par. 
tholomew and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

William C. Balee, to be master at Guthrie, in the county of 
Todd and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1900. 

Wilbur Sawyer, to be postmaster at Brewer, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of E. B. Burr, whose 
commission expired January 15, 1909. 

Charles E. Townsend, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of W. M. 
Pennell, removed. 

William H. Coffey, to be postmaster at Tufts College, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after Jan 1, 1900. 

Frank A. Peavey, to be postmaster at Upton Works, in tho 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan, the appointment ofa 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Fred Slocum, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Tus- 
cola and State of Michigan, in the place of W. O. Luce, whose 
commission expires February 18, 1900. 

John H, Crowder, to be postmaster at Gordon, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmasier 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. 

John M. Brown, to be master at Port Jefferson, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of W. B. Vayton. 
whose commission expires February 26, 1900. 

D. D. Cottrell, to be rat North Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York, the appointment of 4 pos’ 
master for the said office having, ae become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

William 8. McLaughlin, to be postmasterat Avon, in thecom'y 
of Livingston and State of New York, in the place of J. 5. 1:58 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900. ee = * 

ok P. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Cohocton, in ‘he coun!) 
of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of James “:Lea. 

whose commission expires 

Peter H. Zimmerman, to be Bye eh 
county of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of Jee" 

Kimmel, whose commission expired January 15,1900. 

Mary W. Chase, to be postmaster at Derby Line, in 19 ©" 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in the place of Mary ‘)- 
whose commission expires February 11, 1900. (Reappo-2te+) 
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to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 

James Stats of Washington, the appointment of a postmaster 

pe the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. . 

Albert J. Munson, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Mason and State of Washington, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1900. ae 

Alfred H. Cole, to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the count) 
of Pleasants and State of West Virginia, in the place of C. N. 
Matheny, 


——— 


WITHDRAWAL. = 
Executive nomination withdrawn January $1, 1900, 


George P. Schryver, to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, Suffolk 
County, in the State of New York. 


—_——— 


CONFIRMATION. 
Evecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 31, 1900. 
POSTMASTER. 


Samuel H. Hurst, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Ross and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 31, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. s 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANXN, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the House passed a 
Senate joint resolution identical in terms with House resolution 
No. 50. I move that the latter lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be considered as agreed to. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
TheS announced his signature to an enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: : ‘ 
S. R. 3. Joint resolution granting permission for the erection of 
a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation of the 
national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann. 
EXPERIMENTAL AGRICULTURE ON ARLINGTON ESTATE. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. , 1 ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 1092) to set apart a portion of the Arlington 
estate for experimental agricultural purposes, and to place said 


rtion under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and 
office 


is successors in » Was read, as follows: 
Whereas the United States Government is seized and possessed of a large 
tract of land con 1,175 acres, situated just across the Potomac River, 


opposite Washington, D. G., known as the Arlington estate; and 
ereas only a portion of this large estate, to wit, about 400 acres, is used 
by the United States fora national cemetery, and for a mili 
as Fort Myer, ae over 700 acres uncared for, and 
an unsightly waste of land overgrown with and briers; and 
Whereas the eastern portion of said large tract of land is not now used for 
any purpose and is of great improvement and well adapted for 


tary post, known 
becoming 


agricultural exper: ; and 

Whereas it is desirous that the Agricultural Department of the United 
States should have land for experimental purposes and the practical illus- 
tration thereof: 

Be it enacted, 


That jurisdiction is herby transferred and given to the 
Secretary of ture and his successors in office over 80 much of the 
Government land in Alexandria County, Va., known as the Ar 


y lington estate, 
as lies east of the public road leading from the Aqueduct Bridge to Alexan- 
—s a., and betweensaid road the Potomac River, containing about 500 
: Src. 2. rat the declared purpose of this act is to set apart said tract of 
and as a general experimen in its broadest sense, where all that per: 
industry s + Eee Re ee actic 
ma e 
- sane of farming in United States advanced, promoted, and prac- 
Seo. 3. That the Sessetary 2€ Agriontvare will take immediate and abso- 
lute control of said yr ty d bed in section 1, and by clearing, under- 
a me. grassing, out Proper roads and driveways, constructing 
proper f ridges and buildings, and in other ways as his j mt may dic- 
Answer the purpose fer WERT aot en ae tee DECK i 
von 4 a t in the coveepment, improvement, and management of said 


of Agriculture and 
purposes of this act. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Before unanimous consent is granted, 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] a 


tion to appropriate a part of 
¢ Arlington estate—lands, as understand, atjcining the ceme- 
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tery—to agricultural purposes. Before we grant any such author- 
ity, I would like to know whether it is quite certain that this 
appropriation of land to agricultural purposes will never inter- 
fere with the use of the estate for the purpose of a national ceme- 
tery, for which it is now used. 

Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray], I will say that this estate, as is well known, contains about 
1,175 acres, divided into two separate tracts by the Georgetown and 
Alexandria Railroad, which runs in a straight line through the 
property. To the west of this road are all the highlands belong- 
ing to the property. This tract to the west contains about 700 
acres, about 60 acres of which are now used as a military post and 
200 acres for the Arlington Cemetery, leaving between 400 and 
500 acres which at present are not used. This bill, however, deals 
only with the lands lying between the public road and the river 
the lands known as the low lands or flat lands of the Potomac 
lands absolutely unsuited for cemetery purposes. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the Secretary of War consent to this 
proposition? 

Mr. RiXEY. He does. 

Mr. STEELE. I was about to ask the same question—whether 
this measure has the approval of the War Department? 

Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana, I will 
say that this bill was introduced in the last Congress and was re- 
ferred to the War Department for its recommendation. It was 
approved by that Department and also by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. During the present Congress the bill was reintroduced 
and again referred to the Secretary of War, whose letter I have 
here and will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 30, 1900. 

Sir: I beg to hand you herewith a copy of I. R. bill 1092, Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, first session, entitled “A bill to set apart a portion of the Arlington 
estate for experimental agricultural purposes, and to place said portion un- 
der the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and his successors in 
office,” with amendments and interlineations, left by you at this office on Sat 
urday last, together with a typewritten, clean copy thereof, and to remark 
that the billas it appears with the amendments suggested meets the approval 
of this Department. 

Very respectfully, 





ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Joun F. Rixey, 
House of Repre 
Mr. RIXEY. Let mesay that the amendments suggested by the 
War Department have been accepted by the committee, and I 
propose to offer them for adoption at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishonld like to ask whether this is a unanimous 
report from any committee? ; 

Mr. RIXEY. It is; the Committee on Military Affairs was 
unanimous in its report to the last Congress. The report at this 
Congress is also unanimous. 

Mr. PAYNE. I see the bill provides that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture may build roads and bridges over the estate. It gives 
him pretty general authority in connection with this work of rais- 
ing vegetables, etc. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from 
New York, I will say that this property is overgrown with bushes 
and in its present condition is practically useless for any ordinary 
purposes. This bill simply gives the Secretary of Agriculture au- 
thority to improve it so as to make it available for the purpose 
contemplated by the bill. It was thought best that wide discre- 
tion and authority should be given the Secretary of Agriculture. 
The Government does not part with its title. [t still retains the 
property, but places it under jurisdiction of the Agricultural De- 
partment, where it will be improved and used for experimental 
agricultural purposes. i . 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought perhaps it was for the improvement 
of the property rather than for the advantage of agriculture that 
the bill was introduced. he Aa 

Mr. RIXEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope it will improve both. 

The SPEAKER. _If there be no objection, the amendments pro 
posed by the gentleman from Virginia will be considered to- 
gether by the House, and the Clerk will report the amendments. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line $ of page 2, section 1 of the bill, after the word “about,” strike out 
“five” and insert “four;” so that it will read “about 400 acres." 

In line 7 of page 2, after the word “ Virginia,” insert “otherwise called 
the Georgetown and Alexandria road.” 

Amend by adding, after section 3, the poe 

* Provided, That all improvements of or which may at any time be made 
upon said premises, as herein contemplated, shall be so located, constructed, 
and maintained as not to interfere with or obstruct the natural waterways 
or the sewers or other means now established or which may hereafter be 

rovided, constructed, or maintained for the purpose of aflording proper 

rainage and sewerage to the other portions of said estate: And provided 
ew That this act shall not impair or interfere witha any of the rights 
1eretofore granted by act of Congress to the Washington, Alexandria and 
Mount Vernon Railway Company to construct, maintain, and operate its 
electric railroad across the portion of the estate lying east of said public 
road * 


ntatives. 
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At the end of section 1, on page 2,insert: * 

** With the exception, however, of a strip of land, as follows: Commencing 
at the point where the Georgetown and Alexandria road enters the Arlington 
estate on the north side; thence along said road 525 yards; thence in a line 
perpendicular to said road with the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; thence along 
said canal to the south side of the reservation; jurisdiction over which is re- 
tained by the Secretary of War.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was oriered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RIXEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
House bill 4481, to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 
1899, reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, may be 
considered at this time. I ask that the reading of the original bill 
be dispensed with, in view of the fact that the committee has 
adopted a substitute which contains the provisions of the original 
bill, with some slight changes which are explained fully in the 
report of the committee. ; es 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But the gentleman will have the substi- 
tute bill read? ; : . 

Mr. BURTON. Ofcourse. Iwas only desirous of saving time. 
I think it would be well to have the reading of the substitute first, 
or rather the report of the committee, which explains fully what 
the substitute contains, 

I therefore ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the read- 
ing of the original bill be dispensed with, and the report, which 
describes the object of the bill and certain amendments in the 
nature of asubstitute, be read, and then that the substitute bill be 
read and considered. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill 
H. R. 4481, having duly considered the same, beg leave to submit the follow- 
in meper’, and recommend that said bill be amended 7 the adoption of the 
substitute filed herewith, and, when so amended, that the bill eo yo 

House bill 4481 had for its object the correction of three errors in the river 
and harbor act which was spevevee March 3, 1899. 

The bill as it passed the House contained the following item: 

“Improving Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou, Texas: For im- 
provement of the Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou, Zz dredging 
or otherwise, from the jetties at Galveston, Tex., up through the present 
ship channel and Buffalo Bayou tothe proposed harbor site at Houston, Tex. 
to be provided by the citizens of Houston, $250,000: Provided, That out of said 
sum a suitable dredge may be constructed for said work.” 

A Senate amendment struck out the above paragraph and inserted the 
paragraph which the bill under consideration pro s to repeal. The con- 

erence committees agreed that the House provision should stand, with an 
amendment increasing the pe pee | to $300,000, and that the provision 
proposed by the Senate should not stand. In the hurry of the closing days 
of the session the conference report on this item was so worded as to mislead 
the enrolling clerk into so enrolling the act as to leave standing both the 
amended House provision and the Senate provision. 

= other two errors consist in referring to sections of the act by wrong 
numbers. 

The act was scarcely enrolled in season for signature by the President and 
not in season to allow the errors to be detected and corrected. 

It is conceded that said repeal should bo made, and upon further consider- 
ation of the subject and in the light of more recent developments it has seen 
best also to substitute for the paragraph above mentioned the provision that 
the amount agreed upon in conference between the House and Senate, to wit, 
$300,000 together with any further amount for the improvement of the chan- 
nel named, be applied after paying “‘such sums as may be necessary for 
administration, surveys, and ntenance” in improving division 1 of said 
survey, which extends from the mouth of the jetties of veston, through 
Galveston Bay to the north end of Morgan Canal, so called. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the substitute? 
Mr. PAYNE. It has not been read yet. 
The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7739) to amend “An act making 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain 
bors, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 1 of the act entitled “An act 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


apprepesaioens for the construc- 
ublic works on rivers and har- 


making appropriations for the construction, repair, and tion of cer- 

tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other p ra ved 

March 3, 1899, be, and the same is hereby, amended b out and re- 

a the paragraphs in said act on 1127 and of the United States 
tatutes at Large, volume 80, which as follows: 

Improving Galveston a Channel and Buffalo Ba Texas: For im- 
provement of the Galveston Ship Channel! and Buffalo ou, by or 
otherwise, from the jetties at Galveston, Tex., up threnan the present 
channel and Buffalo Bayou to the proposed harbor site at Houston, ia 
to be provided by the cit’ of Houston, $300,000: Provided, That out of 
sum a suitable d may be constructed for said work. 


For commencing the improvement of the water route from the mouth of 
the jetties at Galveston, — the existing ship channel and up Buffalo 
Bayou to Houston, Tex., including harbor at Houston, in accordance with 
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project submitted by the Board of Engineers in report of survey» 
vember 3, 1897, $250,000: Provided, That contracts may be enter..> 
Secretary of War for the whole or any part of such materials «, 
may be required for prosecuting said improvement, or the said ma: 
be purchased and the work done otherwise than by contract. 1. 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not to. 
aggregate $2,000,000: vided further, That outof said sum two ),. 
be constructed for said work. ; 
. _— amend said act so as to read, in place of said paragrap! 
OLlOWS: 

“Improving Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou, Tex 
provement of the Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou by , 
otherwise, in accordance with the project submitted by a board «:, 
in the report of a survey dated November 3, 1897,'and submitted | 
of Engineers in his report for 1898, in volume 1, pages 288 an. 
Provided. That all sums heretofore appropriated and availab|o« ; 
Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo = are hereby made a 
said project: Provided further, That all of said sums of money 10: . 
for administration, surveys, and tenance be used in improv; 
1 of said survey.”’ 

Sec. 2. That section 12 of the same act be, and the same is here) : 
by striking out the word “fourteen” after the word “ section.” n; nded 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘eleven.”’ serting 

Sec. 3. That section 20 of the same act be, and the sap 
amended by striking out the word “ten,” after the word “s.¢:;.... 0") 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ nine.” my Gad 

Mr. McRAE. Ishould like to ask the gentleman fr 
{Mr. Burton] why this legislation can not be procur, 
the regular river and harbor bill, which, I trust, the ¢ 
will soon report to the House? 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, the error is one which is ¢¢ 
pable that it calls for —— correction without postponemens 

Again, it has been decided by the Committee on Rivers ay)j 
Harbors that they will report no appropriation Dill until the ye, 
session of this Congress. 

Still further, the Engineer Department, noticing the ambiguity 
in the bill, have declined to take any action on either project yyt) 
this was settled by Congress, 

The third is, perhaps, the strongest reason of any, but it seems 
to me any one of the three is sufficient. 

Mr. MCRAE. I understand, then, that it is agreed that there 
will be no river and harbor bill at this session. ; 

Mr. BURTON. The committee so decided yesterday. 

Mr. McRAE, I make no objection to the present consieratioy 
of this bill. : 

Mr. BURTON. Ishonuld like to have the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Bau] heard on this bill for a few minutes. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, during the last session of Conyress 
there was an item of $250,000 proposed to be appropriated by tho 
Rivers and Harbors Committee at this end of the Capitol. There 
was a Senate amendment striking out the original provision ani 
inserting an amendment providing for $2,000,000 to be expended 
on the same project, namely, a ship channel from the jetties at 
Galveston to Houston, Tex. The Senate and House conferees 
agreed to strike out the Senate provision and restore that of the 
House, with an increase of $50,000, thus making $300 (00) intentad 
to be appropriated by both bodies for the project mentioned in 
the substitute bill just read. 

As the chairman of the committee has stated, by an error in en- 
grossing the bill both provisions were incorporated, and as it now 
stands there is a provision in the existing law for the expenditure 
of both the $300, intended by the Congress and the $2,()\),(\\) 
inserted by the Senate amendment. That is an error, and s9 far 
as the immediate resentative of the district and his constitu- 
ents are concerned, there is no objection to the repeal of the pro- 
vision in the Senate appropriating $2,000,000 for this project, for 
the reason that it was not the intention of Congress to (lo so, and 
it was not the intention of the conference committee. | wish to 
say, as the tative most nearly interested in this project, 
that the bill now under consideration does not appropriate a dol- 
lar, that it takes away $2,000,000 that has been already errone- 
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ously ap , and does not increase the obligations of tle 
Government one cent; and I ask that the measure be permitted to 
go through without objection. Se 
The S KER. Is there objection to the present consi eration 
of the bill? [After a pause. } e@ Chair hears none. The ques 
tion is on the adoption of the substitute. 
The substitute was agreed to. 


The substitute was ordered to be engrossed and read a thirl 


time; and oe engrossed, was read the third time, and passe. 
ae Without objection the original bill will Leon 
e table. 


There was no objection. . 
On motion of Mr. BURTON, a motion to reconsider the vor’ 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PAY FOR CERTAIN RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE MARINE COR! 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the request tht I 
made yesterday morning for unanimous consent for the pres*™ 
consideration of joint resolution No. 77, to provide pay to cert) 
retired officers of the Marine , and I surrender the floor ‘ 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. oh ae 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania * 








1900. 


ynanimous consent for the present consideration of joint resolu- 
tion No. 77._ Is there objection? ; 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 5 ker, was unanimous consent given? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. fore unanimous consent is given, Mr. 
Snnkec PEAKER. The = was read yesterday, but perhaps it 

, read in this morning. 

< tH CHARDSON. I do not insist on that, Mr. Speaker, as I 
remember the bill. It cam be read if desired. I understood the 
ventleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to object to the present 
consideration, and I want to ask him if he has since examined it? 
CO, CANNON. I will say that I have read the bill, and while 
I have not given it as close an examination as I would if I had 
been reporting the bill, yet, from what the ntleman from Penn- 
sylvania says and as far as I can see, the bill is a proper one. 

“"T want to say just one word further. If objected yesterday, not 
on the ground that the bill itself was objectionable, but for the 
reason that the bill property belonged, under the rules of the 
House, to the general deficiency bill. Now, I am quite sure the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the iiembers of the House 
would acquit me of desiring to make any captious objection to 
any matter that ought to be enacted, and yet, as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I feel that I owe a duty to the 
House, as well as along the lines of good legislation, to insist on 
the jurisdiction of the various committees being exercised. Other- 
wise you take a deficiency bill or a general appropriation bill, and 
ifa number of committees have jurisdiction of them you never 
can tell “‘ where we are at.” Having said that much, and called 
the attention of the House to it, the fact that the urgent deficiency 
bill has passed the House, and there being no chance for this item 
to go into that or into the general bill for two or three months, 
on further consideration, believing that the bill ought to pass, I 
do not feel at liberty to insist on my objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think it 
is bad practice to give unanimous consent without the bill being 
reported. I ask to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the aggregate of all sums appropriated in an act en- 
titled “An act makingappropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1900, and for other parposes, approved March 3, 1899, under 
the head “Pay, Marine Corps,” shall be disbursed and accounted for in ac- 
cordance with existing law as pay of the Marine Corps, and for that pur- 
yon Gk eeetaes one fund; the provisions of this act to take effect from 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, [ move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the p of considering the Indian appropriation 
bill; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate be limited to this day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of House bill 7433, 
the Indian appropriation bill, and ene that, asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited to this day, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman 
that, so far as Iam advised, an agreement of that kind would be 
satisfactory to this side of the House, I should like to ask, Mr. 
Speaker, who it was that objected? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think no member objected under the rules, 
as | saw no member rise, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objec 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. The 
queation is on the motion of the gentleman from New York, that 
a House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 

® state of the Union to consider the Indian appropriation bill. 


The motion was to. 
wie House necording!y resolved itself into Committee of the 
ole House on the of the Union, with Mr. Moopy of Massa- 


chusetis in the chair, for the consideration of House bill 7433, the 
ian a bill. 

wee a MAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
the b m ouse on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
a (H. R. 7488) mene tage riations for the current and 
treaty oat eens of the n Department and for fulfilling 
ont ye as with yee Indian tribes for the fiscal year 

. ,.and for other purposes. 
Mr. SHERMAN. . Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
With the first reading of the bill, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill the title of which 
has just been read carries appropriations aggregating, in round 
numbers, $7,328,000. The like bill for the last fiscal year appro- 
priated $7,500,000, this bill carrying $172,000 less than last year’s 
appropriation bill, The amount of the original estimates, which 
reached us through the Treasury Department, was less by five 
hundred thousand and some odd dollars than the amount which 
we herein appropriate; but subsequent to the receipt of the origi- 
nal estimates supplemental estimates have been submitted through 
the Treasury Department which aggregated $641,000, an amount 
in excess by $113,000 of the amount which the bill carries. 

Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, it is well, in considering this appropri- 
ation bill, to have in mind a few facts with reference to these 
people for whom it provides. There are in the United States 
to-day, including those of Alaska, about 250,000 Indians. Of these, 
5,000 are in Alaska and about 65,000 in the Five Civilized Tribes, 
so called,in the Indian Territory. Of the Indians outside of those 
in the Indian Territory, 60,000 to 70,000 are ration Indians, Indi- 
ans receiving rations to a greater or less extent from the Govern- 
ment during each year. Ninety thousand of these Indians have 
discarded the blanket entirely and are clothed in the ordinary cit- 
izen’s clothes, and 35,000 of them use the clothing of citizens in 
part. Thirty-five thousand can read, and there are occupied by 
the entire Indian race in the neighborhood of 25,000 dwellings, 
leaving a comparatively small percentage of the Indians who now 
dwell in anything other than houses. The Indians occupy reser- 
vation lands and allotments, the majority—a large majority— 
being on reservation lands. . 

These lands are comprised within about 150 reservations, and 
they occupy about 130,000 square miles. Besides the money 
which we appropriate in this bill for the care of the Indians, they 
have their own funds in the Treasury of the United States, inter- 
est on which is paid to them and paid to them without any annual 
legislation. These funds all together amount to thirty-odd mil- 
lions, about $32,000,000, yielding an annual income of $1,600,000. 
One tribe, the Osage tribe, alone has in the Treasury upward of 
$8,000,000 to-day, which draws interest at 5 per cent. There are 
about 1,700 Osages, and this fund provides for the annual pay- 
ment to them of a little. short of $250 per capita. I understand 
that this makes this tribe the richest per capita people on the face 
of the earth. 

Mr. DALZELL. Where are they? 

Mr. SHERMAN, In Oklahoma; on their own reservation in 
Oklahoma. There are certain changes in the current bill from 
last year’s bill. Some items are larger than last year and others 
are smaller. Under two very large treaty obligations final pay- 
ments were due last year, and the appropriation therefor amounted 
to nearly $300,000, so that our treaty obligations are less than they 
were in the last fiscal year, and of necessity our gratuities for 
the Indians have somewhat increased, because it is impossible, Mr. 
Chairman, to immediately cut off from these people help from the 
Government, when their own funds are greatly reduced or entirely 
expended. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question at that point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is the general aggregate of the bill less than 
it was last year? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; the general aggregate is $175,000 less 
than last year, and the report sets out in detail every item of its 
increase and each item of decrease from last year’s appropriation 








bill. 

Mr. TALBERT, And summing up the whole, it is $175,000 less 
than last year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; about $175,000 less than last year’s ap- 
- 

There is no item in the bill as reported, Mr. Chairman, for the 
continuance of the so-called contract schools. That is a question 
which gentlemen here remember has caused considerable discus- 
sion and not.a littlefriction uponthe floor. That is notin the bill 
this year, and there is no school for which any appropriation is 
made, other than Government schools, save only the Hampton In- 
stitute, in Virginia, for which an appropriation of $20,000 is carried 
in the bill. 

There are a few items in the bill which are legislative, I expect; 
some of them, I am quite sure, are subject to a point of order; and 
perhaps if I were not chairman of the committee, I would raise 
the point of order, not on the theory that they are not proper leg- 
islation, but that some of these matters might better be considered 
by a separate bill rather than as an item of the appropriation bill; 
but with reference to each and every of those items we will have 
further discussion, 1 suppose, when they are reached in the read- 
ing of the bill by sections, I think, Mr. Chairman, the statement 
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I have made covers briefly the salient points of the matters which 
will come up for consideration in the pending bill, and unless some 
mem ber of the committee desires to ask me some specific question, 
I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman one question: 
If all the other contract schools have been discontinued, as the 
gentleman states, why has an exception been made with refer- 
ence to the Hampton School? I merely ask this question for in- 
formation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because the committee believed that the 
Hampton School is doing a work far superior to that done by any 
other contract school, Hampton being a manual training school, 
and no other contract school being of that character, and also 
educates with the Indians another race. 

Mr. COWHERD. If I have read the bill aright, the sum of 
$300,000 is appropriated for the Dawes Comruaission. 

Mr. SHERMA The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COWHERD. If I understand correctly, this commission 
is charged with the responsibility of making appraisements and 
assessments of lands to the Indians under what is known as the 
Curtis bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COWHERD. [I also understand that pending the making 
of these allotments business in the Territory is practically sus- 
pended, and that this condition reaches out to all the adjoinin 
States, affecting business there also. Now, I should like to as 
the gentleman whether any estimate has been made as to how 
much money will be needed in order to hasten the allotment of 
these lands—whether, if a liberal appropriation, such as has been 
estimated for by the Dawes Commission, were made, the work 
could not be done much more rapidly than is provided for in the 
bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The original estimate made by the Dawes 
Commission was for an appropriation on $171,000. The question 
now propounded by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] 
was asked by the Secretary of the Interior of the commission— 
whether or not with a larger appropriation they could not hasten 
their work; and there was a request from the Secretary that they 
should submit to him an estimate under which they believed they 
couldconclude the work in the Indian Territory within twelve 
months. They didsubmit such an estimate, amounting to$641,000. 
Then, after the members of the Dawes Commission—all four of 
them, I believe, certainly three; perhaps Mr. Needles was not 
present—were before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we had 
a discussion of this whole question lasting an entire morning, the 
result of which was that the members of the commission then 
present expressed the opinion that with $300,000 they could work 
with the greatest advantage during the coming year; that with 
this sum they could do the work in a way which would beentirely 
satisfactory to everybody, but that with the larger appropria- 
tion—$641,000—there would be required greater haste and there 
could not be insured as much accuracy in the work asif less haste 
were adopted. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman will excuse me for occupying 
1is time—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, that is what we are here for. 

Mr. COWHERD. But this is a very important matter, espe- 
cially to the commercial communities doing business in that part 
of the country. 

1 understand that a great many millions of acres of land are to 
be surveyed, appraised, and allotted. Now, if a liberal appropria- 
tion were made, would it not simply mean the putting of more 
surveying parties in the field, whereas with a small ap riation 
this thing must drag on for several years, he work being done 
only by small surveying parties? 

Mr, SHERMAN. There is force in the gentleman’s suggestion; 
but we thought that an appropriation of $300,000 would be a liberal 
appropriation, and would admit of very rapid progress of this 
work. With this appropriation it seems likely that the entire 
work in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations can be finished 
within the fiscal year, the work already having been completed in 
the Seminole Nation, thus leaving only the work in the Creek and 
Cherokee nations to be concluded in future years. 

This question was considered very carefully, discussed vety 
thoroughly in the committee. Me. howen himself was present, 
and also Mr. Bixby and Judge McKinnon, and they agreed in our 
conclusion that an appropriation of $300,000 would permit them 
to continue the work very advantageously. 

Mr. COWHERD. How much of this appropriation of $300,000 
will be available for the use of these surveying parties who are 
making the allotments? 

Mr, SHERMAN. Thegreaterpartof it. If the gentleman will 
look at the appropriate page of the bill he will see that upward of 
$200,000 will be available for that purpose. 

Mr, TALBERT. I see that here on the last page of the report 
there are named certain new matters embraced in this bill which 
do not involve appropriations, and the committee proceeds to name 
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five or six of these items. I wish to ask the chairman of tl 
mittee whether the members of the committee were unaniy.. 
regard to the adoption of these five or six new items of bu: amaae 
accordance with the provisions of the bill? — 

Mr. SHERMAN. My recollection is that they were no: 
mous in reference to all of them. oP 

Mr. TALBERT. But noneof these items, as I unders; 
ries any a oes. i t- 

Mr. 5 MAN. No,sir. Noneof those specified carry »,,,... 
priations. - 

Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not deem it necessa).. «, t} 
time to enter into a general discussion of the policy of ;; mye 
The fact is that it contains no change of the general Policy of th, 
Government in regard to its Indian wards. I shall reser. = 
ever discussion I wish to make upon the bill until we arp; 
ing under the five-minute rule, believing that in that way y 
reach more intelligently the points under discussion, 

Mr. Chairman, | desire now to yield thirty minutes ¢, +), 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Coonry}. : 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Chairman, | have no objection {) 4, 
special provision in this bill; but through the courtesy o¢ +), 
gentleman from Arkansas I desire to address the Committe. », 
the Whole u a subject which perhaps is not entirely for.;.., 
to the one which is now before the House for consideratioy, _ 

If certain forces which are at work in the country at the jro:. 
ent time become pecamount and triumphant, it will not je yor. 
long before we will be compelled annually to examine ani dis,y.c, 
appropriation bills for the Philippine Islands, and against tj; 
anticipated and possible appropriation I desire to submit to thn 
committee a few remarks. 

I favor the open-door policy for commerce; but I would closa 
against the United States of America the open doors to imperialisy 
everywhere. ForthatreasonI have been opposed tothe taking ay, 
retention of the Philippines. The development of this Repu)ji- 
from its foundation to the present time has been along the lines 
of security. Its expansion has been one of necessity, but tho 
effort of the President to reach out to the Philippines is an expan. 
sion by imitation only. The example of the great colonial powers 
of the world, which we have ever been taught to shun, has be- 
come the chief inducement to the Administration to stretch the 
nation’s limits into the Orient. 

In all history there is recorded but one other attempt at expan- 
sion by imitation alone that is worthy of consideration or com. 

nm with this. That attempt is related in the fables of sop, 

hat great historian tells us in a few graphic lines the disastrous 

results of counterfeit expansion on the frog which tried to imi- 

tate the bull in size; and if this McKinley Administration keeps 

up its present Le of expansion in swollen mimicry of Join 

Bull, another Atsop will be needed to gather up its remains and 
record its sad fate after the next elections. 

I do not believe the people of the United States will ever consent 
to these islands being admitted into the Union as a State; nor will 
they, on the other hand, tolerate a connection with them by liga- 
ments that have their growth in colonial despotism. If there is 
any middle policy to be pursued in the government of these islands, 
it is time to declare it. If the Republican party has not the wis- 
dom to declare its policy through Congress now, a year hence it 
will not have the power. The grea question that now con- 
fronts the American people is their present and future relations 
to these islands. Are they to be prepared for eventual indepent- 
ence? Are they to be given home rule under American govern 
ment? Are they to be held as a vassal colony? These are inter 
rogations with which the public now daily addresses this House. 

his Congress has no question before it that so strongly presses 
for an immediate answer. It involves a repose from agitation a 
home, peace to the people of those far-away islands, aud 4 cess 
tion from the useless sacrifice of human life. It involves the 
future structure and aims of our own Government, the amount 
to which our appropriation bills are to be swelled, and the buruen 
of tax we are to place upon the backs of the American peop? 10 
and hereafter. hile anxiety and expectancy stand waiting © 
Congress to settle so vital a question, why should it longer (4y 
ane on of its ig? pea We have given the Administra! 
a whole year to settle this question in its own way, and if, as 1 
seems to be the purpose, it is given another year of its ow! W) 
in the Philippines, when it turns those islands over to this liouse 
for legislation, their condition will be fit only for despots. 

We must not forget that when we first came in contact wi" 
the Philippines that the rapidly decaying power of Spain ¥* 
each year bringing them nearer to the achievement of their ow? 
independence; that before we purchased the slippery and - 
comfortable position of the Spaniard, their future was pregna® 
with a living freedom. But their liberties and future well-being 
have received no consideration at our hands. What fi tana 
can be made, and what is the character of government that “ 
best secure to us those fortunes, are now the chief subjects © 
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inquiry. Industries are to be monopolized, franchises are to bo | by all men, The President has said to Aguinaldo: ‘‘If you will 
pan away, and for the 1,200 islands there are 1,200 Sancho Panzas | stop your running and hiding in the brush, if you will cease your 
waiting on the promise of the chief knight errant of expansion to | cowardly evasion of my troops and boldly give us battle, we will 
pe made governors. The supposed wealth and fortune producing | make short work of you and of this war.” Aguinaldo, in reply, 
‘ower of those islands is what now imperils their liberties. Their | has said: ‘‘ Mr, President, if you will come out of the fog of ‘ mani- 
Sata ects have been placed in the hands of expansion brokers, | fest destiny,’ out of your portion! schemes for power at home and 
P hose business it is to puff their value and in this struggle to en- | your dreams for a world-wide empire abroad, and boldly and 
ist cupidity on the side of imperialism. —_ , without evasion declare that we shall have the same rights in our 

“A gentleman who traveled in the Philippines had occasion not | homes that Americans have in theirs, that we shall be given the 
long ago to address an audience of American citizens on this sub- | right to manage our internal affairs, enjoy the wealth, products, 


ject. He drew from his vest pocket a nugget of gold and said: and franchises of cur own country, even though it be under the 

— : ; : American flag and the just laws of Congress, then this war is 
have ld picked up in its present form on the banks of 3 . a . ns , thi ar is 
Se s nugget of oa erat already at an end.” [Renewed applause. ] 

el ne from his other vest pocket a bag of gold dust and said: But, sir, it must have been perceived long ago by all intelligent 
He drew s : 


people that the President’s object in the Philippines was not to 
give them freedom, nor to give them the usual Territorial govern- 
ment which the United States has conferred on all its territory 
His whole argument was an exhibition of the wealth he had | while unripefor statehood. To lay the foundations for the future 
brought back from those islands in his vest pockets. In its power, | rise of a republic in the heart of Britain's colonies, or, by the es- 
in its intended purpose, and in its spectacular delivery, if it did | tablishment of the usual Territorial government, to confer the 
not imitate, it certainly equaled the famous argument of Cato | proud distinction of free American citizenship on the inhabitants 
when he drew the Carthagenian figs from the pocket of his toga | of the Philippines in the presence of Britain's base colonial sub- 
and passed them around to the members of the Roman Senate with jects, is not to be thought of. It would be like setting fire to your 
the declaration, ‘‘ Delenda est Carthago!” And hence, onaccount | neighbor's house. It would be but a poor return to Great Britain 
of the nugget and gold dust, the liberties of the Filipinos must be | for having conducted us safely and triumphantly through the 
destroyed. Logic clothed in human language has never yet been | Spanish war to set the lamp of American liberty burning where 
found that could successfully answer such an argument. It is | it might awaken the slumbering millions within her dark colonial 
only where civilization is so strong and just as to render such an | empire. England would never permit it. It would be open vio- 
argument its own refutation that the human species can be rescued | lence to that unwritten treaty whose invisible and mysterious 
from the villainy of its intention. bonds hold the administrations of the two Governments in sym- 
3ut, in passing, it is well to remark that Cato was a cruel man; | pathy and unity of purpose. 
that upon retiring at night he was in the habit of calling his The small matter of the American Constitution and the citizen- 
elaves around him and administering to them severe punishment | ship with which it clothes the humblest being within the reach of 
with his own hand to dispose his mind and body to restful slum- | its power must not be permitted to stand in the way of such 
ber. Cato was the most sordid and avaricious of Romans. He | heaven-born friendship. That friendship, sometimes interpreted 
was a commercialist who pushed his ventures on sea and land | as ‘‘our obligations to other nations,” as ‘‘ the preservation of the 
with the ever-expanding limits of the Roman Republic. The poet | world’s peace,” etc., has imposed upon the President the hard task 
Terence in his lifetime more than once declared that the figs pro- | of preserving in those islands the statu quo ante bellum, to sup- 
duced in the Roman Senate never came from Carthage, but were | press their ambition for liberty, and to maintain the equilibrium 
plucked by Cato from his own trees that grew on his Sabine farm. | of colonial despotism that has heretofore prevailed in that part of 
He denominated the incident as ‘‘ Cato’s great political fig trick.” | the world. In line with that purpose, his object has been to make 
Cato was in a certain sense a patriot, but the object of his patriot- | the Philippines a subservient colony of the United States; and the 
ism was the commercial and militant expansion of the Roman | modern colony means slavery to its inhabitants, expense to the 
Republic. country that holds it, but privileges, power, profit, and robbery to 
Under the forces which he had set in motion to accomplish that | the officials who govern it. It is the same old slavery that Agui- 
object he had the misfortune to live and see Roman virtue wither | naldo and his dusky followersand their ancestors have been fight 
up, personal independence decay, the tooth of greed eat its way to | ing against for three hundred years under Spanish rule. 
the hearts of the Roman people, corruption and bribery made the Before peace was broken by force of arms between the Filipino 
chief pathways to eminence and glory, and the Republic tottering | and American, while they were yet on terms of friendship and 
to its downfall under the cares with which it was burdened. In | alliance, they besought the President to inform them of the policy 
the short space of one generation after him Cato’s kinsman and | of his Administration and to consult them upon the future gov- 
namesake saw the utter collapse of the Roman Republic and the | ernment of the islands. He refused to hearthem. They senta 
rise of Caesar's empire on its ruins, and in remorse he slew himself. | trusted agent across the seas and continents to the city of Wash- 
History is but getting ready to repeat itself in a country when to | ington to see the President, and to consult with him on those sub- 
the minds of its most eminent citizens it begins to suggest the re- | jects which are to any people dearer than life and fortune—their 
vival of its old ‘‘fig tricks.” liberty and their salionality. He refused to hear him. That 
There are those who attempt to impress the public with the | agent was not even permitted to remain quietly in this city while 
belief that the insurgents are encouraged in their resistance and | the fate of his people and country stood trembling in the balance. 
that this war has been lengthened out ays few old fogies who still | The President's displeasure at his presence here incited the Ad- 
have the discourtesy and eed suggest the application of the | ministration newspapers to hound him down as a miscreant and 
principles of the Declaration of Independence and of free govern- | a vagabond, and when abuse failed to drive him from the city the 
ment asasolution of our difficulties in the Philippines. But there | police and secret detective forces were set upon his trail, who way- 
is no evidence that either the brain or the arm of the Administra- | laid and browbeat him upon the streets and in the lobbies of his 
tion has been yzed by such a suggestion, and it is improbable | hotel, until, as a stranger in a strange city, he was made conscious 
that it escaped beyond the blue-pencil lines of our military satrapy | of impending personal violence, and he fled in fear in the nighttime 
at Manila. [Applause. ] from thecity of Washington. I am not speaking of an event that 
Doubtless the President has had to defend his rest at night by | occurred in one of the South American Republics, nor in the do- 
thrusting his dagger through the ancient ghost of that once im- | minion of the Sultan of Turkey, nor in the Empire of the Czar of 
mortal Declaration, and in his dreams he may have again witnessed | Russia, but here in the capital of this great Republic, under the 
the pale and drowning features of the Monroe doctrine, to the neck | eye and apparent sanction of its Chief Executive, in the shadow 
of which he tied a tone and left it to sink in mid-ocean. But | of the figure of Freedom that stands erect on the Dome of this 
in his waking moments, to ali such suggestions and airy figments | building, but 20 miles from Mount Vernon, with all its historic 
of the sleeping brain his challenge of defiance has invariably been, | associations of freedom and liberty, and only 3 miles from Arlin; 
ton, where through swelling woods thousands of tombstones attest 


an order for more a to ila, With atriumphant Army 
on land and an invincible Navy on the sea, the President has had | the veneration in which is held the memory of those who fought 
. his command for the past year a greater force than was ever | and died for the freedom of the black man. 
placed at the ul of any other President to conduct a foreign There may have been diplomatic difficulties in the way of his 
war or repel a foreign invasion, and it must be a mighty poor | recognition as an agent of the Philippines, but, sir, it is the first 
Pare im which that force has been engaged if its efficiency in the | instance in the history of this Republic that any individual has 
bilippine Islands has been crippled by the reading of the Decla- | approached its shores with a mission of liberty for his own or any 
ration of Independence in the United States. other people that has been received as a public enemy and driven 
wh here are only two reasons why this war has languished for a | from it by fear of public violence. This incident is but one in 
the inown but two things that have given life and support to | the many that mark the unvarying disposition that the Adminis- 


hi ection. One is that Aguinaldo has refused to bring | trationand its satraps have exercised toward these people. From 
Pre army into the and give us battle; the other is that the 


T have gold dust washed out by careless natives from the sands of a Philip- 
pine stream. 



























id , the surrender of the Spanish army in the Philippines, accomplished 
pe ent has to bring the purpose of his Administration | by their assistance, they have everywhere been treated with that 
government into the open, that it might be seen and understood | contempt which drove them to their arms and their rice swamps, 
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where, as they believed, since they could not live in dignity in 
their own homes, they could at least die in imitation of freemen. 

Do we intend to hold the Philippines, and forever? Then is it 
not a good thing to stop this war? Is it not a good thing to con- 
ciliate a people we aim to add to our own population, whose terri- 
tory we aim toincorporate with our own? If so, then let us make 
an effort to accomplish such a desirable result by an honest decla- 
ration of our purpose. The idea that such a declaration will de- 
tract from the dignity of the American people is absurd; the 
idea that we must crush them by force before we open our lips is 
brutal. I warn you now that the conduct of this Administration 
has placed the conciliation of these people absolutely beyond its 
power; the hand that has so mercilessly inflicted the wound upon 
them can never heal it; nor can another year of Administration 
rule and free trips to picnicking commissions to the woods of Luzon 
bring to this House additional light on the Declaration of Inde- 

yendence or the principles of just government. {Applause on the 
Remonpatis side. | 

Outside of Administration circles there is not one in the 75,000,000 
American people that feels proud of this war. It does not meet 
their approbation. They do not desire to see this chapter of 
our history prolonged. It is now the darkest and most infamous 
chapter in all our history. The challenge lies at the feet of every 
defender of McKinley, and they are defied to produce from the 
annals of Roman aggression, or the wide range of history, another 
chapter that will surpass in perfidy and meanness to a weak and 
struggling people the one which this Administration has been 
writing for us in the Philippine Islands during the past eighteen 
months. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. COONEY. I should like to have a minute more. 

Mr. LITTLE. I yield the gentleman five minutes’ additional 
time. 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Chairman, this is not a war for the main- 
tenance of any right or principle of this Government; but every- 
where it is looked upon as a war that strikes a mortal blow at the 
principle of self-government, which is the very life of the Republic. 
I believe that principle is yet dear to the American heart; it is en- 
graved upon it as a holy instinct, and he who has thus for a while 
presumed to violate and trample it beneath his feet, will by the 
blessing of God soon be hurled from power, and another placed 
therein—one who will smite the trusts, dissolve the gold stand- 
ard, and clean the temple of our country of its money changers 
and public plunderers; one who will reanimate the —— form 
of liberty, and direct the course of the Republic to the bright 
pathway of freedom, where it will again decorate and cheer the 
Sieveted sphere in which its founders placed it; one who will tear 
from the bosom of modern plutocracy the budding hope that calls 
for ‘‘a McKinley and an empire,” and inscribe in the hearts of 
the people the nobler sentiment, “Bryan and the Republic.” 
| Loud ——- on the Democratic side. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it is understood that we 
will complete the occupation of the hour on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has yielded 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKs]. 

Mr. LITTLE. Does he desire to be recognized now or at the 
completion of our hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. According as the gentleman may desire. 

a a LITTLE. I would prefer that the hour on this side be com- 
pleted. 

the CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. LITTLE. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from pag ng STEPHENS], thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has only twenty-eight min- 
utes remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the bill under con- 
sideration carries appropriations amounting to $7,328,000, a less 
amount by $176,000 than was carried by this bill of last year. This 
money is sporenciabed for the civilization and education of 250,000 
Indians. It might be appropriate to state here that if it requires 
more than $7,000,000 per annum to civilize and educate a quarter 
of a million of half-civilized Indians, it will require $48,000,000 
per year to civilize and educate the Filipinos if we carry out the 
expansion policy that this Government has entered upon and take 
under the folds of the Stars and Stripes the 12,000,000 similar 
semicivilized people living in the Philippine Islands, 

Bat, sir, it is not my desire to speak upon the question of ex- 
pansion to-day. My opposition to the annexation of the Philip- 
pines is well known. t desire to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that we have room for expansion upon our own con- 
tinent and within the confines of our own country. I refer to 
that magnificent scope of arid territory west of the one hundredth 
meridian, One-half of the area of the United States lies in the 
arid belt of our country. With the excepfion of a small scope 
of country west of the Cascade Mountains in Washington and 
Oregon, the rest of the country from the one hundredth meridian 
tothe Pacific is arid. The country demanding irrigation—one- 
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half of the territory of our own country—can be develona) .., 
expanded by irrigation. You have only to look, as Thave 5 
stated on this floor, to myown district in the State of Texac 
prising eighty counties, to find as much territory as you wi)) ),,... 
in the Philippine Islands, ee 
That territory has less than 3 inhabitants to the square , 
while the Philippine Islands have 60 inhabitants to the ..., 
mile. Hence, there is twenty times more room for expansi.) 
my district than there is in the whole of the Philippine [«)),, 
By a judicious expenditure of money in that arid coun:.. 
can place there 60 inhabitants to the square mile, and ¢) 
habitants will be of our own Anglo-Saxon race. We , 
building irrigation dams upon the heads of our rivers and <;+....,,.° 
impound the storm waters that now go to wasteand overtiiy 1) 
destroy the crops in the valleys of the lower rivers, and y;)),, 
this water for irrigation purposes in this arid region and 9)... 
one of the best parts of our Union. Most of this arid be): };,.. 
the head waters of the Mississippi River, and a system . 
storage reservoirs would prevent the annual overflow of ths jou.. 
valley of that great river. 7 
What is true there is true of New Mexico and Arizona ani t))q; 
eat scope of country stretching northward from Mexies to tha 
ritish possessions, amounting to about 540,000,000 acres of Jana. 
Congress has by different acts provided funds for survey ine t)),<, 
irrigable lands and locating reservoir cites. F 
The officer in charge of this work, Mr. Newell, of the Gov) 
ical Survey, reports that about 74,000,000 acres of public land ea, 
be reclaimed by irrigation, and but only a part of the sw 
been completed. It is estimated that at least 150,000,000 ac; 
these lands can be made productive and placed under irrig.: 


it 
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ditches. This vast amount of land would sustain the presen: 
population of our country with easeand comfort. The most ra} 
expansionist should be satisfied with reclaiming this, our own 
territory, and cease from violating one of the Ten Commandments 


by coveting our neighbors’ (the Filipinos’) lands, Nearly al! of 
these lands belong now to our Government. I now present a very 
pertinent letter from the Chicago Federation of Labor on this 
question. It is as follows, viz: 


CHICAGO FEDERATION OF LAnor 
Chicago, January " 

DEAR Str: The working people of this country feel that they havea great 
noes for the future in the immense area of public land which stil! |. 
to the Government. 

If this magnificent heritage of the people is preserved for them it will 
— an outlet for our surplus labor and surplus population for many ycars 

come. 

We must have such an outlet. Various labor-saving devices and comli- 
nations are constantly lessening the opportunities for the wage-workers to 


ge See 

The rec tion of the arid public lands by the Government would give 
opportunities for millions of our people to get, first, employment, and then 
homes, where they could live in comfort on the land. 

When you consider that Arizona is r than the Philippines, and that 
the Salt and Gila River valleys in that Territory would sustain as great a 
population as the whole oe of Belgium, you can form some idea of 
what it would mean tothe laboring men of this qantas if these Goyern- 
ment lands were reclaimed and made habitable by building Government 
reservoirs and tion works. 

The Government would get back from the sale of the land a great deal 
more than it would spend to reclaim it. 


The Chtcage Federation of Labor has given much consideration to this 
subject, and has passed the following resolutions: 
“That all the remaining public lands of the United States should be sa 


credly held for the benefit of the whole le, and that no grants of the 
title to any of these lands should ever hereafter be made to any but actual 
eae and home builders on the land;” and “That the Federal (iovern 





ment should build storage reservoirs to save the flood waters that are now 


wasted, and should, wherever a the tion works required 
or the reclamation and settlement of the arid public lands.” 
' Several schemes for ceding the public lands to the States or Territories are 
now before Congress. We are convinced that if such donations are made it 
is certain to result in the lands being eventually gotten hold of by spect: 
lators, and that t land monopolies would close the door to the working: 
men who want the land for homes. : 
e earnestly ask that you will use all your influence to prevent any of the 
public lands from being ceded to the States or Territories. 
Hoping for a favorable reply, I remain, 
ours, respectfully, ; 
[SEAL.] er . W. CARMODY, 
Secretary Chicago Federation of Labor. 
Hon. Jno. H. STEPHENS, 
Washington, D. C. 


This letter shows that the laboring people of the country (e- 
mand that Congress shall take up and solve the problem of the 
irrigation and development of our own arid territory. 

I also call your attention to another body of citizens who de- 
mand of us prompt action on this great su — I refer to the 
resolutions by the last meeting of the Irrigation Congres. 
They are as follows, viz: 

RESOLUTIONS OF THE NATIONAL IRRIGATION CONGRESS, EIGHT! SESSION. 


Resolved, That we advocate and reaffirm the policy and principl s hereto 
fore enunciated by this congress in its former session, as set forth in the to 
lowing resolutions: 
LEASING OF THE GRAZING LANDS. 
We favor the leasing of the public grazing lands at a nominal rental 0 
limi areas to settlers farming adjacent lands, the revenue from ren'*'s to 
go to the States and Territories wherein the are situated, for irrigation 
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7 leases to be subject to right of reclamation by irrigation and 
devel an of lands actuall ealtivated, title of land to remain in Federal 
G ernment until actual settlement, the leasing of said lands to be under 
the control of States where situated, and the revenues arising therefrom to 
; . expended by the States under the direction of their State engineering 
bureaus: Provided, That in any State having no irrigation bureau the Fed- 
eral Governmeat may lease the lands and expend the revenues in the con- 
struction of irrigation works in that State. 


FEDERAL STORAGE RESERVOIRS, 


We favor the preservation and development of our national resources by 
the construction of storage reservoirs by the Federal Government for flood 
,rotection and to save for use in aid of navigation and irrigation the flood 
a ters which now run to waste and cause overflow and destruction, as rec- 
ommended in the report of Col. Hiram M. Chittenden, and we urge the 
adoption of the recommendations of this report as to the construction of 
storage reservoirs in the arid regions as a part of the national policy of 
internal improvements. 

ARID LAND RECLAMATION. 


We favor the construction by the Federal Government of storage reser- 
voirs and irrigation works wherever necessary to furnish water for the 
reclamation and actual settlement of the arid public lands. 


UNITED OWNERSHIP OF LAND AND WATER. 


The value of the irrigated farm and the security of the home thereby cre- 
ated are alike dependent upon sufficient public control of the water supply 
and the prevention of water becomingaspeculativecommodity. We believe 
that the water of all streams should forever remain public property, and that 
the right to its use should inhere not in the individual or the ditch, but in 
the land reclaimed. 

HARMONIOUS IRRIGATION LAWS. 


We urge the adoption of a harmonious system of irrigation laws in all of 
the arid and semiarid States and Territories, under which the right to the 
use of water for irrigation shall vest in the user and become appurtenant to 
the land irrigated, and beneficial use be the measure of the right, and the 
irrigated home be protected from litigation by the establishment of a State 
system for the equitable and final adjustment of the rights of irrigators to 
the distribution of the waters of the streams. 


INTERSTATE RIVERS. 


We favor the establishment of a national commission for the equitable 
adjustment of all differences arising from the appropriation and use of the 
waters of the interstate rivers. ; 

We oppose the cession of the public lands of the nation to the respective 
States and Territories, except upon conditions so strict that they will insure 
the settlement of such lands by actual settlers in small tracts, and absolutely 
prevent their absorption in large bodies under private ownership. 


GOVERNMENT SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATION. 

We commend the efforts of the various bureaus of the National Govern- 
ment in the examination of the physical and legal conditions relating to irri- 
gation and their work in promoting the adoption of more effective customs 
and methods of irrigation, and urge upon Congress the necessity of provid- 
ing liberal appropriations for this important work. 

Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of introducing in this House a 
bill, now before the Committee on Public Lands, for the purpose 
of leasing the arid public lands of the United States. We have 
probably 400,000, acres of these arid grazing lands. If they 
were leased (as they could be if we would pass the bill I have pro- 
posed) at 2 cents per acre, they would bring in $8,000,000 per 
year as an irrigation fund. The leasing of the public domain is 
urged by the irrigation congress in one of the resolutions I have 
read. My billcontains many sections similar to the Texas leaselaw. 
The lease price is fixed at 3 cents per acre for watered and 2 cents 
for unwatered lands. Any person leasing one watered section 
must also lease three unwatered sections if found contiguous. 

One man is permitted to lease oy two sections of watered and 
six sections of unwatered land. atered lands are to be leased 
for five years and unwatered lands for ten years. The lessee is to 
have prior right of leasing for ninety days after the expiration of 
his lease. The funds arising from the leases are to become a trust 
fund, to be used by Congress in the States and Territories where 
collected for irrigation purposes. The bill provides that this 
money shall be placed in the United States Treasury and there 
held as a trust fund for irrigating purposes. 

Under existing conditions in that arid grazing Territory we find 

that but few men own the land that they are grazing their herds 
of cattle and sheep upon, and the country isallacommon. A cow 
or sheep owner will drive his herd into the country and will take 
any unoccupied territory that he can find and call it his own, and 
forbil anyone else to use the land. If he has a few thousand 
cattle, he nye men enough to keep other people off by force. 
Very often sheep men will force their herds upon these large 
cattle ranges. Sheep and cattle will not range ther, and 
trouble at once arises between the owners of the herds, as every 
man who lives in the West can testify from actual experience, 
these feuds very often resulting in the destruction of property 
and sometimes in murder. 
’ If you will a bill leasing these lands to the stockmen, in 
imited quantities, these troubles will not arise. The lessee can 
then fence the land, put up their windmills, build their houses, 
and use whatever appliances they — see — for the pur- 
bose of improving their ranches and developing the country 
either for stock raising or for farming purposes. The settlers 
could and would then build permanent homes for themselves and 
their families, Their improvements would become taxable prop- 
erty and benefit the State or Territory where they live. These 
people would no longer be nomads, roaming wherever they see 
roper, but they would become settled and permanent citizens. 
hey would have some place to call their own. 
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This bili provides that they can hold the land for ten years, and 
that then they shall have the preference right to re-lease it, it re- 
jnaining all the while a part of the public land of the United 
States. This fund, $4,000,000 per year, would be sufficient to start 
irrigation plants all over that country, the money being expended 
in the district or in the State or Territory where it was raised. 
Mr. Chairman, I can not understand why it is that the Govern- 
ment should not take hold of this matter, individualize its lands, 
and build up these waste places in our own country. In my own 
State we have a great many arid grazing lands of similar char- 
acter to the territory of the United States stretching from Mex- 
ico to the British possessions west of the one hundredth merid- 
ian. Arid grazing lands should be leased. I have a letter from 
the treasurer of the State of Texas showing what a magnificent 
fund the Stateis deriving from alease law similar to the one that I 
have introduced in this Congress. I will send it to the Clerk's 
desk and ask that it be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, STATE OF TEXAS, 
Austin, January 8, 1900. 
DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: Replying to your kind inquiry of the 4th instant 
concerning the lease lands of Texas, beg to advise you as follows 
The total number of acres leased is about 16,500,000, at the rate of 3 cents 
er acre, making an income to the State therefrom of about $500,000 per year. 
‘he cost to the State of collecting this money is very little, and I think $6,000 
per year will fully cover it. 

Prior to 189% the State leased its lands at 4 cents per acre, but on account 
of the severe droughts of 1894 and 189 the rate was decreased to 3 cents. 
Since that time the rise in the price of cattle, together with the good seasons, 
making grass good, has greatly increased the demand for grazing lands, and 
the public domain and free-school lands of the State are being leased now at 
a rate greatly in excess of all previous years, and the income to the State for 
1%) will go beyond the figures given above 

These figures are approximated, but are very conservative. At any time 
[can furnish you any information, or aid you in any way in this or other 
matters, command me, and I will cheerfully respond. 

Wishing you much success in your efforts, and a Happy New Year, I am, 

Your friend, 


JNO. W. ROBBINS. 
Hon. Jno. H. STEPHENS, 


Washington, D. C. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if the State of Texas 
can raise a fund of $500,000 per year by leasing its arid lands, 
why isit that the United States can not benefit herself in the same 
way? 

When Texas became a State of this Union she reserved her 
ublic domain. We havea magnificent permanent school fund 
rom this lease money and from the sale of ourland. Weare leas- 

ing not only our public-school lands, but our public domain. 

Stepping across the line into New Mexico, where they have no 
lease law, we find an entirely different and worse state of affairs. 
On the Texas side we have fenced pastures, splendid cattle, good 
ranch houses, our people living in permanent homes and doing 
well in every respect. Over in New Mexico, where the ranchmen 
have no lease laws, they have no permanent homes, and we find 
only contention, turmoil, and strife. In order to improve and 
utilize this public domain, it is necessary that we should have a 
a law and lease our grazing lands and irrigate our irrigable 
lands. 

Passing from that question to the Indian question, I wish to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the Indians should 
have theirlands allotted amongthem. Their tribal relations should 
be destroyed. The lands that they do not use should be sold under 
the United States land laws to actual settlers. The young Indian 
that we educate should have a home to go to that he could call hit 
own. As we now conduct Indian affairs, the young Indian on his 
return home is turned loose in his tribe and drops back into bar- 
barism, and is no better probably than he was before we educated 
him at the expense of the Government. 

The mining laws of the United States should be extended over 
all the Indian reservations. I know of no reason why a belt of 
country comprising often millions of acres of mineral lands 
should be locked out from the American prospector. We have a 
great many Indian reservations in the mountainous part of the 
West that are known to be richin minerals. The United States 
laws will not permit the prospector to go on these lands and open 
up and develop the mines. 

It would be much better for the Indians as well as the white 
men to allot their lands, to open them for settlement and for min- 
ing purposes, 

e Indian imitates the white man. The lower races have that 
characteristic generally, and if we place farmers on these Indian 
lands and let the Indians see that they are making a success of the 
cultivation of the land, they will imitate them. 

If we permit the prospector to go into the mountains of their 
reservations and develop their mines, it will give employment to 
those Indians and will aid usin civilizing them. The time should 
soon come when we will stop spending millions of dollars yearly 
for the education and support of these people. We should make 
them self-supporting, and we can never do it until we break up 
their tribal relations, until we give each Indian a separate piece 
of land, telling him that is his home and that he must live upon it 
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KK” 
question, although it would be a pleasant oratoric ine 
take up the question he discusses about the “fogs of a te 
tiny and dreams of empire which are abroad in this lang”, 
shall address my remarks to the proposition which is befors ;), 
House, upon which every member ought to stand by the policy , 
the present Administration toward our new possessions, |; ;. . 
that subject I shall direct my remarks during the few brief ... 
ments which have been allotted to me. er 

Mr. Chairman, a great question is rising before this Con. 
the Administration, and the American people; bills and ,. 
tions relating to it have been presented in the Senate and HH». 
and a special committee has been raised in the House. };,,..)' 
time has been spent in hearings before thatcommittee. Tho yaw. 
papers of the country are every day discussing the subject. », i 
opinion is rapidly being crystallized, but as yet not a wor |. 
been heard in this Chamber on this subject. fallude to the an: 
tion of the status of the new possessions and people acquire.) | 
the United States under the treaty of Paris, at the close o: 4) 
Spanish war, and the policy of Congress toward those posse~< 
and those people. 

I am impelled to bring this matter before the House because | 
know that the earliest possible action of Congress is necessary 
relieve the people of Puerto Rico from a commercial and })ys}. 
ness situation most deplorable. 

Delegations are coming, purporting to represent the Puorty 
Ricans, and are presenting their views before the President anq 
the Secretary of War and the Insular Committee. The specia) 
commissioner for the United States to Puerto Rico, under appoint. 
ment of the President to investigate the civil, industrial, socia), 
and financial conditions of the island, has made his report, which 
contains alarge amount of valuable information and many recom- 
mendations as to the policy of creating a form of government for 
this island. This report recommends, among other things, that 
the Constitution and laws of the United States be extended to 
Puerto Rico, and that a territorial form of government similar to 
that established in Oklahoma be provided; that the legislative 
power shall be extended to all the rightful subjects of lezis\ation, 
including regulations for the exercise of the elective franchise: that 
the legal voters of the island be permitted to elect a delegate to Con- 
gress; that a commission be appointed by the President to revise the 
codes; that the jury system be adopted; that the patent and bank- 
ing laws of the United States be extended to thejisland, and among 
other regulations, that currency, education, etc., be legislated 
upon. 

rn the remarks which I now submit to the House I desire to 
impress upon the House my opinion that most of these whole- 
some regulations are within the purview of the plan which [ shall 
advocate. 

I have waited many days for an opportunity, in Committee of 
the Whole, to submit my views to the House, but have not been 
able to do so up to the present time. In the meantime, to my 
knowledge, members of this House have been waiting for some 
expression upon this floor, from which at least a start could be 
made in the discussion of this interesting subject; and on this 
occasion it is my purpose to state, with as great brevity as the sub- 
ject admits, my own opinion: , gathered from personal observation 
of affairsin Puerto Rico. In doing so, I do not speak by authority, 
nor as the exponent of the views or policy of any branch or officer 
of the Government, nor do I claim to speak for the political party 
to whichI belong. The question involved is not yet a party ques- 
tion. The views which a man may entertain are not therefore a 
test of his politics. My object is to serve the best interests of the 
people of Puerto Rico according to my understanding, while at the 
same time endeavoring to keep in view the interests of the people 
of the United States. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I am mindful of that unwritten rule of the House 
which suggests that the new member maintain silence during 
debates over great questions as they proceed in his admiring pres- 
ence, and I would not attempt to b: over this sometimes w hole- 
some rule were it not for the fact that the pending question of 
civil government for Puerto Rico is a comparatively new one 11 
the field of Congressional legislation. 

This measure is brought here by the suggestion of the President 
in his message to Congress. Among other things the President 
says: 

When peace shall be restored it will be the duty of Congress to constr 
a plan of government which shall establish and maintain freedom ani or“: 
and peace. There is no reason why s' should not be taken from time 
time to inaugurate governments essen y popular in their form, as 
territory is held and controlled by our troops. To this end I am cons! 
the advisability of the return of this commission, or such of the members 
thereof as can be secured, to aid the existing authorities and facilitate th" 
work throughout the islands. Untii shall have made known the 
formal expression of its will, I shall use the authority vested in me by the 
Constitu and statutes to uphold the Sores the United States in 
those distant islands as in all p where our oats. 

Speaking especially of Puerto Rico, the President says: " 

Tt is desirable that the government of the island under the law of be!l\s- 
erent t, now maintained through executive department, should be 
superseded by an administration entirely civil in its nature. For present 
















































and work like the white man, and that he can no longer draw ra- 
tions and clothes from the Government and lie around the army 
posts the idle vagabond he is seiaps 

There are some civilized tribes of Indians, known as the Yumas, 
Pimas, and others, living on the Colorado and the Gila rivers, in 
Arizona. In 1849 and several years afterwards, after gold had 
been discovered in California, many immigrant trains crossed the 
great plains through Arizona Territory. These Indians were then 
living there cultivating the soil, using the waters of the rivers for 
that purpose. They generously supplied these passing immigrants 
with the necessaries of life, and those of the survivors who are liv- 
ing to-day testify that had it not been for these friendly Indians 
they would have perished in that great desert. These Indians 
were then and have always remained the friends of the white man. 

The Gila and the Salt rivers have had so much of their water 
diverted from the lower streams, where the Yumas and Pimas 
live, that these Indians now have no water with which to raise 
their crops; they are in poverty, and many of them have died 
from starvation, They are in a very sad condition, because they 
do not have the water that should flow down these streams; it has 
been used by white men living near the heads of these streams. 
We should build reservoirs on these rivers to supply these Indians 
with water for irrigation purposes. Justice, humanity, and grati- 
tude alike demand that we should thus aid these helpless and 
wronged people, 

Mr. Chairman, a similar condition exists with reference to the 
Rio Grande River. That river rises in the Rocky Mountains in 
Colorado and flows through New Mexico, and forms the boundary 
between Texas and Mexico. Its waters have been used by the 
Mexicans and Texans living along its bank for hundreds of years, 
but in recent years its water has been diverted from its use for 
purposes of irrigation in Texas and Mexico by citizens of Colo- 
rado and New Mexico who have built dams and irrigation ditches, 
taking all of the water out of the river in the summer, and to-day 
thousands of magnificent farms, orchards, vineyards, and gardens 
in Texas and Mexico have been destroyed entirely for want of 
water. This scene of desolation and consequent destruction ex- 
tends from El Paso down to the mouth of the Conchos River, a 
distance of over 200 miles. 

The people of Mexicoand Texas are alikebadly injured. Mexico 
is our near neighbor and friend. She claims that she is greatly 
damaged by the diverting of the water of the Rio Grande from her. 
She has filed claims for these damages against our Government 
for probably $20,000,000. The State of Texas is also injured by 
reason of the same fact and to the same effect. In JuneandJuly, 
when it is absolutely essential to have water for irrigation pur- 
poses, we find that Colorado and New Mexico have taken all the 
water from the river. By building a large reservoir across the 
river a few miles above El Paso, at a very convenient point, the 
storm waters of the spring can be impounded and a large lake 
formed; the water can pass through from the lake into the irriga- 
tion ditches,’so that Texas and Mexico can be fully supplied with 
water in the future. If our Government will build this dam and 
give Mexico one-half of the water it impounds, Mexico will relin- 
quish her claim for damages against us. 

The Government should come to the aid of these suffering peo- 
ple. There should be a law passed by Congress equitably dis- 
tributing the water of thisriver. Itis the only river in the United 
States forming a water boundary, and there is no danger in Con- 
gress voting money to build this reservoir, for it can not be a 
precedent, as there never can be a similar case, for the reason 
that we have no other international river boundary. Instead of 
spending millions of money a the seas in subjugating alien 
races, we should use it in building an international dam at El 
Paso and in the irrigation and development of this our own 
country. The man that does not provide for his own household 
is aaid to be an infidel; and we are told that charity should begin 
athome. Then let us first do justice to our friendly neighbor, 
Mexico, by replacing the water our people have taken from the 
Rio Grande River. We can do this by building the international 
dam at El Paso. Humanity demands that we furnish water for 
irrigation purposes to the Yumas and Pimas, the friendly In- 
dians that kept our people from starving to death on the deserts 
of southern California and Arizona in years gone bye. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I shall not have much to say 
about the pending bill, further than that I am satisfied the com- 
mittee has brought in a bill which I can support, but I shall direct 
my remarks in answer to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cooney]. ‘In doing so I shall not undertake to follow that gen- 
tleman through his beautiful historical speech on the “ Decline 
and fall of the Roman Empire” nor his story of Roman invasion 
and aggression. Nor shall I attempt to answer his philippic 
against “‘imperialism” generally. I shall not even stop to join 
with him in deploring the ‘‘decay of the Monroe doctrine” nor 
join with him in comparing very favorably the ‘‘statesmanship” 
of Aguinaldo with that of President McKinley. 

I will not join issue with the gentleman from Missouri on that 
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. mmend that Congress a law which shall provide for the 
arp ole the President, subject to the confirmation by the Senate, of 
apr ames and such other officers as the general administration of the islan 
& ROK ee uire, and that for antative perpoges upon subjects of local nature, 
may vr taking of & Federal character, a legislative council, com partl 
not per to Ricans and partly of citizens of the United States, shall be nomi. 
of I vernd appointed by the dent, subject to confirmation by the Senate, 
= acta to be subject to the approval of Congress or the President prior to 
going into effect. 
In the munici 
principle of | 


ities and other local subdivisions I recommend that the 
self-government be applied at once, so as to enable the in- 
jligent citizens of the island to participate in their governmentand to learn 
ey practical experience the duties and requirements of a self-contained and 
by praverning people. I have not thought it wise to commit the entire gov- 
- oent of the island to officers selected =_— people, because I doubt 
Cevether in habits, training, and experience they are such as to fit them to | 
whe ise at Once SO a de of self-government; but itis my judgment 
exe xpectation that they will soon arrive at an attainment of experience | 
— wisdom and self-control that will justify conferring upon them a much 
arger participation in the choice of their insular officers. | 
Tho fundamental requirement for these people, as for all people, is educa- 
tion. In the introduction of modern educational methods, care, however, | 
aust be exercised that changes be not made too abruptiy and that the history 
= d radical peculiarities shall be given due weight. Systems of education 
in these new ions founded upon common-sense methods, adapted to 
existing conditions and looking to the future moral and industrial advance- 
mont of the people, will commend to them in a peculiarly effective manner 
the blessings of free government. 


Thus has the President remitted to Congress the pending prob- | 
lem of governing Puerto Rico, and the principal feature of his 
suggestions regarding this island seems to be that the present 
military government should be superceded by a temporary civil 
government, under a governor to be appointed by the President, 
and such officers as the general administration of affairs may re- | 
win view of these suggestions it seems to meto be the duty of any | 
member who has knowledge of the situation in Puerto Rico to | 
frankly state his views to the House arid to give the sources of | 
his knowledge. I make bold to say here that no man can form | 
an accurate or reliable opinion upon the political, moral, educa- | 
tional, or social conditions of the people of Puerto Rico solely | 
from reading newspapers, magazines, and other contemporary 
literature. 

The well-written newspaper correspondence may give a little 
light to the earnest inquirer, but the utifully illustrated arti- 


| man if, from general information and the history of th 


| that of a State. 


| absolutely aliens. 





cles in the magazines are very deceptive. The finest pictures 
which art can produce do not show the density of ignorance which 
prevails so universally among the people there. They do not show 
the fact that 85 to 90 per cent of these people can not read or write. 
I have been among these people. I have seen them in their hum- 
ble houses and in the fields of their labor. I have seen them in 
their poor places of business and in their seatless churches, and 
believe that 1 know something more of them than can be learned 
at second hand from the best literature furnished by the cursory 
travelers in the island. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. WEEKS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether upon the ratification of the treaty between this country 
and Spain terminating the war, it was not the constitu- 
tional prerogative of President of the United States to issue a 
proclamation extending all the laws of the United States to the 
new territory of Puerto Rico? 

Mr. WEEKS. There is no question in my mind about that. I 
have covered that fully in the remarks which I have prepared. 
The gentleman will get a full answer to that question as 1 go along. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, I would like toask the gentleman 
another question. If the President of the United States had that 
power under the Constitution, why is any Congressional action 
a to bring them under the laws of the United States? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will cover that fully in the remarks which I 
am about to make, 
I went to Puerto from a sense of duty to myself and the country, 
and after a careful observation became thoroughly convinced 
that those people are not prepared for self-government. I am 
firmly of the opinion that ay: | are not “on to be vested with 
the franchise of American ¢ tizenship. ine, if you please, 
any State in the Union led with a mass of ignorance so dense 
and universal as exists in Rico. Reverse the situation in 
, of the great States of the Union and place there a population 
So or 90 cent of whom are unable to read, and the picture 
Would appall the most casual thinker in this House. 

ith all the illiteracy pepe here by immigration, we have 
= a vast preponderance of intelligence among our people that 
Be (-governmen is safe and secure. But reverse the figures and 
= chy and ernment would certainly follow. 
th 1¢ President remitted to this the task of fixing 
¢ status of the and the form of the government in Puerto 
vo. Instead to himself, as he might have done 
under the in him as Commander in 


: ty residing 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the Republic—instead of accepting 
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the vast powers involved in such action, the President has, with 
the utmost frankness, said to the people through this House and 
the Senate that he is ready now to accept the directions and in- 
structions of the people’s representatives. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he thinks the people of Puerto Rico are less prepared for 
self-government than the people of the Spanish-American states 
were when the Monroe doctrine was promulgated? 

Mr. WEEKS. I was not there at that time. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 


se times, 
he thinks that these people were less prepared? 


Mr. WEEKS. I have the information, and will answer the 
gentleman if he will give me time to get to it in the regular 
course of my remarks. 

I hope Congress will not too readily accept this action as their 
opportunity to go into general legislation for Puerto Rico in 
formulating by law a civil government for that island, but that 
it will with equal frankness recognize the situation and return to 
the President its commission to deal with the whole subject as he 
is now doing until the time for Congressional action arrives. 

The status of Puerto Rico is not that of a Territory; it is not 
Its people are not citizens of the United States. 
At the same time it is not a foreign country nor are its people 


é It is a piece of property or territory captured 
in war and now in the possession and custody of the Army of the 
United States. . 

The Constitution, Article IV, section 3, gives Congress the power 
to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory or other property belonging to the United States, and 
until Congress shall assume to legislate, this territory or property 
remains in the hands of the military arm of the Government, under 
the control of the President. In this fashion it haa remained for 
over one year (since the 18th of October, 1898), and during that 
time a military government has discharged the functions of civil 
government in all its branches on the island. 

The President, as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, 
had the power to and did establish a civil or provisional govern- 
ment, which was a military government so far as the force and 
power of sovereignty goes, but which was a civil government so 
far as all the functions of civil administration were concerned. 

To show what kind of government has been furnished, I beg the 
privilege of quoting from my own letters, written while in the 
island last October: 


On October 18, 1898, the Spanish flag was hauled down and the American 
flag raised over the official palace, and the sovereignty of Spain, which had 
been supreme in this island for four hundred years, ceased, and the sover 
eignty of the United States took its place. 

I realize the effect of the change upon the people of Puerto Rico 
city the change is too manifest to escape the most casual observation. The 
streets of San Juan have undergone a marvelous change. Under Spanish 
rule they were filthy, the lack of proper street cleaning rendering the city 
foul beyond description. Now the streets are clean and the air fairly sweet 
and healthful. The American authorities have caused public and private 
buildings to be cleansed. A vast amount of plumbing enteaowesinn has been 
done, and San Juan will to-day compare in this respect with the average city 
in the United States. The great hospitals, barracks, and other government 
buildings and places have been provided with bath tubs, closets, shower 
baths, lavatories, etc., with the utmost liberality, thereby rendering life in 
this hot city endurable and comfortable. The water supply is brought from 
about 6 miles away and is very abundant and pure. It is one of the most 
agreeable of the provisions introduced by the Americans for the health and 
comfort of the city, and will render San Juan a healthy residence city. One 
can imagine what a boon is thus conferred when we realize that the tem. 
perature here scarcely ever goes below 80°, but remains, summer and winter, 
near that Savery ae point. Our soldiers, both sick and well, appreciate this 
provision for their health and comfort most pooey- 

The insular officials are a treasurer of the island, an auditor, a collector of 
customs, with deputies at Ponce, Arroyo, Mayaguez, Arecibo, Humacao, 
Aguadilla, and Vieques. Internal-revenue officers are also located at the 
same points. There is alsoa judicial board established by general orders of 
the department, which has charge of the courts and administration of jus- 
tice. There is also a board of health, a United States provisional court, anda 
board of charities, a board of prison control, a be aoa of education, and also 
a postal department, with 76 post-offices on the island; also a board of public 
works and an advisory board in insular policy and affairs. There is an in- 
sular police; also municipal police and an inspector of jails. 

These details show to what extent order has been brought out of chaos that 
was leftbythewar. Thecitiesare as well governed asthe cities in the United 
States, and the country is free from lawlessness, and peace and good order 
reign as completely here asin any State in the Union. Having visited the 
penitentiary, I can certify that its cleanliness and sanitary condition is as 
good as any prison I ever visited. There are 375 convicts in this penitentiary, 
almost all confined on conviction of homicidal charges, with some convicted 
of lesser grades of crime. 

On the occasion of my visit the prisoners not out ‘‘ pounding stone” were 
marshaled for myinspection. I passed down before the double file of men 
almost all natives—and a hard-favored lot they were. But they were under 
such surveillance and discipline that their looks and demeanor were softened, 
and one could willingly forget the villainy and ferocity which was the off 
spring of ignorance, bigotry. and their crude notionsof justice and the value 
or human life. The Americans have cleaned up this prison and eliminated 
the horrors of bad ventilation, dampness, darkness, and filth which charac- 
terized Spanish rule there. 

The organization of a provisional court of the United States for the island 
is one of the er facts most creditable to the military government 
there. It was created by a military order, its jurisdiction clearly defined, 
and extends to all cases, civil and commercial, which would be cognizabie by 
a circuit or district court of the United States, and to all common-law offenses, 
with certain restrictions specified. The decisions of the court and its 
procedure follow the principles of the common law and equity as interpreted 


In this 
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by the courts of the United States, and conform as nearly as may be to the 
rules followed by the Federal courts. ; 

The court has its officers and judges, the same as the courts in the States, 
and allits business and its rules and proceedings are in the English language. 

At this point I reluctantly dissent from the views of some ad- 
visers of the President regarding the system of jurisprudence 
adopted by the — of thisisland, whom the President describes 
as ‘‘competent lawyers who are thoroughly familiar with it, and 
who advise that the system is thoroughly modern and scientific, 
so far as it relates to internal business, trade, production, and pri- 
vate right in general.” It is my judgment, based upon informa- 
tion which I consider thoroughly reliable, that the old Spanish 
laws found in force in Puerto Rico, and yet-unrepealed, are the 
most vicious, grinding, and outrageous which have been discov- 
ered in modern times, and that the administration of the laws by 
our Government and courts in the fashion of the Spanish régime 
would be the greatest scandal and disgrace possible to be conceived. 

In my judgment the first, and indeed the immediate, care of the 
Administration or of Congress, whichever shall act in the matter, 
should be the speedy overturning of this relic of medizwval laws 
and the substitution of the principles and practice of the common 
law and jurisprudence of the United States. 

It would be impossible within the limits of a brief address to 
specify with any detail the bad features which characterize the 
laws left by Spain in Puerto Rico, andthe worse features which 
characterize their enforcement or administration. A very few 
particulars will suffice: 

Prior to the advent of the Americans the writ of habeas corpus 
was unknown in Puerto Rico. What horrors were possible under 
such a condition the imagination can readily depict. Prior to the 
18th of October one year ago trial by jury was unknown in Puerto 
Rico. What outrages upon justice were thus rendered possible 
can again be imagined. 

Mr. GAINES, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman states that the writ of habeas 
corpus and the right of trial by jury obtain there now. How did 
they get there? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will explain that to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee in a moment. 

Mr, GAINES, I will agree with you that if they are not there 
they ought to be there. 

r. WEEKS. I will give the gentleman the information that 
he desires before I am through, 

Up to this hour no adequate provision has ever been made for 
recording conveyances of real estate in Puerto Rico. Fancy the 
confusion possible under such a system. 

A base line for surveys of land does not exist. 

A will was never probated in a court in this island. 

No assessed valuation for purposes of taxation was ever laced 
on real or personal property. Land was never taxed according to 
its value. Hence taxation was unjust and cruel, and the poorer 
classes suffered most. 

As I am now advised, only a few of these unjust and wicked 
features of Spanish law have yet been abandoned or changed, and 
the great bulk of these most ancient and obsolete features are yet 
the law of the land there, to be administered by courts under the 
sovereignty of the United States. In my humble judgment these 
are not ‘‘ thoroughly modern and scientific laws, so far as they 
relate to matters of internal business, trade, production, or social 
or private right in general.” And whether the government for 
Puerto Rico, soon to be decided upon and established, shall be 
civil or military, I would lift my voice for speedy action as a meas- 
ure of justice and necessity, ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that my colleague's time be extended fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
— consent that the time of his colleague be extended fifteen 
minutes. 


“ Mr. LITTLE. I object, unless it comes out of the other side’s 
ime, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If I may be permitted, I want to 
say that my colleague has made a careful study of this subject 
and I think he ought to be allowed to go on. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman should 
have all the time he wishes if it comes out of the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the request is put to the committee it 
— not come out of the time of either, but out of the general 
debate. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I hope the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will not object. 

Mr. LITTLE. I can not yield. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman's time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I suggest to the gentleman that if he would 
ask unanimous consent that his colleacue be allowed fifteen min- 


utes and fifteen minutes be allowed on the other side ther. 


be no objection. would 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I wi) ,.... 
the request in the form suggested by the gentleman from (.). ...- 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan ask. , — 
mous consent that the time of his colleague be extended 
minutes, and that the time of some gentleman on the othw: «4. - 
the House, not yet announced, be also extended fifteen 1..." 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears pn“ 

Mr. WEEKS. In this business we need not regard thet,., 
of the ‘‘conquered people.” As a matter of fact, they have). 
tions. We have taken these people at the end of four huni, 
of absolute failure on the part of Spain in government. ;, 
morals, andeducation. We havea nation of children, why )),,,.: ie 
taught either the English or Spanish language in the schion|s 9,4 
in business, in the courts and in politics and government. 
may as well begin teaching them English now as to wait ; 
five or fifty years to do it. 

The President advises the establishment of a school «vs: 
Puerto Rico. One of the proudest things to recall in con), 
with our conquest there is that, whereas when we took possessio 
there was not a schoolhouse on the entire island, already co), ole 
have been established, schoolhouses are being built, and tho ; ak 
of giving an education to the children of Puerto Rico has }, 
entered upon in a most thorough and businesslike way. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are those public schools’ 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir. We have nearly 700 schools running 
under military or what by some might be called “imporialistic 
government.” I hold in my hand a letter which I received {hig 
morning from the president of the insular board of education of 
Puerto Rico, in which he uses this language: : 

THE PuERTO Rico BOARD OFf EDUCATION, PRESIDENT’s Orrice 
San Juan, P. R., January | "1904 

DeAR Srr: Permit me to thank you for the copy of the Port Huron Times 
of December 16, containing your excellent article upon the school system of 
Puerto Rico. 


We appreciate much the intelligent consideration that Puerto R 


affairs have received at your hands. Kindly command our services bn cap 
you should at any time desire further information of any character pertain. 
ing to the work in Puerto Rico. 

Very respectfully, VICTOR 8S. CLARK 


President Insular Board of Education. 
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Hon. EpGar Wee«s, M. C., 
Washington, D.C. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Dothey teach the English langnage 
in those schools? - 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir; they teach the English language now, 
Formerly the schools in Puerto Rico, under Spanish administra- 
tion, had no books. They had nothing but blackboards, and the 
teaching was all object teaching. The teacher would talk and 
the children would play or go to sleep, and sometimes the teacher 
would go to nn ut I can not stop here to describe the wretched 
system of schools which existed in Puerto Rico before the Ameri- 
cans set up American schools upon that island. 

But in all the calculations which we make it is a sad truth that 
we shall be compelled to eliminate from our consideration the 
mass of the present adult population of theisland. It is utterly 
impossible to educate the present eration, and if we succeed 
with the rising generation we shall far outstrip our own efforts 
in the same direction in other regions where the United States has 
had ful yp ey dee over fifty years, with a population better 
Pp an the Puerto Rican to receive the elements of Amer- 
can education and citizenship. 

I feel sure that these suggestions will not be taken unkindly, 
even by the small minority of the people of Puerto Rico which 
constitutes the educated and intelligent class, because they are the 

lain, unvarnished facts in the case, and I stand here to urge that 
ngress do not now legislate for the government of Puerto Rico, 
but that it authorize the President to continue the military sov- 
ernment there, which shall exercise the fullest functions of a civil 
government. : : 

The necessity for a stable government and permanency in com- 
mercial, monetary, and political matters is such that there should be 
no delay. Using the language of the insular commission on this 
subject: 

So far Puerto Rico has gained n by belonging to the United States. 
She is still under the old laws, now ie our own, with few modifications, 
and under the same oppressions. She has lost the Spanish markets {or bet 
crops, and has been excluded from our own. She is burdened today wit 
pala the taxation, and necessary, and exorbitant s«! are 

n 


onerous, un 
d the horde of officeholders pla at a government, A 
form, under Spanish laws, oud wee Saeko Spanish dip! 







and intrigue. Hence we may say there is military necessity aud 4 
political necessity for te action on all e reforms in government 
and administration. 


gard to tian Tennessee Go ae they weed to 0 in tho 
whic sup sho o as they u o do in the 
olden times when they had the “trial b fire,” when a man was 
obliged to walk around among red-hot plowshares barefoote!. _ 

Mr. GAINES. I should like the gentleman to answer t)'« = 
tion how the right of the writ of habeas corpus and the right ° 
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trial by jury or any other fundamental right which we enjoy in 
this country have gone down to Puerto Rico? 

Mr. WEEKS. Those rights have been inaugurated by order of 
the military government, — 3 ’ XG 

Mr. GAINES. Then civil trials are carried on by military 
a0 LON EEKS. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. GAINES. Then the Constitution has not gone there at all? 

Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman will allow me to proceed in my 
own way, 1 will cover his points. . 

Mr. GAINES, I should be glad to have my question answered 
before the gentleman gets through. ; 

Mr. WEEKS. 1 will cover all that if the gentleman will have 
pair, GAINES. I hope the gentleman will get to my question 
“— WEEKS. I would like to answer the gentleman now, but 
Lean not at this point take the time. : 

Mr. Chairman, the American people do not take kindly to ‘‘mili- 
tary g jvernment,” but until Congress shall act in the matter there 
is no other form possible for Puerte Rico. In other words, there 
is no government ible unless it be either a military or a civil 
government, and the moment civil government is established mili- 
tary government is gone. 

A Memper. Which do you favor? 

Mr. WEEKS. I willtell the gentleman if he will have patience. 

While I favor the continuance of the present form of govern- 
ment there, I would urge that every possible feature of civil gov- 
ernment should be maintained, especially in the administration 
of such laws as the President may, in his wisdom, recommend. 
I would not recommend immediately investing in the people there 
the franchise of citizenship or the right tovote. Just and good gov- 
ernment can be maintained there without either until such time 
as, through education and experience, familiarity with American 
ideas shall be obtained by theinhabitants. Far betterso than the 
frequent revolutions and bloodshed which have characterized the 
Latin and native and mixed races of Central and South America 
and certain West India islands for hundreds of years. With the 
steady hand of the American Government in control, the people 
will eventually discover where the path of peace, order, education, 
obedience tolaw, and the will of the majority will place them, and 
in the fullness of time the people of Puerto Rico will become so 
Americanized as to make good citizens and the fair island become 
the real gem of the Antilles. 

There is precedent for all this. When civil government was 
set up in California after the cession of that territory by Mexico 
this course was adopted; it received the approval of the Federal 
courts, and the civil administration by the military authority was 
scoeneee The same difficulty was experienced for a long time in 
California that confronts us in Puerto Rico to-day. <A large 
majority of the pa spoke a foreign language, were ignorant of 
English, and densely ignorant of those principles of republican 
government which alone will be sanctioned when civil govern- 
ment shall be finally established. 

A strong argument for the continuation of the military gov- 
ernment in Puerto Rico is the organization of political parties 
there just prior to the recent municipal elections. I happened to 
be there during those elections. I attended the polls and saw and 
talked with the officers superintending the election. So I know 
something about this matter from personalobservation. Thetwo 
parties put forth pronunciamentos, or platforms. The platforms 
were wide in their scope, one declaring for an insular republic, 
the integral sovereignties of which should be Cuba, Haiti, Santo 
Domingo, and Puerto Rico, and the other for American money, 
free suffrage, or popular ballot, free trade with the United States, 
and early admission to the American Union as a State. And 
upon these platforms the parties went into the campaign for the 
election of alcaldes, constables, and other mere municipal officers. 

The spectacle of these elections was not encouraging. Riot and 
disorder and bloodshed occurred in a few places, and the mob of 
ignorant “‘ electors” through the streets shouting ‘‘ death 
to this one,” ‘down with that one.” So repulsive was this exhi- 
bition that the present military governor issued an order sup- 
re such demonstrations and threatened to proclaim martial 
om in case such Were repeated. Peace and order fol- 
owed this ex of power by the governor, thus furnishing 


strong ent Z us s 
ment ‘eee in favor of a continuance of military govern 


The political which best commends itself to American 
sympathy in Puerto Rico declared in its platform as follows: 
guess nan ‘eve that the people of Puerto Rico could be trusted with the civil 
Seemed ont of the ; authority only emanates from the Con- 
under enilt United is but our duty to await their action. While 
civil offices abo awaiting action by Co we desiro that all 
lo ih ld be , «.- capable, honest, and of unquestioned 
forthe beat interest of this sland ood oon nee bee ithout disties 
j withou c- 
by affording us an opportunity to demonstrate our fitness for self- 
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government with all the burdens and responsibilities which it ent 
which will hasten the day when our island will have a place among th 
of the Union. 








1ils, and 


© States 


Before Mr. WEEKS had concluded his remarks, 

_ The CHAIRMAN said: The time of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan has expired, 

Mr. WEEKS. I ask unanimous consent that I may print the 
rest of my remarks in the Recorp. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr.GAINES. Icertainly do not object, and I shall be delighted 
if the gentleman in extending his remarks will answer mv ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. WEEKS. I think I shall do so. 

This seems to demonstrate that the best intelligence of Puerto 
Rico declares for the plan of government which I am urging as 
the most wholesome for that island. 

From my own observations I am fully persuaded that the mass 
of the people of Puerto Rico are incapable of self-government and 
unprepared for the duties of citizenship or the exercise of the 
elective franchise. They lack intelligence, education, and patriot- 
ism, three things essential to self-government. I repeat here the 
language of General Ludlow, in a recent utterance, speaking of 
the Cubans in this same connection: 

Tapprehend it will be a long term of guardianship. At present illiteracy 
will reach 80 per cent of the people. To grant them universal suffrage 


would be to undo all the good work which has been done by the Govern- 
ment. 


At this point I take the liberty to make a quotation from a let- 
ter written by a Puerto Rican of apparent intelligence and edu- 
cation, published in the New York Sun of January 21. 

Speaking of the capacity for self-government of the Puerto 
Rican people, he says: 

But, notwithstanding this, the great mass of the people of every degree aro 
loyal to us. They are well disposed and anxious to become good American 
citizens, on a level with ourselves, enjoying all our privileges. With the 
exercise of patience, forbearance, and wisdom this laudable ambition may 
in time be realized, though at present, as a people, they are not fitted for 
self-government, and the attempt of demagogues to lead them intoademand 
for a Territorial organization, with a legislature of their own, is placing them 
at a great disadvantage, the same as is done in attempting to compel a child 
torun before it has learned to stand alone. Governor-General Davis has 
wisely given them an opportunity to demonstrate their quality as citizens by 
authorizing them to hold elections for municipal officers. He has also 
appointed natives to important offices. 
he results have been so unsatisfactory in so many instances that those 
best acquainted with the facts have been led to declare most positively that 
Puerto Ricans, as yet, are incapable of self-government, and they sustain the 
declaration with ample proof. The governor-general was even compelled to 
issue a proclamation threatening to supersede the civil with the military 
authority in the disturbed districts if peace was not restored at once. That 
proclamation had a happy effect. The necessity for it shows the mischief 
that may be done by an active minority, badly led, and also that the hand of 
power is still needed there. 

But time and experience will cure all this. It will be slow, tedious work, 
and must be done by Puerto Ricans themselves, with our assistance, and 
they will not be free until, by education under competent supervision, they 
have freed themselves from the ignorance and superstition that has solong 
held them in bondage, as well as from the traditions of the Spanish oligarchy 
that still cling to too many of them, the evidence of which we see in the pro 
fuse display of a flags on every féte day in San Juan. It is due to the 
rest of the island, however, to — that this flag is not often seen elsewhere. 
They do not seem to be aware thatevery such display postpones the day 
when the island will have Territorial government. 


The present military government has already accomplished 
great good for these people. Peace and order reign in all the 
island. Life and property are as safe as in any State in the Union. 
I traveled across the island, over mountains, through valleys, and 
through populated towns, wholly unarmed and without thought 
of personal danger, going about day or night, in country or city, 
just as one wouldin the most peaceful neighborhood of the States. 
The present government has brought to the people of Puerto Rico 
but ttle benefit, however, because the Spanish laws and ancient 
customs have been suffered to continue and because the exactions 
of officials under Spanish laws are continued under American 
administration under the plea that the law warrants these exac- 
tions. Instances of this state of things can be readily cited, and it 
is a weak spot in our administration there that these things have 
not been corrected by military order. 

But the hesitation of our military government in dealing with 
these scandals has arisen from the doubt as to the immediate 
future there. The well-known antipathy of a great many Ameri- 
cans to what they are pleased to call ‘‘ militarism” has had some 
influence in this matter; put once let Congress declare that the 

resent form of military government must continue in Puerto 

ico, and all these abuses will, no doubt, be promptly corrected. 
We must not pause out of respect for ancient vsages. If a thing 
is oppressive or exacting, root it outatonce. I speak particularly 
of the system of conveyancing, which permits a notary to exact 
large commissions on the value of realty conveyed as his fee for 
drawing up the papers; and also the exaction of a monstrous fee 
by this same official for furnishing a copy of the conveyance. 


And all this comes from the ridiculous fact that conveyances are 
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not recorded and no provision made for such records, only copies 
being recorded, and they at large expense. : 

The same applies to the law of wills. I am informed that no 
will was ever regularly probated in Puerto Rico before a court 
having jurisdiction of such matters, because there is not now and 
never was such a court. The notary has the custody of the wills 
which he has drawn, and his bare production of such will is, in 
Puerto Rico, its probate. Changes have been made in the customs 
laws which have brought relief, but other radical changes must 
be made before justice is done to those people. The writ of 
habeas corpus has been introduced, and monstrous abuses and 
crimes against the liberty of the Puerto Rican have been abated, 
but with the present law, authorizing any judge to imprison at 
his discretion, the writ as now provided for is half paralyzed. 

Juries are now provided for, and this bulwark of civil liberty 
is now known for the first time in this island, but only in the 
provisional court of the United States. $ 

The petty exactions and lawless methods under the guise and 
pretense of custom by the lesser courts on the island have been 
only partly corrected, by placing the proceedings of all the courts 
under the general supervision and control of the provisional 
court of the United States, which holds its terms at San Juan, 
Mayaguez,Ponce, and one or two other cities. i 

The necessity for speedy, 1 may say immediate, reform in many 
particulars is pressing, and if Congress will promptly resolve to 
rely on the authority of the President and the military on the 
island, speedy relief will follow. 

I have given only a portion of the reasons why I advocate acon- 
tinuance of the military government of Puerto Rico. I believe 
the time is not yet ripe for the mass of the people of that island 
to be trusted with self-government, with citizenship, or with the 
exercise of the elective franchise, and I believe that the day we 
change the form of government there, if done now, will be a day 
of disaster for Puerto Rico. ail 

One of the disasters which might follow is intimated in the 
following extract from a letter dated San Juan, Puerto Rico, 
January 13, 1900: 

May I call your attention to the article of Mr. George Keenen, recently 
published in the Outlook, on the “Characteristics of the Cubans.” In that 
article Dr. Keenen remarks that the Cubans will never be able to take care 
of themselves from a sanitary standpoint, and that that work must always 
remain in the hands of the Americans. MayI calli your attention to the fact 
that I believe what is truo of Cuba in this respect is true of Puerto Rico and 
the other Spanish islands we have recently acquired. If the people of the 
United States wish smallpox, yellow fever, leprosy, as and other 
horrible diseases to continue here and to be carried to the States, they have 
omrpe turn over sanitary matters to these happy-go-lucky poone who care 
nothing whatever for disease,and who make extremely s t efforts to 
check its rava, This island, for instance, under the Spanish Government 
always had yellow fever, and as many as 20,000 pe le have died in a single 
xeer from smallpox. Now we have smallpox absolutely under control, and 
did not have a single case of yellow fever this past season. 

These islands are naturally healthful. The air is pure and wholesome. 
The heat is a little greater than would please a Northerner. These diseases 


have prevailed and have been alarming to Americans and Europeans, but 
arise wholly from the abominable filth and careless habits of the people. 


Very respectfully, 
GEO. G. GROFF, 
Secretary Superior Board of Health, etc. 

A military government can be so constituted as to meet all the 
emergencies and demands which can properly be made upon a 
civil administration. A system of education; a system of taxes 
based on assessment of property; a readjustment of our tariff to 
suit the necessities and conditions there; a code of civil and crimi- 
nal law; habeas corpus; trial by jury where it is possible; high- 
ways and bridges; franchises to railway and electric-motor com- 
panies; support of the poor; regulation of marriage; recording 
real estate deeds and mortgages; prevention of contagious dis- 
eases; regulation of liquor traffic, and all subjects of ordinary 
municipal and State legislation could be provided for, the peace 
maintained, and civil and religious liberty protected under the 
military governmentas well as under a civilgovernment. A code 
covering all of these subjects has been prepared by theinsularcom- 
mission, but not yet printed or reported to Congress. 

From the report of the judge-advocate of the Department of 
Puerto Rico I take the following extract, showing the scope and 
jurisdiction exercised over civil affairs by the present military 
government: 


The following partial statement of subjects pertaining to governmental 
reforms and reconstruction of governmental administration which have been 
referred to this office for investigation and report, and upon which decisions 
and opinions have been rendered” or new laws framed, suggest in some 
eogree the magnitude of the work in hand: 

ilitary commissions; marriage and divorce laws; attachments on prop- 
erty; arrest and conviction of bandits; private and municipal bonds; cases 
in bankruptcy; opposition by clergy to certain burials in consecra’ ceme- 
teries; concessions; commissions levied by banking institutions upon certain 
drafts and checks; jails and prisoners; reformsin jadicial procedure; renun- 
ciation of foreign citizenship by public officials; aliens’ petitions to make 
declaration of intention to become citizens of the United States; aliens’ appli- 
cations for enlistment in Puerto Rico battalion; importation of contract 
and immigration laws; validity of contracts between clergy and state exe- 
cuted under former régime; against the state by church and clergy; 
Haneous claims against the state; rights of ‘ete to practice 
their profession; ab: on of certain dues and fees by former ré- 
gime; matters of public education; liberty of the press and abuse thereof; 









RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 31 


es 


court physicians and jail chaplains; garnishment of 
tion of debts; efficiency of police, abuse of authorit 
public nuisancesand vices; sedition; criminal libel; 


certain salaries: ¢,)) 
by polloe: protons agai 
tion of United States provisio : = vert licenses; rea 
iatiog of judicial contat ena public Dulldings: offioe epee ands; regy 
under Spanish Government; notarial fees; negotiable instrument. 
tion of local courts; abolishment of certain courts; registration of \ 
struments; municipalelections; taxation; frauds and misuse of publi-;_.." 
testimony; appointment of United States provisional court commis. 
civil reforms, etc. — 

The oath of allegiance required of all pilots and light-honse keeper... 
the oaths of office to the various public officials to the number of «...2" 
hundred were also administered by the judge-advocate of the department il 

The President has simply performed his duty up to the pyecan., 
hour in caring for the public domain and preserving the ),. ~ 
and he now turns to Congress for its approval and directio),< — 

Subject to climatic conditions and other considerations. {he 
should be taken up the questions in that island relating to },: 
wages, finance, and education, and considered in their pr 
They should be considered and treated according to the unalte. 
able conditions which exist there. Rules which would be ay, on 
ble to colder zones will not apply there, and that which we ) ‘igh ‘ 
fancy or wish was the case wecan not force or compel against th. 
irrevocable and inevitable. ee 

My observations among the educated natives, the business 
and those who have the substantial interests of Puert 
heart lead me to believe that they most earnestly and cordially 
commend the present government in that island. They coneod, 
the great benefits already conferred, and the great promise of th» 
future, from a wise, strong, and intelligent administration, ay, 
express the belief that the welfare and prosperity of all classes in 
the island depend upon the continuance there of the military goy. 
ernment for an indefinite — They concede that it would 
prove disastrous to those in if the affairs of insular goyorn. 
ment should, through a mistaken policy, fall into the contro} of 
the uneducated masses under the leadership of scheming an 
unscrupulous local politicians. 

The revenues of the island soon will be ample for al! the ex. 
penses of the government, and under American administration 
these revenues will be honestly collected and honestly expended, 
so that the island and its people will get the benefit, not the Span. 
ish monarchy and a horde of dishonest officials. 

With the reforms which I have suggested we shall soon placo 
this new and beautiful possession on a self-sustaining basis, and. 
beside rescuing a million of people from the cruel oppression of 
hundreds of years, under which they deteriorated and suffered, 
we shall educate and ennoble the — and add to our national 
possessions the key to the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean Sea, 
and a naval station from which we can dominate those regions, 
protect our national interests in the Nicaragua canal, and secure 
ourselves in a coigne of international advantage valuable beyond 
our past conceptions. ; 

A word in regard to the revenues of Puerto Rico. The customs 
taxes amount to only about $1,000,000 a year. Ground taxes col- 
lected on the island reach nearly three and a half millions annu- 
ally. The export taxes, levied by the municipalities at their own 
will and pleasure, not limited at all by any general law, amount 
to a large sum, the precise amount not known. 

These taxes are expended mostly for salaries and pensions to 
officials and ex-officials, and very little goes to the benefit of the 
people or fund for which are levied. Hence it is apparent 
that much greater relief can be afforded Puerto Rico by a wise 
code of taxation and collection laws, a reduced official force, and 
honest expenditures, guided by conscientious and faithful Ameri- 
can officials, than the total abolition of all indirect taxes by way 
of customs duties, Customs can be so assessed as to fa!) mostly 
on the wealthier classes and consumers of luxuries and t!iose most 
able to pay, and thus lessen the burdens on the poor in export 
taxes, taxes on occupations, on rent, and furniture in the homes, 
as is now the law. The — pay a well-adjusted tariff with 
less ——_ than any other species of tax. Under the laws yet 
in force in Puerto Rico, notaries public make from ten thousin! 
to fifty thousand dollars a year. Recorders of deeds make an 
equalsum. These are abuses and fall heavily on everyone who 
buys or sells land. Many instances can be cited where it cost 
more to pay these fees for the notaries and recorders than it (id 
to pay for the land purchased. ; 

axes are now doubled by law as against nonresident owners” 
lands. This is un-American and contrary to the ordinary rus 
of just taxation prevailing generally in the United States. — 

The Spanish system of laws is founded on wrong ideas, incom 
patible with free institutions, and, if left as a code or system. Wi! 
retard all governmental or business progress. Mexico still holds 
to them, though she has been out from under the Spanish yoke 
over a generation of time; and it is such systems of jurisprucence 
prevailing in Spanish-American countries which has for 4 ©* 
tury bl the wheels of progress and civilization. 

_As an example of this proposition, I recall that only a sot 
time ago we read of a wealthy cattle grower of New Mexico 
who, straying over the line, became involved in a difficulty w"" 
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Mexicans, was arrested, jailed ‘‘incomunicado,” kept in a foul | this Congress declares ‘the inhabitants of our newly acquired 
~rigon with insufficient food, denied all access to his friends, | islands to be citizens and the islands integral parts of the Union,” 
a all his money in trying to free himself, and died from the | either directly or indirectly, that is the end of it, and no future 
oPects of two years’ confinement without trial. In the United | Congress can changeit. But if Congress declares that for five or 
cnedil foreigners, however intelligent, must remain here among | ten years the islands are merely dependencies, under control of 
— in contact with our free institutions and under our laws, sev- | the United States military authority, and chat at the end of that 
ea] years before they can be citizens and before they are allowed | time Congress will fix their civil rights and political status, that 
co eit on juries. Many good people think this is too short a time. | would exhaust the power until the expiration of the period. In 
Why. then, is there any haste to extend these privileges to | any event, it would be improbable that a future Congress would 
Puerto Ricans, made up of Spaniards and negroes and mixtures | change it unless there was very good reason for doing so. 
of the two, 90 per cent of whom can neither read nor write? Add It is with some hesitation that I have spoken so plainly on the 
to this those who own property, and you still have 85 per cent who | recommendation of free trade with Puerto Rico. Already this 
can neither read nor write or do not own property. If we limit | suggestion has aroused opposition, as detrimental to our tobacco 
cuffrage to the 10 or 15 percent, you deprive 85 or 90 per cent of the | and cigar manufacturing interests, in which millions of Ameri- 
people of a voice andconfer the power on the 15 percent. Of this can capital is successfully embarked. Our woolgrowing and 
15 per cent, over half are the politicians, who would control the | manufacturing interests are also aroused, while the united forces 
other half, and they are educated in Spanish and Spanish laws of our fruit-growing and beet-sugar interests are besieging us on 
and ways of government, the corner stone of which is how to help | this floor to ward off the threatened danger that is to come from 
the officcholder and burden the people and hold them in ignorance | free trade with Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines. It is 
so as to be more readily control ed. This is all un-American and | maintaired that free trade with these islands would seriously im- 
not a free government. . pair all these great interests, and messages and letters are being 
So far, when called upon to form a law on the American plan, | received by Congressmen from all the wool and tobacco growing 
they have failed to show a comprehension of the first principle of | States imploring the Representatives to prevent the consumma- 
justice as we understand it. Take the tax law; it taxes nonresi- | tion of this suggestion. 
dents just double the resident. Take the so-called marriage law, Many Republicans, strong in their loyalty to the doctrine of 
supposed to give legitimacy to the offspring of consent marriages; | protection to American industries, are not hesitating in the ex- 
it fails to give a scintilla of relief. As to divorce, the laws there | pression of opposition to opening the door of free trade, even in a 
provide for divorce against the wife if she is found guilty of adul- | limited way. They urge that free trade with Puerto Rico must 
tery, but the husband can not be divorced for adultery by him | come, when it does come, in a constitutional way, after the island 
uniess it is proved that his adultery had caused public scandal. | becomes a constituent part of the Republic, not while it remains 
The crime may be committed in the presence of his wife; but if it | a dependency, and that a long time should elapse, even in this 
is not public and notorious, the law affords her no redress. | view of the case, to allow American industries ample time to 
Such a law was promulgated with great acclaim by the secre- | adjust themselves to the new conditions which free trade with 
tary of justice as a great American law, and he is regarded as one | the colonies will bring. 
of the best scholars and lawyers on theisland. They alsopro-| Ido not suggest these things in a spirit of opposition, but with 
hibit ex-priests, who have long ago abandoned the church, from | the fervent desire that whatever is done in the House or else- 
marrying the mothers of their children, with whom they live | where will be done with a full knowledge of the vastness of the 
without marriage, because prohibited by this old Spanish law, | interests involved, with a full realization of the effects of hasty or 
which we have adopted there. The Church may declare that its | immature action. t 








priests may not marry; but why should the law do so, and espec- Since the preparation of the notes from which I am speaking the 
ially after they have renounced allegiance to the church? | Governor-General of Puerto Rico, Gen. George W. Davis, has 
The courts, presided over by men uated in law schools of | been summoned to Washington by the President, and has been 


Spain, are suspected of priestism and bribery, and do not at all | before the Insular Committee of the House, and I am proud to 
possess the confidence of the people. The rich and influential gain say almost every a which I have laid down was most 
their suits, Theynever had ajury system. If we have a trial by | fully emphasized by him. The committee will not fail to sustain 
jury there, and a are called into the jury box (people | me in this claim, and after the clear, candid, and convincing state- 
who have never even dreamed of exercising such a power), what | ment of General Davis it seems to me that but one course lies be- 
kind of justice can be expected? You have lessened the amount | fore the committee, and that is to recommend that Congress do 
to be paid in bribes and corruption and permitted to remain other | not set up a civil government in Puerto Rico, but that the Presi- 
—— to ne mye eer aa > — hac aie ame a left to govern there by military authority for an indefinite 
y legislation we are g grant citizenship ose riod. 
Spaniards and negroes in Puerto Rico, and declare for free trade PeWhile we are discussing these questions relative to the island 
with the islands, we shall give an argument to our friends the | of Puerto Rico, why not turn to Cuba for a brilliant example of 
Democrats which they have not now. You will add to this list of | the kind of government which I am urging for its neighboring 
opposers the sugar growers, both of corn and beets, the tobacco | isle? Thesplendid administration of General Wood, from the time 
growers of the country, the fruit growers of California and he began the occupation of Santiago until this hour, furnishes the 
Florida, who see their business seriously threatened. ‘‘Is the | most cogent argument for us here. He is dealing with a people 
island worth the destruction of all these home industries?” they | similar in habit, in social, moral, religious, educational, and polit- 
will ask. Is the policy of protection which we have been so long | ical condition—a people speaking the same language, possessing 
building up for vantage of our people to be given away by | the same defects, lacking the same qualities as the men of Puerto 
the Republican party? Rico; and day by day the American newspapers are filled with 
if we can do away with the prejudice against military govern- | praise for the conditions enforced in Cuba by General Wood. The 
ment, we have avoided all these evils. Military government may | problem is the same almost in both these islands, so far as the pres- 
be reduced to the minimum of objection when it is purely civilin | ent condition is concerned, and the same firm hand of military 
form, enforced solely by civilians and not by soldiers, controlled | government which is educating the Cuban people and preparing 
by a full code of laws, and the military held in the background | them for self-government is needed in Puerto Rico. 
simply as a police foree and only to act when called on by civil | When the United States purchased from France the territory 
authorities, of Louisiana, in April, 1803, no war existed there, yet the President 
Can not Congress be as wise and unselfish as the President, who | set up there a military government, which continued for some 
has declined to assume or exercise his power, by withholding its | time, during which time Congress did not feel called wpon to even 
right to legislate, and so leave the government in the hands of | suggest any change, except in October, 1803, when it passed, by 
pow nT in Army a ae oe A in large oe = + +e. an act containing a grant of plen- 
. power he n , and cou ve | ary authority to the President. 
aon this government before Congress met; but he does not | The following is one section of the act: 
him and take ut the aman ant ee eieaienioees a That until the expiration of the present session of Congress, unless pro- 


regarded vision for the temporary government of the said territories be sooner made 
as un at this time, the President will then furnish | by Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised by the offi- 
those people with good cers of the existin, overnment of the same shall be vested in such person 


ent, as during the past year he 

a has done. Let Congress, by resolution or otherwise, de- 
bev © leave these people where they are, in this probationary 
val aan and ee will << e he cro 

present wise government, and the people wi 
submit cheerfully to the government so established. And the 
Henican in now agi by the fear of free trade with the 
i so island of Puerto Rico will receive assarance that the Repub- 
i policy of will not be abandoned or qualified. 

1s possible for this to put this matter at rest for ~~ 


and persons, and shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the 
United States shall direct, for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of 
Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion 

From a learned paper which was read before the American 
Historical Society (see Annual Report American Historical 
Association, 1898, page 316) by Mr. S. E. Baldwin, a paper written 
pending the ratification of the recent treaty with Spain, I make 
the following quotations: 

The President is holding these islands during a foreign war with the 
rights of a military commander in an enemy’s country. There is no consti- 
tutional objection to the acquisition of any or all of our new possessions, or 


or ten years, at least, so as not to trouble future Congresses. 
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to subjecting them to a temporary government of military or colonial form. 


Until Congress acts, the President can govern our new possessions with 
no other authority than that with which his great office is clothed by the 
Constitution in its grant of Executive power. 

If the Spanish treaty should be ratified, Congress could replace the tem- 
porary government which the President has set up in Puerto Rico by what- 
ever form of administration it may think proper. not inconsistent with the 
principles and provisions of the Constitution of the United States, and main- 
tain it until the inhabitants may be fit to govern themselves. No fixed limit 
of time can be assigned for the duration of such a régime. We have held 


Alaska under such conditions already for thirty years, and she is hardly 
more deserving of autonomy now than she was when a Russian province. 

We have held New Mexico under different forms of administration for 
nearly fifty years, and the character and traditions and laws of a Latin race 
are so deeply stamped upon her people and her institutions that no demand 
of party exigency bas been strong enough to secure her admission to the 
privilege of statehood. 

Upon the ratification of the treaty Puerto Rico would become a part of the 
United States; but our customs laws would not have full operation there 
until Congress created the necessary collection districts and ports of entry. 
Until then the temporary government of the President would continue; 
duties on imports could be lawfully collected by his agents; and whatever 
courts of a municipal character he may have set up would continue in the 
discharge of their functions, with the power of life and death. 

A port or island like Guam, taken for military or naval purposes, can be 
permanently kept under military law. z . 

And here such certainty as can be derived from judicial precedent or 
settled legislative construction and popular acquiescence comes to anend. 

How long and with what effect Congress might allow our new possessions 
to be held under military rule; whether Puerto Rico can be held permanently 
amd avowedly asa colonial dependence; whether they could be given over 
to their inhabitants; whether all trials for crimes committed there must be 
by jury; whether in this Republic there can be settled inhabitants of civil- 
ized or semicivilized races owing allegiance to the United States alone, but 
who can be regarded as subjects and not citizens—these are questions not 
irrevocably settled so far as we can consult the oracles of the past. 

In conclusion, I take the liberty to mse the main points 
of an able editorial in a recent issue of the Washington Post, and 
commend the same to the candid consideration of the House: 

Believing that the Constitution of the United States, as interpreted by the 
Supreme Court, renders it impossible for Congress to legislate for the govern- 
ment of any of the islands acguired by the Paris treaty without thereby 
making them integral parts of this Republic and conferring citizenship upon 
such of their inhabitants as might choose to relinquish their allegiance to 
Spain, the Post has expressed doubts as to the truth of sundry predictions of 
great activity on the part of the new Congressional Committee on Insular 
Affairs. Referring to an editorialinthe New York Sun relating to the great- 
ness and importance of the work before one of these committees and the 
honor of an appointment to membership thereof, the Post said that if legis- 
Jation upon matters appertaining to island governments means that the 
islands legislated upon are thereby made a parts of our Republic, and 
their inhabitants made citizens of the Uni States, we are confident that 
the country will be more than willing for this committee to share the leisure 
of its esteemed contemporary, the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

There is not a doubt that “those islands are ours.” The title by which we 
hold them is absolutely flawless. But where is the statesman, where the 
intelligent, patriotic American who is desirous or willing to have all those 
islands become parts of our Republic, all their inhabitants our fellow-citizens? 
Congress can not legislate for aliens. There is no ee — between 
the citizen and the foreigner. The colonial plan of Great Britain is barred 
by our Constitution. The only open door for escape from full recognition of 
each and all of our new insular acquisitions as parts of our Union is that 
which President Folk adopted, with the tacit consent and approval of Con- 
gress, in governing New Mexico. It was technically a “military govern- 
ment,” but military only in name. Judge Curtis refers to that precedent in 
his Forum article. 

He states that when New Mexico passed into the possession of our Army, 
in 1846, the Mexican officials departed, and all semblance of government simul- 
taneously disappeared. Thereupon General Kearny, the commanding gen- 
eral of the army of occupation, preclatned himself governor and prepared a 
full code of laws, civil and criminal; established a new gotice! system, with 
trial courts and appellate courts; prescribed new methods of taxation, and 
appeased a complete set of officers and judges. He acted with the approval 
of the President, as Commander in Chief, but without the direct sanction of 
Congress. The military assumption of civil powers continued nearly five 
years—long after the war ended, and until Con, considered the people of 
New Mexico ready for Territorial government. Then an enabling ‘act was 
passed and a Territorial legislature authorized. 

If the new committees can find any middle ground between Executive gov- 
ernment and Congressional government, with the result of placing the 
islands ‘‘upon a footing of Territorial ——, they will confer an inesti- 
mable favor ontheircountrymen. Pending theirsearch for that desideratum, 
the Post has no doubt that they will move cautiously if they move at all. 

If Congress can not legislate for those islands of the Orient without thereby 
ropeneng One immigration and tariff laws as relates to them—and this ap- 
pears to be the exact state of the case—we believe Congress will wait a long 
time before entering upon such legislation. 


From the other end of the Capitol you have heard within a few 
days, in words of eloquence, the same story of another of our new 
possessions, where an almost identical race of people have been 
recently rescued from the rapacity and cruelty of Spain and 
brought under the benign influence and protection of the Ameri- 
can flag. Iregret that I lack the art of eloquence to charm and 
to win your applause, as did the distinguished statesman and ora- 
tor who addressed the Senate. 

It is my lot rather to deal in arguments dressed in the “sober 
gray” of the English language. But I have endeavored to place 
before the House the real and actual facts, and to indulge in no 
fine or fanciful phrases while dealing with this momentous ques- 
tion. I call it a momentous question; and the words are weighed 
and measured. It is the first instance when the American Con- 
gress has proposed to legislate for alien a living 2,000 miles 
across the seas, and to confer upon an uneducated people—who 
do not speak our language, who have never known what civil 
liberty means, who know absolutely nothing of our traditions, 
our history, our national pu or instincts, who never have 
tasted true liberty—the priceless privilege of American citizen- 
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ship. At the threshold let Congress pause and look ste.,);), 
squarely in the face the thing we are about to do, so th»: . aa 
we have finished our work we may have the applauso .; .." 
American people and the approbation of our own conscin .. -° 
BRIEF ON LAW REGARDING OUR NEW POSSEssIONs. 

Cuba is only in our temporary possession, with a pk +) 
such possession shall not ripen into sovereignty, but be)..." 
the Cuban people, to besurrendered to a government whe), ;.,,.°2 
which shall carry out the obligation we have assumed, /|>,..... 
ably such a government is intended as snall be able to ),.... 
the obligation incurred. That is all our interestin Cu), 

But Puerto Rico and the Philippine Archipelago pres, 
ferentproblem, These were conquered, and purchased, a, 
Our titleis fullandcomplete. These islands belong to the |.;..; 
States, but as yet are not a part of the United States, a 

In the Philippines we have a contest on our hands by eo, 
the former subjects of Spain who rebel against our sovercjo.., 
and until this rebellion is suppressed there can be no thon..i.; >t 
civil government and no legislation by Congress in the ys. ; 
making laws for them is suggested. 

But with Puerto Rico the case is entirely different. Horo wa 
have had no rebellion, the people are our friends, good order yy 
vails, they demand American laws. They wish to be relicye 
from the old Spanish laws, royal decrees, and so forth, and fy) 
their discriminations and unjust exactions and oppressions. §, a 
few clamor for self-government and representation in (op ros 
or at least Territorial rights, but these claims are at present a! 
best untenable and need not be considered in this discussion. 

But it is universally conceded that in some way our system of 
laws and jurisprudence should be extended to them, and at oyeo 

The all-important question is how or by whom—by Convress oy 
by the President as Commander in Chief? Undoubtedly both haya 
~ peor todoso, The effect to follow is, however, quite dig. 

erent. 

These islands come to us very differently—that is, on differey: 
terms—from any former acquisition of territory. In all other 
treaties the ‘‘ political status and civil rights” of the people in 
the territory ceded as citizens, etc., of the United States was de. 
fined in the treaty, which was binding on Congress. Louisiana ip 
1803 and Florida in 1819 were purchased, New Mexico and (ali. 
fornia by conquest and by purchase, Alaska by purchase, Texas 
by annexation, and some other territory by cession from the orig. 
inal States. In all these cases the territory became at once, on 
approval of the treaty or by its terms, # part of the United States 
and the people clothed with the rights and duties of citizens. 

In this case the treaty provides that ‘‘the civil rights and po- 
litical status of the inhabitants of the territories hereby ceded to 
the United States shall be determined by the Congress.” This 
and nothing more, except ‘‘ the inhabitants of the territories (not 
citizens) shall be secured in the free exercise of their religion.” 
This last would not have been necessary if these people were at 
once to be citizens of the United States and our laws were by 
operation of law, on ratification of the treaty, to be extended over 
them, as such is the powen of all under our laws. Again, some 

rovision is made for security of Spanish citizens—natives of 

pain—and how oe nee preserve their allegiance to Spain, and 
it is provided that in default of this ‘‘ they shall be held to have 
renounced it and to have adopted the nationality of the territory 
in which they may reside,” not to have become citizens of the 
United States, as it was in terms provided in the treaty with 
Mexico. Again, in Article VII this distinction is made: Each 
Genera soupces re a me a0 — 2 oe ns or 
subjects” against the other, etc., and provides, ‘‘ The United States 

ill adjudicate and settle the claims of its citizens against Spain 
relinquished in this article.” This does not mean the claims o! 
Puerto Ricans, Filipinos, or Cubans, but only of ‘‘American citl- 
zens. 

So that it is clear that by the ratification of this treaty these 
people did not become American citizens, but remained simply 
‘‘ native inhabitants of the territories ceded,” with their political 
status and civil rights yet to be determined. The treaty does 
not provide when nen shall determine this matter. Untilit 
does the islands remain our pro , our military possessions, 
but not a part of the United States, and the people remain 
‘‘inhabitants of the islands” under our military control. Neither 
authorities nor ts are wan in this country or 10 
Europe for full control and government of these possessions by 
meaney SRE: song by civil form of government and pro 
m m of code of laws and ap tment of civil officers 
by the Commander in Chief, from the time of conquest to gover: 
ment by Aslong as does not act the President 
may, but w Congress does act by declaring the islands 4 
part of the United States, or by assuming to legislate for them 
as citizens, the mili power ceases and Congress must then 
pass all the legislation for them or authorize them as Territories 
or States to legislate for themselves. th 

The laws can not be partly made by Congress and partly by “° 
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President as Commander in Chief, as it is only in the absence of 
Congressional legislation that his power to promulgate laws exists 
when Congress u : 
territory where Congress has not the power. The commander in 
ypief of all nations has possessed this power since governments 
‘vcted among men; our President therefore had it before the 


Constitution was adopted, and it does not deny the power. This 
power to govern extends to all conquered countries and is con- 


stitutionally invoked whenever Congress “‘ declares war,” and con- 
tinues till superseded or taken away by surrender or recapture of 
the territory conquered or by Congress providing for the govern- 
eens power to govern as a military possession applies to a people 
and to territory not citizens and not a part of the United States 
well as to people who are but are without government and 
disputing our authority, as with the Southern States during and 
after the rebellion. And the laws so promulgated over foreigners 
and territory not a-part of the United States especially need not 
in all respects conform to the limitations of the Constitution on 
the power-of Congress to make laws. ‘The Constitution can 
have no operation in another country.” (In re Ross, 140 U.S 
464.) Also same court, in same case, says: 


Ry the Constitution a government is ordained and established for the 
United States of America, and not for countries outside of its limits. 


In Fleming vs. Page (9 Howard, 603) it was held that— 


Duties were properly levied and collected on goods imported into the 
United States from Tampico, Mexico, while that country was in possession 
of the military forces of the United States. * * * The duties exacted were 
not those prescribed by law, but by the President of the United States as 
Commander in Chief. 

Florida after it had been ceded was regarded as to customs as 
a foreign country, ete. The court then says: 

The principle thus ahegted by the Executive Department has been sanc- 
tioned by this court and the circuit courts whenever the question has come 
before them. * It is sufficient to say that this is no discrepancy be- 
tween them, and all of them, so far as they apply, maintain that under our 
revenue laws every port is regarded as a foreign one unless the custom-house 
from which the vessel clears is within a collection district established by act 
of Congress and the officers exercise their functions under the authority and 
control of the laws of the United States. 


The same decision holds, page 614, that— 


The conquest or occupation of a foreign country, or a part of it, by our 
military forces does not en our boundaries nor extend our institutions 
and laws beyond the origi boundaries. That must await the action of 
Congress. 

The power to make war does not mean for conquest,assuch * * * ter- 
ritory conquered may, *tis true, be held as compensation for expenses, etc., 
or by treaty of peace, but it is not a part of the United States until accepted 
as such by the proper authority (Congress). ‘To all the world [Tampico] 
was a part of the United States and belonged to them as exclusively as any 
in our established boundaries, but yet it was not a part of this Union.” 


Thus far our new ions have been governed by these rules, 
duties have been collected, and some laws promulgated, and the 
course thus followed has ample precedent, both in this country— 
as in California, New Mexico, Florida, Louisiana, and the South- 
ern States, and has met the approval of the Supreme Court in all 
cases—and also in Europe by the course pursued by England, Ger- 
many, and all other countries. Where the occupied country has 
no civilized laws of its own, then, as of necessity, the laws of the 
conquering country go with its flag and its citizens who emigrate 
to the new land. 

No one questions our right, so far, to collect duties and pre- 
scribe laws under the military power. The same power can es- 
tablish civil government and promulgate a full code of civil laws, 
as was done with New Mexico and maintained for about five 
years before Congress took any part, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States upheld the laws and courts thus established. 
(See Leitzenderfer vs, Webb, 20 Howard, 178.) 


Congress is a creature of the Constitution, and all its powers are derived 
therefrom ent limited by its provisions. (Mormon Church vs. Utah, 136 U. 8., 


pages 1-44. 
County of Yankton (101 U.S., 129), in 


In National Bank vs, 
speaking of Territorial government, the court says: 


But Congress is su and for the pur of this department of gov- 
ernmental authority has all the power Pf the people of the United States 
bition, Of the Oren or by implication been reserved in the probi- 


, Andin Scott vs. Sanford (21 Howard, 393) it was held and agreed 
= by minority that all the prohibitions of the amendments to the 
; onetitution Congress in its legislation for the Territories as 
ully as those in the original instrument, trial by jury, uniform 
— duties, presentment by grand jury, etc.,as well as the pro- 
ubition to pass ex post facto laws. All constitutional prohibi- 
tions are denials of of to legislate. 
" be same authé also holds, 449 (and it is acquiesced in 
y the minori ), g of a Territory whose popula- 
t: 


as 


tion is not State 


But some form of t is absolutely necessary to organize and 
must dese sooty and prepare it to become a State, and, what is best, 
*pendon the of Territory at the time, and this choice 
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has the power or when in possession of foreign | 
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must depend on the discretionary power of Congress, acting within the scope 
of its constitutional authority and not infringing on the rights of persons or 
rights of property. * * * It was acquired by the exercise of this author- 
ay end it must be held and governed in like manner until it is fitted for a 
State 

But the power of Congress over the person or property of a citizen can 
never be a mere discretionary power under our Constitution and form of 
government. The powers of government and the 


rights of the « en are 
regulated and plainly defined by the Constitution itself. And when the 
country becomes a part of the United States the Federal Government enters 
into possession in the character impressed upon it by those who created it 
It enters upon it with its powers over the citizen strictly defined and limited 
by the Constitution, from which it derives its own existence, and by virtue 
of which it alone continues to exist and act asa government and sovereignty. 
It has no power of any kind beyond it, and it can not, when it enters a Terri 
tory of the United States, put off its character and assume discretionary or 


despotic powers. 


In5 Wheaton, 317, Loughborough vs. Blake, it is held duties and 
direct taxes shall be alike in States, Territories, and districts of 
the United States, and holds this to apply to the District of Co- 
lumbia as part of the United States. 

In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. 8., 348) the Supreme Court held 
that— 

The sovereign power of the United States over Territories is subject to 
such restrictions as are imposed and expressed in the Constitution or are 
necessarily implied by its terms. 

Then in the case of the Mormon Church vs, United States (136 
U. S., 1 to 44), the court says: 

Doubtless Congress in legislating for the Territories will be subject to those 
fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formulated in 
the Constitution and its amendments: but these limitations would exist by 
inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from which Congress 
derives all its power, rather than by any express or direct application of its 
provisions. 

And on this ground that court in that case, and in other cases, 
holds that the constitutional provisions of trial by jury follows, 
and controls all legislation by Congress for the Territory. and 
says: 

This is no longer an open question. 


And in Colton vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540) the same doctrine is 
pronounced and applied to the District of Columbia as an integral 
part of the United States, and carries with it the constitutional 
provision of trial by jury. By theterms of the Constitution, Con- 
gress is given the exclusive power to legislate for the District of 
Columbia. Yet the Supreme Court held such power was not dis- 
cretionary, but must comply with the Constitution. 

Among the constitutional personal guaranties and limitations 
on the acts of Congress are not only the provision of trials by 
jury in civil and criminal cases, but many others, to wit, present- 
ment by grand jury for all felonies; freedom of speech and of the 
press; the free right of immigration or migration from one part of 
the country to another; no denial of any privilege to any citizen 
which is granted to any other citizen; ‘‘All duties, imports and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States: ” ‘‘ No tax 
or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State,” and 
many others which will readily be remembered. 

The Constitution recognizes that the United States may have 
jurisdiction over territory ‘‘ not a part” of the United States and 
not Territories or districts, because these latter have been repeat- 
edly held to be included in the term United States, and had been 
so held prior to the adoption of the thirteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. As first introduced, that amendment read: 


Slavery and involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime, shall 
not exist in the United States. 


Then was added before adoption the words: 
Or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 


It is perhaps not possible now to learn why those words were 
added; yet we had up to that time acquired a considerable new 
territory, and no one could say we would not continue to do so. 
Now, all we had acquired up to that time had by treaty provided 
it should be a part of the Union, but it might not always be so. 
They perhaps ‘‘ builded wiser than they knew.” We had, how- 
ever, in 1856 acquired by discovery and taken temporary — 
sion of some guanoislands in the Caribbean Sea wholly unclaimed 
by any nation, and Congress made some provision for allowing 
the discoverers to remove the guano to the United States, and, to 
insure order, provided that any crime committed on the island 
should be held to have been committed on the high seas and in a 
United States vessel and punished accordingly, and, while so 
carefully legislating, thought it provident to provide that nothing 
in the act should be held to make it obligatory on the United States 
to retain possession of the islands after the guano should be re- 
moved, and all this must be preceded by a declaration from the 
President that such islands “‘ pertained to the United States.” 

So it was doubtless to cover such cases as where islands or 
countries should ‘‘ pertain to the United States,” be in temporary 
possession thereof, and vet not be a “ part of the United States,” 
yet while under the jurisdiction of the United States no slavery 
should exist there. This undoubtedly applies to the Sulu Islands, 
and slavery, being contrary to the fundamental principles of our 
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Government as well as polygamy, ceased to be lawful immediately 
on our occupation of these islands, and binds the military as well 
as civil government. And yet the Constitution did not authorize 
Congress to pass laws for such a place or country, but left that 
condition of things to be met by the laws and usages of nations, 
to be governed, so long as it simply ‘“‘ pertained ” to the United 
States, by the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

Congress can, under the authority of the treaty, declare these 
islands a part of the United States, thus making the cession and 
conquest complete, and the people thereby be declared citizens of 
the United States and not simply “inhabitants of the islands 
where they reside,” as they are now; but in such case, as we have 
seen, the laws must conform in all respects to the provisions of the 
Constitution. Trials by jury in all common-law cases involving 
$20, and in all criminal cases and in all felonies prosecutions 
must be by indictment. This, among a people 90 per cent of 
whom can not read or write and none of whom know anything 
of such duties, would render administration of justice a farce. 
‘‘No duties can be collected on goods imported from any State, 
and all duties and direct taxes must be uniform throughout the 
United States.” This provision of ‘‘uniformity of duties,” the 
same rates in all parts of the United States, is the fundamental 
principle of the Constitution, the one single purpose and thought 
to accomplish which the Constitutional Convention was called and 
the principal object of the forming of its instrument; so if any 
right under the Constitution be conferred on the islands by 
Congress, this will follow. No restrictions can be placed on the 
migration of any citizen from the islands, ‘‘a part of the United 
States,” to any other part of the United States, and many other 
requirements of the Constitution. 

On the other hand, Congress can by resolution decline to act for 
the present or for a period of years, or by its silence decline to act, as 
in case of California and New Mexico, and thus acquiesce in the gov- 
ernment by the Commander in Chief. In the first case, if Congress 
does act and the above view is correct (and itcan hardly be expected 
that the Supreme Court will change its views or holdings), then the 
action is irremediable, and these people are American citizens, 
entitied to all the rights and privileges of _ other citizens, to 
Territorial government and eventually to statehood, to protection 
at home and abroad—Tagalog or Sulu, negro or Spaniard. If 
Congress declines to act now, then the President will be warranted 
in proclaiming a full civil government for Puerto Ricoat once, and 
perhaps for Cuba; and if it be found at any time that any part of 
these possessions are ready for self-government or for Territorial 
rights, Congress may then or at any time step in and take charge. 
But if it be found after full trial and all opportunities that any 
part of the Philippine Islands, for instance, can not be brought to 
such a condition of civilization as warrants Congressional legis- 
lation, and it is found not to be advisable to continue military 
control indefinitely, an amendment to the Constitution can be 
made or in some way the problem can be solved without injury 
to our Government or people and doing no injustice to the people 
of such islands, 

It has been suggested that Congress might make some laws for 
Puerto Rico now, such as establishing United States courts there, 
making customs laws, and regulating the currency, and then leave 
the rest to the President. Butit would seem that this can not be. 
By establishing United States courts, or any other act of distinct 
municipal aes Congress in fact declares the island a part 
of the United States and its people citizens, otherwise it could not 
legislate, and if Congress so fixes the ‘‘ political status,” the Com- 
mander in Chief loses his power to make laws, and Congress is 
forbidden to delegate its power to legislate to any person, com- 
mittee, or body. So whatever reforms are needed would all 
na = _ prescribed by Congressional law. (See 10 Wheaton, 

It has been suggested also by some who have not studied the 
question that Congress might declare that the islands were not a 
part of the United States; that the ple should remain ‘‘inhab- 
itants of the island,” ete., and still legislate for them. But this 
can hardly be possible, as we have seen Congress es power 
from the Constitution; that the Constitution establi &@ govern- 
ment for America only. Besides, the rule is universal that the 
laws of Congress or of a State legislature can have no effect be- 
yond the limits of the boundaries of the State or nation. It has 
been held that the laws of a nation have no extra-territorial effect 
or jurisdiction. The principle is soplain that no authorities need 
be cited; but see Halleck’s International Law, volume 1, third edi- 
tion, chapters 6 and 7; Wheaton’s International Law, pages 124, 
125, third edition, where it is said: 

Every nation possesses and e , 
jurisdiction thesnahous St rene “tua t hes vr 


titled to the exclusive power of legislation in respect te Be peueant ‘hts 
and civil state and condition of eaettioane, and in to all real nal per- 
sean property situated within its territory, whether to citizens or 


ens. 
No State can by its laws directly affect, bind, or te prope ond 
angen eclartans 


its own territory or control persons who do not 
be native-born subjects or not. 

All the effect which a foreign law can have in a State depends absolutely 
op the consent of that State. 
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know that it will not do now, and yet whatever is done }y +), 
Congress for Puerto Rico will be regarded as a precedent {5r +)... 
Philippines when the rebellion is subdued. Congress may 04 ;.; 
low such precedent, but the policy of the Administration wij) }, 
thus marked out, and people generally will expect the same eo: 
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But here there is no government to give the consent. 


and 


such exceptions they will be found to affect citizens on)}y ... 
relate to quality, condition, or the like, as legitimacy ,,...... 
minority, ete., when by comity these qualifications xo wi. 
citizen wherever he goes. The only other exception cen 

my notice is in the case of treaties with Japan, China. »), 
other countries. This comity has been allowed to provij. 
trial of American citizens committing crimes in these eou.i.. 
by our consuls. But this power rests in the consent of jh...” 
try expressed in the treaty. We can make no treaty \; se 
body in Puerto Rico or the Philippine Archipelago, — 


ul 


So it would appear that for Congress to legislate for th, 


it must make them our own and complete the conquest |), 
lating the country with the balance of the United States jn.) ),,.), 
ing them a part and parcel of the Union. Dives 


As to Puerto Rico, this we may do and doubtless wij) 94, 


a while, but the general opinion among those who are jyes; = 
quainted is that it will not donow. As to the Philippines, wo )) 


] 


to be pursued when insurrection is subdued, and those . 
favor expansion will have to meet the question in the se|; 
the next Congress this year. 

But it is asked, ‘* Do not the people of these islands and aso ¢);, 
trade of this country need relief in regard to duties which +) 
President can not extend, and especially since treaties with many 
countries which are competitors, particularly in sugar and tobaees 
have been or are about to be given reductions under the reriyrocit; 
clause of the tariff law?” answer must be in the afirmatiy. 
The remedy lies in Congress making an amendment to the rec’. 
pee clause by authorizing the President to make, or givin» 

im the power to make, similar reductions, or grade, if thought 
best, in cases of outlying possessions ‘‘ pertaining to the United 

h 


t Us Who 


Hon of 


States” in our military possession, where there is no power | 
make a treaty, as in cases where the treaty may be made wit 
a foreign power having jurisdiction of the country. 

As to the reciprocal reductions on the part of the islands, the 
President already has the power to fix those duties as he jleases 
and is exercising that authority in all the islands now. There js 
no doubt in my mind but that the islands need a considerable of 
the revenue from duties to carry on their governments and make 
the needed improvements, and it would not be wise to either put 
all this burden into direct taxes on the people there nor draw it 
from the Treasury of the United States, and yet one or the other, 
and probably both, would have to be done if all duties between 
the islands and the United States should cease at once. And it is 
equally clear to me that our own industries would suffer loss unless 
those reductions are made gradually and business interests be 
allowed to adjust themselves to the new conditions when they do 
finally come. 

Besides, I am abundantly satisfied that a reduction of 25 or) 
ner cent on sugar and tobacco would be acceptable to the pro- 

ucers on both sides. If this is not the right amount, then let 
some other be fixed, but our possessions must fare as well as for- 
eigners, and they a to have some advantage. 

e President can be trusted in all these matters, and a mistake 
made by him, if one is made, can be promptly remedied either by 
himself or Congress can take charge at any time it chooses. 

Here we have, through the military, as complete a colonial sys- 
tem as is by any other country. hy not use it, at 
least while we are solving the complicated questions presente!’ 
What good reason can be assigned for at once taking the affirm 
tive step and making these people of alien and mixed races Amer- 
ican citizens, with no probation, no knowledge of our laws or cu» 
toms, and 90 per cent absolutely ignorant and uninformed’ Why 
throw down all tariff barriers which we have struggled to erect 
for the protection of American industries to the lowering of the 
standard of American citizenship and the injury of all and utter 
destruction of many American industries? 

But the President,if ready to make a change and launch acl 
government, with a full code of laws, might well hesitate too 
so until he knew the intention of Con in the matter, «s, nol- 
Lemony the President's power, Congress has the final «ud 
paramount right ees acts by the President, as (ou 
mander in Chief, with laws of its own. ; 

If it be the intention of Congress to legislate for Puerto Rico 
this session, it w be unwise for him to make such a change 
now and install a new government to be so soon displaced. 

Of course Congress must act in so grave a matter with delib- 
eration, and only after much investigation, and it can hardly be 
expected to reach this matter in one session; but still it may 10° 
But if an eaiiation be undertaken, let a full code of laws & 

e experienced hands of Congress and leave not 


ce 
e better plan, therefore, would seem to be for Congress ° 


* 
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sare by resolution early in the session whether or not it will 
de m4 this work at this session. And if it decides not to do so, 
enter 0» " 


President would then be warranted in acting, having this 
— nce, that his laws would be allowed to remain in force for 
rn nite time. At least they would be given a more per- 


son nt character than if liable to be displaced at any time, and 
et 1 +hus be more efficient in securing the needed reforms so | 
would thus 


atively demanded now. ; ’ 

on while these laws are in operation the people of the islands 
the benefit of good American laws and be preparing 
themselves for Congressional government when it comes to them, 
and to take a larger share in the management of their own affairs 
= would be wise and prudent at this time. — ; ; 

Mr, LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has drifted into 

‘onsideration of the policy of the Administration touching the 
Phil pine Islands an Puerto Rico. 1 do not want to discuss 
thatquestion now, Mr. Chairman, because in my humble judgment 
¢ ought not to be discussed, When the earth is drinking the 
a blood of American heroes—such distinguished soldiers as 
General Lawton—it seems to me that that which is most seemly, 
that which is fit to be done, is to stand by the flag of our country 
and by the Commander in Chief of the American Army—our 
President. [ Applause. | (i . 

When resistance to American authority shall have ceased, and 
when our heroes shall have completed the task now committed to 
their charge, and which they are completing in a manner of which 
I know every American citizen is proud, then the time will come 
for us to discuss the proposition as to what we shall do with the 
Philippines and the Filipinos. At present it is our duty to 
strengthen in every way that we can the arms that hold the 
swords and the strong hearts of the men who are our bayonet 
bearers in a foreign territory—territory belonging now to the 
United States. ‘ ae ’ : 

Mr. Chairman, I have been impressed with one idea touching 
this matter. It seems to me that the only objection that can be 
urged by distinguished gentlemen on the other side of this House 
to our President, the Commander in Chief, is that he accom- 
plished more than they desired him to do—that he accomplished, 
as head of the armies, more than was expected. Why, sir, the 
destruction of the Spanish fleet was of itself enough to shed glory 
upon the Commander in Chief of the armies of these United States. 
The result of that victory in all probability, or at any rate in the 
opinion of the Senate of the United States, which was the only 
tribunal that could determine the matter—the result of that vic- 
tory was the submission of a certain treaty tothe Senate. Before 
that treaty was passed upon by the Senate and ratified there was 
time for discussion. But since the treaty has been ratified, what 
is the duty of every citizen? 

It seems to me the duty of every citizen, and especially of every 
member of this House, is to say everything in his power in lauda- 
tion. of the course of the Administration instead of criticism. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] Why, Mr. Chairman, if my 
brethren on the other side -will allow me to indulge in a little 
pleasantry, what is the positionthat youoccupy? It seemsto me, 
without intending any Maccurbeay, that, being in the minority, 
you occupy now the position of the hind wheel on awagon. Your 
methods are simply to throw mud upon the fore wheels, which 
you follow. What good can you accomplish by that kind of argu- 
ment? [Laughter.] Why not join us? Why not join the Re- 
publicans touching this matter? You had as much to do in bring- 
ing on this war as the Republicans had. You cussed us out on 
that side of the House because we did not jump into the war 
sooner. 

Mr. GAINES. We made you declare war. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; yoa made us declare war, and now you are 
cussing us because we did better than you thought we could. 
(Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GAINES. And we are trying to make you do right now. 

Mr. LENNEY. In other words, Mr. Chairman, a Democrat is 
always a very brave man in civil matters [laughter]; and yet, Mr. 
Chairman, I have arisen to discuss something else that, in my 
Opinion, is of as great im ce as the Philippines. General Otis 
be ag care of the rebels in the Philippine Islands. It is now 
a : _ of the patriots of this country, on the Democratic side as 
’ seal _ to ue care of our people here. . 

United States another matter to which the President of the 
uted 5 called attention, and to which I propose to address 
my remarks. I read from the President's last message: 


The 
Lynching eae i authorities must be cheerfully and vigorously upheld. 


im} 
Then W 
will be given 


y in a great and civilized country like the 
(nited States. Courts, not mobs, must execute the penalties of the law. 
pl — of public order, the right of discussion, the integrity of 
rock of saf, the of justice must continue forever the 

i safety upon which our Government securely rests. 
- ee emphasize the right of public discussion, Mr. Chairman, 
body, as 


ing an absolutely essential force to the preservation and 


protection 


| elections. 


| 
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Let us see whether I am right about this. Some one said to me 
not long ago, ‘ LINNEY, why is it that you want always to talk 
about elections?” My reply to him was this: That one of the best 
old preachers that ever I knew, who was a Hard-shell Baptist, was 
in the habit of preaching from this text, ‘* Ye must be born again.” 
After he had preached from that text a dozen times or more. 
gentleman went to him and said, ‘* My brother, why is it you have 
only got that one text?” ‘* Because,” replied the grand old man, 
‘ye must be born again.” |[Laughter.}| So say | touching fair 
We must have fair elections and less lynchin; 

Mr. COX. You had better be born again! : 

Mr. LINNEY. My friend often presents strong evidence on 
this floor that he has been born again. {Laughter 

Mr. Chairman, this matter is a serious one. The heart of the 
Republic is this day sad because of things that have recently hap- 
pened in Kentucky. There is not a man within the sound of 
my voice, not 2 member upon this floor, nora spectator in the gal- 
lery, who has not been made sad by occurrences which, in my opin- 
ion, have reference to the matters about which I propose to talk. 

At the Chicago convention, four hundred years from the t 


, some 


1me 


| that Columbus discovered America, the people of the United 








a touching that matter. 


| zen has 
| properly cast and properly counted. 


States selected three probably of the ablest men they possessed 

the Vice-President, a great Kentucky orator, and Mr. CHAUNCEY 
M. Derew, of New York—to turn the lantern of freedom upon 
this system of government before the eyes of the representatives 
of the assembled universe at Chicago. Their purpose was to make 
a display of our system, as well as a display of the material devel- 
opments of this country. These three speeches, in every sentence 
of them, are laudatory of our system of government, presenting 
it to the foreign representatives of the different nations without 
anything at all to mar its beauty, until they come to touch this 
question of elections. That was the only infirmity in the system. 

That was the only thing to which the attention of foreign nations 
was called, upon which a criticism could possibly be grounded, 
touching this republican form of government, which is the world’s 
best hope. I read from this memorial of the World's Columbian 
The eloquent orator from Ken- 
tucky—grand old Kentucky, home of Henry Clay and of the grand 
men who now sit upon this floor, whose intelligence and whose 
patriotism command the attention of every beholder—uttered these 
words: 

A better opportunity could not be desired for a study of our peculiarities 
than is furnished for the present moment. We are in the midst of the quad- 
rennial period established for the selection of achief magistrate. Every citi 
is right of choice. Each has his right to vote, and to have the votes 
: Wherever this right has failed for any 
cause, wrong is done and evil must follow, first to the whole country, which 
has an interest in all its parts, but most to the community immediately in 
volved, which must actuaily drink of the cup that has contained the poison 
and can not escape its infection. : j 

The abridgment of the right of suffrage is very nearly proportioned to the 
ignorance or the indifference to the parties directly concerned init, and there 
is good reason to hope that, with expanding intelligence of the masses and 
the growing enlightenment of the times, this particular form of corruption 
in elections will be reduced below the danger line 


On this great occasion, this great reasoner, being then, ashe now 
is, a member of that party organization to which I do not belong, 
was able to point out, not only to the representatives of the 
assembled nations but to the reflecting people of these United States, 
that here was only one infirmity in the system, and that that in- 
firmity, that error, that crime, I may denominate it, had at that 
time gotten above the danger line, and, in substance, that it did 
require a quickening of the American conseience to press the evil 
below the danger line. 

What else said he, Mr. Chairman? 

There is no geography in American manhood. There are no sections of 
American fraternity. It needs but six days and a change of raiment tocon 
vert the Vermonter into a Texan, and there never has beena time when the 
battlefield or on the frontier “ Puritan’ and “ Cavalier’ were not convert 
ble terms, having in the beginning a common origin. and so diffused and di 
luted on American soil as no longer to possess a local habitation or a nation 
ality except in this national unit. 





The curse of slavery is gone. It was a joint heritage of woe, to be wiped 
out and _expiated in blood and flame. The mirage of the Confederacy has 
vanished. It was essentially bucolic, a form of the most attractive economic 
fal 


The Constitution is no longer a rope of sand. The exact relation of the 
States to the Federal Government, left open to double construction by the 
fathers of our organic being because they could not agree among themselves 
and union was their paramount object, has been clearly and definitely fixed 
by the last three amendments to the original chart, which constitutes the 
real treaty of peace between the North and the South and seals « 
nationality forever. 

That was the view taken of these last amendments, which were 
intended to reduce this infirmity of which the orator spoke below 
the danger line. That was the view presented for the considera- 
tion of the representatives of the various nations of the world. 

Now, in view of that, Mr. Chairman, let us look for a moment. 
There have been about 100 tynchings a year, to say nothing of the 


ir bonds of 


| assassinations, in this country of law and order, of Bibles, of 
come from the mind of the President twice before this | churches, of cone orators, in this fair land of ours. 


Yes, the blood of 100 citizens every year has been shed contrary 


of this grand republican form of government of ours. | to law, shed by human hands, without warrant, every year since 



























































































1364 CONGRESSIONAL 


1891, and in the year 1898, if 1 get the figures correctly, there were 
127 lynchines. Seven-twelfths of these lynchings took place in 
the States that do not give more than one-fourth of their votes. 
Now, why was that? Let me see if I can not show why. I will 
read a few definitions of a republic and of the ballot: 

John Milton said that acommonwealth ought to be but one huge Christian 
ersonage, one mighty growth, the stature of a man, as big in virtue as the 
body: or you may let it sink into an ignoble form, with the name of a repub- 
lic, but without its soul. 

The ballot isa great guaranty. Itis the peacemaker, the recon- 
ciler, the schoolmaster, and the protector. I believe that is the 
view of Charles Sumner. Aristotle has given the best definition 
of a republic tomy mind. He teaches that it is best in every re- 
publican government to admit to a participation in the govern- 
ing power as many as can be admitted with safety, for where large 
numbers are excluded there will be discontent and danger. 

All these great authors of the past teach this: ‘‘ Liberty can 
have no certain dwelling in any state except where the laws are 
equal and the power of public opinion is supreme.” It was left 
for the lamented Blaine to state, in language which will ring 
throughout the country forever, that a departure from these ele- 
mentary principles of liberty will lead to the other extreme, ‘‘ where 
murder is an occupation and perjury a pastime,” etc. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to talk calmly and dispassionatelyin this 
matter. Iliveinthe South. I livein a section of country where 
I know if I say anything in heat or with animation it will be 
severely criticised. I know it will bring upon my head hostile 
judgments, and therefore I talk with some embarrassment. But 
I have this idea: It is not the suppression of an infirmity in any 
system in any section, it is not the ferreting out the evil and sup- 
pressing it that hurts the Government. 

That man or that set of men or that organization that does that, 
in my own opinion, becomes the greatest public benefactor. It is 
the existence of those wrongs in the community that diseases it 
and produces assassination and lynching, and not exposure thereof. 
Now, let us see if itcan be proven. I think I can establish the 
fact that in exact proportion as the people are deprived of their 
votes, in that exact proportion you have lynchings and assas- 
sinations. 

What is the ballot? The late lamented Mr. Justice Hunt, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of United 
States vs. Reese et al. (92, U. S. Report), has defined the ballot 
with technical precision. No definition of any tenure by which 
man has ever exercised dominion is more perfect: ‘‘That greatest 
of rights among freemen is the ballot. Just as far as the ballot 
to the citizen is abridged, in the same degree the citizen’s impor- 
tance and securityis diminished.” 

Here we have the definition of the tenure by which men hold 
their liberties as clearly stated as a proverb, or as any great sage 
of the law has ever defined any tenure from a tenant at sufferance 
to an estate in fee simple, or of a contingent remainder on the rule 
of Shelly’s case. The idea of the individual importance and se- 
curity of his personal and property rights is the co of this 
definition. Ali human effort has for its object the importance 
and security of the individual putting forth the effort. 

Without the recording of the ballot, individual ibility and 
importance would cease to animate American citizenship and 
American manhood life in a large degree. Hence springs the 
strong desire of the citizen to vote. 

Indeed, our Republic would not last half as long with a well- 
settled conviction that the ballot box everywhere no longer voiced 
the popular will as it would under the blaze and thunders of all 
the artillery of any combination of foreign foes turned against 
us. In fact, the pent-up fury of the popular heart, even exp: 
sometimes in this high place of reason and law, at the es 
of wrong and oppression on the part of Government would explode 
and shake our entire system as a volcano does the mountain 
covered by its own lava but for this escape valve, the ballot box. 

It has been said that one hundred years of uninterrupted peace 
would enslave mankind. It is highly probable that a failure to 
open the polls, or if opened, only for fraud or force to neutralize 
the legal force of the ballot, for even ten years would be as disas- 
trous to the Republic as the touch of leprosy would be to the most 
vital spark of human life. This condition of the popular mind 
accounts for the large vote that is recorded upon the poll lists at 
every general election where there is a contest. 

The exercise of the elective franchise is as charming and poten- 
tial in claiming and commanding the attention and action of our 
people as any natural law commands and controls the habits of the 

ower order of animate creation. It is, when one gets at the bot- 
tom of it, founded in or springs out of the law of self-preservation. 

We take food to preserve life. We vote to uphold and perpetuate 
that which is dearer than life to the intelligent American citi- 
zen—liberty. From Boston to Austin, from Massachusetts to 
Texas, wherever the elector can vote, the rule is he votes. Even 
in Massachusetts, where manhood suff is restricted by an 
educational qualification, about 22,000 electors from each Con- 
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gressional district find their way to the ballot box. |, ; 
State of Texas, where manhood suffrage is relied upon }, .° 
social order and the political life of that immense Com)... !°"* 
over 30,000 freemen at every general election where the; 
march to the poles with ballots in their hands, as pron) ,),) 
as the President of these United States in the perfor ora 
highest functions of the greatest office in the world | the 
the foundations of popular suffrage. 

Happy condition here where there is not even a) 7 
tween the citizen elector and the ballot box except in }),,...." 
In North Carolina about 35,000 in every Congressivy,,\ , 
under the laws of 1895, found their way to the ballot | ) 
they sometimes did it at the risk of being singed and <.4)),) 2" 
the heat of partisan rancor on election day or dist); 4 
some sections after election day by the gentle Christi) 9..." 
of ‘committees of law and order.” In Colorado in two. 
sional districts 142,024 votes are the glittering, precious. q.).,” 
opalescent tints in the political life of the two distinenjsyeo 
tlemen from Colorado, Messrs. SHAFROTH and Bri). \, 
suffrage is valued more highly there than all the gems ay) 
that ever adorned a fair maiden’s form. [Laughter, nee 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the same law of nature upon whic} Jy... 
Hunt founded the ballot, alaudable purpose to enlarge j1)\), idual 
importance and strengthen the vigilance of the sentinejs 4... 
guard individual security, asserted its omnipotent demande y,,.. 
the female heart and mind of Colorado, Modesty to ther «};)) ,, 
sessed all its charms asa polishing and a refining factor jy) f.y;,9), 
character. Even if modesty’s eternal camping ground hiaq joo 
that paradisaical spot of earth where only the viands of poor 
and trees of ambrosial fruitage flourish, woman as an elroy 
yielding to the law of nature in which the ballot is f yyj.q 
would for a time put on her business costume and cast her yoro 
despite the heat of many strifes and political rancor at the ) 

[ Laughter. ] ; 


Why do we witness these results, Mr. Chairman? It is the frpjt. 
age of the law of self-preservation. Sir, nature proclaims wit) 
no less certainty that the “‘merry eyes of youth often overrny 


with laughter ” than that man, proud man, when free, wil! vote ¢ 
enlarge his importance and strengthen his personal security 
The spirit of Pierpont’s poetry must always abide with the 
American patriot: 
A weapon that comes down as still 
As snowflakes fall upon the sod; 
But executes a freeman's will, 
As lightning does the will of God; 
And from its force nor doors nor locks 
Can shield you,—’tis the ballot box. 
Wherever there is not a reasonably large vote at an election itis 
generally attributable to the operation of some illegal metho: that 
prevents. Mr. Best, in his excellent little work on Presumptions, 


teaches that presumptions founded in nature are of the most reli- 
able character. No human testimony can shake their force. Hoe 
gives this illustration: Wherever the webfoot is found in the fowl 


swim. God gave 


creation there is a disposition and co» op Big 
ich to even navigate 


the waterfowl this natural paddle with w 
turbulent waters. 

Should the direct testimony of any number of witnesses contra- 
dict this natural law, it must fai}. Itis only the diseased fow! that 
does not use nature’s paddle to increase its importance. Deatliis 
near when the webfooted fowl marches away from the waters t 
surrender forever this great natural power. So also the free 
American citizen retires from the ballot box only because of 4 
diseased political condition which prevents his voting 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me see about these matters—whether 
Iam right ornot. I address your reason; I address the rason'! 
the people of the South and North, too, people of the entire Ke 
public. Let me take the States of Mississippi, Alabama, Arka0- 
sas, Louisiana, Georgia, and South Carolina, and they have. ! 
believe, 58 electoral votes, and they cast 100,000 votes less than 
the States of Texas and North Carolina, that have only °0 elec 
toral votes. Texas and North Carolina give almost 1\))),(()) voles 
more than these six. But when you come to distribute the h mors 
of lynching, these States get 70 and we only get 7, and | ‘ono 
think that is fair. [Laughter.] I would like to understand the 


m : 

Mr, BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he bas 
distributed the lynchings in other States than in the Soui)-*) 
Illinois or Ohio? a 

Mr. LINNEY. Why, in Ohio, and all those States nor 
Mason and Dixon’s line, the lynchings are no more than t he in sig 
nificant flash of a lightning bug to the great stream «! «\ tricity 
from the heavens in comparison with sections wh«': voting '8 
re me eg {Laughter.] I take from the World A!manac ™ 
following: 

LYNCHINGS, LEGAL EXECUTIONS, AND EMBEZZLEM!\'S ' 

Lamchings—1801, 198; 1882, 226; 1898,200; 1804, 190; 1805, 171; 15%. 131; 1807, 1 


1898, 127. Total, 1,412. ” . 17: South 
The lynchings in 1898 were distributed as follows: Arkansas, | >" 











se ee? 


Uae 


Se ey, 





1900. 


en . rgia, 12; Missouri, 6; Kentucky. 6; Louisiana, 6; Texas, 3; 
Carolina, 1 Setabeoe. 1; Washington, 1; Wyoming, 3; Ilinois, 1; Indiana, 
MatNecissippi, 15; Indian Territory, 3; New Mexico, 1; Alabama, 12; North 
1 ised. Tennessee, 6; Virginia, 4 ‘West Virginia, 1; Florida, 1; Alaska, 1; 
Caro'cs i; Montana, 1. Of the total number, 102 were negroes, 23 whites, and 
. Indians. Up to September 11 there were 92 persons lynched in the United 


ea ‘-recutions.—'The number of legal executions in 1898 was 109, as com- 
oni eith 128 in 1897, 122 in 1896, 132 in 1895, 132 in 1894, 126 in 1893, and 107 in 
fin ‘The legal executions in 1898 were distributed as follows: Louisiana, 10); 
‘Arkansas, 6; Alabama, 3; Mississippi, 6; Tennessee. 2; Missouri, 5; Florida, 1; 
»yvland,1; Massachusetts,3; Oregon,2; Minnesota, 2; Connecticut, 1; Ohio. 
eT rein, 8; Virginia, 8; South Carolina, 4; Texas, 10; North Carolina, 2; 
indian Territory, 2; Kentucky, 3; California, 10; New York, 3; Illinois, 6; 
Washington, 1; Pennsylvania,7; New Jersey,1. There were 72 hanged in the 
South and 37 inthe North, of whom 60 were whites, 48 blacks, and 1 Chinese. 
rhe crimes for which they were executed were murder 100, and assault 9. 

Yes, North Carolina has cast 95 per cent of her qualified vote; 
put if she is forced to submit to the present proposed Democratic 
methods, she will probably not cast 30 percent thereof. Theresultis 
that wehave only had four lynchingsin North Carolina in 1898 and 
only one in 1897, when the Democrats were out of power, and 
there were only three in Texas—asingular contrast to other States. 
For instance, in the whole State of South Carolina the vote for 
Congressmen was only 28,912 votes, while the district that I rep- 
resent cast 37,000 votes. 

In one district of one State there were cast for one member more 
votes than were cast for seven members in another State. When 
we come to distribute what we may call one of the luxuries of the 
world—lynching—North Carolina receives but four, while in the 
States that do not give a reasonably full vote 15 lynchings occur 
usually. What does it mean? I have no ill-feeling toward any 
State of the Union. It simply means a diseased condition of the 
country, such as, if continued, must produce anarchy and death. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. May I ask the geutleman a question? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sir; I yield for a question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. My question is this: The gentleman 
has stated the number of lynchings in the various States, and in 
doing so he complimented my own State, which is neither here 
nor there. Now, I want to ask him this question; and in answer- 
ing it I hope he will be fair to the House and will be fair toward 
the people that he denounces. I ask him tostate what proportion 
of these vos due to a certain cause—— 

A MEMBER. \. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask him to state what proportion is 
due to assaults by colored men upon white females. 

Mr. LINNEY. There you have it, Mr. Chairman; you can not 
discuss any question with a Southern Democrat, no matter what 
it is, that he does not holler ‘‘Nigger.” According to statistics, 
the lynchings were of whites, Indians, and negroes—more negroes 
than otherwise, it is true, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Willthe gentleman allow me one more 
suggestion? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sit. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Idonotdefendlynching. Iamas much 
opposed to it as any man in the United States, and my people are 
opposed to it. 

r. LINNEY. I believe that. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. But in justice to this House should not 
the gentleman state the fact that in almost every instance the 
lynching occurs in consequence of the assaults of colored men 
upon the virtue of white women? And if such things occurred in 
the North the same justice would be meted out to the offenders. 

Mr. WHITE, Since my race is assailed, please allow me to 
answer. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr, ior) a He has the floor. 

Mr. LINNEY, Yes. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WHITE. I haye examined that question and I am pre- 
pared to state that not more than 15 per cent of the lynchings are 
traceable to that crime, and there are many more ee Ao goa 
colored women by white men than there are by colo men 
against white women. 

Mr. LINNEY, Mr. Chairman, the point I make is this: The 
suggestion of my friend from Texas is a good one, and I thank 
him for it. He has not these lynchings in his State, thank God, 
we we have them not in ours. Why? Because in his State they 
i _— - _ ballot, as we did have in ours up to the vicious election 
wae I will ask the gentleman from Texas aquestion. Does he 
= a that the State of Texas could have any such thing as order 

regard for law and its administration, with no victims to 
on and hatred, if two-thirds of the people are denied the right 
loins and ansuaan anaes a eee) ae 
mt; BURKE of Texas, I ihenboe the gentleman freely; and 
th gentle not be girded up. Neither have I been born again, as 
tleman has, inthe Republican party. So far as my State is 

ea ee no man on this floor or elsewhere challenges the purity 
oa justice of our elections. So far as concerns the condition in 

y sister States of the South I personally know nothing about it. 
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I may have my own ideas. And 1 will say in all frankness to the 


gentleman from North Carolina that my views are not similar to 


his. I believe entirely in the truth of the suggestion I made just 


now—that five-sixths of the lynchings which occur in the South- 
ern States of this Union are from the cause I have stated; the 


same crime in the State of Michigan or Iowa or Massachusetts 
would produce the same deplorable results. 

Several MEMBERS rose, desiring to interrupt. 

Mr. LINNEY. Ido not yield now; directly I will do so. 

I wish to say that the distinguished gentleman from Texas has 
not answered my question. He does not say whether if the same 
course of procedure were followed in his State that has been 
adopted in some other Statcs—a procedure which would reduce 
the popular vote from two-thirds to one-fourth—whether he 
would not expect these very same results (of increased lynchings 
and assassinations). I do not believe he will answer to the con- 
trary. Ido not believe any intelligent man would do so. 

Why are there so few lynchings in Texas, and why were there 
scarcely any in North Carolina in 1897 and 1898, though there are 
thousands of negroes there, asin Texas? lt is because the voice 
of the people finds expression through the ballot box. Wherever 
there is an obstruction of the popular voice; wherever there is a 
failure of the expression of the popular will through the ballot 
box, the result is disclosed in rowdyism and assassination and 
lynching. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Iam glad to hear the gentleman defend 
the elections in his State of North Carolina. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; as long as North Carolina can have honest 
elections there will probably not be many lynchings or assassina- 
tions, 

Now, I want to show that this negro question has nothing in the 
world to do with it in any States except, possibly, Mississippi and 
Alabama. Let mesee if I can not proveit. Why, the Democrats 
are just as keen to get the negro vote as we are. I read from the 
Charlotte Observer of November 22, 1899: 

From the time the negro became a voter until very recently it was cus- 
tomary to hear Democratic stump speakers urge him,in the most persuasive 
tone and language, to cast in his political fortunes with his real friend The 
speakers’ words were received either sullenly or with derisive laughter,and 
straightway the negro went and voted the Republican ticket again 

It can not be said, with a fair regard for the Facts. that the Southern Demo 
crats have left untried any means to win the political favor of the negro 
Every effort has failed miserably. The negro has voted uniformly for bad 

overnment, and the conditions which he has brought about have become 
intolerable. There is nothing left the white man but to disfranchise him or 
move out. We say this in sorrow, not in anger. 

Now, suppose the negro had voted the Democratic ticket. 
Would you have heard anything in opposition to him? No; there 
would have been laudation after laudation heaped upon him. 
Why, let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, I was once a member of 
the Democratic party. I was a Randall Democrat; and when 
Randallism went out, instead of doing as the gentleman from 
Texas did, I went out, too, and I thank God forit. 1 think I feel 
better because I did. [Applause and laughter on the Republican 
side. } 

And I have but little respect for the opinion of any gentleman, 
while I have great respect for the man himself, who denounces 
another man for having changed his opinion. What do you go 
to preaching for? What do you have discussions for? What do 
you have these things for, if it is not to get wisdom and under- 
standing, and to make your action conform to it’ I only know of 
two things in this world that never change their opinion. One of 
them is a dead horse and the other is alive ass. (Laughter. | 

The argument I am trying to make, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
negro question in all the States does not affect it. It is the mad, 
wild rush for office that does it, and I want to call the attention 
of my friends to the fact that it will ultimately destroy the com- 
munities in which it exists. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a letter appearing in a Demo- 
cratic paper in the State of Mississippi, in which it is saidthat the 
last discussion which occurred there came very near producing 
bloodshed, although it was a discussion taken part in by two of the 
ablest men and two of the most conservative men upon the floor of 
this House. Why wasit? It was because of the fact that there 
is a good deal of party rancor and hate and passion founded in 
the well-grounded belief that people do not get a fair chance 
either at the ballot box or in the discussion of public sentiment. 
There is practically but one party there. If it is not this, to what 
can it be traced? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman state what 
two gentlemen participated in that debate? 

Mr. LINNEY. I will read from the letter to which I refer. It 
is in the Yazoo City Herald, of March 24, 1899, a Democratic paper: 

It is to be deplored that the aspirants for Senatorial honors at Winona 
should have so far departed from that high and dignified standard of public 
debate that should characterize those desiring to represent a great Christian 
Commonwealth in'the highest office in the giftof her people. 

They should remember that such debates will arouse in the State the most 


——— feelings of the human heart as the people range themselves upon 
one side or the other; that a continuation of sach a campaign will produce 


strife, bitterness, and perhaps bloodshed. It will arouse a perfect whirlwind 
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of passion until the State will become torn and divided into factions and the 
minds of our people diverted from the great questions of moral, industrial 
and educational reform, which should engage the thoughts, stir the heart, and 


animate the minds and move the energies of our people in the t march 
of progress in our State and onward movement toa career of glory and re- 
nown 

There was no Republican there to create excitement and feel- 
ing, because there is no Republican organization there. What 
else? Right there in this very same paper, it turns out that—not 
connected with the election, I admit-— 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I should like toask 
the gentleman what paper he is reading from? 

Mr. LINNEY. This refers to the Winona meeting, and I have 
read from the Yazoo City Herald. What else? In this same 
paper I read of an occurrence which took place in that community, 
showing that in a country where there is no opportunity of dis- 
discuession—and I do not say you by force prevent discussion, 
but I do say that by reason of conditions existing there, there is 
no such thing as the arraignment of public abuses at the bar of 
public reason, and the result is there is more pent-up thunder in 
those communities where they do not get the right to vote than 
anywhere else in the world. Now, in the sameissue of this paper, 
I read the following. See what took place: 


LYNCHED—THE THREE NEGROES, BOYD, REED, AND WILSON, SHOT. 


Last week's Herald contained an account of trouble between the whites 
and blacks at midnight, on Dr. Powers’s Refuge plantation, Sunday, March 12. 
Three of the negroes, C. M. Reed, Minor Wilson, and Willis Boyd, charged 
with being implicated in shooting at the whites, were arrested and brought 
to Yazoo City and placed in jail, where they were held until the authorities 
of Sharkey County could come for them. 

On Friday last Constable Sylvester, of Sharkey County, called for the 
prisoners, and they were delivered to him by Sheriff Johnston. They were 
taken aboard the steamer Rescue and carried to Belzoni, in Washington 
County. Meager news was received in Yazoo City Monday that soon after 
the boat reached Belzoni the negroes were taken from the officer by a mob 
and shot to death, their bodies being weighted down and thrown into the 
river. - 

From some of the officers who brought Reed, Boyd, and Wilson to Yazoo 
City the Herald learns the evidence against them was very slight. This but 
makes the lynching of them the more horrible and inexcusable. Brown and 
Davis, who caused the trouble, are still at large. 

The men were only suspected of having shot at somebody. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Was that in reference to the Winona 
meeting that you were reading? 

Mr, LINNEY. Ido not know what that was in regard to. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. You ought not to say, if you do not 


know. 

Mr. LINNEY. I read it from a Democratic paper, and I did 
not suppose you would object to it, coming from that source. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. There was atime when you would not, 

Mr. LINNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention 
to another thing. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman kindly said he would yield 
to me. 

Mr. LINNEY. I will. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has done my State a great 
injustice. 

Mr. LINNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia with 
pleasure. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has made some reference to 
elections in Georgia. 

Mr. LINNEY. I did not mention Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Yes; and I want the gentleman to point in 
the history of Georgia, in the last thirty years, or since 1872, 
where there has been an election riot, where there has been any 
proof capable of being established, or any well-founded claim, that 
there were fraudulent electionsin Georgia. Yea, more, I call upon 
the gentleman now to state whether or not the facts that I have 
called his attention to are not true. He and I have been on con- 
tested-election cases—— 

Mr. LINNEY. My friend, you are making a speech instead of 
asking a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We have been on contested-election cases 
ever since the Fifty-fourth Congress. We had two contested-elec- 
tion cases from Georgia. and that committee unanimously joined 
ina weper that sustained the sitting member. 

Mr. LINNEY. So mote it be, my friend. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Hear me a minute more. 

Mr. LINNEY. You are making a speech, and I do not yield 
fora —— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask the gentleman to state if what I have 
said is not true? 

Mr. LINNEY. I said nothing about Georgia except in recount- 
ing the lynchings that took place I stated what Georgia’s pro rata 
was. I do not know why the vote of Georgia was not larger. I 
do not know what it was; but I do say that wherever a vote is sup- 

ressed you find the fruits of it springing up in mobocracy and 
ynchings, and I further say that where all legal electors are per- 


mitted to icipate in the elections, as they are in Texas, and 
where a full vote is cast, then we have no more lynchings, But I 
must omer ae 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman—— 
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in 1860 was 60,000, who were 21 years of age, 
to vote is there enjoyed in a State which sent over 70.06) w). - 
men to the war and not one-half that number now vote...” 
I say that the result is discontent and danger; and [ ¢,) “ne 
friends from South Carolina that they will see in less thy» «.” 
years from this time dreadful results. ae 


herself without your assistance. [Laughter. | 


for another purpose. They have an election law in Sout}, ; 
lina, and North Carolina is about to pass alike law. |; 
Carolina is right I want to know it, and if South Carolina; 

I want to find that out. 


Now, let us see what the people of North Carolina propose ty qo 
They have proposed now in North Carolina to do what? [ thin): 
they have proposed in North Carolina to do that which is wor, 
than any law ar have enacted in South Carolina, : 


ready to do justice to South Carolina. In South Caroli 
have a law there, a registration law, and their constitution 
I have examined, provides that any registered voter deprived of » 
vote shall have the right of appeal. 


their constitution. There are several things that I can see in th; 
law that I do not like. WhenIsee the word “ discreet,” | yj); 
state to you that, whenever you find that word “ discreet” jy , 
statute you may look out forsome devilment. Why not say,“ Each 
party to select an election officer?” Ihave examined the law books. 
and I know what “good and lawful” means. 
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Mr. LINNEY. I find the voting population of South Caro), 
hat sort of rio} 


Mr. TALBERT. South Carolina will be able to take 
Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, [ want to allude to these ¢ 


Mr. TALBERT. South Carolina is always right. 
Mr. LINNEY. And whether it will be harmful to m people 


( 
10 


Mr, TALBER Now you are talking. 
Mr. LINNEY. Much worsethan South Carolina. Iam always 
na they 


shint 
» Which 


Mr. TALBERT. That is right. 
Mr. LINNEY. And that is a wise provision and is provided py 


) 
Lhe 


Wal 


“Discreet” is defined in St. Mark, and it means a man near the 


Kingdom, and whenever I see it in an election law, instead of say- 


ing one election officer for each party of good and lawful men. 


you may look out for something wrong. By the word ‘“ discreet” 


they put in men who are not of different political parties, or if 
they do, one party selects them, and by the use of that pious word 
‘*discreet” a great deal of this wickedness is done. I will say 
that South Carolina does contain the wise provision of allowing 
an appeal from the registration. r 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will state to the gentleman that Georgia 

does also. 

Mr. LINNEY. Georgia is getting nearer the Kingdom, too. 
Laughter.| Now, here isthe statute, section 11, of North Caro- 
ina, and I want a to listen to it. And I ask any man on 

the floor of the House whether it is probable that a man over 5) 
years of age would register there at all, except merely at the dis- 
cretion of the registrar? 

Szoc. U. That before the next general election, on the first Thursday in 

Au in the year of our Lord 1900, provided for in this act, there shall be an 
entirely new registration of all persons who shall be entitled to regi I 


every voting precinct in the State, and ony such persons as are registered 
shall be entitled to vote in any election held under this act; that in all cases 
the ew oe 2 shall be sworn by the registrar before being 
red, and state and answer his age, place of residence, stating 
ward, if he resides in an incorporated town or city; number of his house, if 
numbered, and if not numbered, then a designation of its locality by streets; 
and if not the owner, then the name of the owner or renter. 
If not a resident of an in town or city, he shall then state his 
lace of residence in the election precinct; and if he is not the owner of the 
ouse in which he lives, then he shall state the name of the person who does 
own the same or upon whose land he lives; the time of his residence in said 
county, ward, or election precinct, hisavocation, place of business, where aud 
fs ete employed, if employed; if a newcomer, from whence he comes and 
post-office address before removal; whether he has been disqualified asa 
voter by (atone or decree of any comet, i so, by what court reinstated; 
whether he has listed for taxation his poll for the current year in which he 
roposes to re r,and for the year next , if liable to pay a poll 
and any o uestions which may be regarded by the registrar as ma- 
terial we the question of the identity and qualification of the said applicant 
to be admitted to 


registration. The 2, may require the applicant to 
prove his identity or age and residence by the testi y of atleast two clect- 
ors under oath. 


And then, after the poor, trembling applicant has pass’ dl this 
civil-service examination, unless the registrar adjudges that he is 
an elector he can not register. 

This new law in N Carolina does not —_— for an appeal 
from the action of the registrar, and is in that respect more un- 
just to the citizen than the South Carolina law, under the opera 
tions of which not more than one-third of the white people of the 
State vote, as is shown by the Congressional Directory, which we 
all have. The practical workings of these laws ignore race ‘= 
tinction al . They operate to the prejudice of the white 
man, even where their necessity is claimed to exclude the negro. 

The new election law in North Carolina, coupled with the pro 

amendments to the constitution, puts it in the power of the 
ocratic party to bind with withes than son'sany 
elector without os hisrace. The allegation, therefore, that 
those who oppose amendments are in favor of negro supre!- 
acy is absolutely false. In fact, should the Democrats exercise 
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.« which the new election law confers upon the registrar, 
the pie <= more white men than negroes. The registrar 
a require every applicant for registration to prove his age by 
“_ omite man 50 years of age would find it exceedingly difficult 

et ke this proof when the mother is not allowed to be a witness, 
w eae also the old plantation slave, while the young negro of 
as vars of age and under could easily procure such testimony. 
AI ‘ here the temptation on the registrar to sin is too strong for 
= humanity to resist. Men's minds are inflamed in all excited 
Wvitical contests. Should a white man 60 years of age not agree 
ith & partisan re istrar, he could be disfranchised by such regis- 
7 even though bis gray hairs are stronger evidence that he is 
an irs of age than all the human testimony in the world. 

7 Gray hairs and wrinkles, the evidence of age which nature's 
anerring hand has placed upon the old head, are not electors, and 
therefore this old, trembling applicant, should he be a Populist or 
a Republican, will stand before such a registrar as a sheep before 
his shearer, while the young negro will be able to meet the de- 
mands of this registrar by two electors who were present at his 
birth, There are thousands of white men in North Carolina who 
were not born in the State, or who, though born in the State, are 
40 years of age and upward, would be unable to comply with this 
demand of the registrar. Let each white man in the State over 
40 years apply this law to his own case and he will see how unjust 
it becomes. 

‘ I will make the application to myself. I am the oldest Linney 
now living, and am only 58 years of age; there is no member of 
my family or kin by whom the required proof could be made. 
When men of my age make an application to register, an igno- 
rant, bitter partisan registrar could draw his head under his shell, 
as does the highland terrapin, and refuse, in the language of the 
statute, to adjudge, and we would thereby be disfranchised. The 
white freeman who would not fight as with beak and claw any 
such iniquitous legislation has certainly ‘‘ eaten the insane root 
that takes the reason prisoner.” 

Under the exciting and false cry of ‘‘negro domination” white 
men who do not surrender their manhood convictions to the care 
and keeping of others are to be disgraced and degraded, because 
it is the ballot to which man must look for his importance and 
protection. Moreover, this new election law, if followed by the 
adoption of the proposed constitutional amendments, ere to 
stop the march of the elector through the gateway to the ballot 
box by the use of both bribery and threats. The entries of the 
registrar upon the registration books are made evidence in a crim- 
inal prosecution against the applicant, in violation of the plain 
rules of evidence recognized by every law writer on the subject. 
Even where a man is convicted before a jury in a superior court, 
the verdict and sentence of the court are not legal evidence against 
him in any civil action to which he may be a party, except where 
he entered the plea of guilty. 

It also attempts to depauch the poor man who has not paid his 
taxes by offering him a bribe to the amount of his poll tax if he 
does not vote. e Kentucky and South Carolina laws, severe and 
just as the criticisms of these laws are. after acareful examination 
of them I state, without the fear of successful contradiction, do 
not make registration as difficult as the new election law in North 
Carolina, I do not believe that there is a well-informed lawyer in 
the State who has not read the case of Van Bokkelen et al. vs. Can- 
aday and others, 73 North Carolina Report. and does not therefore 
know that this new election law is unconstitutional and void. 
Judge Reade, of our supreme court, in that case says: 


The constitution ordains that the general assembly shall provide for the 
registration of voters, and that no one shall vote without re 


tic ne section 2.) ration. (Ar- 
means that the general assembly shall provide the conveniences and 

the right? so that the voter can fer. It {s to facilitate the exercise of 
rent ot Suitrage, and not to defeat it. It is true that this includes the 

P nee fraud. And therefore —_ guards around as will protect the ot 


election law provides that when a 


voter offers to 
nua ae ee ee or vote he may be challenged and required to take 


elections. (Battlon ; And soin our general law regulating town 

There can be no objection to that, and it vents no man from voting and 

Boon, thos’ he aun and jon unless Want, wctehen inst bt that 
8, can m tha 

he is not entitled. "Son's that case he can be re. Ted. But the act under 


ballot as difficult as pos- 

ana ie judeed, it maikes it impracticable. It pro’ that “any elector may 

oo register race waty of the registrar to challenge the ht of any person 
wfully en register; an 
when such shall be made it shall be the duty of the r to re- 


quire such peceem prove tothe satisfaction of the registrar the fact of his 
gene 7 for nine to vote, the fact residence for twelve months in the 
ingl,Will be noted that any bystander may challenge the voter without 

prov- 
fication we against him, and the voter is not allowed to swear to his quali- 
must teks t he must prove them by the oaths of others, and these others 
how i registrar must be satisfied. Now, 
in the Stee wwe for persons who move into Wilmington from other counties 
mington to prove tae from a distance known to registrars in Wil- 
practical denial of the es tesco, ronet It is impossible. It is a 


In tha’ 
¢ case it was held that the act was unconstitutional and 
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that the parties elected under such an act were not entitled to the 
office to which they claimed to be elected; because they were 
elected under an unconstitutional law. Well, the question has 
been asked, Why do not you Republicans appeal to a Republican 
court in North Carolina? Itis enough to answer that the act does 
not provide for appeals, as does even the constitution of South 


Carolina. Now, to show the true character of the wild. mad rush 
in North Carolina for office by the Democratic party in North 
Carolina, I will read a short extract from a statement ex-Judge 
Avery which appeared in the Charlotte Observer recently: 


No supreme court judge has the power to grant an injunction. | 
committee shall find a judge in North Carolina who will grant such an 
I wish to say that my voice would be in favor making an example of him 
at the June session of the legislature 

This is the first threat I ever heard made against the judiciary 
by any man who had sense enough to keep out of the fire. If any 
lawyer while practicing before this eminent jurist, when he wore 
the judicial ermine, had made use of any such language touching 
the rulings of this judge, he would have been put in jail under 
contempt proceedings. This only shows how great, strong men 
can be swept off their base by a tempest of political hatred. 

This very act is a part of the legislation of the general assembly 
of 1899, which attempted to legislate Republicans out of office and 
put Democrats in, and which the supreme court of the State have 
declared unconstitutional. The suggestion has already recently 
been made, I am informed by a judge in North Carolina, that at 
the June session the constitutional amendment act may itself be 
amended so as to require the whole act to be construed together, and 
if any part of it falls the whole shall fall. This is a novel judicial 
idea, and, in all probabilty, was never suggested before in the 
world’s history. Such an amendment carries with it a suspicion 
of its constitutionality and suggests what the law writers say of 
‘** earmarks of fraud.” 

But among the suggestions of judges and ex-judges about im- 
peachments and amendments in furtherance of justice, it is to be 
regretted that no legislation has ever been suggested for the June 
legislature as an additional safeguard to the right of the voter 
against the probable injustice to registrars under the new election 
law. All of these ingenious devices and schemes are claimed to 
be necessary to protect white men in the exercise of the elective 
franchise. I have a sortof lurking suspicion that in the minds of 
the friends of these oppressive and unconstitutional measures the 
interest of one great political party is to be cared for tothe exclu- 
sion of the rights of all other citizens. 

The election law of 1895 was an absolutely fair one. 
could be fewer opportunities for fraud under that law than any the 
State haseverhad. Of course nolaw can provide against viclence 
andfraud. Thehappiestthing that could happen to this Republic, 
in order to prevent lynchings and assassinations, would be the 
quickening oF the public conscience, so that every State would 

rovide an election machinery by which every elector could have 

is vote deposited in the ballot box and counted as cast. These pro- 
posed election methods in North Carolina are a standing insult to 
every intelligent white man in the State, when properly considered. 

The conditions which obtain in South Carolina, Mississippi, 
and Alabama, and which is the excuse for election laws and 
methods by which only a very small per cent of the white people 
of those States participate in elections, are totally unfitted for 
North Carolina. There are probably 80,000 white Republicans 
and Populists in North Carolina, who under the constitutional 
requirements are legal electors, and who represent as much intel- 
ligence and wealth as any other 80,000 citizens of the State. 

North Carolinians, white men of North Carolina, will protest 
against these methods. Should they slumber until they lose their 
rights, we can only look for an increased number of lynchings and 
assassinations in exact proportion to the unjust abridgment of 
the rights of an elector. If by a denial of the rights of the elector 
to vote, under this unconstitutional act we shall have lost a re- 
publican form of government, it will then become the duty of 
Congress to correct it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a provision in the Constitution of 
the United States that ‘‘the United States shall guarantee to every 
State a republican form of government.” Herethe word ‘‘State” 
means the people thereof. It is a power to be exercised in favor 
of the people of a State against the State government itself. This 
power has been called the sleeping lion. It is a high compliment 
to our form of government that this power in the Constitution, 
this sleeping lion, has peacefully slumbered for the first century 
of our nation’s life. 

Still it is a power which the fathers and builders of this nation 
early and wisely saw the necessity of leaving in the Federal Con- 
stitution, to be used by Congress whenever the tyrannical hand of 
the governing power of the State, by the fraud or force of any 
State agency, had denied the people of such State the right and 
blessing of a government, republican in form. 

This power, with all other powers in the Federal Constitu- 
tion, we have sworn to execute whenever it is necessary to do so 


There 
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to secure the citizen in the blessings of a republican form of gov- 
ernment. Suppose the conscience of the nation should be quick- 
ened on this vital question and Congress called upon to perform 
duties to the people of any State, and in an investigation by Con- 
gress touching this most vital question it should appear that more 
than one-half the qualified electors of the State were denied the 
privilege of voting, what would be the duty of Congress? [Ap- 
plause. | 
{Here the hammer fell. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HiLu having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

A bill (S. 2481) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot of the Spanish-American war; 

A bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 

A bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to David Carroll; 

A bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Robert C. 
Rogers; 

A bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Auer; 

A bill (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Arethusa 
Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg.; 

A bill (8. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby; 

A bill (8. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Morse; 

A bill (8. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 
Getchell; 

: A A (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
lopkins; 

A bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 

. A bill (8. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 
0TN; 

. A bill (S, 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 
sauriat; 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Jane E, Augur; 

; A bill (S. 1850) granting anincrease of pension to James C, De- 
aney; 

A bill (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham; 

A bill (S, 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddel; 

A bill (S. 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel; 

A bill (8, 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H. 
Hyndman; 

A bill (8. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey; 

A bill (8S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

A bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Jennie A. Kerr; 

A bill (5, 1047) granting an increase of pension to John McGrath; 

A bill (8S. 2346) granting a pension to Alfred Biglow; 

P so (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Yarlton; 

A bill (8. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; 

A bill (8. 1548) granting a pension to James Byrne; 

A bill (8. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E. Campbell; 

A bill (8S, 1875) to increase the limit of cost of public building 
at Cumberland, Md.; 

A bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. 
Tellefsen; 

A bill (S. 197) to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended by the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and preserv- 
ing the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1885 and 1886; 

A bill (5. 1893) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to com- 
plete the public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; 

A bill (8. 1740) to authorize C. E. Marr and E. H. Pierce to 
accept silver watches awarded to them by the government of the 
Dominion of Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing 
British sailors; 

A bill (S. 2314) to amend the act entitled “An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 29, 1887; 

A bill (S, 2052) granting a pension to Mary La Tourrette Stot- 
senberg; 

A bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to Mary Jackman; 

A — (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P, 

uint; 

A bill (S. 35) granting a pension to Louise Donath; 

Se (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to Caroline V. 

English; 

a bill (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
reen; 

A bill (S, 2368) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall; 

A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton; 

; a (S, 1713) granting an increase of pension to Alice §. 
ordan; 
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A bill (S. 240) granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bex 
A = (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to Wj)|;.,,. HE 
evitt; rae 
A bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to w;) 
Hamley; nn 
A bill (S, 265) granting an increase of pension to Jano \\ Mal 
A bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to Mary R. Bacon. 
A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Julia M. John 
A bill (8. 899) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Dennis; th 

A bill (S. 581) granting a pension to Henrietta Cum); 

A bill (8. 548) granting an increase of pension to Joly, P 
Mahon; - 

A bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely: 

A bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellen Kee: ~ 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. D+; 

A bill (S. 354) granting a pension to Vincent de Frict.< 

A bill (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to JJ amos 
Coventon; and 

A bill (S. 343) granting a pension to Mary J. Freeman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to th, 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing y ote. .¢ 
the two Houses on _ the amendments of the House of Represeysy. 
tives to the bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to en»), 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year oy,\;)) 
June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed ths 
tdlowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


N 


& 


» Me. 


A, 


Senate concurrent resolution 23. 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Represen iat 
curring), That there oe Eatnted 2,000 copies, additional to the usual nym hor 
of the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “The introduction of domestic 
reindeer into the district of Alaska for 1899,’ of which 500 copies sjal} jp 
for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Royr 


sentatives. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed itssession, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts 
in the chair. 
Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to print the con. 


tinuation of my remarks, including this opinion, in the Recor», 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rercorp, Is 


there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILuiAMs of Mississippi was recognized. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gentle 
man from Mississippi, 

The CHAIR . The Chair will state that the gentleman 
has not ten minutes remaining. The Chair looked around upon 
that side of the House, and not seeing any member rise, he recog. 
nized the gentleman from Mississippi in his own right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, if there is a single question now before thie Aieri- 
can people or apt to come before them at any time which vught to 
be considered and discussed calmly, without excitement or acri- 
mony, it is the question as to how about seven States of this 
American Union can preserve the sacredness of the Constitution 
of the United States inviolate and at the same time prevent the 
submergence of civilization itself, the ‘‘fruit of all the ages,” from 
perhaps the bare letter of the Constitution. 

Ido not blamethe gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. Livyry] 
much, because he can not know what he says; he can not measure 
English when he speaks; he does not mean what he says; he does 
not fathom the significance of his own words. He referred here 
moment ago to a debate at Winona, in my State, between my 
friend and colleague, Hon. JoHN M. ALLEN, and the present Sena: 
tor-elect from the State of Mississippi, Mr. McLaurin—a debate 
in regard to which a paper in Mississippi said it was sorry to see 
the campaign starting off with such acrimony. ; 

But I can tell the gentleman that neither there nor in any other 
place in the State of Mississippi, during the most turbulent times 
upon the stump, has any man ever stood and branded those who 
differed with him and those who were discussing questions with him 
as ‘‘ asses,” which is what the gentleman didin this high }11¢ 
day. Had that sort of thing taken place in the State o! Missi 
sippi, then, perhaps, he might have been excused there upon 8 
ea. I take in excusing him here—that he does not u» 

erstand the force and power of the English language. )ut mem’ 
opens his mouth and lets come what words will and lets | hem fall 
where ae — Nobody else would have been excused «t a!!: ' 

Mr. LINNEY. The gentleman is mistaken. I did not bran 


one in the way he sa 
“—. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I heard it. When some 
tleman wanted to interrupt the gentleman from Nort}: (to 
ina, he said, “Oh, I did not refer to you; I referred to another 
ass.” That is what he said; it is in the RecorD, and will b« / and 
there to-morrow unless he revises it out. The remark was out ; 
order, and the gentleman ought to have been called to order. Bu 
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[ do not care about that; I have nothing to do with it except to | mistaken when they come to that conclusion. But lynching has 
mention it in connection with your criticism of the Winona de- | no geographical boundaries in this country. Mississippi had one 
bate. I was at Winona the day of that debate. I heard that dis- lynching not long ago. It occurred in my district. Now, my 
cussion. It was somewhat acrimonious. There was, however, friends, I want to tell you about it, not in justification, but in ex- 
nothing personally insulting in it. It was in a Democratic pri- tenuation and explanation, and I want each man, when I tell him 
mary campaign. It had nothing to do with the general election. | the facts in that case, to probe his own heart and to ask himself if 
There were no colored people there. It was a matter within our | the veneer of civilization that is upon all of us would not have 
own camp; and my friend JoHN ALLEN and my other friend Mr. | been scratched clear through and it perhaps he himself would not 
McLaurin trod rather closely upon each other's toes. have gone with the crowd that did the lynching under the excite- 
” But, leaving that all out, the gentleman says that these lynch- | ment of the moment? 
ings of which he complains have grown up because the people A man leaves his home—a farmer. He goes down to the little 
were deprived of the right to vote; and he has cited my State as | town of Canton to market and sell his crop. It is rumored in 
one of the States involved; leaving the inference—perhaps with- | the neighborhood that he had brought money from the market 
out desiring to do so—that somebody in the State of Mississippi | town the week before and that it is in the house. That night 
is prevented from voting contrary to law, and that some votes | six or seven negro men break into that house, ravish his daughter 
are illegally suppressed. I wish now to state in the presence of | and his wife, and then they manacle and tie them together, 
God, the great Searcher of Hearts—and I believe that I know | and not only them but the little children—one of them, I believe, 
something about the State of Mississippi—that since the great | four or five years of age—manacle them down in the center of 
popular uprising in the latter seventies, there has never been, so | that house and set it on fire and burn them all up, hoping that 
far as 1 know, @ man prevented illegally from voting in the State | the fire had done away with all trace of the crime. 
of Mississippi nor a vote ne. One of the negroes happened to have a peculiar foot, which led 
I will go further and say that no man has ever been defeated for | to tracking him. That led to crimination and recrimination 
an office in the State of Mississippi within the last ten years who | amongthe criminalsandtoa confession. Itledto confessions from 
has ever even alleged that he was defeated either by fraud or force. | others. The people arose and lynched those men, and while they 
I lay that statement down here as my own, made upon my per- | were lynching them they burned one of them, a voice coming 
sonal responsibility as a gentleman of integrity and honor. from the crowd that he ought to receive the punishment himself 
I have heard enough of these insinuations. Mississippians are | which he had meted out to this innocent, helpless woman, her 
proud of Mississippi. She has nothing to be ashamed of. Werush | helpless daughters, and her helpless little children. Itwasa negro 
to her defense not because she needs it, but because we love her. | who, filled with indignation, asked and obtained the privilege of 
May my tongue cleave to my mouth when I refuse or fail to voice | setting the match to the pyre. 
that pride and that love. ississippi has attempted to suppress Now, my friends, I have no word of justification for lynching 
by legal means her illiterate and her criminal vote—whether white | or for violation of law anywhere as a general thing, but if the 
or black—by means of provisions in her constitution which have | good God, sitting in the chancel of Heaven, possessing a wider ob- 
been passed u on by the Supreme Courtof the United States, which | servation than you and I, forgives, as I believe He does, those 
court has held that not a single one of those provisions is obnox- | things that are generally wrong but which under particular cir- 
ious to the charge of violating the Constitution of the United States, | cumstances are provoked sothat human nature can not resist, then 
The gentleman read some figures; he did not have them accu- | I believethat the men whoengaged in that lynching are much more 
rate; I will give them right. There were 119,000 men of voting | clear, in the sight of God to-day and in the sight of good men 
age in the State of Mississippi by the census of 1890. At the last | everywhere, of any crime than any man can possibly be who de- 
general election there were 48,000 votes cast, but that was not | nounces lynching without also denouncing at the same time tho 
much oyer one-third of the men who were upon the registered | crime which has led toit. [Applause.] Ah, my friends, the gen- 
list and entitled to voteand who did vote in the Democratic pri- | tleman would have you believe that a horrible state of affairs ex- 
maries. Why did they not vote at the general election? Because | ists down in the dear State of Mississippi. And yet every day 
there was no organized Republican party; because there was no | these colored people that he says are oppressed in the State of 
Populist party having any hope of success. Consequently, the | Mississippi are leaving North Carolina, and leaving Georgia, and 
great majority of the people did not turn out. I see before memy | leaving Alabama, and seeking the State of Mississippi. A hun- 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. Henry], and I am always glad to | dred thousand of them have gone there this year. 
see him, for there is no franker or better man in the House. Legally disfranchised as they are when they can not read and 
Now, I call attention to the fact that in that same year, 1890, | write, legally disfranchised as they are when they do not pay their 
Connecticut had 224,000 legal voters and cast only 125,000 votes, | taxes, or are guilty of certain crimes, yet they {have left these 
Were these 99,000 votes ‘‘ suppressed” in Connecticut? You and | other places where no complaint is made of the administration of 
I know they were not. . I see also before me a friend from Massa- | the suffrage and have come to the State of Mississippi, knowing 
chusetts, and I wish to say that Massachusetts had 665,000 voters | one thing, that there they get absolute equality before the law and 
in 1890 and cast only 285,000 votes. Were nearly 400,000 ‘‘sup- | the even administration of justice and in every other way right 
pressed” in Massachusetts? Absurd! treatment, good wages, and the opportunity to labor. I have 
If it be true that votes are “‘ suppressed” whenever they happen | heard it said sometimes that the difference between the South 
not to come out, then more votes were suppressed in Massachu- | and the North upon the negro question is that in the South the 
setts than in Mississippi, and about the same number were sup- | negro many times can not vote, while in the North there are 
pressed in Connecticut. With voters in the State of Mississippi | very few things except voting that he can do. Your trades 
it is the same as with men everywhere—they vote when it is | unions do not let him work with you in certain places; there are 
necessary, and they do not vote when it is unnecessary. certain pursuits that he is not even allowed to carry on in others. 
And now the gentleman from North Carolina has also spoken | Down in Mississippi you will find the black man and white man 
of Mississippi as one State which had been ‘‘ much troubled with | working side by side and earning their daily wage, whether as 
lynching.” I denyit,sir, Mississippi has had as few lynchingsas | brick masons or carpenters or what not. 
almost any State in this Union. But I will say to the gentleman Now, my friends, this is not the occasion, and God knows this 
now, and I will say tothe American people of this country, through | great and seemingly to me, at times, insoluble problem ought never 
this House, that whereas Mississippians have sometimes violated | to be the occasion of any man’s attempt to make political capital 
the law—and nobody tg it more than the great body of the | one way or the other out of it; and yet I am prone to believe that 
people themselves—while they have sometimes had ‘‘lynching | at the bottom of this entire speech of the gentleman from North 
,’ while they have sometimes lynched men for murder, for | Carolina [Mr. Linney] lies this thought and motive, viz, that if 
arson, for rape, ppl has never shot down anybody because | the illiterate vote, the incapable vote, and the incompetent vote— 
he wanted to work. pplause. | the ignorant and criminal vote—of the State of North Carolina is 
Why, I remember when a man was tied to the stake and burned | once ruled out by legislation or constitutional enactment, in ac- 
in the State of New York for the crime of rape. It was after I | cordance with the Constitution of the United States, though it 
came to the Congress of the United States. I remember when the | may be, the geritleman and men like him will have played ont their 
passions of the eT on the better of them, as now and then they | short scene upon the political stage of this country and be retired 
will, even amongst the best people, in the State of Illinois here | to private life. 
not long ago, when they shot down a huddled crowd of helpless Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me one question there? 
rio simply because they wanted to work. Would you indict | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 
the people of Illinois on t account? Would you indict the| Mr. LINNEY. As a lawyer I trust your legal intelligence. 
Pe on that account, even the community in which the Do you believe that that law that I read, which is proposed to be 
ing took ? No fair-minded man will. Human nature is | put upon us in North Carolina, is constitutional? 
the same all over the world. , Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will say frankly to the gen- 
Pa . Judge Lynch presided in California, he presided because | tleman that I did not even hear it. I do not know what the law 
e people had reached the conclusion that there were certain | is. I was thinking about another matter altogether and did not 
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crimes there that conld not be reached by any other method. Ij hear him readit. Therefore I do not know whether it is or is not 
think they were mistaken, and I think people are nearly always | unconstitutional. But the lawsof Mississippi which you criticise 
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are constitutional; and I do say this, and I say it to every one of 
you; I say it to the bitterest partisan Republican on this floor— 
and I know some of them who are excellent men personally and 
who are brave and fair—I say this to you, that when it comes to a 
choice between an abstract theory to the effect that all ‘‘ feather- 
less bipeds” are equal, contradicting the common-sense observa- 
tion of common-sense men, and some constitutional or legal 
method of preserving from the operation of this theory civilization 
itself, higher than law even, because law is but the exponent and 
the expression of it, then every good man in the United States 
ought to be glad to see any Southern State solve that question so 
as to preserve civilization, so as to preserve the ‘‘gains of our 
race” that have been made through countless ages of bitter strug- 
gle with hard nature and harder men—the civilization developed 
in the very fiber of our race, in the school foreordained by the 
‘*God in history” as the only school for its development, the school 
of historic experience and evolution. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Lin- 
NEY] asked you if you believed that the election law of North Car- 
olina is constitutional. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know nothing about it. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I desire to say as a North Carolinian and as a 
lawyer that in my opinion and in the opinion of the best lawyers 
of North Carolina it is entirely constitutional, and the gentleman 
has a Republican supreme court to which he could appeal instead 
of this forum, if he honestly believed it was unconstitutional. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
not meant to weary the House. One other thing. When ques- 
tions of this sort are brought before the country and before the 
House it frequently happens, as the gentleman has insinuated, 
that Southern men seem to fly all to pieces at once and to become 
excited. I have heard many people state that. But if you will 
consider for a moment the conditions down there, the comparative 
isolation of the white population out in the country; that their 
very life itself—social order, property rights, the purity of their 
women, all things, are at stake, then Southern men may be ex- 
cused for being somewhat in earnest when this question is touched 
upon. We are in earnest, and awfully in earnest, and we have 
made up our minds that we are going to save the heritage of 
liberty and civilization for ourselves and for our children at almost 
any possible hazard. 

1 do not believe that you ve that we have made up our 
minds to that effect. I believe that many of you only regret one 
thing in connection with this question, and that is that in obedi- 
ence to a mere abstract theory you tried to legislate into political 
and social equality two races, one of which had had about two 
hundred years, at the furthest, of opportunity to make something 
out of itself by evolution and by heredity, and the other of which 
had gathered to itself from all the climes of the world, from all 
the treasure houses of thought, and of beauty—from literature. 
art, and law all things of historic preciousness and worth; had 
made its own—a part of itself—a part of itself before the integer 
was born to live his short span of individual life—all that sounds 
to the names of liberty and of law, of order, of civilization, of high 
thinking, of noble feeling, and nobler endeavor. I believe that at 
the bottom of your hearts many of you think that was a mistake. 
Whether you do so or not, I think so; and Iam frank to say it 
here or anywhere else on the face of this globe. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwas about to inquire, Mr. Chairman, how 
the time has been occupied between the two sides. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. An hour and forty-five minutes has been 
occupied upon that side of the House, and an hour and sixteen 
minutes on the other side of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I suggest this to my friend—— 

The CHAIRMAN. In addition to that, fifteen minutes were 
occupied by unanimous consent upon that side of the House, mak- 
ing two hours. For that reason the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from Texas will permit me, 
I desire to suggest that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has a matter that he desires to dispose of this evening, 
and that pn could occupy, for instance, half an hour, 

Mr. LITTLE. Forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Forty-five minutes. Could the gentleman 
— of it after that time? 

r. CANNON. I think so, but I would be very glad to havea 
ee full House for ten minutes after the gentleman gets 
rough. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would the gentleman from Texas object to 
our rising now and disposing of the urgent deficiency bill? Then 
we could go back into committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How long will that require? 

Mr. CANNON. I should say probably about ten minutes, 
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Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. LITTLE. Let the gentleman go ahead for forty-five 


utes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recon iyeg 
for forty-five minutes. Sshizer 


{Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the committes. <«.., 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I neglect.) ; 
reserve the balance of the time to which I was entitled, [ ga. “<i 
to reserve it and yield it to the gentleman from Arkans:< Mr 
LITTLE}. a 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi desipos 
reserve the remainder of his time, If there be no objection. +). 
will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent +, , 
tend my remarks in the REcorD, including some documents 
very extensive. 

Mr. LITTLE. I suggest that asimilar privilege be extended to 
all persons who have spoken on that subject. 

_Mr. PAYNE, If that be done, there ought to be some 


time. 

Mr. LITTLE. Say within five days. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would suggest that anything pp. 
yond the extension of leave upon the request of individual mo. 
bers isa matter for the House. If there be no objection, the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the committee rise. 


nin- 


limit of 


The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and theSpeaker having resume 
the chair, Mr. Moopy of husetts reported that the Com. 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had 
under consideration House bill No. 7433 (the Indian appropriation 
bill), had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that all genera] 
debate on the Indian appropriation bill be closed at 3 o'clock to- 
morrow afternoon, and that the time be equally divided between 
the two sides, that on the Democratic side to be controlled by the 

ntleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] and that on the Repub- 

ican side by myself. 

Mr. LITTLE. I suggest that, owing to the number of gentle- 
men on this side desiring to speak, we fix 4 o’clock instead of 3, | 
think that will better accommodate gentlemen on this side. 

Mr. GAINES. I hope that will be agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Very well; I modify my request s0 as to close 
debate at 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Surr- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill 
close at 4 o’clock to-morrow afternoon, that the time be equally 
divided between the two sides, and be controlled on the one side 
by himself and on the other by the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. 
LITTLE]. 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropropriate committees as indicated below: 

A bill (8. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, the cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot of the Spanish-American war—to the Committee on 
Nevill ¢s 395) ting ion to Louisa Hale—to t! 

ill (S. @ pension e—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 992) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Auer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 346) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Arethiusa 
Wright, of dan, Oreg.—-to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

A bill (8. 2100) granting a pension to Annie E. Brumby—to the 
COPEL, 200) geating an inert of pension to Joh 

gran an increase of pension to John XM. 

Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 

A bill (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Getchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8, 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F’. Hop- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

A bill (5S. 236) i sera d an increase of pension to Mary [llen 
tO ies mittee on Invalid oo . i ia the 

i , anting a pension ane E. Augur—to th 

Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S, 1850) granting an increase of pension to James C. De- 
laney—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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4 pill (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham—to the Commit- 
teo on Invalid Pensions. ; 

"s pill (S. 526) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | . 

“\ bill (8. 495) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ar 
“bill (8. 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H. 
Hyndman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

"\ bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ : . 

\ bill (S. 2346) granting a pension to Alfred Biglow—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. f ‘ ‘ 

\ bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Carlton—to the Committee on Pensions. j 

"A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

‘A bill (S. 1548) granting a pension to James Byrne—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. , ; 

A bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Sarah E. Campbell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. __ 5 aay 

A bill (S. 1375) to inerease the limit of cost of public building at 
Cumberland, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

jrounds. aha ‘ 
1 ‘A bill (S. 1481) appropriating money to reimburse Capt. B. Tel- 
lefsen—to the Committee on Claims. — nee 

A bill (8. 197) for the relief of Hattie A. Phillips—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. . 

A bill (S. 1898) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to com- 
plete the public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

A bill (S. 1740) to authorize C. E, Marr and E. H. Pierce to ac- 
cept silver watches awarded to them by the Government of the 
Dominion of Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing 
British sailors—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2314) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 29, 1887—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (8. 2052) granting a pension to Mary Stotsenberg—to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (S. 1829) granting a pension to Mary Jackman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S, 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Nevitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to William Ham- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Jane Mc- 
Mahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to Mary R. Bacon—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 581) granting a pension to Henrietta Cummins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 548) granting an increase of pension to John F. Mc- 
Mahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellen Kee—to the Com- 
tnittee on Tnvalid Peadens. 


A bill (S. 1712) ting a pension to Arminda D. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 343 anti : LF 2 
Committee on oe to Mary J. Freeman—to the 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 23: 
Resolved i 
onneving 1 ine Sonate of the United States (the House of Representatives 


ited 2,000 copies, additional to usual number, 
— ‘Teport of Dr. ion Jackson = “The introduction of domestic 
— € ~ the district of Alaska for 1599," of which 500 copies shall be for 
oP wee the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 


to the Committee on Printing. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


." BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent for permission to 
Ho =. tal wes ae by the cee on ey Affairs on 

Inadverten & wrong report was made, 
and the committee would like to ate another. 


T ~sguar Pur 
will be ARER. If there be noobjection, the permission asked 


There was no objection. 
7 SHERMAN. I move that the House 


© motion was agreed to; and according! (at 4 o'clock and 
48 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. . 


ED, 
cee 
—— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

_Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for deficienci 
fiscal year ending J une 30, 1900, and prior years 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, requesting the re- 
turn of the agreement of February 1, 1899, between commissioners 
of the Government and the Creek Nation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of A. 
Thomas, administrator of estate of B. F. Roberts, against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of services of volunteer elec- 
trical corps during the war with Spain and a draft of a bill for 
recognition thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
harbor of Kewaunee, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
piers and breakwater at Rockport, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


; for the 
» the Committee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4646) to present 
to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, the opening, or first, 
gun fired in the recent war of the United States with Spain from 
the gunboat Nashville, the mayor and city council having, by 
resolution regularly passed, agreed to ‘‘receive and hold it asa 
sacred trust and zealously keep and care for it that it may, asa 
monument of past valor and heroism, inspire our people with a 
higher idea of liberty and incite them to patriotic deeds in war 
and in peace,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 157); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 734) relating to 
Cuban vessels, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 159); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 
115) relating to correspondence between the War Department and 
individuals relating to safety of bridge across Potomac River 
known as Long Bridge, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 161); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Res. 119) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to extend Rhode 
Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 162); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 


BILLS AND 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 460) for the relief of the Union 
Iron Works, of San Francisco, Cal., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 160); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bili of the House (H. R. 5139) for 
the relief of Joseph Bacigaluppi, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 164); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


BILLS AND 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles;»which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8785) for the relief of Susan N. Moore—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8786) for the relief of the heirs of James W. Fen- 
nell, deceased, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction and 
to remove the bar of statute of limitations—Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2796) providing for reference to the Court of Claims 
of the claim of Albert Wood—Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6485) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix 
of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a British subject—Committee on 
Foreign Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7725) to establish mining ex- 
periment stations, to aid in the development of the mineral 
resources of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7726) to provide 
for appeals from judgments of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7727) to amend 
an act approved March 8, 1881, entitled “An act to authorize the 
registration of trade-marks and protect the same”—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R, 7728) authorizing a survey of 
the Trinity River, in the State of Texas, from the city of Dallas to 
the city of Fort Worth, and preparation of estimates of cost of 
improvements thereon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7729) fixing the — of the 
collector of customs of the district of Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7780) for maintenance of Pasca- 
uke River and Horn Island Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7731) for continuing improvement of the 
Upper Pascagoula River—tothe Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

By Mr, LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7782) to finally adjust the swamp- 
land grants, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7733) to establish a fish-hatching 
and fish-culture station at a point on the Gulf of Mexico, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, ° 

By Mr. MULLER: A bill (H. R. 7784) to provide inst nui- 
sances—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7735) to place tea on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7736) authorizing pene of com- 
mutation of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who served 
on detached duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7787) to change the name of 
the Potomac Insurance Company of Georgetown, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7738) to establish the Fred- 
ericksburg and Adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park in 
the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 
A bill (H. R, 7739) to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved March 
8, 1899—ordered to be printed. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7740) to amend section 8 of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the Fort Smith 
and Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Choctaw and Creek nations, in the Indian Ter- 
ew and for other purposes "—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


airs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH (by request): A bill (H. R. 7741) 
to grant the remaining unlocated odd-numbered sections of the 
desert land of the United States in the Colorado Desert of San 
Diego County, Cal., to the San Diego and Phoenix Railroad Com- 
pany, to aid it in its construction across the said Colorado Desert— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 7742) to provide for the erec- 
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tion of a public building in the city of Georget Sos 
Committee on Public Buildings oan Grounds. fe C.—to the 
By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 77; 
thorize the enquiring of the West Indian Islands own.) }... 
Kingdom of Denmark, an:l appropriating the money {),. », ;,. 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, = 
By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 2744) so. 
erection of a public building at Amesbury, Essex County)..." 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. © ~ 
By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7831) authorizin- », 
tions with the Indians of Devils Lake Reservation, in \.y+), )." 
kota, for the cession of lands—to the Committee on India, \ + rtd 
By Mr. COWHERD: A Dill (H. R. 7832) to authorize the. 


Tes 


tary of the Treasury to examine the evidence of debts ¢|,);;), 1. 


’ 


to an. 


tla 


be due or of payments made by the State of Missouri to th...” 
and privates of the militia forces of said State for militar. ... 
ices performed in the suppression of the rebellion in 1) .y, 
and cooperation with the authorities of the United States 1 
subject to their orders, and to make report thereof to Coner.... 
to the Committee on War Claims. a, 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. J, Res 149 
declaring the Philippine Islands territories of the United Stata. _ 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. aie 

By Mr. GRiGGS: A concurrent resolution (H. ©. Res. 13) po)y 
tive to printing 50,000 copies of the report of the First Acsistans 
Postmaster-General for the year ending June 30, 181), ¢},, 
Committee on Printing. i 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (1H. Ros 
122) relative to the President of the United States appointins 


8 


ert 


nga 


commission, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreizn 
Commerce. bs 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A memorial of the legislature of the Sos. 
of, Pennsylvania, favoring the protection of free labor from the ip. 


jurious effect of competition of convict labor—to the Committes 
on Labor. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A memorial of the legis}. 
ture of the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the protection of frea 
labor from the injurious effect of competition of conyict labor— 
to the Committee on Labor. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under cluse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7745) granting a pension to 
Lucinda Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7746) tocorrect the military record of Francis 
Wilhelm, of Dunbar, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) to correct the military record of John 
Stevenson, of Bentleysville, Washington County, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) granting a pension to John McKenzie, 
of Claysville, Washington County, Pa.—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Danie! Sims, 
California, Washington County, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen iso. a bill (H. R. 7750) granti in f pensi 

sO, &@ . RK. nting an increase of pension to Jolin 
I. Fleming—to the heed me on Fundous. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 7751) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Charles Kuhn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. er 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7752) for the reliet 
of George W. Emerson—to the Committee on Invalid !’eusions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7755) granting 4 
a to William W. Batterton—to the Committee on Invalil 

ensions. a 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7754) to increase the pension 0 
Julia A. Loucks, widow of Lieut. John W. Loucks—to the (om 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill . R. 7755) to increase pension of 
Timothy es the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ST Y W. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 7") ® 
moving charge of desertion and setting aside sentence 0! ©" 

ial as to George H. Williams, late Company Hi. Eleventh 
Pennsylvania arent the Committee on Military Alar. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7757) for the relief of Agnes Ryder, mint 
child of the late Thomas P. Ryder, brigade quartermastr’s «l: 
of Third Brigade, Third Di , First Army Corps, Spanish 
American war—to the Committee on Pensions. on 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 7758) removins 
the charge of desertion from the a of Herman Wag 
ner—to the Committee on Military . ot 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7759) grants 
a pension to Catherine M. Hall—to the Committee on Pensions 
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By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 7760) for the relief of James | 


; i Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) to remove the charge of desertion from 

Kelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - the record of Denton Whipps—to the Commitfee on Military 
py Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7761) for the | Affairs. 

relief of Hannah W. Millard—to the Committee on Claims. | By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (HH. R. 7796) for the relief of the estate 


Ry Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 7762) to pension Emeline Allison— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

\]so, a bill (H. R. 7763) to pension Mrs, S. Amanda Mansfield— ) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on War Claims. 

"Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) to pension Andrew I. Guthrey, late of Also, a bill (H. R. 7798) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Company F, inety-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry— | the record of John Harb to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7799) to grant an increase of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7765) to pension Samuel D. Edgar, late of | pension to Franklin M. Burdoin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Company F, Ninety-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- | Pensions. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : s ; Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) to grant an increase of pension to Albert 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7766) to pension Eloise McKee, helpless | A. Herkner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
daughter of Hugh L. McKee, deceased—to the Committee on By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of John D. 
Invalid Pensions. ; Youell—to the Committee on War Claiins. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7767) to pension Alice D. Roatch—to the By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7802) for the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. relief of William R. Barrow, of West Feliciana Parish, La. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of Michael Barrett—to the | the Committee on War Claims. 
Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 7803) for the relief of the estate of John G. 
By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7769) granting a pension to | Archer, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Simeon Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Claims. 
3y Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7770) granting an increase of Also, a bill (H. R. 7804) for the relief of the estate of William 
pension to James F. Grey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Brown Millican, deceased, late of East Feliciana Parish, La.—to 
By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7771) for the allowance of cer- | the Committee on War Claims. 

tain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United Also, a bill (H. R. 7805) for the relief of Mrs. Odile Deslonde, of 
States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. | New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7772) granting a pension to Mrs. | Also, a bill (H. R. 7806) for the relief of the estate of S. E. 

Isabella V. Jett—to the Committee on Pensions. Hackett, deceased, late of Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of Albert | War Claims. 
Traub—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7807) granting an in- 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7774) authorizing George | crease of pension to James Orton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Winans and his associates to improve the channel of the Missis- 


of Elijah Thompson, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Md.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7797) for the relief of Thomas J. Austin—to 


to 





Pensions. 
sippi River between Red Wing, Minn., and Leclaire, lowa, upon Also, a bill (H. R. 7808) granting an increase of pension to An- 
certain conditions, and for certain considerations to be paid by the | drew M. Dickerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7809) granting a pension to 
Rivers and Harbors. James Elmer Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7775) granting increase of pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Robert P, Cur- 
sion to Dr. George B. Tolman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | rin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sions. By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7811) granting a pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) granting increase of pension to Johanna | Lydia L. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
J. Naughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 7812) granting a pension to Lydia 
sy Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 7777) to remove the charge | Strang, of Osceola, Polk County, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
of desertion from the military record of Mathew W. Face—to the | Pensions. 


Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 7813) to remove the charge 
By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 7778) to correct the military | of desertion from the military record of Peter Green—to the Com- 

record of William Loar, Company K, One hundred and seventy- | mittee on Military Affairs. 

fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 


: By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 7814) appropriating $100 

Affairs. to John M. Turner, of Butler, Pa., late of Company E, Seventy- 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of Parmer | eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on War Claims. 


_By Mr. McRAE; A bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of Jacob P. Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) for the relief of A. G. White, postmas- 
Stroo to the Committee on Claims. ter at Beaver, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7781) for the relief of the estate 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) granting a pension to Jennie L. and 
. —_— Jones, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on | Samuel Sears Alexander, destitute and afflicted children of Sam- 
ar Claims, 


uel B. Alexander, deceased, late of Company A, One hundred and 
thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) to increase the pension of John C. Hart, 
late first lieutenant of Company D, One hundredth Regiment 
. ) | Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7818) granting a pension to 

_ By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7785) granting a pen- Joseph Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sion to Samuel F, Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7819) to remove 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7786) to refund internal-revenue | the charge of desertion from the naval record of Peter Provansha— 
taxes paid by ownersof private dies—to the Committee on Claims. | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 7787) to remove the charge of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of James A. G. Winston, 
of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7783) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Burks Fitzgerald—to 





lena ; By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. RK. 7820) to reimburse Charlotte 
desertion against the name of Moses Johnson—to the Committee | E. Brennan, widow of D. D. Brennan, for expenses incurred in 
on War Claims, travel from Yokohama, Japan, to Haverstraw, N. Y., after the 


Also, a bill (H.R. 7788) granting an increase of pension to John | summary dischar f said D. D. Bre aymaster's clerk i 
, ’ . d y dis ge of said D. D. Brennan as paymaster's clerk in 
Yaner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


the United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims, 
By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 7789) granting a pension to 


Clari Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting pension to Carrie K. Baker— 
Jarinda Raymond, of Burwell, in the State of Nebraska—to the | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Committee on Invalid 


By Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) for the relief of Michael McCormick— 
b y Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7790) to remove the | to the Committee on Claims. 
nS desertion from the record of Ernst Brauning—to the| By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7823) grant- 
ommittee on Military 


Al 1 Affairs. ing an increase of pension to William Newnom—to the Committee 
oti so, a bill (H. R, 7791) for the relief of Ellen Scranton and | on Invalid Pensions. 


w iers, heirs at law of Elizabeth Whittaker—to the Committee on | By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7824) to pay to J. B. McRae $99 
Sin a (H.R. ‘ | for services as hospital steward, and so forth—to the Committee 
+ , tl i . — 1 i . 
Commitées en 7792) for the relief of John A. Welch—to the | on War Claims 


Al By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7825) to place the 

the ri a bill (H. R. 7798) for the relief of Hewson L. Peeke—to | name of Frank Perry on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
gee on Claims. Invalid Pensions. 

th Cor a bill (H. R. 7794) ting a pension to John Canter—to| By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7826) for the 
© Vommittee on Invalid Pensions. relief of John M. Seavers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to 
Henry J. Mills, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 7828) granting a pension to 
David Topper, of Company E, One hundred and sixty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810NS. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7829) for the relief of Thomas F. 
Tobey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7830) 
for the relief of Leonard Wilson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 150) for the 
relief of Robert L. Lindsay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
151) authorizing proper officers of the Treasury Department to 
examine and certify claims in favor of certain counties in Ari- 
zona—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Columbus, Ga., January 24, 1900, indorsing the work of C. P, 
Goodyear on the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and urging such 
legislation as will enable him to continue the work—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
correction of the military record of John Cabe, alias Kaeb—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Phoenixville, Pa., to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of W. W. Batterton, of 
Snohomish, Wash., praying that a oem be granted him for 
wounds received at the hands of Todd's guerrillas—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of druggists of Stough- 
ton, Wis., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of clerks of Madison, Wis., post-office, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT: Petition of J. S. Par- 
sons and others, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., and vicinity, favoring a bill 
providing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of the t-office clerks of Osh- 
kosh, Wis., urging the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the clas- 
sification of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Papers of John Miser, of the State of Ar- 
kansas, asking reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of the Federal Labor Union 
of Boone, Iowa, in relation to the care and disposition of the pub- 
lic lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, 8. C., opposing the ge of House bill No. 5462, 
placing pilots solely in the United States Steamboat-Inspection 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of clerks employed in the post-office at 
Chicago, Ill., asking for the passage of the bill No. 4851, for the 
classification of clerks in the first and second class post-offices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of surfmen in the United States Life-Saving Serv- 
ice and citizens, relating to an increase of pay to surfmen of the 
United States life-saving stations—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of members of the bar 
in western New York, in favor of Senate bill No. 268, creating a 
new district to be called the western district of New York—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr.GLYNN: Papers to accompany House bill No, 7539, for 
the relief of Peter J. Keleher, of Albany, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, Boston, Mass., protesting against the present 
duty on hides, and asking that the same be abrogated and that 
hides be again placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
—e of pension to James F, Grey—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Federation of Labor, W. Car- 
mody, secretary, favoring Government ownership of arid public 
lands and the building of irrigation works, etc.—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


Also, memorial of Albert D. Shaw, commander in chief Grand 
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Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of House bill No. (~,> 
providing military instruction in public schools—to the Com,,..... 
on Military Affairs. ee 

Also, petition of Hoyt H. Wheeler and 80 citizens of Brat; 

Vt., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 34, for the prey ations’ 
of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the (‘>,,,,..... 
tee on the District of Columbia. — 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: Petition of Albert Traub, of Wes: \;, 
ginia, asking reference of war claim to the Court of Cla), 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN; Paper to accompany House bill to increase +), 

nsion of Johanna J. Naughton—to the Committee on [ny.).; 

ensions. — 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Iowa State Veterinary }j.. 
cal Association, favoring the organization of a veterinary | ee 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Statement to accompany House })j\| , 
correct the military record of Matthew W. Face—to the (,,.. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petition of the publisher of the | 
Bellefontaine, Ohio, to repeal the tariff on printing paper 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MESICK: Petitions of clerks of the post-offices a: 
verse City and Big Rapids, Mich., favoring the passage of || 
bill No, 4351, for the classification of post-office clerks 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House })j}! ; 
remove the charge of desertion against the military record , 
Ernst Bravning—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion against the military record of Denton Whipps— 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
John A. Welch, of W d, Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to theclaim of Ellen Scranton and others, 
heirs at law of Elizabeth Whittaker—to the Committtee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: Petition of the heirs of James 
Murphy, deceased, late of Washington County, Md., praying ref. 
erence of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Comuittee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Hezekiah Boteler, deceased, late of 
Frederick County, Md., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of citizens of Sherburne, 
Bambridge, and Columbus, Chenango County, N. Y., for legisla- 
tion relating to dairy or food products—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ithaca, N. Y., for the appointment 
of a veterinary corps in the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Pa to accompany House bill No. 3951, 
for the relief of Pardon M. Bowen, late private, Company K. One 
hundred and thirty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of D. A. Tremain and others, of 
Vienna, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products t 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are importe!— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of citizens of San Antonio. Tex., 
favoring the of House bill No. 4351, for the reclassifica- 
tion of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 

7 Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of druggists of Manchester. 
N. H., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery. and 
cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of railway postal clerks in the First Congressional 
district of New Hampshire, for the reclassification of the Railway 
Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- lous. 

Also, resolution of the Manchester (N. H.) Board of Trade, 1 
favor of a commission to study and report upon the industria! and 
commercialconditions in China—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. v2 

By Mr. D: Papers to accompany Honse )!! ‘0 
remove the charge of desertion against Peter Green—to tlie Cou 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension 
Samuel F, Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _. 

By Mr. WHITE: Paper to accompany House bill for the re’ 
of . B. MacRae, of Jackson, N. C.—to the Committee on Wa! 
Claims. ; 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper in support of H{ouse 
bill to correct the military record of Jesse Milam—to the (vl 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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titions of C. M. Meade and D. Berry, of Carmi, IIL, 


Ae Hunter, of Springerton, Ill., dental surgeons, favoring 
-— intment of dental surgeons in the Army and Navy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ror 


- resolutions of James M. Gentry Post, No. 727, of Cave in 
he IIL, against the removal of disabilities of all deserters in 
aoa + of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the ¥ Mr YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Braid Manu- 

By eal \ssociation of New York City, protesting against the 
a ‘c ition of the reciprocity treaty with France—to the Com- 
a ae Foreign Affairs. . oe : 2 
By Mr. ZIEGLER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6045, 
on at ng a pension to Rosanna Wavell—to the Committee on In- 
= pence accompany House bill No. 6046, granting a pen- 

ion to Margaret E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
‘Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to. 
Dav’ aT spper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5431, to increase the 
pension of Reuben H. Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
wy papers to accompan House bill No. 5435, granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander P. Baugher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ‘ am , 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5436, to increase the 
pension of Joseph K. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid 

Jensions. 

7 ‘Alsé . papers to accompany House bill No. 6043, for an increase 
of pension to John C. Shenermen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Jensions. 

ee oaoele to accompany House bill No. 6044, to increase the 
pension of Charles 8. Bunty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE. 
TuursDAY, February 1, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miteury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

CORRECTION OF RECORD—ADMIRAL DEWEY’S LETTER. 


Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to make a correction in 
the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings. On the last line of col- 


umn 1, page 1356, in giving Admiral Dewey’s letter I observe it 


says: 

Inever treated him as an ally except to make use of him and the soldiers. 

The word in the letter, which very likely I misread, and which 
was copied also wrongly by the press, is ‘‘ natives ” instead of ‘‘sol- 
diers.”” In order that the correction may clearly appear, I ask 
that the letter may be reprinted correctly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 1747 RoopgE IsLAND AVENUE, 
Washington, January 30, 1900. 

DEAR SENATOR LopGE: The statement of Emilio Aguinaldo, as recently 
published in the Springfield Republican, so far as it relates to me, is a tissue 
of falsehoods. I never promised him, directly or indirectly, independence 
for the Filipinos; I never treated him as an ally, except to make use of him 
and the natives to assist me in my operations against the Spaniards. He 
never uttered the word independence in any conversation with me or my 


officers. 


The statement that I received him with military honors or saluted the so- 


called Filipino flag is absolutely false. 
Sincerely, yours, GEORGE DEWEY. 


REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting a full and 
complete account of all , including the stationery, belong- 
ing to the United States in his possession on the 31st day of Jan- 


uary, 1900; which, with the 
lie on the table and to be ne ees, was arte red to 


ted. 
os also laid before the Sante a@ communication from the Secre- 
th y of the Senate, transmi a full and complete statement of 
ere and Wn come the Senate, coe i detail the 
un proper a ons, the aggregate 
reel: a _ exhibiting the exact condition of all public moneys 
1800, ‘= — - Sens a, from July 1, 
, res! ; which, accom n Ts, 
was ordered to ie on the table and to be printed. ro 
CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA, 


The PRESIDENT » 
Hiunication from the esuieatial the Lnderinn sromomsisting, Pm a 
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sponse to a resolution of the 3d ultimo, a letter from the Director 
of the Geological Survey, inclosing a report on the investigations 
made by the Geological Survey in the Cape Nome district of 
Alaska; which, with the acco is referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 
ANNUAL DISTRICT RATLWAYS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the annual 
reports of the Capital Traction Railway Company, the Great Falls 
Electric Railway Company, the City and Suburban Railway Com 
pany, the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company, the 
Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, the Brightwood 
Railway Company, the Columbia Railway Company, and the Met 
ropolitan Railroad Company, allof the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—PRIVILEG THE SENATE. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege and to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

I notice by an examination of the Recorp of the proceedings 
of. the House of Representatives during last week frequent refer 
ences to myself, with the charge that if I had taken pains to do 
so I might have revealed certain things pertaining to the domestic 
and personal affairs of certain citizens of my State, and that | 
might have revealed, if I had desired to do so, things startling to 
the moral sentiment of the country, and especially to the moral 
sensibilities of the members of the House of Representatives. 

The question of parliamentary inquiry which [ make is whether 
such silesions made by members of the House concerning a mem- 
ber of this body are a breach of the privileges of the Senate and a 
violation of the courtesies due by members of one branch of Con- 
gress to those of the other, and if they be a breach of such privi- 
lege and a violation of such courtesies, what, if any, remedy exists; 
whether it would also be a breach of the courtesies due by mem- 
bers of the Senate to the members of the House to make reply in 
the Senate to such allusions made in the House and correct what 
amember here might conceive to be aspersions upon the character 
of the people whom he in part represents or upon himself. 

I understand that it would be such breach of privilege, but 1 
should like an expression from the Chair upon these questions so 
that I may govern myself accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If a Senator were making an 
attack upon any member of the other branch of the House the 
Presiding Officer would feel it to be his duty to call him to order, 
it being a violation, in his judgment, of propriety and of courtesy. 

The same rule would undoubtedly prevail in the House, and any 
member of the House who was making an attack upon a member 
of the other branch of Congress ought, in my judgment—I think | 
will not say that—it is for the Speaker of the House or members 
of the House to determine for themselves whether or not he is 
committing a breach and ought to be called to order. 

As to what can be said in either House in relation to what has 
taken place in the other there is no rule of the Senate, of course, 
and the Secretary will read what Jefferson’s Manual says in rela- 
tion to it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there, 
because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, 
not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them 
might beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the only restriction 
which is laid down in the Manual, and there is no rule, of course, 
of the Senate relating to the matter. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Mr, President, I understand such to be the 
case, and I made the inquiry so that my silence here in regard to 
statements concerning myself and the people whom I represent 
can not and must not be taken by the country as any admission 
of the truth of any such statements. 
SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will administer the 
oath to the recently appointed Secretary of the Senate. 

The oath having been administered to Mr. CHARLES G. BENNET?, 
he took his seat at the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States and the House of Repre 
sentatives be notified of the election of Cu ARLES G. BENNETT as Secretary of 
the Senate. 


panying papers, w 


REPORTS OF 


ES O} 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Dr. J. V. Laddey and 13 
other citizens of Arlington, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to establish a veterinary corps in the United States 
Army equal to that in foreign countries; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
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Hoboken, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Southwestern Min- 
nesota Medical Society, remonstrating against the énactment of 
legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Duluth, Minn., 
praying for the establishment of a national park at the head 
waters of the Mississippi River in Minnesota; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Red Wing, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcel- 
postage bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Andrew J. Eckstein and sun- 
dry other druggists of New Ulm, Minn., and the petition of H. H. 
Meyer and sundry other druggists of Sleepy Eye, Minn., praying 
for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, per- 
fumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the exhibit of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I presenta petition signed by Charles H. Aldrich 
and 18 other members of the bar of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, calling attention to the urgent need of better quar- 
ters for the Law Library of Congress. 

The petition should go to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, I suppose, or possibly to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That matter is now before the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it go to that committee, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ROSS presented the petition of D. K. Simonds, chairman, 
F. B, Randall, secretary, and 8 committeemen of the Bennington 
County (Vt.) Fourth-Class Postmasters’ Association, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of fourth-class 
postmasters; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of George W. Harris and 
sundry other railway mail clerks of Yankton, S. Dak., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial of, Pomona Grange, No. 33, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce 
and increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 53, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., praying for theestablishment 
of postal savings banks; which was refe to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 33, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation retarding thecirculation of United States 
currency known as greenbacks; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of the town coun- 
cil of the incorporated town of Muscogee, Ind. T., praying for the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the construction of water- 
works and the issuance of bonds therefor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of H. W. Meyer and 11 
other citizensof Appleton, Wis., relative to neutrality; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of the Woman's Club, of Monroe , No. 72, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of the Monroe Ministerial Asso- 
ciation, of Ivanhoe Lodge, No. 41, Knights of Pythias, and of the 
Woman's Relief Corps, all of Monroe, in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of le, *<lation to limit and control vivi- 
section in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbie. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of a reciprocity treaty with Canada; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Greenwich, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
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viding for the classification of clerks in first and secon). 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Pos: ; 
Post- Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of ( 
New Haven, Conn., praying that an appropriation 
maintain the Philadelphia Commercial Museum at P 
Pa.; which was referred to the Committee on Comm,» 

He also presented resolutions ae at a meeting 
mental secretaries, held at Hartford, Conn., favorin.y ;), 
ment of a service-pension law; which was referre 
mittee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committ; 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 216) intrody,., 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], to correc: | 
of certain soldiers of the United States, to submit an adver... 
port thereon. I move the indefinite postponement of {iy );)) 
The motion was agreed to. es 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military A fai). , 
whom was referred the bill (5S. 744) for the relief of Jo), Em > 
son, late a private in Company I, Nineteenth Maino Infayiry .. 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report therpoy"’ a 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was refery..} 
bill (S. 2085) for the correction of the military record of Ppay,. 
A. E. Briot, reported it without amendment, and submis), 
report thereon. — 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 2112) authorizing the Secretary of the Trogs. 
ury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at tii 
subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington. an} 
repealing all laws inconsistent therewith, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. , 

Mr. TURLEY, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1008) for the relief of William ©. Dodes » 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1040) to amend section 4445 of Title LI] of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the licensing 
of officers of steam vessels, reported it without amendment, anj 
submitted a mepeet thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 13831) granting an increase of pension to Ellen (, 
Abbott; and 

A bill (S. 2375) granting a pension to Mary A. Russell. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1475) to complete the establish. 
ment and erection of a military post near the city of Sheridan, in 
the State of Wyoming, and making appropriation therefor, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S; 1560) granting an honoralle dis- 
charge to James Brown was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. It is ascertained that a bill tothat effect was passed 
at a previous Con and that the discharge has been issued, | 
move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2477) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, reported it wit 


the 


Te 


amendments. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally wit! amend: 
ments, and submi reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin! 
urne; ' 
A bill (S. 883) granting an increase of pension to Henry Atkin 

mh; an 
A = (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anna M. 
itzler. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom waste 
ferred the b‘ll (S. 2082) for the relief of the children of Matthew 
J. J. Cagle, reported it without amendment, and submitted 4 
report thereon. f 

r. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military A ‘fairs, © 
whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. 54) donating 4 
condemned captured cannon to the Commandery in (hie! of the 
Sons of Veterans, United States of America, submitted an adver 

en which was agreed to, and the bill was postpo? 
indefinitely. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom 
was a — joint an cabet t Oe J. Res. ap : Dg aa 
retary o ar to use $60,000 of the appropriations for the supp” 
of the ar and Volunteer Arm for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern military os?! 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., reported it with amendments. 
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SHIP CANAL IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. McBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

r com was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
> ae from Washington [Mr. Fosrer], on the 29th ultimo, to 
a ort it with an amendment, and to submit a report thereon. 
*}rne concurrent resolution was ordered to be placed on the Cal- 
endar, as follows: 

r d by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
aren of War be directed to cause a survey to be made and an estimate 
Secretary of the cost of constructing a ship canal to connect Puget Sound 
submitted arbor, via the Chehalis River, in the State of Washington. in 
= ch ote in with recommendations heretofore made and filed with the War 
accoTue 


Department | LEGED FRAUD IN THE PENSION ROLL. 
_GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have here the report of 
aaa ‘mmittee on political reform of the Union League Club of 
New York, which conducted an inquiry under the following reso- 
ution: 
] ateil That the committee on political reform be requested to inquire 
into and report to this club upon the nature of the charges of fraud in the 
in\° ion rolls of the United States, the means which may be practicable to 
ee riain the truth or falsity of the charges, the methods available for 
remedying the evil, if it exists, and whether and in what way this club may 
contribute towards those ends. ; , 

Under that resolution a committee of the Union League Club 
made an inquiry and submitted a calm and dispassionate report 
on this subject, which I feel sure will be of interest to the Senate, 
and as it is brief Iask that it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is theirobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McENERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2858) to amend 
the bounty laws granting bounties to soldiers, sailors, their widows 
and minor children; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 

ffairs. 
aM, MASON introduced a bill (S. 2859) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Society United States Daughters Eighteen Hundred and 
Twelve; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the ay 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2860) for the relief of Mary E. Rig- 
gles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2861) to relieve pensioners and 


Congress by the establishment of a court of pension appeals, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PR 
of pension to Florena L, Stuart; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2863) to restore the pension of 


Francis H. Staples; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2864) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Franklin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2865) to prevent the manu- 
facture and use of trade checks; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (8. 2866) permitting citizens o 
the United States, bona fide residents of the States of California, 
Oregon, and Washington, to fell and remove, for building, agri- 
cultural, mining, and other domestic purposes, timber growing or 
being upon the mineral lands of the United States in the States 
aforesaid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S, 2867) 
to extend certain acts of Congress in reference to municipal in- 
debtedness for public purposes to the Indian Territory; which was 
ee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2868) to provide for the 
penebene of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Grand 
: unotion, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
= * = referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
wm TURNER introduced a bill (S, 2869) authorizing the Cape 

er ransportation, Bridge and Development Company, a cor- 
Waekin organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
Alas So and authorized to do business in the Territory of 
Naw 4, to construct a traffic bridge across the Snake River, at 
ae City, in the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by 

fits, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
. fiiog AWaee introduced a bill (S. 2870) concerning disbursing 
endl twice beta mt of the Army; which was 
to the C ae ° the accompanying papers, referred 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2871) to supplement and 
XXXII——87 
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amend the act entitled “An act to incorporate the North River 
Bridge Company and to authorize the construction of a bridge and 
approaches at New York City across the Hudson River, to regu- 
late commerce in and over such bridge between the States of New 
York and New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and 
post road,” approved July 11, 1890; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. = 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 2872) for the relief of the 
estate of Nancy Barrow, deceased; whieh was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 7 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2873) for the relief of John 
Pope Hodnett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2874) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dr. John W. Cook; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to tho 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2875) to amend an act 
of Congress dated June 28, 1898, so as to provide for an additional 
enrollment of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek In- 
dians, now residing in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2876) granting a pension to 
Charles F. Wise; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2877) for the relief of the estate of 
William Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2878) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of William H. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2879) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Griffiths; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S, 2880) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline B. Bradford; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2881) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Parker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2882) to authorize the Cam- 
bridge Bridge Commission to construct a drawless bridge across 
the Charles River, in the State of Massachusetts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (by request) introduced a joint resolution 

S. R. 81) suspending proceedings in the courts of the Indian 

erritory and before the Indian agent, pending the enactment of 
legislation now before Congress wherein the possessory rights of 
the Indians herein named are involved; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO BILL TO PREVENT FOOD ADULTERATION, 


Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2426) to prevent the manufacture of 
adulterated foods; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, and ordered to be printed. 

USE OF THE ROENTGEN RAY, 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 5,000 copies of a document entitled ‘“‘ The use of the Roent- 
gen ray by the Medical Department of the United States Army in the war 
with Spain (1898),” of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the 
use of the War Department. 


CLAIMS UNDER CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACT. 
Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 











Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional 
copies of Senate Report No. 11, first session Fifty-sixth Congress, being the 
report on Senate bill 602, ‘‘ A bill to revise and amend an act to yeowsse for 
the collection of abandoned pro rty and the prevention of frauds in insur 
rectionary districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof.” 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, that is simply to print extra 
copies of a report, and I have been requested by several Senators 
to ask for its immediate consideration. i 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 

to. 
THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution, and ask to have it 
To-morrow morning I shall wish to 
speak to the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That eT entitled “The Philippine Commission” be printed 
as a document for the information of the Senate. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota asks that the resolution lie on the table, Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 


PROCEEDINGS OF NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. PETTUS. I offer a resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration. _ 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 
whether the Navy Department has or has not refused or neglected to com- 
municate to the Court of Claims any information concerning proceedings of 
naval courts-martial on the call of said court, under section 1076 of the 
Revised Statutes; and if so, his reasons for such refusal or neglect. 

The PRESIDENT pro omnes. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? : : 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not quite like that form of 
direction to an eminent public officer, to ask him whether he has 
not neglected something. _ s 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know where the resolution came from, 
but I should like to suggest to whatever Senator offered it that he 


omit-— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was submitted 
by the junior Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HOAR, I ask the Senator from Alabama if he will not 
strike out the word “‘ neglected.” It seems to me it is hardly a 
courteous tone of address to ask an eminent public officer, the 
head of a Department, have you not neglected to do so, and, if 
you have, why did you neglect it? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the only object of inserting the 
word ‘‘neglected” was because my information is that no notice 
was taken of the call by the court. I would just as soon use the 
word ‘‘omitted” or any other word to indicate that it was not 
done, 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator to amend the language 
by inserting the word “refrained” instead of the words ‘‘ refused 
or neglected,” which would cover both. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have no objection to inserting the word ‘‘re- 
frained” instead of ‘‘neglected.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be so modi- 
fied. As modified, is there objection to its present consideration? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule, and it will be printed. 


CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA. 


Mr. FOSTER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
0 Resolved by the Senate (the House of tatives concurring), That 
there be printed 25,000 extra copies of the re of the Director of 
logical Survey submitted to the tary of the Interior, are the Cape 
Nome district, in A with maps accompan the same, 5. copies for 
the use of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 10,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey. 

Authority is hereby granted to the Public Printer to have the maps ac- 
companying this report engraved and printed by the Geological Survey or 


by contract. 
AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 extra es 
of Senate Document No. 68 of the Inst Congress, entitled “Affairs in the Phil- 


ippine Islands.” 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to supply urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1900, and for prior years, and for other p ; recedes from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agrees to the same with an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate; further insists upon its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26; agrees to the 
further conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. Cannon, 
Mr. Barney, and Mr. Livineston managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1092) to set apart a portion of the Arlington estate 
for experimental agricultural purposes, and place said portion 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and his 
successors in office; 

A bill (H. R. 7789) to amend “An act making appropriations 
for Ee peep ees — of public 
works on rivers an ors, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1899; and 7 -_ 
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A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) to provide f , ca 
retired officers of the Marine Corps. > OF pay to certa‘y 


TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before ¢),. < 
ate aresolution coming over from a former day, which wi)) |..." 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday j. vw" 
ALLEN, as follows: “ay by Mr, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they aro Sideite a 


ec from the further consideration of Senate rosolutions 


dated January 4 and 23, 1900, concerning certain transaction. yo. ry 
Treasury De 


rtment of the United States and the National @::, 4°™ ‘he 
the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. “*Y Sank and 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply wish to make an inguyiry 
before yesterday I introduced a resolution to print a certair “mw 
ument and that resolution was not considered yesterday }°; 
understand that that resolution goes to the Calendar an) 
now to be laid before the Senate? ae 

The Senet tempore. It goes to the Calendar 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [had sup it was understood tha: « 
should have a day for discussion, and as there was no opportuni, 
yesterday to discuss that resolution, I presumed that it wo.) 
come up this morning. The ruling of the Chair is undoybt,.), 
correct, and I yield toit. I had expected it would come js. 
the Senate this morning, but I have another resolution in; roduced 
which will enable me to speak to the same subject to-morrow 

Mr. ALLEN rose. Py 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not informed as to the purpose of ¢h, 
Senator from Nebraska in seeking to have the pending resolntixy 
adopted, but I would suggest to that Senator that the resoly; eo 
referred to have not been referred to the Committee on Finanen 
that they were adopted by the Senate without any reference’ 
Certain answers have been returned to the resolutions, and thos. 
responses in the ordinary course of business have been referral t 
the Committee on Finance. So the resolution in the form it now 
stands, if it should be adopted, would be inoperative. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is very gratifying to know tha 
of course the resolution would be inoperative if adopted, and it is 
extremely gratifying to me to be set right by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 1 suppose that these answers are within the juris. 
diction of the Committee on Finance by the order of the Senate 
and that it becomes their duty to take some action in the way of 
a report to the Senate, either requesting an investigation of the 
charges made or recommending a postponement of the entire mat. 
ter. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island frankly that] 
want the Senate to get jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the 
resolutions for the urpose of introducing a resolution for 
an investigation of the transactions between the Treasury Depart. 
_— and the National City Bank and the Hanover Bank of New 

ork. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska, 
on which the Senator from Nebraska is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no desire to carry this 
matter any further than the facts will warrant. I have no dislike 
for the Secretary of the Tr . 1 have no desire to persecute 
him, and I shall not do so. I only want to know the truth of the 
relations between the Department and the national banks 
of New York and other sections of the country. I hoped this 
resolution would be — to pass without any discussion. 
But if I am to be met with an objection, and if obstructions 
are to be in the pathway of the investigation, I shall feel 
it my duty this to make a brief analysis of the report of 
the of the jury, so that the people at least may 
know the attitude of the Treasu ent respecting a tre- 
mendous sum of money now in the hands of tho National City 
Bank and other fav financial institutions of the country. | 

On the 4th of January 1 had the honor to introduce a resolution 
of inquiry which was ted by the Senate and sent to the Se 
retary of the Treasury, who on the 10th of January responded 2 
a letter Set as a ra 71, first session pay ixt : C Z 
gress. That response, my judgment, was not full and com 
plete. On the 23d of January I uced another resolution 
calling attention to some omitted matter, and the Secretary ™ 
sponded to that a few days ago, disclosing nothing new. 
peculiaritice appesting init,’ ‘The frst letter of tho correo! 

iarities ap t. e etter of the correspont 
ence submitted by the Secretary shows the motives which at 
ated the Treasury ent in conferring a favor upon th? 
National City Bank. It is that written by Vice-President 4. 
Hepburn of the bank to Mr. Gage, and is found on page 6 of Mr 
Gage’s reply, as follows: 

Tue Nationa Crry BANK oF New Yors, 
New York, June 6, 5% 

My Dran Mr. Gace: The National City Bank of this city, of which 1™ 
contty Decume vice-president through the consolidation of the ey as 
seg Naa Tse ees at rae mean a 
under the ” “we may not be disturbed in this respect 
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hould like to remain @ United States depository, as at present. Of course the 
tend is very strong— i 
And I call attention to this particular language— 


- of -e the pains to look at our list of directors, you will see that 
and he ee Sea Political claims in view of what was done during the 
we also Nt 
weneuss last year. 


Yours, very truly, A. B. HEPBURN. 


on. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
H oe ‘States Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


«aia no reply to this letter in the correspondence submitted 
1 5 ee ae Ihe list of directors of the National City Bank 
" wred to are H, O. Havemeyer, president of the sugar trust; 
7 * s H. Post, broker of sugar trust and director National Sugar 
Jam cing Company; William Rockefeller, president of the Stand- 
Be Oil Company; Stephen S. Palmer, national zinc trust; Robert 
Bacon, member of firm of J. Pierpont Morgan, bond syndicate, 
_ director in copper trust; Samuel Sloan, director in number 
af railroads; H. Walter Webb, then vice-president of the New 
York Central Railroad (the Vanderbilt directors were the largest 
individual subscribers to the McKinley a fund); W. D. 
Sloan, banker and Vanderbilt representative; Jacob H. Schiff, 
chairman of the Union Pacific Refunding Syndicate; Cleveland 
H. Dodge, of copper trust and director in the Copper Queen Con- 
solidated Company. ; 
Those persons we know from the record were directors of this 
bank at the time referred to by Mr. Hepburn in his letter. It 
would appear, from the manner in which deposits were increased 


in the National City Bank after the receipt of the Hepburn letter, 


at Secretary Gage had taken the pains to look over the list of 
Scams of the nents and had become impressed with the services 
which they might have rendered in the campaign of 1896. _ 

The official reports show that the Government deposits in the 
National City Bank were only $200,000 on May 14, 1897—less than 
a month previous to the receipt of the Hepburn letter. After the 
receipt of the Hepburn letter, not quite a month, the National 
City Bank received of the $58,000,000 in settlement of the Union 
Pacific debt the enormous sum of $24,000,000. This would ap- 

arently indicate the effecf'which the reading of Mr. Hepburn's 
fetter had upon the Treasury Department. 

On July 14, 1896, the Government money on deposit in the 
National City Bank was $19,579,000. On September 20, 1899, the 
balance was $29,000,000. In floating the war loan of $200,000,000, 
in July, 1898, in which 318 banks oe the National City 
Bank received $14,000,000. On July 8, 1899, the balance was 
$10,500,000, showing that the bank had the free use of over 
$10,000,000 for over six months. 

Mr. Gage’s reply does not indicate that there was any corre- 
spondence with the bank from June 5, 1897, to October 29, 1897, 
and in his later reports he says that there is no record of any cor- 
respondence between those dates, but he does not say in specific 
terms that no correspondence took place. 

The National City Bank, after being informed that it would be 
used as a depositary for the Union Pacific debt, immediately made 
inquiries as to how much it would receive. Vice-President Hep- 
burn, in a letter to Secretary Gage, dated October 27, 1897, page 
61 of the record, says: 


If not presuming too much, we would be greatly obliged for a suggestion 
from you as to the amount of bonds which it would be good judgment for us 
to acquire at the present time, this move on our part being quite as much in the 
public interest (in the prevention of any money stringency) as it is in our own 
interest as bankers. 

It is apparent that the amount of money received by the Treasury from 
the sale of this property will considerably exceed the amount of currency 
sixes maturing on January 1 next, and it is in the hope that a considerable por- 
tion of these funds will be left with the banks for a sufficient length of time to 
afford a reasonable profit that we undertake the expense of procuring the neces- 
sary bonds to qualify us as a depository. 

Mr. SPOONER. From what page is the Senator reading? 

Mr. ALLEN. From page 61, In reply to Mr.’ Hepburn the 
Secretary of the Treasury, on page 61 also, under date of October 


- = assured him that the money would remain for some time. 


Ihave expressed a : . 
and distributer of th preterenee for your institution as the original recipient 


Mr. ALDRICH. i 
Mr A y On what page is that? 


On 61. . 
Mr. ALDRICH. What is the date? 
Mr. ALLEN. It is under date of October 28, 1897. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Whe 
Mr. UL, JoeGiicak 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that it was not 
answered until October? 
a. ALLEN. Look at the document and you will see no an- 
Mr. ALDRICH, 1 
ported to be an Rg oe the Senator was reading what pur- 


Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 
Mr. ALDRICH. tec 


derstood him. 
Mr. SPOONER, It is another Hepburn letter 
Mr. ALLEN, Yes; it is another Hepburn letter. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I did not understand that. 

Mr. ALLEN. The letter continues: 

In reply to your inquiry, or rather expression of hope, that a suitable portion 
of the fund will be left with the bank for a sufficient length of time to offer a 
reasonable profit to cover the expense in procuring the necessary bonds to qual- 
ify asa depositary, I can only say that, while we can make no specific promises 
in that direction, the purpose we have in using depositary banks for the fund, 
namely, to save disturbance of the money market, will induce us to practice 
wise discretion in covering the money into the Treasury proper. There proba- 
bly will be no disbursements from the fund until January 1, when, as you know, 
$30,000,000 will be disbursed in redemption of the outstanding Government 
sixes maturing on that day. 

Mr. President, that is a most remarkable letter—a most remark- 
able request in the first instance and a most remarkable reply in 
the second instance. The Secretary of the Treasury discloses in 
his answer that the sole purpose of putting the money in that 
bank was to comply with the request of Mr. Hepburn that the 
money of the United States should remain on deposit there for the 
private interests of that institution. Mr. Stillman, the president 
of the National City Bank, was well pleased with this favor, as 
will be seen from a letter dated October 30, 1897, addressed to Mr. 
Gage, and which is as follows: 

Tae NATIONAL City BANK OF New York, 





New York, October 30, 1897. 
DeAR SiR: I am in receipt of your esteemed favor of the 28th, and wish to 
express my appreciation of your kind consideration in selecting this bank as 


the original recipient and distributor of the depository funds 
by making ample deposit of bonds in the near future. 

Mr. Henry W. Cannon also communicated to us your desire in the prem- 
ises, and the local arrangements will proceed accordingly. 


What those local arrangements were the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury does not see fit to disclose. 


I note with pleasure the contents of your letter received this morning with 
reference to the length of time which these deposits will be allowed to re- 
main. Your banking experience enables you to appreciate our position, and 
we fully realize that such consideration will be accorded as may be consistent 
with your official duties. 

fours, very truly, 


We will qualify 


JAS. STILLMAN, 


President. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Secretary Gage, in writing to ‘the vice-president of the Na- 
tional City Bank” (page 63 of the record, dated November 2, 1897), 
says: 

* * * Tt is expected you will then be able to promptly qualify by for- 
warding the necessary bonds. 

As indicating the unusual proportion of Government deposits 
which were being placed with the National City Bank, the follow- 
ing letter from Secretary Gage to the president of the National 
City Bank (page 66 of the reply) is significant. It reads: 

TREASURY DEPARTMEN Tr, OP FICE OF THE SECRET ANY, 
Washington, November 13, 1897. 

Srr: This office has received your letter of the 12th instant, concerning the 
probable amount of the sum of $13,645,250 which will remain with your bank 
after distributing a portion of the deposit to each of the banks specially des- 
ignated to receive deposits on account of proceeds of sale of the Union Pacific 

tailroad. 

In reply, you are informed that the exact amount can not now be stated. 
Eight banks in New York have been specially designated for this purpose, with 
security aggregating $22,600,000; of this amount your bank will have furnished 
$15,000,000, and, therefore, if all the banks furnish the amount for which they 
are designated, your share of the first deposit above referred to would be 444, or 
something over $9,000,000; if any of the banks fail to furnish full amount des 
ignated, the amount remaining in your bank would be proportionately greater. 

Respectfully, yours, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
PRESIDENT NATIONAL Crty BANK, New York. 

From this letter it appears that although eight banks were to 
participate in the distribution of this fund, the National City 
Bank was to receive $9,000,000 of the aggregate sum of thirteen 
and one-half millions. Mr. Gage, manifesting great interest in 

ossible disturbances of the money market, wrote the bank as 
ollows, as will be found on page 75: 

In such a case the withdrawal from general bank funds into the subtreasury 
would be about $14,000,000. If this would operate to disturb the market at all 
and you thought it advisable to furnish, say, $4,000,000 more in bonds as security 
for deposits, we could order one-half of the payment to be made on the 27th by 
K. L. & Co. deposited with you. 

That the National City Bank was anxious to take advantage of 
this deposit of $4,000,000 is shown by the fact that on December 
20 a telegram was sent to Secretary Gage stating that bonds to 
secure the amount would be deposited immediately. 

On December 20, 1897 (page 75 of the reply), Vice-President 
Hepburn wrote the following letter to Secretary Gage, in which 
he endeavored to show that the withdrawal of $1,000,000 would 
have a disturbing influence upon the market. The letter is as 
follows: 

Tue NATIONAL Crry BANK OF NEw YORK, 
New York, December 20, 1397. 

DEAR Sire: We are this morning in receipt of your letter of the 18th, say- 
ing, with reference to the absorption by the Treasury on the 27th instant of 
the next payment to be made by the Union Pacific syndicate: ‘If tnis would 
operate to disturb the market at all, and you thought it advisable to furnish 
say, $4,000,000 more in bonds as oon for deposits, we could order one half 
of the payment to be made on the 27th by K. L. & Co. deposited with you.” 
Call money is ope cent here to-day, and the indications point to an increasing 
——, While the deposits of the city are very large, the investments are 
very large also, and we are confident you will confer a favor upon the business 
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interests by leaving so much of this fund as may be where it is available for cur- 
rent uses. We therefore wired you as follows: é 

“Replying your letter 18th, this day received, we will make an additional 
deposit of United States bonds sufficient to entitle us to receive the $4,000,000 
deposit” 
which we hereby confirm. 

We have on deposit with you already $20,800,000 of United States bonds to 
secure moneys on account of the proceeds of the sale of the Union Pacific 
Railroad. The amount of moneys in our hands against said bonds is $19,883,- 
ii2.27, leaving an excess of bonds over deposits of $916,347.73. The amount of 
deposits with us, you will remember, was reduced by the certificstion of 
your checks to the amount of $900,000. Now, I desire to ask whether the de- 


FEBRUA RY 1, 









fectly willing to run off on some side street and meet him o.:.. 
at his hotel. I admit the Secretary of the Treasury ha.’ 'Y 
to do that, but what motive actuated him in making tha; ...° 
sition, and what was to be accomplished by the confe;. 
tween the Secretary of the Treasury and Mr. Morgan at ti. \y 
ton Hotel? vee ae 
The reply to the Senate resolution does not show the |e!+, 
tioned by Mr. Gage as ‘‘ yours of the 20th instant "—tha;: 
the breaks in this correspondence—nor does it show Mr. 


T Men. 


Mar 


posit of $3,100,000 additional United States bonds would be eufficient to enti- 
tle us to receive the $4,000,000 of deposits, or do you want a deposit of the full 
amount of $4,000,000 of United States bonds in order to entitle us to receive 
this $4,000,000 additional deposit? In any event, we will deposit bonds enough 
to cover the $4,000,000, but naturally prefer the lesser amount if the same is 


permissible. 
Very respectfully, A. B. HEPBURN, 
Vice-President. 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Not satisfied with the arrangements which could be made by 
letter and telephonic and telegraphic correspondence, President 
Stillman evidently wanted a personal conference with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as the following letter from Mr. Gage, dated 
December 21, 1897, would indicate (pages 76 and 77 of the reply): 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 21, 1897. 










ti 
braska yield? trom Ne. 


when the Secretary of the Treasury states that there wa 
conference? 


sony to Mr. Gage’s reyuest for a conference with him ij) p)3. 
de ; 

by Mr. Gage show what understanding or agreement w.. ».., i 
at at that conference. iia 


hia; neither does the correspondence submitted to). ¢....” 


Throughout the entire correspondence between the ¢ 


the Treasury and—— 


Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask Lin, »,.,,., 
ion? a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fpo, 


Mr. ALLEN. Ido. 
Mr. SPOONER. Why does the Senator make that «a: 


Mr. ALLEN. I will come to that in a moment, whey | .., 
to analyze the Secretary's second vaaly = 

Throughout the entire correspondence between the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the officials of the National City Bank {),.., 
is a tone of familiarity which is totally lacking in the commy);. 
cations with the officials of the Hanover National Bank an) 
that familiarity of address, Mr. President, which, in my jy,,. 
ment, is not proper in official correspondence, such as ‘ My dear 
Mr. Secre »” “My dear Mr. Gage,” “Dear Mr. Secretary» 
and “ Dear Mr. Gage, | repeated and very frequently used by \\; 
Stillman, the president of this bank, by Vice-President Hepburn 
of the same institution, and by the Secretary of the Treasury 

It may be said that this is hypercritical, that it is a sinall thing 
to talk about; but I submit that such expressions have no place i, 
the official correspondence between a man who is handling yore 
money than any other man living and the institutions with whic) 
he is transacting business. They are proper in social life between 
friends, but they are improper in official correspondence. It on|y 
goes to show the familiarity existing between the officials of thi 


My Dear Sir: Ihave yours of the 20th instant, and note your suggestion as 
to a conference with Mr. Morgan in relation to the Treasury deposits in the 
national bank depositaries of New York. 

Right there I want tosay that the Secretary of the Treasury did 
not furnish that letter in the first correspondence submitted by 
him. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Not in the first, but he did in the second. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think he did in the second. 

You are being advised to-day, officially, that if you make the n de- 
posits of bonds, one-half of the next payment of the Union Pacific road will be 
deposited with your bank, while the other half, which will he deposited with 
the subtreasury, will be Ft back into the street again as quickly as possible 
through the ——- of drafts given in payment of the Government-aid 
bonds to the Union Pacific road. 

Mr. President, I stop to inquire why the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury proposed to permit one-half of this tremendous sum of money 
to rest in the coffers of the National City Bank undisturbed, while 
he was to draw on the other half deposited in other banks and put 
that money “‘ back into the street again as quickly as possible;” 



















why he did not put it all back in the street? bank and the Treasury Department of the United States, ani it ig 
There is not much reason to suppose any further transfers will be ordered | important in that respect. 
from the national bank depositaries to the subtreasury before January 1. will insert, without stopping to read it, the letter of Mr, still. 
However, I would like to confer with you or with Mr. Morgan on the general | »,4n to Mr. G dated New York December 23, 1897 ere, 
subject, though J think the presence of the latter gentleman here d, per- : , . _— 
haps, be more disturbing than on order on the Senko % transfer all if their The letter referred to is as follows: 
money to the subtreasury. at is, however, a matter for you to consider. THe NATION Ten 
I suppose the presence of Mr. Morgan in the city of Washing- oT Paes aeons i 
ton in consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury, according New York, Decemi» 
to his judgment as expressed in this letter, would subject them , ¥y Deas a eet feel ad T onah, | ee. to explain a little 
to some suspicion, if not produce a monetary panic; at least he | ™ °° a¢ soug. ey my See saterview mentioned in 
. ; . letter of recen , and what th f opi here seems to be 
wanted to guard against the effect of having Mr. Morgan in con- with eon ae A ee ey SEs emocial deposits with 
sultation with him in Washington. banks on account of the proceeds of the Union Pacific Railroad. 


_ COCKRELL. For fear it might endanger the gold stand- 
ara, 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. However that may be, he did not seem 
to be settled -—— 

Mr. SPOONER, What was the observation of the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Secre of the Treasury feared it 
would create a condition that would endanger the gold standard 
if Mr. Morgan should come down here to confer with him; that 
it might create a suspicion in the stock market that the gold 
standard was in a shaky condition. 

Mr. ALLEN. The letter continues: 

However that may be, I now advise that I shall go to Philadelphia on 
Thursday morning, arriving there at 12.54. 

They are going to meet at some other place. 


I go as the guest of the Bank of North America, the directors of which are 
giving a small dinner at 2 o'clock in the afternoon of that day. On an inti- 
mation from you that you or Mr. M n, or any other you 
name, would like to confer with me t : Twill, to Walton and meet him 
at fifteen minutes past 1. Please let me know by wire affirmatively or 
tively 2 % is, as it may otherwise interfere with the libegty I would enter 

n Philadelphia. 


Very truly, yours, 


L. J. 
Mr. James STILLMAN, > Aa. 


The National City Bank, New York City. 

The Secretary of the Treasury did not want to meet Mr. Mor- 
gan in Washington for some reason undisclosed by his letter, 
saying that his presence here might create a greater disturbance 
than an order on the banks transferring the money to the sub- 
treasury; but he sought an interview with Mr. Morgan at the 
Walton Hotel in P elphia shortly after that, and even in 
Philadelphia he did not want to be seen in company with Mr. 
Morgan at the small dinner that was to be given to him by the 
directors of the North American Bank. He was, however, per- 


tlemen whom may 


After the needs of the Government are supplied—which, of corse. are 
ount to all other considerations—it is, in the opinion of leading finan 
ciers, very desirable that as much of the Union Pacific money !» ‘eft in 
banks here, where it will be available for commercial uses, as is jssil'e. A 
of the securities of the reo Union Pacific Railroad must be absorbe 
and assimilated by the public, and at the same time the New York (entra! 
Lake ——. - ee heap ern Seton o and Rock Island, and other 
roper seeking a refunding of their obligations upon a very low interes 
Pasta. The success of these reo tion plans will be to place those pr 
erties on a firmer financial f , with fixed charges materially reduced 
Pm: the distrust of American enayete : wing out of uncertainties 
attending our currency system, and fear o' ly going upon asilver 
coupled, perhaps, with some additional distrust on account of irritat 
ing out of our fo: relations, it is impossible, at the present tim: 
these low-rate bonds in the hands of foreigners. They must be als: 
our own people. The best evidence of our wealth as a nation and 










long-time, low-rate : npr 
tant way, redounds to the benefit of the general public and is an un juste 
indorsement of public credit. It would,it seems to me, go further (lan any- 

the revision of our currency system, to vindicate our credit 


ith a uniform rate of interest, undis' 
is indispensable to the suecess!it! sc 
Socicen to impress upon you these vie gms 4 an interview wit 
usi ws, whic e@ regular cou! 
ness, are — ~" ea y before us, but which, however, owing ©! 
a — cn y, perhaps, not have impressed theube.ye 


as strongly upon your . al 

The leading finan interests in this city are working earnestly «0:2 
ere ie above results, and, well knowing your preaisys" 
to aid, within all proper limits, we wished to place before you the suv. 
the same light which we, through daily business contact with these matt 
see it. oe ve me, 





JAS. STILLMAN. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
When the Secre of the Treasury notified the National City 
Bank, April 7, a 91 of the reply), that it would draw . 
drafts for $350,000, Union Pacific funds, upoa the bank, Mr. 4. » 
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epburn wrote the following remarkable letter to Mr. Gage (page 


91 of the reply): THE NATIONAL City BANK, 
New York, April 8, 1898. 
Dear Str: We are in receipt of your communication, and note that you 
have drawn six drafts on us for each— 
It should be $350,000, as shown in the subsequent correspond- 
ence— 


which will be presented on alternate days by the assistant secretary here. 


ie re it withdrawn in this quiet way and are obliged to you for 
es ayl We deem it important for the interests of the whole 
taking that the New York banks, in their aggregate statement through the 
Coun TY ouse, which is made once a week and telegraphed all over the country, 
clearing v's strongly as possible in the point of reserve. In addition to ae per. 
she el D terests we naturally have in this matter, we think it militates largely in 
soe of commercial interests of the country as a whole. We very much hope 
oe will see your way clear to leave the remainder of this Union Pacific deposit 


with us until July. 
7 stfully, A. B. HEPBURN, 
ae . Vice-President. 


Bee, Ly 7 3 | oy Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Hepburn wanted the Secretary of the Treasury to enter 
into a conspiracy with him to give the country a false impression 
of the reserve in the national banks in New York. 

Mr, SPOONER. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. ALLEN. The letter of April 8, 1898. 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page? at 
. Mr. ALLEN. On page 91. ere he invites the Secretary of 
the Treasury of this great Government of onrs to give a false im- 
pression to the people of the country, to the country banks, to the 
farming and manufacturing interests of the country, that there 
was more money in reserve in the national banks in New York 
than was really there. 

Mr. President, would ee not suppose that ought to have called 
forth arebukefrom the Secretary of the Treasury? Ought he not 
to have rebuked this man for inviting him into a conspiracy of 
that kind? Yet this correspondence fails to disclose a rebuke for 
this invitation, even in the mildest form. On the other hand, I 
think it clearly appears from the letter of April 11 that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at least acquiesced in the proposition. That 
compliance with this demand was intended by Secretary Gage is 
confirmed by the following letter from him to the vice-president 
of the National City Bank (page 92 of the reply): 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
ashington, April 11, 1898. 


Sir: I have to ockaowtates Ge receipt of _—— letter of the 8th instant, in 
which is expressed a wish tthe remainder of the ton account of 
purchase of the Union Pacific be allowed to be held by the special 
Gepository banks in New York City until July, and to inform you that due 
notice will be given you as to time and amount of the proposed withdrawals 
should any be required before the time mentioned in your letter. 


Respectfully, yours, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 

VICE-PRESIDENT NATIONAL CrTy BANK, 

New York City. 

There is a request to furnish the country with false information, 
and an acquiescence in that request. I do not know that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is 80 much to blame for that, for it seems 
; to have been the practice for the last twenty-five or th years, 
N if the reports from the Treasury Department are to be believed. 

Mr. rates May I call the attention of the Senator to a 
Inisprint’ 

r. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
. Mr. ALLISON. There is a misprint in one of the letters from 
; which the Senator has read on page 91, the letter of Mr. Hepburn. 
iF Mr. ALLEN. Of April 11? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; of April 8, where there isamisprint. In- 
stead of $350, as it there ap , the amount should be $350,000. 





Mr. ALLEN, Yes, sir, . : 
when I read that iene = mentioned ae should be $350,000 
Mr. ALLISON, Very well. I did not hear the Senator. 


— ALLEN. It is only a small omission of a part of the type. 
[r. President, the National City Bank was not satisfied with 
getting funds of the Union Pacific Railroad, some $58,000,000, and 
—c unds, but as soon as we got into war with Spain and be 
to have peculiar commercial and military relations with the Phil- 
‘ppine Islands, that moment this bank sought to get control of the 
tae. that was to be disbursed in the Philip ine Islands. 
| wit 4~ want, Mr. President, to refer to the teen scene 
7 but it took place here y morning, and I shall not do so; 
a os is said that many of the greatest truths of science have been 
oa aoe by accident, and capectally in the medical world, and 
tac of ht iy pope be seed Senate it 
proper ato: rigor, as it 
Hor — through torial circles here yesterday morning. 
tuibeten bank is out for funds which were to be dis- 
tte in the Philippine , a3 shown by the oneeotnee 
a Secretary about that matter. I read the letter of Mr. Still- 
© of the Treasury of June 2, 1898, 


Mr. SPOONER. what is it found? 
eT These two letters are found on pages 94, 95, 


eS! 


is 
B, 
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more or less financial business to transact with « 
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Tuk NATIONAL Crry BANK oF New Yorx, 
PRESIDENT’'S OFFICR, 
New York, June #, 1898 
My Dear Mr. Secretary: I presume that the Government will have 
ur new “colony.” 
it seems to me that as we are a national bank and have the very best cx 





n 


nections in the Philippine Islands it would be proper for the Government to 
transact this business through u Our correspondents are the Hongkong 
and Shanghai Banking Corporation, with whom we are very intimate and 
who have done business with us for years. Mr. Townsend, their agent here, 


has resided many years in the East,and he informs me that he has already 


addressed you upon this subject, but realizes that as his corporation is a for- 
eign one the business would naturally be done through an American bank 
have outlined the matter in detail to Mr. Hepburn, and he will write 
you fully respecting same; and if you conclude that it is to the interests of 
the Government to transact this business through us, we should be pleased 


toserve you. What I would suggest would be that the Government simply 


have an account at this bank, and that the forwarding and receiving of 
ay between this country and the Philippines would be attended to by us. 
am, yours, respectfully, 
JAS. STILLMAN. 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE. 


Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit a ques- 
tion at this point? 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly will. 

Mr. CARTER. About the time the troops were to be forwarded 
to the island of Luzon I happened to be in the office of the Pay- 
master-General of the Army, and upon inquiry there found that 
the Paymaster-General was wholly without facilities of a bank- 
ing character except through London for securing the payment of 
troops in the Philippine Islands. I should like to know if the Sen- 
ator regards the effort of the Government, in the presence of that 
state of facts, as being improper insecuring American banking con- 
nections whereby our soldiers and sailors serving in that distant 
country might paid in American money through American 
banks without the ruinous discounts they were compelled to 
suffer in the island of Luzon because of the payment through 
London. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the law of pleading that would be regarded 
as a departure, and I do not think it proper at this time 

Mr. SPOONER. Not a departure from the proof, but a de- 
parture from the Senator's speech. 

Mr. ALLEN. A departure from the proof; and a departure in 
pleading is always fatal, as the Senator well knows. 

Mr. CARTER. I make that statement of fact and ask the Sen- 
ator’s opinion of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to have the Senator inject any 
little arrows in my speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. I take it back. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not speaking of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. I am speaking of the Senator from Montana. I do not pro- 
pose that he shall divert me from the course I think I ought to 
pursue. At another time, when it is germane to the discussion, I 
will be glad to answer the Senator fully. It is not germane to 
this discussion. 

Mr. CARTER, I understand the Senator's criticism to be di- 
rected against the effort of the Government of the United States, 
and the banks organized under it, to perfect banking facilities 
for the transfer of money from New York and Washington to 
Luzon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator excuse me for a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me answer the Senator from Montana. If 
the Senator understands that, he is in error,as he is in many other 
things. I have made no comment upon it thus far. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska, I will say to the 
Senator from Montana, is now endeavoring to show that an 
American bank was trying to get this business, not that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was giving it to it. 

Mr. CARTER. That was the reprehensible action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That an American bank was suggesting rea- 
sons why it should be employed in this business. 

Mr. CARTER. Rather than the banks of London? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Rather than the banks of London. 

Mr. CARTER. A very reprehensible action. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Nebraska desires to enter a 
denial to the conclusions of both Senators. He will be his own 
interpreter of what he wants to say. 

Tue NATIONAL Crry BANK on Baw. Yor«, 
ew k, June 2, 1 

Dear Srp: It is becoming apparent that the business of the United States 
Treasury with the Philippine Islands in future must be very considerable, 
not alone to maintain the military and naval establishment, but the civil gov 
ernment about to be inaugurated. We respectfully apply for the position of 
fiscal agents, confident that we can afford you every facility in the conduct 
of your business upon the most favorable terms. 

I may stop here long enough to direct attention to the fact that 
this was long after Mr. Hepburn had appealed to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to favor his bank with deposits on account of 
the contribution of its stockholder to the Republican campaign 
fund of 1896. 

Now, along the line with his constant appeals for favoritism to 


9, 


or 
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his bank, not satisfied with the tremendous sum of money the 
Secretary of the Treasury had put in that bank and suffered them 
to use in their private business without a farthing of compensa- 
tion to the Government, he appeals to his friend in the Treasu  De- 
partment, on the score of the assistance given the Republican 
party in 1896, to give them this em business. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Whereis that? here does that part appear? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the conclusion the Senator from Ne- 
braska comes to, and not the conclusion of the Senator from Mon- 
tana or the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is notin the letters. 
side of the letters. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a logical deduction, exactly. 

Mr. CARTER. Made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; it is just as logical a deduc- 
tion as it is to say that 2 and 2 make 4. You may undertake to 
bully this matter down if you want to. You may stand here to 
defend this man or these men and this bank if youwantto. You 
may undertake to inject into the body of my remarks diverting 

uestions, but I say to you gentlemen you will never be able to 
deceive the American people into the belief that there was not an 
undue intimacy between the Treasury Department of the United 
States and the National City Bank of New York. I do not blame 
you for feeling sensitive about it whenever one of these letters is 
read. Youcan not laugh it down nor sneer it down. It stands 
there as part of the permanent records of the country. I know it 
hurts, too. 

The Hongkong and Shanghai Banking Corporation does its New York 
business through us, and our relations with them are very close. They are, 
by consensus of opinion, the strongest and best equipped banking institution 
for the transaction of eastern business. I inclose their semiannual report. 
They have long been established at Manila and Doilo and are do the major 
art of the banking business at those points. The Chartered Bank of India, 
Pond yn, and China, and a branch of the Bank of Spain, I believe, are the only 
other banking institutions at Manila. 

The Hongkong and Shanghai Banking Corporation have for many years 
represented the British Government in the East, making payments for the 
diplomatic, consular, naval, and military service, and rendering accounts 


thaneter mt a the amount of which, when approved, was placed to their 
credit in London. 

We would be glad to open upon our books with you a Manila or colonial 
account, and will transmit funds to and from Manila or other eastern points 
without inconvenience to yourselves and upon most favorable terms. We 
can arrange for the cashing of drafts upon London, New York, or Wash- 
ington, drawn by anyone whom you may designate. We arevery anxious to 
make this connection, and will gladly go to Washington for a personal inter- 
view in case it should be desired. 

A. B. HEPBURN 


Very truly, yours, 
ice-President. 


It is a conclusion out- 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Why could not the Government of the United States itself, or 
the Secretary of the Treasury, make that arrangement instead of 
turning it over to this institution? 

Mr. SPOONER. From what letter did the Senator from Ne- 
braska read just now? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the letter of June 2, 1898, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Found on page 94. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the Hepburn letter? 

Mr. ALLEN. Thatis one of the Hepburn letters. 
numerous, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is one of them? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. The Hepburn letters are likethe leaves 
of Vallombrosa. 

This is the response of Mr. Vanderlip: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 8, 1898. 

Sir: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 24 instant and 
of one from Mr. Hepburn, vice-president, same date, both con 
designation of your bank as a fiscal agent for the transaction of Government 
business relating to the Philippine Islands. 

It is not understood that any special designation, as above mentioned, is 
necessary. United States Sane officers of the Arm 
tioned at the Philippine Islands may from time to time n 
on London or elsewhere in order to obtain cash to make current disburse- 
ments, and upon receipt of notice from the Secretary of War or Navy that a 
letter of credit is needed this Department will endeavor to procure it at the 
best rate obtainable, payment therefor or of any portion of it to be made 
upon receipt by this office of the draft drawn by the United States disburs- 


ing officer against it. 
Respectfully, yours, F. A. VANDERLIE, 
Assistant Secretary. 


They are 


PRESIDENT NATIONAL aay + — 
Vew yorr, iV. . 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator find anything in that letter 
to criticise? 

Mr, ALLEN. Can I find anything to criticise? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not find anything in it to criticise, but 1 find 
in it a very important fact, that the Assistant a the 
Treasury himself realized that the request on the part of Hepburn 
or Stillman and Hepburn was an unusual request, and that the 
arrangement would be an unusual arrangement; that it was a 
request which onght not to be made, and that an arrangement of 
that kind ought not to be made. It is to the credit of Mr. Van- 
derlip that he put an end to the transaction there in that letter, 


FEBRUARY 1, 


— 


pburn to y- 
he same ir, 


_I will insert, without reading, the letter of Mr. He 
Vanderlip of June 9, 1898. Senators will find it on ¢ 
Mr. SPOONER. 96. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
THE NATIONAL City BANK or New y 
New York, Ju: ; 

Dear Str: We are in receipt of your letter of June & ren)+i.. 
munications from this bank with reference to its being design; to 
agent for the transaction of Govermment business in the far F'a.; , 

our comment that the United States disbursing officers of th. A. 
Navy may from time to time need letters of credit on London anj 1.) e4 
in order to obtain cash to make current disbursements, ete. were 
pared to issue such letters without limit as to the amount, and {));..... 
connection with the Hongkong and Shanghai ing Corporation. 
branches in the East, we can insure the cashing of such lett...” 
ta Voshall be ve lad of th tunity, foreshad 

e v of the opportunity, fo lowed in vonr Ini 
competing for oadh fetters of credit as the needs of the War a 1 dette 
partments require thesame. With many thanks for your courtes> - 
ong of our anxiety to serve you at all times, we are, 
ery respectfully, yours, 
A. B. HEPBURN, Pwsis,.; 
Hon. F. A. VANDERLIP, , — 
Assistant Treasurer, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, as tending to show that the reply 
of the Secretary to the resolution of January 4 was not fn]|_ | );. 
sire toread Mr. Stillman’s letter to Mr. Gage of September 13) 19. 
The famous Hepburn letter, to which much reference hag }yoo, 
made in the press of the country, was dated June 5, 1497. ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what e is it? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is printed upon page 70, I think- possibly 
60—of this report, and the letter of September 13, I think. occurs 
on page 102. There was a hiatus of almost four months betwee, 
the two letters. 


page, 


sy, and 


THE NATIONAL City BANK oF NEw Yonkx. 
PRESIDENT’S Orricy 
New York, September | J ) 
My DEAR Mr. Secretary: Acting upon Mr. Hepburn’s report to me of i 
interview he had with you last Saturday— "™ 


I want to know what that interview was. In this last report 
the Secretary says that nothing took place, that there was no cor. 
respondence within that time, and he knows of no intervioy, 
Yet in that letter of September 13 Mr. Stillman calls attention ¢) 
the fact of an interview between Mr. Hepburn and the Secretary 
of the Treasury between those dates. 5 

I take pleasure in advising that_ we have secured $3,000,000 United States 
bonds and expect to obtain an additional amount, which we will lod t 
the Treasury t as nen | for Government deposits, whi 
trust you may be able to favor us with at an early date. 

Assuring you of our earnest desire to afford you every possible assistance 
in your efforts to relieve the financial situation, I am, 


Yours, very truly, 
= e JAS. STILLMAN, President, 
Hon. LyMAn J, GAGB, 
Washington, D. C. 

That Mr. Gage had the undivided support of the great finan- 
ciers of New York is shown by a letter written by Mr. Stillman 
to him, on page 105 of this document. This letter indicates that 
Mr. Stillman and the National City Bank officials were regarded 
as the official representatives of the Treasury Department in New 
York City. It is as follows: 


Tue NATIONAL Crry BANK or New Yonk. 
New York, November 16, 1998. 
Dar Mr. SeorEerary: I wish to congratulate you upon the beneficial 
result which has already been “produced by the wise action which yon havo 
taken in offering to buy a sufficient amount of United States bonds to pre- 
vent any severe stringency in our money market. 
Wi the last few days there has been a growing feeling of uncasiness as 
it became more and difficult to borro upon time. This wneasi- 
that has been somehow cr 
inistra | ay — ramones —_ tin th 
> wha 0 Administration & 
f + a restored and it is not material whe r your offer is largely 
The only adverse criticisms that I have heard have been on thie part of the 
rmnoney lenders dealing in comparatively small amounts, who can see nots 
beyond getting high rates of interest for mselves. , ; 
Among the prominent men whom I have met to-day approval is unsinte:, 
and Messrs. Morgan & Co. Paes com oes me to convey to you their 
preciation of your action. lieve me, 
Yours, respectfully, 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. y ; 
I su that refers to the kind-hearted action of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in going to the relief of the money market of Ner 
York a few months , and the opinion seems to have grow! ") 
not only in this Chamber—— ‘ind 
Mr. ALLISON. This letter is dated 1898. It could not refer 
that matter. * 


Mr. ALLEN. ay well. - : 
ere may be a mistake, however, in the (aie 


JAS. STILLMAN. 


Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be a mistake in the date. _ 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a subsequent letter of 189°. I 

Mr. ALLEN. The opinion seems to have grown up, #0"! 
think it is accepted without dissent on the other side of the (>! 
ber, that every time the money market of New York is distur) 
2 the stock brokers and gam it is the duty of the Tree? 

the United States to go to their relief. Whenever they 5? 
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1900. 


_—_ 


to precipitate a panic they call upon the Treasury of the United 


States for money to relieve them of the situation. 


. asury Department go to the relief of any other 
Does, the Tr Who cot thet men who precipitate these candeat 
They do not represent the substantial business interests of New 
York or other cities or other localities. They are properly de- 
‘ominated as the gamblers of Wall street and the financial cen- 
ee Every time they undertake to rect itate a 

ustily to the 
Treasury Department to come to their assistance, and it would 


class of people? 


s of the country. ; ; 
ous or disturbance for their own interest they call 


soem that Mr. Gage has gone to their relief in every instance. 


Would it not be more in consonance with the propriety of things 
ere is not an 
instance in all the history of this country—not one under Repub- 
lican rule or any other rule, for that matter—where the Treasury 


for the industrial interests to be assisted some? 


Department has gone to the assistance of the agricultural inter- 
ccts of the country. Italways goes to the assistance of the banks, 


and by the use of Government money in large quantities the banks 


are able to make millions and millions of dollars. 


Mr. President, after having secured the greater portion of the 


Union Pacific fund as & deposit, and as it was fast disappearing, 
the National City Bank learned of the payment soon to be made 
on account of the Central Pacific Railroad. Here, again, fr 
telephonic communication was resorted to by Mr. Gage and Mr. 
Stillman. 
follows (page 115): 
THe NATIONAL CrTy BANK, PRESIDENT’s OFFICE, 
New York, February 20, 1899. 

2AR Mr. Secretary: If you think it is expedient to leaveany of the 

m rhe said by the Central Pacific Railroad to the Government on 


deposit with the banks, we respectfully apply for such deposits and tender you 
our services in the matter. 


As you know, we are ready to furnish a large amount of United States 
Government bonds to secure any deposit which you may deem advisable for the 


Government to have with us. 
Iam, yours, respectfully, JAS. STILLMAN. 
President. 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, ‘ 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. Gage said: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 25, 1899. 

Dear Mr. StruuMAN: It is probable that by the 15th of March the Treas- 
ury Department will realize an advance payment of $12,000,000 or thereabouts 
on account of the Central Pacific Railway. If the Department acted without 
regard to any consideration except its own convenience it would uire the 
payment to be made at the subtreasury at New York in one sum. is, how- 
ever, might be a considerable contribution from the reserves in one day, and, in 
view of your suggestion that co would qualify to take any deposits on that 
account that the Department might see fit to make with you, J now write to 
inquire whether you would be disposed to put up the bonds required and accept 
the deposit with the understanding that it should be in quite frequent install- 
ments, covering, perhaps, a period of thirty days, all told, transferred by you 
to the subtreasury. If d the day, on are of this, you can find it con- 
venient to call me up on the telephone, we can talk it over. 


I note your letter of the 24th regarding gold certificates. 


Very truly, yours, 
LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Mr. James STILLMAN, 


President National City Bank, New York. 


That letter stamps as inaccurate the statement of the Secretary 


of the Treasury that there was no telephonic communication be- 
tween these two persons, 


The letter of the 24th of February, 1899, referred to by Mr. 
Gage, is absent from this co ndence. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. hat is that? 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Gage, in his letter of February 25, 1899, re- 
fers to a letter in this latter clause: 

I note your letter of the 24th regarding gold certificates. 

That letter is absent from the correspondence and does not even 
appear in the corrected report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
received here a day or two ago. 

Although Mr. Gage in his letter to Mr. Stillman suggested that 
the money would remain about thirty days, after me onic com- 
neni with Mr. Stillman the timo limit was ra to sixty 

ys, as is shown in the following letter (page 116): 

Tue NATIONAL City BANK, 
New York, February 27, 1399. 
tien; Beteeving to your valued favor of the 25th instant and our conversa- 
the Sounee a at ernoon relative to the moneys to be received by 
ific Railway — a t the —— March on account of the Central 
US, say, $00,000 oF rm our understan ing that you will place with 


money,the same to re with us for about sizt 
tras eninat which we are to deposit the necessary bonds wide the assistant 


rene you of our PEreaiation of your action in the matter, and of our 
Jam, y, yours, JAS. STILLMAN, 
Hon. Ly 3. Gace, President. 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to Mr. Stillman of 


February 27, 1899, indicates tha i 
’ , t the money deposited was to be 
weal ton vig te Subtreasury in installments of $1,000,000 at inter- 


to read it. ys each, and I shall ask to publish it without stopping 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator ought to read what the 
Secretary said in reply to this letter. — 
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Mr. ALLEN. It will appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will put the whole letter in? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly: the whole letter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to have the Senator from Rhode 
Island think that I would intentionally leave out anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not make that suggestion. — ; 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Secretary has a defense, I am perfectly 
willing that it shall be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Rhode Island did not under- 
stand the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand what the Senator said. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 27, 1399 

DEAR Str: I have yours of the 27th, written in pursuance of our conversa- 
tion over the telephone relative to your qualifying for an increased deposit 
on account of payments to be made on accountof the Central Pa 
You say: 

“I beg to confirm our understanding that you will place with us, 
$5,000,000 of this money, the same to remain with us for about sixty days 

It is best that we should have no misunderstanding. Any moneys depos- 
ited with you, or with any other depository, will always be subject to the 
immediate demand of the Government, although it may be fairly assumed 
that unexpected or unreasonable requisitions will not be made. I meant to 
have you understand over the telephone that, in the ordinary course of busi- 
ness, if ro qualified to receive the sum of $6,000,000 out of the probable §l2,- 
000,000 that will be deposited about the 10th of March, it would meet the con- 
venience and requirements of the Department if you transferred this sum to 
the subtreasury in installments during the next sixty days succeeding to the 
deposit, and if you take the Sepeen our probable orders will be to make 
transfer in sums of $1,000,000 each about ten days apart, which would carry 
the final transfer to sixty days hence. 

Neither must it be inferred by you that this deposit, if made, will affoct at 
all the balance now in your hands due to the Treasurer of the United States, 
as it is not unlikely that transfers may be ordered from time to time into the 
Treasury from depository banks now holding the sum of $80,000,000 of the pub- 
lic moneys. If such should be the case, requisitions will be made upon you 
against the balance you now have in hand, quite independent of the $6,000,000, 
which is the subject of our present correspondence. 

Very truly, yours, 


iflc Railway 


say, 


LYMAN J. GAGE. 

Mr. JAMES STILLMAN, 

President The National City Bank, New York City. 

Mr. ALLEN. After one deposit, as instructed, in the National 
City Bank, Mr. Stillman wrote Secretary Gage complaining about 
the money market. In this letter it was admitted that the bank 
in using money had to “force a liquidation in highly speculative 
stocks,” an admission to Secretary Gage that he was using Govern- 
ment funds to ‘‘rig” the stock market; and in order that he might 
continue he asked for permission to defer the $1,000,000 payments 
on the Central Pacific for one week each. Despite his own state- 
ment that he had been successful in causing a decline in stocks, 
Mr. Stillman requested the Secretary of the Treasury for more 
time to make his own payments. The letter isa most remarkable 
one, and should have called forth a rebuke from Mr. Gage, but 
the correspondence fails to show that one was sent him, {tis in 
the following language—— 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page? 

Mr, ALLEN, On page 118. It is as follows: 

THe NATIONAL City BANK or New York, 
PRESIDENT’S OFFICE, 
New York, April 8, 1899. 

My Dear Mr. Secretary: As you have doubtless noticed in the press, the 
money market here has been quite unsettled during the latter part of the 
week. We have loaned very liberally in order to allay apprehension, but at 
such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in highly speculative securities. 
1 think this has been accomplished, and the declines which have taken place will 
have a wholesome check. 

Now, Mr. President, there is an open confession upon the part 
of the president of this bank that the money of the United States 
deposited there was used by the bank for the purpose of raising 
the rate of interest and causing a liquidation in the stock market. 
Instead of allaying the panic, it was used for the purpose of pre- 
cipitating a panic and a liquidation of what Mr. Stillman sees 
fit to call *‘ highly speculative securities.” ‘The money of the peo- 
ple of the United States, of the taxpayers of the country all over 
this country, was put by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
hands of a political friend, or the bank of a political friend, to be 
used by that bank to control the markets of the city of New York, 
and incidentally the markets of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That letter was brief. Will the Senator 
read it once more? I did not catch it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not yet read it all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Senator read it, commencing at the beginning? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. The letter is as follows: 

My DEAR Mr. SECRETARY: As you have doubtless noticed in the press, the 
money market here has been quite unsettled during the latter part of the 
week. We have loaned yery liberally in order to allay apprehension, but at 
such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in highly speculative securi- 


ties. Ithink this has been accomplished, and the declines which have taken 
place will haye a wholesome check. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


Will the 


That should be “‘ effect,” I think, 


Mr. ALLEN. It would mean either. It might read “whole 


some effect,” probably, but it says ‘‘ check ”—c-h-e-c-k, 
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This uneasy feeling, however, will probably not subside for some few days 
yet, and as there are several large payments to be made next week, notabl 
some $8,000,000 on Monday, the 10th, on the Chicago and Alton business, 
think it would tend to help matters it you can see your way to deferring the 
payments which we are to make on account of Central Pacific moneys for one 
week each. I trust this will meet with your approval and that you will ad- 
vise me either to-morrow or on Monday morning by wire of your decision in 
the matter. 


l inclose the weekly statement of the associated banks of this city. Our 


own position to-night are call loans on Wall street of $55,101,000 and cash in 
our vaults $31,698,000, 
lam, yours, very truly, 
JAS. STILLMAN. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGR, 
Washington, D. C. 


The reply of Secretary Gage to the request of Mr. Stillman to 
be notified of his decision in the matter by telegraph does not ap- 
ps in the record, but Assistant Treasurer Jordan sent the fol- 

owing letter to Secretary Gage regarding the matter (page 120 of 
the reply): 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATEs, 
New York, N. Y., April 10, 1899. 

Srr: I have the honor to inform you that a SS Srom you post, ing 
the payment of installment of $1,000,000, due to-day on account of Central 
Pacific deposit, was this day exhibited to me by Mr. Whitson, cashier of the 
Nationai City Bank. Iam without direction from your office on the subject. 


Very respectfully, 
Oo. N. JORDAN, 
Assistant Treasurer United States. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


This indicates that Secretary Gage ignored Mr. Jordan, to whom 
the payments should have been made, but did notify the bank. 
The telegram addressed to Mr. Whitson does not appear in the 
oenenaes. ; 


I call attention in this connection to the following letter of Mr. 
Stillman (page 120 of the reply): 


THe NATIONAL CrTyY BANK OF NEW YORK, 
PRESIDENT’S OFFICE, 
New York, April 10, 1899. 

Dear Str: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram of this date, 
in reply to my letter of the 8th instant to the Secretary, reading: ‘* Postpone 
transfers until further advice.” 

My object in writing the Secretary was simply to postpone - unneces- 
oory drains upon our money market while it was in such a sensitive condi- 

ion. 


The tone of the market has been much better to-day, and I thank you and 
the Secretary for the consideration which you have given the suggestion con- 
cnines in my letter of arene: Ja8. 8 waN 

am, yours, very truly, . STILL 
President. 


Hon. F. A. VANDERLIP, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 


And the following letter of Mr. Stillman in reply: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1899. 
Srr: You are hereby instructed to deposit with the assistant treasurer of 
the United States in your city, asa “transfer of funds,” the sum of $500,000 
on Friday, 14th instant, and continue to deposit a similar amount from funds 


to credit of the Treasurer of the United States each Thursday thereafter un- 
til further advised. 

The assistant treasurer will be authorized to allow you to withdraw a cor- 
reeponding amount of pn 9 Comme a upon receipt of each deposit on account 
of “transfer of funds,” and tment instructions to your bank, dated 
March 2, 1899, concerning t ers of $1,000,000 at intervals of ten days, are 


neoehy revoked. 
espectfully, yours, F. A. VANDERLIP, 
Assistant Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT NATIONAL CrTy BANK, 

New York City. 

The $1,000,000 payments, which were to have been made every 
ten days, was on April 12, 1899, reduced to payments of $500,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To be made weekly? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Weekly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weekly payments, and on July 6, 1899 (page 
122 *< the reply), the transfer of these sums was ordered discon- 
tinued, 

The National City Bank’s success in obtaining favors from the 
Treasury Department emboldened them to ask for the post-office 
funds in New York City. In this they met one of their first de- 
feats. First Assistant Postmaster-General Heath, a heavy stock- 
holder in the Seventh National of New York, as is said, was in- 
strumental in bringing about this defeat. Mr. Stillman requested 
Mr. Gage (page 124 of the reply), in a letter of December 19, 1899, 
for this deposit: 

THe NATIONAL City BANK or New York, 
PRESIDENT’S OFFICE, 
New York, December 19, 1899. 

My DEAR Mr. Secretary: If, in view of recent events, it be found expe- 
dient to make a change in the depository of the post-office funds, or that of 
any of the other Government departments in this city, I would be pleased to 
have this bank considered in regard to receiving one of the accounts, and 
would very greatly appreciate anything that you may be able to doin our 


Thanking you in advance for your kind offices, I am, 
Yours, very truly, 
JAS. STILLMAN. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Washington, D. C. 
I deg to offer my congratulations on the result of your increasing the Gov- 
ernment deposits in the national banks. ae 


relation existing between these two gentlemen and betw 











FEBRUARY 1. 


—_—_— 


Mr. President, this congratulation is important as show, «, 
National City Bank and the Treasury Department of tho | ; — 
States. es 
The senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT] was ay yo9) 
to by the National City Bank to assist them in securin. .). °° 
office funds, and he wrote Mr. Gage the following letter .y |), 
cember 22, 1899 (page 127 of the reply): ere 


New York, Decem/ 

My DgeAR MR. SECRETARY: Kindly read attached letter from »;. ;.. 
Stillman, the president of the National City Bank, which is self-¢. ;, .,,..°"°3 
It is unnecessary for me to say that it wo be very gratifying t. »,. .. 
wishes could be respected. You know, without my mentioning it, })5\, »./).'4 
and important a banking institution the National City Bank j, |). 
pleased to hear from you at your convenience regarding the matter,  ‘* “ 

Yours, truly, 
T. C. PL 

Hon. LYMAN J. Gace, PLAT, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


And here is Mr. Gage’s reply (page 127 of the record): 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SEcrrr, 
Washington, D. C., Decemb« ) 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of tj. »; 
instant, inclosing a communication from Mr. Stillman, president of ¢),,. Ni 


RY, 


tional City Bank of New York, indicating a wish to have the posto - 
count changed from the Seventh National Bank to the National (ity fy, 
and to inform you that this Department does not feel at liberty ¢, nae 


change requested for reasons set forth in letter addressed to the Law. 


day, copy of which is inclosed for your information. a 
Respectfully, 
L. J. GAGE, Secre tary, 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, . 
United States Senate. 


This was President Stillman’s request to Mr. PLatr (pago 127 

of the reply): 
THE NATIONAL City BANK oF New York. 
PRESIDENT’S Orricr. 
New York, December | 1899, 

My DEAR Mr. Senator: I trust you will pardon me for trespassing upon 
your valuable time, but if, in view of recent events, it be found expedient to 
make a change in the depository of the post-office funds, or that of any of the 
other Government departments in this city— P 


I do not know what recent events had transpired— 


I would be pleased to have this bank considered in regard to receiving one of 
the accounts, and would very greatly appreciate anything that you way be 
able to do in our behalf. ; 
Thanking you in advance for your kind offices, I am, 
Yours, very truly, 


Hon. Thomas OC. PLATT, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. See response to Mr. Stillman is as follows (page 127 of 
the record): 


JAS. STILLMAN, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December £7, 18%, 

Srr: Referring to your recent to have the Nationa! City Bank 
made a depository for post-office fu’ I have toinform you that postal funds 
are by law under the control of the Postmaster-General, and it was only at 
his special request, made under authority conferred upon him by section 4i4é, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, t the Seventh National Bank of 
New York was specially eee for money-order funds. The fund 
deposited to the offi t of the postmaster at New York, an 
checked out and transferred to the subtreasury to the credit of th 
master-General or his Department. The account is in the nature | 
bursing account, which could not, under section 3620, Revised Htatutes 
kept with a bank in the same city with an assistant treasurer except upon 
the uest of the Postmaster-General, under the special provisions of se 
tion relating to money-order funds, and this Department does not, there 
fore, feel at liberty to make the change requested. 

Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 


Secretary. 






The PresipENT NATIONAL City BANK 
New York City. 

Mr. Gage, in making the announcement of his intention to (e- 
posit internal-revenue receipts with the National City Bank and 
other banks, states that only banks having the bonds in their pos 
session would be accepted as depositaries for this fund. Pres 
dent Stillman wrote the following letter to Secretary (iage ()as° 
126 of the reply), showing that his bank had purchased the ln's 
at considerable expense, and asking that deposits be made yucky 
in order that they might get even: 

THE NATIONAL City BANK oF NEW York, 
PRESIDENT'S OFFict, 
New York, December #1, 15%. 
My DEAR Mr. Secretary: I have received this morning from the Tre 
urer of the United Statesa letter advising me that the various (e\" — 
of the internal-revenue receipts throughout the country have been instruct" 
to remit here, and that we will be called upon to distribute these recw')* 
pro rata among the various banks who qualify as depositories. — 
It will give usa great deal of pleasure to act in this capacity, but! fee!,' 


asmuch as we deposited ly with the assistant treasurer bere up" ard 
of $4,000,000 in bonds, all of which were secured by us at a considera’ ie Exyc'™ 
and that we the same ———— in the market a large amount of 0" , Sposa 
ticipation of receivi once reimbursements the United States Gor''™ 


ment, that ro rata distribution which the 
material spose. I therefore hope that before we are requ” 
divert the receipts to any extent we may be allowed to accumulate @ sui 
amount to cover the bonds which we have deposited. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Lyman J. GAGE, 
Washington, D. 0 
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ThePRESIDENT protempore. WilltheSenator from Nebraska 


spend for one moment? 
he ALLEN. Certainly. 


ESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
i - Chair lave before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R.1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to consult the convenience of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to proceed at present until my re- 
marks are concluded. ‘ ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that the unfinished business may 
be laid aside temporarily until the Senator from Nebraska con- 
cludes his remarks. 

Mr. DANIEL rose. i as 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isthat agreeable to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have other engagements and would like to 
speak to-day on the bill which is the regular order at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN, Very well. — 

Mr. DANIEL. I dislike to interrupt the speech of the Senator 
from Nebraska. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall endeavor to conclude this matter at some 
time. Iwas right in the midst of a letter and had nearly finished 
the reading. but I will let it go at that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The letter which the Senator was 
reading might be finished. 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska can resume his 
speech to-morrow after the routine morning business. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Virginia proceeds, I de- 
sire simply to observe that at some other time, when I will not be 
in the road of anyone, I shall endeavor to conclude my remarks. 
I was pretty nearly through when the morning hour expired. I 
have some other matter in the way of an analysis of these reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that I desire to place before the 
Senate and particularly before the country, so as to point out the 
glaring inconsistencies of a connection between the Treasury De- 
partment and the financial institutions of this country. I regret 
that I got in the road of the Senator from Virginia and could not 
conclude my remarks to-day. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Imove that the junior Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. SULLIVAN] be appointed to the committees upon which 
his name already ——. He was assigned to various commit- 
tees while he was only a Senator by the appointment of the gov- 
ernor, but he has since been elected by the legislature and has 
taken his seat, and it may be best to have his appointment made 
by the Senate to the same committees to which he was assigned 
before his credentials were presented and he was sworn in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Missouri as to the appointment 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SULLIVAN] on committees? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (A. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

_Mr. DANIEL. Mr, President, the American people, by tradi- 
tion and interest, have always favored bimetallism. The Demo- 
cratic party have been its most pronounced and persistent advo- 
cates. They favor sound money. They demand the soundest 
money that the world has ever known or can know. They insist 
that it should consist of gold and silver and of paper redeemable 
in gold and silver at the option of thepayor. They maintain that 
the units of the whole mass should be kept at parity by coinage 
rights and by equal -tender functions. This is the only 
method by which the parity of the two metals has ever been con- 
tinuously, approximately, or perfectly maintained. 

_We should not forget, Mr. ident, in ene the con- 
sideration of our present financial condition that all of our cur- 
Trency 18 now at par. Forover one kundred years the silver dollar 
has maintained itself as perfect money. To-day, in itself victo- 
rious over all its traducers and all its enemies, it still lifts its head 
up at par triumphant, : 

Never yet has a silver dollar of the United States depended upon 
anything but itself for its value. Self-supporting and self-reliant, 


it has worked i 
salve its own way, and worked out, up to date, its own 


Never yet has any silver dollar been ‘‘ redeemed” at the Treas- 
hes of the United States by or in any other kind of dollar. Never 


" any statute of the United States provided for its redemption. 
ever has a of the Treasury transcended the law to 
one. The , whether of silver or gold, is not in its 


nature a thing to be redeemed. 
demption in finance implies promise. 
1s not a promise. 
redemption may be fitly applied. 
by which other things, such as taxes, cbligations, notes, and other 
debts and liabilities, are redeemed. 





It is in itself a redeemer. Re- 
The standard specie dollar 
There is nothing in it to which the attribute of 


It is the standard and medium 


As soon as the necessity of redemption in some other thing is 


imparted to an article, its value depends upon the promise of the 
redeemer. 
to date has never depended on any redeemer’s promise. It is cash. 


It becomes credit. The value of the silver dollar up 
I have in my possession a standard silver dollar of the issue of 
1798. For nearly one hundred and two years it has been its own 
assport, and has been as good as any hundred centsthat were ever 
nown. Of the like dollars we have now $476,201,341, and they 


are all as good as this hoary and faithful servant of the people. 


The leading thought in the Democratic campaign of 1896 was 
this, namely, that the volume of moneyin a country regulated 


the price of property and products, and the more money there was 
the higher the tendency of price. 
truth of this economic maxim. 
of the universally accepted doctrine that supply and demand regu- 
late prices. i 
pect—as affecting money, in which price is stated, and as affect- 
ing property or product, which price is stated for. 


Events have vindicated the 
It is ageneral truth. It isa part 


To understand it, we must regard it in its double as- 
4 


If there be much money and much of a given article on the mar- 


ket, prices will be low, for the demand for money will be readily 
satisfied, as much of it will be seeking investment; and the de- 
mand for the article will be easily satisfied, as many of the kind 


will be seeking sale. 
If there be much money and but few of the articles which it 


demands, there will be keen monetary competition for those arti- 
cles and the price will be high. 


_If there be many of the articles demanded in the market and 
little money, the price will be low, for the articles will vie with 


each other in seeking chance for sale. 


When we speak of the law of demand and supply we mean two 
things: First, the demand for money made by property and com- 
modity for sale and its supply to meet that demand, and, second, 
the demand for property and commodity made by money and the 
supply thereof to meet it. 

a is the meeting place of the demand for and supply of 
commodities, and commodity is the meeting place of the demand 
for and supply of money. At this time there is more money in this 
country per capita than has been for many years, and a per capita 
of over $25 per head; and after an interruption of several years 
in manufacturing and the exhaustion of supplies on hand, it is 
but natural, and according to the eternal truth of the Democratic 
creed, that with more money and less commodities in the market 
prices should rise, and that active conditions in industry should 
exist. 

I will exhibit here a table from the report of the Director of the 
Mint which I find on page 40. In that table it will appear that in 
the year 1893 there was $18.13 per capita in the United States, 
It will further appear that there was $3 more in 1899, or $21.04, 
whilein the recent abstracts of the Treasury Department, which I 
beg leave to incorporate as an exhibit in my remarks, it will be seen 
that there is now over $25 per capita, or $7 more per head now 
than there was in 1893. 


Estimated stock of gold and silver in the United States and the amount per 
capita at the close of each fiscal year since 1873. 



































‘- ibucabahiien sacindihiiitieeaninaadl 
Total coin and bullion. Per capita. 
OT Disitiie,, pe eceeeqpnigeneenn ate 
ending June tion Total me- 
30— , Gold. Silver. | Gold. janven tallie. 

ee cedteeenss 41, 677,000 ($135, 000, 000 6,149,305 | $3.23) $0.15 $3.38 
42,796,000 | 147,379, 493 0, 355, 478 3. 44 24 3.68 

---| 43,951,000 | 121,134,906 | 19,367,905 2.75 44 8.19 

..-| 45,137,000 | 130, 056, 907 36, 415, 992 2.88 Sl 3.69 

-| 46,353,000 | 167,501,472 | 56,464,427 3.61 1,21 4.82 

47,598,000 | 213,199,977 | 88,047,907} 4.47) 1.85 6.22 

-| 48,866,000 | 245,741,837 | 117,526, 341 5.02 2.40 7.42 

pinaseedcel | 50, 155,783 | 351,841,206 | 148, 622, 678 7.01 2.9 9.97 
316, 478, 484,538 | 175, 384, 144 9.32 8.41 12.73 
5 506,757,715 | 203,217, 124 9.65 8.87 13. 52 
542, 732, 068 | 233,007,985 | 10.10 4. 34 14. 44 

545, 500, 797 | 255, 568, 142 9.93 | 4.65 14.58 

as aa 588, 697,086 | 283,478,788 | 10.48 | 5.05 15. 53 
1886 ...........| 57,404,000 | 500,774,461 | 312,252,844 | 10.29) 5.44 15.73 
| 58, 680, 000 | 654, 520,335 | 352,999, 566 11.15 6.00 17.15 
1888 ...........| 59,974,000 | 705,818,855 | 386,611,108 | 11.76 6. 44 18. 20 
1889 ... 61, 289, 000 | 680,063,505 | 420,548,929 | 11.09 6. 86 17.95 
1890 .. .| 62, 622, 250 | 695,563,029 | 463,711,919 11.10 7.39 18. 49 
1891 . ..-| 63,975, 000 | 646, 582, 842 | 522, 277,740 10.10 8.16 18. 26 
1892 ...........| 65,520,000 | 664,275,335 | 570,315,544 10. 15 8.70 18. 85 
Ts gemnemcoen 66, 046, 000 | 597,697,685 | 615,861, 484 8.93 9.20 18.144 
68, 307,000 | 627,293, 201 | 624,347,757 | 9.18] 9.13 18. 31 

7 | 636, 220° 825 | 625,854;049 | 9.10] 8.97 18. 07 

599, 597,964 | 628,728,071 8.40 8.81 17.21 

696, 270, 542 | G4, 509, 781 9.55 8.70 18.25 

861,514,780 | 637,672,743 | 11.56 8.56 20.12 

962, 865, 5 2.64 8.40 21.04 


, 505 639, 286, 743 
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The increase in the stock of our money has arisen from the un- 
precedented increase in the production of gold. When the Sher- 
man law was repealed, on November 1, 1893, and not an ounce of 
silver could thereafter enter the Treasury to be coined, and whenall 
the world was suffering from stringent conditions produced by the 
like disfranchisement of silverin other great nations, there was a 
sudden and almost universal rush for the gold fields wherever they 
could be found. 

British ships laden with mining machinery were soon bounding 
over the waves for South Africa and Australia, and American 
ships, on a similar mission, were off for Alaska. Gold mines 
hitherto yielding unproductive returns became profitable under 
the appreciation of and urgent demand for gold. 

New mines were found. Hungry hordes hastened wherever the 
yellow metal could be hoped for; gold companies were organized 
in all capitalistic centers; the energies of the world were concen- 
tered on the finding and the mining of the one thing needful—gold. 
It was found, it was mined, it was minted, it flowed into the chan- 
nels of trade; and with more money in circulation commerce and 
manufacture moved. 

Thus ever does our good mother nature try to heal or eongen. 
sate for wounds made by accident or by the folly of man, t 
out one eye and the sight of the other is quickened. Put out both 
eyes and hearing and touch are mney Destroy one source 
of monetary supply, and demand thrown solely upon the other 
increases its production. 

There are certain tendencies, Mr. President, which mark and 
ermeate the movements of the existing nations of the earth. 
‘irst, the tendency to consolidation of peoples, industries, and in- 

terests. Second, the tendency to greater armaments on land and 
sea, Third, the tendency toincreased publicexpenditures. Fourth, 
the tendency to the increase of public indebtedness. Fifth, the 
tendency to decrease the basis standard or medium of payment. 

Continental railroads and world-wide steamboat lines, depart- 
ment stores, corporations, and trusts of all kinds are absor ing 
unto themselves the business heretofore diffused amongst the peo- 
ple. One head man, a directory, and a mass of employees take 
the place of independent communities with their diversified indi- 
vidual pursuits and enterprises. The greater nations are swallow- 
ing up and annexing the smaller ones. The village blacksmith 
and shoemaker and grocer give way to the mighty company, and 
the little republic to the mighty empire. Great navies are build- 
ing and great armies are eer marshaling. The world 
speaks in a whisper lest disturbance come to it. Other people's 
money is easy to spend. Powerful governments can make great 
levies and appropriations. A massive capital, gathered into the 
public treasury, can do quickly what it will. the budget in- 
creases, and away the money goes. 

Then come two tendencies which start from one common stand- 


point, like the letter ‘‘V,” and move outwardly, eee, the 


interests of the taxpayer and security holder and em 
wider and wider apart. These are a tendency to increase public 
indebtedness and public taxes and a tendency to abridge at the 
same time the basis of payment. It is obvious the more debts 
increase and the means of payment decrease, the gulf between the 
people who are the payers and the fortunate ones who are the 
payees must ever widen. Then classes in society must be created, 
the mass becoming poorer and more dependent and the few be- 
coming richer. Disaster and collapse portend unless these tend- 
encies can be arrested; and it is the duty of the wise man and the 
one citizen to forecast the future and to provide against an evil 
ay. 

There is a vicious circle; states fear to employ silver because of its depre- 
ciation, and the depreciation continues because states refuse toemploy it. 

We realize to-day the truth of this declaration of the Right 
Hon. George J. Goschen, the eminent financier, who was a British 
delegate to the monetary conference of 1878. But if there be a 
vicious circle, there is also a righteous one. The natural timidity 
of capital and its equally natural thirst to aggrandize itself alike 
prompt its perpetual war upon silver as a monetary metal. 

On the other hand, the needs of society and the interests of the 
great masses of the working people of the world with equal 
pertinacity continue to support and to hang on to the use of sil- 
ver. And so the strife goes on, with its ups and downs, with 
varying fortunes, the gold side predominating when times are 
good and the silver side blazing forth with ive and ener- 
getic action whenever and wherever the pinch of hard times or 
the flurry of panic comes. 

The question between gold and silver, Mr. President, should be 
lifted above transient conditions of commerce and manufacture, 
It is a world-wide and perpetual question; and however often it 
may be put down, it will rise again. Whatsoever community 
abandons it will see its projected and persistent attempt to return; 
but many are like the old man who would not stop the crevice in 
the roof of his cabin when the sun shone because then it did not 
bother him, and who could not do it when the storm was beating 
and the water leaking into his home. 

The masses of the people occupied in their own pursuits are 


naturally careless of legal conditions when they ar one 
they believe in letting well enough alone, ond when sae’ = 
comes they are helpless. Itis only by sound principles genera 

ized not from momentary conditions, but from the great trnt a 
human history and philosophy, which teach by experience and 
by example that the builders of states and leaders of opinion aa 
wisely set their compass. Through the sunshine and the «to... 
though we may not notice it, there is a constant play of uniyo, of 
law, and one day or another day its effect will be felt by th, 
who scorn or do not know how to observe it. i 

It is not to be denied, Mr. President, and I do not deny that 
this country is to-day prosperous in many lines of industri, ae. 
suits. I congratulate its _ upon this fact. I hope tha: that 
prosperity may continue, I hope it may increase, and { hope that 
every foreboding of evil which ne exist in the heart of any ». n 
may be overcome by the continued prosperity of this people. — . 

The railroads of recent years have been burdened down wit) 
their enormous freightage, the manufacturers are overcrow.., 
with orders, over a million dollars’ worth of manufactured ¢5,)5 
are exported every day of the calendar year to other lands. yor. 
chants have had a lively business, the banks have been able for 
the most part to accommodate their customers, though now ay i 
then a sort of nervous shudder runs through them, and a stiny. 
lant from the Treasury in the way of deposits is loudly called for 
and promptly applied. 

Our exports have increased with unprecedented rapidity and in 
unprecedented volume, so that we are now nearly abreast with 
Great Britain in their aggregateamount. Our National Treasury 
overflows with money; our armies and navies in two continents 
have sustained the traditional honor of American arms and addej 
to their glory by brilliant achievements. Above all, Mr. Prosj- 
dent, the American people have all stood together in battle; some. 
thing of the old-fashioned fraternity has come again with geniq| 
feeling and a public sentiment—to which the President of tho 
United States no little contributed—has been engeniered, 
which can but fill the hearts of all with a generous glow of patriot- 
ism. 

There are shadows to this picture. Ishall not pause to notice 
them at this juncture, There are dangers ahead, which we can not 
ae a wise ple forego to notice, and one of the great dangers 
which, as I humbly conceive, is now threatening us, is the passage 
of this pending bill. The entrance of this bill into the lezislative 
halls was not graceful, nor has its conduct here been reassuring, 
On the first day of the session of this Congress, December 4, 18), 
it was introduced into the House of Representatives as a bill 
(H. R. No. 1) “to define and fix the standard of value, to main- 
tain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

On December 13 the debate commenced; on December 18 the 
bill passed. Its history was abnormal, and, for a financial 
measure, without precedent. No special committee prepared it; 
to none was it referred, and none reviewed it. On December 19 
it came to the Senate. Hereits history was equally remarkable. 
It did not d a single quiet day of undisputed and unmutilated 
life in this y, for on the same S its appearance the Finance 
Committee of the Senate welcomed it ‘‘ with bloody hands to a 
hospitable grave.” 

ey reported it back with a substitute amendment, which 
er every line of its text and wiped it out of existence, save as 
a rejected peconeee. The substitute is the proposition now 
pending. It is entitled ‘‘A bill to affirm the existing standard of 
value, to maintain the parity in value of all forms of money, to 
refund the public debt, and for other purposes.” 

Who originated this bill no one knows, or at least there is no 
publicity to its author’s name; but whomsoever he may be, hes 
@ cunning dr He glides us into the gold standard with 
a smooth and easy process, and under the assurance that we have 
it now and have it for many years. He has no doubt of that 
fact; no doubt at all in his own mind; he regards it as a sell- 
evident fact; but he thinks we should renew the declaration and 
reaffirm the gold standard because the wicked Democrats (dispute 
it. Why not appealtothe courts? They are the settlers of differ 
ences of opinion. That thought does not seem to the author o! 
this bill to have been noticed. But the courts are open, and if we 
are upon the gold standard, arom know it and say so. They 
have said otherwise, as I shall show. a 

I take issue with the first section of the bill as unfounded in its 
statement of facts and unjustified as a public declaration. Let 
me read that section of the bill: 

That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine shall. % 
established ag anetee, 3511 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, com 
tinue to be the standard unit of value, and all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States shall be maintained at a parity of value with this 

; and United States notes, and Treasury notes issued under the at 
of July 14, —— when ted to the Treasury for redemption shall be 
redeemed in gold coin of such standard. 

If this bill intends to make private debts also payable hereafter 
in gold; if itintends to impart the presumption to every contract, 
verbal or written, that it must be paid according to the establianed 
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Yewed in this bill—I do not say that it says so—that 
stand a -ponld be settled; and I call the attention of the sponsors 
athe pill to its existence. Section 3511 of the Revised Statutes, 
referred to in the first section of the bill, is in part as follows: 


apc. $511. The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, 
m_ : at thestandard weight of 25.8 grains, shall be the unit of value; aquarter 
which, @ two-and-a-half-dollar yeece: a three-dollar piece; a half eagle, or five- 
lar piece, and a doubleeagle, or twenty- dollar 


1 ° 
eagle, or 
dollar piece; an eagle or ten-do. 


i This language of section 9511 of the Revised Statutes is taken 
from section 14 of the act of February 12, 1873, revising and amend- 
ing the laws relative to the mints, etc. 

it is asserted in the first section of this bill that the gold dollar 
jece, made the unit of value by that clause, is now our standard 
Lae or standard of value. I deny this proposition. The United 
States is not upon the gold standard, but upon the double stand- 
ard of imperfect and humpbacked bimetallism. That this is not 
a single gold standard country may be proved in many ways. 
First, by the clear and specitic language of our statute; second, by 
the decisions of the United States Supreme Court; third, by the 
acts and declarations of the Presidents and executive officers of 
the country; fourth, by the declarations of Congress; fifth, by the 
declarations of the political conventions of all parties; and sixth, 
py the self-evident fact. 

"| wish, Mr. President, to place on record a refutation of the 
statementof fact and of the legal conclusion of the authors of this 
pill. 1 donot believe there is a respectable lawyer or judge in the 
United States who would advise this Government, or advise any 
client, that weare now upon the single gold standard; and if he 
did so, he would have to do so in the teeth of all the official agencies 
of this Government, of the statutes of the United States, and of 
the habitual practice of the Government and of the people. 

Let it be chesrved, Mr. President, that by the act of February 
12, 1873, the gold one-dollar piece, the actual physical one-dollar 
gold coin, was made the unit of value. Now, let anyone turn to 
the act of September 26, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act to discontinue the 
coinage of the three-dollar and one-dollar gold pieces and three- 
cent nickel piece,” and he will find, first, an implied and then a 
direct repeal of the gold-dollar piece as a unit of value; and not 
only such repeal, but the discontinuance of the coinage of the 
unit and provision made for the withdrawal of all such gold dol- 
lars and units from circulation and their coinage into other de- 
nominations. Here is the act. Let it speak for itself: 


Act of September 26, 1890. To discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress That from and after the passage of this act 
the coinage of the three-dollar gold piece, the one-dollar cas piece, and the 
three-cent nickel piece be, and same-is hereby, prohibited, and the pieces 
named shall not be struck or issued by the Mint of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That as fast as the said coins shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States they shall be withdrawn from circulation and be recoined into 
other denominations of co 


a That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 
Te 

Here is, first, the prohibition of the gold unit; second, the pro- 
vision for its recoinage; and, third. the repeal of all laws and 
parts of laws conflicting with its utter obliteration from our stat- 
utes. So, then, when the pending bill affects to continue that 
unit of value, it is obsolete, discontinued, discoined, rejected, 
repealed, prohibited, nonexistent, to wit, the gold dollar piece as 
established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes. It misuses 
language; it puts a false color on the face of this bill; and it 
utterly ignores the disestablishment of that unit by express enact- 
ment. ere are few or no gold dollar pieces to be found in cir- 
culation to-day, and such as exist, few in number, are curiosities, 
bangles, and jewels, held as precious relics of a bygone day, and 
of fictitious value, 

_l hold in my hand a list of prices from a collector of coins in 
New York, which is used by the Treasury of the United States, 
- which was kindly loaned me by the Director of the Mint. 

ollowing the clear and specific language of this section 1, we will 
see what is the value of our unit of value which it pretends to con- 
Save. If that unit of value was issued from 1849 to 1854, inclusive, 
if fa sath $1.20; if from 1854 to 1862, inclusive, it is worth $1.25; 

are from $3 to $5; if in 1864, from $3.50 to $5.50; if in 1865, 
ro to $3.50; if in 1875, the gold dollar piece was worth $8 to 
§ ng and if coined from 1880 to 1889, inclusive, it is worth $1.25. 
ete Spon this scale of the units of value does this bill play? 

ao ° the unit of value as established in a law that has been re- 
Mi ed; it affects to continue a thing which is dead, dead, dead. 
is 1s — can go upon the gold standard if it wants to, but it 
ae  nenainy for us to creep into the gold standard by a false 

In point of fact, Mr. President, the i 

, Mr. b gold dollar piece long since 
wae to be the unit of value before the act of Se lacker 26, 1890, 
which provided for its extermination and burial in other denom- 


period passed. It lived asa unit of value for but a brief 


i before the resumption of @ payments, 
which occurred by law on the ist of January, ist). = 
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Before that time the people of this country had become apprised 
of the situation. They had heard of the adoption of the gold unit 
of value in contemplation of the resumption of specie payments, 
and had also heard how the standard silver dollar had been slipped 
out from the coinage system and how the trade dollar had been 
slipped in, all these things being done by the act of February 12, 
1873, which went still further and degraded silver to a subsidiary 
coinage and as a legal tender for no amount exceeding $5. 

They made haste to correct this wrong and to avert the projected 
calamity; and on February 28, 1878, Congress enacted the Bland- 
Allison law, as it is commonly termed, which restored the old- 
time standard silver dollar of 412} grains troy to our coinage sys- 
tem, made provision for the coinage of not less than two millions 
of such standard silver dollars per month, and declared that this 
dollar, together with all silver dollars theretofore coined by the 
United States of like weight and fineness, should be a legal tender 
at their nominal value for all debts and dues, public and private, 
except where otherwise stipulated in the contract. 

These words contain the only condition upon which any obliga- 
tion of Government or individual has been entered into since 
February 28, 1878, that were not upon the double standard of gold 
and silver payments. All the transactions of the United States, 
of the States, of the cities, of the counties, of the corporations, 
and of all the people of our country that did not stipulate in terms 
for their solution in gold have since then been on a bimetallic 
basis of gold and silver, or, to speak with more perfect accuracy, 
on the basis of solution in gold coin, silver coin, or in legal-ten- 
der paper money. 

But more than this, the honorable chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee who reported this bill, and who insists so strenuously in 
his speech that we have been on the gold standard since the adop- 
tion of the gold-dollar unit in 1873, has himself been a party to the 
adoption and continuance of the double standard and to the in- 
troduction into our coinage of many hundred millions of standard 
silver dollars as a part of that double standard, and on the most 
memorable financial act of the last decade tho political organiza- 
tion of which he and a majority of this body are now members 
placed themselves upon record and plumed themselves upon this 
achievement in behalf of the double standard. 

On the 14th day of July, 1890, not ninety days before the gold 
dollar, the unit piece, was formally dispatched and disposed of, 
Congress passed the Sherman law, directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 
purposes. This act, which was approved by President Harrison, 
made compulsory the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver per 
month and the issue of Treasury notes therefor, at a price not ex- 
ceeding $1 for every 371} grains of pure silver, the notes to be pay- 
able, just as our bonds are payable, in coin—the very expression 
of the double standard—and to make the expression full and per- 
fect it was provided in addition: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion. 

It was further provided— 

That the Treasury notes issued should be a legal tender for all debts, pub- 
lic and private. 

Thus the Republican party clothed silver with high dignity, 

rovided for its standard character, and made the notes based on 
it legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private, except 
where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

Thus did it em silver under our national banking system and 
in our tariff system and in our internal-revenue system and in our 
legislative system, and make it count everywhere and in all things 
just the same as gold, excepting only ‘‘ where otherwise expressly 
stipulated in the contract.” Speedily after this act was passed, 
and in accordance with its purview, and within ninety days, did 
Congress formally discontinue the coinage and provide for the 
destruction of the gold-dollar unit in order that silver-dollar units 
might take their place as a more fitting currency for such sum, 

I shall not at this place pause to enlarge upon the ill philosophy 
which underlay this ill-omened offspring of Republican legisla- 
tion called the Sherman law, or to advert to the effort made by 
the Democrats in this body to save the country from the disap- 

intments, the malpractices, and the ill consequences which they 
Pelieved it would bring upon us. Its chief advocate, the Hon. 
John Sherman, declared, in his Memoirs, that on the very next 
day he would have voted to repeal it. The Democrats did better; 
they voted against it for the most part. 

For myself, I felt then that it was founded on false principles; 
that it would not restore silver; that it would be a wellspring of 
evil; and I predicted that in two or three years a day of judgment 
would come and sit upon it. Three years later that day of judg- 
ment came, and the authors of this misshapen measure were its 
most pronounced and bitter enemies. The ‘‘ makeshift” had 


strutted and fretted ‘‘its hour upon the stage” and then was 
** heard no more.” 

Taking advantage of the hue and cry that they had helped to 
raise against themselves, the architects of ruin joined hands with 
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the Cleveland Administration to undo their own work, But in | “specie” was no more nor less than the gold and silver of ¢) 
the very act of its undoing they renewed allegiance to the double | stitution. ; 
standard, renewed the faithless vows that they were breaking, Look in the body of the act and there are no less +) 
and betrayed silver with a kiss. provisions that show gold and silver to be the standard 
They repealed the Sherman law without the substitute. Plenty | ment, and not gold alone. We have (1) the provision for ...;,:.°. 
of time for a substitute to-morrow, they said, or the day after, | minor silver coins to redeem fractional currency. They >, ,;° 
but neither to-morrow nor the day after ever came. But here in | express declaration fortheredemption, on and after January |. jo; 
their repealing statute they declared their convictions and made of the Treasury notes **in coin,” not in gold,” not in ‘sil, . 

their pledges to the American people, and I read what was said: | coin, but “ in coin,” whether of gold or silver. Then (3) the nr 
It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue the | Vision for the use of any ‘‘surplus moneys by the Secre: 
use of both gold and silver. the Treasury to provide for the redemption of the green}), 

How, Mr. President?— gold anna ee ree peers ~ aee aevebes:; and (4 
siesta al 4 silver as standard money, and tocoin | Vision for the issue 0 n Oo provide for the red, 

oe abt ead silver —_— aoe tetrtenio and outhemaentie value, | What kind of bonds? Gold bonds? No. Silver bonds? 

such equality to be secured through international a - oe coin bonds. 
SE oe fiat metals, and the equal power of every dollar at all | Next came the resolutions passed on the 25th of January, 1973 
times in the markets and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further by a vote of 43 to 32 in the Senate, and by the House of Repre. 
declared that the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to | sentatives January 29 by a vote of 189 yeas to 79 nays, just fifteen 
day on canal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States, days before the Bland-Allison Act, which resolution was offered in 
in the markets and in the payment of debts. this body by Hon. Stanley Matthews, afterwards a judge of the 
I have here the names and produce the names of those who | Supreme Court. The recital of this preamble tells the history o 
voted for and against this measure. Lo, the name of my honor- | the various acts that preceded it, and the declaration of the (oy. 
ble standard of our obligations responded to the sentiment ayq to 
the vote of Congress and the sentiment of the country. 
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able friend, the Senator from Rhode Island, leads all the rest. 
Vote on the repeal of the Sherman law October 30, 1893. 


YEAS—43. There were many eminent and respectable names among those 
Aldrich Gallinger Lodge, Ransom, who voted for this resolution, among them Judge Matthews him- 
Brice, - Gibson, ° McMillan, Sherman, self, afterwards a judge of the Supreme Court; Judge Davis, of 
Caffery, Gorman, McPherson, Smith, Illinois, who had been a judge of the Supreme Court; Mr. Windom 
oo" Gray, —m, Stock bridge, who became Secretary of the Treasury; Mr. Carlisle, who becams 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, Secretary of the Treasury; Mr. Burchard, who became Director of 
Davis, Higgins, Morrill, vo the Mint; Mr. Cannon, and General Cox, of Ohio, and Mr. Keifer. 
Dizon, —, mee” Washbarn, of Ohio, and Kelley, of Pennsylvania, and Sunset Cox and Durham’ 
Faulkner, Hunton, Proctor, White, La. Ewing, Turner, Sayler, Sparks, Springer, and Tucker. 
Frye, Lindsay, Quay, The most eminent men in the public life of this country sys. 

NAYS-—31. oe er legal os but it isnow contended that we are 

: 7 le. . upon the single unit of gold. 

— Daniel, Martin, Soar. MRefore I aon this branch of the subject, let me say that if woe 
Berry, Dubois, ee ctv look beyond law to equity, all the ay is in favor of silver as 
ae, Berge. oe oa a medium of payment equal to gold; bond creditors should indeed 
Call, * Irby, — Pettigrew, Walthall, be glad to get silver, for it is true, as I showed in 1898, viving the 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Power, Wolcott. official letter from Hon. John Sherman, Secretary of the Treas. 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Pugh, . ury in 1878, to Vice-President Wheeler, then President of this 
an eenton HOT ore . Wileon. body, the total amount received into the Treasury up to that 
Chandler emehenutth, Dolan” ; time, viz, April 22, 1878, for the bonds of the United States was 
Colquitt,’ Mitchell, Oreg. § White, Cal. $4,448,334,810.27, and the total amount of coin in this sum was 


only $979,627,987.72—less than 25 per cent in coin. 

The currency paid for the bonds was worth about 60 cents on 
the dollar; and when the creditor side makes 40 per cent by being 
paid in coin it is pretty hard to see that it has any equity that calls 
for any larger payment. 

We have it upon the authority of a leading Republican who has 
coeeey _ ed a statement that the great London banker, Mr. 
Rothschild, when these measures were pending years ago as to the 
issue of bonds, said: 


I would rather have them payable in coin, for, at the rate gold is being pro 

duced now, and in anticipation of the enlarged production in the near future, 

. is not impossible that silver may be the better money when the bonds ma- 
re. 


Here, Mr. President, is the last legislative act of great impor- 
tance affecting our coinage—the fourth act which I have cited 
which disestablishes the gold piece as unit of value; the fourth 
act that refutes the pretension of this bill that we are now upon 
the gold standard. 

It recognizes that the gold unit had been displaced previous to 
its passage, and—mark its phraseology—it does not promise to 
bring about, but to ‘‘ continue the use of both gold and silver”— 
in what character? ‘As standard money.” ‘ Continue,” that is 
the word. And it pledges this Government solemnly to direct its 
efforts steadily to such safe system of bimetallism as will maintain 
the equality of the coins. How do these allegations affect and 


how do these promises of performance consist with the pending 
bill? 

How do these sentences, ‘‘Continue the use of both gold and 
silver as standard money,” made in 1893, and ‘‘ Continue the dol- 
lar consisting of 25.8 of gold nine-tenths fine to be the standard 
unit of value,” agree with each other? And would any man be- 
lieve that one man or one set of men could be the authors of or 
sponsors for both sentences? And yet, Mr. President, they who 
made the one declaration are now undertaking to make the other. 

The nice and specific epee mo with which the Republican 
party is impeaching itself and itslegislative recordtis a picture that 
no language of mine could fitly describe; and I shall simply leave 
the picture for such contemplations and reflections as it may fitly 
inspire. 

But these are not the only statutes which recognize the exist- 
ence of the double standard of gold and silver. Our borrowing 
acts and our _— acts, as well as our coinage and currency acts 
since 1873, are allof oneimport. First comes the act tostrengthen 
the public credit, of March 18, 1869, providing that our notes and 
interest-bearing obligations alike be payable ‘in coin or its equiv- 
alent, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of an 
such obligations has oe provided that the same may be = 
in lawful money or other currency than gold or silver.” So both 
in its declaration and its exception it points to gold or silver as 
the medium of payment. 

Next comes the act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 
ments, to begin on the Ist of January, 1879. Its very title indi- 
cates its nature. Itwasto ‘‘resume” or return to something that 
had been suspended. What was that? Gold payments? Never! 
“Specie payments ”—that was what was to be resumed, and 





It was therefore not only consistent with the clear meaning of 


the nee ereaee with the natural projections of finance, 


to take the chances between silver and gold, and having taken the 
chances, the chance on the part of those who made the contract 
should be legally abided by. es 
But I turn to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. There area number of them. I need give but one, the 
case of Bank vs. Supervisors (7 Wallace, 29). Said the Chief Jus- 
tice, delivering the opinion: 
an ¢ ement of the nation 
to ay the Unsror scurttia sim te dciar note fr Sagat 
dollar, and the dollar intended is the coined dollar of the United States,4 


certain quantity in t and fineness of d or silver authenticat i as 
such by stamp ut the Goveenamat oo 


The acts and declarations of our highest administrative office's 
are in line with the statutes and the decisions of the court. Not 
that aay bens been consistent. They have not been so. Many 
of them have been calculated to mislead and to deceive. 

We can understand the man who says that it is, in his opto. 
wise and expedient that we shall adopt the gold standar'. [do 
not understand him who contends t we are upon if,’ oa 
that he is indulging himself in what I shall term here « {aucil 


ression. , 
Tn February, 1895, the Cleveland Administration sold to certaa 
Gioreland ts Socal aniabe 69 Congres secogatsn i 

veland, ina message gress, recognizing that 
were not upon the gold standard, but that coin meant the double 
standard, declared t there was— 


such a difference in the estimation of investors between bonds 1%!" per 
able in coin and those specifically made payable in gold in favor of ee 
as represented by three-fourths of a cent in annual interest. In the 4% 
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s oO ent, if 3 
ment just concluded the ennual Saving Of for | per cout coin bonds under 
per cotvilege reserved, would be $539,159, amounting in thirty years, or at 
the aturity of the coin bonds, to $16,174,770. d 

But why need I continue an argument the conclusion of which 
is so self-evident? Our friends who are now the advocates of this 
pill have themselves heretofore refuted their own proposition. I 
read now from the political platforms of the year 1892. There 

ere three parties in the field in that year—the Republican, the 
Dem cratic, and the Populist. They agreed upon one thing—in 

ledging their fidelity to bimetallism. There is no better state- 
an of the case than that made in the Republican platform of 
that year. I have heretofore indorsed it and I indorse it now, 
hoth in its historical recitals and in its legal and logical conclu- 
in Ro tradition and interest, favor bimetalli a 

_ ; 1 nd interest, tavor Dime ism, an 

The Aneun a the ane of both gold and silver as standard 
je iy. with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be determined 
Le legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. The interests 
of the producers of the country, its farmers and its workingmen, demand 
that every dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall be as good 
as any other. We commend the wise an ——_ steps already taken by 
our Government to secure an international conference to adopt such meas- 
nres as will insure a parity of value between gold and silver for use as money 
throughout the world. 

The Democratic party at Chicago made a stout and explicit ut- 
terance in favor of practically the same principle: 

Te ho ld and silver as the standard money of the 
ce Wo hold to the, <0 Seape of both gold and silver without discriminating 
against either metal or c for minting; but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value. 

The Populists demanded the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver at 16 to1. The President who was elected, to wit, Mr. Cleve- 
land, declared in accepting this bimetallic standard platform— 

I find much relief in the reflection that I have been selected merely to 
stand for the principles and purposes to which my party is pene and for 
the enforcement and supremacy of which ali who have any right to claim 
Democratic fellowship must constantly and persistently labor. : 

On what particular day or at what particular time his Adminis- 
tration ever labored in behalf of the doctrine which they pro- 
claimed their espousal of I have never been advised, but I doknow 
the fact and am witness to the fact that they did labor to repeal 
the Sherman law without a substitute, and that all promises 
which floated in the air as to what they would do thereafter re- 
mained floating in the air. 

The United States has never been at any time actually on the 
gold standard. It was only nominally and theoretically so be- 
tween February 12, 1878, when the gold-dollar piece was declared 
unit of value, until February 28, 1878, when the Bland-Allison Act 
made the silver dollar again co-standard and co-unit of value. 
The gold piece was made unit of value in contemplation of the 
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resumption of specie payments, which was to take place on the | 


ist of January, 1879, and which it was desired to make take place | 


in gold, but before that time it was nolonger so. The declaration 
of the statute was never effective. It was dead before it was 
formally killed, annulled, and buried. 

Mr. President, I object to this bill in that it declares in the first 
section that which is not true as a matter of fact or as a matter 
of law. If we want to go to the gold standard we have the power 
to do it, but let us not go to the gold standard in false disguise. 
There are other objections to the bill, and one of them is that it 
affirms the continuance of a thing which has long ceased to be. 

I am not unmindful of the fact that the Treasury Department 
under all Administrations has held the reserve fund of $100,000,000 
in gold as security for the redemption of the greenback United 
States notes in gold, although our statutes onl y require that they 
shall be redeemable in “coin,” It is not true that the Treasury 
construes the word “coin” to mean gold any more than it means 
silver; but as it means both gold and silver the Treasury has exer- 
cised its option to select gold, and its selection of gold as one of 


the media of payment has called by some the adoption of the 
gold standard, whereas it is a mere exercise of discretion under 
the double standard, 

; {he next objection to this bill is that it perpetuates “ the endless 
chain” which has ed wide the vaults of the Treasury under 
= discretion of the 
them wide to future 
What has been a bad t 


| 


| 


taries, and will now under this bill open | as it is the more or less produced. 
id raids under the express command of law. | be issued fixing the precise and invariable amount of gold that 
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already in preparation bonds to be issued to obtain specie for 
redemption purposes, and the panic of 1890 was still on hand. 

The causes of the panic were well known to those who studied 
commercial reports, for it had been portended by increasing fail- 
ures from the year 1888, and it had been precipitated in 1890 by 
the acuteness of stringent conditions. When this stringency 
pressed severely onto Great Britain, the Barings failed and the 
panic came. 

For a while the rapid issue of silver money under the Sherman 
law of July 14, 1890, mollified conditions here, but in 1898. in 
order to dislodge silver, there came a general hue and cry from the 
banks and other capitalistic sources that the silver which was 
relieving panicky conditions was the cause of them. The associ- 
ated banks refused discounts unless that law were repealed, and 
under the influence of this massive force and the active use of 
patronage by the Cleveland Administration the end was accom- 
plished. 

But, Mr. President, much of the surrounding argument in favor 
of the repeal was mere stage play. 

In the report of the British commission known as the Herschel 
report it had been said that— 

The closing of the Indian mints would no doubt make it more likely that 
the United States would give up buying silver. 

The Indian mints were closed to silver coinage in the summer of 
1893, and quickly thereupon came the Cleveland message conven- 
ing Congress in urgent special session to repeal the Sherman law— 
co-responsive to the British plan, which was to lead off in India 
and have the United States follow. 

The Sherman law was repealed November 1, 1893, ere the Cleve- 
land Administration wasa year old; but the effects promised were 
not realized, and the country dragged along at a weary pace until 
that Administration departed. During its existence our Treasury 
was used to furnish Austria and other European monarchies with 
gold to prepare them for the gold standard, and bonds issued at 
less than their market value were used to replenish the gold dipped 
out of the Treasury by greenbacks. 

This ill system of which we have had so startling and profound 
warning is enlarged perpetually in this bill. Instead of $100,000,- 
000 gold reserve behind the greenbacks, we are to have under this 
bill a bigger, larger, and stronger endless chain. The gold reserve 
is to be $150,000,000; and all the United States notes or greenbacks 
and the Treasury notes given in purchase of silver bullion to be 
coined, and which are en payable in silver, with the dis- 
— to pay them in gold, are to be redeemable out of this reserve 

und. 

This reserveis to be refreshed by exchanging the notes redeemed 
for any gold coin in the general fund of the Treasury, or for de- 
posits of gold coin atthe Treasury or any subtreasury. Andthen 
if the fund shall fall below $100,000,000, it is to be lifted back to 
the maximum by borrowing money. And so the endless chain, 
continually winding up and running out, may pile up any amount 
of debt on this nation until it is taxed and worried into retiring 
the obligations resting upon them—a step contemplated, but post- 
poned now until a more convenient season. It would not do to 
undertake that which is projected pending a Presidential election. 

We again object to this bill because it annexes us to the single 
gold standard of European nations, thus making their system a 
partof our system; thus opening us to the evil effects of anything 
that affects them; thus making our nervous fivancial system a 
part of their nervous financial system; thus placing us upon the 
most perilous and unstable standard of money that the art of 
man could now invent. 

The exhaustion of a gold mine, or the segregation of a gold 
mine from commerce, would then abbreviate the supply of gold, 
and gold being the only source of metallic monetary supply, its 
diminution would be felt throughout the commercial world. 

INSTABILITY OF THE GOLD STANDARD. 

It is vain for the opposition to talk of gold being a stable stand- 
ard of value. It can never be stable as long as any uncertainty 
exists as to the amount of it that will enter into the circulation. 
Look at the figures as to its production and you see that it is but 
as mercury in a thermometer, running up and down and in per- 
petual movement, varying in amount and varying in value just 
And even if some edict could 





under this bill al practice and an ill administration is made | should compose the money of nations, no stability could be im- 


The “ endless chain wig that's 


parted to its value. Its amount, indeed, would be stable, except 


oo system of Treasury mechanism by | that the moth and rust might still corrupt and thieves break in, 
which gold has been taken out of the reserve fund by the pres- | But population would increase; business would increase; devel- 


Sheite of United States notes for redemption, and then replen- 
ae ae or otherwise, only to - saben out again by she 
§ same notes or th : : 

are redeemable on demand in coin” on of other notes whic 


in the cxperience under the Cleveland Administration is still fresh 


memory of the people, and it is not likely to be forgotten 
When that Administration came into power on the 4th of March, 
1°93, the retiring Secretary of the 


, Mr. Foster, had 


opment here and there would go on. 

The world would still turn round and round—new lands would 
be opened, and new enterprises started, and new inventions made. 
As new demands pressed for gold its value would increase, and 
stability in its amount would be the instant and sure cause of its 
variability in value. 

The fact is, no dollar of any kind ever was or ever can be itt 
variable in commercial value, for a dollar is worth what a dollar 
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will buy, and every day the prices of what man needs and buys 
with a dollar change, and run up and down and skip about with 
ever-evasive nimbleness. 

The only invariability that a dollar can have is that which law 
gives it, in the amount of taxes and debt that it will pay, and 
that is its legal-tender quality. 

The fathers of the Republic discerned and knew this truth. 
They provided that Congress should coin money and should regu- 
late the value thereof; not the commercial value, but the only one 
stable value that can be imparted to the thing; and when the 
monometallists of this country took away from silver that one 
constitutional, common-law, and historic value, they cast it out 
as a wanderer upon the face of the earth and disinherited it from 
its kingdom, 

We object to this bill because it lets down the value of silver 
and purports to reject that metal finally as one of the money 
metals of the country. Who is there that can foretell the conse- 

uences of this act in this respect? Who can measure the calamity 
that it may bring upon our country and upon the human race? 

In the work of Richard P. Rothwell, editor of the Engineerin 
and Mining Journal, called ‘‘ Universal Bimetallism,” published 
in 1896, there are some words of warning to gold monometallists 
worth considering. Events since 1896 have tended in accordance 
with his foreshadowings, but their effect has been relieved to a 
degree by the large production of gold, Were that arrested, they 
would be more acutely felt. 

Mr. Rothwell says, page 14: 


When once the conviction had become general that silver would no longer 
bea money metal, and that its value would depend upon its physical prop- 
erties alone, and would be lated, as is that of other metals, by the esur- 
lus stock on the market, then the demand for silver in the arts would 
neavily decline. Indeed, no one would buy silver to-day at 75 cents per 
ounce if he believed that within a year it would be worth 40 or 20 cents. 

The glamour of traditional value in money having disappeared and there 
being an enormous stock of the metal on hand, its price would probably sink 
not only far below cost of —— but even below its intrinsic value as a 
metal; but where the market price would stop, whether at 50 cents, at 30, at 
20, or at 10 cents per ounce, no one can tell. 

Aside from its use in money it would find such limited use at even 20 cents 
an ounce that the stock on hand would supply the market for very a 
years, and it is unlikely that, if universally demonetized, the present stoc 
could be marketed promptly at even thatprice. It is true the whole amount 
might not be sold at the assnmed minimum price, but there would also bea 
considerable loss on the subsidiary coinage, which would have to be increased 
= vee to prevent counterfeiting when the value of the metal declined so 

eavily. 

The actual loss through the demonetization of silver would not by any 
means be measured by this sudden destruction of, say, $2,000,000,000 in the 
value of the world's stock of silver money, The silver-basis na s would 
necessarily be obliged to buy gold and adopt the gold standard, and there 
would err resulta general ‘‘scramble” for the metal. The inhabit- 
ants of India would “run for gold,” and would buy it at any price with the 
silver they have. The United States would, very probably, endeavor to 

eatly increase its holding of gold; perha it might endeavor to buy and 

old from $200,000,000 to yan issuing bonds to pay for the same. 

What would happen if the United States should enter the market to buy 
even $100,000,000 of gold; the Indian government and the native Indians, 
even $200,000,000; Mexico, South America, Japan, China, and the rest of the 
silver world, even only $300,000,000 of gold; or in all, say, $600,000,000, should 
no European conmeey join in the “scramble?"? What would be the effect of 
such an advancsa in the purchasing power of the then sole standard of values? 
Would it not close the workshopsof the world and bring commerce to astand? 
Can any man conceive the horrorsand the barbarisms which would be the 
outcome of destitution and starvation caysed by the general stoppage of the 
wheels of industry? 

The policy of allowing such a problem to“ work itself out ” is barbarous; 
its consequences are far too momentous to allow of such ignorant experi- 
menting. 

Great Britain is the greet commercial, the great creditor nation. She su 
plies every country with her manufactures and invests her enormous weaith 
in the —~ the bonds, stocks, mortgages, real estate, etc., of nearly 
every country. 

The amount of her holdings of foreign securities has been estimated by 
eminent authorities at something like $9,000,000,000, or more than the entire 
amount of the gold and silver money of the world.’ It is to her interest, in- 
finitely more than to that of any other nation, that the purchasers of her 
manufactures, those who keep her factories running, the borrowers to whom 
she lends her wealth, should be prosperous and have a stable money. 

England, more than any other nation, can facilitate a happy solution of 
this problem; and she, by simply holding back and doing no can pre- 
vipitate these dangers and disasters which must inevitably follow the sudden 
change which is now taking place in the standards of values. 

With England's assent to some such plan as is here , that of the 
world would probably be assured,so that the respo! ty for the conse- 
quences of failure to adopt it_or the credit for securing th great step in 
civilization will rest upon Great Britain. The United States, the Latin 
Union, South America, Mexico, India, and nearly all other countries would 
unquestionably favor a plan which would prevent a sudden change in the 
value of silver and that would promise such an immense improvement in 
their monetary affairs. 


Silver has tended just as he — ee as any man could 
foresee that it would tend. ut to-day, Mr. President, there is 
nearly as much silver money in the world as gold. This bill pro- 
jects at all that money a blow which will be felt throughout the 
civilized world; and when the bottom is knocked ont of so im- 
mense a mass of silver and the contemplation of the world is 
turned to its continued disfranchisement, he is a wiser man than 
I am if he can foretell what will happen. But certainly the 
tendency will not be such as to insure financial conditions or to 
continue the prosperity of the world. 

The American delegates to the international conference defined 
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bimetallism and international bimetallism, and defined tho), 

fectly when they declared their policy to be— or 
J coin o ‘ 

ing power, at s uniform ratio in coinage between the foe case bt pa 

That was bimetallism, and adding the words “ to be deterining 
by an international agreement” they defined international |\jr,..; 1 

ism. ee 

I am not opposed to international bimetallism. No ono jy +), 
United States is opposed to international bimetallism, |; would 
be a boon to the human race. But, Mr. President, the mo» 
stops helping himself to wait for somebody else to come to }..\. 
him is a traditional character andane’er-do-well. Tamnot wi)... 
that my country should refuse to help itself because it has ij), 
in vain in attendance at the courts of European kings, ; 

But let me remind my colleagues that no internationa] or. 
ment led to or constituted the now widely diffused gold s:, 
ard. Weare not now asked to adopt gold as the sole stand, 
any part of an international agreement. If we do it, it is yo; },, 
contract with anyone else, but of our own free will. One nati; 
led off for the gold standard—Great Britain, in 1816, (+), 
have followed her. We are in the condition to reaffirm and | 
off for the continuance and perfection of the double standard: », 
if we did, others would gladly follow us. at 

Men follow men who lead and nations follow nations that leag 
We are a nation that can lead and that has led. If we chooses, 
bring ourselves up at the end of a procession of subservient goiq 
worshipers we can do it, but in doing it let us not forget that jt 
is the gods who help those who help themseives. 

We will have no bimetallism, Mr. President, if this bill shj 

s, but a wretched, shifty, shriveled, dwarfed, humpbackoeg 

ead-bowed, broken-legged, lame, halt, and blind specter of }j. 
metallism. 

We have four metals in our currency—gold, silver, nicke), ang 
copper. Wehadas wellcall the system proposed quadrimetallism 
as to call it bimetallism. What makes bimetallism is: 

1. Equal coinage rights to both metals. 

2. A fixed ratio of coinage. 

3. Full legal-tender capacity, or 

4, Full standard quality, which is the same thing. 

None of these features will exist in silver or be projected or 
prospective to silver, if this bill passes. These features have been 
already mutilated and marred by our false doctrine. Now they 
will be erased. Silver will be a subsidiary currency like copper 
and nickel. It will be also a credit currency like greenbacks, 
Will it still, while it lasts, and before it is finally destroyed, haya 
ey quality? 

should like to submit that question to my honorable frienis 
of the Finance Committee. 

_The House bill contains in its second section the following pro- 
vision: 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed or held to affect tho present 
legal-tender quality of the silver dollar, or of the subsidiary or minor coins 
or of the paper currency of the United States, or the laws making: 
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bank notes receivable and as for certain public debts and dues and ob- 
ligations between national banks. 

The Senate substitute contains neither these nor any s! 
words. Why were they left out? Is it intended at once to de- 
stroy the legal-tender ey of silver, of silver certificates, of 
the greenback currency? Altogether they amount to a billion of 
dollars. Should a question be left open as to their status’ Cer 
tainly not. The matter is too large and too serious to be lightly 
dealt with. This Lpeormoe should be put back in the bill. 
And then what? hy, then a vast part of our paper currency 
and a vast part of our metallic silver currency will 
standards of value. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isu the Senator must be aware— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. QuARLEs in the chair). Doves 
the Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Isiaut 

Mr. DANIEL. With great pleasure. ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Virginia must 
aware that there is nothing in the Senate substitute whic! in ay 
manner affects the legal-tender qualities of silver or its status ™ 
our monetary 

Mr. Yeates ey Will the Senator from Virginia allow met 
call t8® attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to what \t 
does? You propose to fund the entire debt in gold bonds ani 
mako ev ing payable in gold. Silver will not do it, and thot 


destroys silver. : : 
We make those bonds and nothing e'se py 


Mr, ALDRICH. 
able in gold. Ls 
Mr. STEWART. Nothing else would include tho entire ™ 
debtedness of the Government. ‘ 
no. If the Senator from Nevaia will 


Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, 
pardon me—— as aif 

Mr. STEWART. You to fund the entire debt in £° 
bonds and to issue gold bonds. There will be no Government 
indebtedness but gold bonds, and silver will not pay them. 1st 
destroys the legal-tender quality of silver. 


y- 


be units and 
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ICH. I suppose the Senator from Nevada will Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

= a obligations which are now by contract made pay- Mr. DANIEL. And silver certificates. 
able either in silver or gold are not affected by this proposed legis-} Mr. ALDRICH. The silver certificates will be redeemable in 
i tion. We do not in any respect in the slightest degree take | silver dollars as they are now. 
aan from silver any of its qualities, legal tender or otherwise,| Mr. DANIEL. And the Secretary of the Treasury will have 
rs irect in any manner either the legal-tender notes or the silver | no discretion to pay them in gold? 
- the United States Treasury notes. at 3 Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever. 
“un. DANIEL. Mr. President, the raison d'etre of this bill or Mr. DANIEL. In other words, then, this bill undertakes te 
the foundation of its existence is the theory of its sponsors that | destroy the discretion. 

-¢ are upon the gold standard, but as the Democrats dispute that Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; he will have whatever 
fact they want to clear oon. what they are pleased to dignify by | has now. 
the name of doubt. Why, then, when the Senator was clearing| Mr. DANIEL. That is what I asked. 
on doubt, or when the committee was clearing up doubt, did they Mr. ALDRICH. It does not take away from him whatever dis- 
ees a door so wide open for this question? _ | cretion he may have now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no door wide open or shut about it. Mr. DANIEL. Then, if gold is adopted as the sole standard of 
We do not change in any respect, by implication or otherwise—— | value and silver is no longer a standard of value 

Mr. DANIEL. Why do you take it out of the bill? Mr. ALDRICH. It never has been, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President—— Mr. DANIEL. Do you think he could pay in something that 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator. I want togoon and | was not a standard of value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must know that silver certifi- 


make my observations. , Dh 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. : cates are'simply certificates of deposit, which, when required, it 
Mr. DANIEL. Here comes, Mr. President, a bill from the | becomes the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in silver 
House of Representatives which declares that it does not intend | dollars to the holder of the certificates upon presentation. 
to interfere with the legal-tender character of Treasury notes,| Mr. DANIEL. I understand that is the case; but I am speak- 
creenbacks, or notes; and here comes the committee and strikes | ing about legislation on the subject. 
that out of asubstitute bill, while preserving many other features. Mr. ALDRICH. And the status of the silver certificate is not 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— changed by this proposed law any more than the status of the 
Mr. DANIEL. Then I 7 gold certificate is changed. The holder of the silver certificate is 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia | entitled to take that piece of paper to the Treasury and get a 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? silver dollar for it, if it is a dollar. 
“Mr. DANIEL. Is not that designed to raise a question? Put Mr. DANIEL. Then, as I understand it, according to the 
the words back, and it ends the debate on that point. theory of this bill only the $346,000,000 of greenbacks and the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia | $88,000,000 of Treasury notes are payable in gold. 
vield to the Senator from Rhode Island? Mr. ALDRICH. Are specifically redeemable in gold. 
” Mr. DANIEL. I will yield for a question. Mr. DANIEL. Specifically redeemable in gold, 
Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia is undoubtedly Mr. ALLISON. Or actually. 
aware that the House bill to which he has alluded contains a pro- Mr. DANIEL. Now, dol further understand that the Treasury 
vision which makes all obligations, public and private, payable in | notes which are now, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
gold, and puts at the end of thata provision that that provision | Treasury, a in either gold or silver, can not be 


discretion he 
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aid by him 
shall not affect the legal-tender quality of silver. in gold? mean the silver certificates. I called Sen by the 
Mr. DANIEL. And it contradicts itself. wrong name. It is the Treasury notes of 1890, 
Mr. ALLISON, It uses the phraseology of the present legal- Mr. ALDRICH. Ihardly understand the question. If the Sem 
tender act. ator will repeat it, I will be very glad to answer it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Of the presentact. There was no necessity of Mr. DANIEL. I will apply it to the silver certificates which 
any such provision in the Senate bill, because there is nothing in | were issued under the Bland Act. They will not be, as I under- 
the Senate bill which makes all obligations, public and private, | stand the Senator, compulsorily payable in gold if this act passes. 
payable in gold. Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. The status remains exactly 

Mr. DANIEL. In my judgment, Mr. President, this provision | the same as it was before. 
of the House bill ought to be put in the Senate bill. The Sena- Mr. DANIEL. They will be payable only in silver dollars. 
tor’s answer in debate will not be the law of this case. Then I should like to ask the Senator whether or not there is any- 

But if the Senator be correct, let us see in what an attitude this | thing in this bill which reenforces the value of a silver dollar or 
countryis placing itself, In the first section the bill declares that | which provides for maintaining its parity with gold? Suppose it 
an old and rejected gold unitshall be hereafter the unit and stand- | is not at par with gold. What agency will the Secretary of the 
ard of value. But if it be true that it will not be the unit of | Treasury exercise under this bill to make it so? 
value and standard of value, but only a co-unit or standard of | Mr. ALDRICH. He will have the uso of the same agencies by 
value with some $800,000,000 of greenbacks and Treasury notes, | which he has kept silver dollars at a parity with gold in the past, 
we would still in one end of the bill refute and contradict the | if he has employed any such agencies. 
legal conclusion of this first section, and the declaration that wo Mr. DANIEL. If hehas. Does the Senator know whether he 
are going upon a gold standard would be driven back and re- | has employed such agencies, and will he refer me to any statute in 
pulsed by a new declaration that we intended to preserve the sil- | which such agency is provided for? 
ver standard. Mr. ALDRICH. Weknow that the result has been obtained by 

Mr. President, merely declaring a country to have a particular the Secretary of the Treasury. I am notcertain about the method 
standard does not deckabualy, conclusively, and perfectly work out | which he has employed; I am satisfied about the result, and I 
the practical effect of the standard, I understand that the design, | should be satisfied with that result in the future. 
and perhaps the foremost design, of the authors of this bill is to Mr. DANIEL. So, then, Mr. President 
make our public obligations payable in gold and in nothing else Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
than gold. Now, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island this ques-| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
tion: Should this bill pass, will our certificates be thereafter com- | yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
pulsorily payable in gold or only at the discretion of the Secretary | Mr. DANIEL. Iwill yield toaquestion or toinformation, either. 


of the Abn Mr. ALLISON. I will putit in the form of a question then. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Neither, under the Senate bill. Is it not well known that silver dollars and silver certificates are 
Mr. DANIEL. Neither? receivable for all public dues of every name and character? 
- ALDRICH. Neither. - Mr. DANIEL. It is perfectly well known here, Everybody in 


r. DANIEL. 'They will not be able either in gold or silver. | the country knows it. 
Mr. ALDRICH, They will be payable in silver, same. That Mr. ALDISt YN. Including the salaries which we now receive. 
= not the question the Senator asked. They will be payable in| Mr. STEWART. Not under this bill. 
81 Yad of course, Mr. ALLISON. Of course. 
on tr. DANIEL. He will have no discretion to pay? The $88,-| Mr. STEWART. No; not under this bill. I will show you 
1000 of notes will not be payable in gold if this bill | when I have a chance. 


ay Mr. ALLISON. We will see later whether they are not. All 
Sen . ALDRICH, Treasury notes. That is not the question the | salaries and all public dues are made payable in silver. Does tho 
i +. oe He asked me about silver certificates, Senator not believe that that is an element which makes the silver 
Mr ALD RE I eanent I asked about both. certificate and the silver dollar equal in circulation to gold inour 


country? Not one thing 
Mr. DANIEL. I should like the Senator to make his own 





Mr. DANIEL. How about Treasury notes? 


deena ALDRICH. Undoubtedly the Treasury notes will be re- | speech in his own time. That is whatlam preaching to-day. He 


Mr, D. states yo of the case better than I can state them myself. 
» DAN And how about the greenbacks? Mr. LISON. I will not interrupt the Senator further. I 
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will ask him a question. The Senator says we should inco 
in the Senate substitute the proviso in the first section of the 


rate 
ouse 
bill, which speaks of continuing the legal-tender quality of the 


greenbacks, etc. I wish him to explain to me what the House 
bill means, because he says we should incorporate it, when it says 
it is not the intention to interfere with the present legal-tender 
quality. 

“Mr, DANIEL. What this bill means? 

Mr. ALLISON. What the House bill means, which he says we 
should incorporate in the Senate substitute, when it says the pres- 
ent legal-tender qnality is not being interfered with. 

Mr. DANIEL. It means exactly what it says, that it does not 
intend to alter the present legal tender. 

Mr. ALLISON, The present legal-tender quality. 

Mr. DANIEL. But Iam suspicious of anything that comes in 
that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that would be subserved by saying the 
legal-tender quality. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, the Senator from Rhode Island has thrown 
up the sponge as to the project of this bill, for we have $892,000,- 
000 in silver money, either in the form of actual coined dollars or 
in certificates for them. While this bill sets forth in its title that 
it intends to maintain the parity of all forms of money, he has 
left this vast volume of our metallic money wholly unprovided 
for and out in the cold; and the only silver money that in this bill 
is predicated upon the $150,000,000 of gold reserve is the $88,000,- 
000, as I understand it, of Treasury notes issued under the law of 
1890. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that the silver dollars 
which are now outstanding need any particular care or redemp- 
tion to preserve their parity or value? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know that they do. 

Mr. STEWART. Do they need any legislation to prevent them 
from paying the public debt? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know that they do. But what I am 
discussing is the pretended gg ie its lack of P ser with the 

ractical operation of this bill. hile I have no doubt that there 
inheres in the bill the design and the ultimate purpose to accom- 
plish as fast as possible the overthrowing of the immense mass of 
silver money in the world, when the actors have set forth their 
tentative steps ow have bowed to the power of $392,000,000 of 
silver dollars in this country to work out their own ert and 
sustain themselves; and while it is pretended upon the forefront 
of the bill that it is designed to maintain all forms of money at 
parity, it has left out one-half of that money unprovided for, or 
nearly one-half, showing, what bimetallists have always con- 
tended and what the honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] 
has just so well expressed, that if we will put the dollar into 
metal the metal will maintain itself as a dollar. 

I admit that there might be such an immense production of 
either silver or gold as to destroy the parity of the two metals, but 
the production of silver as a to that of gold in the world 
to-day is much less than that of 16 to 1; and if the mighty agen- 
cies which have been ae to find gold in all parts of the 
earth had been directed to the maintenance of the double standard, 
I have no doubt that to-day the world’s finances would be much 
better and that the prosperity of this country would be much 
greater. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to say just a word 
in that connection? 

by PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield to any statement of fact, but I do 
not want the Senator to interject a speech into mine, 

Mr. ALDRICH, I shall not do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishall be very glad to have any information the 
Senator wishes to furnish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to express my personal opinion that the 
United States could maintain 392,000,000 dollars, each containing 
412} grains of copper, at a parity with gold if we should give this 
limited amount of these coins the same rights and privileges we 
now give to the silver dollars. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am very happy to see that the Senator is so 
— impro in his knowledge and appreciation of the genius 
of bimetallism. [Laughter.] He begins to state its theories al- 
most as well as its advocates state them. Iam pleased to have his 
confession and shall look for more hereafter. 

Mr. President, of all the countries that ever were upon the face 
of the earth this country ought to stand by bimetallism. When 
we hear such able and e enced financiers as the honorable 
Senator from Rhode Island thus maintain the power of this Gov- 
ernment is so t that it could transmogrify copper into equal 
value with gold and maintain it to the extent of three or four hun- 
dred millions, 1 hope that he will take opportunity to indoctri- 
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nate his constituents in such broad and liberal views and}. -...... 
some of the warnings which he has given them as to bitnea\),." 
Mr. ALDRICH. I trust there is not an intelligent cite 
the country who does not understand my statement. § 
Mr. DANIEL. _I hope the Senator will not inject a spe.., ;, 
mine. I always delight to hear him talk. , into 
Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I shall not interrupt the <., at 
Mr. DANIEL. In the first place, Mr. President, this i, )." 
public; bimetallism is in the interest of the masses of th. »....- 
of this Republic. Gold monometallism originated in imy.;;,))°° 
and to-day it is a more powerful arcnt of imperialism ;),... 2} 
the guns in the parks of imperial artillery. It is sup} 
aristocracy, by autocracy, and by mcaarchy the world 6)... Tt 
is in their interest, and not in the interest of the masco< of the 
people, and like to like the wide world over. . 
This, Mr. President, is not only a mblic, but it is an off. 
spring of the British or English race. Silver existed ra 
before our forefathers came here. The first English c 
der which the earliest band of white men made their lodgment 
upon these shores, provided for a mint that they might coin t)¢j, 
own money. Daniel Webster once declared that he was « cor. 
tainly of opinion”—not dubiously—‘“that gold and silyer. 


th in al] 
Tted by 


as me ney 
harter. un- 


rates fixed by Con , constitute the legal standard of yajy, in 
this country, and that neither $s nor any State has author. 
ity to establish any other stand or to displace this standarj.” 

The — of the Constitution passes out of this bill and th» 
spirit of imperialism enters the financial system of our country 
with the adoption of this gold standard. The honorable Jame 
G. Blaine, at one time the brilliant leader of the Republica: party 
of this country, has left himself upon record in concurrence with 
the legal opinion of Daniel Webster. 

I believe— 

Said he— 


I believe gold and silver to be the money of the Constitution: indeed, th, 
money of the American people anterior tothe Constitution, which that crea: 
organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. F 


We have always had bimetallism in this country, Mr. President, 
in more or less perfect form. We had it in the colonies; we had 
it in the Confederation, and for one hundred and seven years wo 
have had it in the United States. ‘‘The American people, from 
tradition and from interest”—was the assertion of the Repub. 
lican party—‘‘favor bimetallism.” Their traditions have not yet 
been broken; their interests as yet have not changed; and every 
Republican in this body or outside has stood as sponsor for this 
statement of facts. 

We are still as much interested in bimetallism as we were then. 
First, because we are a bimetal-producing nation, and because 
this continent is a bimetal- ucing continent. The United 
States and its next-door neighbor, Mexico, produce nearly seven- 
tenths of the silver of the world, Had we the wor!d in arms 
against us, were we compelled to stand here and fight the other 
civilized nations of the globe, we have the metal money in our 
mines; we have all that can support and cherish the life of man 
in our fields; the God of our fathers has bestowed upon us all the 
gifts of nature that befit our perfect independence. Why, then, 

. President, should we chime in with one nation or another 
nation, or with all the nations of the world, in treading down our 
history, our traditions, and our interests? 

Here in the United States, Mr. President, as elsewhere, and 
more than elsewhere, ee ene: everything is 
expanding—railroads, oil, tin, to , spirits, wine, bread, meat, 
clothes—everything is in a trust, everything expanding—trade 
expanding, manufacturing ee ulation expanding, land 


expanding, the Government g and stretching itself 
over wide areas of territory and population. 

Puerto Rico, Hawaii, Guam, and the Philippine Islanis are new 
names in our American hy. They are new territories, 
and from ten to twelve million new inhabitants are under Von- 
gressional legislation. What has been their currency? Silver for 
the most part. What has become of it? It is mere bullion now, 
or held up the sustaining arm of our Federal law or by wit 

declara’ at 60 cents on the dollar. 


e must provide money for these le whom we have taken 
tous, and money forthe soaieatkmiitionsct people that we have, 
and in a decade we shall have over 100,000,000 souls in our «harge 
vide for. Whata would a shrinking currency be ‘0 
Sens aoald CN AE tae ae se oey coarket 3 vl 
en ten money market at wil. 
renleos ie aed ol his il aber 
an ver es by opening 21 
of fee dand not upon silver. 
have not the time nor ot to —_ feature of = 
bill, and I have already the too long. | on 
bring my remarks to a close, Mr. President; but before I ccs 
will indicate what would seem to me to be the policy of this cou” 
in contravention to the projections of policy containe: in this 
Not forgetting that all of our currencies are now at 
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not forgetting that gold up to date is flowing to this country, not and Turkey; and among the nations who have sought to discredit 


setting that culture and manufactures are continuing 
forgettiné old here, 1 would stop discriminating and legislating 
7 ainst silver, and at least not attempt so radical a step in our 
fnances as is here contemplated. : . 

Pay your bonds in gold if you think it a todoso, To 
America this alone would be a bagatelle; and as to the rest, if the 
face and the hand could be turned to help silver and to perpetu- 

wit. the bond matter might readily be disposed of. By itself it 

a insignificant. If paid in gold, the reason of such paymentshould 
- laced on the true ground of expediency, and should not be 

sed upon the preposterous, untenable, and illegal ground that 
wa are bound either legally, morally, or equitably to do so. 

Keep all our metal money at par. This we have done for a 
hundred years, either perfectly or approximately, as to silver, 
without any redemption of it; and the reassuring words of the 
honorable chairman of the Finance Committee to-day, that this 
country is so powerful and the legal-tender quality imparted to 
anything is so valuable we need not rest with any apprehension 
as to our future ability to do it without putting ourselves in 
% oe present stock of silver can easily be kept at par with gold, 
as it has been since 1893, now nearly seven years. By the simple 
process of preserving its legal-tender quality we will preserve its 

ar value. 

Then, something more is tobe done. Keep up and do not in 
any way relax or abandon an international agreement, and take 
the steps that will make it grow. Mexico would gladly unite and 
join with us for an international agreement. She holds on to 
silver. In the last three she has become the first silver-pro- 
ducing nation of the world, going ahead of us. <i 

The South Americans and Central Americans would join with 
us. Unite with them; make silver an American policy, an Amer- 
ican creed, as we have done as to the Monroe doctrine; strike 
hands with that great Republic of Europe which was our friend 
in the war of the Revolution and which we can never think of 
without gratitude for the help that she gave us—strike hands with 
France, which, oe her able financiering, is to-day maintain- 
ing at par $36 per ta for all her people and prospering, even 
under the immense burdens which have been heaped upon her; 
strike hands also in the far East, in our new possessions, in the 
Philippines, and in China, to which they project. There has been 
silver for the most inthe Philippines. That ocean of humanity 
which resides in Asia uses almost altogether silver, with recent 
innovations under the a of the gold propaganda. 

With Cuba and Puerto Rico on one , with Mexico and the 
South American States and with the Philippines and China upon 
the other hand, who will say that the leading nation of the earth, 
with all its power and prestige, can not preserve the constitu- 
tional money of its people and maintain it as the very best money 
that the world has ever seen? 

_ On the other hand, Mr, President, Ican but feel that America 

is going back upon her rightful destiny and receding much from 

the great stand that she has always taken upon all questions which 

involve the prosperity and and the betterment of the 

Let our ng eee powers of this 

country, in all lands, in all ways, - to build up that which au- 
* ee , and imperialism are everywhere 


with united efforts down. 
Do as to silver that which England has done as to gold. One 


hundred years ago there was no single standard amongst the 
English-speaking race. How does it get here? In 1816 England, 
always a leading nation, always a bold nation, always a brave 
nation, went forward and laid down that law which was to her 


interest. 

The very te law is to our interest. Let us do what she 
would have done had she been, as we are, a debtor nation and not 
a creditor nation; had she been, as we are, the greatest silver- 
protests nation of the earth, until we have commenced to de- 
throne ourselves; had she been, as we are, a nation abounding in 
raw materials and in food products; had she been, as we are, a new 


and undeveloped Th 
for money and cae oo opportunities all around us waiting 


assume, adopt, and take up—yea, 
Mr. President, had her fortunes been united, as our fortunes are, 
th the elevation of the human race from the bottom and with 
| catightemmnans ne Satieenant of all mankind. 
= . Mr. ident, . : ; 
any shape. = is 2 i a _ against imperialism in 


tying ourselves to those Geta en = - a, it is & 
fashion y throughout the ages, an 
its destiny of a day, that this Republic will best work out 


I know, Mr. President, or at least I feel, that in this bod 
» Mr, y at 
a gold is conqueror. The conquest of the world by gold has 
; fact in the history of modern times. It 
British FH it is in Brazil, it is in Costa Rica, it is in 





silver and to put it down to be minted, not on private but only on 
public account, are the United States, Belgium, France, Holland, 
Italy, Spain, India, Switzerland, Greece, and Venezuela. 

When one sees this immense array of great nations nearly every- 
where adopting the gold standard, he may feel for a moment dis- 
couraged in the effort to restore and build up silver. But, Mr. 
President, can not anyone discern beneath the gilt that is being 
spread all over the world a danger which it itself produced? If 
only a few great nations had adopted the gold standard, the rest 
might take silver; but the debts of the world have been doubled 
in the last forty years, and they are still increasing. 

They were $13,000,000,000 in 1862; they are over thirty-tvro bil- 
lions now; and all the tendencies of the future are toward the in- 
crease of this indebtedness and toward the decrease and letting 
down of the medium of payment. Ought we not to make a stand? 
Is it wisdom for us to follow them? Does liberty go with their 
standard or does power and the betterment of securities? 

Gold, Mr. President, is now the conqueror in the United States; 
and perhaps those of us who regret it should say to it as it passes 
up to its throne: 

Te Cesar morituri salutamus. 

But, Mr. President, it goes to that throne with omens in the air 
which he who will may read. On the very day that the gold bill 

assed the House of Representatives the bank rate of discount in 

erlin was raised to7 percent. The Northern and London Bank, 
of London, England, with a capital of $10,000,000, suspended pay- 
ment, and there were heavy failures onthe London Stock Exchange. 
On the same day the Produce Exchange Trust Company failed in 
New York. If it had been asilver bill that camel that day in- 
stead of a gold bill, how every mercantile journal in the United 
States would have raised its voice in holy horror, and, pointing 
to the Congress, said, ‘‘ Behold what these anarchists are doing!” 

Uneasiness, Mr. President, has pervaded and still deeply per- 
vades the market, and the united capitalists of the world have 
used and are using every effort to sustain it. They want every- 
body to feel good and prosperous and happy while their pet proj- 
ect is incourse of parturition. Meanwhile, Mr. President, silence 
reigns in the country, and reigns here for the most part. No pe- 
titions are being presented to usin favor of the gold standard. 
Its advocates elsewhere are for the most part silent, and they pre- 
fer silence here; but a majority is here, grim and silent as the 
guillotine, ready to do its work. 

In the meantime elsewhere the work of gold goeson. The East 
has been the great market of the world’s silver; and the ocean of 
humanity in China, in India, and in other regions of the East 
has sucked in with perpetual appetite the silver resources of the 
world, but in 1893 the great imperial nation from which we are 
descended stopped the India mints. There has been a great fam- 
ine in that country since, and there is a great famine there now. 

As Lord Hamilton said, it is not a famine for bread, but a fam- 
ine for money. It takes to-day about twice as much for the poor 
Indian people to pay their debts to Great Britain as it did in 1893; 
and that nation, prostrate and wretched as it is, with silver that 
it can not use, sighs for gold that it can not get. 

Mr. President, the decree went forth in 1893 for us as it did for 
the Indian people. The inventive genius, the great energy, the 
vast resources of the American people have enabled them not only 
to survive that blow, but toa return tosome measure of prosperity, 
but be not unmindful that that ge is very much like snow 
that falls in a storm. It is drifted. Wherever there is a great 
combination and a trust, there prosperity is deep; and wherever 
it does not exist, the ground is bare. 

This country is not developing with an even and steady tread; 
its development is spotted, sectional, and unevenly distributed. 
It is not the healthy growth in which all the limbs are growing 
naturally and in just proportion, but where a limb here and there 
is shooting off into a rapid and sturdy growth, and in which 
others are shriveling. Whether the statemanship of this country 
will be equal to the task of resolving these conditions without 
catastrophe I know not, 

But, above all things, it is clear to = humble conception that 
the duty of the American people is to hold fast to that which they 
have long had and to that which they have, and not to give way 
before the line of monarchs from the Old World or from the New 
that are endeavoring to induce them to adopt the gold standard. 

I believe, Mr. President, that reversing our policy for gold and 
marching back for silver and gold, even as those nations have 
marched for gold, we can yet avert the catastrophe which over- 
shadows the future and threatens the prosperity of mankind. 

So believing, I shall stand by the dollar of the common law, by 
the dollar of the Constitution, by the dollar of America, which 
to-day, erect, proud, self-sustaining, and triumphant, is worth as 
much as when it first emanated from the mint over a century ago 
and which will go on to fulfill its mission for the betterment of 
this people if not interrupted by unwise laws. [Applause in the 


galleries. } 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would remind the 
occupants of the galleries that applause is not permitted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 41) to authorize the President to place 
Andrew Geddes on the retired list with the rank of captain. It 
is a short bill, which has heretofore passed the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object, but the Senator from Nevada 
is on the floor and wants to address the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to makeafew remarks in this connec- 


tion. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me for 
a moment to offer an amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield. 

Mr. PETTUS. I submit an amendment to the bill under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The SzcreTaARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 1 
as amended in the Senate, and as a part of said section 1, the fol- 
lowing: 

Gold coins and silver dollars coined by the United States shall be a legal 
tender in all payments at their nominal value when not below the weight and 
limit of tolerance provided by law for the single coin, and when reduced in 
weight below such standard and tolerance shall be a legal tender at valua- 
tion in proportion to their actual weight. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I rise to correct a misappre- 
hension, and I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I maintain that this bill destroys the full 
legal-tender power of the silver dollar. The House bill does it 
also, but particularly the Senate substitute. The first section of 
the Senate amendment makes it the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to maintain the parity of value of all the coins and all 


the money issued by the United States. That parity has hitherto | P 


been maintained by the legal-tender 
ba equal to the legal-tender power of the gold dollar, and with 
all the discrimination against the silver do it has stood firm, 
worth a dollar. That legal-tender power is to be taken away 
from it, and in order to maintain ene they have to do other 
things which are provided in this bill. The first provision is for 
a reserve of a hundred and fifty million dollars, and it is provided 
that that reserve shall be gold. Now, the reserve created by the 
Department was a coin reserve, but this provides that it shall be 
a goldreserve. That takes away the functions of silver, for silver 
could be in the reserve as well as gold, if you had a coin reserve. 
That is another point. 

Mr. WOLCO 
him a question? I have listened, but could not hear some of the 
utterances of the Senator. Does he, maintain that this measure 
will take away the -tender power of the silver dollar? 

Mr. STEWART. It takes away the legal-tender power of the 
silver dollar. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Has oe the Senator has said up to this 
ine snennaaen that the legal-tender power of the silver dollar is 
taken awa: 

Mr. STEWART. No. What I have said up to this time shows 
that it makes it the duty of the Secretary to maintain the parity. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ah, yes. 

Mr. STEWART. And what follows shows that there will not 
be a unless he avails himself of those things. It takes away 
the legal-tender power of the silver dollar so far as the reserve is 
concerned, It substitutes a gold reserve for a coin reserve. 

Then it goes further and provides that the reserve shall be re- 
ae pee a time to time, if it fail to be sufficient, by the sale 
0 r cen 
payable in gold, not payable in gold or silver, as our present bonds 
are. All the bonds which have been issued 
many words, payable in coin of the standard value of July 14, 
1870. Now, the bonds to be issued under the act are 
nagete in gold. That takes away the function of silver. 

hen, , this bill makes it the duty of the of the 
Treasury to receive all outstarding bonds and to issue or 
gold bonds, so that the entire inde ess will be gold. Every 
national obligation now outstanding by the express terms of the 
statute is payable in coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870, 
but by this pen act all the bonded obli will be payable 
in gold. That takes away the function and debt-paying power of 
the silver dollar. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, DolI understand the Senator to say—I ask 
for information merely—that a provision of the new law which 
contemplates the issuance of bonds, interest and Da eng og pay- 
able in gold, takes away from the present silver ts legal- 


tender a 
Mr. STEWART. Yes. You understand me to say exactly that. 
Mr. WOLCOTT hope the Senator will be more 

than usual and explain to us how, for I am sure I can not under- 


stand it. 
Mr. STEWART. I will show you. It doesit in thesame man- 


wer of the silver dollar 
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ner that the legal-tender power of the greenback w — 
by saying it should not be received for interest on the _ ieee 
and in ne payment of customs dues. That crippled iis..." 
They org a gold board at once. If the silver do}|ay will 
ea ge ae yop ete ee 
egal-tender dollar. is the egal-tender power which) 
ke & the silver. dollar where it is. = mower which has 
. . Suppose a railroad company issues 
payable in gold, as many of them have oo — -B bond 
was lent, as it sometimes is in the West and in other parts 9). 
country, principal and interest payable in gold, is silyor {),. 
robbed of its legal-tender quality? - 
Mr. STEWART. Yes, to that extent; but not by th. Gener 
Government. With all the obligations of the Gover: me; ral 
able in gold alone, to tell me that silver stands on the sac}! 
ing with gold is ridiculous. The bonded obligations of jh, (.°" 
ernment are to be payable in gold, and you provide here for 
unlimited bonded debt. Every time the reserve falls below tn 
specified limit it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 


sell more bonds. 
Then comes along right here the duty to maintain ; 
properly under that say that customs du. 
1at We can 


He can vi 
paid in because it requires gold to pay the debt: ¢ 
not disc the obligation. Uoter this bill the silver dollar is 
no longer full legal tender. Itis robbed of that, and when you 
commence to rob it of its full legal tender you degrade it ang you 
will have to redeem it under the poovision requiring — F 
Mr. TELLER. That is what they want to do. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question 
Mr. STEWART. They will find a way to redeem it under ths 
rovision which requires parity. Mr. Carlisle said that under ths 
w, where it was full legal tender, if it fell below par and was 
resented for redemption he would redeem it in gold; that hie yas 
authorized to do it. " 
Mr. WOLCOTT. One more question. If by the provision of g 
law silver notes were redeemable only in silver and not in gold js 
gold robbed of its legal-tender quality thereby? 
Mr. STEWART. Yes; to that extent. 
Mr, WOLCOTT. Then gold ceases to be full legal tender. 
Mr. STEWART. It has been as much redeemable in gold as jy 
silver heretofore. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. But would a provision of law that silver cor. 
tificates should be redeemed only in silver rob gold of its legal. 


“Mr, STEWART. 


— 


} 
1€ (joy. 


he parity, 
S must be 


They are not robbed at all. 


Oh, I understand. 
> is a mere certificate of deposit. 
see, 


| are merely depositing silver, and have 
It is not or tender. it is not a parallel 

takes away from silver its debt-paying power 
as to all Government It will very soon be taken away 
on else. U the ob 


wall os tion eentain se 
Secretary can say that O redeem the sliver 
dollar, and he wuleslenn 


as Mr, Car said he would, under 

the law as it then stood. silver, so far as legislation is con- 

was on y the same basis as gold, full legal tender, 

he said he would redeem it in gold, if necessary, in order to main- 

tain its parity with gold. But it being full legal tender, the ne 

cessity never arose. t now silver can not be used to pay the 

and the reserves are all in gold. Silver has very few 

They will very likely re 

be very easy, in order to 

Rader gay present it to — Treasury oat 1 

payment in . Secretary can redeem it in gold and issue 

more bonds. It will be an excuse for more bonds. There ist 

be a reserve of a hundred and million dollars. If the reserve 

eo below ee eeeee cera To tell ioe tat eee 

ae system ver dollar will still exist, wit 

all the functions it had before, is to tell me that I do not know 

anything at all; that my senses are gone. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States. by Mr. 0.1. 
PRUDEN, one of his announced that the President had 
on the 3ist ultimo approved and signed the following a and 
joint resolution: 

An act (8. 1933) to an American register for the steaa 
we uk cadens S. R. 8) granting permission for the er 

jo u ) ission for the erec 
tion of a monument if Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation 
of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemsn0. 

The also announced that the President had on this day 

(S. 2179) relating to the Twelfth aud 

to the Director thereof aid 

tional power and authority in certain cases, and for other Pp 
poses, 


They age 


Will the Senator from Nevada let me ask | ™™@ 


Mr, STEWART. 
a right to return it. 
ca8eatall. This 











1900. 


_—_—__ 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


‘11 (H. R. 1092) to set apart a portion of the Arlington 
fo aon crtmental agricultural purposes, and place said por- 
estal® nder the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and his 
ee eeu in office, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. f 
The bill (H. R. 7789) to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the construction, ees and preservation of certain public 
nai on rivers and har , and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1899, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Commi Commerce. 
Conn resolution (H. J. Res, 77) to provide for pay to certain 
retire ; ofticers of the Marine Corps was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
TREATY OR AGREEMENT WITH SULTAN OF SULU. 


« PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
i me fa wer meen from the President of the United States, 


which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of January 24, 1900, I trans- 
mit herewith “a copy of the . and all accompanying papers, of Brig. 
Gen. Jobn OC. Bates, in relation to the a. of a treaty or agreement 
made by him with the Sultan of Sula on the 20th day of August, 1809. 

I reply to the request in said resolution for further information that the 
payments of money provided for by the mane will be made from the 


evenues of the Philippine Islands shall otherwise direct. 
a payments 4 oot tor services, but are a part of the considera- 
tion moving to the Sulu tribe or nation under the agreement, and they have 


een sti ted for, subject to the action of Congress, in conformity with the 

pom eye i from the earliest times in its agreements with 

the various Indian npticns gogenring Sut governing portions of territory 
ject tc 0 eo 

subject to the sovereignty WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


Executive MANsIon, February 1, 1900. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like advice 
as to what to do with this message. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the message and accompanying 
papers lie on the table, and that they be printed. 

he motion was to. 
SUFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair wishes to lay before 
the Senate a request from the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] which, in his n absence, he requested the Chair 
to give. The notice will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That on Tuesday, Feb after the routine morning business, he will 
eaivess the Senate on i lies resolution offered by his colleague [Mr. 


PRITCHARD). 
ANDREW GEDDES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, I now ask unanimous consent to consider 
the bill (8. 41) to authorize the President to place Andrew Geddes 
on the retired list with the rank of captain. A similar bill has 
passed the Senate once or twice before, and I think it will not lead 
to discussion. ’ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CARTER, _Is there a report connected with the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is along report from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CARTER, Of this session? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of this session; certainly, A similar bill 
passed at the last session without objection at all. The report 
was read, I remember, in the last Congress. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the report be again read. I should like to 
—_ = it is, 

r. HOAR. I understand it is a very long report, and I sug- 
gest to the Senator from New Sempehise that instead of rendiig 
the report he state the substance of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We should like to hear the 

Mr. GALLINGER. As other Senators have little matters that 
~ would like to have attended to, I withdraw my request, for 
‘ © purpose of permitting Senators toexaminethe report. I know 

hat no Senator will object after he has read the report. I will ask 
as to-morrow or some other time for its further considera- 


AGREEMENT WITH THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to obtain an order of the 
Senate, which I send to the desk. 


raj’ PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed order will be 


pe Secretary read as follows: 
- the Secretary of the be to withdraw fr: 
the files of the Senate and transmit to the of the Interior a 4 
the Five Civile eee Staten: comminsoners tonegotiate 
uscogee) Nation, on part e Creek (or 


useogee, Ind. T., February 1, 1899. 
OCKRELL, 
wae That is in response to the request of the 
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Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. TheSecretary of the Interior asked 
~ oaag agreement should be returned for the purpose of amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I supposed it had already been done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the order, 

The order was adopted. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. WARREN. By thecourtesy of the Senator from Colorado, 
I desire to call up the first bill on the Calendar, the bill (S. 198) to 
reimburse the State of Wyoming for money expended by the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming in protecting and preserving the Yellowstone 
National Park during the years 1884, 1885, and 1886. It was passed 
over a couple of days since, when I was absent. A similar bill 

assed the Senate three times heretofore, and it will lead to no 
iscussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

— PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the amount involved in the bill? 

; Mr. WARREN. Seven thousand seven hundred and eighty dol- 
ars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (S. 2354) authorizing railroad lines in Indian Territory to 
lease or consolidate continuous lines under certain circumstances. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That it shall and may be lawful for the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Rall 
road Company to purchase the railroad and other property of, or to consoli- 
date with, any other railroad company incorporated under the laws of any 
State or Territory of the United States whose lines may now or hereafter 
form a continuous line of railroad with it, either directly or by means of an 
intervening railroad, upon complying with the sogulations and requirements 
of the laws of the State or Te ry in which such road is located, applicable 
to such purchase or consolidation. 

Sec. 2. That for the Thee of perfecting such purchase or consolidation 
it shall be lawful for octaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company to 
increase its stock and to guarantee the payment of the principal and inter- 
est of the bonds and other obligations of any company whose property is 
thus acquired, or of dividends on its prions’ or guaranteed stock: Provided 
also, That the power conferred by this section shall also extend to like guar- 
anties of the bonds, obligations, and dividends on stocks of companies whose 
roads may now or hereafter be leased to the said Choctaw, Oklahoma and 
Gulf Railroad Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : } 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill enlarging the pow- 
ers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company.” 


PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS, 


Mr. McBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
up for immediate consideration the bill (S, 340) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1892. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I called for the Calendar the other day and 
we disposed of a great many cases. I think it turnsout that nearly 
all the first cases on the Calendar are bills in which my constitu- 
ents are interested, and I do not believe I can justly or properly 
consent that all these cases shall be taken up that are away behind 
on the Calendar when if we were to go to the Calendar we could 
reach them all in a very short time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest that the Senator from Missouri yield 
and let the Senator from Gece call up his bill, and after that I 
will have an opportunity to renew the motion for an executive 
session. That is a compromise which would fit everybody. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “ An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black 

Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap 


Hawk war, 
ved July 27, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, amended and extended so as 
to include he names of the surviving officers and enlisted men who served 


days or more and were honorably discharged under the United 
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States military, Territorial, or provisional authorities in the Florida and 
Georgia Seminole Indian war of 1817 and 1818; the Fevre River Indian war of 
Illinois of 1827; the Sac and Fox Indian war of 1431; the Sabine Indian disturb- 
ances of 1836 and 1837; the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848 on the Pacific 
coast; the Florida wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 to 1858; the Texas 
and New Mexico Indian war of 1849 to 1856; the California Indian disturb- 
ances of 1851 and 1852; the Utah Indian disturbances of 1850 to 1853; and the 
Oregon and Washington Territory Indian wars from 1851 to 1856, inclusive, 
and also to include the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men: 
Provided. That such widows have not remarried: And provided further, That 


where there is no record of enlistment or muster into servicein any of the 
wars mentioned in this act, or the original act of which it is a supplement, 
the record of pay by the United States shall be accepted as evidence of said 
service 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions if any estimate has been made as 
to the number of persons who are now for the first time to be 
pensioned, running back to the year 1818, and from that time to 
the present. I should like to know how large a door this opens 
for additions to our pension expenditures. 

Mr. McBRIDE. There is an estimate contained in the report 
of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which I shall be pleased to 
send to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it a long report? 

Mr. McBRIDE. It is rather a long report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I can state the substance of this bill in a 
very few words. A similar bill has been reported and passed by 
the Senate at least twice before. It is claimed, in the first place, 
that it was the intent of the act that was passed to pension the 
survivors of the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturb- 
ances, and the Seminole war to include all these persons, but 
that it did not. One year ago there was a careful estimate made, 
and it was shown then that it would place on the pension roll a 
little over 7,000 persons and that the cost for the first year would 
be $730,000. It was estimated that those persons, according to 
the expectation of life, would all be dead in about seven or seven 
and a half years, which would be six anda half years from the 
present time. There are very few survivors of some of the wars. 
Of the Seminole there are only five; of the Fevre River or Win- 
nebago disturbance, fourteen, and so on. 

The simple fact is that this is a bill which has gathered up the 
surviving old men who fought in those early Indian wars, and it 
is merely a question for the Senate to determine whether or not 
they are deserving of pensions. My own opinion, while I have 
been striving as best I could to keep down the pension roll toa 
reasonable limit, is that these old ple who are now on the 
verge of the grave, and who did render the Government valuable 
service in those early wars when the country needed defenders as 
much as it needs defenders now, ought not to be neglected. 

For that reason I have given my support to the measure. As I 
said a moment ago, I think a similar bill has passed the Senate 
twice before, and it was reported favorably in the House, but did 
not pass the House, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot know whether the Senator from New 
Hampshire stated just the amount that would be paid under this 


bill per annum. 
It would be the first year $780,000, or 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
thereabouts, and then it would gradually grow less for seven and 
a half years, when, according to the tables of expectancy of life, 
all the pensioners would be dead. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What would be the amount? 
Mr. GALLINGER, 


It would amount to about $5,000,000 in 
gross, the sgcrogate. 
DR 


Mr. AL CH. Does this include all the Indian wars, or are 
we likely to have a similar measure brought forward to pension 
the survivors of other Indian wars? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not think it includes the Osage Indian 


war, 
Mr. GALLINGER. Ihad supposed it would include every- 
thing else. Certainly the Senators from the Western States—— 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if 
he has not a provision in the bill that a man must have been in 
the Indian war and paid by the Government? That is the way I 
understand it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where they can not make their proof, if 
they show they received a land warrant—— 

r. SPOONER. Does the bill include the survivors of the 
— axtitea » 

Mr. GA YGER. Oh, they have already been sion 
They were pensioned under the oa of 1892. r LiMrree 

Mr, TELLER. I understand that the man must show that he 
was paid by the Government for his services. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He must make conclusive proof that he 
did ne military service. We are not pensioning them without 
proof, 

Mr. TELLER. I know that, but I understand that in addition 
=~ say if the Government has recognized him by paying him, then 

@ becomes a United States soldier to the extent that he may have 
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a pension. 
early days fought the Indians and paid their own bills. 


A good many people in my part of the country 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have notacopy of the bill before 
it is my impression that if they can not make any other pr 
is conclusive proof—or if they had a land warrant. 

Mr. TELLER. It ought to be conclusive proof wit), 
other, it seems to me, if the Government recognized hi .», 
him a land warrant. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I agree with the Senator on 4 
Perhaps the bill is faulty. I did not draw the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to ;) 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If there are some omissions fro) +), 
and it is going to lead to discussion, I think I will ask t})> s,, 
from Oregon if he will not allow it to pass over until! soy), 
when we can all of us find out whether everybody iy 
States is embraced that we would like to have provid 

The PRESIDENT oo tempore. The Chair will iy 
whether there is any objection to the present consideratj.y, ,¥5 »,.. 
bill. 1s there objection? sis ae 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If there is to be discussion, as I undorsta. 1 
there is to be, I feel called upon to object. es 

Mr. McBRIDE. I understand that the discussion his o)oc. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the discussion has closed I d) ».+ «).... 

Mr. McBRIDE. A similar bill has been passed twic. }:; 
Senate, and I trust the bill will be now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to know the limitatioy 
bill before the discussion closes. . 

Mr. McBRIDE. | The bill applies to the veterans of the [njjay 
wars named the provisions of the law now applying to the yetoy. 
ans of the Black Hawk Indian war. ; oe 

Mr. ALLISON. Iknow, but is there a limitation as to tines 

Mr. McBRIDE. It specifies the wars and the dates and wh) 
are to be the beneficiaries under the wars designated. 

. Me i Would it cover the Indian war in Minnesoty 
ni 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. It covers no war within less than forty years 
from the present time. It has been the policy of Congress to give 
a service pension after forty years from the time the service ter- 
minated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 189. 

The Secretary a read the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I observe that Nevada is omitted. [ object, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consii- 
eration of executive business, 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 33 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 2, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February /, ! 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

David O. Watkins, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, vice J. Kearney Rice, whose 
term will expire February 12, 1900. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Charles Lewiston, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin, vice William H. 
Canon, whose term will expire February 3, 1900. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 
William B. Reed, jr., of Centerville, Queen Anne County, Mi, 





to be a supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Second super 
visor’s district of Maryland, vice B. Gootee Stevens, resigned. 
CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February /. 
CONSUL. 


Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Pernambuco, Brazil. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Henry L. Howison, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from te 
80th day of September, 1898, 


Albert Kautz, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 2th 
day of October, 1898, 


rge C, Remey, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 
22d day of November, 1898. 
Norman H. Farquhar, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, {rom 


the 25th day of December, 1898, 








1900. 


Commander William W. Kimball, to be a commander in 
y, from the 8th day of December, 1899. 
“William §. Hogg, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
the 8th day of December, 1899 (subject to the exami- 
ions required by law). 
7 ont. Comman er William P. Day, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 12th day of December, 1899. 
* Lieut. Robert L. Reid, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from the 12th day of December, 1899. 
Lieut. Commander John C. Wilson, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1899. 
~ p, A, Surg. Hatton N. T. Harris, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 2ist day of October, 1899. : 
Surg. Howard Wells, to bea medical inspector in the Navy, from 
the 15th day of January, 1900. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Henry ©. Cochrane, to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 11th day of January, 1900. 

Maj. Allan C. Kelton, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 11th day of January, 1900 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law). ail 

Capt. Lincoln Karmany, to be a major in the Marine Corps, 
from the 11th day of January, 1900. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY, 
To be assistant paymasters. 


John D. Robnett, a citizen of Texas. — 

Stewart Rhodes, a citizen of California. | 

George W. Pigman, jr., a citizen of Indiana. 
Perry G. Kennard, a citizen of Mlinois. 

George W. Reeves, jr., a citizen of New Jersey. 
Walter T. Camp, a citizen of Connecticut. 


To be professor of mathematics. 


William 8. Eichelberger, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a pro- 
fessor of mathematics in the Navy, from the 15th day of January, 
1900, 


Lieut. 
the Nav 
Lieut. 
Navy, from 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
To be second lieutenants. 

Samuel A. W. Patterson, a citizen of Pennsylvania, from the 
11th day of January, 1900. 

Herbert J. Hirshinger, a citizen of North Carolina, from the 
11th day of January, 1900. 

John G. Muir, a citizen of the District of Columbia, from the 
13th day of January, 1900. 

Harold C. Reisinger, at large. 

Frank Edgar Evans, a citizen of Wisconsin. 

Harry Randolph Lay, at large. 

Thomas A. Mott, a citizen of North Carolina. 

St. John L. Caffery, a citizen of Louisiana, 

John C, Beaumont, a citizen of Maryland. 

Charles B. Taylor, a citizen of Virginia. 

John W. vr eeere a citizen of New Hampshire. 

William Radford Coyle, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Henry D. F. Long, at large. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 1, 1900. 


. — House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
peaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


aa Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
oved, 


QUESTION OF JURISDICTION AS BETWEEN THE APPROPRIATIONS 
COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the opinion which he will 
now give to the House, on a matter submitted to him by the House 
a few days ago. 

On Monday, January 22, 1900, by the unanimous consent of the 
House, the following was submitted and agreed to: 


The SPEAKER. The ; i 
sent of the Howme te ee from Iowa (Mr. HuLL] asks unanimous con 


Touching so much of House Document No. 291, first session Fifty-sixth 
ongress, as refers to the Rock Island Armory, Rock island, Ill., and toSpring- 


field Armory, Sprin: Mass.; and 
ome ouch 80 much of the estimate of $750,000 for infantry, cavalry, and ar- 
fiscal ut pment, submitted on page 135 of the Book of Estimates for the 
facture at thea as eae machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manu- 
Touching so much of the estimate of $1,100,000 for the manufacture of arms, 
Shuuitted on page 136 of the Book of Estima’ for the fiscal year 1901, as in- 
be 7 the and fixtures for their manufacture— 
under therales, as though no AT had Soretote eatin by te _. 
© the Speaker touching the reference of these items. — 


to consider intelligently the matter submitted, the 
Chair calls attention to the exact provisions covered by the above 
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submission. In Document No. 291, first session Fifty-eixth Con- 
gress, the following is a detailed statement from said document of 
the matter submitted: 


Rock Island Armory, Rock Island, Ill 
Completing the installation of the plantand the purchase 
tools, fixtures, and other appliances for the manufacture 
small armsin thearmory shops at Rock Island Arsenal, to} 
available untilexpended or otherwise ordered by Cor 
(act of March 3, 1899, volume 30, page 1073, section | 
Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass.: 
Addition to water shops (submitted) alee 
Additional machinery for water shops (submitted) ......... 
Additional machinery for hill shops (submitted) 
(To be available until expended os otherwise ordered by Con 
gress.) 


of 


“ 
igTress 


. $509,000.00 


lca andetipetithnpinriaain denaimingennanineeahens ona 299, 713.01 

The parts submitted from the Book of Estimates for the year 
ending June 30, 1901, are to be found on pages 135 and 136 of said 
book, and are as follows: 


Ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplic 8. 


299, 7 


For manufacture of metallic am- 
munition for small arms and ammunition for reloading cartridges, including 
the cost of targets and material for target practice, ammunition for burials at 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several branches, 
including National Soldiers’ Home in Washington, D. C.; marksmen’s med- 
als and insignia for all arms of the service- 


Now, mark!— 
including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the arsenals. 

Manufacture of arms.—Manufacture, repairing, procuring, and issuing arms 
at the national armories, including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their 
manufacture. F 

The part in dispute in the first item is in these words: 

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the ar- 
senals. 

The part submitted in the next item is as follows: 

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture 

It will be seen that the four items in controversy provide only 
for fitting the plants for the purpose of doing certain work, and 
provide no money for manufacturing articles after the plants are 
created. The Committee on Appropriations contends that it is 
entitled to appropriate money for establishing plants of the kind 
expressed in the itemsin controversy, and enneliae to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs the right to appropriate the money fer the 
manufacture of the articles turned out by these plants. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs contends that it is entitled not only to 
appropriate money for the manufacturing of the articles, but to 
make the appropriations for the installation and enlargement of the 
plants. In other words, the Committee on Military Affairs con- 
tends for the entire control through appropriations of the whole 
subject-matter embraced in these four items. It is to settle this 
controversy between these two committees that the matter, with 
the consent of the House, has been submitted to the Chair. 

Let us first see what the rules provide in respect to these two 
committees. Rule XI, section 3, is as follows: 

To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as 
herein provided, viz, for legislative, executive, and judicial expense 
sundry civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the District 
of Columbia; for pensions; and for all deficiences: to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Rule XI, section 12, is as follows: 

Tothe military establishment and the public defense, including the appro- 
priations for its support and for that of the Military Academy: to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Looking at these two sections together, and without considering 
any other matters, it would seem clear to the Chair that all mat- 
ters pertaining to the military establishment and the public de- 
fense, excepting for fortifications and coast defenses, and excepting 
deficiencies for the military establishment and the public defense, 
should be considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. In 
other words, that the Committee on Appropriations should be 
limited in its consideration of appropriations to fortifications and 
coast defenses and to deficiencies growing out of these, and also 
to deficiencies growing out of appropriations for the military 
establishment and the public defense. 

The Chair, however, feels compelled to go beyond the clear 
declarations of these sections of Rule XI and see what precedents 
there are bearing upon the question inissue. The twocommittees 
have exhaustively investigated the precedents and submitted the 
results to the Chair. As stated by the Chair in a recent decision, 
precedents should be followed where possible. It is a great ad- 
vantage to the Congress to have before it the decisions of previous 
Congresses on any question liable to come up. If the decisions of 
the past, carefully considered, made by Speakers, Chairmen, and by 
the House itself, are to be disregarded, confusion and uncertainty 
would constantly prevail. The Chair has already indicated in 
another decision that he would prefer to follow a precedent clearly 
established, though the question if originally presented to him 
would receive different treatment. 

Let us look, then, at the history of this class of legislation: 
Prior to December 18, 1885, with the single exception of the Agri- 
cultural bill, all appropriation bills were given to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
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In the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, in 1880, the 
Agricultural bill was given to the Committee on Agriculture. A 
careful examination of the Statutes at Large will show that duriag 
the last twenty years the sundry civil bill appropriated for build- 
ings, roads, sewers, bridges, and machinery at the arsenals and 
armories. This, it will be observed, goes back of the segregation 
of the appropriation bills in 1885, and it brings the action of the 
House up to the current fiscal year, when the first exception is 
found. The military bill for the present year has made provision 
for such appropriations. During thesame twenty yearsthe Army 
bill appropriated for the manufacture of small arms, Ceara 
ammunition, etc. It should be borne in mind also, in this connec- 
tion, that the very first appropriation bills brought in by these 
two great committees, immediately following the segregation of 
the appropriation bills, gave all the matters in dispute which were 
then provided for to the Appropriations Committee, and none of 
these to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

This would indicate the first interpretation which the House put 
upon these bills when the segregation took place in the Forty-ninth 
Congress. 

And it should also be borne in mind that the Rock Island Arsenal 
was provided for in the sundry civil bill, following the segrega- 
tion, appropriation being made for machinery and shop fixtures. 
(See 24 Stat. L., page 529.) 

In the appropriation bill for the current year, all of the items 
in controversy, or most of them, will be found in the Army ap- 
propriation bill. This is exceptional. -Much stress is laid upon 
this fact by the Committee on Military Affairs, because objection 
was ..ot made by the Committee on Appropriations. 

On the contrary, the Committee on Appropriations claim that 
this was overlooked by them and grew out of the great pressure 
of work before the several committees during their excessive la- 
bors in the last Congress, and also because the Military Commit- 
tee was given so much way and consideration incident to our 
wars. It is proper to state, in this connection, that the Book of 
Estim®tes invited this action by the Military Committee. That 
book adopted new phraseology in the estimates, differing from 

rior estimates, so that these items were before the Committee on 
Military Affairs when making up its bill, and were not before the 
Committee on Appropriations so as to attract its attention, as 
they had done in the past. The Chair is of the opinion that this 
should in no way be considered as a precedent to govern his de- 
cision as against the uniform practice, long, well-considered dis- 
cussions, and carefully rendered opinions prior thereto. 

The Chair desires to say a word in regard to this Book of Esti- 
mates. 

As the House is doubtless aware, the estimates of the several 
Departments are sent, as required by law, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who compiles the Book of Estimates, It is then printed 
in a branch office of the Government Printing Office, under the 
supervision of the Public Printer, in the Treasury Department. 

he Chair has investigated to see whether these Books of Esti- 
mates, or theseveral parts thereof, have been referred to the several 
committees, and finds the practice to be that these Books of Esti- 
mates are sent in bulk to the document room, and there the sev- 
eral committees get the books. With one exception, the Chair is 
unable to find that they have ever been referred by the Speaker, 
although the Book of Estimates is addressed to the Rooster of the 
House of Representatives. Neither in the last nor in 
this Congress have they come to him, and therefore they have not 
been referred by him to the several committees. 

During this period many bitter contests have arisen between the 
two committees on this subject of jurisdiction, and each time the 
final decision of the matter been in favor of the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

These decisions were made in relation to subjects which the 
Apgeepeietians Committee claimed were, and been, properly 
part of the fortifications bill. In this case all the conditions are 
the same, except that the items in dispute are claimed for the sun- 
— bill, 

Thile os as Chairmen in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, decisions favorable to the Committee 
on ge ee have been made by Messrs. Blount, of Georgia; 
Payson, of Illinois; Horxins, of Illinois, and Springer, of Illinois, 
Mr. Allen, of Michigan, while in the chair, made a different rul- 
ing, but the House promptly, on motion of Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, 
sustained the claim of the Committee on Appropriations by strik- 
ing the paragraph in controversy from the y bill. Many days 
have been spent in discussions of the question, one struggle last- 
ing for two entire days, and another struggle for three entire 
days, but always resulting in favor of the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, whether the decision was made by a 
Chairman, or by the Committee of the Whole House, or by the 
House itself. 

The several controversies that have taken place were for the 
purpose of maintaining the individuality of the fortifications bill, 
and also of the Army bill. Each of the great appropriation bills 
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has an individuality which it has retained for about ;);, a 
— and which the House has shown itself reluctant to yj-),:.- 
or instance, the Apgeeysioticns Committee is given under +) 


rule jurisdiction of the subject of “fortifications and co... 1° 
fenses.” Field guns for the use of the Army would scarce!y 
to property beicag to this committee, but it has been decij.) 
peatedly that the Appropriations Committee has jurisdici,.... 
the subject of field guns, because their fabrication for aon. ;... 
of years belonged to the fortifications appropriation bill, | >»... 
same reason the Committee on Appropriations has been given :,,| 
held jurisdiction of Watervliet Arsenal, where heayy pun; ... 
made, ; 
The Chair therefore holds that the appropriations for the »,4,,, 

facture of small arms and equipments for the infantr va 
and artillery at the armories and arsenals are within t} 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs, and that the appr 

tions for buildings, installation of plant, machinery, tools. {ix+,,... 
for manufacturing small armsand equipments belong to the (,,, 
mittee on Appropriations, and accordingly the Chair refers 
four items in controversy to that committee, subject to ti. 


y;,c Walry, 


16 jurisdic. 


Om. 


the 


proval of the House. ap- 


If there is no objection, the reference will accordingly | 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. : 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York { Mr. supp. 


MAN]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Se before the gentleman from New 
York takes the floor, I him to yield to me for a few minutes 
to make a conference report on the urgent deficiency bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. _I will yield for that purpose, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. CANNON. [ask unanimous consent to dispense with tho 
reading of the conference report and that the Clerk read the ro. 
port of the House committee as to its effect. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimoys 
consent to dispense with the reading of the conference report and 
read the statement. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as fullows: 

The rs on the part of the House of the conference on tlic disagree 
ing votes of the two Houses on the a ments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6287) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and 
recommended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

On No. 1: Appropriates for three additional clerks at $900 cach and three 
expert counters ‘at $720 each in the office of Treasurer of the United 
States, as —= the Senate. 

: Appro 
nt, 


© Made, 


On No. tes $200 for material for binding records in the Treas. 


P 
wr re 8: Maken gloo boo ot i cnatan balance of the appropriation 


for the Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year 1898 available for that 
service for the fiscal year 1900. 
On Nos. 4 and 6: the amount heretofore authorized to be ex 
pended for the site for the public building at Helena, Mont., to $33,512.55 
On Nos. 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, relating to the District of Columbia: Makes the 
appropriation for the Freedmen's ital and Asylum available for pay 
ment of certain employees; to complete the isolating 
eRe , t See = and eae = Es nded balance of 
of appro ons for or rifle iceof the District militia ayail 
able during the fiscal 1900. 


On Nos. 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, relating to the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer : Aporopriates for certain ascertained deficien 
cies on account of the Branch Homes at Hampton, Va., Santa Monica, Cal, 
and Marion, Ind., as 

On No. 21: A) 2 Ero ascertained deficiencies in the ap 

; fs i ° ere mamaes for the support 
° bled volunteer as proposed Senate. 

. Seerince the benwetees at Was in his judgment, to use not 

for barracks and quarters for 


amount appropriated for 
the pu of asite or sites for barracks for the accommodation of a garri- 
ortificati: 


On N $i. nd 3 Strikes ont oak peepened by th Senate for th 
n Nos. . © Senate for the 
yment of certain officers of the Navy for ex of subsistence at Key 
est or Habana between February 15 and May 1, 1898, and the prov 
posed by the Senate relating Reena to heirs or legal repre: 
of officers and enlisted men of the Navy who have died or may hereafter ‘ic 
On Nos. 27, 28, and 29: as proposed by the Senate, $1.00") for 
rent of = Atlan = io by wi glLO00 for stat and ™ i”) ‘ r 
repair of certain rooms said , and or stationery for the 
oan Bi: Appropriates $35,000, posed by the Senate, instead of $25, 
no. wv: Ap as y the Senate, instead of $,(\", 
as by the Hi for cuntiamation of the investigation of the coal 
d resources of 
On Nos. 31 and &: Strikes out the aeepegtiaien of $15,000 proposed by the 
Senate for preventing and stamp: out smallpox among the whites 2 
indian tory, and makes a verbal correction in the text of th: ! 
On Nos. 33 and 34: Makes payable to the widow of the late Dr A. H. Witmer 
the sum of $537.15 due to . Witmer; and appropriates, as propose* oy 
he Senate, $225.70 to reimburse John E. Crane for the relief of destitute a" 


t 
ote Apes ot Circle Oe ee Sai ete Se escare and cas 
0. 35: Appropria’ $3,hin, as proposed mate, for care and cus 
tod. buildings rented by t of Justice. ' 

: ppropriates $3,000, as by the Senate, for expenses © 
delegates to represent the United S at the celebration of the twenty’ 
fifth anniversary of the organization of the Universal Postal Union,‘ °° 


a Se eaerne. nat 
On No. 37: Strikes out the provision the Senate requiring ths 
in the service under the ap ion for rural free delivery 
no deficiencies be incurred therein. 1s at 

On Nos. 38 and 39: Authorizes the exhibition of certain patent mole's * 
the Paris and the appointment of six additional commissioners 
as proposed by the Senate. 
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43, and 44: Appropriates $41,700, as proposed by the Sen- 

in certain appropriations for the Senate. 

es @ verbal correction in the text of the bill, and 

rinting and binding for the Department of the In- 
mate. 


Se 
riates, as proposed by the Senate, for certain 
‘i+ional judgmentsin epredation claims and of the Court of Claims, 
aac ned to Congress in ted documents since the bill passed the House. 
a vendments No. 5, relating to the _ building at Kansas City, Mo., 
On Ais, relating to the observation of the eclipse of the sun on May 23, 
— eo the Naval Observatory, the committee of conference have been un- 


able to agree. J. G. CANNON, 
8. 8S. BARNEY, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con- 
erence report. 
fr GRIGGS. Mr. 
non: . 
ANNON,. Certainly. 

Mr GRIGGS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that that 
objectionable clause, or proviso, rather, with reference to the de- 
ficiency on account of the rural free delivery was stricken from 
the conference report? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; the report of the House conferees was 
insisted upon, Which was that that was already the law. 

Mr. COWHERD. Dol understand the motion of the chairman 
to mean that the — of the report be agreed upon? 

Mr. CANNON. e gentleman is correct. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? . 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. “ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does it affect the amount of judg- 
ments as rendered by the Court of Claims on Indian depredation 
‘laims? 

Mr CANNON. All that have been certified. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I notice some of the items. 

Mr. CANNON. The House inserted those items so far as they | 
had been certified. There were additional judgments rendered 
after the House made up the bill that were certified to the Senate, 
and the House agrees to their insertion, and as the bill stands now 
it provides for all judgments that have been certified up to date. 

The conference report Was & to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I want to call the attention of the House 
for about a moment to what we can not a upon. One is the 
amendment, numbered 5, of the Senate, to be found on page 10 of 
the bill, as follows: 

Post-office and custom-house, Kansas City, Mo.: For painting and installa- 
tion of passenger elevators, $35,000. 

The facts touching this amendment, very briefly, are these: 
The limit of cost for the construction of the post-office and court- 
house at Kansas City was, as I recollect, $1,800,000, That build- 
ing is almost complete, and can be occupied, if this appropriation 
is made, as we are informed, about the ist of May—certainly, as 
they state, not later than the ist of June. 
_ If this appropriation is not made, the Supervising Architect says, 
in substance, that the gentleman from the Kansas City district 
[Mr. CownerD], as I understand it, claims that it can not be 
occupied until this additional pa germ is made for the finish- 
ing of the building and the putting in of the elevators, So that your 
conference committee is of opinion that this great building, the 
limit of cost of which is $1,300,000, can not be available for a much 
desired service until this or asimilar appropriation ismade. Your 
committee did not agree to this amendment. In fact, the 
Committee on Ap iations declined to report this item to the 
House in consi it, because it was not authorized by law, 
and knowing that were a great lot of public buildings the 
erection or com of which is delayed because of the increased 
cost of material and labor, some of them aes been commenced 
and some of them not having been commenced and probably can 


not be until the limit is oa at many places where they are 
authorized, we felt that the House ought fo dispose of this chen, 
and Iam frank to say that I believe the House can dispose of it 

embarrassment, because it is unlike a new public 





On Nos. 40, 41, 
ate : supply Aeficloncies 


On Nos. 4 an $ 
appropriates $25,000 for 
ore or, a8 proposed by the 

‘(On Nos. 47,48, and 49: A 


Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 





without much 


building that is au’ 

a not now under the rule, but upon the merits. It is 
. a that is to be authorized for the first time. It 
aan e a building that has been authorized and that can not be 
= ructed on account of the increased cost of material and 
Sab tone in labor; it is practically complete, but for the want of 
Intl thin noe OF the limit it can not be com and occupied 
all th tion is made. Now, f y, I believe that is 
wy y it. Ifthe tion is made, it will be occupied 
i vies of June, and un or some similar appropriation is 
in whiok Government will continue to rent buildings in that city 
about % an nave this service, I believe that is all I desire to state 
motion al oo Does the gentleman desire to make any 
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Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move, in regard 
tothis item of disagreement, that the House recedeand concur with 
an amendment changing the word “‘custom-house”’ to * court- 
house,” and I would like to make one statement in connection 
with it. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that if the House 
concludes to act favorably upon this item the amendment ought 
to be made, because it speaks of it as a ‘‘ post-office and custom- 
house,” whereas it isa post-office and court-house, so that the word 
‘*custom-house ” ought to be stricken out and the word “ court- 
house” inserted. If the House should recede with a view of giving 
$35,000, the gentleman’s amendment ought to be adopted. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, just one word in regard to.the 
condition that the Government service isin at that place. The 
post-office at present occupies not only the portion of the old post- 
office building originally allotted to it, but it occupies sheds that 
are built out in front of the post-office building. In addition to 
that they have been compelled to rent the ground floor of a large 
oftice building across the alley from the post-office, Now, the 
post-office has already made arrangements to move into the new 
building as soon as it can be completed—that is, the portion as- 
signed to them for their use. That will be about the ist of May 
or June, and they must move because their lease will expire on 
the rented quarters. 

In addition to that the collector of internal revenue occupies 
two or three little rooms. He has about twenty clerks in one 
small room, he writes me, and that it is absolutely necessary for 
that service that they should be in the new quarters at the time 
of the large collection, beginning July 1, and that they have al- 
ready applied for permission to move. This will necessitate the 
keeping up and maintaining a new building after the Ist of June, 
as it will be completed, practically, at that time, but the remain- 
der of the offices, and especially the courts and court officials, can 
not move until these elevators are put in, because they occupy 

floors of the new building coil they will not want to move 
and climb four flights of stairs. Therefore the Government will 
have to maintain both the old building and the new, which will 
be unnecessary and an extra cost to the Government of from five 
hundred to eight hundred dollars a month. 

Now, anless this appropriation is made at this time, if it is post- 
poned until it may come in the regular way, which would be some 
time along in June, the contract for the ironwork can not be let 
until that time, and it takes three or four months to get the iron- 
work out and three or four months more to put it in place, so that 
the occupation of it will be delayed until along some time in No- 
vember or the Ist of January. So there will be added the extra 
cost of maintaining the old building as well as the new for all this 


time. 

Mr. CANNON, I want to say to the gentleman right there that 
it is quite as competent to meet this appropriation of $35,000 upon 
this bill as it will be to make it on any general bill hereafter with- 
out legislation. 

Mr. COWHERD. I understood that; and by the regular way I 
meanta bill increasing the limit of cost, which I understand would 
have to come from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. CANNON. Strictly speaking—and I want the gentleman's 
attention to this point—this is an appropriation without legisla- 
tion. It would be subject toa point of order if offered in the 
House, but we can not get rid of a Senate amendment by a point 
of order. I have no doubt now of the absolute necessity of this 
appropriation before that building can be occupied, but I want the 

ouse to take the action with the full information in the premises 
as to the disagreement about the item. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me a 
question? I would like to know if, in the letting of the contract 
for the construction of this building, it did not provide for neces- 
sary elevators? 

r. COWHERD. I can not answer that fully. 
chairman of the committee can answer it. 

Mr. STEELE. Did it not provide for the painting? 

Mr. COWHERD. I will answer that. My information is that 
in the last appropriation there was included two elevators, but 
owing to the increased cost of material—the price of iron, as the 
gentleman knows, went up all over the country—they were not 
able to contract for them inside of the appropriation. 

Mr. STEELE. If the work was !et by contract-—— 

Mr. CANNON. I am quite sure that no contract was ever 
made for the elevators, although the law fixing the limit of cost and 
authorizing the construction of this building did, as I recollect, 
include elevators; but whether there ought to have been a con- 
tract made or not, I am quite sure none was made for the eleva- 
tors, and here you are a million and three hundred thousand dol- 
lars in the buildin 

Mr. STEELE. 


Perhaps the 


fiow much of this amount was for the building 


and how much for the elevator? The appropriation appears to 
have been a lump sum. 
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Mr. CANNON. The building, as I understand, was to be pro- 
vided with elevators. 

Mr. COWHERD. In addition to that there will be the cleaning 
down of the outside work and the gilding of the dome. 

Mr. STEELE. The circumstances of this case are an indica- 
tion, and a very strong one, that some person who was responsi- 
ble for looking after the interests of the Government in this 
matter has been derelict—has not performed his duty as he should 
have done. No other conclusion can be arrived at. 

Mr. COWHERD. I suggest to the gentleman that this build- 
ing has been in process of construction for about ten years, and 
naturally during such a period there would be changes in the cost 
of material and labor. 

Mr. STEELE. ‘That does not conflict with the fact that the 
purchases of this ironwork should have been made when the price 
was low. It clearly appears that some one who was responsible 
for this work ought to cave another job. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. COWHERD] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the word “ custom-house”’’ where it occurs in said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ court-house.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say a word touching one other item 
of these amendments, and then I shall be ready, so far as I am 
concerned, for a yete. I read the amendment to which I refer: 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Observation of total eclipse of the sun in May, 1900: For preparation and 
outfit of instruments and their transportation, the purchase of additional 
apparatus and materials, including weogrepet material, the erection of 
suitable buildings at each station, and generally the expenses of preparation 
and observation, including the living expenses of parties at the several sta- 
tions, and the available instruments used in observing the transit of Venusin 
1874 and 1882 may be also utilized, $5,000. 

Now, the facts about this matter are these: Your committee in 
reporting the bill to the House had this estimate in substance be- 
fore it. It also had an estimate of $4,000 for observation of the 
total eclipse of the sun in May next, to be made by the Smithsonian 
Institution. As gentlemen are aware, for many years we have 
appropriated $10,000 for observations of the sun and its effect on 
the earth, and have provided for a small observatory in connection 
with that work, hed me the Astrophysical Observatory. 

The latter service does not study ancient astronomy, but mod- 
ern astronomy—the laws of light and heat, the influence of the 
sun upon the earth’s atmosphere, and all that class of questions 
known as the new astronomy—the branch of astronomy that did 
not formerly receive much attention; whereas your committee is 
informed and believes the fact to be that the Naval Observatory 
is engaged very properly in the study of the stars, the taking of 
the correct time, and all kindred questions pertaining to the ordi- 
nary, the old, the universal astronomy. After inquiry your com- 
mittee was fully of the opinion that for the purpose of observing 
the total eclipse of the sun in May next the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, with its instruments, with its knowledge, with its line of 
investigation, could to the best interests of the Government and 
of science make these observations. 

Their estimate was $4,000, not $5,000, and Professor Langley 
said that $4,000 would be quite sufficient to make thorough obser- 
vations touching this total eclipse. We reported that item and 
did not report the other, and the House concurred witn the rec- 
ommendations of your committee and passed the item of $4,000, 
Now the Senate leaves in the bill the item of $4,000, but inserts an 
item of $5,000 for this same service, to be expended by the Naval 
Observatory. Your committee is informed and believes that one 
— of observers on the part of the United States will be quite 
sufficient and that the other is very largely “‘leather and pru- 
nella;” that there ought not to be two independent sets of ob- 
servers With their various apparatus for making the observations 
at different places, the expenses to be paid by the United States; 
that one corps will be enough. Your committee refused to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment, and we present the matter to the 
House asking it to further insist upon its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment and send the matter to conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to explain that these are two en- 
tirely different sets of observations. As explained to me by the 
Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, the Naval Observatory 
takes observations purely of a mathematical kind and for astro- 
nomical purposes, such as the moment of contact, the time of the 
passage of the eclipse, and the time of departure. These observa- 
tions are entirely for astronomical purposes and for navigation 
and for the furnishing of data of that kind. 

The proposed observations by the Smithsonian Institution are 
to beentirely physical in their character, relating to theatmospheric 
conditions, the differences in light and shadow during eclipse as 
compared with other times, and similar subjects. “The instru- 
ments used are of an entirely different character. Those of the 
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Naval Observatory are purely mathematical in their chara... ,, 
for the purpose of making calculations in regard to astrono,,,. 
the movements of the other planets. I think it is desira}). 4)" 
both of these observations should be made. There is no..." 
at all between them. Their observations are distinctly (1, 

in character, and in the interest of science the Smithsonigy, |,,.,: 
tution desires particularly to make these observations .. 9. 
occasion only comes at long intervals apart. I am speak)),, },.. 
in the interest of the Smithsonian Institution, as one of the |...” 
of that Institution. — 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that while },;., 
marks are very interesting, the appropriation of $4.00) :, 
the Smithsonian Institution to make these observations wit), ;. 
different parties isin the bill. Itis not in controversy 4; 
that that item does not require any advocacy, That item 
in dispute. 

Now, just one word, and then I willaskfor avote. Inthe jy), 
ment of your committee, $4,000 will decently, sufficiently. a) 
effectively observe the antics of the sun when in total o)/)/<.. ;. 
May next, and it is for you to say whether you want to do it iwi... 

r. BOUTELL of Illinois. o asks for the other ap) ropria. 
tion? ; = 

Mr. CANNON. The other is a Senate amendment, to dy) 
this work under the direction of the Naval Observatory, ~ 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Who asks for it? . 

Mr. CANNON. Why, the estimate comes as other estimates 
come, through the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of z}). 
Treasury. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further insist yy, 
its disagreement to this amendment, and consent to the requcs; 
of the Senate for a further conference. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does the gentleman insist that the Smith. 
sonian Institution can make all the observations that the other 
observers could make? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. That is our information afte; 
the best inquiry we can make—that this is proposing to do jus 
double work. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to further 
insist upon the disagreement of the House to Senate amendient 
numbered 26, and to agree to the conference requested by the 
Senate. 

The motion was een to. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for the same conferees, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to ask the gentleman frou Illi- 
nois a question. 

TheSPESKER. The motion has already carried. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not desire to speak = that point, 
but in reference to the conference report on the bill I desire to ask 
a question. 

he SPEAKER, Without objection, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will be heard. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if! under- 
stood him correctly as to the number of items now remaining un- 
adjusted in the conference? 

r. CANNON. Two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What are those two? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, one is appropriating $35,000 to complete 
the building at Kansas City. 

Mr. RIC DSON. at and this one are the only two’ 

Mr. CANNON. I think those are all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Secretary of the Treasury asked for 
$109,000 to pay the rent of the custom-house property in New York 
and asked to have that item inserted in this urgent deficiency 
bill. I want to ask the gentleman if that item isincluded’ A let- 
ter of January 22, addressed by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the committee, asks for $109,000 to pay this rent. 

Mr. CANNON. No such estimate had come to the committee 
at the time the bill was prepared. 7 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; but the Secretary of the Treasury 
sent a letter to the Senate, as I understand it—— 

Mr. CANNON. Not tothe House committee. _ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To the Senate, while the bill was pen 
ing there. I want to know whether thatitemisincluded. 

r. CANNON. Oh, it pears too busy to keep track of what 
the House does, and I would have to have the lives of half a “ozen 
Philadelphia lawyers to keep up with the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Butthegentleman ought toknow whether 
the item is in the bill or not. — 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, no; the item has never been consi! red, 
as far as I know, in the House or any of its committees, or 1" ‘he 
Senate either. It has never been ed to my attention before. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is aware of the {act that 
the Secretary asked to have this included, is he not? ; 

Mr. C ON. No, I am not aware of it. If he should make 
an estimate and it should come to my committee, we wil! invest: 
gate it, I will say to the gentleman for his information. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh,I have no doubt about that. : 

Mr. CANNON. We will investigate it and look into it, and if 
wo find it is under the law we will report it and give my friend a 
chance to make his speech for a third time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am much obliged to the gentleman for 
the information. tl 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. BaRNEY, and Mr. LivinasTon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolution of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: , 4 

S, 1293. An act for the relief of Francisco V. De Coster; 

g 9979, An act declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable 

eam; and ; 3 
s . 75. Joint resolution to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States and the House of Rep- 


resentatives be notified of the election of CHARLES G. BENNETT as Secretary 
of the Senate. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles were takén from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S, 1293. An act for the relief of Francisco V. De Coster—to the 
Committee on oe Affairs. 

S, 2279. An act declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable 
stream—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S, R. 75. Joint resolution to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United States— 
to the Committee on Printing. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. LITTLE, I ask unanimous consent that members address- 
ing the House on this bill be allowed to extend their remarks for 
five days. It will save a good deal of trouble. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that members who address the committee on the 
Indian appropriation bill may be allowed to extend their remarks 
for five days. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department.and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, with Mr. Moopy 
of Massachusetts in the chair. 


Mr.SHERMAN,. Mr. Chairman, the arrangement made in the 
House last evening was that the time between now and 4 o'clock 
should be equally divided between the gentleman from Arkansas 


[Mr. LirtLe] and myself, Is the gentleman prepared to occupy 
some portion of his ime now? - “ 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN - Ishould be glad if the gentleman will now 
vroceed. 
Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty-five minutes to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH]. 
‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado is recog- 
nized for twenty-five minutes. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer some re- 
marks upon the duty of this Government in the conflict between 
Great Britain and the South African Republic, and upon the 
causes of the war between those nations. 
One of the bloodiest wars that has ever occurred in the history 
of ths world is now being waged in the Transvaal country. Over 
10,000 British casualties have occurred up to this time. The 
Boers are intrenched with a force of 48,000 men, while the British 
e00 © in South Africa and on the sea bound for that country 213,- 
”) soldiers, and since their repulse the other day at Spion Kop 
demands are made for 100,000 more. 
cn hen we remember that England had — 80,000 men in the 
- imean war, and Wellington only 25,000 soldiers at Waterloo, 
r magnitade of this struggle becomes apparent. 
E » war is bound to continue a long period of time, even if 
ngland doubles her forces, as the fortifications at Pretoria are 
aber able, and the provisions at that point are sufficient to en- 

© the Boers to withstand a siege for two years. Each side is 
armed wi‘h the most ve weapons of modern warfare, and 
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hence the conflict will not only be of long duration but will be 
frightful in its bloodshed and destruction. 

The world has a most important interest in this conflict, not 
only for the principle that the right should always triumph, but 
for the reason that this war is shutting off more than one-third of 
the world’s supply of gold, and its effect is being felt in every 
moneyed center of the world, causing stringency in matters of 
finance and in some places disastrous panics. 

It is a disgrace to civilization that questions of right should be 
determined by might; that blood should flow in unlimited quan- 
tities, and the great nations of the world stand by without even 
lifting their voices in behalf of peace. 

MEDIATION THE REMEDY. 

A peace conference of the leading nations of the world was held 
last summer at The Hague, and an international treaty was formu- 
lated relative to the establishment of peace, which received the 
signatures of the diplomatic agents of all the 26 governments rep- 
resented. 

That treaty has not yet been ratified by the United States Sen- 
ate |The Hague treaty was ratified by the United States Senate 
on February 6, 1900], but in all likelihood it will be within the 
next few days, as no opposition to it has developed up to this 
time. 

It has always been recognized asa principle of international 
law that any power could offer mediation between combatants 
without danger of international complications resulting there- 
from. That principle has been recognized in the treaty of The 
Hague and an express duty imposed upon nations strangers to the 
controversy to mediate between contending powers in the interest 
of peace. 

Article II of that treaty provides as follows: 

In case of serious disagreement and before an appeal toarms, the signatory 
powers agree to have recourse as far as circumstances allow to the good 
offices or mediation of one or more friendly powers 

The time has passed when mediation could be asked under that 
article. It is the next article that imposes the obligation upon 
nations strangers to the controversy to offer mediation to the 
states in conflict. 

Article III reads as follows: 

Independently of this recourse, the signatory powers recommend that one 
or more powers, strangers to the dispute, should, on their own initiative and 
as far as circumstances allow, offer their good offices or mediation to the 
States at variance. Powers strangers to the dispute have the right to offer 
good offices or mediation, even during the course of hostilities. The exer 
cise of this right can never be regarded by one or the other of the parties in 
conflict as an unfriendly act. 

It is true that the United States representatives above their 
signatures wrote a statement that nothing in the treaty should be 
construed to require the United States to intrude upon or entangle 
itself in the political questions of foreign nations or imply an 
abandonment of its traditional policy toward purely American 
questions. Yet such a course as is suggested does not come 
within the reservation, as mediation is a friendly act to both 
nations. 

But even if the United States were not required by the treaty 
to mediate, it surely possesses the power, and the moral obligation 
exists, as clearly as it does upon any of the other nations. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Colorado a question if he will yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do you know a single instance 
where a neutral power not a party to the controversy has ever in- 
terfered or attempted to mediate without a request from one of 
the parties to the conflict? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know, but I do know that this na- 
tion even expressed feelings of sympathy for Greece in its conflict 
with Turkey without any international complications resulting 
therefrom. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Offers of mediation are not 
prompted by friendships for either party in the contest, but are 
the result of circumstances seeming to justify such course upon 
the part of a neutral power and initiated at the request of one of 
the parties, and in this instance no request has been made by 
either the Boers or England. Much as I would like to see the war 
stopped, our course must be prudent and wise and in harmony 
with the rules of-international law. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But there never has been a writer upon in- 
ternational law that has declared that mediation could be con- 
sidered as an unfriendly act. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it not a prerequisite to inter- 
ference that a desire shall be expressed by one side or the other 
for mediation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I must contradict the statement, 
although I am in sympathy with much that the gentleman from 
Colorado says. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 





I willstate, Mr. Chairman, that I examined, 


as late as yesterday afternoon, a work upon international law, 





Aad lee lial vomcgmarn Toasted 





i 
: 
: 
{ 
ba 
rR 


1402 CONGRESSIONAL 


which states that never when mediation is offered can it be con- 
sidered an unfriendly act. The gentleman, I think, has con- 
founded intervention with mediation. ’ 

Mediation is in the interest of peace; it is a suggestion for ar- 
bitration. It is not, like intervention, to be backed by force. If 
the parties do not accept it, force is not resorted to. The only 
effect of mediation, if rejected, is the moral sympathy of the world 
for the nation willing to arbitrate and against the one refusing 
so to do. 

That influence is so great in the world to-day that no nation 
would be willing to disregard it. 

As this mode of ending hostilities is recommended, in fact en- 
joined, by the twenty-six great powers of the world, it ought to 
be invoked in the interest of humanity and civilization, irrespec- 
tive of the right or wrong of this war. With how much greater 
reason, then, ought the United States to invoke it when the ex- 
istence of a sister Republic is endangered and when the war upon 
the part of Great Britain is the most unjustifiable of any that has 
occurred in history of modern times. 

CAUSES OF THE WAR. 

Mr. Chairman, I have read with a great deal of care all that [ 
could find relative to the causesof the war between Great Britain 
and the South African Republic. 

There has been almost a continuous controversy between Great 
Britain and the Boer people from the time Holland transferred to 
England her possessions in South Africa. 

Upon the one side it has been a heroic prone for justice and 
right, and upon the other the exercise of brutal force for oppres- 
sion and wrong. 

The cause of the present war is the interference on the part of 
Great Britain with the internal affairs of the South African Re- 
public. Great Britain has demanded that the naturalization laws 
of the little Republic be amended to permit citizenship in five 
years; that the law giving to a company the exclusive right to 
manufacture dynamite be repealed; that English be taught in the 
schools aided by public money; that the taxation upon mines be 
reduced, and that Johannesburg be given ten representatives in 
the Volksraad. 

Sir, by what right or authority does Great Britain interfere 
with the internal concerns of an independent government? By 
what canon of international law does she predicate her right to 
demand the modification or repeal of the statutes of a republic? 

I want to demonstrate beyond the peradventure of a doubt that 
England has no more right to interfere with the internal affairs 
of that Republic than we have to interfere with the internal affairs 
of England. I propose to show by the language of the treaties, 
solemnly signed and ratified by Great Britain, that the South 
African Republic is as free to control its internal affairs as the 
United States is to control its own affairs. 

Nay, I propose to show from the declarations made by the most 
eminent English statesmen, including the present British secre- 
tary of the colonies, that no right whatever exists on the part of 
Great Britain to force reforms on the Transvaal Republic, and 
that the attempt to do so would be immoral. 

HISTORY OF THE BOERS. 

Mr. Chairman, the Dutch settled Cape Colony in 1652. The 
remained under the dominion of Holland, enjoying an 
happiness, for one hundred and fifty-four years. When Henslenns 
in 1806, invaded Holland, thatcountry placed under the care of its 
ally, Engiand, — Colony until its own right to in dence 
should be restored. Upon the final overthrow of Napoleon and 
the restoration of Holland to sovereignty, she transferred to Eng- 
land her colony. 

The Boers objected to being sold and delivered like chattels to 
a country whose laws oppressed them, and they rebelled i 
Great Britain. The rebellion was soon suppressed, and one of 
the most severe and cruel executions that have ever occurred in 
the history of the world took place, at which women and children 
were compelled to attend and witness the horrible spectacle. The 
Boers were told by the governor of Cape Colony that if they did 
not like British rule and the laws of that country, they could leave. 

They did. They concluded to leave British territory and estab- 
lish a government of their own. The fact that they were willing 
to abandon their farms and homes in the land of their birth is 
conclusive evidence that they were laboring under a sense of great 
injustice. But where could they go? The wilds of Africa were 
as trackless as dangerous. It was inhabited by not only wild 
beasts but savage men. They nevertheless trekked to out of 
British dominion. One long line of 10,000 people left home and 
farm to brave the dangers of an unexplored region. 

They settled in what is now called Natal and established the 
Republic of Natalia. They bought their lands from the native 
tribe that owned and possessed the same. The hardships they en- 
dured can not be described; but when they began to prosper, Cap- 
tain Smith, with British soldiers, came to annex the wy ty he 
possession of that mighty empire. War followed, and the 
were beaten. Rather than stand British rule they again trekked 
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to the interior of darkest Africa, to land far beyond any claj)..) 
by England. By the last annexation England claimed the to;,.. 
tory to the Vaal River. The Boers concluded to go beyon, ;)... 
Vaal, and they there established a republic and called ;; 
Transvaal State. 
They then entered into a treaty with Great Britain which ro. 
nized the independence of the Transvaal Boers and made tho \.) 
River the boundary line between the two countries. = 
That treaty is called the convention of 1852. It was sign 
Zand River on the 17th of January of that year, and rati{. 
April 15, 1852. Therecognition of independence was made iy ),. 
following terms: 


The assistant commissioners a in the fullest manner, on the par 
of the British Government, to the emigrant farmers beyond theV aa] |); ...... 
the right to manage their own affairs and to govern themselves aceo.);... 
to their own laws, without —- interference on the part of the Britis), (...° 
ernment, and that no enc ent shall be made by the said Govern... 
on the territory beyond, to the north of the Vaal River, with the furt 

surance that the warmest wish of the British Government is to ;) 

peace, free} trade, and friendly intercourse with the emigrant farmers },,, 
aay or who may inhabit that country, it being understood tha: +),;. 
system of noninterference is binding upon both parties. ” 


I hold in my hand the full text of the convention, and there js 
not one syllable that contradicts or modifies the foregoing ro.. 
ognition of epennee Some time after that an Irishman 
named O’Reiley, hunting in South Africa, had seen in a hunt a 
white pebble that pleased his fancy. He put it in his pocko; 
thinking it was worthless. On his return to London he discoyere,j 
it was a rare diamond, and sold it for $2,500. Thatincident canseq 
the greatest interest to be taken in that wild and almost uninhap. 
ited country, and, ae by other discoveries, made Ene. 
land think that all South Africa was valuable. The British (joy. 
ernment then, in violation of this treaty and of a similar one with 
the Orange Free State, claimed dominion over the territory ey. 
bracing the Kimberley diamond mines, which claim is stated by 
the English historian Froude as ‘‘ perhaps the most discreditabje 
page in British colonial history.” As a compromise of the claim 
of the t Government the little Republics ceded to Great 
Britain for £90,000 the Kimberley mines, which have yielded about 
$30,000,000 a year. 

GREAT BRITAIN'S USURPATION. 

The Transvaal Boers had hardships of the severest kind, and 
wars with the natives that in intensity and ferociousness are in- 
describable. It was in 1877 that Sir Theophilus Shepstone, Her 
Majesty’s special commissioner for South Africa, arrived at Pre- 
toria. He represented that as the Transvaal State was incapable 
of withstanding the attacks of the hordes of savage warriors, and 
as Great Britain would furnish half the money for the suppres- 
sion of the native tribes, that it would be to the interest of the 
Transvaal State to come under the protec care of Her Majesty. 

The President of the Transvaal State said he would submit the 
proposition to his people. An election was held upon the subject, 
and the a a was rejected } vote of over 4 to 1. 

Notwi ding the result of t election, in defiance of the 
solemn treaty stipulations of Great Britain, without a shadow of 
right, Sir Theophilus Shepstone, on the 12th day of April, 1877, is- 
sued a proclamation ing the Transvaal State to be British 
territory from and after that date. 


The Boers said the British Government would never approve of 
such usurpation and appealed to the Queen. 

__ It seems incredible that a nation that is continually boasting of 
its advanced civilization and ropes should have violated every 
—r of right and justice in the forcible and criminal annexa- 
tion o _— ee oo _ os ay wees of ree 
Shepstone was appro y the vernment on the st 
my bd November, 1879. 

eis apt to doubt the accura.y of such a charge, as it so vio- 
lently conflicts with right and justice. One is inclined to say 
surely no such act of op has ever been committed bya 
civilized nation in the nineteenth century. I therefore want to 
read to you the statement of a man whose word you can not 
doubt, the statement of England’s Grand Old Man, the Right lou. 
William E. Gladstone, who for so many years was prime minister 
of Great Britain. 

In a speech in Midlothian in November, 1879, he said: 

hey [ive Conservatives] have annexed in Africa the Transvaal territory, 
inhabi a free European Christian republican community, which they 
of BAUD potacess ta that Ronn blie auulilich te mabe cn the eebiece we are told 
the statement officially contradicted, that 6,500 pro- 

it. These are the circumstances under which we undertake 
to eee eee of& monarchy. * * * 

There is no stre to be added to your country by governing the Trans 
vaal. The is a country where have chosen most unwisely—! 
am tempted to say insanely—to somenhuen in the strange predicament 
siti cer icaed Aerts SLES GERMS Gar Sas 

e n ( 
refuse. But if is be dome, it must be done by force. , 


Again, in a speech at Peebles on the ist day of April, 1880, \r. 
Gladstone said: a 


That is the meaning of adding places places like the coun- 
try of the Boers in South Africa te tee Beis Hamre And, szereover, I 
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+4 « : If those uisitions were as valuable as they are valueless, I 
wou cay thitte them, because they are obtained by means dishonorable to 


haracter of our country. 

Can anyone now doubt that the act of the great British Gov- 
-rpment in forcibly attem ting to annex the little Transvaal State 
yeas one of the most diabolical instances of greed and rapacity, of 
tyranny and usurpation, ever known in the history of the world? 

"ae the Boers determined that they had rather die than stand 
such oppression and injustice. The little Dutch Republic defied 
that is almost unexampled in the history of the 


wit t eoel ttled legions of the British Empire. War followed. 
The battle of Majuba Hill was fought, where 600 trained British 


soldiers vtationed on the top of a mountain 2,500 feet high were 
almost annihilated by the attack of 450 burghers and boys from the 
valley below. Theloss of the British was 92 killed, 134 wounded, 
and-59 prisoners; total, 285. The loss of the Boers was 1 killed 
and 5 wounded. Surely the Lord was on their side. 

They knew, however, that Great Britain by her unlimited re- 
sources and ngs oa ultimately eo and in order to 
eave themselves total annihilation, under duress, entered 
into a treaty at Pretoria, called the convention of 1881. By that 
convention she retained absolute freedom and independence, sub- 
ject to the suzerainty of England, which was defined to mean 
certain rights as to dealing with the native tribes and foreign 

owers. ‘ j ‘ 

The rights reserved by England are contained in Article II of 
the treaty, which reads as follows: 

Ant. I. Her Majesty reserves to herself, her heirs and successors, (a) the 
right from time to time to = a British resident in and for the said 
State, with such duties and as are hereinafter defined; (b) the 
right to move troops through the said State in time of war, or in case of the 
apprehension of immediate war between the suzerain power and any foreign 
State or native tribe in South Africa; and (c) the control of the external re 
lations of the said State, including the conclusion of treaties and the conduct 


of diplomatic intercourse with foreign powers, such intercourse to be carried 
on through Her Majesty’s diplomatic and consular officers abroad. 


Notwithstanding the clear provisions of that treaty as to the 
rights reserved by England, Joseph Chamberlain, the British sec- 


retary of the colonies, now predicates his right to mterfere with 
the internal affairsof that Republic on the ground that the indefi- 
nite word ‘‘suzerainty ” was used in that instrument. 

Sir, he can not mystify the minds of those —s the truth by 
such an audacious claim. Not only is it groundless from the 
language of the treaty, but the man under whose administration 
the treaty was made and ratified has defined the powers reserved 
by Great Britain, which forever should set at rest such a claim. 

Mr. Gladstone in a h at Leeds in October, 1881, used the 
following language with respect to this treaty: 

Under that convention we felt it our duty to take the best securities for 


the welfare of those native tribes, counted by hundreds of thousands, whoin- 
habit the Trans and toward whom we could not forget the msi bili- 
ties we Lad assu Wi that power should be retained for that 


. e provided 

purpose. We provided that the Crown should rethin prerogatives, under the 
name of suzerainty, for the purpose of preventing the introduction of for- 
eign embarrassments into South Africa, and we consented freely that, sub- 
ject to certain minor conditions in relation to money, with which I need not 
trouble you, the Boers of the Transvaal should in all other respects enjoy 
perfect self-government and practical freedom and independence. 

_ The Boers, however, feared that word ‘ suzerainty,” and almost 
immediately began negotiations with Great Britain looking to 
the abrogation of that word and for other changes in the treaty. 
Paul Kruger and other commissioners of the nsvaal State 
went to London, and after long negotiations entered into a new 
treaty with Great Britain, called the convention of 1884, which 
dropped the ‘‘suzerainty,” and England retained only the powers 
conferred in Article IV, which walt as follows: 

Art. IV. The South African Republic will conclude no treaty or en - 
ment with os or nation other than the Orange Free State, nor with 
hy. native tribe to the eastward or westward of the Republic, until the same 

as been approved Her 

Such approval 


¥ inter- 
ests of Great Britain or of any of Her Majesty's possessions in South Africa. 


The treaty further provided that— 


_ It is hereby declared that the following articles of a new convention 
signed on behalf, ete.,. * * * when ratified by the Volksraad of the 
South African Republic, be su ted for the erthdios em in the con- 


vention of the 3d of : ‘ 
shall continue in full Sees, SS: watch latter, pending such ratification, 


a convention of 1884 was duly ratified by the respective gov- 
Here is a clear and unequivocal of the convention of 
1881, the only _ that gave to England the indefinite suzerainty 


rights refi J 
When the draft of the convention of 1884 was first presented to 
they, on February 4, 1884, wrote to Lord 


the Boer depu 

ety who at that was in charge of British affairs, saying 
relative to aholities of ae t to contained in the treaty 
week later Lord Derby said: word suzerainty. In his reply a 
Ry the omission of those . ; 
assigned to Her Majesty and te the Bh 5 a cupvention of Proteris whats 



























tion of old relations, even went so far as to change 
this treaty from the Transvaal State to the South African Republic. 
The new name itself is inconsistent with the existence of asuperior 
power. 
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and functions connected with the internal government and the foreign rela- 
tions of the Transvaal State, your government will be left free to govern the 
country without interference and to conduct its diplomatic intercourse and 
shape its foreign policy subject 
fourth article of the new draft, that any treaty with a f< 
have effect without the approval 


only to the requirement embodied in the 


reign state shall not 
of the Queen. 

The Boers, in order to remove every semblance of a continua- 
their name in 


How can anyone, in view of the express repeal of the convention 


of 1881, and the clear construction of the new treaty made by the 
one in authority, before it was signed, have the slightest doubt 
that every vestige of suzerainty over the Transvaal State was 
thereby abrogated? 
not, as shown by its subsequent conduct. 
pointed a diplomatic agent at Pretoria and received at the Court 


No one can, and the British Government did 
It immediately ap- 


of St. James the minister plenipotentiary of the South African 
Republic, and these diplomatic officials have represented their re- 


spective Governments until the recent commencement of hostili- 
ties. 


No explanation can be made of the subsequent conduct of 
Great Britain, except that Cecil Rhodes and the stock brokers of 
London looked with longing eyes at the rich gold mines of the 
Witwatersrandt and determined that by brute force the little Re- 


public should be hers. 


ADMISSIONS OF CHAMBERLAIN. 
But, sir, I stated that I would prove by the word of Joseph 
Chamberlain himself that England had no right to interfere with 


the internal affairs of the South African Republic, and I will pro- 
ceed to do it. 


Mr. Chamberlain, in a speech delivered in Birmingham on June 
7, 1881, speaking of the convention of 1881, said: 

I ask your attention, in the first place, to the settlement we have made of 
the unfortunate war in the Transvaal. 

You know that the great majority of the Boer inhabitants of the Tran» 
vaal are bitterly opposed to the British rule,and yet we are told that 
we ought to have persevered in wrongdoing after it was proved that the 
two grounds upon which the annexation was defended were fallacious and 
rested on no solid foundation, that we should still force our rule on an un- 
willing people, whose independence we had solemnly engaged by treaty to 
r > 

hese men settled in the Transvaal in order to escape foreign rule. They 
left their homes in Natal as the English Puritans left England and went to 
the United States, and they founded a little Republic of their own in Africa 

In 1852 we made a treaty with them; they agreed to give up slavery and 
we agreed to respect and to guarantee their independence, and I say under 
these circumstances is it possible we could maintain a forcible annexation of 
the country without incurring the accusation of having been guilty, I will 
not say of national folly, but I say of national crime? 

If in 1881 it was a national crime to maintain a forcible annex- 
ation of the country, why is it not a national crime now? 

Soon after the Jameson raid Mr. Chamberlain, in 1896, in the 
British Parliament, used the following language: 

I do not say that under the terms of the convention we are entitled to 
force reforms on President Kruger, but we are entitled to give him friendly 
counsel. If this friendly counsel is not well received, there was not the 
slightest intention on the part of Her Majesty's Government to press it. I 
am perfectly willing to withdraw it and to seek a different solution if it 
should not prove acceptable to the president. 

The righteousness of our action under the convention was limited to the 
offering of friendly counsel, in the rejection of which, if it is not accepted, 
we must be quite willing to acquiesce. 

If the Hon. Joseph Chamberlain in 1896 believed that the right 
of Great Britain was limited by the convention then in existence 
to theoffering of friendly counsel, with what equity can he now 
claim that she has the power from the same convention to enforce 
changes in the laws of that Republic relative to its own internal 
affairs? : ; 

Again, on the 8th day of May, 1896, in Parliament, speaking of 
the alleged grievances which led to the Jameson raid, Mr. Cham- 
berlain used the following language: 

In some quarters the idea is put forward that the Government ought to 
have issued an ultimatum to President Kruger—an ultimatum which would 
certainly have been rejected and which must have led to war. Sir, I do not 

ropose to discuss such a contingency as that. A war in South Africa would 
be one of the most serious wars that coud be possibly waged. It would be 
in the nature of a civil war; it would be a long war, a costly war, a bitter 
war. 

To go towar with President Kruger in order to force upon him reforms in 
the internal affairs of the state, in which secretaries of state, standing in 
this place, have repudiated all right of interference on our part; that would 
be a course of action as immoral as it would be unwise. 

If, on the 8th day of May, 1896, it was immoral to force upon 
the South African Republic reforms as to its internal affairs, why 
is it not immoral now? ; ; 

These are the facts relative to the claim of Great Britain that 
she has a right to interfere in the internal affairs of the South 
African Republic. 

That claim is now made in defiance of the solemn treaty stipu- 
lations of that Empire, of the interpretations placed upon those 
treaties by Lord rby and the Right Honorable William E. 
Gladstone, and of the repeated condemnation and repudiation of 
such power by the present secretary of the colonies. 

How can anyone disinterested in this controversy but feel that 
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this is a war of oppression on the part of England and a patriotic, 
heroic struggle upon the part of the Boers, a brave, honest, God- 
fearing people? 

Should = not at least ask these nations to submit their differ- 
ences to arbitration? [Applause. | 

Mr. LITTLE. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from South 
Carolina |Mr, TALBERT]. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems that the discussion 
upon this very important matter has taken a very wide range, 
and that one member of this House has rather abused that priv- 
ilege, in my judgment. It seems to me that, as it was once said by 
the distinguished ex-Speaker of this House, Mr. Reed, every sub- 
ject between the heavens and the earth has been lugged into this 
discussion. I believe, sir, that this habit which has been estab- 
lished here of allowing members such a wide range of discussion, 
even when they are discussing the condition of the Union, has its 
drawbacks, It seems to me that there ought to be some limit, 
some restriction put upon them for fear they will lug into these 
discussions something that ought not to be brought in, especially 
at a particular time, as has been done during the consideration of 
this appropriation bill. I mean that there are certain things so 
irrelevant that they ought not to be brought into exercise at a cer- 
tain time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make no particular objection to the enor- 
mousappropriation which isasked for here for the Indians, although 
it does seem to me sometimes that our efforts to civilize them seem 
to be futile and I am almost constrained sometimes to say, in the 
language of another, ‘‘I believe that a dead Indian is the best kind 
of anIndian.” Iwill not, however, take that position, asI believe 
this Government owes a duty to the Indians as it does to every 
other subject. 

In the exercise of this privilege of general debate, Mr. Chair- 
man, the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Lin- 
NEY|—and I wish he was in his seat, and I see him coming in—has 
seen proper to discuss the honor and integrity of the Southern 
States and to bring in matter that he should not have brought in 
at this particular time, and he has seen proper here to cast asper- 
sions upon the Southern portion of this great nation. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the South needs no vindica- 
tion at my hands or at the hands of any gentleman upon this side 
of the House or the other side. The history of this country, past 
and present, is a sufficient vindication of the South before and 
since the Revolutionary and all other wars. The history of the 
South is written with the very best blood that ever flowed in the 
veins of the human race, and I say, Mr. Chairman, and history 
will bear me out in that statement, that the South has made this 
nation what it is to-day. And if this high state of civilization is 
preserved, I believe it must be done by the statesmanship and 
talent of the South, as the South has made it what it is to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, during the dark days of 1776, when the flag of 
revolt was flung to the breeze against the black-hearted despotism 
of Great Britain, it was the South that gave to this nation the 
sword of the Revolution in the person of George Washington, the 
Father of his Country—first in war, first in peace, first in the hearts 
of his countrymen—who, after seven long years of struggle, hay- 
ing but, as it were, a handful of undisciplined yeomanry, tri- 
umphed over the enemy and prostrated her at the feet of the 
American flag and gave us the independence which we enjoy 
to-day and made this country the superior of any nation upon the 
face of the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, it was the South that gave to this nation the 
pen of the Revolution, in the person of Thomas Jefferson, who 
wrote the immortal Declaration of Independence, that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. LinnEy] and gentlemen upon that 
side are attempting by their Administration policy to-day to 
trample under their feet, an effort in which they will not succeed, 
because it is an immortal idea. 

It was the South, Mr. Chairman, that gave to this nation the 
tongue of the Revolution, in the person of Patrick Henry, who 
uttered those noble words, ‘‘Give me liberty, or give me death.” 
That spirit to-day animates every son of the old and of the new 
South and will continue to inspire the hearts of her citizens till 
the end of time. [Applause. ] 

It was the South that gave to this nation the greatest expounder 
of the Constitution in Chief Justice Marshall, and it was the South 
that gave to the nation the greatest reasoner of his day, Mr. J. C. 
Calhoun, whose disquisition upon that Constitution stands un- 
equaled to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, while, as 1 said, the South needs no vindication 
at my hands, it comes with ill grace from any man from the 
North, the East, or the West to enter into a tirade of abuse here 
against the Southern States. With how much more of ill grace 
does it come from one of her own sons, a man nurtured and raised 
at her bosom. Why, Mr, Chairman, it is lamentable, it is dis- 

raveful, that it has been left for one of her own sons to cast a 

art of detraction at her fair name, at this late day, in the person 
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Linnry). But suffice 





crimes are committed, just so 
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it to say that the dart of detraction, coming from that dire... 
has fallen harmless at the feet of him who cast it, and i: ..; 
return as a boomerang upon his own head. He will liye ;., 
the day that he has sought to defame the name of his moth, 
That distinguished genileman has taken occasion to |,,.. 
this discussion the election laws of the Southern people, |... 
to say, as far as the election laws of my own State are conc, 
that I am willing to have them investigated by every mem},. 
this House. Take the constitution of the grand little c+... -; 
South Carolina, which I have the honor to represent here i) ..+ 
scrutinize it and criticise it, and I defy you to find anythj,.....’ 


fair or discriminating in that instrument. You will fn) 3, 

only such things as von find in other constitutions of the ot)o, 

great States of this Union. is 
The gentleman went out of his way to lug into this questioy . 


discussion of the question of lynching, which has nothing {, , 
with it, and I say to the gentleman and to every gentleman yon 
this floor that if you wish to stop lynching in the North, the bac; 
the South, and the West, you must first stop the commission o} 
the crime that causes _eeene. For so long as these dia}, lical 
ong will the rope be used ani the 

rpetrator hanged to the first limb or riddled with bullets o; 
urned at thestake. Remove the cause and the effect wil] (0) |, 

While I do not approve such methods; while I do not hiyo any 
apology to make for them; while we all deprecate these conditions 
yet I repeat, so long as these crimes are committed just s9 Jong 
will these things occur, And I want to take occasion here to say 
that we have in the State of South Carolina what is known as ths 
anti-lynching law, by which the legal representatives of a victii 
of lynch law can recover from the county in which he lives for tijg 
injury done them. This shows that in my State we do not counte. 
nance lynching, but denounce it. Yet it will happen, and wil) 
continue to happen in some cases of this kind, whenever the crim 
is committed that causes it. In my State whenever a person js 
— a vote under the law he has the right of appeal to the 
courts. 

The gentleman had a good deal to say about birds in his dis- 
cussion yesterday. I wish that he had gone on and told this 
House what he thought of that bird which would befou! its own 
nest, and I say he ought to have given you a description of that 
bird. [Applause.] I want to say that gentlemen may how), gen- 
tlemen may talk as much as they please, but there is one fact in 


natural history that I want to give you here, and that is that God 
Almighty never intended that the blackb’ -d or the crow should 


t up to the top of the mountain eyrie where the white eagle 
ives and raises her brood, and whenever he gets up there and inter- 


feres in matters which do not concern him the white eagle will be 


sure to kill him. It is unnatural for him to be there. You may 
rest assured that the pe le of our sunny land will always act 
worthy of the name of white man, before whose tread the wild 
Indian, the cunning Asiatic, and the ferocious African alike re- 


cede, You may say what you please, but this is a white man’s 
country and a white man’s government, and the white people in- 
tend to rule it now and forever. [Applause on the Democratic 


de. } 
Here the hammer a 
r. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. Lit- 


7" occupy some more of his time now? 
r. LITTLE. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas {Mr. 
RIDGELY]. 


(Mr. RIDGELY addressed the committee. See Appendix.| 


Mr. SHERMAN. [yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. S1isLEy] for one hour, 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I listened yesterday with some 
surprise to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Coonry}, and! 
have read, as others have, some of the discussions that have oc- 
curred at the other end of this Capitol building concerning the 
policy of territorial enlargement. ough this problem has not 
at all times been donned with calmness, yet debate is not alto- 
gether fruitless, . 

Concerning the effects of the policy of expansion even to-“ay, 
as in the past, wise men may honestly differ. The attrition 0 
contrary opinions affords us all the blessings of civic liberty e 
joyed to-day. The stro: the wind, the less chaff in the wheat: 
the freer the discussion, the greater certainty that our actions ° 
the present will endure and survive the shocks of a society whic! 
is ever ceaseless in motion and progressive in its tendencies. | 

That there are those whose fears are aroused at a broadening 

licy in government, that the race of pessimists is power!ul. 
that the brood of political agnostics is large, that the swarm 0! 
opportunists in government is omnipresent, by no means !s 22 
assurance of their omniscience. Soakaty is largely composed of 
those who, unable to see the end of their enterprise from |)'° be- 
ginning, never venture, Fortune is the handmaid of those who 
embark, not seeing the far-off market harbor. : 

Mediwvalism may imprison a Gallileo, may jeer at the theores 
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bus; 
es Oni t resent and despairs for the future, may stifle 
ene ispirations of Europe for eleven centuries, but can not hold 
het in perpetual lethargy. For myself, to be happy, for ability 
to cheer others and render service to my fellows, let me be classi- | 
fied, if you please, an optimist. Let me believe too much rather | 
than not at all. Let me believe that each rising sun warms a | 
petter world, shines upon a better condition, and illuminates the 
‘athway of a nobler humanity than its predecessors. Truth surely 
vine her ground. Truth, asa jewel, was never prized more highly 
than she was yesterday, until to-day. bab 

More than eighteen centuries since that divine tragedy wherein 
Truth was pronounced dead, was entombed in a sepulcher before 
whose door was set a great stone bearing the seal of Imperial 
Cesar, which no man might break, Truth and Error had met for 
mastery; Error proclaimed triumphant, Truth destroyed. Wait 
nntil the third day, and you shall see that the divine energy shall 
have its resurrection morning, its ascension, and its eternal en- 

ronement. 

— the Syrian tragedy to the present hour, Truth and Error 
have met on ten thousand battlefields. Standing close to the con- 
test, Error over and over again has been proclaimed the victor; 
put after the smoke and dust of battle have lifted you can point to 
no contest where history does not show Truth intrenched on higher 
round and fortified in stronger citadels. 

As Christian statesmen you profess belief in the ultimate tri- 
amph of freedom. “The truth shall make you free,” proclaimed 
the Gallilean—no one race, one clime, one nation, but freedom, 
liberty, justice, to the weakest, the humblest of our human race. 
This nation, most advanced, most enlightened, most Christian, is 
to be as a city set — a hill, the light not under the bushel, but 
upon the candlestick, for the enlightenment of the household of 
nations. 

Permit me to present some balm of consolation for those who 
counsel with their fears concerning territorial enlargement. We 
have, since the formation of the Federal Union, annexed the en- 
tire territory lying west of the an River, and while the 
columns of the press of that day were filled with direful forbod- 
ings of disaster, though the Capitol dome has echoed with the 
thunders of orators in Senate and House until its very rafters 
have trembled, up to this moment I challenge any member to 
point out one argument against present expansion which was not 
as ably presented, as vehemently urged, and more vindictively 
stated against the Louisiana purchase, certainly against the an- 
nexation of Texas. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman say that 
there is any similarity between the Philippine Islands and the 
Territories of Louisiana and Texas, or between the people of the 
State of Missouri at the time of the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that I will not characterize, but I will print with my 
remarks an appendix of what was said about the people in Mis- 
souri. You were classed as barbarians in the debates of that hour. 
Iam going to read from some of the debates if my time permits. 
Ihave spent several weeks in going through the Globe and the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and Tom that you will not find one 
argument that has been presented on the floor of this House that 
was not presented then. 

_ Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. 
able for occu 


o 
5 


Are the Philippine Islands avail- 
tion by Americans? 


Mr. SIBLEY. They told you at the time that the territory west 
of the Mississippi River was not available for occupation. 
Mr. COC of Missouri. Is it not true that the Philippine 


Islands are not available for occupation by Americans? 

Mr. SIBLEY. On what account? Because of its distance? 

‘ Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. On account of its dense popula- 
ion. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Does the gentleman believe that the nation can 
acquire territory not adjacent? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Without any disrespect, I want to tell the gen- 
tleman a story. 

Mr. COCH AN of Missouri. Will the gentleman please an- 
swer the question: Does he think the Philippine Islands are acces- 
sible to American immigration? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will answer that when I get to it in my re- 
marks. I want to tell the gentleman a story. Itseemsto me that 
you gentlemen are in the position of an old man who lived up in 
my country at the time they built the Allegheny Valley Railroad. 
He had some flat land in a valley where they wanted to build the 
road. He was opposed to railroads, never having seen one of them. 
Under the right of eminent domain they built the road, and, after 
it was built, he and his wife concluded that they would go over 
and see the train pass b 


y. 
They goton the top of a hill; as a long freight train camearound 
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— which, living in the caverns of the | 
e 





curve and down the valley they watched it until it went 
out of sight; and then she turned to him and said, ‘* Well, Josiah, 
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it didn’t do no harm.” He said, ‘“‘Maria, that is all right; this 
time she went endwise, but the next time she may come sidewise, 
and there won't be a crap left in the whole of wire-grass region.” 
{Laughter.] You people are afraid that the next time itis going 
to come sidewise, but it is going to come endwise, just as it has 
always done. |[{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I wish the gentleman would an- 
swer my question, whether the Philippine Islands are suitabl 


— ed 


tabietor 

American occupation. 
Mr. SIBLEY. I will say to my friend that I think they are, but 
I wiil come to that a little further on in my remarks. I want to 


say that up to this time I have read no argument against the pres- 
ent territorial enlargement that was not as ably presented, and 
more vindictively presented, against the annexation of Texas and 
against the purchase of Louisiana. In 1803 Mr. Jefferson pur 
chased for $15,000,000 that territory which extended the length of 
the Mississippi River and was restrained in its western limits ulti- 
mately by the waters of the Pacific alone. 

For this purchase the stock of calumny, contumely, epithet, and 
vituperation was so largely drawn upon as to leave New England 
almost bankrupt in those articles before the final acquisition of 
the territory that came to us from the war with Mexico. They 
charged Mr. Jefferson with seeking imperial powers, He was 
denounced as a perverter of government, a trampler upon that 
Constitution that he had helped to create. 

The Federalists urged that this territory was being acquired in 
derogation of the rights of the States comprising the Federal 
Union and if the Clerk were to commence reading now the denun- 
ciations of Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Tyler, and Mr. Polk, and Mr. Madi- 
son, the time of this body would expire by constitutional limitation 
before he could complete his work. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him by reading an extract from his speech made in August, 
1893? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must decline to yield. 
What I said there I stated from my heart, and if you want to read 
it, go ahead; but before you do that I will ask to have my time 
extended fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
gentleman said—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent of the House that his time be extended fifteen 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must object, because the 
time is limited and has been allotted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Ican not get an extension of my time, and I 
will have to decline to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I hope that the gentle- 
man may be permitted to conclude his remarks. He has been 
ee several times when he has said that he did not want 
to be. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will yield three minutes of my time to permit 
the gentleman from Texas to read the part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that he refers to. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I read only a few 

sentences from the speech of the geutleman from Pennsylvania, 
In referring to Mr. Jefferson, he said: 
_ Thomas Jefferson once wrote, “I can scarcely withhold myself from join- 
ing in the wish of Silas Deane, that an ocean of fire roll between the Old World 
and this... Why, how that utterance would make some of our modern anglo- 
maniac statesmen jump! 

Then, again, he says: 

Mr. Speaker, I stand by the Democracy of the old fathers of the Republic. 
I stand by the men whose voices have been raised always for human liberty; 
a Democracy that has regard to the cries of the suffering that have been 
heard in this land in all of its decades and history. 

{Laughter on the Democratic side and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I thank my friend from Texas most heartily. 
Where I stood then is where I stand to-day, and where, in the 
providence of God, I wilistandatthefinish. [Renewed applause. | 

The pessimists of that day urged that it had taken society one 
hundred and seventy-five years to move from Plymouth Rock, in 
sparse settlements, to the Ohio River, and that the infinite ages 
would see this new and savage territory useless, uninhabited, and 
uninhabitable. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Does the gentleman think that 
the people of the Philippine Islands are susceptible of the same 
degree of enlightenment that has been attained by the people of 
the great Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. SIBLEY. My dear friend, we are coming to a higher esti- 
mate of some of the people embraced in the Philippines than was 
held concerning the people in the territory lying west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. Let me read the remarks—not my own, but those 
of Federaliste of that day 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. 


Speaking of Thomas Jefferson, the 





The gentleman does not answer 
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my question. Does he believe that the people of the Philippine 
Islands are capable to the same extent of civilization and enlight- 
enment as those who were embraced in the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Sir, lam not placing limitations on the power 
of Almighty God to carry out a work according to His sovereign 
will. [Applause. | ; 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Then the gentleman admits that 
it will require Almighty power to work out this transformation 
and that it can not be done under ordinary conditions. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Iam willing tolet the wisdom of this House and 
the Administration determine this question. 

Mr. Chairman, if I had unlimited time, I would like to enter 
into a critical discussion with these gentlemen. But I want to 
present some of the arguments that were made against territorial 
expansion in those days. I wish to find, if I can, one new argu- 
ment presented at the present time against the enlargement of our 
territory. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Was it contended at that time 
that the people embraced within the Louisiana purchase were, 
like those of the Philippine Islands, inhabitants of a country 
10,000 miles distant from this capital? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Well, my friend, I will answer you in just a 
moment. I wish to take a few of those arguments presented at a 
former day; and the gentleman will see that they are the same 
objections you now offer. Did the friends of Jefferson urge the 
productive capabilities of the Louisiana purchase and its great 
stores of mineral wealth? Lo, they were met with infinite jests 
concerning salt mountains! They urged that these people were 
aliens to our race, our manners, our language, and our creed—a 
mixture of Spenish, French, Italians, negroes, half-breeds, and 
Indians. 

It was charged that Mr. Jefferson was entailing a legacy of 
woe—was ruining the country. 

Upon the floor of this House was made the first threat of seces- 
sion, when in 1811 it was proposed to admit the newly formed 
State of Louisiana to the sisterhood of States. 

Louisiana was purchased, Louisiana was annexed, in spite of 
the Federal warnings and threats which were hurled upon Jef- 
ferson and Madison from 1803 to 1812. Looking, as we do, at the 
wrong side of the pattern, at the under side of the web and woof 
of life, where amid tangled threads we work out unconsciously, 
ofttimes in doubt, our little part, Providence, which guides the 
destiny of men and nations, eternally viewing the right side of 
the pattern, and the end from the beginning, makes no mistakes, 
and shows to future generations the finished achievement. 

Our flag floats to-day over the Louisiana territory, and who 
would haul it down? 

The passing of but one generation was necessary to convince 
the Federalists of the wisdom of Jefferson. In those days the Fed- 
eralists were Bourbons. They learned nothing and forgot noth- 
ing, and so without surprise we find them, under the name of 
Whigs, opposing the annexation of Texas, perhaps with juster 
—— ut with venom one hundred times distilled and con- 
aensed, 

Webster and Clay massed their powers of oratory in denuncia- 
tion and forebodings. Charles Sumner declared t this was a 
war of conquest, and stated: ‘‘In this age there can be no peace 
which is not honorable and no war which is not dishonorable,” 
Truly for some ideal state of civilization in the future a noble 
sentiment, but one which the stern events of the sixties compelled 
him greatly to modify. 

Tyler and Polk, urged on by Jackson, speaking almost from the 

por of his tomb, went forward and were denounced as red- 
1anded murderers, The Whigs proclaimed from pulpit, press, 
and platform that this war was being w: against Mexico to 
the end that there might be wider Timits on God’s fair earth 
wherein the master could manacle the limbs and lash the back of 
his fellow-man. That war, whatever may have been the evil de- 
signs of its promoters, was under God's providence overruled to 
the welfare of the nation and our common humanity. It gave us 
Texas, California, Arizona, New Mexico, Nevada, Utah, and the 
larger portion of Colorado. From which one would an American 
haul down our flag? 

Another generation passes and Democratic wisdom is again jus- 
tified in the acquisition of this territory from Mexico. Annexa- 
tion of territory has always been Democratic policy. It was the 

»olicy of Jefferson and Madison, of Jackson and Tyler and Polk. 

t was submitted to Congress by President Buchanan in his mes- 
sage to Congress in 1858, and in last message to Congress, that 
we should purchase, control, and govern Cuba. 

It was wisdom at that day, even if emanating from earthen ves- 
sels of common clay. Seeing Sat the White House in 1861, 
in res to a serenade, we have the last public utterance of 
President Buchanan, when he said, ‘“ m isin future the 
policy of our country, and only cowards fear and op it.” He 
was the last Democratic President we ever had and this was his 
last public utterance. [Great laughter. ]} 


In 1867 Secretary Seward purchased Alaska from Russia ;.. 
$7,200,000. So unmercifully was the Administration jeored :,.] 
guyed for pune ee and snowbanks, where eye, :).,.. 
lovrest type of the human family could barely exist, tha: .) 
friends of the Administration of President Johnson go\..); ; 
hush the critics by assigning as the reason for such purchase ¢),. 
desire, in a most delicate manner, to reward Russia /.> her 
friendship in the struggle against disunion. Another gener, \;,, 
has rolled around, and expansion is sane justified. Who », ald 
haul down the flag which floats over the frozen wastes of A],s):° 

Why, sir, during the past year we have been wrangling y th 
Seneian and would almost tread the very verge of war before wo 
would consider ny ee looking tothe surrender of a sty); 
of disputed boundary something like 25 milesin width. Sy;.. : 
Mr. Chairman, those who counsel with their fears to-day hay¢ 
history to show how groundless their forebodings that freemen jy 
the enlargement of the boundaries where civic blessings may {ow 
stand upon other than foundations which reach to the ciery,] 
granite of Truth. a 

Let me briefly answer some objectors and objections. [jr 
that we can not purchase sovereignty. We purchased soyor. 
eignty in the following States and Territories: Louisiana, Ar}:.). 
sas, uri, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, North anq 
South Dakota, Washington, Oregon, Montana, Idaho, Wyomine 
a part of Colorado, Oklahoma, Indian Territory, and Florida. 

he second objection is that you can not conquer sovereignty 
We conquered sovereignty in Texas, California, Nevada, Uta), 
Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. Sir, sovereignty by coy. 
quest is the history of every nation from the dawn of antivuity, 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman will not contend that 
we conquered sovereignty in Texas, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I was about to ask whether the gen- 
tleman will contend that Texas was conquered by tho United 
States. Does he take that position? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman Yankeo fash). 
ion another question. How did Texas get away from the control 
of Mexico, if it was not by force of arms? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But it was not a part of the Union at 
that time. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Very true; but that was the beginning of the 
train of events that led to our potting Chat territory. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Did not Texas achieve her own inde- 
pendence? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Was she not a republic ten years 
before she was annexed to the United States? 

Mr. SIBLEY. If the Committee of the Whole will agree to 
extend aa time indefinitely, I will yield to all these gentlemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as the 
Chair understands, declines to yield further. 

Mr. SIBLEY. We wrested the red man the lands of this 
nation, even as William the Norman conquered sovereignty in Brit- 
ain. We, as the Lord’s anointed, aired territory in America 
as God’s anointed, the seed of Abraham, acquired it in Palestine— 
in all the progression of history invariably the higher and better 


replacing the inferior. 
Ete. COCHRAN of Missouri. May I ask one more question? 


Mr. SIBLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not be able to make 
my speech if I yield. 

t. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman advocate— 
ma The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines 
e . 

Mr. SIBLEY. Ishould willingly dosoifIhadthetime. _ 

Third, the paragraph from the immortal Declaration that ‘‘All 
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed.” This is in a broad sense a noble declaration, but ina 
narrow and perverted sense a commonplace platitude. In our 
own free Republic government, just or unjust, derives its consent 
to govern from less than 10 per cent of the governed. 

At the last general election no one party more than a bare 
es of all the votes. The voters are numerically but one- 
fifth of the population; so, in fact, as a mathematical demonstra- 
tion, the present Administration governs by the will of one-half of 
one-fifth part of those to be governed. e deny to 15,000,000 ol 
intelligent women any right to consent or dissent; and then we 
queamal over the creation of free institutions for the improv 
anes of hans Dan Seem er 08. . —_—_e 

ourth objection. While palliating the acquisition of territory 
in the past, you cite that it was proper ae contiguous tert! 
tory. Sir, what is contiguous territory? When we acquired 
Louisiana the record from Boston to this capital city was ‘\!'y- 
five hours; from Pittsburg to Washington, four days in a stag’ 
coach over a range of mountains; from W: on to St. Louis, 
three weeks; from W overland to the western limits of 
the Louisiana purchase, so far that no citizen of the United States 
had ever lived long enough to go there and come back «live 

| [Applause. } 
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a oe ntiguous territory, when to reach the State of Cali- 
‘ oe KO thirty ears ago took months of time and involved 
‘anu rable hardships. odern science has annihilated time and 
istance. , 
ent as plainly 
nous territory! 
and in an hour we » th 
thought is worthy the transmission. j : ; 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. That is, if the censor will let it 
rr SIBLEY. More and more as God reveals his secrets to the 
modern scientists, yesterday shall be as eternity and to-morrow 
infinity. You raise your hands in horror and howl about shoot- 
ing freedom into people. Nevertheless, you know as well as my- 
self that freedom and liberty in every land and in every age has 
peen established and maintained by spear, sword, and bayonet. 

COX. Oh! 

9 SIBLEY. Well, cite your instances. You lament thefact 
that in order to establish stable government in the Philippine 
Archipelago it was any for the armed forces of the United 
States with bayonet and bullet to shed the blood of revolting Fili- 
pinos. You deplore this fact not more than myself; but my belief 
is that no other honorable course was open to us in the plain dis- 
charge of our duty to maintain order and protect the rights of 
life and property. ee : ie 

From the moment of the ratification of the treaty with Spain it 
was an obligation sacred in its character, and for which we were 
answerable not alone to our citizens, but to the civilized govern- 
ments of the entire world. [Applause.] The Word of God de- 
clares and all history demonstrates the correctness of the asser- 
tion that ‘* Without the shedding of blood there is no remission of 


as if they lived in the adjoining room. 


Contig- 
The lightning flashes our m 


e to Manila, 


in.’ : 

, Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. What sin havethe Filipinos com- 
mitted that we should kill them? 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Each conquest of freedom, each triumph of 
humanity, each step in the onward progress of the race may be 
tracked by blood. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is that a recommendation for it? 

Mr.SfBLEY. Wendell Phillips once declared that each achieve- 
ment of human justice had been from rack to rack and from scaf- 
fold to scaffold. And yetI believe that, through arbitration and in 
the wider recognition of the rights of others, there has been shed 
less human blood in the last twenty-five years than was shed in 
any single year prior thereto during the long centuries from the 
dawn of history. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, What great power ever arbi- 
trated with a weak one? 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman is not in order. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Shall we Ge the Philippine Archipel and 
Puerto Rico? Every foot! No nation on the globe has her 
rights or better title to a rodof soil. We hold bya double claim— 
the right of conquest and the right of purchase. My belief is 
that where once our banner’s shadow has fallen, there will sur- 
vive a race of freemen. And I should hold Cuba until stability, 
order, ye protection of life, property, and good government were 
assured. 

And again I echo the President’s query, ‘‘Who would haul 
down the flag?” Who planted it there? at Cabinet council? 
What warrior? What statesman? What Senator or Represent- 
ative? What body of men framed any plan of conquest? The 
cries of suffering humanity, ground down beneath the iron heel of 
oppression rang, in our ears, and we s our ears, Their 
groans were heard, but we answered not. e saw them stripped 
and wounded on our way to Jericho, and like the priest and Levite 
passed by onthe other side. Not unheard at the throne of heaven 
Were those groans and prayers. 

In order to awaken us from our torpor and almost criminal in- 
difference the Almighty permitted the engines of His wrath to 
hurtle their thunderbolts under the bows of the Maine lying 
peacefully at anchor in Habana Harbor. Nor keenest sighted 
statesman nor most daring warrior had even contemplated the 


possibility of gain, growth, or greatness to us as a nation to come 
decane were which the blowing up of the Maine was the first 


These lands and people, unworthily ruled, were, in the wisdom 
oe Almighty, to pass from the house of Saul to that of David. 
and the valor of American arms gave us this territory, not 
Meni we are a nation al , altogether pure and 
He he ess, but because, working through human instrumentalities, 
lighten ose Bd grasa freest, most progressive, most en- 
ag rc. Ap of all the nations of the present 
YT, } am an My belief is that on this continent God 
_ Soe to plant a people who shall carry the arts of peace and 
wan rP, of the cross é nations of the earth. You deprecate 
not more than myself; but, sir, under certain conditions war 





To-day we hold audible converse with our Pacific | 


essag ! 
know the thought of the Antipodes, if that | 


is to the body politic what the plowshare is to the husbandman. 
Noxious growths, thorns and briars must be uprooted and exter- 
minated, that in the mellowed mold the fairer fruitage may 
develop. ; 

Within the bosom of our soil the Almighty has stored, through 
countless ages, the treasuries of mineral. From her breast, clad 
with forests and golden with ripening harvests, He will house and 
feed a race which will hasten the dawn of that morning when 
through a thousand cycles war shall be banished, the swords beat 
into plowshares and the spears into pruning hooks, and men, until 
time shall be no more, shail look into the eyes of each other and 
recognize the bonds of brotherhood. We go forth as a nation, 
not to teach the doctrine of the survival of the fittest, but to make 
men fit to survive. 

Do gentlemen recognize the fact that in one hundred years from 
to-day this will be a nation of 400,000,000 souls? With such a 
soil, with such material resources, and with such a people, who 
would haul down the flag from enlarged boundaries? Who would 
environ and stifle between two oceans the energies of such a civ- 
ilization? Who would pent up its powers within the confines of 
a continent? 

This race of American citizens which we so incorrectly term 
Anglo-Saxon is something more than Anglo-Saxon. This mighty 
river of civilization, it is true, is Anglo-Saxon in its source at 
Plymouth, but strengthened and reenforced in all its flow, here 
by the Celt, here by the Teuton, here by the Gaul, here by the 
Latin, here by the Norseman, here by the Hebrew, the bold, the 
hardy, the venturesome, the iberty-loving and truth-seeking of 
every clime and creed, who abhorring oppression, loving freedom, 
expatriated themselves from thrones, and, casting their lot with 
us, have been grafted upon native Anglo-Saxon stock and pro- 
duced such a civilization as this round world has never known 
before. 

Travel with me through Europe and you will easily find the 
typical Irishman; you will point out to me the typical Briton, 
German, Frenchman, Italian, or Oriental, but point out any manto 
me, if you can, upon this American continent and say this man 
is the true physical type of the American. We have almost as 
many types as we haveindividuals. This genius, summoned from 
the four quarters of the globe, shall make America not alone the 
exemplar and the pattern, but the workshop which shall fabricate 
the necessities of humanity regardless of territorial limitation. 

With every drop of blood bounding in my pulses Puritan, with- 
out one outcross in my lineage from those whe landed among the 
very earliest with the Pilgrim Fathers upon New England’s soil, 
revering the grand traits which have made her sons preeminent, 
nevertheless my eyes are open to read history and my senses quick 
to draw lessons which teach me that as the Pilgrim Fathers im- 
proved with transplanting from English soil to Plymouth and 
Salem, so the sons of New England transplanted to our own West 
and South have been given a wider horizon and have broadened 
with that horizon. 

In this generation the nation shall be as unwisely guided in her 
destinies touching territorial expansion by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts, grand old philanthropist though he be, as she was 
by Pickering, Quincy, Webster, and Sumner from 1803 to 1850. 

Great statesmen and philanthropists have been wrong in the 
past, and some of them lived to see how groundless were their 
forebodings. Those men loved their country and gloried in her 
institutions, but were wrong. And so to-day we may charitably 
believe that wise and patriotic men may differ from us, having 
fallen into the same errors as misled the illustrious men of the past. 

Frame a suitable subsidy bill for the encouragement of our 
merchant marine, afford to American commerce but the tithe 
of opportunity that is given by all the maritime natious of the 
weet to their commerce, build the Isthmian Canal, and we shall 
in time not only bridge the Atlantic with ships, but shall bridge 
the Pacific to the Orient and the furthermost isles of the sea. 

Build the Pacific canal, permit the cheapening of rates in freight 
on goods that will not at present bear railway transportation 
charges, and you will make the Pacific slope the counterpart.of 
our Atlantic seaboard. Is this canal to be opposed by those who 
fear it will destroy or injure their transcontinental railway lines? 


In my judgment it will multiply their traffic tenfold. The Erie 
Canal has built up and established enterprises along the line of 


that canal which make the New York Central one of the most 
valuable railroad properties in the world. 

The conversion of the Monongahela River into a waterway for 
commerce destroyed no railroad property investments, but has 
multiplied their value many-fold, and that valley of Pennsylvania 
to-day is so filled with factories and railroads as not to leave room 


for the construction of others to relieve the congested traffic. 
Build the Isthmian Canal, control thereby the entire trade of the 
west coast of South America; control the Philippine Archipelago, 
and the Gulf States will rival the commercial greatness of the 
most favored States of the North. 

Tennessee and Alabama will bear the same relation to the trade 
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of South America and the Orient in their products of iron and 
steel as is borne by Pennsylvania and Ohio to our domestic and 
European tradeto-day. South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Louisi- 
ana, and Texas will rival the New England of to-day in manu- 
facturing and commerce. 

Mr. COX. We will take care of the South. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Take Mercatore’s ‘‘ Projection of the Map of the 
World,” view the position of the States of the Gulf in relation to 
the canal, view our Pacific ports moved 10,000 miles nearer to our 
doors; enlarge your vision, and let it sweep from the Pacific coast 
to Hawaii and the Philippine a study the capabilities 
of production of those islands under humane government; witness 
her products, of such diversified nature and of such value, not 
coming in competition with the products of our American hus- 
bandman, as will start our looms and spindles and stimulate in- 
dustry in all our factories; study her harbors, from whicha Dewey 
professes his ability to meet the navies of the world; look at the 
geographical position of this archipelago in relation to the Straits 
Settlements, with their teeming millions, situated just to the south 
of China and Japan and Korea, this archipelago becomes the trade 
center of the eastern world. 

The world’s trade is the trade of the Orient. The Chinese wall 
of exclusiveness is being demolished, and 450,000,000 people of 
China, with their multiplied wants, which American production 
and industry must rightfully supply, will clamor for our products. 
Not in Europe, with its manufacturing industries already estab- 


Asia, and Africa. The collapse of her power and of eye: 
of the past came, not from the weakness of the periphe: 
wheel, but from the rottenness of the hub. 

Rome fought for spoils and booty, and all the loot of war, 

The talons of her eagles ever left the cankering scar, 


Her consuls led her a forth with sword, and scourge, a: 
And captives reel at the chariot wheel when home they come 4 


Not for spoils and booty, not for the loot of war, 

Not for a train of captives chained to the conqueror’s car 
Our nation sends her legions forth, far out across the sea. 
With her starry emblem floating, proclaiming all men free, 
porters.) 

e go forth with the plowshare and the pruning h 
the Bible and the spelling book. From the jungle and /; 
hilltops will float the banner of freedom over countless «. 
houses; we go to lift up cellar hatchways and let out feria , 
sons and miasmatic vapors; we go forth not to pillage toy), 
but to erect them; not to stifle liberty, but to give nobler igus). .3 
liberty; not to forge fetters, but to break them. [Applanco.| 

History finds man first in Asia, from which the humay fayp;)y 
have emigrated to the westward until they have circled t\:6 «) ha 
and to-day the new civilization clasps hands at Manila with ¢)4 
ancient. E 
Mother Asia, we stand at your threshold. Ina far, immemorial yoy 


We left thee, great mother of nations, and now we return to your door 
We have circled the seas and their islands, we have found us new wor 
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. ; the main; 
lished, will we find the outlet for the fabrications of American | We have found us young brides o’er the alien tides; now we « . 
genius, but rather in Japan, the Straits Settlements, Korea, east- mother aga 


We wandered through ages unnumbered, we were mad with the fer 


ern Russia, and China, possessing, as they do, the accumulated ronss; ver to 
But the new flag that floats at Manila proclaims that your sons hay 


wealth of more than four thousand years, will come the demand 


for American products of our workshops and cotton fields. aN, on sina seethtn tt Chale Wenivinen Ue 5 7 

In the Orient is the market for every pound and bushel of our Se " Of thelr wand rings, they come in the sirength of 
surpl us of wheat and corn and cotton. In the grand harbors of Now, old mother, arise, lift up your dim eyes, and behold your str ne sone 
the Philippine Archipelago will be assembled their products, at your side. sneeit . sant , Seige 
brought from the isles of the Orient and the mainland in the junks | There, are weeds in the gardens of morning, there are mildew and dearth ang 


and proas, and thence distributed by American commerce to the 
markets of the world. It is a safe prediction now to make that 
Manila is destined to become the chief commercial metropolis of 
the Orient. Her geographical position alone entitles her to this 
rank, 

Given American genius in control of her commerce, and who 
shall estimate her value to the world? Already Russia, who 
holds more than one-sixth of the entire area of the earth, is mov- 
ing eastward through northern China. The President has de- 
clared, and we must maintain, that in this great breaking up of 
the Chinese Empire the United States, under each and every cir- 
cumstance, shall enjoy the right to compete on terms of equality 
with every other nation on the globe. Politicians may content 
themselves with narrow views of the present, but it is the province 
of statesmen, while ae present, to take long looks into 
the future as well. Within the lifetime of gentlemen on this floor 
this will be a nation of more than 200,000 souls. 

In the period no longer than has elapsed since Jefferson’s states- 
manship was vindicated in the purchase of Louisiana 400,000,000 
»eople will be living in our present boundaries. Do you fear to 
ook twenty-five, fifty, orone hundred years ahead? A longtime, 
true, in the life of a man, but only a speck, I trust, in the life of 
this nation. 

Should the Administration surrender this territory and the 
advantages it secures to America, the historian of the future will 
write it down as one of the most pusilanimous Administrations 
that had ever control of national events. Shall we eternally 
take counsel with our fears? Shall we play the réle of oppor- 
tunists in politics? Shall we act the part of politicians on issues 
of such tremendous consequence? No! No! Let us rather set 
our faces toward the morning and keep step with the forward 
progress of the world. A party, no more than an individual, 
will never win success, noreven deserve it, by any policy of mere 
negation. No man or party wins success, or should, by merely 
pointing cut the mistakes of others. 

Wehave forgotten the name of asingle one ofthe horde of critics 
of Paradise Lost, but we remember well that its author was John 
Milton. Werecall the fact that Watt invented the steam engine. 
We have forgotten, or never cared to know, the namesof the multi- 
tudes of men who have wrecked steam engines. Primitive man 
lived incaverns, clothed himself in skins, and ate his meat raw, 
sitting on his haunches, and there has never occurred a change 
for the higher and better forms of life without arousing the hos- 
a. of some old mossback, conservative hunker, who will prate 
of those fairer and better days of old, when their grandfathers 
swung by their tails from the limbs of the trees in the wilds of 
the forest primeval. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, we have held up to us for warning the history of 
Persia and Greece, of Babylon and Rome. They have flourished 
and have faded. a had their morning hour and their meridian 
and went out in the blackness of night. Rome e ded until, 
like a wheel, the spokes radiated from the hub throughout Europe, 


ecay, 

And your blind days are drear, and your heart has grown sere, int! 
that your sons were away. 

But lift your old eyes to the seaward, where the flag of the West is discerned: 

Be glad, #2}, old mother of nations—the youth of the world has retvrneg, ' 

They vi toil in your gardens of morning, they will cleanse you of mire and 
of fen; 

You shall hear the glad laughter of children, you shall see the strong arms 
of young men. 

New hope shall come back to your borders, despair from your threshold be 


A new day shall rise in your Orient skies—the youth of the world has 
returned. 
Applause. } 

r. Chairman, every dictate of prudence and of statesmanship, 
every dictate of business sense and of commercial advantage, 
every dictate of reason, every peompen of humanity, and every 
obligation of = Christianity unite in the demand that we go 
forward. [Applause.] We have a mission to perform; a destiny 
to accomplish; an example to be given of how nations may justly 
rule themselves, not in license but in liberty. Nor shall that mis- 
sion be finished, or that destiny be fully accomplished, uatil-- 

The war drums beat no longer, 
And the battle are furled 
In the parliament of man— 
The federation of the world. 

Shall we falter in our duty? Shall we hau) down that flag whose 
waving stripes speak the white of purity and the red of sacri- 
fice, and whose shining stars stand in the field of blue as an aspi- 
ration and an inspiration for all that is noble in life and beneficent 
in government? No! Letit float! And under its shadows— 

Shall brothers be knit in closer bands 


From the mountain's crest to the gray sea sands, 
And the world be better, I ween. 


[Great applause. } 
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APPENDIX. 


James G. Blaine, in Volume I, page 7, Twenty Years of Con 
gress, said: 


It seems scarcely credible that the acquisition of Louisiana by Jefferson 
was denounced with a bitterness su the partisan rancor with which 
later generations have been familiar. No abuse was too maligna”!. no ep 
thet too coarse, no im tion too sa , to be employed by the ass 
of the ey philoso statesman who laid so broad and deep the tun 
tions of his country’s growth and grandeur. President of a feeble [tepubh 
contending for a prize which was held by the greatest military }0' re 
a _—— possessicn was coveted by the greatest naval power ° 

6 world, e 


Mr. Chairman, as showing some of the opinions entertained by 
the wise men of that day, opposed to the policy of expe 
when the acquirement of Louisiana was under consideration, 
shall = rom the Congressional Globe. Mr. Griswold, ™ 
page 454: 


It is not consistent with the spirit of republican government that this &h 
ritory should be exceedingly large. 
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Mr. Lewis, on page 441, declares the measure unconstitutional. 

Mr. Thatcher, on page 445, states: 

he will involve the necessity of a considerable standing army. 

Mr. Lucas, on page 1061: 

Wit out wishing to reflect upon the inhabitants of Louisiana, I would 

woe are not prepared for a government like that of the United States. 
eay ‘ : ae ; 

In the Twenty-eighth Congress of the United States, second ses- 
sj », Volume XIV, page 177, Mr. Pollock says: 
a wilds of the West alone would provide a home for millions for ages yet 
t vue. Lsay we need no more territory. 

gneaking of Texas, Senator Marshall, on page 281 of the second 
session Twenty-eighth Congress, states: 
” Tet gentlemen pursue their doctrine to its consequences. — If Congress can 
- Texas, it can annex any other foreign territory. We are venturing 
; 1s ground, and it trembles beneath our feet. If Texas, why not 
he come demanding admussion with the assent of the Spanish Goy- 








Cuba, if 
ernment 

To which Mr. Buchanan retorted: 

I wish she would. 

Senator Morehead, upon page 282, says: 

Rome, after corrupting the purity of primitive institutions, became ambi- 
tous, next omnipotent, then luxurious, and at last perished under the weight 
of her provincial acquisitions. 

In Volume XIII, Twenty-eighth Congress, first session, Joshua 
R. Giddings, of Ohio, says: 





! is manifested a decided antipathy at the East toslavery expansion and growth 


[for one deny the constitutional power of this Government to amalgamate | 


the political destinies of this people with those of Texas or any other foreign 
Government. 

On page 445 of the same volume is printed a letter from Andrew 
Jackson favoring the annexation of Texas and the enlargement of 
her boundaries. : ; ; 

In Volume XVI, first session Twenty-ninth Congress, Mr. Ash- 
mund, of Massachusetts, denounces it as a war of conquest and 
views it as an omen of premature decay of our institutions. 

Mr, Gentry, of Tennessee, Volume XVII, page 47, says: 

The President is going to conquer a vast region of country, larger than 
all the thirteen States, and add it to the Union. Surely people must be 
mad if they shut their ys ae to the bearing of such a resolution. They 
were bound to anticipate the dangers which threatened them and to call the 


people to the rescue. Their dearest interests are about to be put in peril by 
fools and traitors. 


Volume XVII, second session Twenty-ninth Congress, page 546, 
Senator Pearce, of Maryland, said: 


I want no more annexation. I want no more partnership with outside 
barbarians. 


Certainly the gentleman was not at that time very complimen- 
tary to our friends from Texas, Arizona, New Mexico, California, 
Nevada, and Colorado. 

Daniel Webster says, Volume XVII, second session Twenty- 
ninth Congress, page 156: 


For one I enter intothis declaration with all my heart. We want no exten- 
nof territory; we want noaccession of new States. Thecountryisalready 
geenough. From the first I saw, and have seen, nothing but the danger 
to arise to the country from such annexation. We appear to me to be rush- 
ing upon perils h ong and with our eyes all open, but I put my trust in 
Providence and in that good senge and patriotism of the people which will 
yet, I hope, arouse themselves before it is too late. 





Volame XVI, first session Twenty-ninth Congress, Joshua R. | 


Giddings, of Ohio, said: 


It is for these reasons that I have characterized the annexation of Texas 
asa dissolution of the Union. Whether this language be appropriate I leave 
for those who hear me to determine. I will not contend about terms. 


McMaster’s History, page 198, Volume III: 


Never was the Constitution more broadly construed than when the judi- 
ciary act was repealed and the purchase of Louisiana effected. Never was 
the Executive power moro extended than when Jefferson was given despotic 
sway over the ee of New Orleans, Never was the Constitution more 
impudently disregarded than on the day when one rate of tonnage duty was 
laid in the ports of Louisiana and a very different one in the ports of the 
States. The great mass of the men who in 1800 voted for Adams could in 
184 see no reason whatever for voting against Jefferson. 


Schouler’s History, Volume II, page 250: 


a ady New Orleans was developing into the grand international mart 
has exchange for cotton, sugar, and productions from up the river which it 
as ever since remained; its business excitements seasoned Ld dissolute 
} : ry its morals and public virtue soft and yielding; its inhabitants lav- 
fhoaud fond of gaudy shows, but not given to the interchange of elevated 
a rg at, and the whole un’ y social fabric seeming to rest, like its houses 
bebi ome. the receptacles of dead and living, upon surface foundations and 
lish ¥ oy ae though to defy the deluge. In this babel of tongues—Eng- 
Engli = , German, , and Italian—French was still as familiar as 
eal i. Perhaps the most powerful American influence exerted by this 
a : ~ Yn city has been in transmitting to neighboring States in 
eee © the jurisprudence and institutions which Louisiana and 
Spanish America derived from imperial Rome. 


iy * : 

on 8 History, page 314, Volume IT: 
© curious medley of races and morals which New Orleans at this time 
hood areas rer giudice admitting Louisiana to the full sister- 
Now to oontes. The Eastern ralists che deeper disiike. Brought 
beyond the ne the new and inevitable expansion of the American Union 
censtis chem ,=Ssippl, their pent-up jealousy broke out into anger. The new 
where th weda velo t of the population beyond the Alleghenies, 
Englan bo political camp could never kindle. It seemed as if New 
5 scepter and commerce were departing together. From this point 
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in the southwest. whose origin, so far as concerns Pickering, Quincy, and 
| the old-school leaders of that section, must be ascribed more to political than 
humane convictions, however clear might | en the later flame 
| ‘y's speech inst erecting any State beyond the Mississippi upon 
the ent basis Jnion was very v I If this b sses,’’ he ex 
cl in passionats after dwe! fr upon the cor : al 
t to admitting Louisiana, “it is my deliberateopinion tha virtually a 
dissolution of the Union, that it will free Stat f i ral i 
tion; and as it will be the right of all, soit will be the duty of ely 
to prepare for a separation, amicably if we car cibly if they mu Loud 
cries interrupted him of “Order! Order!” and his wor I ! 
Speaker Varnum rule the latter portion o ‘ l ut 
the ruling was reversed by the House, and Quincy « nued mor 
This speech forcibly illustrates the position of the eastern | ‘ ts at 
that day. The statement which so startled the House had been utt« lLas 
Quincy explained, ** Not for agitation, but as a war t 
the Union, but out of an earnest desire to pr : [ ‘ ; 
| Constitution authorizing the admis notr r Stat must, fro 
| be understood to relate only to the formatio t! ew States w t 
limits of Tnion then existing ‘he people that day ! \ 
i rritorial avidity of their successor The prev } 1 W : 
i tl intry was already too extensive for a rej ican ft f rn 
Nowadays there is no limit to our ambitious ! es. We ut ‘ 
ppi; the Missouri and the Red R I rod hich 
rration travels to new landsand new & es, to be eres land ad 
ni ider a power now about to be usurped { ti J 
1%, 15, 1811. 
| “Quincy, still young in the service, survived all his political « mpora 
ries. He lived long enough to recant these narrow views and to e and 
} believe in the uprising of a great people, stretched from ocean t cean, 
with one thought and one will to protect, preserve, and to render the union 
| of these States immortal.’"—From a speech made in 1861, Quincy's Lij 
ing’s War of 1812, 228. 
Annals of Congress: 
Pickering did not claim that he violated confidence through inadvert 
ence, but « led only as though the violation was of no pr t 
quence. His lleague undertook to soften the resolution by insert the 


word ‘unintentional,’ but upon Clay’s intimation that he wi 1 mov 
amend further by striking out “ un,’ withdrew the amendment 


Schouler’s History, Volume II, page 429: 


Was this political strategy in order to teach the American nation to look 
up to Federalism as the brazen serpent, or was it New England's serious ulti 
matum to her sister States? From whichever point it should be regarded, 
never did amiable gentlemen of the bar fail more ignominiously as confider 
tial advisers of a rebellion. An uprising of shipping merchants, clergy, and 
moneyed men could scarcely have been heroic or popular; and the ny 
tionists, moreover, had duly estimated neither the weari! 
abroad nor the reserved strength of their own 

Before Congress, now in session, had actually resorted to a conscription 
before new and burdensome taxes could be assessed or a nati 








t ink char 
tered, while the novel experiment of enrolling State volunteers promised all 
the are immediately desired, the war cloud suddenly parted. Massachu 
setts and Connecticut had accepted the report of the Hartford convention; 


each dispatched ministers to Washington to make upon Congress the 
posed demand for a separate maintenance. 

Quickly, indeed, but too late. Those demands were never made, for bef 
the State commissioners could reach the national capital salutes were firing 
and the Starsand Stripes floated free. The vast area of our indivisable Un 


pro 













was becoming spangled by night with illun ations. Almost simultaneously 
came the good news to Washington that Jackson had driven the British from 
New Orleans and that our commissioners abroad had concluded an honorable 
peace at Ghent on the 24th of December. 

McMaster’s History, Volume III, page 194: 

The Federalists controlled the clergy and the press and rmoned to 
their aid every charge which for four years past bad been going the rounds 
of the newspapers. The old criesof French influen ruin of the Army, ruin 
of the Navy, ruin of the judiciary, pe t » Feder: 3, Virginia 
rule, taxation in New England were tod -fearing men were 

| reminded of Jefferson's friendship for Thomas Paine. The shipwright 
blacksmiths, the whitesmiths, the pump makers, the block makers, the pew 


terers, the coopers, and riggers were reminded of his ! 
and of his wish that our workshops might remain in Euroy 
Taxpayers were bidden to recall the frightful extravagance of the Admin- 


mechanics 


istration, the great sums squandered in sending Repul ins abroad to re 
lace Federalists at foreign courts, and the fifteen millions to be paid for 
,ouisiana. ‘*Doyou know,” it was asked, * what this mea Do you know 
that, if the fifteen millions were divided among the States on the ratio of repri 





sentation, the amount allotted to each Congressman would be $195,000; that 
Massachusetts would pay more than $4 a head for each man, woman, and 
child within her borders; that New Hampshire's share of the interest would 
be $87 a day; that Connecticut would be taxed $50 for every family? Thus 
have the professed idolizers of economy embarrassed the country with a 
debt of which the interest is greater than the direct tax of which they « 


plained so bitterly. Is this a subject for a thanksgiving or a fast 
Schouler’s History, pages 65 and 66, Volume V: 


This Lexington speech gave, as the orator (Clay) meant it should, the key- 
note of Whig opposition for the new Congress about to assemble. Its theme 
was the unnatural war with Mexico and its text the prophecy of Clay's 
Raleigh letter of 1844, already fuifilled, that in the case of Texas ‘annex 
tion and war were identical.” 

NEWSPAPERS ON LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 
[Boston Gazette, September 1, 1803. ] 

Fifteen millions two hundred and fifty thousand dollars is a num 
may be uttered with the tongue in a single moment without any « 
may also be described on paper in characters or figures with a few s 
the pen; yet not one, perhaps, among a thousand comprehends or 
idea of its magnitude. * * * And for whose benefit principally 
millions of dollars to be expended? 

Principally for the benefit of the Southern and Western people. Will they 

y their proportion of thedebt? They will not. Theexciseon their whisky 
is taken off, and what they pay in support of the Government and toward 
the discharge of the public debts is comparatively nothing. The burden of 
discharging the annual interest on this public debt will fall upon the Atlantic 
States, and mostly upon the Eastern and Middle States, which can receive 
comparatively little advantage from the acquisition of a vast and distant 
American wilderness. 
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[Boston Gazette, November 7, 1803.] 


it a dinner given to John Quincy Adams, referring to Louisi- 


T ts given 


apna treaty 


1s 


“A pillow which 

Intoxicates, but not composes; fills 

The visionary mind with gay chimeras 

All the vile trash of s!cep without the rest.” 
And > 
* May the people of the United States not acquire so much territory on earth 

as to lose all title to a portion of heaven.” 
[Boston Gazette, November 24, 1803.) 

And like Anacharsis, our titled patriots, from Mr. Jefferson downwards, 


seem to entertain the same furious enmity against the language and com- 
mon sense which they doagainst the religion and government of our country. 


[Boston Gazette, Decenrber 1, 1803.) 


Referring to the President's account of Louisiana, in which he mentions a 
mountain of salt: 

**Some of the Democrats carry their complaisance to Mr. Jefferson tosuch 
lengths as seriously to pretend that they believe in the existence of a vast 
mountain of solid rock salt, 180 miles in length and 45in width. Really, this 
gentleman is peculiarly unfortunate in the cbaracter of his adherents. Who 
can doubt the sincerity or the zeal of those who, rather than admit their 
friend and leadér to be a fool or a madman, are willing to assume both char- 
acters tothemselves. * * * 

“It has been suggested that the sugar refiners in the United States are 
about to petition Congress to suffer nosettlements nor purchases to be made 
in the interior of Louisiana, and to prevent all persons hereafter from explor- 
ing the enchanted country, as it is rumored that the President's private sec- 
retary, Mr. Lewis, has lately discovered animmense mountain of solid refined 
sugar from which a sufficient quantity may be taken to supply the whole 
world without occasioning any sensible diminution. In our opinion, how- 
ever, the evidence of such a mountain may be questioned.” 

And referring to the same subject, the same paper on December 5, 1899, 
printed the following: 


‘* Herostatus of old, to eternize his name, 
Set the Temple of Diana all in a flame. 
But Jefferson lately of buonaparte bought, 
To pickle his fame, a mountain of salt.” 


[New York Herald, October 26, 1803.] 


The good people of New England must know that were every citizen of 
Virginia to vouch for Mr. Jefferson's morality (and there is a large and re- 
spectable portion who never will, the evidence could_have no weight here, 
where morality is taken from a very different scale. Habit in that depraved 
State justifies what here would damn a reputation to universal contempt. 


(New York Herald, May 2, 1804.) 


The time will come when a foreign enemy will menace this country. Per- 
haps the day is not far off, for the people are rich enough and the Govern- 
ment pusillanimous enough to invite an invader. How shall we then be pro- 
tected? By the Southern States? Take away those whites who must remain 
to watch over the slaves, and how many will there be to act against the enemy? 
Officers enough? Yes; the South is the seat of our privileged orders. But 
soldiers? As before, in the yeomanry of the Northern States. Who fought 
the battles for independence? 

Who freed Virginia and the colonies from the British troops? It was the 
men of the North, the now destined vassals of the South. ButI will not de- 
spair. The purchase of Louisiana, at the expense of $15,000,000, for the aug- 
mentation of the Southern interest must finally convince the States north of 
the Chesapeake that they must unite in common Northern interest. The 
mock Administration of Mr. Jefferson and his friends of the South will then 
crumble away faster than the moldering monuments of the capital. Let, 
therefore, the disinterested among our Federal and Democratic Republicans 
lay aside their fatal dissensions, which have served no purpose but the pur- 
pose of their enemies. We shall then be able to fix a just balance of power in 
the United States and no longer realize the fable of the serpent whose head 
is directed by its tail. 

New York Herald, September 3, 1803, 
House of Representatives October 25, 1803 

‘The Government of the United States was not formed for the pu 
distributing its principles and advantages to foreign nations. Tt was¢ormed 
with the sole view of securing those blessings to ourselves andour terity. 
It follows from these principles that no power can reside in any public func- 
tionary to contract any engagement or to pursue any measure which shall 
change the Union of the States." 


{New York Herald, January 4, 1803.] 


A gentleman who was present in the House of Representatives at the de- 
bate on the treaty yesterday informed the editor that he had heard both 
Mr. Gallatin, the Secretary of the Treasury, and Mr. Lincoln, the Attorney- 
General, say that without question the third article of the treaty, incorpo- 
rating Louisiana into the Union, was not warranted by the Constitution; but 
they thought the Constitution might be so amended as to cure this objection. 

A pretty doctrine, truly! First, to make acontract with a foreign power 
which they had noauthority to make, pay over fifteen millions of the people's 
money in part execution of it, and lastly set themselves to work to try if 
they can prevail upon the people to close the bargain. This method of doing 
business has at least the merit of novelty to recommend it. 

In referring to the sentence in Monsieur Laussat’s address tothe people of 
Louisiana, readingas follows: ‘The public interest and affairs [of the United 
States} will now be your interest and your own business, upon which your 
wise and impartial opinions will be sure at length of obtaining a preponderat- 
ing influence,” the New York Herald says: 

“Is there, we ask, is there in the United States one man with asingle drop 
of American blood in his veins whose pride is not aroused, whose prudence 
is not alarmed, whose indignation is not fired, at this triumphant display of 
French arrogance within our own territory, and, we may almost say, within 
the walls of our own Congress? If there is one, he deserves not the honor of 
being called an American, and thesooner he expatriates himself the better.” 


[New York Herald, January 21, 1804.] 


From the official papers received by this morning's Mississippi Herald, it 
appears that Louisiana has at length been quietly surrendered to our Govern- 
ment, so that we now have only to pay the fifteen millions, incorporate the 
territory in the face of the Constitution, and prepare to lose one-half of the 
United States, as nothing is more certain than that we pay our millions for 
the eventual loss of territory instead of any valuable acquisition. 

But we shall more distinctly see how this looks when we come to take a 
view of the whole pean, as we shortly intend to do if life is spared, not- 
withstanding the threat of one of the friends of liberty and equality who 
lately said at his own table, that our attempts to piace the purchase of 
Louisiana in a dissatisfactory point of view before the community deserved 
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tar and feathers—and this man, this liberal advocate of frea 
of the representatives of this city.‘ But it will not do, Doctor 
We can not dismiss this article without taking notic 
pomposity and rapturous nonsense of this General Wilkins 
cially announced that every man in bis army who does ; 
Frenchman and Spaniard in Louisiana as his brother sha)] | 
the corps and marked with infamy asa wretch. This beats 
making of the French orators upon Eonaparte all hollow. 
ternal squeeze given to the fat West India negro wench by ; 
the national convention, amidst a thousand applauses. P 


{New York Herald, March 7, 1804. } 


Whoever will take the trouble to peruse the sketch of Cong 
see that the friends to the equal rights of man are not a litt}. 
the difficulties presented by the President's bill. The Presic| 
erect a government about as despotic as that of Turkey in A+ 
have all the disposition in the worid to gratify him, but t} 
consequences. And, in truth, may they well be afraid, unles 
trive to silence all the presses of the Union. 


{New York Herald, March 21, 1804 } 


The folly which supposes that the people of Louisiana ; 
qualified to enjoy political liberty as those hordes of alien t 
who are continually intermeddling with our public concerns. y 6 
pass current with the people of America. or is it possible ¢ 

of our empire can be long held in a state of vassalage under . 

sophic Jefferson. 

We revolted from Great Britain because her Parliament ta 
our consent, expressed by representatives. Ourcolonies may 
ciples. Even the limited monarchy proposed in the bill n 
sion in the House of Representatives will not probably be est 
is next to a certainty that the session will terminate, leavi: 
in complete possession of all the despotic powers which were |, 
by the Spanish monarch. 


{Correspondence in the Boston Centinel from Washington, Fehr 


You have ere this heard of our celebration of the chea 
Louisiana. At this noble carousal, in the presence of our p 
dent, the bands of music played ‘Ca ira,” ** Carmagnole,”’ » 
tionary tunes, to which the heads of thousands of Frenchmen 
shoulders in the murderous days of Marat and Robespierre. 
ident retired he was toasted, and huzzas and tumultuous s! 
When the Vice-President retired he was also toasted—some of his ¢, 
began to huzza, but it died away in the indecent grumbling of the P; 
satellites. * * * 

So much for the dear friends of the people who quaff their \ 
tinction, and yet as one who felt that his autumn had com 
was epitomized in a series of resolutions which his Lexington |earcers 
imously adopted. These resolutions set forth that the Mexican war 
been brought on by deceit and unrighteousness, and yet its }) ton} 
now become a national concern; that Congress ought by some authent 
to declare the objects of this war, and control the President in his pros 
tion of it; that any such purpose as the wholesale annexation of \M. 
such by many, excluded from the confidence of the Government. was< 
posed to be the plan) ought to be opposed under all circumstances, and 
cially the present; that considering our splendid series of victories. t)y 
States ought to practice the virtues of moderation and magna 
quiring no dismemberment of the Mexican Republic, but just 
proper fixation of the limits of Texas; and that we should disclaim al! © wis 
or desire on our part to acquire any foreign territory whatever for the pur 
pose of propagating slavery or of introducing slaves from the United Sta 

Fellow-citizens of the Union were further counseled to as: 
meetings of their own and declare their opinions on the same subject 
lowing that last suggestion, public meetings were held in New York a 
rious other cities and towns which indorsed these sentiments and, wit 
Whig presses, lauded Clay's speech as one which gave back tot! 
own thoughts. 


irv 


W 


{[Schouler’s History, page 65, Volume V. } 
Clay did not insist, as Corwin had done before the Senate in his glowing 
spose of the late session, or as Winthrop had just expressed himsel! 
aneuil Hall speech, pitched to Webster's earlier expression, that th 

should be stopped where it was. Neither had he squarely placed bi: 
upon the radical dogma of the Wilmot proviso, though the bearing o! 
resolution seemed certainly to be in that direction. * * * 

By this time Scott’s entry into the Mexican capital had been 
* * * Webster on the Senate floor had already proposed that: 
should be annexed at all, his a being that this Union was scarcely power 
ful enough or virtuous enough to bear the weight of the acquisition. > 
wish for eternal chaos and seek as much confusion in government cists 
in their heads. 


{Columbian Centinel, May 26, 1804. New York correspondence 
The celebrations of Mr. Livingston's acquisition of Louisiana. «: 
by the Aurora, have been the shabbiest attempts ever exhibited ' 


laughter, scorn, and contempt of the American people. Take away the W 
lrish, who talk so loudly about defending liberty and Fe desert their: 
rom justice and 





try in its utmost need, and other Euro; fugitives Ly 
erty, and the whole body of celebrators from Georgia to Massachusetts \ 
not exceed 500. ee 
The Democrats boast of being the majority of the people of the Unit 
States. Take away their 800,000 negro slaves, their Irish, Scotch. bog 
and French aliens and ren oes, and then see where the majority 4 


remain. They dare not tr experiment of excluding slaves from repr’ 
sentation in If they were serious in wishing to amend the Cons 
tution, let them advocate this amendment, or give their slaves their {reeo 


(Columbian Centinel, November 30, 1803. ] 
of outlaws oF 


If the disturbance and vexation arising from a French gang. wes 
our western borders shall appear to be an evil worth fifteen millions to be! 
of, the cn arises, Have au 
evil? Fran 





we removed or greatly mitigated the 
ce Pp to settle a colony there, we might «: 
some strength in her garrisons—none in hersettlements. Thecoo"! . 
roam the woods and their number and licentiousness might cal! (ors 
American force on the Mississippi to prevent their predatory incursio™ 
this side of the river. A small force would keep themincheck. 
The r, however, was of a different kind—their power '? ™" 
French faction ond the mountains. This, and not their mits" 
was dreaded—and this our rulers justly dreaded, because these Freni' 
profess their own principles and thus would t them with their own wee) 
ons. Grant, however, that this population of outlaws would bes grease” 
are we to expect in the t state of Louisiana to escape it’ Tho. ther 
Is Louisiana to be out in lotsas may best suit purchasers’ Wo ''" 
will it but those who want refuge from ey or the laws’ or 
is not to be sold at all, but kept as a park for Indians to hunt ca" '" 
are squatters to be hindered from establishing themselves in ts" 
hiding places? It will certainly require twice as much force to ben 





ess 








1900. 





ent and to preserve the property of the lands for which we lavished 
ions as to defend the frontier against a languishing and, on every 


: lected French colony. Is not this a way to make new evils and ag- 
wal = 


‘a's. old ones? Have we not shown that we lack wisdom fully as much 
= s shat is saying a great deal—as we lack spirit? 


[Columbian Centinel, November 26, 1803.) 


If France should conquer England she will rule the known world, and 
I na will be her own if she, or Spain, on her instigation, should then ask 
+ it again. This isthe bloody arena that we are to look on, says the mes- 
sere with neutraleyes. * * * It would take France, in a state of prosper- 
see industry, Which she can not have, and of peace, which she will not have, 
Os vv pared and fifty years toraise the colony of Louisiana toa level in point 

ary force or active resources with the State of Connecticut. During 
. greater part of that long period the colonists will roam the wilderness, 
imost as destitute as the Chickasaws and Creeks, and long before that 
arlod the United States, if kept united and governed well, would possess a 
f ree that should say, and sa with terror and effect to France at home, Thus 
far shalt thou go and no farther. 

{Columbian Centinel, November 23, 1803.] 


After the imagination has recovered from its intoxication, it will be time 
to reflect and to confess that this vast region is still wild land, of which we 
have had before the treaty within our old limits ten times as much as we 
knew what to do with. e white people of Louisiana, exclusive of the 
island of New Orleans and a few trading villages on the west bank of the 
river, are not probably 10,000. In point of productions, therefore, we have 
gained little by our new independent outlet. To protect the country and to 
rollect the revenue will for many years cost ten times as much as the reve- 
nue. As to the proie of the western country within our ancient limits, 
be it known to the world that it did not depend on France or Spain to hinder 
their outlet. 






{Columbian Centinel, November 12, 1803.] 


When we read the treaty we find that it involves our honor; it involves 
also our most essential interests. It takes out of the country almost a score 


of millions, enough to fit and equip such a fleet as would have rendered this 


treaty unnecessary. It changes the identity of our nation. The United 
States are no longer the same. We are soon to look for our rulers and red, 
vellow, and black brethren beyond the Mississippi. 


(Columbian Centinel, October 19, 1803.] 


The Jacobin party has ever had a set of rallying words to keep its privates 
in their ranks. A word was ever enough,and a sentiment of any sort was 
generally too much. The great Virginia leaders in particular affected a 
sedate and principled dislike of funded debt as a source of a corruption and 
court influence, and therefore, to hasten the payment of our whole debt, as 
their strange act of Congress is titled, they repeal taxes to the amount of a 
million a year and run in debt for Mississippi moonshine fifteen millions 
more. This is done, after all that has been said, in a republic. The British 
monarchy is straining its utmost energies to tax almost all that is wanted 
within the year, toprevent the growth of their publicdebt. Go and do like- 
wise, Mr. Jefferson; when you make fifteen millions debt, make taxes to meet 


it and pay it off. : 
(Columbian Centinel, August 24, 1803.] 


Fifteen millions, we are told, and probably enough, twenty or twenty-five, 
are to be taken from the mouth of labor. Forwhat? Wildland. For whom? 
For the ambitious French, the aspiring, insolent oppressors of half mankind. 
Our money goes to fight whose battles? Our own? Bring this point, base, 
cowardly, stupid readers of the *‘Aurora,” to thetest. Suppose in this strife 
France prevails, what are we to expect? Justice? Fools, and fools without 
anexcuse. * * Suppose France is victorious, the alternative is plain. 
We must be her slaves or her antagonists. Our fifteen millions, then, are to 
fight the battle against ourselves. 

The Turks have, perhaps, fifty millions of people, but they are not ferci- 
bles, not military, or capable of bearing arms. — are so many tribute- 
paying kickables. How weak is Turkey; the weaker for the number of poor 

evils. America, take warning, and before you take the cold bath of the 
mud puddle of dishonor, ponder well whether you would be of choice an- 
other Turkey. Some men can endure shame, but who would choose it? It 
is not the number, it is the spirit and character of a nation that makes it 
great or despicable. 


{Columbian Centinel, August 17, 1803.] 


We pay, for the purchase of Louisiana, upward of $15,000,000—that is, $3 
for every man, woman, and child in the United States. And why should our 
rulers be grinding the face of the poor in purchasing land which they, nor 
their children, nor their children’s children, to the latest generation, will 
ever, in all probability, see cultivated. We pay for the purchase $15,000,000, 
which is more than all the gold and silver coined in the United States, in 
bank or out of bank, put ther, and it is reasonable to suppose that the 
greater part of our specie will go to France in payment. - 


[Columbian Centinel, July 16, 1803.] 


The puny hands of our theorists could not sustain so vast a machine as the 
government of the whole empire, supposing it should all be open to coloniza- 
— and settlement. And if they should adopt the more rational policy of 

coping it an untrodden waste for owls to hoot and wolves to howl in, the 
reaim of alligators and catamounts, they have not the vigor and they dare 
et use the means to prevent the “squatting” of hostsof renegades and out- 

Ws and fugitives who would laugh at our laws, and when they became nu- 
merous would defy our force and proclaim independence. 

. = that event there would bea line of division to be run, and what security 
= m re that, by ing at an empire of moonshine, we should not in half 2 
— lose our present territory? Then, fellow-citizens, buckle on 
= r arms and prepare your forts on the not distant frontier, to keep off the 

mi 8 whom fear and rivalship and neighborhood will make implacable. 
ne lamblike tobacco planters will find their dread of standing 
an subdued by their greater dread of predatory incursions from the 
a + Then, perhaps, indeed we may cling to our Government and be 
nt re if we should be capable of the inspiration of patriotism, by the 
mi ‘ht and apprehension of a foreign yoke. The perils of our situation 

ght engender the virtues that it would need, the only virtues that could 


Surmout® those perils, the seeds of which were sown in i798, but which have 


since watered on the stalk. 


CONSTITUTION. 


cotann the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect union, 
tunes @ justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
Se, promote the 


ourselves and our general and secure the blessings of liberty to 


United st 3 , do ordain and establish this Constitution of the 
ourselves and our re: 1, “Tt is —— people of the United States, for 
people of New Or ——- not for the people of Louisiana, nor for the 


It embraces only 


ose are it may seem strange in this 


None 
the United Sane comes into the scope ot the instrument. 
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place toinquire. But truly our imaginations have of late been soaccustomed 
to wander after new settlements to the very end of the ea that t 
be time ill spent to inquire what this phrase 

These are not terms adopted at hazard 
things existing anterior to the Con 





stitution. * * 





Do you suppose the people of the Northern an Atlantic St: or 
ought to, look on with patience and see Representatives and Sen I 
the Red Riverand Missouri pouring themselves upon this at Tr, 
managing the concerns of a seaboard 1,00 miles at least from their lence, 
and having a preponderancy in councils into which, constitutionally. they 
could never have been admitted? Ihave no hesitation upon t nt. They 
neither will see it, nor ought they to see it, with content Chis it 
usurpation which creeps into this House under the plausible ay ral 
giving content to that important point. New Orleans, starts 
power to control the nation. * * * The bill, if it passes, is a deathblow 


to the Constitution. 

“Mr. Gold sided with Josiah Quincy in the main points of hi 
and even justified the language which that distinguished m 
House had used when recommending a dissolution of the Unior 
bill pass.” 

On January lf, 1811, Josiah Quincy, speaking in opposition to t 
the admission of Louisiana, saic 

**Taddress you, Mr. Speaker, with an anxiety and distress of 1 i with me 
wholly unprecedented. The friends of this bill seem to consider it as ¢ 
exercise of 2 common power, as an ordinary affair, a mer 
tion, which they expect to see pass without other qu hose 
concerning details. But, sir, the principle of this bill materially affects the 
liberties and rights of the whole people of the United States lo me it aj 
— that it would justify a revolution in this country, and that in no great 
ength of time it may produce it.” 

“When I see the zeal and perseverance with which this bill has been urged 
along its preliminary path; when I know the local inter 
ot np which combine to promote its suc opposition to it seems pain 
ully unavailing. 1am almost tempted to leave without a struggle my coun 
try to its fate. But while there is life there is hope. So long as the fatal 
shaft has not yet been sped, if heaven so wills it, the bow may be broken 
and the vigor of the mischief-meditating arm withered 











municips 


stions than tl 


and associated 





‘ess, all 


‘** Under the sanction of this rule of conduct Iam compelled to declare it 
as my deliberate opinion that if this bill passes the bonds of the Union are 
virtually dissolved, that the States which compose it are free from their 
moral obligations, and that as it will be the right of all, so it will be the 
duty of some, definitely to prepare for a separation, amicably if they can, 
violently if they must.” 

President Lamar, of Texas, in his inaugural address, December 9, 1838, 
said, speaking of the current agitation of annexation 

“T have never myself been able to perceive the policy of the desired cor 
nection or discover in it any advantage. either civil, political, or commercial, 
which could possibly result to Texas. But, on the contrary, a long train of 
consequences of the most appalling character and magnitude have never 


failed to present themselves whenever I have entertained the subject 
force upon my mind the unwelcome conviction that the step, once tak 
would produce a lasting regret. and ultimately prove as disast 
liberty and hopes as the triumphant sword of the enemy.” 

Mr. Winthrop, in the House of Representatives, January 6, 1845, said, in 
regard to the annexation of Texas: 

**As he has said on a previous occasion, that the whole scheme was un: 
stitutional in substance and in form; that it was contrary to the law of na 
tions, and was a violation of the good faith of our own country, and in h 
judgment it was eminently calculated to involve this country into an unjust 
and dishonorable war. * * 

** Now, he was no despiser of precedents, especially such prec 
were furnished by the early Cabinets, for which he had the most def 





lents as 
ferential 
respect; but he could not understand this disregard of all precedents in all 
other cases than this annexation of Texasand sucha precedent as the cession 
of Louisiana afforded. Why, they knew that Mr. Jefferson in his letter to 
Mr. Breckinridge acknowledged that they were doing an act which went be 
yond the Constitution. 

“He read an extract froma letter witten by Mr. Jefferson, in which he 
expressed the opinion that the limits of the United States were fixed, and 
that the Constitution of the United States was made for the territory so 
limited; and that he could not believe that the intention was to permit Con 
gress to admit new States which should be formed out of new territory not 
included in those limits. Mr. Jefferson did not believe that Congress had 
such power; and who did believe it? There were compromises in the Con 
stitution; and he would here take occasion to say that Massachusetts had 
been falsely charged with a design to violate these compromises because she 
had thought fit to submit a proposition to amend the Constitution 

Mr. Douglas said he agreed with the gentleman from Massachusetts, that 
if we annexed Texas tothe Union it must be done consistently with the Consti- 
tution, and he was satisfied that Congress had the constitutional power todo 
it. In regard to the power toannex foreign territory to the Union, he had 
only to call the attention of the gentlemen to the fact that in the articles of 
the old Confederation there was a proviso that Canada might be admitted to 
the Union asa matter of right whenever she asked it, and that any other col 
onv might be admitted with the consent of the nine States. * * 

t was certainly the intention of the framers of the Confederacy to admit 
foreign States into the Union if they could get nine States to vote for it. 
* * * They struck out the proviso requiring assent of nine States for the 
admission of new States and inserted a proviso that Congress might do it 
* * * by the votes of a majority.—Abridgment of the Debates of Congress. 





{Schouler’s History, Volume IV, page 458. ] 


When Secretary Upshur had directly charged such a plot (this British 
plot, as it was called, was to persuade Texas to abolish its own slavery), Lord 
Aberdeen denied it; he admitted, however, that Great Britain desired to fur 
ther the cause of emancipation throughout the world. This admission Ca 
houn presently made the text of long homilies for home effect in defense of 
slave institutions. 1t was quite inthe line of Upshur’s correspondence, but 
it disconcerted the President; for it put Texas annexation before the country, 
not asa plan for national benefit, but as a Southern and special one, in the 
interest of slave breeding. 

Before Calhoun took his seat in the Cabinet, and even before the fatal 
explosion on board the Princeton which made a vacancy for him, this clan 
destine negotiation, which led the country up to the cannon’s mouth without 
a word of warning or consultation and in utter disregard of the rights of na 
tions, began to get wind outside. The Washington correspondent of a New 
York press late in February was the first to mention the rumor, which t) 
public could scarcely believe. A few weeks earlier an open letter from Web 
ster reiterated the ex-Secretary’s views on the impolicy of annexation; and 
under the same inspiration, so it appears, Winthrop introduced resolutions 
of the same tenor in the House, while the Washington Intelligencer sounded 
the alarm in some vigorous editorials. 

The news that a treaty which joined Texas to the United States was ready 
for the final signatures startled the country like acannonade. There was a 
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panic in New York Exchange, as though war with Mexico had been declared 
already. The Madisonian, Tyler's official organ, would neither confirm or 
deny the exciting report, but in the Richmond Enquirer was printed a letter 
from Andrew Jackson, which he wrote nearly a year before in favor of Texas 
annexation; and that newspaper, with the Globe, took up a warm espo’ 

of the cause on general principles. 

As a checkmate, the. Massachusetts legislature set the example of resolu- 
tions which protested violently that the Constitution gave no permission to 
join a foreign state tothe American Union. * * * Anewissue wassprung 
upon our politics on the very eve of the Presidential battle, an issue stron 
enough to rend asunder the whole plan of campaign. John Tyler had playe 
hislast stake with utter want of principle, but with an address and intrepidity 
which forced those who had disparaged his talents to think better of them. 

In the Eighth Congress Mr. Pickering spoke as follows on the Louisiana 
treaty (Annals of Congress): J 

“Mr. P. never doubted the right of the United States to acquire new terri- 
tory, either by purchase or by conquest, and to govern the territory so ac- 
quired as a dependent province, and in this way might Louisiana have be- 
come a Territory of the United States and have received a form of government 
infinitely preferable to that to whichits inhabitants are nowsubject. * * * 
Mr. P. eaid that whatever way he turned his eyes war was in prospect, as the 
final result of our pacific measures, measures deemed so wise as to have been 
ascribed to divine inspiration. He wished a might merit that high char- 
acter, but feared in the end they would bear the stamp of indiscretion, per- 
haps of folly.” 

“The divisions which have been formed out of the territory acquired by the 

Louisiana purchase are as follows: Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, Min- 
nesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Indian Territory, a 
portion of Oklahoma, a portion of Colorado, most of Wyoming, most of 
Montana. 

Mr. LITTLE. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KLuTtTz]. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, when the House 
resol ved itself into the Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of the Indian appropriation bill, my distinguished friend from 
North Carolina [Mr, LinnEy] evidently thought that the House 
had resolved itself into a court of appeals for the consideration 
of the North Carolina election law, or at least into a forum for 
the manufacture of campaign speeches for home consumption. 

In replying briefly to his diatribe against the people of the South 
in general and the good people of North Carolina in particular, I 
shall add no word of sectional or personal bitterness to this dis- 
cussion. Would God, sir, that We could let the dead past bury 
its dead and that we could leave the great questions settled by 
our great war where they were settled by the dread arbitrament 
of arms thirty-five years ago. : 

in a conversation, about the close of the Spanish-Cuban war, 
which I had with the honored Chief Magistrate of this great Re- 
public, a man who, while I differ from his most cherished policies, 
[ yet honor as an able, a patriotic, and an honest American, hesaid 
to me, sir, that that war was worth all it had cost if it had done 
no more than to obliterate sectionalism and to bring all the people 
of all the sections of this great country into a common under- 
standing with each other once more. It was a noble sentiment, 
sir, nobly expressed, worthy the chief citizen of this great Re- 
public, and it was asentiment to which I most ardently responded; 
a sentiment |to which! I believe the thinking people of this country, 
without regard to politics or to sections, most heartily subscribe. 

And yet, sir, when, as the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
aemeny | said, a foreign soil is ——— up the blood of American 
heroes, Northern born, Eastern born, Western born, and Southern 
born, alike; when Fitz Lee and Joe Wheeler fighting along with 
Lawton and Shafter and Otis and MacArthur, have demonstrated 
that the Southern people are loyal to the flag of our fathers, and 
that when it is unfurled they are willing to go as far as the far- 
thest in defense of American rights and of American liberties 
[applause]; when Worth Bagley, of North Carolina, laid down 
his life and crimsoned the deckof his ship with his warm life- 
blood, poured out as a precious libation upon the altar of his 
country’s rights and of his country’s needs; when Hobson has 
rivaled Thermopylx; and when, as volunteers have been called 
for, the battalions have come trooping from the savannas, the 
plains, and the mountains of the South, and side by side have 
fought with your boys from the East and the North and the West 
in upholding the honor and the glory of that flag, which, I thank 
God, waves once more over a reunited country [applause]—when 
these occurrences have taken and are taking place, I hear a note 
of discord, and it comes, I am sorry to say, from two North Caro- 
lina Republicans—in hoarse, bass notes from the Senate wing 
of the Capitol, and in the high treble of the mountain region 
of North Carolina in this House—a discordant note, endeavor- 
ing to rekindle the fires of sectionalism, which, thank God, had 
almost expired, and to reopen questions which ought to remain 
settled, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, is this so? There is some reason for it. 
I do not know whether it is because these gentlemen see the hand- 
writing on the wall; I do not know whether it is because in the 
reawakened condition of things in the South they feel that they 
and others like them are no longer to be permitted to misrepre- 
sent the good people who sent them here; but there is certainly 
some reason for it. 

My friend seems to be fond of reading from newspapers. Ihave 
a clipping here from a newspaper published in this city which, 1 


believe, is in close sympathy with the Administration, thi, \ 
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ington Star. That paper says: _ 


About this time look out for internal activity in Republican circ), ‘ 
Southern States where there is not the ghost of a chance for Repub — 
cess at the polls. The long four years’ sleep is about at an end. 1 
leaders who have not been on the ground half a dozen times sin, oon 
come sreaging back from their places of residence elsewhere. Rec vill 
ers who are holding Federal offices will rub their eyes and beg: — 
around. Conferences will beheld. State conventions will becalle x 
will be put in the field. And, particularly, delegates to the next R» 3 
national convention will be chosen. Why is the forum crowd, Whew 
means this stir in Rome? ’ hat 

In the lower Southern States this activity is but a prelude toa ser 6 
Federal office. It can accomplish nothing in the way of electin F 
ticket put ep. The Republican party there is but a name; and nots»... * 
conjure with. It contains some able and excellent men, but the, a 
demonstrated the qualities of political leadership. Between p} a 
elections nothing is done. The opposition is left in undisputed pos ial 
the field. and fills every local office from governor to constable Po 
Presidential year dawns, the great drums are beaten, the horns ar: 
the standards are unfurled, and a most solemn dress parade j 
There is a marching up the hill anda marching down the hill, by tes 
else takes place. ng 


It may be for the reasons suggested in this article that ¢);. di 
cordant note is struck at this time. I ask my colleagues oy, 
floor from other sections of the country to believe that the , 
of North Carolina, as shown by her history in the past, ; 
honest, as patriotic, as God-fearing, as law abiding as th, 
of any other section of this great country, whatever her 1) ~ 
ful sons may say of her on this floor. [Applause on the |jem,. 
cratic a) me 

The gentleman has devoted his attention to the election Jaw of 
North Carolina. With a Republican supreme court in his own 
State, I challenge him, if he believes this law to be vneonstity. 
tional, if he desires to put it to the test, to bring it, not i, his 
jurisdictionless forum, for political purposes, but to tak. it pe. 
fore his own Republican supreme court in his own State anid let 
that court say whether or not it is constitutional. 

The gentleman dwelt upon the word “ discreet” used in that 





ps 
are ag 
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statute, and he gave a definition of the word “‘ discreet,” which he 
intended to be witty, Now, let me read what Webster says of 
the word ‘‘ discreet.” 

Discreet: Possessed of discernment, especially in avoiding err r evil, 


and in the adaptation of means to ends; prudent; sagacious; ci: 
not rash, headlong, or heedless; cautious, wary. 

So that if a lawyer, choosing language which was intended to 
exactly express his meaning, were to search through all tle dic. 
tionaries for a word which in its meaning would crystallize and 
most aptly express the qualifications which ought to be required 
of every election officer, he could not choose a better word than 
“discreet.” And yet, forsooth, because this law absolutely re- 
quires the selection of persons possessing such characteristics as 
officers and managers of election, the gentleman in his desyera- 
ae undertakes to hold it up to the scorn and derision o! this 

ouse. 

To such sophistry is he reduced in this appeal to the prejudices 
of the majority. 

Equally disingenuous is his attempted characterization of sec- 
tion il of this act. The gentleman goes into affected jcremiads 
over the terrible proposition that the ‘‘registrar may require the 
applicant to prove his identity or age and residence by the testi- 
mony of at least two electors under oath,” To the heated imag- 
ination of the gentleman this isa horrible requirement, while in 
the judgment of fair-minded men of all parties who are cognizant 
of the cases which it is intended to meet, it is not only a wise and 
salutary provision, but one which is absolutely necessary to pro- 
tect the purity of the ballot. With a migratory colored popula- 
tion, each of -whom more or less nearly resembles the other, ren- 
dering identification almost impossible, fraudulent registra‘ ionof 
minors, convicts, nonresidents, nonnaturalized foreigners, etc.,1s 
preventable only by requiring satisfactory identification and proot 
of age, and this is all that this provision does. . 

The gentleman’s labored argument that ‘gray hairs and wrin- 
kles, the sure evidences of age,” are not to be and will not be 
taken into consideration by the registrars is to assume ani to 
assert that every registrar will deliberately discredit the evi lence 
of his own senses and perjure himself for party adyantise—4 
charge so unwarranted, so sweeping in its denunciation of ° |arge 
and respectable body of his fellow-citizens, that I am aston'shed 
that the gentleman should make it. 

The gentleman = that all the registrars will be Demo 
crats. True,there will be but one registrar for each precin«' and 
where capable Democrats can be found he will doubtless in most 
cases be of that faith; but how is this worse than the election |av 
of the ae own party, that of 1895, which he so extraya 
gantly lauds, as well as that of 1897, under which there were three 
registrars, one of whom was required to be a Democrat, one 4 
Populist, and one a Republican, giving to the corrupt and unnat 
ural fusion between the Republicans and Populists, two regi-trars 
at every precinct to one Democrat, thus putting the election 
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uimery absolutely under the contro] of the fusionists as effect- 
ae = Democrats had had no representation atall, That 
= vl right in the eyes of my distinguished friend, but it makes 
= nderful difference with him whose ox is gored. 
. But further, not only did this extend to the registrars, but the 
aon judges of election for each precinct were similarly appointed, 
<o that the Democratic party was absolutely powerless throughout 
aarl stage of the registration and election. 

How is it now? : 

i nder this reviled and muci denounced Democratic election law 
there are two judges for each precinct, who must be of different 
political parties, and yet the gentleman yearns for the good old 
times of two against one. ; : 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I have briefly attempted to expose the fal- 
lacies and sophistries of the gentleman's attack. He does indeed 
cite with great satisfaction to himself a North Carolina case, that 
of Van Bokkelen et al. vs. Cannady (73 N. C. Reports), to sustain 
nis contention that the present election law is unconstitutional. 
The most superficial examination of that case will show that it is 
not only not decisive of this contention, but that it has little if any 
application to the law in hand. ek tak. 

The case was decided in 1875 upon facts arising in 1873, two 
years before the adoption of important amendments to the consti- 
tution of North Carolina changing the time of residence in coun- 
ties and towns required for registration. Thirty days was then 
the constitutional requirement, and the court decided that it could 
not be extended to ninety, while ninety days is now the require- 
ment of both the constitution and of this election law. The 
other questions decided have no pertinence whatever, and yet 
the gentleman introduces this case to prove the unconstitution- 
ality of this law. Learned lawyer as he is, with the great !aw 
libraries of the nation at his command, how hard pressed he is 
for authority! The only remaining count in his arraignment 
is that the voter has no appeal from the registrar. Truly this is 
pitiable. 

; Asa matter of fact, no such appeal has ever been practicable 
under any election law ever passed in North Carolina, so far as I 
have been able to discover. Under the fusion election law of 
i897 the judges of the supreme and superior courts were given 
supervision and control over the county boards as to the appoint- 
ment of registrars and judges of election, with power of removal 


and right to hear complaints of violations of duty by such officers | 


and to require cause to be shown, and so forth, under penalties, 
but nowhere do I find any provision for an appeal by the indi- 
vidual elector from the ruling of the registrar. 

This dragging the judiciary into the mire of practical politics 
and requiring judges personally interested in the result of the 
election (our judiciary being elective) to pass upon petty disputes 
as to appointment of registrars and judges was one of the most 
distasteful and dangerous features of the bad law which the Dem- 
ocratic party has wiped off the statute book and replaced with one 
infinitely fairer and better. Time would fail me to advert to all 
the objectionable features, partisan features, outrageously unfair 
features, of that law which the gentleman so highly lauds. 

Let the mention of one suffice. 

Registration of voters in incorporated towns and cities was 
allowed until 9 o’clock Pp. m. of the second Saturday before the 
election, while the time for challenges (except where parties came 
of age, and so forth) expired at the earlier hour of 4 o’clock p. m. 
of thesame day. In the border counties, where hordes of negro 
voters could be easily and cheaply imported, what opportunities 
for fraud did this not offer? 

Bat I shall not follow the gentleman further. Why should I? 
His evasion of the question as to why he does not take this law to 
‘is own Republican supreme court is so palpable as to be unde- 
serving of serious notice, 

Nor shall I dignify the gentleman’s very original, very unwar- 
ranted, and very unna’ Ty of accounting for the frequency 
of lynchings with any extended reply. I would do him no injus- 
ta but if his language means anything, it means that the denial 
: the right to vote is the provocative cause of lynching! In reply 
0 the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRKE] he said: 


The point I make is this: The su on of my friend from Texas isa 


eo ane. and I thank him for it. He not these lynchings in his State, 
ae tod, and we have not them in ours. Why? Because in his State they 
sy, Pure ballot, as we did have in ours up to the vicious election laws of 


unt the light of what all the world knows as to the deplorable 
a detestable crime which is the great cause of lynching, not 
mu in the South but the world over, I leave the gentleman’s ex- 
vena his constituents and to hisown conscience. Judging, 
lew abi by the gentleman's own standard, this “‘ vicious election 
pe 599” has given North Carolina a “purer ballot ” than she 
on election law of 1895-97; for whereas in 1898 

lynchings in the — ee 
y reviles, lam informed there 
Was not a single lynching in 1899, The gentleman’s argument 
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| his mighty apostrophe to her people and her history. 
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overreaches itself and proves entirely too much. Mr. Chairman, 


this unseemly controversy was not of my seeking, 
I deprecate alike the reopening of sectional debate and the dis- 


cussion here of matters purely internal to the several States. Let 
us fight out our — of internal State policy at home and 
reserve our best thought and our best effort fi 


wr the national weal 
when we come here. 

Every State in this Union has its own troublesome internal 
questions to deal with, and each State ought to be ready and will- 
ing to concede the patriotism, the willingness, and the wisdom of 
every of her sisters to settle her own problems for herself with 
out the intermeddling of outsiders. 

The better thought of this great body of representatives of 
the people ought to frown upon that son of any State who 
selfish or partisan gain would disturb the fast-cementing ties 
the reunited sections or, worse, would here decry and deride 
people of his own State. 


all 
Lor 
of 


the 


Let me, by way of warning, say this to 
my distinguished friend from North Carolina, for we have long 
been personal friends: In this beautiful capital city of the nation 
we unveiled a few days ago a splendid statue of one of America’s 


greatest statesmen, Daniel Webster, the great expounder of the 
Constitution. 

In the eloquent and scholarly address delivered on that occasion 
by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper}, 
he placed Mr. Webster's claims to enduring greatness not upon 
his attainments as a lawyer, not upon his fame as a politician, not 
upon his achievements as a statesman, though in all these he was 
truly great, but rather upon his matchless eloquence and ability 
as an orator. 

With this estimate, sir, I fully agree, and I recollect that of all 
the great speeches of that great orator there is none at all compara- 
ble to his mighty reply to the rapier thrusts of that great South 
Carolinian, Hayne. 


And, sir, of that great oration, it is not his great expositions 


| of the Constitution, not his grand apostrophes to the Union, 


which form its chiefest charm and dwell more lovingly in the 
hearts of men, but rather his matchless defense of Massachusetts, 


These have 


| made his name immortal; but I have yet to learn that any man 





has commended himself to the intelligence and patriotism of 
Congress or the country, much less to fame, by besmirching and 
impugning his own people. This way lies not true greatness. 

Mr. Chairman, I must have done. North Carolina needs nei- 
ther apology nor eulogy at my hands. Every glowing fact in her 
glorious history and development—colonial, Revolutionary, ante- 
bellum and post-bellum—proclaims the greatness, the heroism, the 
patriotism, the truthfulness, and the trustfulness of her people. 
With them duty is paramount, obligation is sacred, law is su- 

reme. In their own best way, tired of corrupt and ruinous fusion 
egislation, they are dealing with the great racial, financial, edu- 
cational, and political problems which confront them. With faith 
in themselves, in God, and in humanity; with a full appreciation 
of their duty to themselves, to their country, to the Constitution 
to their homes and loved ones, they will, in God's good time, un- 
deterred by threats of force bills or Federal interference, work out 
these problems to the glory of God and the good of mankind, 
[Applause. | 

Mr. LITTLE. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Griaas]. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to make any 
remarks during this debate, but the remarkable performance of 
the gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. LINNEY] seems to de- 
mand notice from some one of the Southern members against 
whose States wholesale charges of disorder, mobocracy, and 
lynchings have been made so recklessly. 

I shall not attempt anything now except to reply to some asper- 
sions of that gentleman against the State of Georgia, which I 
have the honor in part to represent upon this floor. His speech, 
“pregnant with little learning and much ignorance,” affords a 
spectacle to the people of the United States that must be humiliat- 
ing to the good people of the State which sends him here. I have 
no personal quarrel with him for his opinion. He has a right to 
his opinions, and I have no right to quarrel with him for those 
opinions. I can see no occasion for the intrusion of this question 
here but for political effect. Ifso, Mr. Chairman, when the gen- 
tleman knows so weil the cause of the great majority of lynch- 
ings in the South, it is wholly unjustifiable and utterly without 
excuse, 

I am reminded by it of an occurrence between old Col. Sam 
Tate, of Tennessee, and Col. Jim Robertson, of Georgia, on the 
one side, in the old times of railroad building in the South, and 
a railroad president with whom they were having a controversy 
in Chattanooga. After spending the entire day in discussion, the 
matter being finally concluded and the railroad man gone, Robert- 
son turned to Colonel Tate and said, ‘‘ Colonel, I think he is honest, 
don’t you?” ‘‘ Yes,” said Colonel Tate, ‘‘I reckon he is honest, 
Robertson, but he has the all-firedest notions of honesty of any 
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man I ever saw.” [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the gentleman | gentlemen have sought to justify here to-day in sho 


from North Carolina may be a good man in his way, but he has 
the most remarkable ideas of political decency of any gentleman 
whom I ever had the pleasure of knowing. 

So far as Georgia is concerned, Mr. Chairman, we have no re- 
pressive or suppressive laws regarding the ballot. We do not 
need them. ‘There is manhood suffrage in Georgia. Every man, 
black or white, rich or poor, educated or illiterate, is entitled to 
vote, provided he pays $1 poll tax in the year before he offers to | 
vote. So far as the law is concerned, therefore, Georgia stands | 
clear. We do not have the law complained of by the gentleman; , 
we do not need such law; and the Georgia legislature, by an 
almost unanimous vote, not over six weeks ago, declined to pass ; 
any law of that character. 

I have no criticism upon those States which need them and have 
enactedthem;> They knowtheir necessities and they have the right 
under the Constitution which our fathers gave us to enact legis- 
lation in consonance with that great instrument to pretect the 
civilization of their States. I have not read the North Carolina 





statute complained of, but I presume it must be a good law, as I 
am informed that under its provisions the gentleman from North 









men in the Philippines in the name of civilization: that 
is to-day shooting Boers in South Africa in the name o: 
tion. The people of Georgia, the people of all the Sonth 
in the name of that same great civilization to stand }y 
ditions, to preserve the integrity of the race and to p) 
control everywhere, under all circumstances, when, 
threatened from any source. [Applause. ] 

Gentlemen who attack lynching in the South sh 
same time attack the crime which most largely incit, 
I speak only for Georgia, Mr. Chairman. Other ge 
and doubtless will speak for the States they rep; 
five-sixths of the lynchings in Georgia come from this 
I deplore the fact, but fact it is. 


But the South has no monopoly on lynchings, Mr, (‘})9; 
| I have time to call your attention to only a few in wi 


rated States not for — of recrimination, but | 
so long as there are 

Kansas, in New York, Pennsylvania, and Colorad 
ence between the people of those States and the peop|; 
and the people of Alabama and the people of Mississi); 


Carolina {Mr. Linney] will probably be left at home at the next | a difference in degree and not in kind. 


election, when he will be free to enjoy the sweets of circuit court 
riding among his native hills. [Applause.] He ismore to ke pitied 
than blamed. 

I can see no reason for intruding this question but, as charged by 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KLuTT?Tz], political neces- 
sity. The gentleman says he was once a Democrat, and he talks 
as if he knows much of the alleged devious ways of that great 
party in North Carolina. Before he makes too many disclosures 
I want to commend to him, Mr. Chairman, a story I have heard, 
which was said to have occurred between a preacher and a lawyer 
once in Georgia. It is said that this drunken lawyer one Sunday 
morning walked into church during the services, and as he was 
staggering up the aisle the minister stopped his discourse and said 
to him in sepulchral tones, ‘Sir, I will testify against you in the 
day of judgment.” Thelawyer replied, ‘‘ That's all right, old man; 
I have been practicing law twenty years, and it has been my ex- 
perience at all times that the damnedestrascal was always first to 
turn siate’s evidence.” [Laughter and applause.| I hope the gen- 
tleman does not intend to turn state’s evidence, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, he is not to be blamed so much 
as pitied. He was once a Democrat and is now a Republican, 

God, Thou know'st 
Howe'er they smile and feign and boast, 
What happiness is theirs who fall. 

Having seen better days, he loves to talk of them and perhaps 
enjoys his performances in that connection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with reference to lynchings in Georgia. 
I shall not deny that we are cursed with occasional lynchings. I 
do not believe there is a State in the Unionin which Judge Lynch 
has not at some time a But let me tell you of a case that 
happened in Georgia last year. A little family a few miles from 
the town of Newnan were at supper in their modest dining room. 
The father, the young mother, and the baby were seated at the 
table. Humble though it was, peace, happiness, and contentment 
reigned in that modest home. A monster in human form, an em- 
ployee on the farm, crept into that happy little home and with an 
ax knocked out the brains of that father, snatched the child from 
its mother, threw it across the room out of his way, and then by 
force accomplished his foul purpose. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, he was afflicted with the most 
loathsome disease known to humankind. In thatroom—the hus- 
band and father dead and weltering in his own blood, the infant 
senseless on the floor—he spent four hours alone with that poor 
woman. When, more dead than alive, she at last escaped and 
gave the alarm, the people were frenzied with passion, and when 
se captured him they lynched him. They burned him at the 
stake. 

ido not seek to justify that, but I do say that the man who 

would condemn those people unqualifiedly under these circum- 
stances has water instead of blood to supply his circulation. 
[Applause.| Not the limpid water that flows from the mountain 
streams, Mr. Chairman, but the fetid water found in the cess- 
pools of the cities. [Applause.] 
. Mr. Chairman, can you blame those people for that? I appeal 
to you, gentlemen—you fathers, you husbands; to all men, white 
or black, North or South, East or West—do you blame those peo- 
- for that burst of human fury? God forbid that there should 
9 any man on this continent who would! Thank God, there is 
not a man in Georgia who does. Bring it home to yourselves, 
gentlemen, and answer me in the light of truth. 

Mr. Chairman, those men were standing for civilization—Anglo- 
Saxon civilization. They were fighting for the purity and the 
virtue and the safety of the Southern home. We propose to pro- 
tect the women of the South. We propose to fight for and to 
maintain the supremacy of the Anglo-Saxon race—that race which 





better classes of either race. 


This editorial in the Washington Star seeks to “alter ; 


ing of the recent lynchings” in Kansas by showing ;{ 
done as a warning to Kansas officials to enforce + 
vigorously in future. 


v + 
| 


Here is a press dispatch from Dunbar, Pa., of Dece:)}, 


year, giving an account of the lynching of a negro for ; 


of seeking work, while the gatling-gun quarantin 


ernor of that great State threatened against the im rtat mi 


negro miners into the State was public talk all over t} 
last year. I have merely to mention Pana, Virden, and 
to call to your mind vivid pictures of mob violence. 


Three years ago a negro was roasted in Ouray, Colo., for 


ing a white girl. 


Even in staid old Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, mobs haye iy 
time past defied the law, and once her great Senator | Mr. Ho.) 
addressed a crowd in Worcester while not a criminal, }ut ay 
officer of the law was making his escape through the back door 
of the court-house from the infuriated mob. It is useless to 
multiply words, Mr.Chairman; human passions are the same the 


world over. 


The Anglo-Saxon of New England, while perhaps slower, is as 


D> 
bet 


Here is an account of a Sunday celebration in Cart-ryi\), 
where seven poor negroes were slain in cold blood for the, 
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Sart ¢ 


ynchings in Illinois, in Indiana. > 


sure as the Anglo-Saxon of the South. I doubt not that j 


600,000 negroes of Georgia were transported to Massachusetts to 
morrow and the ravishment of their white women began by the 
lowest of this alien race there would be two or three solemn and 
dignified trials. After that the blood of the men who wrested 
Magna Charta from King John would assert itself and the oaks 
of Massachusetts’ hills and dales would be desecrated with the 


bodies of the victims of ‘‘ lynching bees.” 


I would not have you understand me as presenting here a whole 
sale indictment against the colored race of the Southern States 
As a rule they are peaceful, happy, contented, and law-abiding, 
They have their churches and their schools and are progressing, | 
hope, toward a higher civilization. 
hands of infuriated mobs are hardly worth a thought from the 
It remains, nevertheless, Mr. Chair- 
— that the people of the South have a hard problem belore 
them. 

A distinguished member of this House from a far Norther 
State—a partisan Republican—said to me on yesterday, © This's 
your problem, and you have nothing from me but sympathy.” | 
appeal to every Anglo-Saxon within the sound of my voice, !apye 
to every white man who believes in his race, wherever he 1) 
live, give to us, the people who must solve this problem, at \ew' 


The brutes who suffer at the 


ge rarey while we labor for its solution with justice to the 


lack man an 
amid loud es 
Mr. LITT 
souri [Mr. COCHRAN}. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, in the « Use | 
ring U 


» Pent 


a most delightful presentation of his reasons for fa: 
annexation of the Philippine Islands, the gentleman ‘r 


| Sylvania hoes SIBLEY] stated that he proposed to pro. - 
trovertible documentary evidence that when the proposition} 


the Louisiana purchase was under discussion all the argumen' 


saat for the white man. [Mr. Gricics concluled 
E. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from 4! 


that have been used against the annexation of the Pllyp! 


Islands were then used. If that be true, it is important. |” 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will give me his attention for ™° 
minutes, I think I will have no difficulty in pointing ou!“ 
very cogent arguments against the annexation of the Philippines 
which, in the very nature of the case, could not have )."! 
against the proposal to annex the territory embraced in t) 
ana purchase, 


1 urged 


Louis 











1900. 


—_ 


We contend that the Philippine Islands are as densely populated | longed struggle against Spanish oppt 


as the State of Ohio; that therefore they are not opento American 
scupation. 
_ T his argument could not have 
“hase. 
I an that the inhabitants of the islands are alien in blood, 
alien in traditions, alien in ideals; that they never can compre- 
hend, much less apply, our system, and that therefore they can 
never be Americanized. ‘ 

We contend that according to the programme mapped out by the 
President the Philippines must forever be governed, if they are 
taken under our protection, by a carpetbag government, the chief 
officers thereof to be appointed by the Executive; this carpet- 
bay government will do business 10,000 miles away from this capi- 
tal_therefore not subject to surveillance—and that experience 
proves that such a government is more apt to be corrupt and in- 
competent than honest and trustworthy. a curse to the country 
subiected to it and a disgrace to the United States. 
~ We contend that when we conquered and occupied the city of 
Manila we did soin conjunction with an army of 18,000 Filipinos 
who had beleaguered that city for months and captured the north 
half of it before the arrival of our forces, and that under such cir- 
cumstances it can not be denied that there existed at the time of 
the downfall of Spanish authority in the Philippines a military 
alliance between this country and the Filipino forces, and that 
we have not dealt fairly with a people who trusted us blindly and 
deserve fair treatment in return. 

We deny that Congress has constitutional power to vest in the 
Executive with reference to those islands extra-constitutional 

jowers. The President and his supporters propose to treat the 
‘jlipinos not as aliens, not as citizens, but as conquered subjects, 
possessing no political rights which the conqueror is bound to 
respect. The programme includes the enactment of protective 
tariff laws to keep them from marketing their goods in thiscountry. 

It follows that we may also enact laws prohibiting Filipinos 
from emigrating to the United States. We say that Congress pos- 
sesses no power to thus deal with any part of the territory of the 
United States. We say that if you permanently annex the Phil- 
ippine Islands their people will thenceforth be charged with every 
responsibility, amenable to every law, and entitled to the full en- 
joyment of every right, privilege, and blessing conferred by the 
Constitution and laws upon other citizens of this country. In my 
remarks yesterday I directed attention to a dozen well-considered 
cases in which the Supreme Court of the United States has said 
that acquired territory becomes, when annexed, a part of the ter- 
ritory of the United States—subject to the Constitution, subject 
to the laws applicable to the entire country. As to tariff laws, 
Congress has no special office to perform in dotting with acquired 
territory. The laws applicable to the other parts of the country 
— in the nature of things, under the Constitution, apply to 
them. 

Now let the gentleman from Pennsylvania answer me. Was 
any one of these questions involved in the annexation of Louisi- 
ana? The gentleman comes here and fairly charms us with a 
speech filled with beautiful platitudes, poetical quotations, and 
well-rounded periods. Let me urge him to descend from empy- 
rean regions and get down to the earth on which we are doing 
business, Let me urge him to direct his attention not to the starry 
firmament, but to the prosy earth and to the discussion of the 
practical concerns in which our people are interested. 

We are told that the Philippines will furnish a market for our 
goods. I tell you that a country so impoverished, with labor 
earning 6 to 20 cents a day, with the commodities upon which the 
people live based upon that level of prices, can not be an extraor- 
dinarily profitabie field of industry or commerce or trade. 

We are told that we shall be especially benefited. We know 
that we must go to an expense of fitty, sixty, or one hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year in maintaining American sovereignty in the 
islands, but the “‘open door” is to be maintained, so that other 
nations will compete with us, on terms of equality, for the trade 
of that country, just asif we were not in possession. We pay the 
bills, and afterwards rustle for our share of the trade. We could 
do as well without deluging the islands in blood and wasting so 
many millions of treasure, 


Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. S1BLEY] analyzed 
the “ open-door” policy proposed by the President? Not only are 
the Philippines to be governed outside of the protection of the 
Constitution and our laws, but they are to be so far beyond our 
control that henceforth, as a matter of international obligation, 
We must admit foreigners to these markets tpon terms of equality 
% 7 ourselves. And the American taxpayer must foot the bills. 

, hat folly it is to compare the Louisiana purchase to the Philip- 
pine Islands! I voted for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, 
and IL spoke in favor of it, because the islands were American, with 
‘ustitations and a government American in every fiber. I would 


+ 


been urged against the Louisiana 


oun to-day, if | had the opportunity, to restore to the Filipinos 
ae country, because it be'ongs to them as much as this country 


ongs tous. And I would give it to them because in a pro- 
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pression her patriots have fallen 
by thousands while battling for independence. [{Mr. Cocuran of 
Missouri concluded amid applause on the Democratic sid 
Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LITTLE. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentieman 
from Tennessee [ Mr. GAINrs] 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I intend to iss three im 
portant matters pertaining to the administration iw in the 
Hawaiian Islands, producing a condition that mu horrible t 
the inhabitants of that country, shocking to us, l alarming to 
Congress, which made them a part of the American Req 
stated by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. ¢ \ 
moments ago. 

The supreme court of those islands, kept in office by the con 
of the President of the United States, has in recent opinions held 
that the Constitution of the United States does not apply in th 
islands as to trials by jury and the collection of tariff duties. he 
court holds that in felony cases a defendant may be indicted wit! 
out the intervention of a grand jury and convicted by 9 out of 12 


petit jurors, notwithstanding the fifth and sixth amendments of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

In another case that a verdict is 1 
jurors in civil cases (the old Hawaiian law), notwithstanding t 
seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, and 
in the third case that the customs duties that obtained there under 
the Hawaiian tariff previous to the annexation of those islands are 
collectible, notwithstanding that this makes a tariff for Hawaii 
and one for the United States 


ral of nine out of twelve 






two totally differént—and in spite 


| of the provisions (two) of the Constitution of the United States 


which ordains that— 

All duties, imposts, and excise 
States 

Nor shall vessels bound to or from one St 
pay duties in another 

The court contends that the treaty 
Hawaiian Islands so provided. 

As to the question of customs duties, this decision of the court 
is based very largely upon the opinions of two professors—one of 
Yale and one of Harvard—while the leading cases of Cross vs. 
Harrison (16 How., 164—1853) and of Fleming vs. Page (9 How., 
603—1849) are doubted and denied. 

In the Cross case | believe Justice Wayne spoke for the entire 
court. The court unanimously held that as soon as the treaty 
with Mexico was confirmed, what is now Califorfiia became a part 
of the United States. I will read the exact words of the opinion 
on that point. 

By the ratification of the treaty California became a part 
States. (16 How., 196.) 

In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution itself, that 
these Hawaiian judges and the President were sworn to support, 
uphold, and enforce, ordains: 

The Constitution and laws of the United States w h shall be made in 
pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the lat 

The Constitution shall be what? The “law.” The 
what? The law of the ‘‘land.” What ‘‘land?” The United 
States—the old and new States when admitted, and the old and 
new Territories when acquired, and the courts have so held and 
Congress has so legislated. 

Justice Marshall in an early case, since followed and never 
doubted or denied, on a question of taxation in the District of Co- 
lumbia thus defined the term ‘“ United States:” 

Does this term designate the whole or any particular p 
canempire? Certainly this question can admit of b i 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of es and Terri 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the uri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania Lough 
borough vs. Blake, 5 Wheaton, 137.) 

The Constitution, then, is the law of that ‘‘land” which is &e 
graphically known as the United States, the United States as 
such, the States as such, and the Territories of the United State 
The framers of the Constitution knew that the (future) United 
States would have to control certain territory already ceded tothe 
(future) United States and before the Constitution was framed, 
and that other cessions from other States would soon follow, and 
did, after the Constitution was ratified. Would they, then, have 
been guilty of not framing the Constitution so as to govern this 
territory and inhabitants or to govern them outside of the Con- 
stitution—as slaves, subjects, or dependents? 

We think not, and they did not, and history and the courts 
show as much. 

But I will later on in a general way allude tothe law that clearly 
shows that the Constitution applies to our Territories as well as to 
the States. In the Cross-Harrison case, which not only upheld 
the Constitution as to customs duties, but also the Administration 
of President Polk, the court said: 

The right claimed to land foreign goods within [what is now California] the 
United States at any place out of a collection district, if allowed, would 
violation of that provision of the Constitution which er ns tl 
imports, excises, shall be uniform thoughout the United States 


; shall be uniform throughout the United 


ate | ed to enter, clear, or 


by which we annexed the 


f the United 


“law” of 


rtion of the Ameri 
it one answer. It isthe 


“ft 


()- 
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Justice Marshall, in the fifth Wheaton case already alluded to, 
go held the law as to the District of Columbia, and every other 
authority, I dare say; but this insular court that has passed upon 
this question has so held and declared the law, and that when- 
ever we acquire any territory anywhere the people of that terri- 
tory are entitled to every fundamental right and protection that 
the Constitution of the United States gave tous. To the same 
effect is 3 Cranch, 159 (U.S. vs, More). 

I first saw a notice of these decisions of this insular court in the 
New York Sun of Sunday a week ago. I had the clipping here, 
but somebody, more interested, possibly, I hope, in the Hawaiians 
and the constitutional rights than Iam, has taken the clipping 
from my desk and acopy of the three decisions which I had here 
also. The House ordered them printed as a document. 

The present occupant of the chair [Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts] with distinguished ability defended upon the floor of this 
House the rights, under the Constitution, of the people of Alaska, 
joining hands with me in their defense when the House commit- 
tee reporting a codification of laws for that Territory were trying 
to pass a law declaring that six jurors instead of twelve should 
constitute a criminal jury. That was in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
We saw this evil; we pointed it out. Thecodifiers of the Alaska 
laws brought in a report that shocked the House so much that it 
was most ably opposed, and by no one, I am happy to say, more 
learnedly than by the distinguished gentleman who now occupies 
the chair [Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts]. 

That was a proposition to give to those people up there a jury 
of six men. The gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Moopy], 
with his usual eloquence and great learning, opposed that _provi- 
sion, andin his remarks read as follows from the opinion of Justice 
Harlan in the Thompson case (170 U. 8.): 

The next inquiry referred to is under the original Constitution and under 
the sixth amendment, isa jury constituted asit wasof twelve persons, neither 
more nor less? This question must be answered in the affirmative. 

He also cited other cases. 

The court further said— 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 


the trial by jury in suit at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 


In Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. 8., 707, approved in 170U.5., 
347), the court held that there must be unanimity in the action 
of the jury in civil cases, The court says: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a ver- 
dict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and the act 


(Territorial) of Congress could not impart the power to change the constitu- 
tional rule and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


The court then added: 


It is equally beyond question that the provisions of the National Constitu- 
tion relating to trials by jury for crimes and criminal prosecutions apply to 
the Territories of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here the last utterance of the Supreme 
Court of the United States on this question, found in 174 United 
States, pages 1 to 5, in which the court says: 

It is beyond doubt at the present day that the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States securing the right of trial by jury, whether in civil 
or criminal cases, are applicable to the District of Columbia. 

Citing the Webster (11 How., 487), Callan (127 U. 8., 540 to 
551), and Thompson cases, 

The District of Columbia was first called the ‘‘ Territory of Co- 
lumbia” and is now a Territory of the United States, and the peo- 
E are here protected, this court says, in their fundamental rights 

»y the Constitution as much so as they are in any State. Then, 
why does not the right of trial by jury apply in Hawaii? Can a 
court or Congress divest these people of their constitutional rights? 
Can a statute repeal the Constitution? Cana treaty? Clearlynot. 

I am not undertaking to criticise individuals outside of the 
RecorpD, but I confess I was shocked to find that in the face of 
these opinions the supreme court of these islands should have 
robbed these people of their constitutional rights of trial by jury 
in the manner I have stated, and that, too, in the face of these 
decisions. It is in the face, also, of the Congressional action of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, declaring as we did that the Constitution 
applied to Alaska—our “outlying domain,” as the court calls it— 
and that the people there were entitled to twelve jurors and their 
unanimous verdict in civil and criminal cases. 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. 

Mr. MORRIS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee from what case he first read? Was it in the case of Thomp- 
son against Utah? 

Mr. GAINES, Thompson against Utah, quoted in Mr. Moopy’s 
speech correctly. 

Mr. MORRIS. Was that the first case the gentleman cited? 

Mr. GAINES. And another case I cite from the very first pages 
of this book, the case of the Capital Traction Company against 
Hof—a unanimous opinion. 

Mr. MORRIS. What report? 

Mr, GAINES. One hundred and seventy-four United States, 
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And if the 
remarkable fact that this Hawaiian court does not allude ¢, +),, 
Thompson case, to the Huf case, nor, indeed, to any of these ¢».... 
but says that our Constitution was made by ‘‘reasonable 3)... ° 
etc., and the old laws of that island applied; that our Con<:;, 
tion did not. : 


gentleman, butsimply ask him for my own information, wh 
the first case that the gentleman read from? Was it the 
Fleming against Baisch? 


quite a number of cases. 


lower court was i 
twelve jurors used in the trial. 


question. 


the gentleman read? 


formation. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman at a/). 





: That is the substance. 
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z as 


gentleman from Minnesota will permit mo, it i, , 


Mr. MORRIS. I do not wish to interrupt the remarks 


Mr. GAINES. I simply alluded to that. I have read 
I have been hurrying along. 
What was the case? 

What icular point? 

What is the one you have in your hand 
That is the case of Thompson agains‘ 


Mr. MORRIS, 
Mr. GAINES. 
Mr. MORRIS. 
Mr. GAINES. 


(170 U. 8.). > Ute 


Mr. MORRIS, 
Mr. GAINES. 


Was that the first case? 
That came from the State of Utah, and tho 
reversed in that case because there were > 


Mr. MORRIS. I do not want to take the gentleman’s tim 
Mr.GAINES. Iam perfectly willing to answer the gent!.), 


Mr. MORRIS. What was the title of the first case from which 
Was it the case of Fleming against P,... 
Mr. GAINES. That was the first case that I simply alluded to. 


but on another Pee jury trials. 


Mr. MORRIS. at is what I wanted to know for my own i; 


Mr. GAINES. Itis avery pleasant interruption. There is yo 
one whose questions I appreciate more than those of the dis. 
tinguished lawyer from Minnesota, and I daresay that, born as ho 
was in a Southern clime, his blood is warmed by the thought that 
in these leper-cursed islands, now under the domination of this 
Republic, the opinions of the Supreme Court of the United siates 
are overruled to rob those people of their lives, liberty, property, 
and pursuit of happiness, by disregarding the common law of our 
land and the Constitution, which these high officials are sworn to 
uphold and support. 

Mr.MORRIS. Now, since the gentleman has seen fit to say 
something about me when I had only asked him a question for in- 
formation—— 

Mr. GAINES. I meant that in the pleasantest way. 

Mr. MORRIS. I willask thegentlemana question now. | will 
ask him what was the exact point involved in the case of Thomp- 
son against Utah. 

Mr. GAINES. The identical point was that when Utah wasa 
Territory the law was that there must be a trial by twelve jurors, 
and then when it got to be a State the court undertook to try with 
less than that number—eight—and the Supreme Court he)! that 
it was an ex post facto law, and in addition to that that a 


ury 
meant twelve men, no more and no less, and that the State liad no 
power to o—— him of that constitutional right. 

Mr. MORRIS. I will ask the gentleman, was not the whole 
question involved in the case of Thompson against Utali as to 


whether or not if a person of the territory of the United Siates, 
which, when a Territory, had a law requiring that a man should 
be tried-by twelve jurors could in its State constitution, after the 
crime had been committed under the Territorial act, whether the 
State constitution should — that that man could be tried by 
less than twelve jurors? as not that the identical question: 

Mr.GAINES. Thatwasonepoint. But inaddition to that— 

Mr. MORRIS. Is not it the only point? 

Mr. GAINES, The court said the State could not deprive him 
of his right of twelve jurors because that was his right under the 
Federal Constitution and they could not pass an ex post facio law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that the Constitution and treaty itset 

ives the Hawaiians the protection of the Constitution { tho 

nited States. I remember distinctly that the law by which that 
territory was annexed provided—and I call the attention 0! the 
lawyers of this House briefly to this point—that the laws 0! that 
territory shall continue unless they are contrary to the Cons'\tu- 
tion of the United States or repealed by the act of annex:tion. 
If some one had not taken my papers ‘way 
from here I would read it. The Hawaiian court goes on |\\ =4)- 
ing On Oe annexation act provided for just exactly whit tat 
co . 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that the treaty can not stand in the 
face of the Constitution, and a statute can not stand in the ‘ace 
of the Constitution, and it has been decided time and tim: and 
time again that a meaty saad no higher than a statute, ani that 
a statute stood no higher than a treaty, and that neither «ould 
stand when ay ame opposed by the Constitution of the United 
States, which court disregarded 

Now, that court may have 


e upon the idea—and it is a very 
elaborate opinion—that the 


tution has not gone, has not 











1900. 


— 


taken sail and gone over to Hawaii. Why, we heard of it down in 


Puerto Rico yesterday in the House; we hear of it in Guam, where 


wo struck down slavery; but we do not hear of it down in Sulu, 
where slavery is perpetuated ro, treaties. 

Why, gentlemen, where and how is the Constitution to go? Is 
it to go around in spots, in vest pockets; does it go around at the 
will of a man? Can our military or civil officials stand by and 


uphold it as they please and when they please? I challenge the 


attention of this honorable body to these matters. ; 
* In Alaska (31 Federal Reporter) we find a poor Indian slave 
was given his liberty under a writ of habeas corpus. And in an- 
other Alaska case, reported in 30 Federal Reporter, 115, and in all 
the numerous authors which I have here and have not time to 
cite, the courts hold that the United States has plenary power to 
control her outlying and internal territory, but within the limita- 
tions of the Constitution itself. 4 

That we can not deprive their inhabitant of the right of free 
speech, the rightof free religion, the right of trial by jury, and the 
rght of habeas corpus; nor quartersoldiers in private houses; nor, 
as I said, can we abridge a single, solitary one of the rights guar- 
anteed to us as American citizens by the Constitution of the 
United States itself. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

(Here the hammer fell. | 


APPENDIX. 


Treaty of peace between Spain and the United States, signed at Paris De- 
cember 10, 1898, ratified by the United States Senate February 6, 1899, by 
Spain March 19, 1899, exchanged April 11, 1899, at Washington, D. C., and pro- 
claimed by President McKinley April 11, 189. (U.S. Statutes, volume 30, 
page 174, Fifty-fifth Congress.) tern 

Art. LX. The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of 
the territories hereby ape to the United States shall be determined by the 
Congress. (Ib., page 1759. . 

1 er x. The inhabitants of the territories over which Spain relinquishes 
ur cedes her sovereignty shall'be secured in the free exercise of their religion. 

Ib.. page 1759.) 

, The genius and character of our institutions are peaceful, and the power 
to declare war was not conferred upon Congress for the purpose of aggres 
sion or aggrandizement, but to enable the General Government to vindicate 
by arms, if it should become necessary, its own rights and the rights of its 
citizens. A war, therefore, declared by Congress can never be presumed to 
be waged for the purpose of conquest or the acquisition of territory: nor 
does the law declaring the war imply an authority to the President fo enlarge 
the limits of the United States by subjugating the enemy’s country. (Flem- 
ing vs. Page, 9 How., 614—1850). 

If the spirit of liberty is to perish, let it at least expire amidst its votaries 
and not be sacrificed on a bargain counter. 

A power in the General Government to obtain and hold colonies and de- 
pendent territories over which they (the Congress) might legislate without 
restriction would be inconsistent with its own existence in its present form. 
(Scott vs. Sanford, 19 How., 397.) 

In another case that court has said: 

“The power of Congress over the Territoriesis limited by the obvious pur- 

poses for which it was conferred, and those purposes are satisfied by meas- 
ures which prepare the people of the Territories to become States in the 
Union.” (Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. 8. Rej., Li.) 
_ “The Constitution was e for the benefit of every citizen of the United 
States, and there is no citizen, whatever his condition or wherever he may 
be within the territory of the United States, who has nota right to its pro- 
tection.” (United States vs. Moore, 3 Cranch, 159.) 

And in defining the eg of the inhabitants of Territories it said: 

“The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are 
secured to them, as to other citizens, by the principles of: constitutional lib- 
erty, which restrain all the es of government, State and national.” 

Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. 8. Rep., 15. See also Mormon Church vs. United 
States, 136 U. 8. Rep., 1.) ; 

Mr. Cooley, in his Principles of Constitutional Law, page 37, in speaking of 

our Territorial and the h colonial system, says: 
_ ‘In this dependence of the Territories upon the central Government there 
'ssome outward resemblance to the conditions of the American colonies under 
the British Crown; but there are some differences which are important and, 
indeed, vital. The firstof these is that the Territorial condition is understood 
under the Constitution to be merely temporary and preparatory, and the peo- 
ple of the Territory, while it continues, are sure of the right to create and 
establish State institutions for themselves as soon as the population shall be 
sufficient and the local conditions suitable; while the British colonial system 


definitely promise or assurance of any but a dependent government in- 


Mr. Cooley draws a second distinction between our Territorial and the 
British colonial m at page 37. I read: 
test The second is that above given, that the ple of the American Terri- 
which pretest tine ai all the — << me i) mates f conmetionst runt 
, liberty, an erty, and may defen em under the 
ae even as against the action of the Government itself; while in the colonies 
hee principles were subjects of ute, and if admitted would be within 
mee of an absolute imperial 1 ture, which might overrule them at 
; Mr. Cooley draws a third distinction between our Territorial and Ameri- 
can colonial systems. He says: 
orninere is also a difference in t to taxation, which, though not so 
ng, is still important. The tories levy their own taxes for all pur- 


poses, and they are never taxed separately for national pu s, but onl 
4s parts of the whole coun and under the same slen om > 


for the same 
ae ae the eine States. Nor is it intended to realize from them any rev- 
States in their is onal 1 ¢ A aaa what is expended by the United 
SA oee Kent says: 
< mit,” said Justice Marshall, ‘the constitutionality of a Terri- 
t . 
i Rovernment.” But neither the District of Columbia nor a Territory is 


ome, Constitution or entitled to claim the privi- 
the Suggured to the members of the Union. ‘This has been so adjudged by 
court to the Sm Nor will a writ of error or appeal lie from a 


erritorial 
unless there be a statute provision for the 

purpose. If, the Government of the United States should carr 
° , . v 
‘nto execution the project of col the great valley of the Columbia or 
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Oregon River to the west of the Rocky Mountains, it would afford a subject 
of grave consideration what would be the future civil and political destiny 
of that country. 


ca. It would be a long time before it would be populous enough to be created 
into one or more independent States, and in the meantime, upon the doctrine 
taught by the acts of Congress and even by the judicial decisions of 


Supreme Court, the colonists would be in a state of the most Pp 
ordination and as Sapenaean upon the will of Congress as the pe« 
country would have been upon the King and Parliament 
they could have sustained their claim to bind us ina 

‘**Such a state of absolute sovereignty on the or 
pendence on the other is not congenial with the free L inc 
of our native institutions, and the establishment of distan i FOV : 
ments, ruled according to will and pleasure, would have a very natural 
tendency, as all proconsular governments have had, toabuse and oppr« ym.’? 
(1 Kent's, page 385.) 

Articles V and VI of the treaty of 1819 with Spain for the c 
1808 (United States Treaty, Volume, page 1018), are: 


“'V. The inhabitants of the ceded Territories shall be secured in the free 










exercise of their religion without any restriction, and all th who may de 
sire to remove to the Spanish dominions shall be permitted to sell or export 
their effects at any time whatever, without being subject in either case to 
duties. 


“VI. The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty 
to the United States by this treaty shall be incorporated in the union of the 
United States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal 
Constitution, and admitted to the enjoyment of all privi ‘ right und 
immunities of citizens of the United States 1 Pet., 511, American h 
Company vs. Canter; 19 How., 442, Dred Scott case.) 

Article III of the Louisiana Treaty (United States Treaty Volum: 
2) provided 

That the inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporat 
union of the United States, and admitted a 
the principles of the Federal Constitution, tothe enj« 
advantages, and immunities of the citizens of the United States; 
meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the 
their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. (19 How 
524, 525 (Catron, J.), approved in 143 U. 8., Boyd vs. Thayer.) 

The Louisiana purchase covered a million of square miles (Statesman’s 
Manual, page 239), but is, except a very small portion of it, occt 


ed in the 
sible, according to 
yment of all the rights, 


3 soon as } 


and in the 
free enjoyment of 


’ 


upied by sav 
ages, its natural proprietors. Itsinhabitants were principally Pr neh and 
descendants of French, with afew Spanish creoles, Americans, English, and 
Germans, the whole number amounting to 80,600 or 90,000 inhabitants, includ- 


ing about 40,000 slaves. (Ib.) (Compiled from official sources. ) 

Another standard authority, Encyclopedia of Commerce and Commercial 
Navigation, by Harper Brothers (1858), gives the population as follows: ** Loui 
siana, 77,000; Florida, about 10,000; California and New Mexico, 60,000; Texas 
and Oregon only brought back into the Union citiz 
thither a short while before.” 


This makes one white person to each 25 square mil 


eus who had emigrated 


Treaties with Mexic 
ARTICLE VUL 

Mexicans now established in Territories previously belonging to Mexico 
and which remain for the future within the limits of the United States, as 
defined by the present treaty, shall be free to continue where they now re 
side or to remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, retaining the prop 
erty which they possess in the said Territories or disposing thereof and re- 
moving the proceed wherever they please, without their being subjected on 
this account to any contribution, tax, or charge whatever. 

Those who shall prefer to remain in the said territories may either r 
the title and rights of Mexican citizens or acquire those of citizens of 
United States. But they shall be obligated to make their election within « 
year from the date of the exchange of ratification of this treaty; and those 
who shall remain in the said territories after the expiration of that year 
without having declared their intention to retain the character of Mexi 
shall be considered to have become citizens of the United States. 

In the said territories property of every kind now belonging to Mexicans 
not established there shall be inviolably respected. The present owners, the 
heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by 
contract shall enjoy with respect to it guarantees equally ample as if the 
same belonged to citizens of the United States. 
“ART. IX. The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve 
the character of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is 
stipulated in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the union of 
the United States, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged by the 
Congress of the United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens 
of the United States, according to the principles of the Constitution; and 
in the meantime shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their liberty and property, and secured in the free exercise of their religion 
without restriction."’—(U. 8S. Treaties, page 604, 1848.) 

The Gadsden-Mexican treaty of 1855 (United States Treaty, volume, page 
696, Art. V) provided “that all the provisions of the two articles of the 
Guadelupe-Hidalgo treaty just quoted, and that the same articles should 
also apply to all the rights of persons and property, both civil and ecclesias 
tical, within the same, as fully and as effectually as if the said articles were 
herein again recited and set forth.” 

In 142 U. 8., 183, Knight vs. United States, Mr. Justice Lamar, speaking for 
a unanimous court, said: 

‘*Upon the acquisition of the territory from Mexico the United States ac- 
quired the title to tide lands equally with the title to upland; but with respect 
to the former they held it only in trust for the future States that mig) ) 
erected out of said territory.” (Knight vs. United States Land Association, 
142 U. 8., 183; citing also Martin vs. Waddell, 16 Pet., 367; Pollard vs. Hagan, 
3 How., 212; Goodtitle vs. Kibbe, 9 How., 471: Mumford vs. Wardwell, 6 Wall., 
423; Weber vs. Harbor Commissioners, 18 Wall., 57.) 

In 182 U. 8., 1, Shively vs. Bowely, Justice Gray said: 

“(1) The territories acquired by Congress, whether by deed or ¢ 
from the original State or by treaty with a foreign country, are held with 
the object, as soon as their population and condition justify, of being admit- 
ted into the Union as States, upon an equal footing with the original States 
in all respects; (2) and the title and dominion of the tide waters and the land 
under them are held with the United States for the benefit of the whole peo- 

le, and, as this court has often said in cases above cited, ‘in trust for the 
uture States..” * * * 

“Upon the acquisition of territory by the United States, whether by c« 
sion from one of the States or by treaty with the foreign country, or by dis 
covery and settlement, the sane title and dominion passed to the United 
States, for the benefit of the w!iole people and in trust for the several St 
to be ultimately created out «f the territory.” 

Affirmed in 174 U. S., 237, Morris vs. United States, page 57. 

In 18 Wallace, 65, cited by Justice Gray, Field, judge, in speaking for the 


tain 
the 


no 
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sion 
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irt, said on the question of the title to an island half a mile from 


it a ann 
whole « 
sore 
7 Alt hough the title to the soil under the tide waters of the bay wasacquired 
by the United States by cession from Mexico, equally with the title to the 
upland, they (United States) held it only in trust for the future State.” 

This case is specially in point, since we remember that this territory (now 
California) was acquired by conquest from Mexico. 

In Chapin against Bourne (8 Cal.) the court said: 5 

“It (the title to the soil underlying navigable water) belongs to the United 
States in trust, that might be created out of said Territory and passed to 
the State of California on her admission (into the Union) by virtue of her 
sovereignty.” 

In astill later case (54 Cal., 455), Leroy vs. Dunkery, touching upon the title 
to certain tide-water lands, we find the most apt adjudication, the court de- 
ciding in favor of the State. The court said: 

‘From the date of the treaty of 1848 the portion of the tide lands in contro- 
versy was held by the United States in trust for the future State. * * * 
The question here is whether from the treaty up to the admission of Califor- 
nia into the Union the United States held the legal title to these particular 
lands in trust for the State government which should be organized; or 
whether the United States Government held them in full ownership, freed 
of any trust in favor of the future State, and for its own exclusive use and 
benefit as a military reservation, and since continues to so hold them.” 

There the issue was made that the United States Government owned the 
island as a military reservation and had acquired it as such when the treaty 
was made with Mexico 

Cooley on Principles of International Law, page 187, says: 

“ The Constitution also provided that new States may be admitted by Con- 
gress into the Union; but whether they should be formed of territory at that 
time belonging to the States, or from territory that might thereafter be 
acquired, or taken in as existing States previously independent, was not ex- 
pressly determined by that instrument. By the ordinance of 1787, however, 
which the Constitution left in force, it had been agreed that States not ex- 
ceeding five might be formed from the Northwest Territory and received 
into the Union; and it may be assumed as unquestionable that the constitu- 
tional provision contemplated that the territory then under the dominion of 
the United States, but not within the limits of any one of them, was in due 
time to be formed and organized into States and admitted into the Union, as 
has since inmany cases been done.” 

I desire to call especial attention to the language which follows: 

“Indeed, it could never have been understood that any territory which by 
purchase, cession, or conquest should at any time come under the control of 
the United States should permanently be held ina Territorial condition, and 
the new States, which have been formed of territory acquired by treaty, 
must be supposed to have been received into the Union in strict compliance 
with the Constitution.” (Page 188.) 

“And when territory is acquired, the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom and to receive them into the Union must follow of course, not 
only because the Constitution confers the power to admit new States with- 
out restriction, but also because it would be inconsistent with institutions 
founded on the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Gov- 
ernment should retain territory under its own imperial rule and deny the 
poopie the avuery local institutions.”’ (Cooley's Principles of Constitu- 

ional Law, 170.) 

Article ILL of the Russian treaty of 1867 (United States Treaty, volume, 
941) is as follows: 

“The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserv- 
ing their national allegiance, may return to Russia within three years; but 
if they should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the excep- 
tion of uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the 
rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall 
be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
and religion. The uncivilized tribes shall be subject to such laws and regu- 
lations as the United States may from time to time adopt in regard to 
aboriginal tribes of that country.’ 

The fourteenth amendment had been adopted by Congress and was before 
the States for ratification when this treaty was concluded. 


FOR WHAT IS TERRITORY ACQUIRED? 


Justice Deady, in the case from Alaska (30 Fed. Rep., 115), after stating 
that the Federal Government has the power to acquire territory by treaty 
and conquest, citing 1 Peters, 542; 19 How., 443 (Dred Scott case); 2 Story, 
section 144, said: 

‘The power to enlarge the number and limits of the United Statesby the 
admission of new States into the Union is also expressly given to Congress. 
In the construction of this power it has been practically held toauthorize the 
acquisition of territory not then qualified for such mission, and the gov- 
yee of —_ same by Congress in the meantime, and until it is deemed 
fitted therefor. 

“In the exercise of this power, however, Congress can not do or authorize 
any act or pass any law forbidden by the Constitution, as suspending the 
writ of habeas corpus in the time of peace; passing a bill of attainder or ex 
post facto law; quartering soldiers in a house without the consent of the 
owner in time of peace; making a law respecting the establishment of re- 
ligion; but it may exercise any legislative power not expressly forbidden to 
it by the Constitution, and to'this there may be a further limit that the same 
shall not be inconsistent with the spirit and genius of that instrument, nor 
contrary to the purpose for which territory may be acquired. Subject to 
these limitations the manner in which this power can be exercised rests in 
the discretion of Congress.” 

See also 31 Federal Reporter, where an Indian slave under the writ of habeas 
corpus was given his liberty. 

In the case of the Mormon Church vs. United States (136 U.S., 42), the court 
says: 

“The power to acquire territory other than the territory northwest of the 
Ohio River (which belonged to the United States at the adoption of the Con- 
stitution) is derived from the treaty-making power and the power to declare 
and carry on war. The power to make acquisitions of territory by conquest, 
by treaty, and cession is an incident of national sovereignty. he territory 
ot Louisiana, when acquired from France, and the territories west of the 
Rocky Mountains, when acquired from Mexico, became the absolute property 
and domain of the United States, subject to such conditions as the Govern- 
ment in its diplomatic negotiations had seen fit to accept relating tothe rights 
of the people then inhabiting these territories.” 

At page 44 the court quotes from the opinion in the case of Murphy vs. 
Ramsey (lit U. 8.), where it is said: 

_. The people of the United States, as sovereign owners of the national ter- 
ritories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants. In the exer- 
cise of this sovereign domain they are represented by the Government of the 
United States, to whom all powers of government over that subject are dele- 
gated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed in the Constitution 
or necessarily implied in its terms. 

_“ The right of local s*!f-government as known to our system as a constitu- 
tional franchise belongs, under the Constitution, to the States and to the 
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people thereof by whom the Constitution was ordained, and to wh. 
terms all power not conferred by it upon the Government of +},..- 
States was expressly reserved. The personal and civil rights of +} ; 
tants of the Territories are secured to them, as to other citizens, by ; 
ciples of constitutional liberty, which restrain all the agencics 
ment, State and national.” 

Approved in 170 U. 8., 349, Thompson's case. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Now \ 
the chairman of the committec, agreed to yield me ten 1,\, 
time for the benefit of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, p,, 
LETT]. Weare advised that he can not be in the Hall a: » 
on account of committee service. If there is any gentley)., 
the other side who will proceed for a short time, it will be aij >; 
if not, we will have to forego. a 

TheCHAIRMAN. Ifnomember addresses the Chair. ¢}yo; 
will read the bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think the chairman of the committ, 
be present. I do not see him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has stoy.3 
out. The Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. fie 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as {o)}) ou 

For pay of one clerk to Superintendent of Indian Schools, $1,(\« é“ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike {}),; 
of the bill on the ground that it does not belong in this }i\]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean to mate 4 
point of order, or does he move to strike the paragraph (1: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think the chairman of the commitic, 
will concede that it ought to go out and go into the legislative }; 

Mr. SHERMAN, This clerk is employed at times outside 
the Indian Office. He is employed with a commissioner anq | 
to go with the commissioner wherever he goes. He does yo} 
occupy the same position that an ordinary clerk in the oftice doves 
if he did, I would concede that the gentleman is right. 7 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Isuggestthat we appropriate for one clerk 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs is appropriating for another 
One clerk is appropriated for in this bill and one on the legislatiya 
bill. We appropriate for one clerk in the legislative bill and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in their bill, and I suggest that the 
two clerks ought to go together on the legislative bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana will give me 
his assurance that this clerk will be provided for in the legislative 
bill, I am entirely willing it should go out of this bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We will certainly take care of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I do not oppose the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted, I desire 
to say that I have found a paper which I wanted to comment upon 
in my remarks and make a part of my speech. [ mislaid it; and 
inasmuch as it does not bear directly upon what I said, I want per- 
mission to print it as A pee of my remarks. It shows that in 
Florida, Louisiana and Mexico plus California, and the other 

urchases, excluding Alaska and Hawaii, we provided expressly 

or statehood in the treaties and all the fundamental rights we 
enjoy under the Constitution, and I desire to place in the KEcorp 
some extracts from those treaties showing these important facts. 
Quite a number of requests have been made to me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the general leave given by the House 
to-day, the gentleman has that liberty. 

Mr. G. ES. Ithink that only applied to the subject under 
discussion. I discussed jury trials. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows 


To enable the sane of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed. 
wears not exceeding $65 each per month, to superintend and direct far 
505 2 space raising among such Indians as are making effort for sel! 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do so for the purposeof asking the chairman of the com- 
mittee why the proviso was omitted that was in the law for many 
years? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About adjoining States? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN, We thought as good service could be © 
tained with it out as with it in. The old proviso was that th 
farmer should be an actual resident during the two precedin 
rom prior to the appointment of the State or Territory in wh" 

e was to be employed, or of an adjoining State, and that b 
should have been actually engaged in farming during that Um’ 
We thought a man who had not been engaged in farming or '*° 
last two years might be as well qualified as one who had, anit)" 
a man living in lowa quite as competent to go on a reservation |) 
Kansas as a man who lived in Nebraska. s 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is all right if he is a farmer. ©!) 
recollection is that this proviso went in many years ago !ecau’ 
it was found that barbers and other's were appointed as ‘aruic’s 
who hardly knew a turnip from an onion. 


il 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman is in error. I think | 
that proviso was put in in the Senate three or four years ago 
upon the motion of the Senator from South Dakota to meet an 
objection which he raised that the then Secretary of the Interior 
was bringing farmers from Georgia to perform work in South 
Dakota; not that he was bringing barbers, but that he was bring- 
ing farmers from that State. 

Mr. CANNON. [think the facts will show that some barbers 
played farmers; butif the chairman of the committee is quite sure 
that this is for the benefit of the service, I shall not interpose any 
further objection, because I think the whole matter of furnishing 
farmers is a good deal of a farce. ; 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

APACHES, KIOWAS, AND COMANCHES. 

For pay of employees, as provided by treaty of October 21, 1887, $6,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a point of 
order on that. I believe these items are not in the law of the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are not in the law under treaty stipu- 
lations. They arein at another place, under the head of * gratui- 
ties.” I do not know how the error originally arose, that they 
were provided for under the’ head of gratuities instead of under 
the treaty head. The treaty stipulation provides for this, and it 
should go in under the head of ‘“‘treaty stipulations” and not 
under the head of ‘‘ gratuities.” 

Mr. CANNON. That is what I want to call the gentleman's 
attention to. I do not think we are bound under treaty to make 
this appropriation. Now, referring to volume 15, page 585, arti- 
cle 10, it says: 

In lieu of all sums of money or other annuities provided to be paid to the 
Indians herein named, under the treaty of Uctober 18, 1865, made at the mouth 
of the * Little Arkansas,” and under all treaties made previous thereto, the 
United States agrees to deliver at the agency house on the reservation herein 
named, on the 15th day of October of each year, for thirty years 

Then it runs along for over half a page, and there is nothing in 
it about furnishing pay for employees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is not referring tothe treaty 
mentioned in the bill of October, 1867. Heisreferring to the treaty 
of 1865. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam referring to the one referred to in the 
Book of Estimates, and also the one mentioned in the bill. I am 
referring to volume 15, page 585, article 10. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Possibly I may be in error. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that we pass over the item em- | 
braced in lines 17 to 23, inclusive, without prejudice, and I will 
look this matter up. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to be here when it comes up again. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not call it upinthe gentleman’s ab- | 


sence, 

Mr. CANNON. One remark further. 

These gifts or gratuities of money to these Indians—who always 
exact everything coming to them by way of annuities, support, 
and that kind of thing, and which, I was almost ready to say, in | 
most instances are more than sufficient to support them in better 
style than the skilled mechanic can support himself—:nake quite 
large demands upon the Treasury, and I do not believe that unless 
there is some treaty obligation or some absolute necessity for 
granting these gratuities we ought to proceed further in that direc- 
tion. Iam content that the matter shall go over now, in order | 
that the gentleman from New York may look into it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, this clause will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CHIPPEWAS OF MINNESOTA, REIMBURSABLE. 


Advance interest to the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, as required by 
section 7 of “An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota,” approved January 14, 1889, to be expended under | 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the manner required by said | 
act (reimbursable), $90,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill, if he has the information at hand, how much has been 
Sppropesated in this way for the Chippewa Indians—‘“ reimburs- 
able?” 


Mr. SHERMAN. On 


| 


pages 35-39 of the Secretary’s annual | 
report for 1898 there is a full statement in reference to this whole 
fund. That statement shows that there has been appropriated 
for all purposes under the Chippewa act, including surveys, ap- 
Peng, and everything of that kind, $2,060,000 up to this time. 
have a later statement, dated January 19 of the present year, 
showing that the total disbursements up tothe ist of last Septem- 
Ae Were $2,315,000. This same report of the Secretary for 1898 | 
a that the total receipts have been something less than 
. 000,000, The supplemental report, which I have just received, 
Shows that the receipts during the time between the date of the 
a report and the ist of last abe were between three 


undred thousand and four hun thousand dollars—in exact 
figures, $355,293, 
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Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman bel 
will ever be reimbursed for these amounts? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I do not 

Mr. CANNON, Well, can the gentleman suggest 


longer we are to go on in this style of 


ieve that 


propriation it 


apy 


these Indians, who have timber which, if handled and sold to th 
best advantage, would, Lapprehend, pay all this money and more? 
Are we ever to avail ourselves of such sales, or what is to become 
of this property? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chippewa act of 1889 vi that the 
lands and the timber thereon shall be disposed of and | ribes 
the disposition that shall be made of the fund arising from such 

| sales; and it is left discretionary with Congress to use this fund 


| or a certain amount of it—one-fourth—in providing for sch 


and various other things. Thi 

Congress may ts discretion. from time time durin; neriod 
years appropriate for the purp » of promoting ci I 
among the said Indians a portion of said principal m, 1 

nt thereof 

That is, 5 per cent of $3,000,000 
and the United States shall for the benefit of said Indians advance to them 
such interest, amounting to the sum « S/U,000 annually t nting from 
the time when the allotments were mad 

The act contemplates the accumulation of a fund of $3,000,000 
in the Treasury, but it is mandatory upon us to appropriate 
$90,000 per annum prior to the time that the fund reaches the 
sum of $3,000,000, 

Mr. CURTIS. Allow me to suggest to the chairman of the 
committee that if some change was made in regard to the dis- 
position of the timber belonging to these Indians, there would be 
no question but that a very large fund would be created for their 
benefit and that all this money might be reimbursed. Butif that 
timber is to continue to be disposed of as at present, the Govern- 
ment will realize very little in the way of reimbursement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We suspended action upon present lines in 
the last appropriation bill, and called upon the Secretary to make 
investigation through a special agent and to report fully, with 
such recommendations as he might desire to make,in reference to 
a change of the statute providing for the disposition of this tim- 
ber land. 

Mr. CANNON. I observe in the very next paragraph, not yet 
read, there is a continuation of these appropriations: 

To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to carry out an act entitled ““An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Sg ae Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved 
January 14, 1889, namely, the purchase of material and employment of labor 
for the erection of houses for Indians; for the purchase of agricultural im 
plements, stock, and seeds, breaking and fencing land: for payment of ex 
penses of delegations of Chippewa Indians to visit the White Earth Reserva 
tion: for the erection and maintenance of day and industrial schools; for 
subsistence and for pay of employees; for pay of commissioner and his ex 
penses, and for removal of Indians and for their allotments, to be reimbursed 
to the United States out of the proceeds of sale of their lands, $100,000 

Now, is that $100,000 provided for also in the treaty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is discretionary, not mandatory that we 
appropriate that sum. But the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Eppy]|, a member of the committee, who is very familiar with the 
conditions up in that country, stated to us in the discussion of this 
proposition—and I will say to the gentleman from [linois that 
originally in the committee we reduced this appropriation from 
$100,000 to $50,000—the gentleman from Minnesota, from his per- 
sonal knowledge of conditions there, said that it was absolutely 
essential to appropriate for these Indians at least $100,000, in order 
to keep them from starving and freezing to death, and that if we 
did not provide for them here under this reimbursable clause, 
where there might be some chance of getting it back, we should 
be forced to provide for them under the gratuity act; and the 
committee thought it was rather better to take a chance of get- 
ting it back some time than to absolutely give it away now. 

Mr. CANNON, I want to call my friend's attention to the fact 
that, as I understand it, these Chippewas have what seems to be 
a pretty valuable reservation up toward the head waters of the 
Mississippi River, with large amounts of timber that is not being 
sold to any great extent. I will not say that it is being trespassed 
upon, because I have no direct personal knowledge, but these 
Chippewas, as I understand it, have had allotments made tothem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To some of them, but by no means to all. 

Mr. CANNON. And now that they are full-fledged American 
citizens, ‘‘men and brethren ” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Someof them. 

Mr. CANNON. Exercising the rights of the franchise, now I 
would be glad to know that at some time or other those citizens 
that vote and carry this burden of citizenship, helping to control 
the destinies of the Republic, would cease to receive grants from 
the Treasury, where other citizens do not receive grants. I do 
not know what the period of guardianship is to be. It strikes me 
it ought to begin to cease when you clothe them with full citizen- 
ship and they exercise the right of the ballot; and that if they be 
poor, the burden be thrown upon the State wherein they reside 
and whose destinies they help to control, the same as in the State 
of New York and elsewhere. 


first provision is that 
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Mr. CURTIS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
if timber of these Indians was properly disposed of they would 
not be poor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The burden that is imposed upon us by the 
care of these and other Indians, the gentleman well knows, is a 
self-imposed burden. it is not a legal, but rather a moral obliga- 
tion. Wecan shift it and throw it off if we desire to, but there 
are no inconsiderable number of people in the country who be- 
lieve that our moral obligation is too great to throw aside this 
burden, which, as the gentleman knows, is not increasing, but 
decreasing. Why, since the beginning of my service upon this 
committee, and that is not a great many years ago, but half a 
dozen years ago, the appropriation bill was from two to five mil- 
lion dollars more than it now is. 

During the time it has been my pleasure to preside over the 
committee the bill has decreased every single year, and is less this 
year than it ever was before. This burden does not increase, but 
decreases year by year. We are paying less. We shift the 
amount that we expend for these people. Less is paid for rations 
and more for books. We are educating them as fast as we can. 
We are educating more than 25,000, where twenty-five years ago 
we did not educate 5,000, and as the light of civilization and edu- 
cation is spread among them we have to do so much less in the 
way of rations, clothes, and material help. The burden, as I 
said before, is not increasing, but is steadily decreasing. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me, the state- 
ment which he makes is a very interesting one. But to come 
down to the specific appropriation in hand, I understand that we 
have a treaty with the Chippewas, and that under that treaty, 
which extinguishes the title to a part of their lands, we virtually 
took possession, for the purpose of selling the timber of a portion 
or all of the remainder of their lands, and that that timber, if sold 
and handled properly or halfway properly, would absolutely re- 
imburse the Government for every dollar that we have advanced. 
But it is not being done. Up in Minnesota, near the head waters 
of the Mississippi, is that magnificient timber. 

Ill-advised people, perhaps without being fully advised, inti- 
mate that trespassers get away with great quantities of that tim- 
ber; that enterprising citizens of the United States—I will not say 
of Minnesota, but perhaps of adjacent States—with the hope of 
vain, manage to get hold of this timber, and Mr. Indian does not 
get a great deal of it; that under this same treaty these Indians 
in great part have taken their lands in severalty and have become 
clothed with citizenship, voting for members of Congress, voting 
as every other citizen does within the boundaries of that State; 
that the ill-advised people probably take the timber on the one 
hand, the Indian votes on the other, and the Treasury of the 
United States support these voting American citizens. 

Now, that is not a desirable condition. My belief is that when 
the Indian is clothed with citizenship, casts the ballot, and takes 
allotments of land in severalty, he ought to work out his own 
salvation just as other American citizens do, and it is a principle 
which lies at the very foundation of citizenship that each tub must 
stand on its own bottom. And if, through misfortune, disease, or 
vice, any portion of the citizens of a State fall by the wayside, 
then the respective counties and States should bear that burden; 
and when they do that, it is intelligently borne and minimized; 
but as long as the Federal Treasury bears it, [ suppose it will go 
on bearing it to the end of time, the State shuffling off the burden, 
the county shuffling off the burden, and in the meantime the par- 
ties receiving the relief. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

QUAPAWS. 


For education, during the piesere of the President, per third article of 
treaty of May 153, 1833, $1,000; for blacksmith and assistants, and tools, iron, 
and steel for blacksmith shop, per same article and treaty, $500; in all, $1,500: 
Provided, That the $1,000 of this amount, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
. sary, shall be expended, under the direction of the Senesvery of the Interior. 
for the support and maintenance of three or more public schools on the 
paw Reservation, at such places as may be provided by the Quapaw Nation: 

And provided, That the present industrial school on said reservation shall be 
consolidated with the Seneca Industrial School at Wyandotte, in the Quapaw 
‘ Agency: And provided, That the building and furniture now used for ool 
purposes at the present Industrial Quapaw School, except such as may be re- 
uired for the consolidated school at Wyandotte, shall be turned over to the 
Quapaw Nation by the Secretary of the Interior for the use of schools on the 
uapaw Reservation: And provided, That such of said buildings as may not 
be required for a public school, where they now stand, may be removed by 
said nation to suitable places on said reservation, and of the amount 
hereby appropriated shall be turned over to the Quapaw Nation to pay for 
the removal and repairing of said buildings. 


_Mr. CANNON, I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, how much 
longer, in his judgment, this appropriation for the education of 
the Quapaws should be continastt? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is rather difficult for me to answer that, 
Mr, Chairman. The Quapaw Indians are not in a deplorable con- 
dition, I am pleased to state. They are in rather a better condi- 
tion than a very large number of our Indians. Thisis a provision 
under a treaty that we shall appropriate as long as it pleases the 
President that we should. The estimate comes to us through the 
Interior Department and the Treasury Department, asking for 


’ 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY | 





this appropriation, from which we must assume that it is ¢),, 
pleasure of the President that the appropriation still be made. |. 
seems to me that this is one of the items that it ought not ¢ ),. 
necessary to continue for any great number of years further, _ 
Mr. CANNON. I understand that it is during the pleasu: 
the President, under the third article of the treaty, for educa; 
Now, I think if Congress did not make the appropriation. ¢),. 
President would be pleased not to expend the money. =" 
Mr. SHERMAN, Whether he would be pleased or not, [ s),). 
pose he would be forced not to expend it. ' , 
Mr. CANNON. He would be forced not to expend it. Now | 
have a general understanding that the Quapaws have had {| 
lands completely allotted to them. Somebody said to me, an.) 
am quoting what was said, and I think it is reliable, that + 
have 200 acres of splendid land each—land probably as produc: 
as eastern Kansas land, or superior to some of the eastern Ka) 


land. 
Mr. CURTIS. Not superior. 
Mr.CANNON. The gentleman from Kansas says that the |.) 
is not superior, but I suspect it is nearly as good as Missouri ,)( 
Illinois land. 
Mr. BENTON. What lands have you reference to? 
Mr. CANNON. The Quapaws’, 
Mr. BENTON. They are pretty good lands, 
Mr. CANNON. Are they out of debt? 
Mr. CURTIS. There owe about twenty-four hundred dollars, 
Mr. CANNON. How many of them are there? 
a BENTON. Two or three or four hundred of them, «!) ; 
ether. 
. Mr. CANNON. Well, if there are 400 of them—and that is tho 
largest number the gentleman mentions—having 200 acres of |: 
apiece, owing twenty-four hundred dollars, and that is all, haying 
their lands in severalty and good lands, I submit that it is al, 


is 


)= 


time we stopped paying them. 
Mr. SHERMAN, There are 251 of them. 
Mr. CANNON. Itis $1,500. I thought it was a much larger 


amount; but, large or small, Ido not know of any populat 
400 people that are so well fixed. 

Mr. BENTON. I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he forgets that Congress a few years ago did what I think 
was a matter of very doubtful propriety. They permitted these 
Indians to sell part of their land. A good muny of them havo 
foolishly parted with their lands; and while a good many are in 
very g osition, a good many of them are not. 

: a CANNON. I thought they had not power to alienate their 
ands. 

Mr. BENTON. Not when first allotted, but subsequent lecis- 
lation allowed it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will state tothe gentleman from Illinois that 
the provision for the Quapaw school is changed somewhat. 1! 
Government has been maintaining a school which has cost 
Government $6,000 or $8,000 a year, and it is changed by proyid- 
ing for the establishment of three day schools, and it will save the 
Government from four to five thousand dollars a year. It is true 
the Quapaws are very well off; but it must be remembered that 
the property they own is not taxable, and that no provision has 
been made for erecting school buildings on the reservation owned 
by them. Theyask for these three day schools and a consolidation 
of the Quapaw and bee soem school. I think so long as the 
land is not taxable, and the Government can save $4,000 a year or 
more and only give them a thousand dollars to maintain three ‘lay 
schools, that it would bea change for the Government, and 
I think we ought to maintain the day schools-at least until their 
lands are taxable, 

Mr. CANNON. How long have they been owning lan is— 
twenty-five years? 

Mr. CURTIS. They took their allotments a good many years 


ago. 

The Government is saving by this provision $4,000 or $5,000) each 
year. You are abolishing one large school, which necessitates six 
or eight employees all the time, and if you authorize the use °! 
the $1,000, as provided in this bill, you will save the amount here- 
tofore stated, which is taken out of the general school fund. 

Mr. CANNON. The only object of my challenging the appro- 
priation is to draw the attention of the House to some of tlvse 
items, not by way of criticisms of the Committee on Indian \* 
fairs at all, or upon any gentleman in connection with it, ut to 
suggest to the sername and suggest to the House, that it s."1us 
to me the time come where people are able to bear the burdens 
that they should cease to be wards of the Government. {t is for 
the benefit of the Treasury on the one hand, and adds the bles*'1g 
to the people on the other that they depend upon themselves. 
That is all { want to say. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For interest on 41, at 5 per cent per annum, to be expended under 
the direction of the the Interior for the erection of houses. |!) 
provement of their allotments of land, purchase of stock cultural imple 
ments, seeds, and other beneficial objects, $3,917.02; in all, 47. 
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Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I have forwarded to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, at end of line 24, page 31, after the word “cents,” the following: 
“ALSEA AND SILETZ INDIANS. 


‘The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed, on the 
-a of this act, to pay to such Alsea and other Indians on the Siletz Res- 


assay : 2 » :o 
pevation, in Oregon, parties to an agreement made October 31, 1892, ratified 


by the act of Congress ap sroved August 15, 1804 (twenty-eighth Statutes, 
> 993). as shall be found to be competent and capable of managing and 
paking care of their own affairs their pro rata shares of the permanent fund 
af $100,000, appropriated by the said act of August 15, 1894, and now to their 
credit in the ‘Treasury of the United States.” 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, just one word upon that ques- 
tion. We are now dealing with that portion of the bill that is 
appropriating money for carrying out treaty obligations with the 
coveral tribes of Indiansin different portions of the United States. 
In 1894 a treaty was made between the United States and the | 
Alsea and Siletz Indians, and in the provisiofis of the treaty, as 
confirmed by Congress, $100,000 was appropriated to pay these 
Indians for lands purchased from them by the Government. I 


will read the provision in the treaty, Mr. Chairman: 

That incase the Secretary of the Interior may at any time be satisfied that 
any of said Indians are fully competent and capable of managing and taking | 
care of their full prorata o said purchase money, and that it will be to their | 
interest to receive the same, and that other portions of said Indians are not 
so capable and competent, then he shall recommend to Congress that suffi 
cient amount of such ra sum so held in trust as provided in section 2 
of this agreement shall be ys prt gaa to pay the full pro rata of such com- 

tent and capable Indians of such principal fund, and when the same shall 
fe paid and receipted for personally by each Indian so paid, thensuch Indians 
shall have no further interests in said trust fund. 

The Secretary of the Interior has recommended, in accordance | 
with that treaty and the act of Congress, that provision should be 
made ae him to pay their pro rata portion of this fund 
to 306 Indians. It is to carry out the provisions of that treaty. | 
As I understand, we are now under the provisions of the bill ap- | 
propriating money for carrying out treaty stipulations, and I offer 
this amendment, and I think it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York care 
to be heard further? 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman from Oregon the communi- | 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. TONGUE. I have. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Under the gentleman’s statement, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think it isin order under treaty stipulation, under a special | 
head of itself. I agree with him about that. I withdraw the | 
point of order, for I do not think it is well taken. 

Mr. TONGUE. A few words, Mr. Chairman, in explanation of 
the amendment and the class of Indians for whom this provision 
is sought to be made. They have been taught in the schools and 
educated in the English language fora great many years. In the 
report as to the condition of the various Indians I find that the | 
entire population is given as wearing citizens’ dress, Out of 486 | 
of the population, 430 talk English. There are none except those 
who live in houses. The number of rations issued by the Govern- | 
ment during the last year to all of these Indians only numbered | 
30. There is about $2,000 expended in religious and church work. 

Of the 486 Indians there were no criminals of any kind during 
the year. I visited the Indians, and a meeting was held and this | 
matter was discussed, The Indians selected their speaker and 
they talked in English, and they explained their matters thor- 
oughly, intelligently, and well. Their lands have been allotted 
to them, 80 acres, and some of them have more than that. They 
are in a productive country, where they farm reasonably well, 
where they are making their own living, but are hampered for lack 
of stock and agricultural implements. There is $100,000 standing 
to their credit. 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to ask the gentleman if he has the views | 
of the Indian Office on this subject? 

Mr. TONGUE, Ihave. 

Mr. LITTLE. I hope the gentleman will give them to us. 

Mr. TONGUE. I will do so before I conclude my remarks. 
The Indians are being paid 5 per cent on the money, which brings 
them about $11 each, But that will not buy a cow, it will not 
buy a plow, a wagon, ora horse. It practically amounts to noth- 
ing; it comes in little drafts. With this provision they would get 
about $200 each, and they could equip their farms with stock and 
put in capital, enabling them better to work their land, and that 
is the reason they desire to have the sum paid infull. It would 
cut the string between these Indians and the Government. They 
are capable of taking care of themselves, and they will take care 
of themselves, and will cease looking to the Government for help, 
and will learn reliance, 

_ LITTLE. How much money does this involve? 

Mr. TONGUE. One hundred thousand dollars has been appro- 
— and belongs to them, and stands to their credit in the 
._ This simply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, 
a prtie e with the provision of that treaty, to pay each one 

these Indians, whom he finds capable of taking care of the 





| citizens of the county. 
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amount, the full amount due him. It involves no expenditure of 
money by the Government; it is simply giving the Indians what 
belongs to them instead of the United States acting as a loan agent 
and paying them 5 per cent interest. 

Mr. LITTLE. How much does the annaal payment amount to? 

Mr. TONGUE. Theamountis $100,000 and the population 486— 
a little over $11 apiece at 5 per cent interest 


Mr. CURTIS. Have they an Indian agent there? 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is there a school for them: 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I did not catch the reading of th en 
ment. Does it propose to advance the payment of inter to these 
Indians for some years to come? 

Mr. TONGUE. No; it simply proposes to pay the principal to 








such Indians as, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Int r, 
are competent to manage their own affairs. The Secretary has 
reported, after carefully examining the matter, that in h d 
ment 306 of these Indians are capable of taking care of t ves 
| Here is his letter: 
| These Indians are now citizens and taxpayers of th l 
Iam satisfied from the inf I have that the ai 
| submitted by the inspec te lcapa \ 
take care of their full pr i ri tfu 1 ! 
rata fund ought to be pai ’ 
I therefore have the honor to lose a draft of an item to be incor 
in the next Indian appropriation bill toauth th retary of the! 
to pay, immediately upon the passag t t »such members of tl ibe 
as may be found fully “competent and their pro rata shares of the 


said permanent fund. and to urgently recomm 
porated and enacted into law. 

That is the item which I have offer 
bill. 

Mr. RIDGELY. 

Mr. TONGUE. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. In case these Indians, or any of them, should 
fail to take care of themselves, what will be the result? Will they 
not fall back upon the Government? Will they not uppeal to us 
again for help? 

Mr. TONGUE. These Indians are full citizens; lands 
been allotted to them; they are voters. As I understand, the 
Government will be under no more obligation to take care of 
them if they should become paupers than to take care of any other 
The county understands that if these 
people should cut loose from the Government and become paupers 
it will be obliged to take care of them; and it is willing to take 


nd that the item be so incor 


d as an amendment to this 


Will the gentleman permit a question? 


have 


| that responsibility. 


Mr. RIDGELY. What the gentleman says may be correct as to 
the legal status of these Indians; but in view of our general policy 
in the past toward the Indians, would there not be an appeal to 
us to take care of them again as wards of the nation? 

Mr. TONGUE, They have rich lands and plenty of them. 
There is no more indication of their becoming paupers than the 


| white people. 


Mr. RIDGELY. 
become paupers. 

Mr. TONGUE. If we were going to take care of them, ! do 
not understand that any appropriations for rations, for agencies, 
or schools are taken ont of this sum. The mere amount of Sila 
year would not support a pauper or a sick man. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I understand under the gentleman's provi 
we would simply provide for a disbursement of this trust fund 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes; and I think these Indians will 
liable to become paupers if this money is paid to them than other 
wise. This money would help them tostock andequip their farms; 
and they will thus be taught lessons of self-1 not 
longer to look to the Government for support. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I am not prepared to object to the amend 
ment; I am simply seeking information. 

Mr. TONGUE. The citizens by whom these Indians are sur- 
rounded—with whom they live, the agents and employees on the 
reservation—the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior all favor the proposition. For the purpose of 
ascertaining the condition of affairs in reference to this matter I 
have talked with these people, and I am fully convinced that this 
is a wise provision and oughttobeadopted. I hope it will receive 
the approval of the chairman of the committee and of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr.SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, I exceedingly regret to opp: 
any proposition offered by the gentleman fron 
TonGusE}. But I must oppose the principle of putting our hands 
into the Treasury at the request of any of the indians who have 
trust funds still there, and permitting them to take the principul 
of those trust funds and spend it. Aslong as itis there we know 
that they will receive the interest on it every year, as the treaty 
may provide. They have now a certain amount which they know 
they can fall back upon year by year to help them out in cas 
emergency. To that extent we are relieved of any liability 
called on for assistance in supporting these Indians. 


But we know that a great many white pe: 
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I do believe, Mr. Chairman, that not only in this instance, but in 
every case of this kind, itis our duty to oppose such action as is 
proposed by the gentleman from Oregon; and I sincerly hope that 
this Committee of the Whole will not open the door to this line 
of action, permitting Indians upon their own application to with- 
draw their trust funds from the Treasury. I hope that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Oregon will be voted down. 

Mr. TONGUE. Only afew words more. I have a great deal 
of respect for my friend from New York [Mr. SHerman] and a 
great deal of respect for his judgment in reference to these mat- 
ters. But I mast insist, Mr. Chairman, that the people who live 
near these Indians, who have spent thirty or forty years in their 
neighborhood, who have had business dealings with them, who 
would be subject to any disorders that might be created if the 
Indians were not properly managed, or if they misbehaved, are 
entitled to be heard upon a matter of this kind affecting persons 
with whom they are perfectly well acquainted. 

The gentleman from New York has not had personal experience 

with these people, and possibly he does not recognize that these 
Indians have been subject to the influences of civilization for thirty 
or forty years. They talk well; they dress well; they farm well; 
they work well, and they vote with reasonable intelligence, enter- 
ing inte a pretty fair political argument on both sides of the 
question. 
Now, I am prepared to say for these people that it is not sub- 
jecting them to a good influence when you teach them that for 
all time in some way or other they must fall back on this Gov- 
ernment to take care of them. In my judgment one of the worst 
influences pervading the country to-day is that which prompts 
too many of our people to insist that somehow or other, in some 
shape, it is the business and duty of this Government to take care 
of them. 

I do not believe it wise to continue to subject these Indians to 
the influence of such a feeling. As they become civilized we 
ought to teach them lessons of self-reliance. Let them under- 
stand that since the Government has elevated them to a condition 
of civilization, they must now depend upon themselves—must 
now manage their business in theirown way. If the gentleman 
from New York wants to make them paupers, for God’s sake let 
him continue to deal with them as if they must look to the Gov- 
ernment month after month and year after year; let him make 
them feel that if they get into trouble—if they get sick or drunk— 
they may look to the Government to help them out. 

In my judgment, the proper policy is to cut the leading strings 
and teach them to rely upon themselves, not to expect Gongeess 
or the American people to help them out. Those who know these 
people as I know them and as my neighbors know them are will- 
ing to trust them, and I think that on a matter of this kind, affect- 
ing us and not affecting remote communities like those in which 
my friend from New York lives, our opinion is entitled to respect. 

Mr. CURTIS. As I understand, these Indians are under an 
agent? 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CANNON, If they are under the care of an agent, then it 
would seem to be more important that the agent should be dis- 
charged, and that, with a view to their best interests, they should 
not be subjected to endless guardianship, than that this $100,000 
—_ be distributed among 400 of them—men, women, and 
children, 

I have no personal knowledge in regard to these Indians, but I 
know this, that when they get $200 apiece their neighbors prob- 
ably will get a part of it. 

Mr. TONGUE. It will probably be expended in buying cattle, 
horses, sheep, etc. 

Mr. CANNON. And in the payment of debts, no doubt. If 
these Indians are good farmers, if they are so intelligent and com- 
petent, they can not very greatly need this money. On the other 
hand, if they are improvident they would probably spend it in a 
way that would do them but little good. They can not have their 
cake and eat it, too. If we should now give them $200 apiece, and 
thereby this trust fund should be exhausted, some of our good 
~——_ who have nothing else to do than to ‘‘stand with the 
Lord” and take care of people who, in their judgment, need tak- 
ing care of (with some of them, not many, this is a profession) 
will no doubt urge that we should make further appropriation 
for these Indians, take care of them through an agent, send their 
children to school, and do all this in the name of humanity, be- 
cause their ancestors owned the soil before our ancestors ever 
knew there was any soil here, So we shall have to shoulder the 
me en! again and appropriate money for their support. . 

Mr. CURTIS. I should like to call the attention of the House 
to what the agent says in reference to this payment. He says in 
his report: 

In the month of March the annual payment of interest on trust funds was 


made, amounting in the argregate to $5,832. This poement wasa trelief, 


and especially to the old Indians, who during the long winter exhausted 
their stock of subsistence. 
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some benefit to this tribe, and I therefore hope the amen 
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So it would seem from this report that these payment: 


¢ 


| will not be agreed to. nt 
Mr. HEMENWAY. How many male Indians over 2{ yo 
age are there? 
Mr. CURTIS. There are 259 males and 227 females. 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. Do you know the number over ‘ 
of age? 
Mr. CURTIS. That is thenumber of those over 21. 1) 
ber of children between the ages of 6 and 18 is—males 64. 
45; total school population, 109. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. What was the amount of interest d 
the last time? 
Mr. CURTIS. Five thousand eight hunded and fifty-t 
lars. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. That virtually went to the 221 ma) 
Mr. CURTIS. It goes to the head of the family, It » . 
male or a female. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. But the heads of the families had 
of that money. 
Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. And if they had $200 per head distrijyte) 
some of the families would have quite a sum of money, 10 doy}4 


a thousand or twelve hundred dollars. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman allow me to call his attey. 
tion to a provision that he has overlooked? ; 

Mr. CURTiS. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. The Secretary of the Interior recommends tio 
payment to 306 individuals, leaving these old people, nearly 2) ¢ 
them, whose money he proposes to retain and pay out in the » 
ner that he has paid it heretofore. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I submit that if thes: 6 
are yet under an agent, and this amendment is to disburse to ¢>r. 
tain Indians a fund that is virtually in a Government savings bank 
to their credit, and as a protection to these Indians, as well as to 
the people of the nation, who have them to prectect as waris, it 
would be better to follow the judgment of the chairman of the 
committee and retain this fund on deposit for their and our mu- 
tual protection. 

If I understand the amendment, it not only disburses the $2) 
for the head of a family, but for each member of the family, 
regardless of age, and still leaves them under an agent, practically 
as wards of the nation. I believe it best to retain this money on 
deposit for the present, and let them draw their interest as they 
are now doing, retaining the principal as a trust fund. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman permit me to correct an 
impression that he seems to have? The Secretary of the Interior 
must determine the capability of these Indians. He thinks tly 
are 306 who are competent to manage their own affairs. This act 

rovides only that the money shall be paid to people who are caya- 
ble of managing their own affairs. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Under his judgment. 

Mr. TONGUE. Under his judgment, and not to the childre: 
or the old people. 

Mr. RIDGELY. His judgment may err. 

Mr. TONGUE. Possibly; but itis hardly fair to assume that 
he will pay it to old and decrepit people or to young children. {i 
will probably pay it to all heads of families and all over 21 years 
of age who are capable of intelligently using it. That is what tl 
act authorizes him to do. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If these people, as stated, can take care 0! 
themselves uow, I think they will continue to take care of thom 
selves if we retain this money on deposit for them, letting them 
draw the interest as at present. hile I am opposed to al 
interest, yet we still have the interest system, and in tlis case it 
serves to provide for these wards and protect both them anid our- 
selves against a possible greater burden. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of () 
gentleman from Oregon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones and Hannocks 
and other Indians of the Fort Hall Reservation, in Idaho, including pay ” 
employees, $35, 

Mr, FITZGERALD ot Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, ! rise“! 
this time to say that if I were present to-morrow I would favor 
certain legislation which is to be brought to the attention 0! the 
chairman in this bill; but inasmuch as I am called home \Y 
death in my family, I make this statement so as to avail mysel! 
the opportunity that is to be given to members who addressed the 
committee to extend their remarks in the RECORD. ‘ 

Mr. RIDGELY. I wish to ask a question of the chairman! 
the committee as to these items of miscellaneous support. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. RIDGELY. My question is as to these items for miscella- 
neous support. Is this all new legislation? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Noneofit. Itis identical, except the change 
in amount, with what we have appropriated from year to year. 

\Ir, RIDGELY. Simply as a general policy? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, it is right along the same policy that we 
have pursued & great many years. ; ae 

Mr. CURTIS. And where the change is made it is for a less 
amount. _ 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
Ur ited States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 





These items come out of the Treasury of the | 


It is a gratuity, all of it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Is it annuities, out of trust funds? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not annuities. All these items of mis- 
cellaneous support are absolute gratuities on the part of the 
Government. : 

Mr. RIDGELY. That is what I understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Yakimas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employees, $5,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think I will move that the 
committee do now rise, as it is nearly 5 o'clock, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had bad under consideration the bill H. R. 
7433 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE VS. YOUNG. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Elections No. 8 to file the report of the committee in the con- 
tested-election case of Wise against Young, from the Second dis- 
trict of Virginia, and ask that a time may be fixed for the hearing 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan submits a 
privileged report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report of Committee on Elections No. 3 in the case of Wise against Young. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed, and the case will 
go on the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from Michigan if he has made the request agreed on in the com- 
mittee in reference to filing the views of the minority? 

Mr. WEEKS. lwasabout to make that statement to the Chair. 
I would like to have the time fixed for the hearing, and what 
would the gentleman like—— 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. It was agreed in committee, Mr. 
Speaker, that the members of the minority should have ten days 
in which to present their views after the presentation of the re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. WEEKS. That would be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, ten days will be given to 
the minority in which to file their views. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that he can call the case up at any time. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

. my cae Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order upon 
nat bill, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 


GUN TO CITY OF NASHVILLE, TENN, 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following Senate bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, the 


cannon on the gunboat Nashville from which was fired the first shot in the 
Spanish-American war. 


otine enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
fro directed to condemn and detach from the gunboat Nashville the cannon 
—= which was fired the first shot in the Spanish-American war and to de- 
in t the same to the said city of Nashville, to be placed in some public place 
wide a tel: the title to the said cannon to be vested in the said city: Pro- 
of said —— noexpense shall be caused to the United States through delivery 


Mr. CANNON. y 
object ust t TE ty Speaker, I want to reserve the right 


Mr. GAINES. Yes, sir, gentleman a question. 


Mr. CANNON. Is that a modern ? 
. gun? 
Mr. GAINES, I think it is. Iam not sure about it. 
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Mr. CANNON. Modern guns are quite expensive and wonder- 
fully useful, and they are much needed. I would not object to 
giving to the city of Nashville some three or four old guns 
monuments; but fora modern breech-loader and effective gun, | 
do not think we ought to start that. 

Mr. GAINES. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that s bill has unan- 
imously passed the Senate. The Committee on Naval Affairs have 
unanimously reported a bill of identically the same nature, and it 
is now pending before this body. In addition to that, Mr. Secre 
tary Long has approved the passage of this bill 
Department have approved it. 


or 


it th } 


; the Ordnance 
The original cost of the gun was 


$410, and it has now served its day. Mr. Secretary Long has 
ordered it detached and sent home, because it is worn out, and 
has heartily indorsed the passage of this bill. The gun hasserved 


its day and can no longer be used. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman a statement to that effcct 
from the Secretary? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes, sir; here is the report of the House com 
mittee. In addition to that, Mr. Secretary Long approved in the 
face of the bill—the very bill that the House committee has 
passed—a similar bill to this. Now, I hope the gentleman will 
not object 

Mr. CANNON, I would not object if this gun were worn ont. 
I would be very glad for the city of Nashville to have it. But if 
it is a modern gun, and in good condition, why, I do 
ve should permit it. 

Mr. GAINES. It is a modern gun; but the gun is worn out 
Here is a letter from the Navy Department.which orders the com- 
mander of the vessel to detach it and to put another that is being 
sent there in its place. I will read that letter to you from the 


not think 


House report: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1900 
Sir: 1. The Bureau requests that l-pounder Hotchkiss R. F. gun, Mark IT, 
register No. 121, l-pounder hydraulic recoil 1 int, register No. i209, and 1 
pounder cage stand, register No. 106, now on the U.S. S. Nas e, be sent to 
the United States (New York or San Francisco) by the first public convey- 
ance 
2. Please replace this gun stand and mount by one nowon hand. This gun 
was used in firing the first shot in the war with Spain, and en donated 
by the Department to the city of Nashville, Tenn 
3. An extra |l-pounder, complete, will be sent you a i 
Respectfully, 
CHARLES O'NEIL 
Chief of B t Ord 
The COMMANDER IN CHIEP, 
United States Naval Force, Asiatic Station, Manila, P. I. 


Mr. LACEY. Who signs that letter? 

Mr. GAINES. That letter is signed by Charles O'Neil, Chief 
of Bureau of Ordnance, and it is addressed to the commander in 
chief of United States naval force, Asiatic Station, Manila, P. I. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, as 
we have had so much controversy in the Navy aboutit. Is there 
any question as to which ship fired the first gun? 

Mr. GAINES, That is settled by the commander of the Nash- 
ville and the record of the recent war, a correct copy of which I 
have taken from the records in Secretary Long's office, and made 
for me by his order. 

Mr. LACEY. But what about the commander of some of the 
other ships? 

Mr. GAINES, 
Mr. LACEY. 


I do not know. 
There is no controversy? 
Mr. GAINES. None whatever. Absolutely none. 
Mr. CANNON. What about it being worn out; have you got 
anything further to show that? 
Mr. GAINES. I have nothing more than this letter, and that 
ordered in my presence by Secretary Long to be written to the 
commander, Commodore Watson. As stated, it is to be detached 
from the ship and succeeded by a new gun. I should say that it 
is well worn, for it has been doing, I suppose, most of the firing 
ever since. 

The SPEAKER. 

of the bill? 
Mr. LOUD. Let me suggest to gentlemen you are establishing 
a precedent that is going to come home to trouble you. If this 
gun is absolutely worn out, the gentleman can get it in a formal 
bill requesting the donation of the gun to Nashville, and let the 
Secretary of the Navy determine what gun shall be sent there; 
and no doubt you can get this gun. 

Youare establishing a precedent here which will come from every 
city in the United States which has a battle ship or a gunboat 
named after it. There are ways of getting the gun without estab- 
lishing such a precedent, if the gun is worn out and is obsolete, 
and I hope the gentleman will see it. 

Mr. CANNON. I think if the gun is worn out, under the gen 
eral legislation it can be given to the city. 

Mr. GAINES. I will state to the gentleman that there are two 

recedents for this very thing. Yale College presented to tho 
nited States a gun for one of the ships that fought in the war 
with Spain. Harvard University presented one also. At the end 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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of the war Congress passed resolutions giving back the respective 
guns to these colleges. Here is a cruiser named Nashville for the 
city of Nashville, that fired the first shot in the war, and the city 
of Nashville has passed an ordinance providing that this gun shall 
be held in trust for the benefit of the public, for fature generations 
to admire, if donated tous. This bill is for nothing more than to 
give us title to the gun, that we may take care of it for future 
generations to look at and thereby inspire their patriotism. 

Mr. LOUD. Let it go over, Mr. Speaker, until the gentleman 
can furnish the information. 

Mr. GAINES. What information does the gentleman want? 

Mr. LOUD. The letters. 

Mr. GAINES. Here are the letters here, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Califor- 
nia that there can be no bad precedent in it, because this is given 
as the gun that fired the first shot in the war, and there can beno 
other first gun in the war, 

Mr.SHAFROTH, Itcannot be made a precedent, Mr. Speaker, 
because the representation is here made that this gun is worn out. 

The SPEA KE R. The Chair understands that objection is made, 
unless withdrawn. 

Mr.LOUD. Oh,I suppose I have got towithdraw, Mr. Speaker. 

{ Laughter. 
: Mtr HILL. Mr, Speaker, I do not wish to make any objection, 
but I wish to correct a statement of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, The gun re‘erred to as coming from Yale College was pre- 
sented by the college to the Government, and at the close of the 
war it was given back in trust to the college to keep until the 
Government might need it again. 

Mr. GAINES. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and it was read the 
third time. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Tennessee 
will have the bill amended so that Congress will not attempt to 
say by legislative action which ship fired the first shot. 

Mr. GAINES. That is a matter of record, as shown by this re- 
port and the official records in Mr. Secretary Long's office, which 
| read, and I have a copy of that record. 

Mr. LOUD. I question that. 

Mr. LACEY. The captain of the Nashville admits that he fired 
the first gun. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. The same report says that this gun has already 
been given to Nashville, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It hassimply been put there temporarily. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does this bill propose to do anything more 
than that? 

Mr. GAINES. No, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to this bill, 
but I want this House to know, and I want the country to know, 
that the man who commanded the ship that fired that gun, and 
who ordered the gun to be fired, was Capt. Washburn Maynard, 
who was born and raised at, and sent to the Navai Academy from 
my city of Knoxville, Tenn. [Applause. } 

The bill was then passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAINES, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

: Mr. < AINES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House bill lie on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS, 


Leave was granted Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of Ellen M. Burque, Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse re- 
port having been made thereon. 

_ Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, [ move that the House do now ad- 
journ., 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at5 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at12o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

eam were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
OWS: 

A letter from the president of the Metropolitan Railroad, trans- 
mitting his annual report—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the City and Suburban Railway 
Company, transmitting his annual report—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Columbia Railway Company, 
transmitting his annual report—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 


A letter from the president of the Washington and Grea: >.) 
Railway Crees transmitting his annual report—to the .... 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be prin; ” 

A letter from the president of the Brightwood Railway, | 

any, transmitting his annual report—to the Committes’ 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Anacostia and Potomac p.... 
Railroad Company, transmitting his annual report—to ij}, : 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be prin;. 

A letter from the president of the Georgetown and Tenna)|,; 
Railway Company, transmitting his annual report—to th, | 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be print, 

A letter from the president of the Capital Railway (o)),..,... 
transmitting his annual report—to the Committee on the [))....... 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. rs 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmi:t;, 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War subjj;; 
an estimate of appropriation for the care and maintenance , 
Washington Monument—to the Committee on Appropriat; 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submittiy. = 
estimate for increase of salary of the United States cons) «, 
Christiania, Norway and Sweden—to the Committee on Fo) 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior subinit iy) 
matters relating to the salary of the governor of Arizona, ete.—+, 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printe: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 9 coy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submittine a) 
estimate of appropriation for repayment of amount stopped from 
pay of Chaplain C. B, Carlisle—to the Committee on Appropria 
tions, and ordered to be printed. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submittiy: 
an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies for certain pu)jic 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and orderei {5 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for survey, etc., of line between Utah 
and Arizona—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for deficiencies for services of Board of Man- 
agers of National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to tie 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for preventing deposits in the harbor of New 
York—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a coy) 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an vs 
timate of appropriation for constructing jetties, etc., at South 
Pass, Mississippi River—to the Committee on Appropriations. an! 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and suryvy 0! 
inside passage through Sarasota Bay to Lemon Bay, Flori‘a—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be prin! 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fo!low- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivers: 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: - 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to wich 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 3718) for the preseryaton 
of the frigate Constitution, reported the same without amen inet, 
accompanied by a report (No. 165); which said bill and ren 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the s'«! 
of the Union. ee :. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War | 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2579) tor {und 
duties paid by the State of New York upon arms imported in >», 
reported the same without amendment, ne by a re} 
(No. 166); which said bill and report were referred to the Cour 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. rae 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lan. ° 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6063) to ar" 
chapter 2 of the laws the first session of the Fifty." 
Congress of the United States, being an act entitled ‘‘An °' 


elgn 


Se wes | 


ne 
mJ 


Beea toed 
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aa jations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
making pane endin une 30, 180, and for other par- 

nt for the fiscal y 8 . 
ment © approved June 4, 1897, reported the same with amend- 
Pat, accompanied by a report (No. 178); which said bill and re- 
aa were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. ; . : 
evr. CUMMINGS, from the Committeeon the Library, to which 

~. referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4557) for the erection of 
= mestriaa statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Man- 
an wr, N. H., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
ches ‘i by a report (No. 179); which said bill and report were 
ware’ fo the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. ULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6267) to amend an act 

ntitled “An act to amend an act to suspend the.operation of 
“ertain provisions of law relating to the War Department, and 
for other purposes,” reported the same without amendment, ac- 
mes by a report (No. 180); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

ion. 

Uwe also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7660) granting addi- 
tional right of way to the mers ore d Valley Railway Company 
through the arsenal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 181); which said 
pill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7737) to 
change the name of the Potomac Insurance Company of George- 
town, and for other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 182); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7661) to allow commu- 
tation of rations, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 184); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DAVEY, from the Committec on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
284) granting permission and authority to the Orleans levee 
board to move, without cost to the Cnited States, an existing line 
of levee in front of the marine-hospital property in New Orleans, 
La., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 185); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Elections No. 3, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res, 124) relative to 
the contested-election case of Richard A. Wise vs. William A. 
Young, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 186); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6701) granting a pension 
to Serelda C. McGrew, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 167); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
P Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3809) 
granting increase of pension of Elisha B. Seaman, Company A, 
“ixty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 168); which said bill 
and weer were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Me. RIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
Was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5156) granting an in- 
ae of pension to Frances C. Kirby, reported the same with 
7 an ment, accom by a report (No. 169); which said bill 

n Me et were referred to the Private Calendar. 
onal IBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
a ——e the bill of the House (H. R. 3522) for the relief of 
by we —_ the same with amendment, accompanied 
the Prins (No. 170); which said bill and report were referred to 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
j;hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6161) for the re- 


of John Landegon, of Danbury, Conn., reported the same with 
amendment, (No. 171); which 


and report yore releneat woe Private Calendar, aie 
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Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Conimittee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred tle bill of the House (H. R. 2i70) 
granting a pension to Angeline Eyestone, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 172); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3012) 
granting a pension to Sarah Claggett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 173); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1754) for the 
relief of Mrs. Helen M. Moore, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 174); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6038) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Penny, John W. Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey 
Penny, surviving partners of Penny & Sons, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 175); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6493) for the relief of 
John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult children, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 176); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 213) to pay the General Ma- 
rine Insurance Company, of Dresden, the sum of $1,434.12 for 
certain coupons detached from United States bonds, which said 
coupons were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea 
March 14, 1886, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 177); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4854) to pension James 
L. Whidden, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 183); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7833) to establish a military 

t at Tacoma, Wash.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7834) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands within what was heretofore the Fort 
Randall Military Reservation for actual and bona fide settiers 
and reserving the same for that purpose—tothe Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.7835) to change 
the characteristic of Cape Cod light, Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7836) to extinguish private 
land titles within the bounds of the national parks and forest res- 
ervations located in the State of California—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7837) to establish battle park on 
Bull Run—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE GRAFFENREID: A bill (H. R. 7838) repealing 
section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7839) directing a survey of Red 
River, in the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7840) for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog signal at Point no Point, in Chesapeake 
Bay, between Cove Point and Smiths Point—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7841) to provide for the increased 
circulation of the Congressional Record—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7842) toincrease the salary 
of the United States marshal for the southern district of Ohio—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7843) to amend section 2745 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to compen- 
sation of examiners at the port of New York—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7844) to provide for 
the revision and codification of the permanent and general laws 
of the United States—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 


PUBLIC BILLS, AND MEMORIALS 
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By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7935) providing for the pay- 
ment of duties on imported tobacco on its weights at the date of 
withdrawal from bonded warehouses—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 7936) to improve the armament 
of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia, 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7937) for the ——— of 
the statue of Salmon P. Chase, late Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7938) to amend section 1 of 
chapter 538 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7939) to amend an act approved June 10, 1880, 
governing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ry Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7940) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North, and so 
forth—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901—to the Calen- 
dar of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 152 
wroviding for a preliminary examination of Wells Cove, Wells, 

fe.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 153) grant- 
ing permission for the erection of a monument or statue in Wash- 
ington City, D. C., in honor of the late Benjamin F. Stephenson, 
founder of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 14) 
to print 6,000 additional copies of the report of the Director of the 
Mint on the Production of the Precious Metals for the Calendar 
Year 1898, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr, SPERRY: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 15) for 
the printing of 7,500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 164, 
Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, being the report of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, 1890-1897—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res, 
123) relating to lobster fisheries—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A memorial of the legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, relative to importation of prison manufactured goods—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of Luster 
P, Chester and Freeland Chester, and Luster P. Chester and Free- 
land Chester, executors of Thomas R. Chester—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7846) conferring jurisdiction upon the United 
States Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Mrs. 
Jane W. Mason, Washington, Pa.—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 7847) to correct the military record of David 
P. Kelley, of Connellsville, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) to correct the military record of Kyrhian 
Morrissey, of Uniontown, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 7849) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to try and render final judgment in certain 
claims of Charles H. McCord—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7850) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Catherine Metz, administra- 
trix of Jacob Metz, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7851) for the relief of Frederick Sensel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of 
pension to O. M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 7853) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of Joseph A. Choate, of Company K, 
Fourth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7854) to grant pension to 
William Denham, Company E, Ninth Tennessee Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 7855) to increase the pension 
of Sarah E. Jackson, widow of Richard H. Jackson, late brigadier- 
general of United States Volunteers, to $50 per month—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7856) to increase the pension of Matilda E. 
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Lawton, widow of Elbridge Lawton, late chief engi}... 


States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,’ United 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7857) to remove the charge of desors:... 
- record of Albert Campbell—to the Committee 6, \j,).™ 

airs Military 


irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7858) to remove the charge of de: 
the record of James Nicholas—to the Committee 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7859) for the relief of Richard Go 
Committee on Military Affairs. he 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7860) granting a pension to Samanth, ; 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ae 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7861) for the relier oy cy 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ~~ 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7862) to correct the military, 
ord of Platoff P. Bush—to the Committee on Military 4 sin — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief of David H. Miteje)_, 
the Committee on Claims. ae 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7864) granting an incre 
sion to Jennie E. Sawyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pons, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7865) to increase the pension of \Wj)) = I 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. re 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) to increase the pension of Alexan ju 
W. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) to increase the pension of 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 7868) granting an increase of pens; 
ford P. Stitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7869) increasing pension of Albert Morris) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7870) to restore and increase the pension of 
Peter Highnote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ean 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7871) granting a pension to Simpson P, Wat. 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7872) for relief of George Roth—to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs. is 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) granting an increase of pension ty 
Enoch V. McVay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to Bennett (, Foy 
rester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7875) to pension Thompson F’, Frishy—to tie 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) to pension Eunice Varner—to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7877) to correct the military record of San. 
ford B. Shiplor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7878) to correct the military record of Wj). 
liam F. Shelato—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7879) to pension William H. Arbuckle—to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Charles Wilson, 
alias Mike Noonan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7881) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) for the relief of Richard M. Hall—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DERSON: A bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Anna 


\8e Of pen. 


Jol n L. 
nm to San- 


F. Christiern—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. JOY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7885) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline V. English—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 7886) to correct record of Lewis H. 
Barter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7887) for the relief of B. F. Moody & Co., or 
their legal ye ee the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7888) to increase the pension 
of Gertrude E. Devens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of W. H. De 
Long—to the Committee on Claims. es 7 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7890) granting a pension to Berial D. Skiff- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 7891) granting a pension” 
Norvil J. Hannum, son of William Hannum, Company B. |" 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensios 

By Mr. McRAE: A Dill (H. R. 7892) for the relief of Charles. 
Russey—to the Committee on Claims. a ' 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 7893) for the relief of Henry © 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ of 

y Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7594) (0 ©F 
rect the military record of John L, O’Mara—to the Committee 
Military Affairs, end 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 7895) to remove the - 
ing of a court-martial by which Charles Held was (ischaté 





—" 


1900. 
from the military service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; , - 

‘ieo. a Dill (H. R. 7896) to increase the pension of Samuel 
Lybarger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

"Alen. a bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of George C. 
nick--to the Committeeon Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 7898) to pension Elizabeth Agnew—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; —_ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) to pension William H. Tate—to the 
Committee on Pensions. * 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of Edward Winders, of 
Miletus, I11l.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7901) to remove the charge of de- 
certion from the military record of Benjamin Ipock—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. - 7 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7902) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Conrad Schindler—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 7 ; ; 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7903) granting an increase 
of pension to John Leavitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7904) for the relief of R. L, 
Scarlett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7905) to increase the pen- 
sion of Rebecca Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7906) to correct the military record of Oscar 
D. Hendershott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7907) for the 
relief of William F. Haralson, of Scott County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7908) for the relief of Willis 
Pinner, of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7909) granting 
increase of pension to Alpheus P. Milner, of Grayville, [1l.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) to increase the pension of William R. 
Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7911) for the relief of Charles 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to Harriett A. Wil- 
son, widow of Col, Lewis Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 7913) for the relief of William 
T. Crump—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 7914) to pension Mathew Micum 
at the rate of $30 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7915) for the relief of Charles 
L. teste the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7916) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas T. Phillips—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7917) granting a pension to Annie G. Mar- 
tindale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 7918) for the relief of Adalina T. 
Blick, administratrix John 8. Blick, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7919) to grant a pension to 
Thomas J. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7920) for the relief 
s heirs of David and Barbette Carb—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) for the relief of Francis Massich—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7922) for the relief of John R. Elliott, of New 
Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7923) for the relief of Pierre Garrot, of Or- 
leans Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill oe. R. 7924) for the relief of Louis V. Porche, of 
N ew Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Car- 
lin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7926) for the relief of estate of 
Henry Fassman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A ‘ll (H. R. ead for the relief of Joseph M. 
Wilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7928) for the relief of Lewis Tackett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 7929) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Newton Baldwin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. s : . 
Stephen ( 7930) granting an increase of pension to 


N. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
; Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) granting a pension to Phebe A. Ten- 
a the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
th y Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R, 7932) to remove 
the ch. of desertion from the record-of Robert McKown—to 
© Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7933) to increase the pension of Lewis Kraus- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of J. C. Davis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers in support of House bill No. 7072, 
granting a pension to Mary Barron—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6886, 
for the relief of John L. Cantwell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3670, 
to increase the pension of George W. Weeden—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANLER: Petition of sundry clerks employed in the 
post-office in the city of New York, in favor of the passage of 
House bill No, 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to William Denham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 5558, for the relief of 
Harriet Terrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of F. J. Vick and other 
business men of the village of Waterloo, Wis., against the passage 
of the free-package-delivery bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads., 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5590, 
for the relief of Fannie E. Robertson—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FARIS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4643, for 
the relief of I. N. Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 4644, for the relief of 
Jacob Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7725, to 
establish mining experimental stations to aid in the development 
of the mineral resources of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Braid Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, of New York City, protesting against the confirmation of 
the treaty with France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mrs. D. K. Simonds and 22 other 
citizens of Manchester, Vt., for the passage of Senate bill No. 34, 
relating to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of the Federal] Labor Union, No. 
7241, of Dundee, Ill., with reference to arid and public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of citizens of Pawling, N. Y., for 
legislation relating to dairy or food products—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6991, to 
remove the charge of desertion from the recert of Lawrence Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ° 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the employees of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry, Ottumwa, Iowa, for legistation giving annual 
leave of thirty days—to the Committee on Avriculture. 

By Mr. LAMB: Resolutions of the Businéss Men’s Association 
of Newport News, Va., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of Adalina T. Blick, administratrix 
of John 8. Blick, deceased, praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange and 
Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 8S. C., to amend the inter- 
state-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ 
Exchange of Charleston, 8S. C., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 5462, placing pilots solely in the United States 
Steam boat-Inspection Service—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Putnam County, Mo., 
to accompany House bill granting a pension to Thomas J. Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petitions of W. A. Fetters and W. R. 
Wasner & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp 
tax on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, resolution of the Trades’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., for 


cable facilities between the United States and Cuba, and reduc- 
tions of tariffs on messages—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
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3y Mr. MERCER: Petition of post-office clerks of Omaha, 
Nebr., for the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee 
on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: a to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Samuel F. Fowler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: Affidavits of N. E. Moore and N. W. McDaniel, 
to accompany House bill No. 7404, for the relief of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church (McDaniel’s Chapel), Shellmound, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of W. F. Kaiser and other druggists 
of Milwaukee, Wis., for the repeal of thestamp tax on medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of M. A. Newton and 
others, of North Pitcher, Chenango County, N. Y., for a law sub- 
jecting food and dairy products to the laws of the State or Terri- 
tory into which they are imported—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of M. W. Fay, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., and American warehouse associations, on subject 
of war tax on negotiable warehouse receipts—to the Committee 
on Ways an’ Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Remonstrance of Pennock & 
Porter and others, of Williamstown, Mich., and vicinity, against 
the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Woman Suffrage Association 
of the State of New York, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the 
Constitution granting suffrage to women—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. TERRY: Protest of Arkansas cotton oil mill companies, 
against Government taxes on butterine and other products of cot- 
ton seed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. WANGER: Protest of W. W. Dill, of Norristown, Pa., 
relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of the Woman Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Massachusetts, favoring a sixteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, granting suffrage to women, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill No, 6415, for therelief of Elias Whipple—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to aonemanes House bill to increase the pension of 
Alpheus P. Milner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Iso, paper to accompany House bill No. 4576, to correct the 
military record of John H, Walters—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to W. R. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Lewis 
Kraus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Alice Boze- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of J. C, 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Robert McCowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





SENATE. 
Fripay, February 2, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitaury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journai of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Scort, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


HOSPITAL STEWARDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Surgeon-General of the Army calling attention to the need of 
more hospital stewards, and recommending the reenactment of 
section 2 of the act of March 1, 1887, relative to the appointmeut 
of hospital stewards by the Secretary of War; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S, 2431) to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 
nessee, the cannon on the boat Nashville from which was fired 
the first shot in the S -American war, ~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 2 
aie, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of sundry citizen; 
United States, pra ing for the establishment of a proper t, 
wherein may be adjudicated their claims for property <. 
or confiscated by Spanish soldiers during the late war j), 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relatioy< 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 17 citizens of \\...;...) 
Mass., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon mei, ,.....’ 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Coy,).,\;;,.° 
on Finance. - 

He also presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks ,: 





8 
ial 
ed 


burn, Pittsfield, and Milford, all in the State of Massac});, hg 
raying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the .)....° 
Ecation of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which, y-.. 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. os 
Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John P. Haskell and «), dry 


other railway mail clerks of Webster, Mass., praying for ti. oy). 
actment of legislation to provide for the classification of cle: |: 
first and second class post- offices; which was referred to the ( m- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry raj). 
way mail clerks of Floral Park, N. Y., praying for the enactinent 
of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in first yy 
second class post-offices; which was referred to the Commit:, 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Eureka Lodge, No. 434, [ntop. 
national Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 
that the United States Government build their own war yissols 
in the navy-yards of the country, and remonstrating against tho 
present policy pursued by the Government to the detriment of 
the shipbuilding industry in our navy-yartls; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 19 members of the staff of the 
New York State Veterinary College, praying for the esta))lish- 
ment of a veterinary corps in the United States Army eval to 
that in foreign cour+ries; which was referred to the Comuuittes 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of George May Powe!), prosi- 
dent of the Arbitration Council, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the repeal of the act creating Utah a State of the Union; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2198) increasing the 
limit of the cost of the public building at Salt Lake City, Utah, 
reported it with an amendment. 

r. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Bui dings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1590) for the erection 
of a — building at Providence, R. I., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1174) for the erection 
of a public building at Selma, Ala., reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1402) for the erection 
of a public building at Natchez, Miss., reported it without amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 329) to provide tor the 
ow of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 

vanston, in the State of Wyoming, reported it without amend. 
ment, and submitted a thereon. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 26) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public rene | thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire, repo: it without amendment, and submitted 
report thereon. 

r. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 854) for the relief of Lieut. Iforace 
P. McIntosh, reported it without amendment, and submitted a r- 
port thereon. 


on 


PACIFIC CABLE, 


Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Naval \fia'rs, 
I present a statement of Gen. W: Swayne, of New York. in 
regard to a Pacific cable, made before that committee Jiuualy 
80, 1900. I move that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was to. 


THE NATIONAL WHITE CROSS. 


Mr. STEWART. Iam directed by the Committee on the li 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2581) to 1- 
corporate the National White Cross of America, and for other 
porpoem, to report it back and to ask that it be referred to the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations. That committee has under 
consideration a bill for the purposes of the Red Cross Society, and 








1900. 


tt ration it is ascertained that these bills compose the same 
S rT ree eaien and they have more or less relation with some 
= ; treaties with foreign countries. Consequently, the Com- 
—_ e on the District of Columbia have come to the conclusion 
a is proper that it should be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. . / : 

Mr, ALLEN. Before that is done, I should like to make an in- 

niry. This bill was reported favorably in the last Congress from 
ve Committee on the District of Columbia and it passed this body 
; athout a dissenting voice. Itwent over tothe House. Thecom- 
aie there recommended favorably the passage of the bill, but 
this recommendation was not made until the day Congress ad- 
;ourned, and the bill failed to pass the House. I wish to ask the 
Senator from Nevada if there is any contest on this bill? 
"Mr. STEWART. There is no contest whatever, but the opera- 
tion proposed by the bill must take place in various countries. 
it is suggested that the treaties with those countries must be con- 
.idered in connection with it. It isof thesame scope of operation 
as the Red Cross Society, which has a bill pending before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia, which reported the bill favorably last year, have no 
objection to the bill, but_the idea is to have it considered by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to see whether it will be an 
agreeable measure for this country and for other countries. 

“Mr. ALLEN. I shall object to the bill being sent to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations under the circumstances. It is alto- 
gether a domestic organization, and while it is to have operations 
in other countries, and has now, because it is doing charitable 
work in the Philippine Islands and that group, and has a great 
many representatives abroad in other countries, and has been 
fully established for several years as a voluntary association, yet 
its relation to other countries must be such as those countries 
themselves see fit to grant to the organization and can not result 
from any treaty rights. ibe 

Therefore, there is no reason for sending it to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It is purely an erganization to be incorpo- 
rated by Congress, and its own ramifications must be such as it 
may itself select, with the consent of foreign governments. 

Now, there is another committee, the Committee on Corpora- 
tions Organized in the District of Columbia, to which the bill 

roperly belongs, I think; but it was sent to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and reported here in the last Congress, and 
therefore I had it sent there at the present session. 

Mr. STEWART. No member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia has suggested any objection to the bill itself, but in- 
asmuch as its operation is to be in foreign countries as much as in 
our own and may affect our treaties, of which there are about forty 
in number, with foreign countries in which it is to operate, it was 
thought one that it should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. There is no particular design about it except to have 
the proper thing done, and I presume this course will facilitate 
the consideration of the measure. I do not presume there will be 
any delay there, and there will be plenty of time before the end 
of the session to pass it. ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing in the bill—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

_ Mr. ALLEN, If the Senator will permit me, there is nothing 
in this bill to found any proper jurisdiction in the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It does not affect foreign countries. 

Mr. STEWART, The operation is to be in foreign countries. 
_ Mr. ALLEN. It is impossible to say that a corporation organ- 
ized in the United States can affect foreign countries. It can 
only reach foreign countries by the law of comity, by the consent 
of those foreign countries. It is impossible for the Red Cross So- 
ciety or the White Cross Society or any other corporation to go 
into a foreign country and receive a status there without the 
consent of the country to which it applies. Theseat of its organ- 
comin must be the United States. ~ That is the situs of the cor- 

Oration, 

Mr, STEWART. That is all true; but inasmuch as its opera- 
ton is in foreign countries the District Committee thought it 
a well for the Committee on Foreign Relations to con- 
at ALLER. Then, I suppose, if a railroad company should 
and that Prine ey 4 with some water transporting company, 

Mr. STEWART 5 pee railroad company in England—— 

: , no, 

ae ALLEN. So that there would be a continuous line of water 
have peat in the United States and in England, we would 
Rela to send its proposed charter to the Committee on Foreign 

ations because it affected that foreign country. Now, there is 
mg in that ent. 
are esident, this is my bill, and I move that it be referred to 
Col ee on Corporations Organized in the District of 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, there will be ver i b- 
— . ; . y serious 0 
Jection urged to this bill. Such suggestions have been made to 
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members of the committee. It seems to me important that it 
should go to thesame committee that is considering billsin regard 
to the Red Cross, to be sure that there is no conflict and no 
interference with the purposes of that institution, which has done 
so much good in this and other countries. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
moves that the Committee on the District of Columbia be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Corporations Organized in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the report of the committee recom 


mended the reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It did. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a rule that on that question, which of 
course is in the nature of a motion to refer it to that committee, 
therecan not bea motion to amend by referring it to another com- 
mittee? 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 can not hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is clearly right. Unanimous consent was asked that the ac- 
tion be taken, but a motion made by the committee to be dis- 
charged from the consideration of a bill and that it be referred to 
another committee can not be amended by another motion. It 
can only be amended by adding instructions. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is that by the rule (I have not 
looked -to see, but it is my impression and my memory) a motion 
to refer a bill to one committee can not be amended by substitut- 
ing another, but you must vote down the first motion if you want 
to get it to the other committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
setts is clearly right. 

Mr. STEWART. My motion is to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR,. That isthe motion of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the report of the Committes on the 
District of Columbia, and my motion is to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. So the question should be put on the motion of 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do 1 understand that the motion to refer can 
not be amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
by adding instructions. 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be arule of that kind. 
norance of it if thereis. I should like to be heard on the motion 
torefer. It is a debatable motion, I understand. 

The remarks of the Senator from Vermont have disclosed ex- 
actly what is anticipated—that this return of the bill to the Senate 
and its proposed reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
is for the purpose of destroying it. It is an indirect way of throt- 
tling it and destroying this organization. If that is the purpose, 
and if the Senator—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Vermont is committed to 
that policy and proposes to use his powerful influence in this body 
to carry out that policy —— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it better to withdraw the bill entirely. 

Mr. PROCTOR. This action is proposed for the purpose of re- 
ferring the bill to the committee where it ought properly to be 
considered, and where it can be considered in connection with the 
Red Cross, which is well known. There is no purpose on the part 
of the committee to antagonize the bill in any way. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator said so. I took him at his word. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It came to the knowledge of some members 
of the committee that probably it would be antagonized, or at 
least that the purpose would be carefully investigated to seo 
whether it did any harm to the existing Red Cross. 

Mr. ALLEN. hat is it. Mr. President, there is nothing in 
this bill, there is nothing in the names of the persons who are pro- 
posed as incorporators, to suggest even a suspicion that there is 
anything wrong in the purpose of the organization. It is purely 
a charitable organization, and the persons connected with it are 
disinterestedly engaged in public charity and have been for years. 
In view of the fact that the bill in the last Congress was recom- 
mended by the Committee on the District of Columbia, that it 
passed the Senate and had a favorable recommendation in the 
House, and would have passed there but for the adjournment of 
Congress, what has taken place to induce the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to return it in this form and undertake to 
throttle it by this indirect means? 

Of course I understand, Mr. President, quite well. I am old 
enough to understand and I have had experience enough to un- 
derstand that when gentlemen do not want to be responsible for 
directly throttling a measure of this kind they always seek out 


The Senator from Massachu- 


It can not be amended except 


I am in ig- 



















































































































































ICN A spi 9 nn = aah Si tha i ent 
ie yee ’ 8 omy eae > é 




































































1430 


some indirect channel to get rid of responsibility. That indirect 
channel to get rid of responsibility in this case is to send it toa 
committee where it has no proper lodgment—for it is as foreign to 
the duties of the Committee on Foreign Relations as would be the 
organization of a domestic corporation in my State—and there per- 
mit it to rest until the session of Congress adjourns, 

Mr. STEWART. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the Red Cross Society is incorporated un- 
der the general law of the District of Columbia as a corporation, 
and they have a bill now pending before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It is a bill for some special privileges. It seems to me 
that as these matters are purely benevolent and praiseworthy all 
around, there should be no conflict and that the thing should go 
along harmoniously. I think the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, having the whole subject before them, will see that it is 
carried out in a way entirely just to all concerned and to the 
encouragement of all the parties who feel called upon to forward 
the benevolent and praiseworthy work. I believe the bill had bet- 
ter be sent there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to withdraw this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to 
ask the unanimcus consent of the Senate for the consideration 
to-day of the motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the motion? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rule. 





It goes over, then, under the 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2883) to change the character- 
istic of Cape Cod light, Massachusetts; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2884) for the relief of Edward 
Everett Hayden, an ensign on the retired list of the Navy; which 
Was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2885) conferring 
jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and deter- 
mine the claim of Bvt. Capt. Second Lieut. James Davison, United 
States Army, retired; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2886) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas T. Phillips; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2887) for the relief of H. B. 
Matteosian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2888) to authorize the 
building of a canal from Lake Superior to the city of East Grand 
Forks, in the State of Minnesota, and granting the right of way 
therefor across the public lands and Indian reservations located 
in said State; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to think that that bill ought to 
go to the Committee on Commerce instead, as it is a bill providing 
for the construction of a canal, and so forth. The Committee on 
Interstate Commerce has not dealt with that subject much. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is no objection to its being referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2889) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Bayliss G. Farley, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to 
T. W. Dickey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2891) to correct the army record of 
Thomas Sawyers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
Seseeepanyes g papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2892) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion and to grant an honorable discharge to Benjamin Brothers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2893) to amend 
section 3 of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act for the protection 
of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 28, 1898, and for other pu ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2894) for the relief of David 
H. Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying petition of David H. Mitchell, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ‘ 

Mr, ALLISON. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Gear], who 
who is detained from the Chamber by reason of illness, I intro- 
duce sundry bills. 
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The bill (S. 2895) fixing the times when, regulating ¢; 


mittee on Public Lands. 


in which, and declaring the character of the aceony:- )...” 

the United States and the several public-land States»... °° 
the net proceeds of the sales and other disposition o ae 
lands made and to be made therein by the United ;.;,. 63)" 
shall hereafter be stated and certified to the Treasury |)..." 
for payment, was read twice by its title, and referred of 


£ LO Lhe ( 


The bill (S. 2896) to remove the charge of desertion 4 


thony R. Ravenscroft was read twice by its title, « 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The bill (S. 2897) to remove the charge 


The bill (S. 2899) to remove the charge 


naval records now standing against John Glass was 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval \{ 


of desertio) 


military record of Stephen A. Toops was read twice by jc 6.” 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ~ 

The bill (S. 2898) to remove the charge of deserticy . 
James Boyle was read twice by its title, and referred to +). \... 
mittee on Military Affairs. oo 


h ag 


of desertion from + 
read twice 


Lalrs, 


The following bills, introduced by Mr. ALLISON for Mr, Gp.» 


were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to t)ye ; 
mittee on Pensions: 


L yy 
Vall 


A bill (S. 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff 
A bill (S. 2901) granting a pension to A. C, Ricketts ;y 


ss paper); 
1 (5S. 2902) granting a pension to Jane D. Smith (wit) 
companying papers); 


A bi 


A bill (S. 2903) granting an increase of 
Fitch (with accompanying papers) ; 


aCc- 


pension to Martin B. 


A bill (8. 2904) granting a pension to Caroline Gear: 


A bill (S. 2905) granting a pension to George M. Wilson (, 


an accompanying paper) ; 


th 


A bill (8. 2906) granting a pension to Lewis L. Ratliff (with ac 


ae papers) ; 
A 


ill (8. 2907) to pension Henrietta B. Parrott; 
A bill (S. 2908) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Wells 


(with accompanying papers); 


A bill (S. 2909) granting a pension to Isabella Freeman (wit) ») 


ao paper); 
A bill (8. 2910) granting an increase of 
~—_ hland (with accompanying papers) ; 


pension to William D, 


ill (S. 2911) granting an increase of pension to Richardson 


M. Penn (with accompanying pa 


pers) ; 
A bill (S. 2912) granting a pension to Mrs. H. D. Pramer (with 


an accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (8. 2913) granting an increase of 
Ferree (with an accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (5S. 2914) granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter (with 


a ing papers) ; 
A bill 
ae hy (with an accompanying paper); 


pension to William EF. 


(S. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


ill (S. 2016) granting an increase of pension to Margaret lt. 


Clune = accompanying papers) ; 
A bil 


(S. 2917) granting a pension to Nathan L. Faulkner 
A bill (S. 2918) granting an increase of pension to Philetus \. 


A bill (S. 2919) granting a pension to Mary R. Hen erson: 
A bill (S. 2920) granting a pension to James M. Dick: and 


A bill (S. 2921) granting a 


Mr. McCOMAS introdu a bill (S. 


msion to Archibald Jasper Powe! 
2922) for the relief of 
Rinaldo P. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, wt 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2923) for the relief of the estate o! 
Elijah Thompson, deceased; which was read twice by its tite. 


and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2924) to provide for the 
mblic building thereon 
at Colorado Springs,in the State of Colorado; which was rea 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Bu 


purchase of a site and the erection of a 


ings and Grounds. 
Mr. P 


RITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (5. 29!) © 
authorize Frank Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge actos 
Fishing Creek, within the boundary lines of Edgecom |e (000, 


N. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


Committee on Commerce. 


REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLAN)s. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the! I 


lowing m 
was read, and, with the accompanying 
Committee on the Philippines, and ord 


To the Senate and House of Representatives; 
Itransmit herewith for the information of the 


mission a ted 
Philippine Pate 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1900. 


by me on January ¢ 


to be printed: 


Congress a report of aco! 


WILLIAM McKINLEY 


2 


e from the President of the United States: vw" 


A 


per, referr: d to th 


20, 1890, to investigate affairs in te 
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AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator irom Alabama to consent 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment providing for theappoint- | let this resolution go over with at losing ite place on the Calen: 

yt of a court crier of the United States circuit and district : *\ unt Che next legislative day. - Tae 
mane for the district of Minnesota, intended to be proposed by | , Mr. HOAR. I thought it was amended by consent of th 
- to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; Senator. 


; ; ; sP YE vi > putting i e rord ** ré Paine id 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 7 PRESIDENT pre torare I u Te a 7 1 . —— 1. 
—— ittee on Appropriations. aoe IE LIES o tempore. 1e Senator from New Hamp- 
paper, referred to the Comunit PP : oe | shire has the floor. 
AFFAIRS AT OSAGE INDIAN AGENCY, | Mr. CHANDLER. LIask that the resolution may be allowed to 
Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was | 80 over another day without losing its place. nt 
wnsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
: »-enlved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hareby, directed | hears none, and it is so ordered. 
furnish to the Senate the reports made to his Department by United States Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire simply whether the amend- 
Iadian Inspector James Mclaughlin and Inspector James W. Zevely and . 


: D rhich was suggested yesterday ¢ accepted by the Senato 
hora regarding the management of affairs at the Osage Indian Agency, ment w _— eae ee sted y - eday and accepted by the — 
a roehe United States Indian agent and others, including all affidavits. | from Alabama has not been made. 


stitions, and protests filed by the Osage tribe of Indians, or by others on | Mr. PETTUS. I did not hear the Senator. 
Their bebalf, together with charges and other papers affecting the manage- Mr. HOAR. I inquire whether, in the resolution which was 
ment of the said Indian agency since January 1, 159%. 


just read, the amendment has not been made which I understood 
TRANSACTIONS BETWEEN TREASURY DEPARTMENT AND BANKS, was accepted by the Senator from Alabama, to strike out the 


; ; : ** neglected.” 
, . I submit a resolution and ask for its present | Word ‘‘ neglected. 

oe ' I Mr. PETTUS. It was so amended. 
considers . ! as en sO rea mas read as originally 

The resolution was read, as follows: Fy It has not been soread. It was read as originally 

peentved, That a special committee, consisting of nine members of the Sen- : ts ia - a 7 : 
ote, be mamediately appointed by the President pro tempore to make a thor- Mr. CHANDLER. Unfortunately, the Senator from Masss- 
ongh and com: ee areoenes ea a ee See Se _ chusetts did not carry out his idea in full. The words ‘refusal 
socretary of the Treasury or the Treasury Department of the United States swelect” ale 1 : re end of y resoluti lh. whanee 
Beer Rational City Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of | OT ™ glect” also occur at the end of the resolution, That chang 
New York, or any other national bank of the United States, from the 4th day | has not been made. 


of March, 1897, to the a an ae eqechity in regard all ey Mr. HOAR. That change should not be made. 
“ments, papers, or documen ween the Treasury Departmentofthe| Wr CH! > > in il ae dealin taee iieel iiinee: ae te ; 
ted — any person connected therewith, oa the National City | Mr. CHANDLER. But as the r ‘ution go ver, it can be 





Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York, or any per- | modified. 

son acting for them, or either of them, since the 4th day of March, 1897, relat- Mr. HOAR, 
ing to the depositing of public funds, bonds, or revenues in said bank or | bama to it. 
banks, or any other relations or business transactions now existing or here The PRESIDENT bs T) : r ; i 
tofore had between the Government and the said banks, or either of them, he nD sNI pro tempore. 1e resolution will go over 
and the amount of public money, bonds, or revenue deposited with said banks, | until to-morrow, without objection, retaining its place on the 
or either of them, or with any national bank, by the Government, upon what | Calendar. If there be no further morning business the Calendar 
security, for what length of time, and the reasons therefor, and whether said | jer Rule Vill isi le 

banks, or any of them, have paid the Government any interest on said de- under hule V iii 18 In order, 


I will call the attention of the Senator from Ala- 


posits, and if so, how much, and all other information concerning the same | THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 
or in any way relating thereto; and also the date of the sale of the custom- ieadainis i z a s é : 
house property of the United States in New York City to said National City Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I think there is a resolution 
Bank, the date of the execution of the deed thereto, the date and manner of | which I introduced yesterday, which I ask to have considered. 
payment of the purchase money therefor, the disposition of the proceeds of : . 


nm .o T _ TT » Pac tha table 
said sale, and whether or not the Government has paid any rents for said The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is on the table 
property, or any portion thereof, for any purpose since the day of sale, and subject to the Senator's call. 

if so, to whom, and all facts relating to said transaction, and all other mat- Mr. PETTIGREW. I did not so understand it. I asked to 


ters in connection oa in any way ag | eves and said com- | 
mittee is authorized to send for rsons, books, letters, telegrams, papers, - . . ; ’ 
documents, and agreements, iesladeter oaths, and hold open sessions, and The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
sit at any time in any place in the city of Washington, New York, or Chicago, 


< kota presented yesterday a resolution and asked that it lie on the 

the expense for the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, | table. The resolution will be read 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms, or some one acting for him, shall attend said com- Th» Can " rere ‘ 
mittee and carry out its mandates; and said committee is instructed to make The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
a report to the Senate, with testimony and exhibits, with all convenient | PETTIGREW, as follows: 
speed. 2 Resolved, That the paper entitled ‘** The Philippine Commission " be printed 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution be printed and go over. as a document for the information of the Senate 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the country will note that the objection The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to this resolution comes from the Republican side and not from | orders, the resolution goes to the Committee on Printing. 


this side. “ae? Mr. PETTIGREW. [I ask that the resolution be adopted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over Mr. LODGE. I think a document about which we know noth- 


under the rule, ing had better take the regular course and go to the Committee 


have it go over until to-day. 








Unless the Senate otherwise 


COMPILATION OF ORGANIC ACTS FOR THE TERRITORIES. Se alters oe aaae to ~~ ~ peng ag th D 
. : a 2 1e us ENT pro tempore. 1e Senator from South Da- 

Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was | kota moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | resolution now. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico ishereby | _} ETT SW sire to address the Senate : i 
authorized to have compiled for the use of the committee the organic acts | « = PETTIGREW. I desire to address the Senate on that sub 
for the Territories of the United States. AL CHANDLER. Is that ion debatable. Mr. President: 

PROCEEDS UNDER ABANDONED PROPERTY ACT. Mr. Al stalk. s that motion debatable, Mr. President: 


’ a , The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; | that it is. The Chair does not know of any rule of the Senate to 


Which was referred to the Committee on Finance: the contrary. 

a Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, thedocument which I desire 
tarnish to the Senate a statement showing the amount of money remaining to have printed is a brief anc is signed by Willis Birnev 
a the Treasury of the United States from the sale of property collected | ‘° 24¥e Printed Is & Oriel one, anc Is signed by Witham birney, 
under “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned property and the | J- B. Henderson, J. S. Fowler, Charles H. Turner, Charles James 


prevention of fraud in insu ithi » Uni ‘ " atri Fs i ackey, P." ‘ ossa Down- 
approved March 12 tae. pepmoctionary districts within the United States,” | Patrick O’F arrell, Franklin H. Mackey, P. T. Moran, Rossa Down 


; ; e names of officers or agents making | jno H Spofford, Louis Schade. and W. A. Croffut.ac it- 

such deposits, the amount of each posi ‘ ing, Henry Spottord, Louis Schade, and W. A. Crofiut, a comm 

the person reported ie taeeteen ae coo Se SE RAENe | 100 of the er League of Washington, D. C. It is av 
PROCEEDINGS OF NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. comment upon the report of the commission sent to the Philip- 


pines, which they made just before the election last fall. This 


should lik paper is dated November 18, 1899. It contains no matter, I think, 
aaa (hike to conclude the remarks that I began yesterday on the | which could be objected to on account of its form or on account 
“ution relative to transactions with the National City Bank 


C of the composition; and I very much hope the Senator from Mas- 
arn Hanover National Bank of the city of New York. sachusetts will allow it to be printed as a document without—— 
¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not| Mr. HAWLEY. 


pompleted. Is there further morning business? The Chair lays 
ore the Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, 


Mr. ALLEN. With the unanimous consent of the Senate, I | 


I think it has already appeared in the press. 
Mr. LODGE. The question is not whether it should be allowed 


which wi or not. We have arule regulating the matter of printing. We 
nm = be havea Committee on Printing, to whom such matters are referred 


Perrva a the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. | as all matters relating to legislation of any sort are referred to 
Resolved Ows: the appropriate committees. I can not see why the numerous 
whether the Nanny eecretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate | documents which are offered to be printed should not go through 
municate to the Cour? of Glas ee a the regular form of a reference to that committee for their report. 
Beye courts-martial on the call of sald court. ‘under section 10;6of the Revised | Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, thecustom of printing docu- 
ates; and if so, his reasons for such refusal or neglect. ments for the information of the Senateis anoldone. It has been 


































































































































































































































































































































indulged in constantly for the ten years I have been a member of 
this body, at every session, and for many years before that time. 
Although I have not looked up the historic fact, I am informed 
by the oldest members of the Senate that it has been in vogue 
since they have been here, 

I presume the practice of asking for the printing of documents 
has been indulged in more frequently during the last few years 
than before, and I think it has been prompted somewhat by the 
fact that the great journals of the country are not open for the 
publication of many things which interest at least half of the vot- 
ers of the United States. They will not report what transpires 
here. They will not publish in their columns anything that would 
interfere with the interests which they serve. The result is that 
very many questions in which the people whom I represent are 
interested and in which many other people are interested through- 
out this country can only reach them through this source. 

Therefore we have asked, and I have asked many times, for the 
printing of documents with regard to the question of finande, with 
regard to the problems in relation to labor, with regard to the 
Government ownership of corporations which are so situated that 
their service isa monopoly. It is information in almost every in- 
stance that would not be given to the public through the great 
journals of the day, for the interest and influence which control 
the Republican party, the greatcorporations of the country, control 
the great newspapers of thecountry. They are anonymous sheets. 
No one but the corporation that controls them is responsible for 
their utterances. Their editorials are written by hired men who 
have a salary and who write that which they are paid to write, 
without any reference to their personal opinions or convictions on 
the subject. This has become so notorious that it is well under- 
stood by every laboring man and every farmer in America, There- 
fore we have sought this means of getting before the public these 
questions which interest our people. 

It is well known that nearly all the great journals of the coun- 
try are in favor of the policy of the Administration. In my opin- 
ion fully half of the voters of this country are opposed 'to that 
policy. They are unable to present their views and their opinions 
through the great newspapers; and therefore we have asked that 
documents upon this subject, written by able men of character 
and standing, should be printed by the Senate, in order that we 
may distribute them through the mails under the franking privi- 
lege. 

The document which I propose this morning to have printed is 
a communication addressed to the Washington Post, dated No- 
vember 18, 1899. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
question of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I make the point of order that under the 
rules of the Senate it is not in order at any time before 2 o’clock 
for a Senator to debate a motion to take up anything for consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is, that no debate can be had except 
by unanimous consent? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I do not give unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. Why, Mr. President, there are some questions 
that certainly can be debated. I do not say that this can. 

: we wkend, The Chair just ruled that this could be 
debated, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule 
read. The Secretary will read the last clause of Rule VIIL 

The Secretary read as follows: 

All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any 
matter shall be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘All motions.” 

Mr. TELLER. ‘All motions” to do a certain thing. 
oe ncaa pro tempore. ‘‘To proceed to the considera- 

ion of,” 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but there are other things that may be 
- I understood the Chair to rule that no debate could take 
place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair simply ruled that 
debate on this question was out of order if objected to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. Could not the Senator from South Dakota, or any 
other Senator, move to refer this measure to a committee, and de- 
bate that motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. That precise question was passed upon by Vice- 


The Chair sustains the point 


No; because itis not before 
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President Stevenson in the Fifty-third Congress; it wa, , 
rately debated by my former colleague, General Manders, 
after that debate it was so ruled. 

Mr. HOAR. But the matter must have been up go | 
motion could be in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was a question on a motion like this. 1; 
an ordinary motion or resolution that came before the <,..... 
The same point was made which the Senator from New, |)... 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] now makes. My former collea: had 
the floor, and, as I understood, he moved to refer it to so.0 ..... 
mittee. Then the question came up whether that motio, .... 
debatable, and, after a discussion, it was held to be debatal|.. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, 1 was only making a yo. 
tion, and I understood the Chair to rule that it was debatal|., | 
understood by that that it was debatable now, and therefore | }y,. 
ceeded to debate it. sii 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator was procejing 
by unanimous consent, _ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 did not ask unanimous consent, | sim- 
ply asked if it was debatable. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The rule is entirely diff-yoy; 
where the matter under discussion relates to the printing of g 
document. That differs from an ordinary resolution which js 
placed on the table and goes over under an objection, which 
under a former ruling, has its day in court. The rule in rel: jon 
to the printing of a document is that the resolution or motiiy to 
print must go to the Committee on Printing, unless the S--nats 
otherwise order. The Chair knows of no way in which thc Senate 
can otherwise order unless the matter is under consideration, 
The Senator’s motion to proceed to consider was right, undoubt- 


edly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to debate it now upon the 
motion to consider. 

Mr. LODGE, Will the Chair kindly state what is the pending 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW] moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution which has been read to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That motion, as I understand, 
must be decided without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion must be deviled 
without debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from South 
Dakota, which is for the printing of a document. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the parliamentary condition of that 
resolution before the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was by unanimous consent 
ordered to lie on the table, subject to the call of the Senator from 
South Dakota. : 

Mr. HOAR. That order was made yesterday—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was made yesterday. 

Mr. HOAR. When it came up in its order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It came up in its order under 
the head of resolutions. The resolution was presented yesterday. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatis the effect, then, of the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that a matter lie on the table subject to the call of 
the Senator from South Dakota? Is he notentitled to call it upin 
the morning hour? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest to the Senator from Mas- 
sechusetts that undoubtedly the Senator from South Dakota is en- 
titled to call it up, and he did so, but action must be taken with- 
out debate when it is called up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would hold that the 
resolution on the table by consent comes up to-day at the reyuest 
of the Senator; but there it meets another rule of the Senate, 
which is, that it must be referred to the Committee on Printing, 
unless the Senate otherwise order. 

The Chair was mistaken about the Senator from South Dakota 
asking that the resolution lie on the table subject to his call. lt 
is simply on the table, and the Chair assumed that it was subject 
to the Senator's call. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Chair have the Secretary read exactly 
what did occur? 

The ee pro tempore. The Secretary will read 4s 

uested. 
he Secretary read from the ConGRESSIONAL RecorpD of Febru 
ary 1, 1900, as follows: 
THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. Perricrew. I submit a resolution, and ask to have it read and 1¢0 
the table. To-morrow morning I shall wish to speak to the resoluti>! 

The ution was read, as ws: — 

“ Resolved, That a paper entitled ‘ The ae Commission’ be print 
as a document for the information of the Se a si ail 

The PRESIDENT jag hey + ag Fy Senator from th Dakota asks that 


Sou 
the resolution lie on there objection? The Chair hears 20D® 
It is so ordered. ; 











1900. 


EEE 


Mr. TELLER. : J ; to é 
custom of the Senate, the Senate had given permission to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to speak on the resolution to-day. That 
is the way it looks to me. He announced his desire to have the 
resolution lie on the table for the purpose of speaking upon it, 
and to that there was universal assent; otherwise the resolution 
would not have any rights, and would go to the Committee on 
printing or elsewhere. 

Mr. HOAR. It would have gone over one day. 

Mr. TELLER. It would have gone over one day, and then 
to-day it would come up. It seems to me that the Senate granted 
permission to the Senator from South Dakota to speak on that 

esolution. 
. The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is compelled to hold 

therwise. 
OM, PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to object to 
the ruling of the Chair, but it seems to me that it is a departure 
from the custom and practice of the Senate. I simply want to 
call attention to the fact that it is a departure from the practice 
and custom of the Senate; and inasmuch as we are making so 
many departures from everything that our country has ever done 
heretofore and from every principle of government that we have 
ever indorsed, and inasmuch as no longer are the mails of the 
United States safe, but are opened and rifled by the Government; 
and inasmuch as—— 4 b 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to further debate, Mr. President, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects to debate. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I rise to enter my solemn 
protest against the decision of the Chair in this case; and I shall 
be greatly obliged if the clerks of the Senate will make a thorough 
search to find a precedent tosustain it. I know the Chair aims to 
do what is right, but I do not believe that this decision is in ac- 
cordance with the universal rules and customs of this body. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to say one word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I sympathize, as I suppose every- 
body knows, with the desire of the honorable Senator from South 
Dakota to have the fullest information get to the people about 
this great subject, in which he takes so deep an interest, and I 
think that in some quarters there has been a tendency to withhold 
information from the people; but Iam bound to say, in justice 
to the Chair and to the Senate, that I do not see how the Chair 
could have ruled otherwise on this particular occasion. 

The Senator presented his resolution yesterday. If it had gone 
over as an ordinary resolution, it would have come up to-day, and 
he would have been entitled, under the usage of the Senate, to be 
recognized and then to speak in his right. I am not now speak- 
ing of anything connected with the printing, but I am speaking 
generally as to resolutions. Instead of doing that, the Senator 
consented that the resolution should go to the table; and that is 
all that appears in the REcoRD, which has been read, that it lie 
on the table, with no reservation of a right on the part of the Sen- 
ator to call it up at his pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator does not know the fact. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us see. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me read what occurred. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; read it. 


—— COCKRELL. This is what occurred as shown by the 
ECORD: 


Mr. PerriGREw. I submit a resolution, and ask to have it read and lie on 
the table. To-morrow morning I shall wish to speak to the resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


“Resolved, That a paper entitied ‘The Philippine Commission’ be printed 
as a document for the information of the Senate.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Dakota asks that 
the rescintion lie on the table. Is there objection? The Chair hearsnone. It 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. The request from the Chair, there- 
fore, is all that the Senate can take notice of as a matter of order, 
and that is simply that the resolution lie on the table. To that 
no objection was made, 

This is, in substance, in form, in every way, it seems to me, an 
ordinary motion to take a subject from the table; and a motion to 
take a subject from the table—to say nothing about the general 
porliamentary law—is, like a motion to lay on the table, undebata- 
le. There is an express rule of the Senate that a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a matter in the morning hour, before 2 
o'clock, isnotdebatable. Under thosecircumstances, saying noth- 
‘ng about the point that this is a resolution for printing, which is 
governed by another rule—I do not say anything about that—it 
—— to me, while all my sympathies are with the Senator from 
re ve Dakota, that the Senate is bound, when such a solemn pro- 

St is made as that made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
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, to do justice to the Chair. I think the Chair has 


| ruled exactly right. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, it makes no difference what was 
said before the order of the Senate was made as to the desire or 
expectation or hope of the Senator from South Dakota. We are 
bound by what the Chair submitted to the Senate and by what 
the Senate agreed to, 

Mr. TELLER. And the Senate agreed that the S nator fre 
South Dakota might speak. 

Mr. HOAR. Ob, no. 

Mr. TELLER. The giving of that notice by the Senator fron 
South Dakota, which was not objected to, was as clear an a 
ment as was ever made “n the floor of this body. 

Mr. HOAR. I knowit is a technical point. There are other 
ways in which the honorable Senator from South Dakota can get 
what he desires and can not be prevented, and I do not suppos 
he will be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I challenge anyone to show 
me a precedent in the case of a Senator introducing a resolution 
and asking that it lie on the table and saying that to-morrow 
morning he would adduess the Senate on that question where the 
Senate has refused him that privilege. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a courtesy, not a parliamenta~ 
The Chair can not expound the rules of courtesy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithas beenconstrned asa right. There has 
never been any requirement that the Chair should announce that 
fact and state that it had been agreed to by the Senate, This is 
the first time—and I challenge any Senator to show the contrary— 
where this custom and rule has been departed from. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to continue a discussion on a 
matter that has been settled, but it seems to me that the Senate, 
as well as it could, has made an order that the request of the 
Senator from South Dakota should be granted. His request was 
not that the resolution should lie on the table, but that the reso- 
lution should lie upon the table and that he should be allowed to 
speak upon it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Chair submitted that whole question, 
if he submitted anything at all. The Chair did not say that the 
resolution would lie on the table, but the Chair inquired whether 
there was objection to the request of the Senator from South 
Dakota. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri — COCKRELL] that 
there never has been a case of this kind when a Senator has an- 
nounced himself as anxious to speak on a resolution under such 
circumstances where there has ever been a denial of it. There 
cer tainly never has been since I have been a member of the Senate, 
and I do not believe such a precedent can be found. Of course 
such a request may possibly be denied, but it is a courtesy due to 
the Senator from South Dakota, and there is no rea 
should be any obstacle interposed. 

Lam notin sympathy with the resolution of the Senator, as I said 
yesterday or the day before, but I am in sympathy with maintain 
ing the traditions of the Senate and I am in favor of full and fair 
debate. 

Mr. HOAR. May I atk the Senator a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Colorado understand when 
a Senator gives notice that he will call up a subject on the 
on a future day, whether the next day or the next week or at any 
other time, it is always granted? If the request is granted is it 
not by courtesy of the Senate and not by parliamentary right: 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to make an inquiry 

Mr. HOAR. ILIagree with the Senator from Colorado that such 
a request has never been denied, and that it ought not to be denied 
now; but I am speaking of the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. TELLER. Where the Chair submits the question to the 
Senate I say it is more than a courtesy, it is the right of a Sena- 
tor. If I rise and say, ‘‘ To-morrow I shall address the Senate on 
a certain proposition” or that ‘‘I will call up a certain measure,” 
and the Chair says nothing, that request is understood to be 
granted. There is no analogy between the two cases. Here 
Senate made an order-—— 

Mr. HOAR. What was the order? 

Mr. TELLER, The order was that the resolution should lie on 
the table, and that the Senator from South Dakota should have 
the privilege of speaking upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Ha: 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] a while ago objected to debate, and the 
Chair ruled that debate was out of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to makea request 
on this subject? 


Mr. ALLEN. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me it is rather confusing to dis- 
cuss these parliamentary questions; and, under the circumstances, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from South Dakota may 
be permitted to proceed in order. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will not 
avail himself of that privilege. 

Mr.CHANDLER. We have got to hear one or the other, either 
the Senator from South Dakota or the Senator from Nebraska; and 
I think the Senator from Nebraska ought not to object to allowing 
the Senator from South Dakota to goon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret that I did not hear what 
the Senator from New Hampshiresaid. Heis always saying witty 
things at my expense, which I fully appreciate; but I do not 
think, if I may be indulged a moment, that the Senator from 
South Dakota—of course he is his own master and can do as he 
sees fit—but I do not think 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to apologize to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; you owe me no apology. You could not 
offend me if you sought to. 

I do not think the Senator from South Dakota ought to accept 
a gratuity at the hands of the majority iff this Chamber, for it is 
a gratuity, and grudgingly given. Yesterday the Senator who 
made objection here a moment ago asked leave of the Senate to 
publish a document—I mean the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. GALLINGER]—and it was given, To-day some other Senator 
on this side asked leave to publish a document which was as vul- 
nerable to this rule as the document offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota. Leave was given. The only ground of objection 
to the publication of this documentis that it hurts you a little, and 
you do not like it. You donot want the people to know the truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To what document does the Senator from Ne- 
braska allude? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam referring to the document the Senator from 
South Dakota has been trying for almost a week to get before the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said just a moment ago that the 
Senate had to-day consented to the publication of a document. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] asked 
for the publication of some paper as a document. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was for a compilation of the laws of the 
United States, and it was reported from a committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaL- 
INGER] did not have a compilation of the laws of the United 
States printed. What he asked was for the printing of some pri- 
vate publication. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not sounderstand. What I understood 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERK1INs] to ask permission to 
have published was the testimony taken before his committee in 
regard to the laying of cables in the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; that is not the one to which I refer. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator asked that it might be published 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not the one at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was what I called attention to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatwas fromthe Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not referring to tirat at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I did ask 
yesterday for the publication of a very brief document which shed 
ight on pension matters, which I thought would be of interest to 

the Committee on Pensions and to the Senate. Of course it was 
competent for any Senator to object to the printing of that docu- 
ment if he had chosen to do so, but no objection was interposed, 
and the order was made that the document should be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN. And no objection ought to be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senator from Nebraska permit me to ask 
a a entry in the Journal as to what happened yesterday may 

» read? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, am I not entitled to have 
my request for unanimous consent submitted to the Senate, ac- 
cording to the rules and usages of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN, I do not see how the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire got the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think a request for unanimous 
consent has ever been destroyed by a speech. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not understand how the Senator from New 
Hampshire can get the floor and make a request while I myself 
have the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator took the floor to object to 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had the floor and was recognized before the 
Senator from New Hampshire rose. 





I made the request before the Senator took 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 1; 
yielded to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Nebraska is on : 
all the time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will withdraw—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ( 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand this discussion is proces); },, 
unanimous consent. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In the furtherance of the public by I 
desire to object to further discussion, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. That, of course, is the proper way to cu: 
debate, and that is in accordance with the course of }: 
here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The regular order is detjayq.) 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now [renew my request. i 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under [i yj}. 
isin order. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated, 


C. R. DOBBINS, 


The bill (8. 746) to authorize C, R. Dobbins to accept a op 
watch awarded to him by the government of the Domini) ,; 
Canada in recognition of his humane and gallant services to ¢h, 
shipwrecked crew of the British schooner Ashton, of Weyinouth 
Nova Scotia, was announced as first in order on the Calendar. ” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres. 
ent consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the j)\|| 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and | pen to 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think this important measure 
needs some debate before the question is put on its passave. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
is recognized. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
will allow the Chair to suggest that, under Rule VIII, only five 
minutes are allowed for debate to any one Senator. 

Mr, ALLEN. Very well, Mr. President, five minutes is not of 
very much value to me, and I will surrender it to the Senate, 
{Laughter. ] 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amentment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SALARY OF POSTMASTER AT WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, morning 
business will be received. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. k. 
6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washington (i 
D. C., to report it favorably without amendment. It is a }/l 
which consists of but a few lines, increasing the salary of te 
postmaster of Washington City to $6,000 a year. I ask that th 
bill which was passed by the House shall be substituted for a 
similar bill reported from the Senate Committee on Post-(!\ 
and Post- 

I beg to say tothe Senate that under the rules and reguilatious 
of the Post-Office Department the business at the Washington 
post-office justifies the payment.of $6,000 a year salary to the} s- 
master in this city; but under an arbitrary law some years since 
enacted it was provided that the postmaster at Washington shoul! 
receive a salary of $5,000. This puts him only on the footing 
other postmasters of the country whose business warrants such 4 
salary. There is no such overworked and overburdened ofiicia! 
in the United States, under the Post-Office Department, as (1° 
postmaster at Washington, and Iask that this bill, which consists 
of but four or five lines and has come from the House of Ke) 
sentatives, may be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. ALL I object to it. ae 

Mr. TELLER. I ask my colleague if the salary provided inthe 
bill is based on the business of the office? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is based entirely on the business of the 
oftice. There is a larger business done in the Washington post 
office than in a office except that at New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from (‘olorado 
reports a bill from the Commi on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the 
postmaster at Washington City, D. C. 








1900. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that this bill be substituted for Senate bill 1807, on the same 
subject. . ; 
of Nir, COCKRELL. No, Mr. President; I hope the Senator from 
Colorado will notask for that, but will merely ask for the passage 
of the House bill. cm 
Mr. WOLCOTT, Iamasking for the substitution of the House 
pill for the Senate bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
House bill for the Senate bill. If you do that it becomes a Senate 
pill and would have to go back to the House of Representatives 
for its action. 


Me. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Missouri is correct. That | 


is the proper formula, and I am obliged to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator from Colo- 
rado asks for the consideration of the House bill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Thatis correct. That is what I intended to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr, ALLEN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

bjects. 
: Mr, WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator will not object. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weare even now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, well, but we are more than even. I 
would far rather be under obligations to the Senatcr from Ne- 
braska than have him under obligations to me. I hope the Sena- 
tor will yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. There will be no obligation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If it wasa matter that affected me personally 
I should be very glad to have the Senator object, but I have no 
desire in the world in making the request I have except to relieve 
this overburdened officer. 

Mr. ALLEN. I only desire to establish Senatorial parity and 
courtesy, and I insist on my objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. You can vote it over. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not wish to vote it over. I do not wish 
todo anything to which the Senator from Nebraska objects. 

Mr. ALLEN, Well, I will be more generous than was the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, and I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Iam very much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. And he can have the right of way to the floor 
all day if he desires it, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not. 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary 
of the postmaster at Washington City,D.C. It proposes to repeal 
so much of section 4of the act entitled ‘‘Aun act to adjust the sala- 
ries of postmasters,” approved March 3, 1883, as fixes the salary 
of the postmaster at Washington City, D. C., and provides that 
the salary shall hereafter be adjusted, as provided in the cases of 
other postmasters, under section 1 of that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senate bill on the same subject be 


oa a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the bill (S. 1807) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washing- 
ton, D. C., will be indefinitely postponed. 


CHARLES T. RADER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the Calendar be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill in order on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (8. 707) for the relief of Charles T. Rader was announced 
as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. 

: Mr. COCKRELL. In line 7, after the word “ unappropriated,” 
move to insert ‘‘nonmineral;” and after the words “ public 
aaa in the same line, to insert ‘‘subject to entry under the 
esert-land laws.” That is evidently the purpose of the bill, and 
hot to give perustasion to enter any and every kind of land. 
one CARTER. There is no objection to the amendment. I 
ink the word “nonmineral” should come after the word ‘‘ unap- 
Propriated” instead of before, 
Fe RE ee ee eae 
\ . t 
the Senator from Missouri will be — tnt eat 
The Secretary. In line 7, after the word ‘‘ unappropriated,” 


The Senator from Nebraska 


I had far rather sit and listen to 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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it is proposed to insert ‘‘nonmineral;” and after the words “‘ pub- 
lic lands,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘subject 
desert-land laws,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have the bill read 
I did not hear it fully when it was read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





to entry under the 


at length. 


bill asit has been amended 


Be it enacted, etc., That Charles T. Rader, of Fort Logan, Mont.. be. and is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to select by legal subdivisions, at such 
| place or places as he may desire inthe State of Montana, 480 acres of unoccu 
pied and unappropriated nonmineral public lands, subject to entry under the 
| desert-land laws, and when such selection shall be by him certified to the S 
retary of the Interior patent shall be issued to said Rader for the same. 


| 
| 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported an amendment to 
strike out the preamble; which was agreed to. 

ABANDONED PROPERTY, 

The bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts amend- 
atory thereof, was announced as the next case in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the bill will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 

The bill (S. 421) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be investigated the circumstances of the alleged 
taking from Napoleon B. Giddings. in January, 1847, at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., and deposit with A. Bb. Dyer, lieutenant of ordnance, 


| United States Army, by order of Sterling Price, colonel command- 


ing the army in New Mexico at that time, of 140 kegs of gunpow- 
der, and if the same, or any part thereof, was never returned to 
Giddings, then the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to cause 
to be paid to the legal representatives of Giddings the reasonable 
market value of such powder. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘‘A bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Napoleon B. Giddings.” 

GEORGE A. ORR, 

The bill (S. 422) for the relief of George A. Orr was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of tho 
Treasury to pay George A. Orr, as acting assistant provost-marshal 
at Mount Vernon, Mo., from May 2s, 1863, to January 30, 1864, at 
the rate of $100 per month for his services, and such sui for legiti 
mate expenses during that period as may be shown and found 
to have been actually expended by him in the lawful discharge of 
his duties and necessary for the public service, 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from 
Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] commenced a speech upon the resolution 
which was then pending before the Senate in regard to discharg- 
ing the Committee on Finance from the consideration of certain 
Senate resolutions. He was notable to finish hisspeech yesterday, 
and the resolution went to the Calendar. Ilask now that the res- 
olution may be taken up out of order to enable the Senator from 
Nebraska to finish his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island asks uneuimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr, ALLEN], which will be read. 


e The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 


the 31st ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be. and they are hereby, dis 
charged from the further consideration of Senate resolutions of inquiry 
dated January 4 and 23, 1900, concerning certain transactions between the 


Treasury Department of the United States and the National! 
the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

uest of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 
he Senator from Nebraska is recognized. 

Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
begun by him yesterday. After having spoken for thirty-five 
minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLay in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
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to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
tated. 

: The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 

of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 

coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
aside informally so as to allow the Senator from Nebraska to fin- 
ish his remarks. 

Mr. ALLEN. When the hour of 2 o’clock arrives, the Senator 
from Nebraska departs, thank you. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would be very glad to have the unfinished 
business laid aside if the Senator wants to conclude. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 

Mr. President, yesterday my remarks were cut short by the 
speech of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. DanieL}, who had given 

yrevious notice of his intention to address the Senate at a given 

coup, and this morning I find that the political kaleidoscope has 
been making so many rapid revolutions in so many different direc- 
tions that I do not know whether I can collect myself sufficiently 
to resume the thread of my discussion where I lett it yesterday. 

I hurriedly finished a very hurried review of Senate Document 
No. 70 of this Congress, and was about to proceed to review Sen- 
ate Document No. 121, which is the reply of the Secretary of the 
Treasury sent to the Senate a few days ago in response to its reso- 
lution. I had not reached that portion of my discussion where I 
desired to direct attention to the unexplained and inexplicable 
conduct, as I think, of the Secretary of the Treasury in connec- 
tion with the sale of the old custom-house in the city of New 
York. Without referring to dates, because dates are not at all 
material in the discussion, it is sufficient to say that the last Con- 
gress authorized the sale of the old custom-house in New York 
for not less than $3,000,000, and that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, pursuant to that authority, sold the custom-house to the Na- 
ticnal City Bank of New York for about three and a half million 
dollars. 

Any ordinary business transaction would have been character- 
ized either by the payment of the consideration to the grantor or 
its securement in some proper businesslike form, but that was 
not done in this instance. It was currently reported in the press 
at the time, and it has never been denied, so far as I know, that 
Mr. Stillman, president of the National City Bank, came to this 
city with a check for over $3,000,000, whatever the amount of the 
purchase money was, and for some reason unknown to the coun- 
try, and unknown to me, he returned to New York, and not a 
dollar of that money was ever covered into the Treasury or any sub- 
treasury of the United States. A book account was opened with 
the Government, and the Government was credited on the books 
of the bank, as lam informed, with that sum of money, which 
simply made the bank the debtor of the United States the same as 
it would be the debtor of an ordinary depositor or person to whom 
credit had been given. 

Mr. President, $50,000 of the purchase money was retained in 
this peculiar way, that the check or draft did not cover $50,000. 
That was retained and the transaction left incomplete. The deed 
was placed in escrow, and is there yet, I guess, and it was presum- 
ably put there and is kept there for the purpose of entiien the 
National City Bank of the City of New Yor to escape payment 
of about $60,000 of taxes annually, which they have escaped, I 
understand, up to this time, The Secretary of the Treasury, 
without ever having received a dollar or a farthing for this prop- 
erty, has rented the building from the National City Bank for at 
least five years, at a rental of $130,600 a year, and we have before 
us now a recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
amend the urgent deficiency bill to include the first year’s rent. 
It did not ake its appearance, however, I noticed, when the bill 
was before the Senate and when it was passed. 

There may be gentlemen who will say that this is a business 
transaction; that there is nothing questionable about it. Mr. 
President, there is not a business man in the United States who, 
if he carried on his own private business in as loose and slipshod 
a manner as this business was transacted, would not be a bank- 
rupt within twenty-four months from the time he began. Unfor- 
tunately for the public virtue of our country, there has grown up? 
the theory, and with it the practice, that there is not required the 
same high degree of business ability, business application, or busi- 
ness integrity in handling the affairs of the State or nation thatis 
demanded in private enterprises. 

Men are heard tosay when you speak of these things, ‘‘Oh, thatis 
Government business; that is handling the Government’s funds,” 
as though the Government property and the Government business 
ought to be transacted with less regard to business principles and 
less regard to integrity than the most sacred private enterprise. I 
wish to take this occasion, Mr. President, to enter my solemn dis- 
sent from a conclusion of that kind. 

In this last document, which contains the reply of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, there is no unequivocal denial of the allegations 
of the resolution, The Secretary of the Treasury simply says 
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there is not to be found on record such and such things, anq ) 
he does not recollect certain things that are inquired 4) 
There is no positive, direct, unqualified negative of an acq, 
contained in the resolution. There is more backing and §));, 
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than anything else. ig 

I wish to repeat, because I do not want thecountry to get 
apprehension, that I have not the slightest feeling against +) 
tleman who occupies the position of Secretary of the Treas). , 
the United States. I barely know him when I meet him. | , 
not sympathize with him politically; but it is possible for 4 , 
to be a gentleman and not be of my 9p ream and I recognize +} 
fact and I recognize it in his case. It does not always areyo , 
course, that he is of the clearest political perception, but it js ...,, 
sistent with honesty and honesty of purpose. Therefore [ jay, 
no motive in the prosecution of this inquiry other than to a4 ot 
the country that light to which it is entitled respectin 
dling of the public funds. 

There may be those, sir, who will say that I am actuate) by 
partisan motives. I presume I will be subjected to that chars, 
certainly to the imputation; but I protest that I am big enous} 
to rise above partisanship and become a patriot before | am 4 
partisan. I can put aside my partisanship, and very frequen:|y 
do. It does not argue because I am not of the political faiy), 
the Secretary of the Treasury, whatever his political faith may jj. 
that therefore I am actuated by any other than a proper iotiy, 
in inquiring into his official conduct. I do not understand ow 
his partisan friends can come to his rescue and undertake to block 
this inquiry. 

This morning, when I introduced a resolution of inquiry, 0})j:¢- 
tion came with the speed of lightning from the storm cloud, an 
under the rules of the Senate the resolution went over until to. 
morrow, and to-morrow will determine its fate, I suppose. Tho 
country will understand after to-morrow, if that resolution shal] 
be sent by a vote of the Senate to the Committee on Finance, that 
that is an end of the inquiry. That is the way we kill resolutions 
and kill inquiries here—send them to some committee dominated 
by the friends of the interest that the inquiry is to affect. 

Now, what do the letters constituting the correspondence }e- 
tween the National City Bank of New York and the Treasury 
Department, which can not be disputed or questioned, estal)|ish? 
That correspondence demonstrates that the independent banking 
system, which was established by this Governmenta half century 
ago or more, is entirely broken. The banks have unrestricted] 
and unrestrained rights, according to modern practices, to invade 
the Treasury Department and carry off the funds of the taxpayers 
and conduct private business upon those funds. It establishesthat 
these favors granted the National City Bank werein consideration 
of its political influence, and in consideration of the contributions 
= that bank and its directors to the Republican campaign fund 
of 1896. 

Mr. Hepburn, in his letter importuning the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make his bank the recipient of this tremendous sum 
of money, put it upon the sole and express ground that his hank, 
and the directors of the bank, were contributors to the Republican 
campaign fund of 1896. He did not put it upon the ground that 
his bank had better facilities than any other k to transact the 
business. It was a quid pro quo: ‘“‘ We helped the Republican 
patp in 1896 to get control of the Government; we contribute: of 
our funds to corrupt and debauch the ballot box, and now we ask 
as our consideration for it that we be given the right to transact 
business upon the Government's money, upon the money of tLe 
taxpayers of this nation.” 

It establishes that shortly after the request was made the Gov- 
ernment deposits in that bank ran up from $200,000 to $24,000.0'), 
and that for ten months there was carried of Government money 
in that bank, without any interest coming to the Government, in 
round numbers, between ten and eleven million dollars. It estab- 
lishes the fact that the Treasury Department of the United States, 
under the control of Mr. Gage, is paying off the political debts ot 
the Republican party. 

I asked yesterday, and I ask you gentlemen upon the other side 
of the Chamber now, when you come to oar to me, if you do 
me that honor, to point out an instance in all the history of your 
party and its domination of national affairs where it has come 
to the assistance of the agricultural or the industrial interests! 
the country. You may say 7 putting money in the banks 12 
New York it enables them to distribute it and sift it out throws! 
the country, and the geome get the benefit of it. Thatis a poor 
way to distribute the of the taxpayers of this nation. | 

Suppose a whole city were stricken with famine, and the ~ect™ 
tary of the Treasury should select some one bank in that «ity 
which to ——— money, enabling the people to go there and |t 
row of that k at its own rate of interest, and thus become t"° 
victim of that on, and when they —_—- to him that 
the money belonged to them as much as tothe bank he should say 
to them, ‘‘I have complied with all the reasonable requiremc0's 
of the situation in putting your own money into the hands of t!s 
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k to loan to you.” Would that beright?_ The Secretary of the 
no ry centralized this money in the ands of one organization, 
— the hands of that organization solely because it had been a 
and ‘ii contributor to the campaign fund of the party which he 
ris norrespondence, Mr. President, establishes a direct connec- 

.petween the Treasury Department of the United States and 

so standard Oil Company. There is an unbroken line that leads 
the ~v ne office of Lyman J. Gage to the office of John D. Rocke- 
i jler, in New York; and asone humble citizen of this nation, and 
- epresentative in partof a great agricultural tax-paying people, 
va test in the Senate of the United States that Mr. Rockefeller 
I Pi the Standard Oil Company shall not have any influence or 
control over the Treasury of my nation. : 

Mr. President, this correspondence discloses that even Mr. Gage, 
juring these transactions, was a little shy about meeting Mr. 
Morgan. He did not like to be caught in bad company, I sup- 
nose, So when it was suggested that Mr. Morgan should meet 
him in Washington, he said no; that he was going to Philadelphia 
to enjoy a little dinner given by the Bank of North America in 
his honor, and when there he would meet at the Walton Hotel, he 
caid, fixing the hour, Mr. Morgan and such other gentlemen as 
might desire to confer with him. . . 

| have always understood that Mr. Morgan is a great financier, 
accepted as such not only in the city of New York, but in this 
country and in Europe. What was there about Mr. Morgan or 
the interest he represented that made the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury hesitate to meet him openly in the Treasury Department in 
this city? Did Morgan propose to come to him with a proposition 
that was reprehensible and that would excite the resentment of 
the people or excite their distrust? Evidently so, or the Secretary 
of the Treasury would have received Mr. Morgan with the same 
erace and the same courtesy with which he should receive the 
humblest citizen of this nation. But he did not want to do that. 

So the correspondence establishes, what has been charged and 
what has been believed, that the Treasury Department is owned 
and dominated and controlled, throughout its length and its 
breadth, by the sharks and the gamblers of Wall street. The 
money of the people—the money of the 70,000,000 people who live in 
this land between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans and between 
Canada and the Gulf of Mexico, is put by the chief financial offi- 
cer of the nation into these banks as a gratuity, that they in turn 
may transact private business on it and enhance their fortunes. 

Mr. President, they were reaching out for everything in sight, 
and they will get it, too (it is only a question of time); and so 
they wanted the business of the United States with the Philip- 
pines. They wanted to handle all the money of the United States. 

I say to you, gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, that 
60 per cent of the money of the United States to-day that belongs 
in the Treasury Department is to be found in certain favored 
national banks as a gratuity to their owners. 

You may say the law gives the Secretary of the Treasury a right 
to select a national bank as a depositary, and in a qualified sense 
that is true, but not in the sense he would have us believe. He 
has a right to make a national bank a financial agent for the pur- 
pose of distributing money to the Army and Navy and contractors, 
and make other n distributions, to use it as a tentative 
means to the accomplishment of those ends. But it never was the 
intention of Congress or of the people of the United States that 
those banks should have the privilege of holding for an indefinite 
length of time unlimited sums of the Government's money. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will; yes, sir. 

Mr.SPOONER. Would the Senator think it would better serve 
pad interest to have it locked up in the Treasury, out of 
r uation: 

Mr. ALLEN. It would serve the public interest just as well as 
to have it in circulation by the National City Bank, and it cer- 
aoa would be safe; at least it would be where the people of the 
we States suppose it is and where by law it ought to be. 

ly, Mr. President, the Senator is taking exactly the tack I ex- 
pected he would take, and he is capable of making the worse 
oppene to be the better cause. I say this in compliment to his 
ability, He will stand on this floor and, with his magnificent pres- 
Tr e or he eplenaae an he will defend the conduct of the 

asury en 

= AL ee = not answer my question. 

- . . id. 
, The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLayinthechair). Does the 


Senator from Nebraska 5 a 
Mr, ALLEN, Yes, — to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
ar, 


ter te POONER. I asked the Senator whether it would be better 
it in © public interest to have the money in the Treasury or all of 
oan = le bank. Isimply asked him the question whether it 
: ve better in his judgment for the public interest to have it 


’n the national banks of the country or locked up in the Treasury. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I do not think it would be anything for the pub- 
lic interest to have it in the national banks. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator would rather have it locked up 
in the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLEN. When it would have to go there and pay the 
banks interest on it. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
get it at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is where it belongs. If you levy that 
money off the people it belongs in the Treasury Department. But 
the vice lies deeper than that, Mr. President, and the Senator can 
not escape through that avenue. You have taxed the people of 
the United States beyond all reason, and you have put a surp! 


But if locked up in the Treasury they could not 


in the Treasury of the United States that has no business there 
and that ought to be in circulation among the people from whence 
it came. 

By the sale of Government bonds, $200,000,000 of bonds, by the 
levy of a tremendous war tax, by the increase of duties under the 
Dingley Act, you have wrung from the people of the United 
States, the hard-working classes, almost $300,000,000, that are 
under the control of the Treasury Department to-day, the most 
of it in the national banks, in favored banks. There has not been 
a step taken to repeal or modify one of these acts, so that this 
tremendous sum of money may get out among the people again 
and there remain where it belongs. 

Until you repeal those laws or modify them and prevent this 
tremendous congestion of money you will not be able to deceive 
the people of the United States by saying that you have a large 
surplus there that ought to be in circulation, Repeal your tax or 
modify it and the money will not accumulate there, and you will 
not have the privilege of paying off your political debts by the 
use of public money. 

I realize, Mr. President, as fully as any man can realize that it 
is a hopeless and futile task for me to stand here and ask for an 
investigation. I do not expect an investigation. I would be sur- 
prised if it came. The Republican party has a majority in this 
Chamber by some 13 or 14. It is as complete a political machine 
as was ever organized upon this continent. It stands together 
and obeys the dictates of the caucus. When any resolution comes 
before this body for an investigation of this or any other transac- 
tion of a questionable character, you will see that side rise and 
vote against it as one man, with absolute unanimity. 

The caucus has done the work. I thank God I am not the vic- 
tim of caucus dictation and I never will be. 1 have a party of my 
own, and we can hold our caucus in the elevator. A man must 
subordinate his judgment, his conviction of right and wrong, to 
the voice of a mere majority, and he must walk up and take 
his medicine whether he wants to or not if the caucus says so. 
I know that there are gentlemen on that side of the Chamber who 
think this matter ought to be investigated, but who will be com- 
pelled by caucus dictation to vote against the resolution. 

No, Mr. President, I am not foolish enough to suppose that any 
investigation will ever be had. This resolution in the course of 
time will be duly embalmed by the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and it will be taken into the political crypt, 
into the room of the Committee on Finance of the United States 
Senate, and there with befitting rites, Mr. President, with hymn 
and song and ceremony, presided over by the splendid genius of 
my friend from Rhode Island, it will be buried so deep that the 
music of Gabriel’s horn will never reach it. The people will ask, 
What has become of thisresolution? They think the Senate of the 
United States is engaged in transacting the public business upon 
lofty ideas of the wants and demands of the country. They do 
not understand that the game of party politics opens with the 
opening of the Senate and closes with its adjournment. 

Mr. President, it may be that there will come from the North 
and the South and the East and the West a storm of indignation 
that will drive the Republican membership of this Chamber into 
an investigation, If that time comes and the clouds grow dark 
and thesky ominous, then the chief of the ceremonials of interment 
will bring out the corpse of this resolution and it will be passed 
in an emaciated and emasculated form. 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee will not emasculate it. It 
will not be the committee that will emasculate the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; the committee will do this work. It 
will be instrueted by the caucus what to do, and it will never fail. 
It will execute its orders, as the old-time executioner executed the 
or ers of the councilof state. There will be no trouble about that. 

But, Mr. President, I propose to do my duty as far as I under- 
stand it. Iam in the minority, it is true, but before free debate 
is finally cut off in this Chamber, as this morning’s proceedings 
would indicate it is to be, I want to raise my voice in protest 
against this method of conducting the public business, There 
will come a time no doubt when we shall be cut off here entirely 
and a czar rule of procedure will be adopted to prevent the expo- 
sure of this and like public iniquities which are taking place from 
time to time. 
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represent by protracting this discussion, and I do not propose to 
protract it any length of time. If this evidence were submitted to 
a jury on the question whether the Secretary of the Treasury had 
violated the obligation of the discharge of his plain duty, under 
proper ivstructions to that jury as to an interpretation of the law, 
there would be no question of the return of a verdict of guilty. 

But, Mr. President, the violation of statutes, the violation of 
their letter, the violation of their spirit, the violation of their pur- 
pose, has become so common and of such constant practice that 
we seem to think it is all right to do so, after all. 

A law, Mr. President, is made to be obeyed, not to be violated; 
and it is the spirit and policy and purpose of the law that is to be 
obeyed, for that is the law. When our ancestors established an 
independent Treasury Department for the purpose of divorcin 
the national finances from the banks of the country and requir 
our money to be kept in that independent Treasury, they intended 
that the law should be executed-in good faith; and when a great 
officer, charged as a trustee with the custody of millions of dollars 
of the money wrung from the taxpayers of this nation to pay off 
its obligations and its current expenses, takes the money with 
which he is intrusted and goes outside of the Treasury and places 
it in private institutions to advance and promote the interests of 
favorite corporations and favorite individuals, he is guilty of an 
open and flagrant violation of the law. I say this, as I saida 
moment ago, in absolute ea kindness to the gentleman who 
presides over the financial affairs of this nation.. 





ready. Eve 
sion in this 
with in that way. 
- We must begin to make some progress. 
tor from Tennessee informs me that he will be ready, 
I know the Senator from Michigan is thoroughly , 
make a long speech on the same side, ary 
have those speeches before the Senate so that Senat 
sider them before the vote is taken. 
that here is a vacant seat in this body that we sho 
the progress possible with that case. 
consideration on Monday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
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Mr. President, nothing is to be gained to me nor to the cause I are never so considered in the Senate. They are ta) 
speeches are made, and they are dropped until other «. 
important subject that has ever been »),,) 
y, according to my recollection, h» 


Now, the j 


We are very 
Therefore, I s 


Mr. President—— 


Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator from Connectient wy) ,. 


me, I ought to say, in reply to the statement of the s, 

New Hampshire, that he is possessed of information 

not have—namely, that I shall be prepared to speak 0), \). 
and am anxious to do so. I am not prepared to speak on; 
and I shall not be pre 
already stated—that the committee has been engay 
in the consideration of other matters, and it has bec) 
for me to give any consideration to that case. 


red at that time, for the res 


I repeat what I said, that in this case and in the . 


Who has ever heard of the Secretary of the Treasury going out | continued. 


to the people and talking with them on this subject? Has he 
called together the representative organizations of this nation, 
the great laboring organizations, the Grange, the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, the great organizations of agriculturists, and said anything 
to them? No; they are beneath his notice; they are not of his 
make; they are not of his class. They, Mr. President, are mere 


taxpayers in his opinion, and unworthy of notice. When this 
gentleman wants to talk about financial matters he puts on his 
dress suit and goes to New York or Philadelphia and sits down 


to a ‘little dinner” given by his friends, the bankers, There, 
without letting the people know anything about it, they parcel 
out the money of the taxpayers to the advantage of themselves, 
their friends, and their party. To this he willingly assents. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA—THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, for the purpose of giving notice that on Monday, after the 
routine morning business is finished, I shall call up the resolution 
before the Senate in reference to the vacant seat in this body from 
the State of Pennsylvania; and I ask Senators who intend to speak 
upon that question to kindly prepare themselves as soon as con- 
venient. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the notice given or sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall call up the Pennsylvania election 
case on Monday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At what time? 

Mr. CHANDLER, After the routine morning business. I 
think the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] may be 
ready at that time to speak on the question, unless the Senate re- 
fuses to consider the subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is aware that at 2 o'clock the 
unfinished business is made the order by the unanimous-consent 
agreement of the Senate; and I give notice that I shall object to 
4 order or business of any kind interfering with that order of 
the Senate. : 

Mr. CHANDLER, I understand that. It is very possible that 
the junior Senator from Tennessee may finish before 2 o'clock. 
It is my desire that the consideration of the election case shall 
begin on Monday and that the junior Senator from Tennessee 
shall speak on that day. 

Mr. BURROWS. i would suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections that whenever that case is taken 
up for consideration it is desirable that its consideration be con- 
tinued without interruption until it is concluded. Totake up the 
case on Monday and have an argument made upon it, and then 
another on Tuesday and so on, from day today, and possibly from 
week to week, to have some remarks made upon the case, is not 
the best way to consider and determine it. I therefore hope that 
the motion will not be pressed by the chairman, certainly in view 
of the fact, as he knows, that we are engaged every moment in a 
hearing before the Committee on Privileges and Elections in an- 
other matter, which is liable to occupy the attention of the com- 
mittee every day next week. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would bevery glad to have the case taken 
up and considered in the way the Senator from Michigan suggests 
it ought to be—that is, by continuous consideration—but no one 
knows any better than the Senator from Michigan that questions 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
Mr. BURROWS. 


has been done it ought to be done now. 
ably, will dispose ( 
it is taken up it be considered continuously until a vote is t 


0 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


Monday. 


of any case of this character, involving the right of a s,. ms 
his seat, the discussion ought to be, whenever it is enter, 


Has the Senator ever known of such) 4 ¢ 


since he has been in the Senate? 


I do not know that I have; but 

A couple o 

the case, and I would prefer that 
I do not object to that; but I 


i 


the case at the conclusion of the routine morning | 
The Senator from Rhode Island will please tale y 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the intimation was) 
this morning that because a notice had been given, tl 


Senate was bound to follow that notice. 


I will give noti 


the Senator from New Hampshire that I do not intend to fo!) 
that course, and that at 2 o’clock on each day I shall ins st ¢ 
the unfinished business be considered by the Senate, io the 


sion of eve 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


agree that as the financial bill is to be voted upon 


hing else, until it is disposed of. 


I do not want to interfere with that. | 


c 


1 
& WeeK fr 


next Thursday, if anybody wants to speak on that subject, he 


should have the preference. 


It is the universal experience int 


Senate that we havetwo or three subjects running along togeth 
and I intend that this privileged question concerning a yacant 
seat in the Senate shall have its chance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are four vacant seats in the Senat 
I understand it; I presume one of them is no more privileged thu 
~ other and that it is a matter for the Senate itself to determine. 


r, CHANDLER. 


The Senator only fortifies my remarks. 


There are four vacant seats in this body which may be influene| 


by a decision of the 


fore it is of such ree that nothing should interfere with 


it except the bill w 


question in the Pennsylvania case. Ther 


ich the Senator from Rhode Island has in 


charge, and that should interfere with it only because there has 


been an 


agreement to vote a week from next Thursday. If it 


were wisely disposed of, it would be indefinitely post; ned. 
TRANSACTIONS WITH NEW YORK CITY BANKs. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not know 
that it is of any particular importance, but I should like tos 
now, while this matter of procedure in the Senate is under 
sideration and may to some extent be affected by the notice whic 


has been 


ven by the Senator from New Hampshire, that {thins 


there ought to be an opportunity given at the next session 0! |! 
Senate for some observations, brief perhaps, in reply to tlie some 
what remarkable attack which has been made during the last tw 
mornings by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLE S| won! 
Secretary of the Treasury, both in his official and persona! «| ie 


ity. Ido not know whe 


er the Senator from Nebraska lias 


cluded his attack ornot. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
through. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


I understood that Senator to say be ™ 
He certainly has not publishe! 


his remarks which he submitted yesterday, and [ do think tht 


while that matter is 


opportunity given to say something upon that subje:t. 
it ought to be done on the next morning when the Sena‘ 


in session. 


before the Senate there ought to be ; = 
shall b 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President, will it not suit the convenic . s 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to call up the Pennsylvan 











case on Wednesday? An elaborate speech has been made here by 
the Senator from Nebraska, which has not yet appeared in the 
RECORD, of coarse, arraigning the Secretary of the Treasury and 
challenging somewhat the integrity of the management of the 
Treasury Department, and I for one desire to submit to the Sen- 
ate some observations in reply to it. I think the case to which 
the Senator refers will suffer not at all by being postponed until 
Wednesday. : 
SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, my attention has been called 
at this moment to the notice given by the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] that on Monday, February 5, he would 
address the Senate with reference to the Philippine Islands. His 
address will probably take the morning hour. Under the circum- 
stances I agree to the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin 
and give notice that I will call up the Pennsylvania case on Wed- 
nesday morning after the routine business is finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gives notice as indicated. The next business in order is the 
unfinished business. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 greatly regret that there seems to be no one 
ready to discuss the bill which is the unfinished business. I hope 
that the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber are not 
going to abandon the silver question or the money question, as | 
see it sometimes stated in the newspapers they intend to do, and 
I will certainly hope—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Rhode Island has made such 
a vigorous plea in favor of its retaining its place that I do not 
suppose there is very much need on this side. I understood the 
Senator in his various colloquies to insist that it was not put out 
of question by this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Linsist that the bill shall remain before the 
Senate; but the time fixed for the discussion and debate and the 
final voting on the bill was a in order that Senators on 
the other side might get ready to debate the question. 

Mr. CHILTON. We want some division of debate. 
going to make some speeches on the other side. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are quite content with the debate which 

has already taken place. 
Mr. CHILTON. Then the Senator ought not to be complain- 
ing. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We are quite ready to take a vote on the bill; 
and I suggest that if itis not the intention to discuss it further 
we come to an agreement to vote at once. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I am going to makea speech on the 
other side. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I expected that; it is well understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is perfectly well known that a 
number of Senators propose to make speeches on this bill. One 
Senator, for instance, has been wanting to speak for the last two 
or three days, but he is now out of the city, supposing that the 
Senate would, as usual, adjourn over Friday and Saturday. The 
Senator from Rhode Island need not distress himself about any 
failure to have his bill sufficiently discussed. It seems to me that 
it has already been completely torn to shreds, and if the Senator 
had followed the debate as far as it has gone he would not think 
a was any necessity for anything else to be said to absolutely 

se it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The speeches to which the Senator alludes 
must have been xaade when I was absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Most of them have been made while 
the Senator was absent, as he usually is. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will let us go to the Cal- 
endar for a few minutes. 


Mr. DAVIS, There is some executive business which I think 
ought to be attended to. 


COCKRELL. Let us goto the Calendar for thirty minutes. 
tr. DAVIS. Very well; I will give way for thirty minutes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Mi 
sota withdraw his motion? ER. Does the Senator from Minne- 


Mr. DAVIS, I withdraw it, and will renew it at the expiration 
of half an hour. 


Mr. COCKRELL. ith in i 
rogue endian Let the Calendar be proceeded with in its 


The PRESIDING , ; 
Will be announced, OFFICER. The first bill on the Calendar 


You were 
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JOSEPH W. CARMACK, 
The bill (S. 423) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack was an 
ik 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 
poses to pay to Joseph W. Carmack, late of Company A, Sixth 
Missouri Cavalry, the pay and allowances of a first sergeant of 
cavalry from the Ist day of May, 1862, to the 30th day of Septem- 


‘ 
A 


| ber, 1862, less any pay received by him during such period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JOHN S. NEET, JR, 

The bill (S. 424) for the relief of John S. Neet, jir., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that there sha!! 


’ 
: 


be paid to John S. Neet, jr., late a private in Company C, Thir 
Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, afterwards Company 
L, Sixth Missouri State Militia Cavalry, $100, in full payment o! 


| the sum allowed him in October, 1878, by the Third Auditor of the 
| Treasury Department. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JOHN M. DAVIS. 

The bill (S. 425) for the relief of John M. Davis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to revoke and set aside the general order, headquarters Depart- 


; ment and Army of the Tennessee, dated Huntsville, Ala., April 


ae 


30, 1864, issued by order of Major-General McPherson, approving 
and confirming the sentence of thecourt-martial dismissing John 
M. Davis, captain of Company H of the Sixty-third Regiment Ili 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and that there be issued to him an hon- 
orable discharge as of date of April 9, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EZRA S. HAVENS. 

The bill (S. 426) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay to EzraS. Havens, late captain of Company 
G, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, the pay 
and allowances of a captain of infantry in the late volunteer 
service from the 11th of March, 1862, to the 2d of February, 1863. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

A. F. FLEET, 

The bill (S. 427) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to 
relieve A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the Missouri Military Acad- 
emy, Mexico, Mo., from all money responsibility for so much of 
the ordnance and ordnance stores issued to the academy under its 
bond dated August 13, 1892, as was destroyed by fire on Septem- 
ber 24, 1896. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 


LAURA 8S. GILLINGWATERS., 


The bill (S. 428) for the relief of Laura S, Gillingwaters, widow 
of J. E, Gillingwaters, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of War, notwithstanding the rec- 
ords of the proceedings and sentence of the court-martial in the 
case of Private James E. Gillingwaters, late of Company H, 
Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, to issue to him an honor. 
able discharge of the date of his release from military control; it 
also directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be paid to 
Mrs. Laura 8S. Gillingwaters, widow of James E. Gillingwaters, 
all pay and allowances forfeited by the proceedings and sentence 
of the court-martial and full pay and allowances up to the date of 
his release from military control, and restores to him all rights 
and privileges forfeited by the sentence of the court-martial. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. HOWELL. 


The bill (S. 432) for the relief of James W. Howell, late o! 
pany H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Com- 
, Was 
It directs the Secre- 
tary of War to revoke and set aside General Orders, No. 10, Head- 
quarters United States Forces, Pine Bluff, Ark., July 31, 1865, 
issued by G. M. Mitchell, colonel commanding, approving the 
roceedings, findings, and sentence of the general court-martial 
in the case of James W. Howell, of Company H, Fifty-fourth Reg- 
iment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and to issue to him an honor- 
able discharge as of date July 31, 1865. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 






































































































RICHARD C, SILENCE. 


The bill (S. 433) for the relief of Richard C. Silence was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of War to enter on the rolls and to recognize Richard C., Silence 
as first lieutenant of Company I, First Regiment of West Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, from November 29, 1862, to March 7, 1863, and to 
issue to him an honorable discharge as of date March 7, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PERRY J, KNOLES, 


The bill (S. 436) to correct the military record of Perry J. 
Knoles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of Perry J. 
Knoles, a private of saapene E, One hundred and first Regiment 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, by removing the charge of desertion, 
and substituting therefor, ‘‘Absented himself from Benton Bar- 
racks in January, 1863,and was enrolled under the name of James 
Maddux on July 29, 1863, at Camp Dennison, Ohio, and mustered 
into service August 5, 1863, as a private in Company B, Second 
Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers, to serve three years, and served 
faithfully until he was honorably discharged at Knoxville, Tenn., 
on May 11, 1865,” and provides that no pay or allowance shall be 
given him during his absence without leave by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC M’CONNAUGHAY, 


The bill (S. 437) for the relief of Isaac McConnanghay, private, 
Company H, Fortieth lowa Infantry Volunteers, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to issue to Isaac McConnaughay a certificate of honorable dis- 
charge, to date from the 16th of November, 1862, as a private of 
Company H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, it having been 
established that the service rendered in that company and regi- 
ment in the name of Isaac McConnaughay subsequent to that date 
was rendered by Thomas J, McConnaughay, and that Isaac Mc- 
Connaughay shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
in the military service of the United States as a member of said 
cxeeataniiieds teu the 14th of August, 1862, until honorably dis- 
charged from the service; but he shall not be entitled to any pay, 
bounty, or allowances by any reason of the relief granted, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend, in line 5, on page 2, by 
striking out the word ‘‘any,” before the word ‘‘reason;” so as to 
read: 

That he shall not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or allowances by reason 
of the relief herein granted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. CRABTREE, 


The bill (S. 438) for the correction of the military record of 
James M, Crabtree was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of War to correct the military record of 
James M. Crabtree, late private, Company D, Thirty-second Regi- 
ment Missouri Infantry, by removing therefrom the charge of 
desertion and substituting therefor ‘*‘ absented himself without 
proper authority on January 10, 1863, and remained so absent 
until June 18, 1863, when he was enrolled, and on June 28, 1863, 
mustered into service in Company A, Eleventh Regiment Mis- 
souri Cavalry, and served faithfully to July 27, 1865, when he was 
honorably mustered out with Company F of said regiment, to 
which he had been transferred,” and to issue to him a certificate 
accordingly, showing his service; but he shall not be entitled to 
any pay, bounty, or allowance by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN R, LEONARD, 


The bill (S. 439) for the correction of the military record of John 
R. Leonard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of War to correct the mili record of John 
R. Leonard, private of Company D, Thirty-second Regiment Mis- 
souri Infantry, by removing therefrom the charge of desertion 
and substituting therefor ‘‘Absented himself without au- 
thority on January 10, 1868, and remained so absent to July 26, 
1863, when he was enrolled, and on September 10, 1863, was mus- 
tered into the service as a private in poaene E, Eleventh Reg- 
iment Missouri Cavalry, and was mustered out with his company 
July 25, 1865, serving faithfully during such term,” and to © 
to him a certificate accordingly, showing his service; but he shall 


1440 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 2. 













not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or allowance by virtue o: . 


act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ., 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an), 
PORT OF ASTORIA, OREG. 

The bill (S. 359) to extend the privilege of immediate {;», 
tation of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg,, y., 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides thai ¢), 
ilege of immediate transportation of dutiable goods, in acc, 
with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to amen). 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of (jy) 
goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880. 4), +)... 
amendments thereto, be extended to the port of Astoria. ();... _ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. o,.\, », 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pss. 


MEDALS FOR GALLANTRY IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERV! 


The joint resolution (S. R. 51) recognizing the gallantry , 
Frank H. Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter //, 
his officers and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hod.<,), 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meritori, “1 
ices in command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Mani» wa 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without ameya. 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thirg 
time, and passed. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that there may be published in tho 
RECORD, in connectiqn with the joint resolution which has jys¢ 


ar) 


is 


been passed, the report made regarding it, so that the reason 


its passage will a ; 

Mr. McMILLAN, I hope that wil! be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] will be complied with in the ap. 
sence of objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it ig so oy. 
dered. 

The report referred to, which was submitted by Mr. McMitivy 
from the Committee on Commerce January 4, 1900, is as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
recognizing the gallantry of Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, commanding tha 
revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; also retiring Capt. Danio! 
B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorions 
service in command of the cutter McCulloch at Manila, having duly consid. 
ered the same, report with a recommendation thatit pass. 

The facts ia the case are fully presented in the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the eccompanying papers, which are appended and made 
a part of this report. 


ye 
Ah 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 10, 1 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th 
instant, yierme me joint resolution (S. R. 25), Fifty-sixth Conyress, first 
session, ‘* Recognizing the gallantry of Lieut. Frank H. Newcom), command- 
ing the revenue cutter Hi) nm; of his officers and men; also retiring Capt. 
Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for effici: 
torious services in command of the cutter McCulloch at Manila,” ; 
ing me to furnish the committee with such suggestions as [ may deem proper 
touching the merits of the joint resolution and the propriety of its passay 

I respectfully return herewith the resolution referred to and cordially 
recommend the of the same. : 

There was no more heroic action ormed during the Spanish war than 
that by Lieutenant Newcomb, his officers and men, at the battle of Cardenas, 
May 11, 1898, and no more efficient and meritorious service than that per- 
formed by Captain Hodgsdon, commanding the McCulloch, at Mani): 

A joint resolution similar to this was passed by the Senate | lifty-fifth 
Congress) June 29,1898. In this connection I transmit herewith the follow- 


ing papers: , 
ree reports by Lieutenant Newcomb on the part of his command at the 
battle of Cardenas, Cuba. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, commending the gallantry of 
Lieutenant Newcomb. 

A letter by Admiral George Dewey, commending Capt. D. B. Hode 
the McCulloch, at the battle of Manila. 

Copy of the message of the President to the Fifty-fifth Congress, 1 
men ing ition of the services of Newcomb oma Hodgsdon. 
es 


aa L. J. GAGE, Secretary 
Hon. Wrra1AM P. Fre, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


To the Congress of the United States: 


On the llth of May, 1898, there occurred a conflict in the bay of Card nas 
Cuba, in which the naval torpedo boat Winslow was disabled, her comman ier 
wounded, and one of her officers and a part of hercrew killed by the enemys 


re. 

In the face of a most galling fire from the enemy’s guns the revenu: cutter 
Hudson, commanded by Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, United States Kev- 
enue-Cutter Service, rescued the disabled Winslow, her wounded commanicr, 
eer yee) The of the Hudson his vessel in the very 
hottest fire Se eaten, ebtonsly Ss comptes Grmgee of ing ashore on ac- 
count of the shallow water, until he finally got a line e fast to the Wins- 
low and towed that vessel out of range of the enemy's guns, a dee! special 


Irecommend that, in vosaguition et thectenal act of heroism of First Liew . 
Frank H. Newcomb, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, above set fort), 
the thanks of Congress be extended to him and to his officers and men 0! ‘1° 
Hudson, and that a gold medal of honor be presented to Lieutenant Newco» 
a silver medal of honor to each of his and a bronze medal of honor to 
each member of his crew who served with at Cardenas. 
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1] be remembered that Congress, by appropriate action, recognized | forward, and finally the Hudson was backed off into deeper water. We then 
It wit i commanders of ships of war for their services in the battle of | sounded our way down the channel about a mile, when we met the W% 
the eve. i 1898 ton coming slowly in. 
Manila, — der of the revenue cutter Hugh McCulloch, present and inactive Allthree vessels then proceeded into the bay, the Wil tonintl nter 
Thecom with the fleet under Commodore Dewey on that occasion (by | with the Winslow on her port bow and the ront ta rd. After 
c operation der, under the srovisions of section 2757, Revised Statutes), is presceding in this manner for several miles, the Nidson was ordered to fall 
Executive oan of a naltonal ship to whom promotion or advancement mack upon the Wilmington’s starboard quarter, clear of her gu suy 
the only — could not be given, because he already held the highest rank mented by, ** When you get up there, gather in all you can rhe 
was not ate « Revenue-Cutter Service. occupied a similar position on the opposite side 
known Frecommend that in recognition of the efficient and meritorious serv- About 1 p. m., when nearly abreast of Corogal Point, the H 


ices of Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, who | dered by the Wilmington to “Go outand look for 
ices 0 . 







rsma \ rely 
ied the Hugh McCulloch at the battle of Manila (that officer being | we started over to the northward, toward Diana Cay i circled along the 
oT ixty-third year of his age, and having served continuously onactive | western shore of the bay, standing as near in to the as the shoal water 
now in the hirt procaed years), be placed upon the permanent waiting orders | would permit. In crossing the main ship channel three black buoys were 
duty for t list of the Revenue-Cutter Service on the full duty pay of his grade. | seen in line, about half a mile apart, which were avoided for fear they marked 
or re ri 


WILLIA CKINLEY. 


torpedoes or mines. Finally, at 1.35 p. m., not having seen vessels of any 
kind whatever on that side of the bay, we steamed at full speed toward the 
Wilmington and Winslow, now nearing Cardenas. 

At 1.45 p. m. they had arrived off the city and were steaming to the east 
ward along the water front, probably 1; miles offshore. Suddenly the Wins 
low dashed in toward the wharves, and when about 1,800 yards distant, the 
smoke of a gun fired from the center of the city front was observed. Both 
vessels immediately returned the fire; more guns followed from the shore, 
and when we arrived at the scene, about ten minrtes later, a general engage 
ment was in progress. The Hudson steamed in between a bark and a full- 
rigged brig lying at anchor, and taking a position about 1,800 yards from the 
shore, off the western end of the city, opened fire with her two 6 pounder 
Driggs-Schroeder guns upon the enemy's battery, which could only be located 
by the smoke from the guns. Meantime the Wilmington had turned and was 
steaming slowly to the westward, outside of the Hudson. The Winslow still 
maintained her original position when first fired upon. After firing several 
rounds from the Hudson's guns it was seen that she would soon be in line 
with the Wilmington'sfire. Accordingly we ran out around the latter vessel 
toobtainaclearer field for our operations. Passing within hail of the Wilmi 
ton, Lasked, pointing toward the Winslow, “ 
in?’ The answer was, “ Yes.” 

Up to this time I had received no official intimation whatever as to the 
object in view, nor what part the Hudson was expected to take in the affair. 
A signal had been flying from the Wilmington’s masthead for some time, 
which could not be made out from the Hudson. What it signified I have 
never been informed. 

The Hudson ran in at full speed until about 150 yards inshore of the Wins 
low and a short distance to the eastward, when the engine was stopped and 
firing resumed with the two 6-pounders. Upon our original entry into the 
engagement the first two or three shells from each gun struck the water a 
trifle short of the city front, but after that all of our shells appeared to land 
in among the buildings on shore, some of them in close proximity to the 
enemy's guns. 

After having been in action a few minutes it was noticed that the Winslow 
was moving about ina very strange and erratic manner, and it was found 
quite difficult at times to avoid a collision with her. She was darting back 
and forth in line with the city front, and as the fire of the enemy appeared 
to be directed mainly upon her it was concluded finally that sho was being 
maneuvered in this way to avoid the fixed, concentrated range of 
It was afterwards learned that one of her boilers and the steering engine 
had been struck and disabled, and that her commander was trying to point 
either end of her offshore in order to withdraw. 

The enemy’s shells were falling and bursting all over and around the two 
vessels, and why the Hudson was not seriously damaged by them is beyond 
comprehension. I saw one shell, that passed close over the top of our pilot 
house, strike the Winslow, but fortunately it failed to burst. Another shell, 
apparently a large one, passed close to us, and, striking the water alongside 
the Wilmington, half a mile outside, threw a column of spray nearly as high 
as her bridge. The use of smokeless powder in some of the enemy's guns 
made it impossible to locate them; but their marksmanship was very poor, 
and many of their shells struck the water a long way inside of us. We had 
been firing steadily for about twenty minutes, most of thetime lying inshore 
of the Winslow, and often between her and the enemy’s guns as we maneu 
vered for position, when it was reported to me that she was probably dis- 
abled. I immediately offered assistance to her commanding officer, which he 
declined by a negative shake of the head. Tenor fifteen minutes later, when 
we were to windward and outside of the Winslow, he reported his vessel as 
totally disabled, and requested to be towed out of range of the enemy's guns. 
This was the first definite information received on board the Hudson of the 
Winslow’s condition. 

There was quite a fresh breeze blowing obliquely on shore from the east- 
ward, and the Winslow was making so much leeway in consequence, and 
constantly shoaling the water, that I found it very difficult to bring the Hud- 
son in position to throw a line to her. Our propeller was constantly stirring 
up the bottom, and steerageway was invariably lost as soon as the speed 
siackened. It was upward of thirty minutes before we succeeded in getting 
hold of the Winslow's towline and started ahead with her. While making 
the effort the Wilmington had been firing over us, and a number of her 
shells exploded upon leaving the guns, the fragments striking the water all 
around us. 

We were within 100 feet of the Winslow when a shell exploded killing En 
sign Bagley and three men, and the sad casualty was distinctly visible t 
most of our officers and crew. The Wilmington fired the last guns in the en 
gagement, apparently silencing the enemy's batteries. When we started 
ahead with the Winslow, the Wilmington was nearly a mile distant, steaming 
out to windward. The Hudson f« uaee, Gonty with the Winslow. The lat 

ter vessel's steering gear being disabled, she was yawing about wildly, and 
The es z we had not proceeded more than a quarter of a mile when the towline parted 
stantl oaiene then led very slowly up the channel, sounding con- It was a matter of only a few minutes to get out another towline, and then 
eseoaiaian oe eeling the way, going ahead and backing on the engine | we went ahead again. After a long and laborious chase dead to windward, 
her. She rad Oftentimes there was less than 6 inches of water under | we finally overtook the Wilmington, and hailing her requested that the doctor 
up to Within toy awing 9 foot 4inches aft. In about an hour we had worked | be sent on board the W inslow. Both vessels had been attempting to wigwag 
the eastward yards of the sunken pioope. Then, finding deeper water to | the same message to the Wilmington for some time previou sly 
tifled und » we worked around inside of them and stopped, not feeling jus- After the dead and wounded had been transferred to the Wilmington, we 
nder our orders to proceed farther into the bay. made fast alongside the Winslow in an endeavor to tow her in that manner. 
watchin —_ Spanish gunboat came within about 3 miles of us, evidently | But owing to the roughness of the bay it was found that the water thrown 
of Diana Cay, and Roan After lying still ten minutes about half a mile east | up between the two vessels was likely to sink the Winslow in her shattered 
any nearer’ cena finding that the enemy's gunboat was not disposed to come | and disabled state, so the attempt was abandoned. About 4 p.m. we started 
umn ion evel ge feeesins ale ide about ll o’clock. | out of the ner the re = tow astern. following in she wake of the 
- , rside chias ¢ lark. an¢ 0.50 p. m 
pedo boat Winslow had rea he ia mington, which vessel and the tor- | Wilmington. e arrived alongside the Machias at dark, and at 9.30 p. m 


S 7il- ing the to boat, started for Key West with dispatches and the 
mington we were mig hy ourabsence. By the Wil- | dropping the o boat, started for Key st with dispatches an i 


to wi and sound out the chan- | dead and wounded from the Winslow, arriving there at 7.30 on the following 
our mall eae gaere = the iereest ofthe Blanco Cays, and tosweep it with | morning. : 
which by 3 a oa peak ow away, following the Winslow, While I may not particularize any individual act of heroism during the 
ern end od eee Ree speed soon distanced us. When off the east- | action without doing an injustice to others equally as meritorious, I take 
and sto with oy, ¥ at full speed, the Hudson grounded | great pleasure in directing the attention of the Department to the cool and 
attempts to back BE. tect of water under her. ter several ineffectual | efficient manner in which each and every officer and member of the crew 

off, the 6-pounder ammunition in the after hold was carried | performed the duties intrusted to him. 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 27, 1898. 


Unirep STATES NAVAL FORCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
. ELAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, Phil'rpine Islands, June 12, 1898. 


t: ke pleasure in bringing to the attention of the Department the 

> oT cgchens of Capt. Danicl B. Hodgsdon, Revenue-Cutter Service, 

commanding the McCulloch, while serving in the squadron under my com- 

% The McCulloch steamed from Hongkong to Manila Bay in the squadron 

format ion and ran the batteries at the entrance with the squadron, and, while 

not placed in the line of battle at the battle of Manila Bay, was kept near by 
ved in readiness to assist any vessel that might be disabled. 

§. Since joining my command, and up to the time of his detachment, Cap- 
tain Hodgsdon has kept the McCulloch in a high state of —- and ready 
to move at @ moment's notice, and made her a valuable auxiliary to the 
wT request that the Department will communicate this report tothe hon- 
orable the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, 
Commanding United States Naval Force on Asiatic Station. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
= Washington, D. C. 


Shall I go down there and pitch 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 15, 1898. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant and to forward herewith a copy of the report requested. I regret 
that inadvertently a copy of this letter was not forwarded to you immedi- 
ately after it was received. 

The rescue of the Winslow by the Hudson was so gallantly done, in the face 
of a most galling fire, that First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, Revenue-Cutter 
Service, commanding, his officers and men, deserve the warmest commenda- 
tion. The Winslow was riddled with shell, disabled, helplessly drifting onto 
the beach into the hands of the enemy, her captain wounded, her only other 
officer and half her crew killed, but the Hudson courageously remained by 
her in the very center of the hottest fire of the action, agen in constant 
danger of going ashore on account of the shallow water, until finally a line 
was made fast to the Winslow and that vessel towed out of range of the 
enemy's guns. 


Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary. 
The SECRETARY Of THE TREASURY. 


their guns. 





U. 8. 8. Hupson, 
Key West, Fla., May 13, 1898. 

S1r: In obedience to De ent order of the 19th instant I have the honor 
to submit the following full detailed report of the part taken by my command 
. corporation with vessels of the Navy in the recent action at Cardenas, 

u 

At daylight on the morning of the 11th instant the Hudson was cruising on 
blockade duty off Carde: about 6 miles north of Cruz del Padre light-house, 
in meee with the U. 8. S. Machias. The smoke of a steamer aporneching 
from the eastward was discovered, and the Hudson was pointed for it under 
a full head of steam. As soon as near enough to ascertain the steamer to be 
the U,S. 8. Wilmington the Hudson was headed to the westward, following the 
Machias toward the day anchorage under Piedras Cay. As we rounded Mona 
- ay = smantas signaled, “Regulate your movements by this vessel,” which 

The Machias led the vente by Piedras Cay and up the outer bay, and at 
about 9 o'clock came to anchor 1} miles NNE. of Diana Cay, one of the islands 
cuarding the inner approaches to Cardenas Bay. At this time three Spanish 
gunboats were observed in the western part of the bay, 4 or 5 miles distant, 
steaming slowly toward Cardenas. 

Upon approaching within hail the Hudson was ordered by the Machias to 
eg up toward two sunken in the channel on the east side of Diana 
‘ ae around, and see what could be found. As an impression prevailed 
0} ; - rd that torpedoes had been planted in this channel, I asked the Machias, 
- you want us to go up to those sunken vessels?”» The answer was, ‘* No; 


































































































1442 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Fesrvary 9 





















stantial recognition in tne power of the Government for their hero; 
upon this occasion. é IC Services 
I take pleasure in testifying to the remarkable bravery displayed | 

tenant Bernadou and the men of the Winslow, and consider jt ;. > /!eu 
greatest a of my life to have been an eyewitness of their 3. ,/2° 
a time when many men would have felt justified in abandoning 4\) \°" 
ae such officers and such men the American nation may we!| be pr he Pe 
ts Navy. roud 9 


Vi t the combined efforts of all hands on board this vessel, the Win- 
ani i. surviving members of her crew would have been lost. 


Respectfully, yours, FRANK H. NEWCO 
First Lieutenant, RB. C. S., Commanding. 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


—_—~ Respectfully, yours, FRANK H. NEWcowe 
U. 8.8. Hupsox, First Lieutenant, B.C. 8., Conn: 
Key West, Fla., May 13, 1898. The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, uling 


Washington, D. C. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PROVIDENCE, R, I. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the e y«:.... 
tion at this time of Senate bill 1590, for a public building at pp. 
dence, R. I., which has been reported favorably from the Coy.:,, 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ELKINS. Can not we proceed with the Calendar \ 
have only about eight minutes left for its consideration, — 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lhope the Senator will allow the })j/ 
I have referred to be passed. 

Mr. ELKINS. I must object. I want to get the bills throy.) 
which I have reported, and two of them come next on the (‘),. 
dar. If the bill of the Senator from Rhode Island is taken y», 
there will not be time enough left for their consideration,  ~’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There will not be time to coy. 
sider the bills referred to by the Senator from West Viroin;. 
within eight minutes. They are 7 important bills, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To which bills does the gop. 
ator refer? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bills which are numbey 
and 37 in the Order of Business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are bills toextend the laws relating , 
commerce, navigation, and merchant seamen over Puerto icy 
and the Hawaiian Islands. 


S1r: I have the honor to submit the following report of the participation 
of this vessel in the engagement with the Spanish forces at Cardenas on the 
1lth instant. 

At 11.30 a. m., while off the main entrance to Cardenas Bay, the Hudson 
was ordered by the senior officer present to accompany the U. 5. 8. Wilming- 
ton and the U. 8. torpedo boat Winslow inside. All three vessels started 
immediately, and, after some preliminary soundings to determine the best 
water, passed through Blanco Channel into the bay and headed for Cardenas. 

About | p. m., when abreast of Co’ 1 Point, the Hudson was ordered by 
the commanding officer of the U. 8. 8S. Wilmington to ‘‘go out and look at 
smallecraft.” Steamed over toward Diana Cay and si the western shore 
of the bay. Discovered no vessels, and, observing that the Wilmington and 
Winslow were nearing Cardenas, at 1.35 p. m. steamed toward them at full 
speed. . 

At 1.45, when a little over a mile distant from our vessels, saw com- 
mence from shore, which was immediately returned by our ships. At 1.50, 
when within range of the shore guns, the Hudson opened fire upon them with 
her two 6-pounders. Observing that the Winslow was quite inshore and ex- 
posed tothe full strength of the enemy’s guns, ran up alongside of the Wil- 
mington and asked if we should go to Herassistance (Winslow). Received the 
answer, “ Yes; and at once steamed into the immediate vicinity of the 
Winslow, keeping up a constant and — fire from the Hudson's battery 
upon the enemy’s guns on shore. At2.20 commanding officer of the Winslow 
reported his vessel totally disabled, and requested to be towed out of range. 
Owing to the shoal water and the rapid drift toward shore of the Winslow 
(the wind was onshore), it was — thirty minutes before the Hudson suc- 
ceeded in making a line fast from the Winslow and started ahead with her. 
The enemy kept up aconstant fire during this time, which appeared to be 
especially directed toward the Winslow, and which was returned at every 
opportunity by the Winslow and Hudson. 

The Winslow was towed alongside the Wilmington, from which vessel a 
boat was sent with a medical officer, who transferred the dead and wounded 


mumit- 


l to which 


irginia 


ed 36 


from the Winslow to the Wilmington. Finally, at about 3.30 p. m., all three 4 : Sneas Bf 27 ond a 
vessels steamed out of the bay, the Winslow in tow of the Hudson. . At about Mr. ae . ee ene soe wana wae and 39 
dark joined the U. 8. 8. Machias outside, where the Winslow was anchored. | Can NO ) coms’ ered within e time owe 118 morning, 

AS 0.15 p. us. the Budson.eaates te Fag See Lyre me pe pete wp nd Mr. COCKRELL. Of course — be impossible to consider 
officer commanding that station, and carrying the dead and woun rom | those bills under the five-minute e. 

the Winslow. Reported to the senior officer commanding at Key West at . ° ‘ 

7.10 on the moreno of the i2th instant, The only damage resulting to the Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam ready to have any of thosp 


bills taken up at any time when they can be considered, but it can 
not be done this morning. 

Mr. ELKINS. Under the circumstances I withdraw my objec. 
tion to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr, 


Aor. ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I inquire what is the order of business on 
Ley  aemaal of the bill in charge of the Senator from Rhods 
Islan 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not on the printed Calendar. It was re. 
ported this morning from the Committeeon Public Buildings ani 
Grounds. . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. 1590) for the erection of a public 

ilding at Providence, R. I. It directs the Secretary of the 

Treasury to a as a donation from the city of Providence, 
R. L, a suitable lot of land situated in Exchange place, in that 
city, easterly of the east line of Exchange street extended, and to 
cause to be erected thereon a commodious and substantial build- 
ing, with fireproof vaults, for the accommodation of the United 
States ice, district and circuit courts, custom-hous, 
internal-revenue and other Government civil offices in that city, 
and a tes a sum not exceeding $1,500,000 for the erection 
ofa thereon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order! 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, K ANS. 
Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consit- 


Hudson caring the engagement was a few slight marks from small projectiles 
upon two of the fire-room ventilators and a few bullet marks upon the out- 
side of the pilot-house plating. One hundred and thirty-five shells were fired 
from the two 6-pounders during the action. 
Respectfully, yours, FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
First Lieutenant, R. C. 8., Commanding. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 


Washington, D. C. 


U. 8. 8. Hupsox, 
Key West, Fla., June 16, 1898. 

Sir: For the better information of the Department, I have the honor to 
submit the following supplemen: sages containing certain facts relating 
to the part taken by this vessel in the late engagement at Cardenas on the 
rie —, which were omitted in the hasty preparation of my report of the 
8lst ultimo. 

The injuries sustained by the Hudson from the enemy's projectiles were 
as follows: The hull was struck in two places below the as on the star- 
board side, and two on the port side, one below guards and the 
other on the after fi piece between the guards, evidently by a piece of a 
large projeotie, as it left quite a deep dent in the hard wood. No 
resulted from the other places struck beyond knocking off the paint and 
scaling the iron at the points of contact. 

The rudder on the port side where it joins the stock was struck once with 
similar results. The forward fire-room ventilator on the starboard side 
above the upper deck was struck four one only resulting in a ora- 
tion three-fourths of an inch in diameter. after ventilator on same 
cide was streck once and perforated, the hole being about one-half of an inch 
in ¢ eter. 

The after end of the pilot house was spattered with numerous small 
of lead, each of which was buried out of sight in the wood. The t er 
work of the cabin was shaken and shattered more or less the fire of the 
other 6 gounter, while windows, lamp shades, and other articles were 
Bmasned. 

During the action 135 rounds were fired from the two 6-pounder guns. 
The Colt automatic gun on the upper deck was not used, its fire being re- 
served for short range in case the vessel became disabled and drifted 


near 
the shore. tion use joint resol : ast one on 
Second Lient. J. H. Scott was in charge of the after 6- and Third the a joins eeem Me, G, which is the last 0 
Lient. E. E. Mead of the forward one. The coolness intrepidity mani- | “26 ° i ‘ the 
tested by these gentlemen in handling their F ve gun's crews and tak. There being no objection, the Senate, as in pematione of th 
, ge of every favorable opportuni an effective shot a oceed consi the j i . J. Res. 6) 
the enemy, and their efforts under the mest circumstances to run Whole, « oo to oe joint eon = appropria 
lines to the disabled Winslow, are deserving of the highest commendation. aw g ar to use $60, of the approp! h 
The professional skill and promptness diple by Mr. N. E. Cutchin, the | tions for the support of Regular and Volunteer Army for the 


engineer (first assistant) in charge, in respon to the constant and exact- 
ing demands upon the machiners in maneuvering the vessel, merit unstinted 
praise. Not the slightest hitch or delay of any kind occurred iu the work- 
ings of his department, and the successful issue of the day's was 
undoubtedly ue in a great measure to his efforts and those of men under 


m. 

Whenever the services of Second Assistant Engineer T. D. Lewton could 
be spared from the engine and fire rooms he cheerfully repaired to the 
house, where his aid in locating the other vessels pm the direction 
enemy's guns, in the midst of the dense smoke from the Hudson's guns which 
at =. ~ vailed, ae Pe utmost en 

and every member o © crew, the boatswain do Moses 
Jones, the colored boy, who attached himself to the after nee 
to have a shell ready when it was needed, did his whole and 
without the least hesitation. This appears the more in of 
the fact that none of them had ever been under fire before, and that the guns 
were without protection or shelter of any kind. They deservethe most gub- 


sonal, Jane 30, 1900, for the construction of a modem 
military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. | : 
The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Mil. 

strike with amendments, in line 4, after the word “dollar 
to out “out” and insert “or so much thereof as may & 
iguemiien ;” and in line 6, after the word “hospitals,” to strike out 
onl insert wn richaer anes thereof as Ae. pen , 

‘ — appropriations for the suppor 
30° — won Saat Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending Jane 
tis — March 3, 1899;” so as to make the joint resol 
on : 


Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. authorized 
and empowered to use the sum of $00,000. oF so much thereof as may 


i 








1900. 
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a riated for the construction and repair of hos- 
necessary, of at — sppropriations for the support of the Regular and 
ita’ toor Army for the year ending June 30, 1900, approved March 3, 
oitfor the constru of a modern military post hospital at the said Fort 
1m, Caworth, Kans., and the limit of cost of said hospital is fixed at said sum. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. as 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. ; 
The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


COMMUTATION OF RATIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8. 2727) authorizing payment of commuta- 
tion of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who served on de- 
tached duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1399. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for 
a moment? I wish simply to offer a resolution, to lie over. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask that it may lie over—not on the table—so that I can 
speak to it on Monday. fii pea 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is simply offered as a reso- 
lution to go over under the rule? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas from the hour of achieving their own independence the people of 
the United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other peo- 
ple to free themselves from European domination: Therefore, , 

Resolved, That we watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle 


of the South African Republic against cruelty and oppression, and our best 
hopes go out for the full success of their determined contest for liberty. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I notice that the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carvery] has given notice that he will speak on Monday 
next on the resolution in regard to the Philippines. If there shall 
be time after that Senator shall have concluded, I wish to speak to 
this resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Patt] gave notice that he intended to make some remarks 
in answer to the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. ALLEN]. 

m PETTIGREW. That may probably consume the time on 
onday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with an amendment the concurrent resolution of the Senate to 

rint 7,000 copies of somuch of the civil re of Maj. Gen. John 

. Brooke, military governor of the island of Cuba, made to the 
Adjutant-General of the United States Army, etc., in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 
The me 


j ssage also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2481) to present to the city of Nash- 
Ville, State of Tennessee, the cannon of the gunboat Nashville from 
which was fired the first shot in the Spanish-American war; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS, I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive Dusiness. 
a motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
ideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five 
oie spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
M ae clock and 5 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until 
onday, February 5, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 2, 1900. 
POSTMASTER. 
Harry 8, Bd 


Bibb and aa to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 


— the place of J, H. Hertz, whose 
commission expired February 1, 1900, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


First Lieut. Charles D. Palmer, Sixth Artillery, to be assistant 
quartermaster with the rank of captain, January 31, 1900, vice 
Ruhlen, promoted. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1900. 
MARSHAL. 

Charles Lewiston, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 

States for the western district of Wisconsin. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
La Mesa, Cal., to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, 
in Oklahoma Territory. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Thomas B. Hildebrand, of Albia, Iowa, to be receiver of public 

moneys at Rampart City, Alaska. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 

First Lieut. Odus C. Horney, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 
tain, December 8, 1899. 

CAVALRY ARM, 

Lieut. Col. Camillo C. C. Carr, Fifth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
January 23, 1900. 

Maj. Henry Jackson, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
January 23, 1900. 

Capt. Henry P. Kingsbury, Sixth Cavalry, to be major, January 
, 1900. 

First Lieut. George L. Byram, First Cavalry, to be captain, 
January 23, 1900. 


2 
23 


INFANTRY ARM. 

To be majors. 
Capt. Herbert S. Foster, Eighteenth Infantry, November 15, 
1899. 

Capt. John C. Dent, Twentieth Infantry, December 15, 1899, 

Capt. George K. McGunnegle, Fifteenth Infantry, December 18, 
1899. 

Capt. Edgar B. Robertson, Twentieth Infantry, January 12, 
1900. 

Capt. Charles A. Booth, Seventh Infantry, January 15, 1900 
(subject to examination). 

To be captains. 

First Lieut. Harry H. Bandholtz, Seventh Infantry, November 
15, 1899. 

First Lieut. Henry T. Ferguson, Thirteenth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 15, 1899. 

First Lieut. Henry G. Learnard, Fourteenth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 15, 1899. 

First Lieut. John H. Wholley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, No- 
vember 20, 1899. 

First Lieut. Peter Murray, Twenty-first Infantry, November 
26, 1899. 

First Lieut. Paul A. Wolf, Fourth Infantry, December 2, 1899, 

First Lieut. Henry G. Lyon, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 15, 1899. 

First Lieut. George D. Moore, Twenty-third Infantry, Decem- 
ber 15, 1899. 

First Lieut. Willis Uline, Twelfth Infantry, December 18, 1899. 
First Lieut. Ernest B. Gose, Thirteenth Infantry, December 23, 
1899. 

First Lieut. Charles C. Clark, Fifth Infantry, January 12, 1900. 

First Lieut. Vernon A. Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Janu- 
ary 15, 1900. 

First Lieut. Edmund L. Butts, Fifth Infantry, January 18, 1900, 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Maj. William H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, January 29, 1900. 

Capt. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, to be major, 
January 29, 1900. 

First Lieut. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, to be captain, 
January 29, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Harley B. Ferguson, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant, January 29, 1900. 

Infantry arm, 

Lieut. Col. William 8. McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
colonel, January 29, 1900. 

Maj. Charles R. Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, January 29, 1900, 
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Capt. George B. Walker, Eleventh Infantry, to be major, Janu- 
ary 20, 1900. 





APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
To be chaplain. 


tev. Edmund P. Easterbrook (late chaplain Two hundred and 
second New York Volunteers), of New York, January 31, 1900. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 


To be assistant odjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel. 


Maj. Samuel D. Sturgis, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Volunteers (first lieutenant, Sixth Artillery, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900, 


To be inspector-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. Russell B, Harrison, inspector-general, United States Vol- 
unteers, January 24, 1900. 


To be surgeon with the rank of major. 


Maj. Eugene L. Swift, surgeon, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers (captain and assistant surgeon, United States 
Army), January 24, 1900. . 


THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Frank I. Otis, Company A, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 25, 1900. 


TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY, 


Sergt. Maj. Clyde B. Crusan, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 29, 1900. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE Navy. 


Karl Ohnesorg, a citizen of Connecticut, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 27th day of January, 1900, 


PROMOTION IN THE Navy. 


Gunner Frank H. Whitney, to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of January, 1900, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 8, 1899, 


POSTMASTERS. 


John B. Stong, to be postmaster at Bellbuckle, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Tennessee. 

Edmund D. Hughes, to be eae at Mountpleasant, in the 
county of Maury and State of Tennessee. 

Hayward H. Riddell, to be tmaster at The Dalles, in the 
county of Wasco and State of Oregon. 

Lauriston H. Condit, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Missouri. 

Frederick A. Smith, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the 
county of New London and State of Connecticut. 

William M. Newell, to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 

Elizabeth J. Hudspeth, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Howard and State of Arkansas. 

Clark H. Barker, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine. 

W.N. Burdick, to be postmaster at Postville, in the county of 
Allamakee and State of Iowa. 

R. Clifford Tyler, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

Evert J. Pruim, to be peeneetee at Zeeland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan, 

Samuel E. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

George P. Bliss, to be tmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Harry L. Jaques, to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

Henry C. Wright, to be postmaster at Webster Grove, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 

William G. Kitchen, to be tmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
= of Stoddard and State of Missouri. 

William E, McGuire, to be p caeeeneten at Pawhuska, in the 
Osage Nation of Oklahoma Territory. 

O. H. Willard, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Charles G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York. 

John Harvey, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 

ue and State of Texas. 

Elizabeth L. Bampfield, to be tmaster at Beaufort, in the 

county of Beaufort and State of South Carolina. 
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Isaac W. Rush, to be postmaster at Stroud,in the eoyy, 
Lincoln, Oklahoma Territory. nty of 
William H. Mosby, to be postmaster at Bedford City ;,, 4 
county of Bedford and State of Virginia. re 

Frank 8. Huckins, to be postmaster at Ashland, in ¢}).., 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. ; 
Eli Hawks, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county of p..).. 
and State of Wisconsin. _ 

Charles E. Townsend, to be postmaster at Brunswick ;, . 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. aeree 
Wilbur Sawyer, to be postmaster at Brewer, in the « 
Penobscot and State of Maine. : 
William C. Balee, to be pean at Guthrie, in the connty.. 
Todd and State of Kentucky. ee 
Fred Slocum, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Ty. 
cola and State of Michigan. S esi 
Frank A. Peavey, to be postmaster at Upton Works 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan. 
William_H. Coffey, to be postmaster at Tufts College, in th. 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
William S. McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Avon, in the com ty 
of Livingston and State of New York. 
D. D. Cottrell, to bepostmaster at North Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. ; 
John M. Brown, to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, in the eo 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 
Mary W. Chase, to be postmaster at Derby Line, in the 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. 
Peter H. Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Wayland, in tho 
county of Steuben and State of New York. : 
Henry P. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. : 
Alfred H. Cole, to be tmaster at St. Marys, in the county of 
Pleasants and State of West Virginia. . 
Albert J. Munson, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Mason and State of Washington. ; 
James Lane, to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit. 
titas and State of Washington. ; 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 2, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Prv- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had ep roved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 

ng titles: 
January 30, 1900: 

H. R. 6777. An act relative to the widening and extension of 
Sixteenth street, in the District of Columbia. 

On January 31, 1900: 

H. R. 4602. An act to authorize the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Reno and Fort Sill military reservations, in the 
Teryitory of Oklahoma, and for other p ; and 

H. J. 129. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West 
Point, Olmedo Alfaro, of Ecuador. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL PROPERTY, NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 284) which I send to the 


esk. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That permission and authority be, and they are hereby, 
ted to the Orleans levee board to move, without cost to the Unitel 

tat: onating tine of levee in front of the United States marine li wspital 
property in New Orleans, La., in the square bounded by State street, lleury 
lay avenue, Tchoupitoulas street, and the Mississippi River; said line 
levee to be moved yap | in the direction of said river to the new linet 
levee established by the said Orleans levee board, and that the city of \°W 
Orleans be, and it is hereby, authorized to extend, lay out, open and to keep 
open, through the said marine-hospital property, the street known as Front 
ores, 110 feet wide, extendi Penniston street to the upper limits of 
the city of New Orleans, a d of about 5 miles, as provided for uX es 
ordinance of the city of New Orleans, No. 15080, council series, appre’ 


Sec. 2. That jurisdiction, power, and authority be, and are hereby. - 
nized by the tilted States an existing in the city of New Orleans to regula 
and make improvements in said street as thus opened and extended #s {WY 











1900. 


a 
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i » over any other portion of said street, or as fully and com- 
lat ; mpletely of New Orleans now has, by her charter and the laws ofthe 
pore br ouisiana, power and authority to regulate, to make improvements 
ae govern any other street in said city. 


Mr. DAVEY. There is an amendment to the bill, which I also 


- +o have read. 
hes Cheek read the amendment, as follows: 


se e words “ninety-nine,” in line 9, the following: 
8 rt, afteTbat in case the said city of New Orleans has granted, orshall 
a right of way over said street to any railway company, corporation, 

one erson, or that said street shall be used for railway purposes, such 
rant, privilege or use shall be upon condition that no part of said street 
grant, the limits of said marine-hospital property (or within 1,000 feet from 
withi ne) shall be used for depot purposes, or railroad yard, or for the pur- 
oa > of switching, shifting, or parking cars, or making up or breaking up 
pose oof cars, or for any other purpose than the ordinary transit, without 
trai oof railway trains: And provided further, That the inner line of said 
stopp street shall not be located at any point nearer than 8 feet to the present 
Fr weence inclosing the grounds of said marine-hospital property, and the 
ines tion of any of the provisions of this act shall, as to the person, company, 
veawar company, municipal corporation, or other corporation so violating 
= of said pa cause a revocation of all rights and privileges given 
granted by this act.” | 
‘ Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, the letter which I hold in my hand 
I think will afford a fu en of the bill, and I ask to have 
it read from the Clerk’s d 


The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 80, 1900. 


2m: Replying to your letter of the 29th instant, transmitting a copy of 
mk wy 24 an uesting suggestions as to its merits and the pro. 
priety of its passage, I have to say that, understanding the bill to be a 
necessity of commerce and that the levee provided for is essential for the 
safety of the city of New Orleans, this Department regards it favorably 
with the following proviso, which is necessary for the protection of the United 
States marine-hospital reservation: 

“ Provided, That in case the said city of New Orleans has granted, or shall 
grant, a right of way over said street to any railway company, corporation, 
firm, or person, or that said street shall he used for railway purposes, such 
grant, privilege, or use shall be upon condition that no part of said street 
within the limits of said marine-hospital property (or within 1,000 feet from 
the same) shall be used for depot purposes, or railroad yard, or for the 
purpose of switching, shifting, or parking cars, or making up or breaking up 
trains of cars, or for any other purpose than the ordinary transit, without 
stopping, of railway trains: And provided further, That the inner line of said 
Front street shall not be located at any point nearer than § feet to the 
present iron fence inclosing the grounds of said marine-hospital property, 
and the violation of any of the provisions of this act shall, as to the person, 
company, railway company, municipal corporation, or other corporation so 
violating any of said provisions cause a revocation of all rights and privileges 
given or granted by this act.” 

Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 


and « 


CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BURTON. Before consent is given, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Louisiana a question. 

Mr. DAVEY. I shall be very glad to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BURTON. Does the till contemplate any interference with 
the navigable channel of the, river as it now exists? 

Mr. DAVEY. None whatever. 

Mr. BURTON. This, I understand, refers to the marine-hos- 
pital property in Louisiana, on the Mississippi River? 

Mr. DAVEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURTON, And does it not authorize the removal of the 
| eye or existing line of the levee farther out along the line of 

ver? 

Mr. DAVEY. It authorizes the change from the present loca- 
tion outwardly in the direction of the river to the new line of the 
levee, established quite recently, but it makes no change as far as 
the navigable water is concerned. 

Mr. BURTON, And leaves the Government still in control of 
the water front? 

Mr. DAVEY. Yes; and only authorizes the extension of the 


— nh in the direction of the river as the levee has been 


_The SPEAKER. Is j i 
tion of the bill? there objection to the present considera- 
here was no objection. 


naa amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 

Th ee Commerce was considered, and agreed to. 
thind'e ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
ime; and it was ly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. . 1 
was laid on the — a motion to reconsider the i a 


M AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
'. GAMBLE. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Of the eoasideration of the bili (B. R. 6063) to amend chapter 2 


ws — by the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress 
of the a States, an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appro- 
or sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
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fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 4, 1897. 

The SPEAKER, 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Repres ’ 
of America in ( nbied, That chapter 2 of the 
sion of the Fifty-fifth Congress, being an act ent 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes,’ ap} ‘ 
the same is hereby, amended by striking out the following word 
same appear in said act, commencing with the word * Before, 
page 35 of volume 30 of the United States Statutes at Large, and endins with 
the word ‘‘exists,”’ in the forty-third line of said volume and page follows 
**Before such sale shall take place notice thereof shall be given by the Com 
missioner of the General Land Office, for not less than sixty days, by publicati 
in a newspaper of general circulation published in the county in which the 
timber is situated, it any is therein published, and if not, then in a newspaper 
of general circulation yublished nearest to the reservation, and also in a 
newspaper of general circulation published at the capital of the State or Ter- 
ritory where such reservation exists,” and insert in lieu thereof the foll 
ing: ‘“* Before such sale shall take place notice thereof shall be given by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. for not less than thirty days, by 
publication in one or more newspapers of general circulation, as he may deem 
necessary, in the State or Territory where such reservation exists 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, before consent is 
given, I should like some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. GAMBLE. [ would state, in reply to the gentleman's sug- 
gestion, that the gr>wn and matured timber, as wellas that which 
is dead and fallen, under the laws of forest reservations may be 
sold under authority of the Secretary of the Interior; but before 
any such sale can be rade notice must be given by advertisement. 
Under the law of 1897 no sale of this character of timber can be 
made without advertising for sixty days, and allows no discretion 
whatever to the Commissioner of the General Land Office or to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The sale of what? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I am speaking of dead and matured timber 
on forest reservations. At present the law provides that down, 
grown, and matured timber, as well as the dead timber, can only 
be sold by the Secretary of the Interior after sixty days’ adver- 
tisement has been made, and permits no discretion whatever to 
the Interior Department. 

The necessities of the case are so great and the inadequacy of 
the existing law so apparent that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in his annual report for 1899 recommended the amend- 
ment to the law. After conference with him the bill was intro- 
duced and is in the exact words proposed by him and approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. It was brought before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and considered by that committee, and in 
its judgment so great a discretion as the bill proposed should 
not be lodged in the Department, but the committee believed the 
original law should be modified and amendedin the line proposed. 

After further conference with the Department an additional 
moditication was reco.nmended, and the amendment now pro- 
posed to this bill was drawn by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. It is offered in his exact language. It is approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not this amendment propose to remove the 
restriction of advertising as provided under the existing law? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No,sir. It only reduces the time trom sixty 
to thirty days. It also allows the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
without advertisement matured and down timber for the use of 
miners, and for cord wood, when the value does not exceed $10). 
The necessity for the amendment is that frequently on account 
of delay and the length of time now provided for advertisement 
no bids are received, and the Government is put to an expense of 
not less than $50 in the way of advertising, and in addition to 
this the time of employees necessarily taken in the examination 
of the timber proposed to be sold, 

Under the amendment proposed the Government is entirely 
protected, because advertisement must be made; but the sale may 
be concluded by the party agreeing to pay the full amount bid at 
the time of the sale. This provision will tend to expedite pro 
ceedings. Nosalecan be made unless on application forwarded 
to the Department here and subjected to proper examination. 
Under the present system long delays frequently occur. 

I repeat, that under this provision the Government is fully pro- 
tected, and there is great necessity for the proposed modification 
of the statute. ‘As 1 have said, it is strongly recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, as well as by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and is unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does this bill apply alike to all parts of the 
United States? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; it is a general bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to do what may appear to 
be brutal in a matter of this kind; but I want to say that if I 
could have prevented the passage of the original bill, I should 


The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
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Is there objection to the present consideration 
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have done so, and I now feel obliged to do what I can to prevent 
the passage of this amendment. 

Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] whether it does not oftentimes 
happen that under the phrase ‘‘dead and down timber” large 
amounts of live timber are cut and in this way the Government 
defrauded? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That, possibly, has sometimes been the case, 
but not under this law. I have heard of no such complaint as 
applied to the forest reservations. 

Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. It is provided in this case, as 
I understand, that the value of the timber cut shall not exceed 

100? 
. Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; and if live timber is sold there must 
be advertisement. A sale may be concluded by the purchaser 
giving bond, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe, to pay the highest amount bid at the 
sale, so that the Government will be protected, and in this way 
delay may be saved. ; ; 

Mr. Speaker, if there is any question about the merits of this 
bill, I will ask for the reading of the report, which presents the 
reason and the justification for this proposed modification of the 
law and shows it is strongly recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior. Leg- 
islation of this kind is a great necessity in the forest reservein my 
State. I again assure the House that under the provisions of this 
amendment the Government will be amply protected. There is 
great demand from the people residing in the Black Hills forest 
reserve in my State for the proposed legislation, and I sincerely 
trust no objection will be made to its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr.LOUD. Most surely. If I could kill the whole law I would 
do so, and certainly Iam not disposed to enlarge its provisions. 
In my judgment it is one of the most vicious laws that was ever 


passed. Ried ay 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER AT GRAND ECORE, LA, 


Mr. BREAZEALE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 
Construction Company to build and maintain a railway and traffic 
bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish of Natchi- 
toches, State of Louisiana, was read. 

vie — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DALZELL., Is the bill reported by the Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce Committee? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Unanimously. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

a, amendments reported by the commiitee were read, and 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and . 

On motion of Mr, BREAZEALE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CUBAN VESSELS, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. By direction of the Committee on Insu- 
lar Affairs, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (8S. 734) relating to Cuban vessels was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That vessels owned by citizens of Cuba and documented 
as such by officers of the United States shall hereafter be entitled in ports of 
the United States to the rights one eee of vessels of the most favored 
nation, and they and their cargoes lbe subject to no higher charges in 
ports of the United States than are im 
the most favored nation in the samet e. 

Suc. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to re- 
fund, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a ted, upon 

‘ht dues a 


application and satisfactory evidence, tonnage taxes 

have been imposed on vessels owned by citizens of Cuba en 

the United States since April 11, 1899, which have been in excess 0! ton- 
nage taxes prescribed by section 11 of the act of June 19, 1886. 

Mr. nae S. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I desire to reserve an objection for the 
present. I will state to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] that in my judgment this is a matter of too much im- 
pemanee to be brought up on a proposition for unanimous consent. 


t involves a constitutional question upon which there may be a 
division of opinion. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman will permit, I will 
make a statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will reserve the point of order and let the 
gentleman make an explanation to the Chair and to the House. 

Mr. CRUMPAC . The object of this bill is to put Cuban 


d on the vessels and cargoes of 
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vessels upon the footing of the vessels of other counters... 
which we have commercial relations. countries with 
Under our navigation laws certain taxes are impose) ,, 
foreign vessels. One section imposes tonnage tax of 5)..." 
per ton, and another a tax, called ‘hotles 


n 
t ight money, of 50 cents por... 
aggregating $1 perton. Our commerce is carried on almoct ....’ 
sively under the terms of treaties that have been negotin:,.) \. 
which those impositions are removed, and no commercia) -.... 
on the face of the earth that has any regular trade relati,.. .. 
the United States is required to pay this tonnage tax ai.) \),. 
light money, amounting toa dollar a ton, ore 

The Spanish Government is exempt from that tax, and ;), 
Cuban vessels, as long as they floated the Spanish colors \..” 
entitled to admission into our ports without being require) {5 »,. 
the tax. At theclose of the Spanish war the citizens of the i). 
of Cuba owning the vessels preferred not to operate or nay, a 
them under the Spanish colors. They chose not to transfers... 
to any other foreign nation, in order that they might o): 
benefit of commercial treaties negotiated by this country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me right thoy, 
Cuba at the present time is under a military government, |; 
there is any inequality or any injustice being done them, what :, 
the reason that it can not be remedied by an Executive order) 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will come to that. , 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can it be done in that way? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, it can not. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It can not be done in that way, and t))»: 
is the reason and the necessity for this legislation. The Cuba, 
vessel owners determined to navigate their crafts under the colors 
or the flag of their own country, but it was determined under thy, 
treaty of peace that the island of Cuba had no flag that had any 
international significance, and on the 16th day of last June ths 
President issued an order authorizing Cuban vessels to hoist ¢) 
Cuban flag as a distinctive signal, to distinguish Cuban vessels 
from United States vessels, above which they were to float the 
American colors, in deference to the peculiar limited control that 
this country had over the affairs of the island; but in the order 
the President expressly stated that those boats should be subject 
to the taxes imposed by sections 4219 and 4225, the tonnage duty 
of 50 cents and the light money of 50 centsaton. The President 
took the position that he could only modify the navigation Jaws 
and permit vessels of foreign countries to enter our ports bya 
treaty, and that Cuba had no such status among the nations of 
the world as gave her the capacity to negotiate a treaty, and, 
therefore, the President took the position that he was powerless to 
relieve the vessel owners of that island from this exorbitant tar. 

By the terms of the treaty of Paris this country became a party 
to an arrangement which disabled Cuba from availing herself of 
the privilege that is and has been for years extended to all com- 
mercial countries, even Cuba, and the object of this bill is to ac- 
complish that which the Executive determined that the Govern- 
ments unable to accomplish by treaty, because there is no power 
competent to negotiate on the other side. 

Now, the Senate bill was passed as if there were but one section, 
putting Cuban vessels upon the footing of vessels that enjoy the 
privileges of the most favored nation clause. The bill as intro- 
duced in the Senate contained the section that we put upon it as 
an amendment, but it was stricken out, and the Senate treated 
the measure as if it originally contained but the one section. The 
Committee on Insular Affairs, on investigating the subject, con 
cluded that the Cuban vessels had been unjustly required to pay 
this extra tax. They never had been required to pay it before. 
As I said a few moments ago, no other country that enjoys regu 
lar trade relations with this Government is required to pay it. _ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Onemoment. As I understand it. then, this 
bill gives those flying the Cuban flag sovereign rights the same as 
—— t power. 

r. CRUMPACKER. No; the bill gives those vessels fly:ns 
the Cuban flag as a distinctive under the Stars and Siripes 
the same privileges in our ports to all matters of taxa 
tion as vessels flying the S$ flag, the English flag, the Ger 
man, French, and Italian , and the flags of all commercial 
countries; that is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. You put Cuba back into the privileged pos! 
tion that she occw while a colony of Spain. ; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Thatand nothing more. Weput (ul 
back into the position that she before the treaty of Paris. 

Mr. HOPKINS. it affect relation of Cuba and this 
a in any other respect than the one of which you bev’ 
spoken 

+ CRORE. It does not ata the relations of Cubs 
with this country in any respect exce is one. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It Tee not anne that island the custom 
laws or the internal-revenue laws, or the control of the s.ve™ 
ment now —— there under Executive order. ‘pil 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In no respect whatever; and t's » 
was prepared by the Commissioner of Navigation, and in 
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ita letter from the Secretary of the Treasury asking 

rope the om be passed, and that the second section be put in so 
pe the money that has been collected from the owners of these 
<ynall crafts shall be refunded now. 
“Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me ask the gentleman how much does 
it involve to return the money to those eee ae 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Approximately about $18,000. On the 
grst day of this year the amount was $15,719, according to the 
vficial statement made by the Commissioner of Navigation. It 
oa euggested that the Senate may have stricken out the second 
wetion of the bill, because the vessel owners might have imposed 
higher rates of freight and thus recouped themselves; but the 
Commissioner of Navigation made the statement to our commit- 
tee that the first entries, at least, were made without knowledge 
of this requirement and that the Government had some contro- 
versy With the vessel owners in respect to it; but { think, Mr. 
Speaker, gentlemen will readily see that by the imposition of this 
extraordinary taxation the discriminations against these small 
Cuban crafts were such that the money that we propose to reim- 
purse them with will be but a small equivalent for the loss of 
trade that they must have sustained on account of the imposition 
of the tax. 
i HENRY C. SMITH. Who own these boats? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Citizens of Cuba; and they must be and 
they are documented by Cuban authority. 
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out of Cuba and leaving the government of that island to its own 
people contained in the resolution that passed Congress in April, 
1898. If we had lived up to that, perhaps this question would not 
be before Congress now, and the other questions of which this is 
but a mere forerunner would not have to be met by the member- 
ship of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, if this Government had acted honestly, fairly, 
squarely, and promptly, as the facts of the case justify, in dealing 
with the people of Cuba, we would not have such legislation as 
this here to-day. If the Cuban p ople were recognized as an in- 
dependent government, they could negotiate their own commer- 
cial treaties, and they would come under the benefits extended to 
the favored nations of the world. As it is, we are acting asa 
guardian for Cuba and her people, and we are not treating the 
ward fairly and justly. It is proposed in this half-handed, piece- 
meal way to meet what we, under the solemn obligation and pur- 
pose that we have declared to the world, we would meet in an- 
other way. 

Mr. Speaker, no man, I believe, can read the report of General 

srooke in regard to the affairs in Cuba but what he will be satis- 
fied that the time is ripe for the American Government to recog- 
nize the Cuban people as entitled to independent sovereignty. 
They are, according to that report, according to the report of Gen- 
eral Lee, General Ludlow, and others, whose reports are embraced 
in General Brooke's report, and especially the report of General 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the | Wilson, a law-abiding, peaceful people, intelligent and capable of 


ill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Lobject for the present, until I have further 
time to consider the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not object. This bill 
was fully considered by the Committee on Insular Affairs, and it 
is unanimously reported. 4 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. There is a pressing necessity for its 
passage. Boats are coming in every day or two, and it hampers 
Cuban trade. sr 

Mr. HOPKINS. AllI care is, I am not willing that any legisla- 
lion of this kind shall come in that will affect whatever may be 
done by the Government of the United States respecting the island 
of Cuba hereafter. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I think the gentleman can be assured 
that this in no way complicates the situation or embarrasses the 
Government in its relation with Cuba. It does not involve any 
question except the one I have mentioned, and it would be entirely 
just and proper for this Government to pass this bill. If Cuba 
were a foreign power, the necessity would not exist, because the 
right would be in the Executive to accomplish by treaty what we 
are now —s to do by oo 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [Afterapause.] TheChairhears none. The question is on 
agreeing to the am t to the Senate bill, 

The amendment was a . 

Mr. CLAYTON of Ala Mr. Speaker, I desire to say for 
the benefit of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber that this 
measure camefrom the Committee on Insular Affairs by the nnani- 
mous report of that committee, I think that it is a meritorious 
proposition, and that it should pass now. I desire in this connec- 
tion to call attention to the fact that this emphasizes the impor- 
tance of the United States recognizing the independence of the 
Cuban people. This is but a forerunner of the piecemeal legisla- 
tion that Congress will be called upon from time to time to deal 
out in our intercourse with the Cuban people and with reference 
to their affairs. This measure is rendered necessary because of 
the fact that Cuba has not yet been admitted to the family of na- 
tions, It can not fly a ; it can not make a commercial treaty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. tme make an inquiry. I supposed, 
under the custom of the House, that I of course had the floor; 
and I would like to ask the gentleman how much time he desires? 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I think I have an hour under the 
rule; but I will say for the gentleman's peace of mind that I do 
hot intend to make a very long 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course I have no objection to the 
gentleman discussing the m for a reasonable length of time; 

7 ! wanted to understand the situation. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. In my own right, I will consume 
as much time as I think n . [Applause. ] 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 

ndiana that the action was going on with the 
amendinent was agreed to; the 


tleman from 
mate bill: the 
tleman from Indiana did not 


on bon ean ee tleman from Alabama did, and controls 
tleman from Ala) » a8 the Chair understands it. The gen- 


feiss CLAYTON of Alabama. I think I havealegal advantage 


gained, and I intend to assert it. [Laughter and applause. | 
The necessity for this legislation thom the fact that we have 


Lot done our duty by the Cuban 
Ff people. This great Government 
has not lived up Lo declared purpose of driving the Spaniards 


| 
j 





self-government. He pronounced the highest praise upon the 
municipal governments that exist throughout that island, and in 
that report you will also find that we need not wait until the 30th 
day of November next for dealing with these Cuban questions, 
for it is stated in that report that the census now being taken 
there can be completed in two or three months. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no prepared speech on this proposition. I 
merely desire to call the attention of this House to what is to fol- 
low in the wake of this piece of legislation. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the time is ripe for us to deal with the Cuban 
question, and this measure, which is a just measure, merely illus- 
trates the fact that we ought to do the full measure of justice to 
the Cuban people by recognizing them and admitting them into 
the family of nations. This can be done if this Congress and the 
Administration will but say the word. The Cuban people will go 
to work and set up their own government in Cuba, and when they 
have set up their government there it will simply remain for this 
Government to recognize it, and it will then be admitted into the 
family of nations, 

I hope this measure will pass, and I hope at an early day the 
Administration and the majority in this House will live up to 
our purposes heretofore declared and give to the Cuban people 
their own government; and if, in the fullness of time, annexation 
comes, let if come at the request of the Cuban people. Let us 
strike from them the fetters of military government; let them set 
up their own government, and, if they please, let them in their 
own good time ask for annexation in the regular way. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, the country and Congress will be prepared to deal with 
that question when so presented; but let us not by piecemeal leg- 
islation deal out a ane measure of justice to them and hold them 
in a sort of subjection, and maybe make them submit to forcible 
annexation. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this measure will pass. 
ance of my time. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TO AMEND SECTION 1176 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have reprinted and a correction made of House Report No. 87, 
which accompanies the bill H. R. 911. Matter was inserted in the 
report that had no business there. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio asks to have stricken 
from the Report No. 87, on House bill 911, a portion of the report 
beginning with the words ‘‘ There are a class of pensioners,” as it 
was erroneously included in the report. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE ARSENAL GROUNDS, PITTSBURG, PA, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional 
right of way to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company through 
the arsenal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Allegheny Valley Railway Company be, and 


I reserve the bal- 


it is hereby, authorized to extend its tracks over and occupy all that portion 
of the Allegheny Arsenal property in the city of Pittsburg, Pa., which adjoins 
the mt right of way of said Allegheny Railway, bounded and described 


as follows, to wit: All that lot or piece of ground situate in the Fifteenth 


wee er Pittsburg and State of Pennsylvania, bounded and described 
as follows, to wit: Beginning at a point on the south building line of Fortieth 
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street at a distance of 10.58 fect from the center line of the north-bound 
track of the Allegheny Valley Railway; thence along the western wall of the 
United States arsenal south 12° 35’ west 576.70 feet toa point on the north 
building line of Thirty-ninth street, said point being distant 13.27 feet (meas- 
ured along the north building line of Thirty-ninth street) from the center of 
the said north-bound track of the Allegheny Valley Railway; thence south 
53° 52’ west 11.22 feet along the north building line of Thirty-ninth street to 
a point; thence north 12° 21’ east 575.62 feet to a point on the south building 
line of Fortieth street; thence north 53° 52’ west 13.9 feet to the place of begin- 
ning, containing 7,655 square feet: Provided, That the value of said pre rty 
shall be fixed by a competent board of officers to be appointed by the re- 
tary of War, which value shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States 
before the occupation by said company of said strip: And provided haat wna 
That the stone boundary wall on the Allegheny River front of the Al seheny 
Arsenal, which must be removed to permit the desired extension of the rail- 
way, be replaced, or its equivalent, on the new boundary line: And provided 
further, That the said Allegheny Valley Railway Company shall construct 
for the use of the Government a siding about 777 feet long through the said 
arsenal property, said siding paralleling the said strip of ground hereinbefore 
described, all free of cost to the United States in addition to the price paid 
for the said property. 

With the following amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

Strike out all after the words “to wit,” in line 8, page 1, down toand includ” 
ing the words “to wit,” in line 10, page 1. , 

Insert, after the word “line,” in line 1, page 8, the following: ‘all free of 
cost to the United States, and to be approved by the Secretary of War.” 

Insert. after the word “Government,” in line 3, page 3, the following: “on 
the approval of the Secretary of War.” ; 

Strike out the word “seven,” in line 3, page 3,and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “five.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the bill? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it was almost impossible to 
hear the bill read so that we could tell what was init. I gather 
that it makes a contribution of the land at Pittsburg to this rail- 
way company. SP aes 

Mr. DALZELL. I will explain it in a moment. seus 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will sus- 
pend a moment. The House will be in order, and gentlemen will 
take their seats and cease conversation. ms 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwas about to ask whether this is the 
report of any committee. ’ 

fr. DALZELL. The bill has been reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It was introduced at the sug- 
gestion of the War Department. The Allegheny Valley Railroad 
Company a a strip of ground between the Allegheny Arsenal, 
in the city of Pittsburg, on the one side and the Allegheny River 
on the other, This isa proposition to sell to the Allegheny Valley 
Railroad Company an additional right of way over the arsenal 
pocuaty. The value of the property sold is to be appraised by a 
voard somes by the War Department, and the money is to be 
paid before occupation by the company is permitted. In addition 
to that the railroad company is to provide for the Government a 
siding extending throughout the entire length of the property. 
There is no cost involved to the Government; on the contrary, the 
Government is to receive the full value of the land parted with. 
As I said at the outstart, the bill originated in a suggestion from 
the War Department. s 

Mr. CANNON. If this right of way be obtained by the railway 
company, will there be left sufficient ground for all possible arsenal 
purposes hereafter? 

Mr. DALZELL. There will remain probably 15 or 20 acres. 
The ground now proposed to be sold is a mere strip 12 feet wide 
taken off one end of the arsenal property. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] whether the right of way proposed 
to be given to this railway company divides the arsenal grounds 
into two portions? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no, not at all; it simply takes off a little 
strip. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
some further explanation. Is this to be an absolute grant by the 
Government without any power of recall or revocation hereafter? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think so. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Would the gentleman object to an amend- 
ment leaving to the Government the option of reclaiming this 
a og y at any time when it may desire to use it? 

r. DALZELL. Why, sir, this is to be a purchase; the rail- 
way company pays the money, the amount paid to be fixed by 
a board appointed by the Secretary of War. Itis to be a con- 
veyance for a consideration. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Has the measure received the approval of the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. As I stated at the outstart, the 
bill was introduced at the instance of the War Department; it 
was prepared pursuant to a communication from the Secretary of 
War to the aoe of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Howmany acres will be disposed of in this 
way? 

Mr. DALZELL. A strip of land 577 feet long by 12 feet wide— 
about one-sixth of an acre. 

Mr. HULL. May I be allowed a word of explanation? This 
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railroad company now has a right of way through these or, 
The first right of way was granted in 1853, and an additi., 

in 1874. The Department states that the facilities there .;...” 
ent are not sufficient to enable the Government to prov othe 
ceive and discharge she freight that it receives or sends ou; »; 
arsenal. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Oneother question. I understood the cons, 
man to say that ‘“‘we pay for the land.” Whom does the voy+).. 
man mean? — 

Mr. DALZELL. The railroad company pays. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does this bill reserve to the Government jh. 
use of this track? Is the track to be a switch, or a part of +), 
main line of the road? . 

Mr. DALZELL. The company is to build for the Gov; rnment 
an independent track through the entire length of this strip, 

Mr. RIDGELY. And the Government is to have the in, lepend- 
ent use of that track for all time without charge? : 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir; absolutely. 

Mr. McCLEARY, From what has been said I understan that 
this is for the benefit of the Government rather than the railroaq 
company. 

Mr. DALZELL. The matter was so put by the Secretary of 
War in his communication. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

— being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
lil, 

The amendments reported by the committee were avreed to 
and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the |ast 
vote was laid on the table. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS. 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, at the time that the Committes 
on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 
in Congress filed their report on House joint resolution No. 2s jt 
was not understood by the chairman that some members of the 
committee desired to file a minority report. I now ask unanimous 
consent that such members of the committee as may desire to do 
so have until next Wednesday to file their dissenting views upon 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. . Let us hear the title of the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution Jronoting an amendment to the Constitution providing 
for the election of Senators of the United States. . 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cortiss| 
asks unanimous consent that members of the Committee on the 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress be allowed until Wednesday next to file a minority report 
upon House resolution No. 28. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and leave was accordingly granted. 


CUBA—CIVIL REPORTS OF MAJ, GEN. JOHN R, BROOKE. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the concurrent resolution that I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be read, subject to the 
right of objection. 

he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R sentatives concurring), That there 
be printed 7,000 copies of so much of the civil report of Maj. Gen. John k 
Brooke, pats greet of the island of Cuba, made to the Adjutant 
eral of the Uni States Army, with accompanying papers and documents 
as is in the English language, together with a prepared index, of which 2") 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the Houe 
of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the War Department 

The Committee on Printing recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: Strike ont the word “report,” in the third line of the re 
tion, and insert the word “reports.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider tlie ‘ast 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the postmaster at Washins 
ton City, D. C. eae 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives w23 ae . 

5. 198. An act to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended by the Terri of Wyoming in protecting and pre 
serving the Yellowstone atonal Park during the years 154, 
1885, and 1886. F : 

8. 2354. An act enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma 
and Gulf Railroad Company. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table, and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: ; 

s. 198. An act to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
expended by the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and preserv- 
ing the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1834, 1895, 
and 1886—to the Committee on Claims. 

Ss, 2368. An act granting a pension to Mary A, Randall—to the 

: ittee on Pensions. 
Om ae act granting a pension to Louise Donath—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
S, 39. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline V. 
English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
g 240, An act granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ss, 349. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Coventon—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S, 354. An act granting a pension to Vincent de Frietas—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 
8, 1003. An act granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8, 1047, An act granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Grath—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S, 1059, An act granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1068. An act granting a pension to Jennie A. Kerr—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; ’ 

S, 1489. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert C. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1533. An act granting a pension to David Carroll—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

§, 1713. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice S. Jor- 

dan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 

Quint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
and ask its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That an additional official stenographer to committees of the 
House is hereby authorized, who shall be appointed by and be under the di- 
rection of the Speaker, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at 
the rate of $5,000 per year until otherwise provided for. 


Mr. But, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany resolution No. 114: . 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred resolution No. 114, 
providing for the appointment by the Speaker of an additional official stenog- 
vapher to committees of the House, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
cf the House, at the rate ee = year, until otherwise provided for, 
have had the same under consideration and beg leave to report as follows: 

: So two official sten hers to committees of the House are em- 
ployed, at an annual of $5,000 each. They are required to report hear- 
ings before the lar and special committees, and to perform such other 
stunographic work as may be required by committees. During the present 
session of Congress the demand upon the two stenographers by committees 
har been greater than usual, and at many times so great that the calls could 
not be answered, necessitating the employment of outside help at large ex- 
pense. On many days six committees required the services of twostenog 
raphers. These were the Committees on Appropriations and subcommit- 
tees, Naval Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Rcoads, Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the Special Committee on the 
Roberts Case. It is becoming more and more the custom to report the pro- 
ceedings of committees, as it has been found that the testimony then taken 
has proved of great value in subsequent proceedings, especially upon ques- 
tions involving appropriations of money. 
To meet the uirements of all committees demanding such service is a 
reat physical and mental strain upon two stenographers, the proceedings 
cing technical and informal, and the “takes,” or the time each man is con- 
tinually taking shorthand notes, being often five hours long without relief. 
To tratscribe the notes requires additional labor and necessitates the stenog- 
raphers to remain on duty until midnight in order to keep up with the work. 
Sn renee to your committee that an additional stenographer is abso- 
lutely ne . We therefore recommend the adoption of the accom pany- 
ae resolution. The salary is fixed at the same rate now paid the regular 

ree, $5,000, for the reason that we believe the character of the work to be 
performed calis for an expert stenographer. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the resolution just read, 
I will say that this comes from the Committee on Accounts by 
unanimous rt. Provision is made in the resolution for proper 
o—_ane and attendance on the committees of the House where 
oe must be taken. At present it is impossible to provide 
or that with the limited force at the dis of the House. This 
provides for the appointment of an additional stenographer for 

Te nmittons, to bs paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
“ rt. RICHARDSON. But, if the a will permit me, 
ere is no limitation, as I understand the reading of the report, 
_ the length of the employment or how long he shall be paid 
a JOY. The matter is placed in the discretion of the House. 


® is to be paid ; ; ; 
ouelan paid out of the contingent fund of the House for this 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 



















mous, 
necessary to adopt the resolution as the committee has provided. 
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| Mr. RICHARDSON. Then it is contemplated that he shall be 
kept during the entire session of Congress? 


Mr. JOY. Certainly. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Would that be necessary? The work may 


not last but for a very brief time. 


Mr, JOY. The report, I will state to the gentleman, is unani- 


We have considered this matter very carefully and find it 
Mr. BARTLETT. 


I would like to say to the gentleman from 


Tennessee that the Committee on Accounts came to the conclu- 
sion, after very careful investigation of the matter, and of the 
work which was before the various committees of the House, after 
listening to members of the House as to the hearings before their 
various committees, that it was impossible to perform the duties 
with the existing force, and that an additional stenographer was 
absolutely required. 


The stenographic force of the House as it now exists is not able, 


as we all are well aware, to comply with the demands of the vari- 
ous committees for assistance in their hearings from time to time. 
Of course, when these gentlemen are not employed in other com- 
mittees they are available for the committees which desire to have 
hearings. 
there is a great demand on their time and attention. 
employed almost without intermission, and the hearings embrace, 
as gentlemen must be aware, many great and important ques- 
tions which are important in the legislation that Congress is ex- 
pected to undertake. 
committee, after an investigation of the matter, have concluded 
that this request is only a reasonable one and should be allowed; 
and it is only after a careful investigation in connection with the 
whole matter that we found it absolutely desirable and, in our 
judgment, necessary to give this additional help. 


But ina session of Congress, especially atthe beginning, 
They are 


Both the majority and the minority of the 


Representing the committee—or the minority of the committee, 
at least in part—1 voted, after a full investigation, for the adop- 
tion of the resolution, and think it onght now to be passed. 

Mr. HITT. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill a question. By what regulations are the stenographers now 
governed? Are they subject to the call of any chairman of a 
committee who desires to have testimony taken before the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. JOY. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that if 
they are not otherwise engaged they are subject to the call of any 
committee that desires or needs their services. It is impossible, 
however, for them sometimes to attend to the demands of com- 
mittees which really need their services. 

These men are appointed by the Speaker and their duties are 
clearly fixed. They are always at hand when their services are 
needed, and the only trouble is that the committees—many in 
number—requiring their services can not secure them when they 
are often absolutely necessary. 

Mr. HITT. By what regulation is that determined, and where 
is it to be found? 

Mr. JOY. Ido not think there is any law with reference to it. 
They are under the direction of the Speaker of the House. They 
are appointed by the Speaker and are ordered to appear before 
committees, when called upon by the chairmen of committees, 
to report hearinge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thereisnolaw. You have to file your 
application and get them as best youcan. That is the rule. 

Mr. HITT. The employment of these officers, then, is limite? 
to the three persons? They are not required to have anybody 
else to assist them,and when they are not called for their salaries 
run on? 

Mr. JOY. The salaries run on. 

Mr. HITT. Well, under the authority of the Speaker, these 
officers being salaried continuously, could there be an arrange- 
ment made by which the current work of committees could be 
attended to without a chairman having to go and procure a ste- 
nographer himself, as has been done repeatedly? 

Mr. JOY. That has been done for the simple reason that it 

vas impossible for the two committee stenographers to meet the 
requirements of the different committees. It has been the prac- 
tice for many years to have two or more committee stenographers. 
There are only two now. They sit at a committee meeting and 
report the proceedings of the committee for perhaps three hours. 
They then have to write them all up and have the report ready 
for the next meeting of the committee. These stenographers are 
therefore busy night and day, and it is impossible after the short- 
hand notes are taken to get them transcribed into longhand for 
the use of the committee sometimes for a week or two after the 
hearing was had, and it has become—— 

Mr. HITT. I was simply calling attention to the singular in- 
aptitude of the method proposed, of having a man salaried by the 
year to do a kind of work that comes now and then, with a glut 
perhaps for four days, but no provision made by which two or 
three persons, who are employed only a fourth of the time, could 
have an abundant force to dispose of that work as it arises 
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Mr. JOY. 
resolution. : 

Mr. HITT. My question was whether there was any regulation 
or usage that determined that, so as to give a discretion to enable 
these men to have assistants to dispose of the work rapidly when 
it comes instead of being compelled to put in a $5,000 officer here, 
when we may not have this pressure for more than a week at a 
time. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. JOY. Ido. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs if he has ever made a call on the Speaker 
for an official stenographer or sent his clerk to the Speaker for an 
official stenographer when there was one not employed that he did 
not get him? 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that that ever happened. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Ishouldliketoask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. JOY. Ido. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to ask whether or not the ste- 
nographer who will be employed will receive any additional com- 
pensation for transcribing the testimony that is taken before the 
cominittees? 

Mr. JOY. Not at all. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is all included in the $5,000 salary? 

Mr. JOY. That is included in the salary of the stenographer. 

Mr. SHAFROTH.,. He is not authorized to have his assistants 
paid out of the Treasury? 

Mr. JOY. There is no provision for any assistants. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now I should like to ask a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr, JOY. Ido, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply desire to make this ewan A of the 
gentleman: Would it not be better to provide for the employment 
of two stenographers at a per diem equal to that which you will 
pay to the officer proposed to be employed? I know there is very 
great difficulty in securing adequate service at these various com- 
mittee hearings. I know that in my own committee we have had 
to wait, sometimes very impatiently, because we could not secure 
a stenographer to report the hearings. The quantity of the work 
is so great that the two who are now authorized are entirely un- 
able to handle it. The gentleman must remember that in this 
Congress the demand upon the stenographers is very much greater 
than ever before. There are so many new questions that are re- 
ceiving attention. There are so many witnesses whose testimony 
we desire to preserve that I do not believe three stenographers 
for the reporting of the committees alone will be able to meet the 
demand during this Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do you mean three additional? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I mean the two already employed with 
the one additional, and I was asking the gentleman if he would 
not prefer to have two stenographers instead of one, to be paid a 
per diem compensation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
me for a moment? I want to say in reply to the gentleman from 
Iowa that so far as I am concerned, I was guided in voting for 
this resolution by a desire to meet the demands of the great com- 
mittees of the House, which are investigating questions which 
require the services of official stenographers, and I am perfectly 
willing, as far as I am individually concerned, to be guided by 
the reasonable wishes of those committees. And if the chairmen 
of these various committees believe that two stenographers at a 
per diem are necessary for the proper conduct of the business 
before those committees, in order to preserve a record of the 
hearings, I for one am perfectly willing to accede to that request 
and grant it to them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not desire to criticise the committee. I 
think their proposition is in the right direction, only I feared it 
was not enough. I know there is great difficulty in getting ste- 
nographers to report these committee hearings under the present 
arrangement. 

Mr. JOY. I will answer what has been said by saying we have 
proceeded on the same lines that have always Soom followed in 
these matters. There is no law that provides for an additional 
stenographer. If a law is passed, it might be mach better to 
provide for two additional stenographers during the session of 
Congress, at_a per diem payment; but in order that all should 
stand upon the same basis, we provided for this additional one to 
be appointed and paid in the same way and the same that 
the others are paid, to meet the demands of the committees as 
represented to us by their chairmen. 

he SPEAKER. The questionis on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


That would have to be done by a law and not by a 
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§. D. NEWCOMB, 

Mr. JOY. Ialso present another resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby 
§. D. Newcomb, the document and bill clerk of the House, as authori. 
resolution No. 141, passed March 3, 1899, his salary as such, from tho...» 2” 

ent fund of the House, from the Ist day of July, 1599, and until saiq Ba - 
“ee for in the annual legislative, executive, and judicial appropri: 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to — that this is the same 
person who has heretofore been employed. His assistance js 4}. 
solutely necessary, and it is hoped that he will be provided for jy 
the general bill by the proper committee, so that he may alway. 
hold that position, or some one may always hold that positi;y 
The resolution as introduced provided that he should be provid..j 
for from July, but we have amended that so as to be from {}y, 
of November. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Committee o, 
Accounts had several resolutions referred to it at the bevinnino 
of this session for extra clerks to committees. I want to say tha. 
the Committee on Military Affairs has had to employ an extra 
clerk, as has been done for the past twenty years, and go fa; in 
this session the chairman of the committee has had to bear that 
expense. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committes on 
Accounts if it is intended to give to those committees really neoq. 
ing it the extra force or not? For, if not, I want to relieve tho 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs from any furth:; 
liability for the service of that committee to meet the demands of 
the members of the House. It will not be long until the House 
will demand the employment of an extra clerk. 

Mr. JOY. I will state, in answer to the gentleman, that the 
question that he has brought up has received a great deal of con- 
sideration in the Committee on Accounts. I believe, speaking for 
myself and nobody else, that the committee are disposed to grant 
to every committee such additional clerical force as that commit- 
tee may need, andno more. The question of discriminatinz ang 
differentiating between the needs of the committees has been g 
very difficult one of solution, and the committee has not yet solyed 
it. The chairman of the committee is not present. I am satisfied 
that the committee, in a wy few days or within the next week, 
will make a report by which the committees will be properly 
provided with such clerical force as they need. . 

Mr. BARTLETT. In answer to the gentleman from Iowa, I 
desire to say that the committee, without divulging anything that 
ought not to be divu , has prepared a report to pass a resolu- 
tion providing for additional clerks. I do not know whether the 
gentleman is informed about it or not, I will not indicate, but 
yet I think we are going to provide amply for the committee of 
the gentleman from Iowa and others that require assistance. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, just one word more. By consentof 
the gentleman from Missouri, I want to say to the House that out 
of the first 6,000 bills introduced this session the Committee on 
Military Affairs had 1,460 of them; and in addition to tho large 
number of these bills that uire a great deal of attention we 
have the appropriation bills. is an average of twenty to 
thirty people in the committee room every day asking the status 
of these b: And with all that work we have only one clerk. 
I do not make any reflection upon other committees that have ad- 
ditional help, because I have no doubt they need it. The Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions has two annual clerks and a clerk de- 
tailed from the Bureau, and I think they need them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And they are esking another, in the shape 
of a sten pher. 

Mr. HULL. Iam not ed reamenn Phy is given to other com- 
mittees, but it is absolutely impossible for the Committee on Mili- 
sane Somes to serve this House unless they have an additional 
clerk. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say this about that. _ 

Mr. JOY. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, all this discussion is not ger- 
mane to the resolution before the House. : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yiel to 
his coll e from Georgia? 

Mr. JOY. I think we had better the discussion. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I will save what I was about to say for an- 
other time. 

big SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
men 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


A. J. MAXHAM., 


Mr. JOY. Mr. ~ e there is one other resolution from the 
committee on which it desires to make an adverse report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution No. 36. 


Resolved, That A. J. Maxham, of Vermont, be appointed as special moessen- 
ger to serve in and about the House, under the direction of the Doorkeeper, 


» directed to pay 
y 
- 
Ways 


a Tot 
is 








1900. 
acacia 


- 200 annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund until 
at a salary povided tor. 
Mr. JOY. That is adversely reported by the committee. 
Tho SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 


ne report of the Committee on Accounts was agreed to. 
REPORT OF COMMISSION ON AFFAIRS IN PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
insular Affairs. The message was ordered to be printed, the re- 
port being already in print: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


we i rewith.for the information of the Congress a report ofa com- 
od rane ae by me on January 20, 1899, to investigate affairs in the 


hilippine ds. 
Philippine Islan Dt 
ExecuTIve MANSION, February 2, 1900. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER announced the following change of reference: 
The bill (8. 6) for the relief of James H, Latham, erroncously re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


ConNELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was a to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts in the chair) for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7433) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, e House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a request that 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who was unable to 
be present yesterday afternoon, be allowed to proceed as in gen- 
eral debate for fifteen minutes. The time had been allotted to 
him and was not consumed by any other gentleman, and he was 
unable to be present. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas requests 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] be allowed to proceed as in general debate for fifteen min- 


utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 


{[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the gentle- 
man from Georgia to-day, touching the subject of lynching, and 
| listened to his colleague, another gentleman from Georgia, yes- 
terday upon the same subject, and various gentlemen upon that 
side of the House. I want to say that, coming from Illinois, as I 
do, 1 admit that there have been in recent times a number of 
lynchings. There have been one or two in the last three or four 
years, Among others, one in the county in which I reside, the 
only one since its organization, seventy years ago. Now, when I 
say that, I want to say that no lynching has happened in Illinois 
that I do not exceedingly re , and generally when the blood 
cools in the locality where the lynching takes place, our people 
regret it and reprobate it. And I trust the same thing is true in 


the State of : 

Mr. BART. . Certainly it is. 

A Memper. And all over the South. 

Mr. CANNON, My friend says, ‘All over the South.” 

The gentleman gave two instances in the State of Georgia. His 
colleague yesterday gave one instance. |The bare recital of those 
indigwadl = the blood of every member who heard it hot with 
" Sir, I understand that in the State of Georgia and in most of the 

outhern States that infamous crime, rape, is punishable, upon 
as iction, by the infliction of the death pee 

_ B -_ In the discretion of the jury. 

- T LANNON. Now, I believe that in every State of the South, 
vary ap aS every State of the North, it is quite practicable to get a 
bers : honest, intelligent people who ve to the acc the 
the t of a fair trial, with the privilege of being confronted with 
in en a against him; and while we can not expect, perhaps, 

n extreme case that human nature can always forbear to go 
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outside of the law, yetit would be far betterif human nature could 
forbear until the party accused could be brought to the bar of the 
court and if guilty convicted and if innocent acquitted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Right on that line the gentleman will allow 
me to say that in my State, in the district represented by Judge 
Mappox and the one represented by my colleague, Mr. BRADLEY, 
and in numbers of other districts in that State, the people have 
recently shown a disposition when not worked upon by unjust 
denunciation to assert the majesty of the law and give these people 
accused of crime a regular trial. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I believe that the people of the State of 
Georgia have the capacity, if they will, to enforce the law 

Mr. BARTLETT. We are doing it. 

Mr. CANNON. And secure to the humblest citizen a fair trial, 
whatever bad things people may say about them beyond the bound- 
aries of the State. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would not have said one word but that 
it seemed to me that the tenor of the remarks of some gentlemen 
perhaps—I will say I do not believe they were meant in that way— 
looked toward a justification of lynchings. I haveno justification 
of the violation of law by one individual or by many individuals, 
and it is necessary that the tone of society should be this way 
throughout the country if our civilization is to be maintained. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr.CANNON. Inone moment. Let me say befpre I sit down 
there have been lynchings in my own State. I have in my mind 
now a case which happened in an adjacent county to the one in 
which I reside, where within the last ten years anoutcry was raised 
against a helpless negro, and in the excitement of that outcry he 
was taken from the jail in hot blood by white citizens of Illinois 
and hanged. And the fact was developed afterwards that he was 
guiltless of theaccusationagainst him. Whatreparationcan there 
be in cases like this, where innocent men, without trial, without 
conviction, without hearing, are in hot blood put under the sod? 

I am not now seeking to say that the State which I have the 
honor to represent in part is without fault or to throw stones at 
others. But I do feel it my duty at this moment to say that all 
lynchings are unfortunate and that in my judgment nothing 
ought to be said by myself or anybody else inthis National House 
of Representatives that would be otherwise received by the coun- 
try than in reprobation of the violation of law, whether by one 
manor by many. [Loud applause. | 

I will now yield to my friend on the other side, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to say to my friend— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr, CANNON] has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Committee of the Whole will ex- 
cuse me if I call them back to a consideration of the subject we 
are supposed to have before us, I do not wish the country to sup- 
pose, because so much time has been devoted here to a discussion 
of certain crimes, that they are crimes to which the Indians re- 
sort. The Indians do not resort to the crime of rape or to crimes 
against the elective franchise. 

Mr. Chairman, yesterday, under the head of ‘“ Treaties,” we 
passed over informally a provision on page 10 to which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] raised objection and for which 
he asserted there was no treaty provision. I have ascertained, 
Mr. Chairman, that there is a treaty provision, as I had supposed, 
but the exact place where it was to be found escaped my memory 
for the time—a treaty provision for these two items which were 
passed over by unanimous consent yesterday. 

I find by consulting the RecorpD of one year ago that the gen- 
tleman and I at that time had some discussion, when the Indian 
appropriation bill was under consideration, in reference to these 
two items and that his construction and mine differed, the result 
of the difference being that finally we permitted these items to go 
out last year. I believe that the gentleman is in error in his con- 
struction of the treaty, which is that after a period of thirty 
years from 1868 (which has now elapsed) there is no longer any 
obligation on the part of the Government in this matter. But in 
order that there may be no possibility of error in this respect, I 
am willing that these two items should go out of the bill for the 
present. I will then call upon the law officer of the Interior De- 
partment for his opinion as to the right of these Indians under the 
sections of the treaty to which I will call attention; and if his 
opinion is in accord with that of the gentleman from Illinois, we 
will drop the subject. If not in accord with his opinion, but 
rather in accord with mine, I will ask the committee in the Senate 
to reinsert the item. I will now ask, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
that on page 10, lines 16 to 23, inclusive, be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph which is 
proposed to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

APACHES, KIOWAS, AND COMANCHES. 
For pay of employees, as provided by treaty of October 21, 1867, $6,000 
CHEYENNES AND ARAPAHOES. 
For pay of employees, as provided in treaty of October 28, 1567, $6,000. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we read to line 4 on page 36 last 
evening, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Indian Territory: For general incidental expenses of the Indian Servicein 
the Indian Territory, including incidental expenses of the Indian inspector's 
office and for pay of employees, $13,280. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a question. This is a provision for a clerical 
force, I suspect, for the inspector's office in the Indian Territory, 
is it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; this is not forclerical help. Itis for the 
general incidental expenses of the agents there—that is, traveling 
expenses in going from one place to another, and in employing in 
and about the agency such help as is needed, and very often pro- 
vided for specifically in this and other appropriation bills. 

Mr. CANNON, And I suppose it grows out of the anomalous 
condition in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the same condition exists in almost all 
States. 

Mr. CANNON. And yet there is no special appropriation for 
this Indian service elsewhere like under this, is there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; all theseitems under incidental expenses 
are alike. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but is there another instance—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Montana is just the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are all the same. 

Mr. CANNON. I see the gentleman is correct, but this is for 

$13,000. 
: Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis larger, of course, because it is a larger 
Territory than any particular Indian reservation, and because 
there are more Indians in the Indian Territory by three times, I 
think, than are found in any single State, not to say on any single 
reservation. 

Mr. CANNON, There are no agents, I believe, for the Five 
Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one agent at the Union Agency; but 
there are other Indians in the Indian Territory not included in 
the Five Civilized Tribes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of four commissioners, appointed under acts of C 
roved March 3, 1893, and March 2, 1895, to negotiate with the Five Civilized 
ribes in the Indian Territory, $20,000: Provided, That the number of said 

commissioners is hereby fixed at! four. For apenas of commissioners and nec- 
essary expenses of employees, and per diem for expenses of a clerk de- 
tailed as special disbursing mt by Interior De while on duty with 
the commission, shall be paid therefrom; for clerical hel including secre- 
tary of the commission and interpreters, $276,000; for contingent expenses of 
the commission, $4,000; in all, 000. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York in charge of this bill how much was the appropriation 
made last Bed under this head? 

. nen SHERMAN. One hundred and twenty-three thousand 
ollars. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I should like to askthe gentleman what 
is the necessity of increasing it about 150 per cent? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe gentleman will send to the document 
room and get Document No. 220 of this Congress, he will find the 
estimate supplemental to the original estimate sent us through the 
Treasury Department, calling for an eS of $641,000. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I should not be surprised at the extent 
of any appropriation that commission calls for, so far as that is 


concerned. 
Well, I should be greatly surprised if that 





ap- 


ment 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
commission called for any appropriation that was not entirely 
proper. 

r. BURKE of Texas. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, if I re- 
member correctly, this commission was appointed about seven 
years ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; ten years ago. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. The law was passed, I think, in Octo- 


ber, 1898, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the first act was a little earlier than 
that. Iam not sure. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas: Well, it may be that it was a little 
earlier. It has been about seven years since that commission have 
bee: at work on the duties assigned to them; and what are those 
duties, Mr. Chairman? What duties have devolved u this 
commission since their appointment seven years ? To take 
the enumeration of the Five Civilized Tribes of the Indian Terri- 
tory preparatory to an allotment of land as soon as that enumer- 
ation can be taken. I state to the committee this evening that 
from the best information I have—and I believe it is correct—the 
population of the Five Civilized Tribes to-day amounts to about 
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85,000 people, and, as a mathematical proposition, I shou) 
submit to the chairman of this committee and to the Commi; 
of the Whole, if it takes these gentlemen, four in number «a tee 
years to fix the status of 85,000 people—and they are »). 2 
through with it—if the same course was pursued with r (....°° 
to the census of the United States, that census would not }).+ ‘k a 
in one hundred and fifty years. — 

I see that this commission have also duties devolving uy. 
in the way of establishing possible town sites. These four... 
men, with their traveling ig sacha drawing a salary of <> 0 
a year each from the public Treasury of this country, tray.) vs 
over a circumscribed area to take the census of 85,000 peon)2 
have been engaged in that service about seven years, and \<t +),. 
House is confronted with the suggestion and the propositi)y cm. 
ing from that committee that we shall increase the appropriati., 
heretofore made to that department about 150 percent. ©” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me 
him a question? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not care much about the pjj) 
but is it not a large part of the duties of that commission, iy aq! 
dition to making the enumeration, to find out who are entitle) to 
have a t of that property down there, depending on «uestions 
of heirs ip and all that? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. On the question, as I understand it, of 
Indianship instead of heirship. 

a ee of Missouri. Well, it means the same thing jp 
the end, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes; I concede that that is a part of 
their duty, and in making that concession, Mr. Chairman, | syp. 
mit to this House whether it should not be an object of censure 
that a commission of four men should consume seven years’ time 
in determining the status of 85,000 Indians? And in that connec. 
tion I submit this further suggestion, whether or not this House 
ought to yield every point toward increasing the cost of this com- 
mission, with their traveling paraphernalia. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. LACEY. The sug tion made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BURKE] would be av natural one if it came from 
some other locality, some distant State unassociated and unfa- 
miliar with the Indian Territory; but as my friend lives so near 
there—— 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Let me answer that. It comes from 
‘**the gentleman from Texas” because I am close by, and | know 
and have heard enough to satisfy me that there ought to bea 
remedy somewhere for this thing. 

Mr. LACEY. The pe maa then pleads guilty to a situation 
in which he ought to have knowledge of the affairs of the Indian 
Territory, and my friend from Texas is always so fair and candid 
that I am surprised at his attack upon the Dawes Commission. 

I want to say in behalf of that commission that_no more com- 
plex situation ever confronted — of men in this world than 
the problem that was laid upon them by the original act creating 
the commission and thesubsequent acts passed from time to time 
enlarging their powers and a mee | upon them additional du- 
ties. It was my duty as a member of the joint committee of the 


like to 


i them 


to ask 


House and Senate to help frame what is now known as the Curtis 
> We ran up ageioat almost every conceivable proposition of 
aw. 


We found people there who claimed to be members of Indian 
tribes by marriage, by inheritance, by affinity in the most remote 
degree. They sought access to tribes, the richest almost in the 
world, tribes an a areas of land, tribes which had rights 
to money deposited in the Tre , and many white men, some 
of them even from Texas, were to forego the claim of being 
Texans and to call themse!ves Choctaw or Cherokee Indians, or 
anything else, in order to become entitled to the benefit of the 
“eo to which those tribes were entitled. ‘ 

ow, all these questions had to be solved in some way. When 
we commenced to draw the law an effort was made to 
respect all rights that had theretofore been granted by acts of 
Con and all the various rights that had arisen growing out 
of the asad legislation of the Territorial legislatures «! the 
tribes themselves. Also an effort was made to recognize the judi: 
cial decisions which have attempted to construe these multip!ying 
and remarkable rights. : steal 

Now, the Dawes Commission has grown beyond its origina 
a It has become a dignified commission, having the right to 
settle questions among these Indians in a meee? nearly two. 
thirds as large as the State of Indiana, and equally as rich an 
fertile. From 300,000 to 500,000 white people have move! 1 


there. Railroads have crossed the country; town sites have been 
laid out; and the su court of Texas, t court as it ee 
that Commonwealth in which it is situated, had no more difi- 


cult problems confronting it in the last five years than the Dawes 
Commission been compelled to meet and decide. , 
That board has been bringing the tribes together, and has ee 








1900. 








otiating treaties with those tribes that have been rejected by 
* ngress and then sent back a ain, remodeled, and afterwards ac- 
; soted That commission has been headed by a man whose name 
a household word among the Indians. It is known as the 
“D wes Commission.” The Indians know that there is no more 

ple friend of their race and no more fair and just man can be 
selected for the - urpose of deciding those matters between them 
than this honorable gentleman, Hon. Henry L. Dawes, who heads 
that commission, and whose name is attached to that commission. 

‘Mr. BURKE of Texas. I have not the pleasure of a personal 
act uaintance with the gentleman at all, and doubtless he comes 
u + the whole measure that the gentleman has stated; but can 
be tell me how long it is since the chairman of that commission 
was in the Indian verritory? 

Mr. LACEY. I will state—— ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Iask that the gentleman's time may be 
extended five minutes. 7 : : 

Mr. LACEY. I hope my time may be extended. I think this 
isa question the House ought to understand. It is perhaps the 
most living question embraced in the Indian bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman may be extended five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. Now yield to the gentleman for his question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I wish to state to the gentleman from 
lowa I am informed by a reputable lawyer in the Indian Territory, 
whose name I can giveif necessary, that the chairman of that 
commission has not seen the Indian Territory in over three years. 

Mr. LACEY. No doubt of it, sir. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Dawes, 
the head of that commission, and whose name attaches to it, is 
known as a tower of strength to that commission in all that Ter- 
ritory. He is one of that commission, and they confer with him. 
They meet with him, He appeared with them before the Indian 
Committee. He was present when the Curtis Act was framed, 
and he has been giving that commission the benefit of his wise 
counsel and influence all these years. He has become an old man. 
I suppose he is near 80 years of age. 

A Memper. Upward. 

Mr. LACEY. He is a man that that commission can very illy 
spare, and his name is still attached to it; but the detail work, the 
work in the field—the appraisements, the allotments, and the 
making of these rolls—has been deputed to younger and more 
vigorous men; but it would be a very grave loss to the commission 
to be deprived of the wise counsel of Henry L. Dawes, the chair- 
man of the commission. It is true, as my friend says, he is not 
connected with the field work or the active work of making these 
various allotments and attending to the details of the duties of 
that commission out in the wild West where these tribes are lo- 
ca . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, more progress has been made in the ad- 
justment of these Indian matters in the last four years than in 
any previous twenty-five years. That is the unanimous report 
from everybody along the line so far as I know. Ask the gentle- 
men upon the Indian Committee whose districts immediately 
adjoin the Indian Territory, and ask others living out there, and 
who indirectly represent in a certain sense the Territory in which 
this commission is operating; and so far as I know the report from 
them has beer. of the most gratifying character. 

I am satistied if my friend from Texas would give the same close 
and careful examination to the question that those gentlemen have 
done-—the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Benton]—formerly on the committee, who 
live adjoining the Territory, he would see that this commission is 
doing better work than has ever been done in the settlement of 
the Indian question. Now, the request is made for more money 
to expedite this work, the idea being to close this work out at the 
earliest possible moment, and the committee cut the estimate in 
two as made by the Dawes Commission. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to inquire, if 
any information on the subject, about how long will it 
they get through with this work? 

tr. CURT In four 

_ LACEY. I think if will take longer. 
to ‘aie wane = oe sone thet question because we want 

as a \. 

Mr. LACEY. I know that it is said that it can be done in four 


ou have 
before 


years, but they have a very difficult problem there, and, person- 
wy, Tonly give my own view. While the committee think it can 
bes - in four , 1 think it will take longer. New difficulties 
Da wa ; new questions arising constantly; and this 
euaial » in my judgment, will ultimately be the 
ean of a government of that Territory, and instead of 


going out in four years its power will rather be 
enlarged instead of doi away with the commission itself. 


lt is 

& wise ex ture of public money i i 
. y in this place, because they are 
men in w: the Indians have confidence a negotiating and set- 
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| tling up complex questions arising between the different Indian 
tribes and the tvhite settlers there, and the various claims to In- 
| dian citizenship. 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, this one fact must be borne in 
| mind, that, as the gentleman from Texas states, they have been in 
existence a number of years. At the time the commission was 
created it was composed of five members, and for whom Congress 
appropriated $5,000 each for salary. They came back repeatedly, 
year after year, to Congress with the report that the jurisdiction 
conferred upon them by Congress was not acc« ptable to the In- 
dians, and year after year Congress sent them back again to see 
whether or not it was not possible to make agreements with them. 

That state of facts existed until two years ago. So that when 
the statement is made that this commission has existed six or 
eight years, and that if it takes them that length of time to go 
ahead and do what smal! amount of work they have done, how k ng 
will it take them to finish it, 1 am here tosay that the commission 
during the past two years has done more work than they pre- 
viously accomplished in six years. Why? Simply because when 
the Indians realized that Congress was in earnest and passed the 
so-called Curtis Act, the Choctaws and the Chickasaws at once 
made treaties with this commission. The Creeks and Cherokees 
made treaties also. Congress ratified the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
agreement,but did not ratify the Cherokee and the Creek, 

I live adjoining where this commission works. If the wish of 
many members of this House eventually becomes a law, this In- 
dian Territory, over which this commission now exercises its 
function, will become a part of-the State of Oklahoma. I have 
made personal visits there, and Iam here to say now that there 
was no commission ever created that accomplished as much for 
the amount of money appropriated as this commission has during 
the past two years. 

Now, another thing that was brought out before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. The statement has been made broadcast that 
all the commission desired was to have their job last so that they 
can draw their salaries. What are the facts? The recommenda- 
tion to your Committee on Indian Affairs provided that the ap- 
propriation for this year should be $640,000. Lasked the commis- 
sion whether or not that amount could be handled judiciously. I 
said that I had heard that all that they desired was to continue 
their places. The original item was $170,000. 

The Secretary, after consultation, said that they requested an 
appropriation of $640,000, but the committee, after going into the 
facts, decided that an appropriation of $300,000 would doubtless 
give this commission sufficient funds to put additional corps of 
surveyors and allotting agents in the field, and so the work could 
be advanced so much more rapidly. 

I am familiar with the situation down there, and God knows I 
want it to terminate as quickly as possible, but you must realize 
that you can not measure the amount of work that is to be done 
by the work that has been done by the commission for the past 
six years, for the simple reason that Congress was insisting that 
they should make an agreement with the tribes, and the tribes 
refused to make agreements. 

I was at Muscogee last summer when the commission, acting 
under the Curtis Act—they did not have a treaty with the Creeks, 
because Congress refused to ratify it—acting under the Curtis 
law, opened the land office at the town of Muscogee. I have been 
at all the booms and rushes that have taken place in the Territory 
of Oklahoma, but Iam here to say that the rush of Indians to this 
land office opened at Muscogee has never been paralleled in the 
history of the West. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask that the gentleman have five 
minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FLYNN. 1 was there,I say, when that land office was 
opened. The Indians have finally come to realize that Congress 
is in earnest and does not longer intend to allow the existing con- 
dition that has prevailed for the last fifty years to continue in the 
Indian Territory. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. How long do you think, or in the opinion of 
the committee, it will take for this commission to do its work? 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, the commission testified that if they re- 
ceived the $170,000, it would take them about five years. Then 
the question was asked them if they got the $640,000 how long it 
would take them, and, if I recollect correctly, it was stated two 
or three years. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Twoyears. Ihavethe statement before me. 

Mr. FLYNN. Twoyears. Now, the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs reported with an enlargement of the old appropriation, meet- 
ing the desires of the commission halfway, and at the same time 
allowing an advancement of the work, so that when the commis- 
sion reports next to Congress they will have concluded not only 
the making of the rolls, not only the resurvey—and here let me 
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inform the House that the geological survey made in that Terri- 
tory was not a land-office survey made as we have it in other 
States, In the States, when a survey is made, the quarter-section 
lines are all marked out, but in the Indian Territory they are not 
so marked out, and they found it absolutely necessary to have 
additional surveys made, if 1 remembex correctly, of about two- 
thirds of that entire area. tw 

Gentlemen must also remember that “p to the time the treaties 
were made between this commission and the Indians the Indian 
Territory comprised five independent municipalities, each of which 
acknowledged allegiance to no man and no power outside them- 
selves. Congress granted them the fee t# the land and guaranteed 
that they should remain forever anintadeupted in their locations, 
in their customs, laws, and usages not ihconsistent with the Con- 
stitution. So that when this commissidn was created it was nec- 
essary for it to deal individually and sf#parately with each one of 
these five tribes. j ; 

Each of them had its own ete and set of laws, its own 
supreme court, its own house of commons and lords. There was 
nothing in common between them exc¢pt an agreement as to citi- 
zenship. In other words, the Creeks yould have one kind of law, 
the Cherokees another, the SeminoJes another, the Choctaws 
another, and the Chickasaws another. ’ (This commission in dealing 
with those Indians has had as complex questions to solve as the 
Supreme Court of the United States was ever called upon to pass 
on, They are an exemplary body and are doing good work. 

Here the hammer ae 
r, STOKES. I would like to put a question to the chairman 
of the committee. In line 21 of this section I find it provided 
that— 

The number of such commissioners is hereby fixed at four. 

I notice also that in the first line there is provision for the 
salaries of four commissioners under acts of Congress approved 
March 8, 1898, and March 2, 1895. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The commission originally consisted of five 
members; a couple of years ago we cut down the number to four. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr, Chairman, I want to occupy just a mo- 
ment in calling attention to what I understand to be the condition 
of things in the Indian Territory, for the purpose of suggesting to 
the committee whether it would not be wise toincrease this appro- 
priation to six hundred and some odd thousand dollars, em z 
to the estimate, so that this work may be completed in from two 
to three years—three years, I think, was the statement of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill—instead of allowing it to drag alo 
for five or six years. Of course I shall not myself make any su 
motion, because I have not given the matter such close investiga- 
tion as would authorize me to do so. But my object at this time 
is to draw the attention of the committee to this matter and ascer- 
tain whether in their judgment it would not be wise to increase 
this appropriation to the amount of the estimate. 

As I understand, there could not be a worse condition of affairs 
than now exists in the Indian Territory. It is patent that we are 
after a while to solve the problem in the Indian Territory so that 
we shall have local self-government there, so that the people may 
administer justice in that Territory and pay for it, ao theh thaper- 
ple there a be educated and may pay for it. As I understand, 
there is nowhere under the sun a better agricultural country, with 
a larger proportion of mineral wealth, than there is in that Terri- 
tory. But, as I understand, nowhere is there a condition of things 
coming nearer to “organized hell” than there is in that Territory. 

A little farther on in the bill is a provision on which I hope a 
point of order will be made—a provision appropriating $75,000 out 
of the Federal Treasury for the education of children other than 
Indian children. If we enter upon an expenditure of that kind, 
it will grow and grow and grow. The people will be demoralized, 
and in one sense pauperized; for whatever may be the case with 
the Indians, you can not take white people and feed them without 
cost to themselves and educate them without cost to themselves 
without creating an effort on their part to perpetuate that condi- 
tion. And thereby the manhood of such people is demoralized. 
So that I again ask the committee in charge of this bill whether it 
would not be best to appropriate the full amount of the estimate 
and let this work be brought to the most speedy conclusion pos- 


sible. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, as I have been closely connected 
with this work since my membership in Congress, I feel as if it were 
due to my distinguished friend from Texas and to the House that I 
a a statement of the condition of things there as I understand 

em. 

The commission after its or tion and until June, 1898, had 
no power except the power of negotiation. It had no power to 
take a census, no power to enroll the citizens, no power to make 
allotments. The sole function of the commission was sim 
secure treaty stipulations or ents between the United States 
and those tribes, looking to the opening of their country and the 
breaking up of their tribal relations. 


The act of June, 1898, known as the Curtis law, provided that ! h 
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this commission, after its membership had been reduced to ;, ur 
should make a roll of the citizens. t involved an amount of 
labor which no man unfamiliar with the condition of things out 
there can appreciate. They at once set about their work, anj j; 

the first ninety days 7,000 applications were made that were .. - 
tested by the tribe. Every case required a careful judicial jy ys. 
tigation and a hearing of much testimony. The work involved 
in that one duty can scarcely be conceived. Appeals from th, 
decisions of the commission to the Federal courts were af{or. 
wards allowed. Since that time the commissioners haye. (9 
and day out, been bombarded with other applications of 

claiming citizenship. 

The truth of the business is that this commission in the (jc. 
charge of this duty are called upon to decide greater interests ayq 
more delicate interests than any commission that I have ky we 
of in the history of the country, at least so far as these people ars 
concerned. ; 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will my friend answer a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Do you not believe that it is better fo, 
the Indians and better for this country that this work should }, 
expeditiously done? 

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, God bless you, yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then why not yield to the suggestion 
= ie gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNoNn] and get this 

one 

Mr. LITTLE. Just wait until I get through and you wil) 
think I will. F 
‘ Mr. BURKE of Texas. All right; that is what I want to seq 

one. 

Mr. LITTLE. But the statements made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Burke] have led me to make this statement, because 
the gentlemen who compose this commission I know want the 
Congas and the country to understand what they have done and 
are doing. 

Now, as I started to say a moment ago, the enrollment of this 
citizenship involves millions and millions of dollars to those who 
are claiming it, as well as to the tribes, Every human being ad- 
mitted to these rolls adds one more to share in the division of the 
land, and each share in some tribes is estimated to be worth at 
least $5,000 per head, some of them being entitled to from six to 
+ eight ees rg of mans omnes not eagnnch. Itisa 

id and a great temp m for people to attempt to procure citi- 
zenship in the tribe. 

In addition to that roll they are required to make certain rolls 
of colored oe le, freedmen and their descendants. Without any 
basis, practically, they must go back to the treaty of 1866. [thas 
involved a vast amount of time in the hearing of testimony and 
the examination of the rolls, and the labor involved can scarcely 
be appreciated. 

And I want to say now that so far as my knowledge has gone— 
and I think I know a good deal about the situation—I never have 
known & commission or any Government employees who did more 
work or, in my opinion, more faithful work t this commission 
has done since it was given the power under the act of 1898. There 
is no sort of Te about it, and they ought to becontinued. Not 
only ought they be continued, but in my opinion every dollar that 
is n to enable them and as soon as possible to 
complete this work and hten oné the conditions in the Indian 
Territory, ought to be given t without stint and without delay. 

Why, sir, do you know that as things are now in that country 
scarcely anyone knows where his home is? No noncitizen has 
any right to the lands outside of the towns, and in this condition 
of w inty there are more than 400,000 people without any 
government save that which they get through the judiciary of 
that country, without any free schools for the people, with no 
educational opportunities for the noncitizen element, including 
the whites, negroes, and others not citizens of these particular 
tribes, except in some of the larger towns. . 

The GHATRMAN The time of mtleman has expired. 


ay In 
those 


we irk 


to 
‘ the 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the gentleman’s time be exteuied 
ten minutes. ’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Si£2- 
MAN] asks unanimousconsent that the time of the gentleman from 
Arkansas be extended ten minutes. Is there objection’ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLE. 1 thank the House. I shall hardly want to 0s? 
that much time. This is the condition that is confronting 0s be 
fore anything can be done, as is well by my friend Mr. 
Cannon. Before any definite can be adopted these rolls of 
citizenship must be settled, t lands must be appraised and 
allotted to their respective owners, Then ths country will be 

y for some form of government, whatever the Congress ™4y 
deem wise to determine, and I do not believe they will make it 0 
accordance with the aoe ban tleman from Okla- 
homa (Mr, Fyn]. I hope it may never become a part of Ok!a- 

oma, 





1900. 


t let that go. 
appraisement of the lands. ; 
of Indian lands on the reservations of the West. 


to be allot 
tory; involving, 


great diversity in 


this work could be completed in two years, and I believe it can be. 


Yes, probably it may be completed in less time. The completion 


of the roll and the allotment of the land, I think, can be com- 
Jeted in less time. Other matters may involve the time of this 
commission for a year or two, possibly longer than that, or what- 
ever power has the a tion of them. 


But la distinctly with the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas f r. BURKE] that the money needed by this commission, 
every 


ollar that is legitimately and pageny spent to complete 
this work, ought to be appropriated, and my view is that the 
amount carried in this bill ought to be more than itis. I finally 
consented to the amount carried in the bill, but I believe it would 
be wise to increase it at least a hundred thousand dollars, if not 
to give the entire amount. I feel quite satisfied that an increase 
of the amount by $100,000 would greatly facilitate the comple- 
tion of the work of the commission in that Territory. It will be 
wise economy to push this work to an early conclusion, and it 
will be a great saving to the Government and a blessing to the 
people of that 1 ag , F : 

Mr. SHERMAN. . Chairman, just a word in reference to 
the commission. I think the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Lacry] 
alluded to it briefly, This is not a commission which is desirous 
of continuing its work in office or in power. Senator Dawes has 
more than once asked to be relieved from further service upon this 
commission, and has been kept there only at the urgent solicita- 
tion of various Secretaries in power, by the earnest solicitation of 
men in and out of public life who are familiar with the conditions 
in the Indian ae who are familiar with the power that Mr. 
Dawes’s name has with those Indians, and in compliance with the 
urgent request of these gentlemen and of the President Mr. Dawes 
has remained on the commission, and has given to it the full 
benefit of his plenitude of wisdom. Of course, he has not been at 
all times in the Indian Territory. His age and his infirmities will 
not permit it. But he has — his time to the work of the com- 
mission. He has had no other business to occupy his time, as I 
understand if. 

The commission is not a partisan commission. One of the mem- 
bers, Judge McKinnon, of Arkansas, is a Democrat, and were it 
not for the very high opinion I have of the character of my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. Litre] I would say that no finer man lives 
in the State of Arkansas than Judge McKinnon. It is a non- 
partisan commission. Judge McKinnon and Mr. Needles and Mr. 
Bixby are in the Indian Territory all the time, except the few 
weeks when they are here in Washington in consultation with the 
committees of the two branches of Congress and with the Secre- 
tary. They have done most efficient and most energetic service 
down there, 

Now, in reference to this appropriation, as to whether it shall 
be $300,000 or a greater sum, the estimate calls for $641,000. Itis 
the desire of the Indian Committee, as I believe it is the desire of 
every committee in this House having charge of appropriations, 
to keep these appropriations down to the very smallest amount 
possible compatible with what is for the best interest of the Gov- 
ernment and of the service, and we h that we might find it 

@ less sum than that called for — esti- 
mates submit We asked the commission to come before us, 
re Mr. Bixby, the member of the commission most familiar with 

e details, was heard at length, as was also Senator Dawes, in 
reference to other matters, 

I will read the following from the hearing before the committee: 

Mr. Curtis. What is your t+ about how long will it take to com- 

as original! 


Ring cone work, if we make the appropriation y asked for by you, 


That: a I think it would take in the neighborhood of four or five years. 
Mr. FLyxx. But do you think you could do it all if you get your $640,000 in 


& year? 

Mr. Brxpy. No, sir. In about two years we could do all the appraisin 
pS ; Wecan not fix the date of closing the work until we 

Me. Peengress to ix the date for the rolls. 
in two a you say that with this appropriation you can finish 

tr. SIxBy. In two or three years. 
Mr, iaxen . The shorter the. ‘ime the. leas money wl ii tan xe ha 
. e. If we have 

{20.000 for this next year, the following two years we would want very much 


yout, FLYNN. Under the present system, you think you could finish in five 


Mr. Brxsy. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Lrrria. ‘The survey and appraising are important elements, which 
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Now, what is ahead of the commission is the 
It is not like an ordinary allotment 
These lands are 
ted according to _ quality, ae, and Marg - ne- 

egitating the appraisement of every foot of land in that Terri- 
oun believe, some 36,000 square miles, with houses 

nd pmprovements, and with railroads running through it, and a 
. values of the land. But it is hoped that if 
the amount of money that was estimated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury was given to this commission the fundamental part of 
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must precede the allotments. With this increased appropriation they could 
finish this coming year and discharye all these surveying and appraising 
forces. The actual allotment follows the appraising. 

Mr. SnaerMan. The work you are doing now is entirely satisfactory to 
you, isit not? You feel satisfied with the progress you are making? : 

Mr. Brxsy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And it is satisfactory to the Indians? 

Mr. Brxsy. I think it is reasonably so. I think the Ir 
satisfied with the progress of our work. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do you think the Indians would be quite as wel 
to have asmall army sent into their midst, as you would have to do in 
this enlarged appropriation, to carry on their work, instead'of going on as you 
are doing now? : f : 

Mr. Bixsy. I think the Choctaws and the Chickasaws would be very clad 
to have us crowd the work. The other nations are saying nothing about it. 
The Choctaws and Chickasaws are anxious to have the allotments, because 
conditions are changing. The land is in good order and appraised in accord- 
ance with its value relative to its location, and the timber which may be ap- 
praised this month or estimated at a certain amount in two years from now 
may be gone. It may be stolen or burnt up, and that would interfere a creat 
deal with the final adjustment, unless it is crowded as fast as it is practicable 
to do it. 

* 


dians are very well 
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Mr. Fiyny. Is it not a fact that the Creeks selected a delegation to come 
on here with full authority to so amend their agreement as to meet the views 
of Congress and that authority has been denied them to come here?! 

Mr. Brxsy. I understood that was so, but I understand that difficulty will 
be overcome. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can go on with this $171,000 without much change, as 
you have been doing, and with entire satisfaction to the Indians and the 
mission, can you not? 

Mr. Brxsy. I think the Choctaws and Chickasaws would not be entirely 
satisfied, and we are not entirely satisfied, for the reason that we wish to get 
through with this business. Of course, we are satisfied with whatever Con 
gress does, but when you ask us if we are entirely satisfied | would desire to 
say that we are anxious to get through with this work in a reasonable time. 
We would think that it would not be good business judgment to give us less 
than $300,000. We would like $600,000. 

Mr. Litre. I want to see if I understand your position correctly? If I 
understand you, the commission takes the position that all the lands of each 
particular tribe must be appraised before any allotment can be made? 

Mr. BrxbBy. Yes, sir. 


com- 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed for five or ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is this about this 
work. There must, of course, be a survey, and then an appraise- 
ment. The allotment follows. The allotment is not made in the 
manner that the allotments are made in an ordinary Indian reser- 
vation, where lands are drawn out by section or quarter section 
and allotted. 

The Curtis law provides that in allotting every Indian shall be 
allotted land which shall be the equivalent in value of the allot- 
ment to every other Indian. It is not necessary that each Indian 
receive 160 acres of land; but whatever amount of land he receives 
it shall be of the same value as the allotment every other Indian 
of the tribe received, be that 10 acres or 160 acres. After the sur- 
vey and appraisal which precedes these allotments are made, the 
allotments must then be made to the Indians entitled thereto. In 
order to ascertain to whom these allotments are to be made, the 
rolls must be completed; and, as suggested by my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], there are pending several thousand ap- 
peals as to whether or not the Indians are entitled toa place upon 
these rolls, which would give them that allotment. 

The Curtis Act provided the manner in which the Dawes Com- 
mission should ascertain what names were entitled to a place on 
these rolls, and it provided, and properly, I think, that where 
any party, be it man, woman, or child, or the Government, feels 
aggrieved by the decision of the Dawes Commission there should 
be an appeal to the United States court, and in many hundreds, 
if not in many thousands, of these cases these appeals have been 
taken; and many of these appeals are now pending. Of course, a 
single appeal in many cases will determine hundreds of cases, 
they being of like character; but many of these are now pending, 
and if the work of survey and appraisement were finished at the 

resent moment it would not be possible to go on and allot these 
ands in all cases. 

In the Seminole Nation the survey and the appraisement is al- 
ready finished, but the allotment has not yet been completed. 
That is the condition of affairs there. Now, Mr. Bixby believes 
that with this $641,000 he has asked for the work of survey and 
appraisal for the two great nations—the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations—could-be completed within the next year, and that 
by the time that is done the rolls of those two nations will be 
practically completed, so that. following immediately on the com- 
pletion of that work, they could go on and allot to all the Indians 
of those two nations, and that in future years the work will be 
done in the same way for the Cherokee and Creek nations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that briefly gives to this committee 
all the information that the Committee on Indian Affairs had be- 
fore the committee. It is my belief that $300,000 was the least 


with which they could advantageously work, and that they could 
work advantageously with $600,000, but in our desire to economize 
we tookthelesssum. Possibly, Mr. Chairman, it was not the best 
judgment to so do. 


Possibly the suggestion of my friend from 
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Illinois [Mr. CaNNoN] had better be followed, and we appropriate 
$641,000. If my friend from Illinois or any other gentleman of 
the committee feels inclined to make that motion, I shall not 
oppose it. 

Mr. CANNON. Willthe gentleman allow mea word right there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not feel well enough advised to make the 
motion. My remarks were in the shape of a question and sug- 
gestion. I could not for a moment antagonize what seems to be 
the best judgment of the gentleman from New York and his com- 
mittee; but if the gentleman is evenly balanced as to whether it 
ought to be $300,000 or $600,000, and believes that $600,000 would 
expedite this work, I should be in favor of the larger sum. I will 
follow the gentleman as he may indicate in regard to the amount. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course, Mr. Chairman, I believe that more 
work would be completed during the next fiscal year with $641,000 
than with $300,000, but I very much doubt if the character of the 
work would be as satisfactory. That is myindividual opinion. I 
have read from the minutes taken from our committee—by our 
own stenographer, by the way, because we could not get one of 
the committee stenographers—giving you what was said before 
that committee. My present judgment is that $300,000 willinsure 
sufficient service during the coming year, a service which will 
insure the completion of the work in the Indian Territory within 
a Maximum limit of five years. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that this Terri- 
tory borders my district its entire length, a distance of about 150 
miles. Very naturally a large number of citizens, amounting to 
many thousands, from my part of Kansas are now living in the 
Indian Territory under leases permissible by law, and are engaged 
in business of various kinds, principally farming. These people, 
as well as others that have come from almost every State in the 
Union, are urging upon Congress and this commission, known as 
the Dawes Commission, that we shall make haste to establish order 
and law and rights to a 

I am receiving letters almost every day from people living in 
that Territory, saying, ‘‘In God’s name, hurry up and do some- 
thing.” While each one has an idea as to what is best to do, they 
all agree upon one thing, and that is that we shall make haste and 
get this work finished as soon as possible, so as to establish rights 
to property, rights to citizenship, and give them the opportunity 
to regulate their own affairs, levy their own taxes, establish their 
own schools, and conduct a civilized condition of society. 

Therefore, I offer my views and say that we should crowd for- 
ward in this work; and while I would not dissent from the bill, 
neither will I make the motion to increase the appropriation, be- 
cause I realize, as the gentleman from Arkansas says, whose State 
also borders this country, that there are such complex interests 
and so much involved that I should hesitate to doit. There is 
involved in it the rights of citizenship, the allotment and appor- 
tionment of the property, not in acres or area, but in value. 

But let us crowd the work as fast as possible. I hope the dis- 
cussion and impression made on the commission will be that the 
temper and sentiment of Congress is to crowd forward with the 
work, and if the chairman can consent to increase the amount 
I shoulkl be glad. As he said, he will not seriously op the 
judgment of the committee if we shall see fit to raise it; but real- 
izing the gravity of the work in hand and the danger that might 
result in putting a large army of Sep oe ey agents down there 
to take up the work, and from the fact that it might result in 
great injustice, I defer to the judgment of the chairman and mem- 
bers of the committee. 

Now, while I have the floor upon this matter, I want to say that 
this Indian Territory problem will keep coming back to Con 
for many years. e shall be called upon to legislate affecting 
the property rights and the rights of citizenship by reason of the 
conditions under which they have developed that country. I want 
to aes oe the House that whenever legislation shall come 
up affecting land titles, to take Se care to see that the appor- 
tionment of real estate in that Territory shall be fairly and equi- 
tably made at the time it shall be completed, and I urge that such 
a provision shall be made as will forever prevent the centraliza- 
tion of land titles in that part of our country at least. 

I think it well, gentlemen, that we should begin to apply this 
to our lands as a settled principle. We have long since it as 
a national policy that the Government domain—the public lands 
of this country—shall not be parted with in large tracts. And 
why? Because we want to —— homes for all our people, so 
that every family may be a home-owning family. But we have 
in every instance failed to keep a sufficient restrictive hold u 
the title to our lands. We should be watchful to provide that 
when title passes from these Indians it shall be on conditions that 
will forever prevent the centralization of large bodies of these 
lands in any one ownership, for just in proportion as the acres 
shall céntralize in the hands of a few owners, in that on 
shall we multiply renters. Let us at least provide or ita- 
tion in fixing the land laws and land policy of this Territory 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I believe it yoy d be 
economy, both of time and money, to change this appropriatic, 
from $300,000 to $600,000; and in View of the facts before ine | 
shall deem it my duty to offer and press a provision to that «4, et 
There are about 20,000,000 acres of land, of the value, probably. of 
$5 an acre, belonging to the Five Tribes in the Indian Terri;,,, 
making a total valuation of $100,000,000. We find there 9. 
65,000 Indians among whom this land must be equitably al), sted 
If the lands were of uniform value, there would be little difticy);; 
in making the allotments. — 

But when the parties whose duty it is to make these allotments 
come to discharge that duty they will find that it will require q 
great amount of time to allot these lands equitably, because of th, 
great difference in the value of the land, and in order to expedite 
the work a greatly increased force will be needed. The surveyino 
has to be done, as explained by other members of the committe, 
before the lands can be allotted. We can use as many surveyinc 
corps at the same time as the appropriation will permit to })¢ em. 
ployed; and if we will give the commissioners money to put to 
work a large force of surveyors, the surveying can be finished 
within afew months. Then after the surveys have been mado 
the allotting officers can determine the value of the land and giyo 
to each Indian his pro rata share. : 

In the Creek territory, under the provisions of the Curtis bill, g 
—_ many Indians have selected 160 acres of land, with the un. 

erstanding among them that when the final allotment is mado 
they can continue to hold the lands they have selected. In such 
cases there will not be much work for the allotting committee to 
do. I believe that inside of two years, as stated by the commis. 
= ~— work can be accomplished and the whole business finally 
adjusted. 

Another matter of great interest to the white men living in the 
Territory relates to town sites. That subject belongs, however, 
to another committee; but let me say here that I hope a large ap. 

ropriation for that purpose will be made, so that all the town 

ots in the Territory may be speedily surveyed, valued, and sold, 

The citizens interested in town lots and improvements should be 
permitted without unnecessary delay to purchase those lots and 
improvements, and thus become the owners of the property in 
which they have invested their money and labor. When we have 
allotted these lands among the Indians and sold the town lots. this 
magnificent domain can be made a part of Oklahoma and will be 
well fitted to form one of the best States of the Southwest. 

I repeat that in my judgment we can save both time and money 
and accomplish a much earlier adjustment of all these questions 
if this appropriation be increased to $600,000. I therefore make 
that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sub. 
mitted by the gentleman from Texas. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “three” and insert “six;’’ so as to read ‘ $600,000;" 
and in the careing CD strike out “two” and insert “ five;” so as to make 
the aggregate $576,000. 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, may I submit a parlia- 


a, inquiry? 
The HAIRMAN . The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. ould it be competent or proper for 
me now to move an additional amendment to that of my colleague? 
The CHAIRMAN, It would be. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then I offer the following: 


And the commission shall finish the entire work allotted to them under 
existing laws within a period of three years from this time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. 
It was the impression of the Chair that the gentleman proposed to 
offer an amendment to the amendment of his colleague. But 
this isa or independent ition. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then it would be proper to offer and 
vote upon this after the amendment of my colleague is disposed of 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few words 
upon the amendment of the pune from Texas [Mr. STE- 
PHENS}]. While I am very ious to see this work expedite: in 
every reasonable way, I fear that if we adopt this rushing policy, 
providing that the work be done within a very limited numberof 
months, we shall but pile ourselves and the country much 
greater expense than would be entailed if we should proceed a lit 
tle more carefully in adjusting these complicated questions. 

I hope that this work may be pushed as fast as can possil)ly be 
done with safety and justice to all parties interested. But, s!', ; 
fear that if we put a number of “ hands” upon this wor 
and let them undertake to adjust these questions of title and these 
matters of ci , We shall get ourselves and the people there 
into such a com condition as will do great injustice an’ 
will in the end involve much expense, while operating to delay a 
real work of an equitable adjustment. I therefore, sir, feat ‘ . 
effects of the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, an sh 
vote with the chairman of the committee against it. 
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEPHENS 

of Texas, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That said comnentane shall continue to exercise all authority heretofore 
-onfer ed on it by law. ‘ “ 
Mr "BELLAMY. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor some time 

sce of introducing into this House a bill providing for the edu- 
nati yn and support of the children of the Croatan Indians of 

N, th Carolina. On yesterday the chairman of the Committee 
‘ Indian Affairs very courteously accorded to mean opportunity 
0 address the committee upon the subject. Several of the mem- 
hens requested me, on account of their interest, to present them 

a use. 

= Saarinen the Indians of the United States are peculiarly 
the wards of the nation, and very yestty they should be so regarded 
and so dealt with. They were once the proud possessors of our 
soil, but to the inexorable decree of fate they have succumbed, and 
the Teutonic race, against which in its progress all less civilized 
eoples have given away and retired, has pressed them westward, 
and the plains and forests of the eastern slope;and seaboard of 
America, once their happy haunts and hunting grounds, is inhab- 
ited no longer by them, except by the remnants of a few scattered 
tribes which almost have been, but not entirely, absorbed by con- 
tact with the white man and his allies. 

The white settlers of America, while they wrested from the 
aborigines the soil on which they dwelt, which on account of the 
nomadic habits of the Indian tribes could hardly be said to be 
possessed by them, have been from the earliest period of our his- 
tory heal with a laudable feeling that justice and humanity 
required that the Indians should receive Government consideration 
and protection, that they might acquire fixed abodes, and by civil- 
izing influences they aan, in the course of time, become co- 
sharers in the blessings of a free Government. 

The last tribe left lingering on the scene of these once royal do- 
mains is the Croatans or Hatteras Indians, inhabiting the State 
of North Carolina, about 60 miles from the seaboard, in the 
counties of Robeson, Scotland, Richmond, and Columbus, and 
there they have been for a period so long that the ‘‘ memory of 
man runneth not to the pees thereof.” That they have not 
claimed the attention of the National Government before is a 
matter which excites t surprise and is hard to be explained, 
unless the smallness of their number and the lack of education 
and enlightenment among them, and the want of proper philan- 
thropy among their neighbors, has caused them to entirely 
overlooked. And yet the public mind has been directed to them 
on more than one oecasion when they have shocked the country 
by some atrocity which is incident to the Indian character. 

_ There are in the settlement in Robeson County, where they 
chiefly reside, about 3,000 souls, and with the scattered families 
in adjoining counties the number may run to 2,000 men, makin 
the tribe about 5,000 people. A num of them have snlevated 
to Georgia, Mississippi, and Florida, where they have become ab- 
sorbed in the body politic. They are the most interesting people 
in America, and no tribe can appeal stronger to the tender sym- 
pathies and the aT beneficence of the American people than 
the Croatan In of North Carolina. They, beyond cavil or 
doubt, are the descendants of the lost colony of Sir Walter Raleigh, 
about which there have been for over three hundred years so many 
sad reflections, 

Those at all familiar with the attempts at colonization made 
by our English ancestors may recall the efforts of that gallant 

knight and learned and ambitious favorite of Queen Elizabeth. 

ot only could Sir Walter throw his cloak on the wet ground 

that it might serve a footeloth for the dainty shoe of Elizabeth, 

but he sought to extend the domains of Her Most Gracious Majesty 

ae em ht become memorable ia the annals of history 
ened and e . 

a mn ear 1584 igh fitted out a fleet of ships under Amadas 

North c me -_ discovered the countr that is now known as 

Queen, Soon thereafter hs began to saske ciferte vo cor enise the 

three aaa Two attempts failed; but undaunted, in 1587, in 

oman ” _ er John te, whom he appointed governor, he 
peonl t 117 persons, including 17 women, and of the fate of these 
pe “ nothing is known or has been discovered with absolute cer- 

Ishall rom that day to this, unless this is shown by the remarks 

and preoW make, and which was first attempted by my old friend 

cn Mee tor, Hamilton McMillan. These 117 colonists were left 

Anigust, fae auand, near the “‘harbor of Hatorask,” and there, on 

Aninins Dans the daughter of Governor White, the wife of 

e ie ve birth to a danghter, the first white child born 

Virginia Tea and named and baptized, in honorof Her Majesty, 


The ships, leaving the colon 
i » y, returned for supplies and recruits, 
threat sme England the Kingdom was agitated bya 

vasion from Spain. Afterwards the Armada 
Was defeated, and when peace was once more restored Raleigh 
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looked around to provide for the relief of his colony which he had 
planted in the New World a few years before. But it was not 
unti! 1590 that Governor White was dispatched to their rescue, and 
when he reached Roanoke, in August, he found the island de- 
serted; no trace of a huinan being could be found, but at the site 
of the village where the settlers were left nearly three years be- 
fore there was found a tree which had been deprived of its bark 
and bore, in clear and well-cut characters, the word ‘* Croatan.” 

There had been an understanding by White with the colonists 
before leaving that if they should remove their location they 
should carve on a tree the name of the place to which they had 
gone; and if they were in danger or sore distress they should 
carve a cross above the name on the tree. White finding the 
absence of the cross was buoyed with the hope of their discovery, 
but after all efforts to trace them had proved fruitless, he was 
forced to abandon the search and reluctantly returned to England. 

The lost colony was never heard of, and their sad fate is a mat- 
ter of deep and pathetic interest tothe American people. Whether 
they went to Croatan voluntarily or whether the men were mas- 
sacred and the women taken for wives, or whether both men and 
women intermarried with the Hatteras Indians is only a matter 
of conjecture. But one fact is known, and that is that Lawson, 
in his History of Carolina, written in the year 1714, imparts to us 
that— 

The Hatteras Indians, who lived on Roanoke Island or much frequented it, 
tell us that several of their ancestors were white people and could talkin a 
book, as we do; the truth of which is confirmed by gray eyes being found 
frequently among those Indians and no others. They value themselves ex 
tremely for their affinity to the English, and are ready to do them all friendly 
offices. It is probable that the settlement miscarried for want of timely sup 
plies from England or through the treachery of the natives, for we may rea 
sonably suppose that the English were forced to cohabit with them for re 
lief and conversation, and that in process of time they confined themselves to 
the manners of their Indian relations, and thus we see how apt human na- 
ture is to degenerate. 

Long prior to the Revolutionary war there was found settled 
near Lumber River, in Robeson County, N. C., a tribe of Indians. 
Many of them had blue eyes, and while possessing all other traits 
and characteristics of Indians—the copper color, the high cheek 
bone, the erect form-—yet they lacked the nomadic habit. They 
were settled in a neighborhood where they still remain, then, as 
now, cultivating maize and potatoesand fruits. Their traditions 
then, as now, were that their ancestors, Indian men, married 
white women; that they came from Roanoke (in Virginia, they 
say); that they were driven away by bad Indians, and, as one now 
about 90 years of age told your speaker, that they were driven 
across the river. Most of them own their own land, which they 
either bought from the early settlers—who, on account of the In- 
dian being already in possession, quitclaimed it for a nominal 
consideration—or obtained it by an entry and grant from the 
Commonwealth. The names of the 117 lost colonists are still 
preserved in Hakluyt, Volume II], wherein is given an account 
of ‘‘ The fourth voyage made to Virginia with three ships in the 
year 1587, wherein was transported the second colony.” 

From the list of names are many now and from the earliest 
times borne by men of this tribe, such as John Sampson, Robert 
Wilkinson, Henry Berry, Richard Berry, John Burden, Henry 
Dorrel (Dial), John Cheven, William Berden, and many others. 
Thus it is seen that their blue eyes, the tradition of the white 
mothers, the locality from which they came, the lack of the 
nomadic habit derived from the infusion of English blood, the 
similarity of names, the tradition of being driven by the bad In- 
dians across the river, doubtless by the warlike and hostile Tus- 
caroras, who inhabited also the neighboring coast country, prove 
conclusively to the student of the question that the lost colony of 
Raleigh has been found. They are a remarkable people. It is 
said by old residents that some of these Indians were volunteers 
in the Revolutionary war. That they sent two companies to the 
war of 1812 is well authenticated. 

They made gallant soldiers, as a number of our oldest inhab- 
itants can testify. From the earliest times up to the year 1835 
they went to school with the whites, voted and shared in the 

rivileges of citizenship. But in that year the constitution of 

Yorth Carolina was amended, and thereafter for a period of thirty- 
three years they were deprived, not only of the right to vote, but 
even of the privileges of education, until the constitution of 1868 
was passed. whereby they became restored to citizenship and to 
school privileges of the most meager character, but such as other 
citizens enjoyed. 

They were not permitted to attend the schools for whites, and 
therefore were forced, if they received any education, to attend the 
negro schools. They refused to a very great degree, on account 
of the intense antipathy they now have for the negro, the educa- 
tion in the negro schools until, through the instrumentality of 
Hamilton McMillan, esq., the legislature of North Carolina, in 
1887, gave them separate schools of their own. 

At the breaking out of hostilities between the North and the 
South in 1861 these people, grown up in ignorance, but quietly 
cultivating their little farms, were radely awakened by the 
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Confederate authorities conscripting them and using them as lab- 
orers to build the immense sand fortifications at New Inlet, on the 
Cape Fear River, known as Fort Fisher; the same fortifications 
so celebrated as having been the scene of the greatest naval bom- 
bardment of the world’s history, as compared with which an offi- 
cer who was at Sebastopol said: 

The siege of Sebastopol as compared with the siege of Fort Fisher was but 
child's play. 

The work was hard, the Croatan murmured; he then deserted 
and fled to the swamps of his native heath. The conscripting 
officers pursued them. Arresting an old Indian, they asked him 
why he deserted. He told them that he did not want to work or 
fight for a people who treated him so unjustly; that before 1835 
he voted, he went to school, but since then he had been deprived 
of both, and that he would neither work nor fight for the Con- 
federacy. And thus it was they were arrested and deserted. 
When at the close of the war many of them were in hiding, they 
committed acts of depredation, for which they were properly out- 
lawed, and then arose the band known as the Henry Berry Lowery 
gang. For years they became a terror to the country, and in the 
early seventies this band of Indians shot down and killed 27 white 
men from first to last among the wealthiest, the bravest, and 
best men of that county. The leader, Henry Berry Lowery, was 
finally killed, peace and quiet was again restored, and under the 
benign influence and rule of our people, inaugurated in the year 
1887, they are becoming good citizens. 

There is still much ignorance and a strong propensity to vio- 
late the internal-revenus laws among some few of them, but it is 
because they know not the sinfulness of the violation of law. They 
from time immemorial have raised fine fruit and grain, and have 
always distilled brandy and whisky, and, like some other citizens, 
they feel that it is an unjust interference with their natural rights 
to prevent them from converting their waste products into a sala- 
ble article. Many of the cases in our United States courts for 
manufacturin [a license are from among these people. 
They are and have always been a distinct people. They are true 
friends, but bitter and implacable enemies. 

They are brave, but reckless. Theyare honest in their dealings. 
They are intensely religious. They are restless, active, and ener- 
getic. Indolenceand sloth are not knownamongthem. They are 
eager for education. They are capable of intellectual and moral 
development, as is attested by some among them. A number 
have become successful merchants. One of them filled the i- 
tion of United States Senator from one of our sister Southern 
States, The descendant of another has become a member of Con- 
gress. 
~ Now, these are the people I commend to the kind consideration 
of the American Congress. Their school facilities are poor. By 
extending them aid you are giving expression in substantial form 
to that noble sentiment of justice inherent in our peopleand which 
has urged our Government to make large appropriations for the 
education and support of Indian tribes which passes each session 
of Congress. No tribe is entitled to more at our hands; and if in 
the providence of God they be elevated by a sound moral and 
mental training inaugurated by the Government, history will yet 
say that Sir Walter Raleigh did not plant his colony in vain, and 
there will yet arise some gifted American writer who will tu- 
ate in song and weave in fiction the story of the Croatan ans, 
the descendants of the Indian chief, Manteo, created the first Lord 
of Roanoke, and of Virginia Dare, the first white child born on 


American soil. [Applause.] 
During the ree the foregoing the follo occurred: 
Mr. BROSIUS. . Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Arewe Ss by unanimousconsent now? 

The CHAIRMAN, The understands the gentleman from 
North Carolina to move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Yes; I make that motion. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I desire to know, for my own purpose, how 
long a time eae proposes to occupy. 

a CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has five minutes, under the 
rule, 

The time of Mr. BELLAMY having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent it was extended. 

Mr. BELLAMY then resumed and completed the delivery of 
the foregoing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on the 18th day of November, 1899, Charles Dennis, a Seneca Indian, 
leased to the Erie Preser Com y, as a site for a manufacturing plant, 
a certain piece of land near the of Irving, N. Y.; and whereas on the 
2th day of December, 1899, the said lease was confirmed, —— ap- 
proved by the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians, to its terms 
and conditions: Now, therefore, the action of the said Charles and of 

Seneca Nation, by its council, is ratified, confirmed, and 
Whereas the Seneca Nation of Indians, in their council, on lith 


day of Reahomber, 1897, entered into an ment in J 

Quilter, whereby said Seneca Nation h to the said John all that 
portion of the Cattaraugus Reservation situate in the towns of South Valley 
and Elko, Cattaraugus ty, N. Y.,for the purpose of boring and testing 
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said territory for ei 
ment: Now, therefore, the action of said Seneca Nation, by ite = ag 
eo confirmed, and approved. 





the Secretary of the Interior, in the Indian Territory, the 
And the Secretary of the Interior, under such rules and regulations «. 
maar preseeme, may admit to such school blind children of other than India, 
c . : 
found by the Secretary of the interior to be incurred on behalf ; 
children shall be paid out of the school funds of the tribe to which such ch. 
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and oil under certain conditions set forth jy 


hereas the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, in their coyn-i) 


the 13th day of January, 1899, entered into an agreement in woe 
John Quilter, whereby said Seneca Nation lenee to the ac 8 witt 
heirs, and assigns, the Cattaraugus Reservation, situate in the.” 
Erie, Chautauqua, and <opeemene, for the purpose of boring anj 
said territory for gas and oil unde en 
ment: Now, therefore, the action of said Seneca Nation, by its . 
ratified, confirmed, and approved. : 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out beginning wit}, | 
page 41, down to and including line 13, on page 42, 


rcertain conditions set forth in g.i9 


ine & 
The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For increasing the amount hereinbefore appropriated for tho eras " 
fnsane Indians at Canton, 5S. Dak. the sum of sis 000. thee: 





sum being in addition to the amount appropriated for that purpose by a" 
act entitled “‘An act making appropria @ 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula; 
the various Indian tribes for the 1 
other purposes,” approved March 1, 1899. 


ons for the current and " 
1OnS wit 
year ending June 3), 190. ana? . 


Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask the gentleman from New Yor, [Mr 


SHERMAN] to agree to the following amendment: 


And the limit of cost for said Soh Ou is fixed at the amount horo: 


and herein appropriated, namely, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I will be glad to agree to that. 
The amendment of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the support of a school for the blind, to be previded for by ; 





residing in such Territo much of said expenditure 


of Ir 
longs. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam compelled to make the point of order oy 
that whole paragraph, for the reason, as I understand it. tha: 
there is no existing law that authorizes the expenditure, 

As I read the paragraph, it provides by contract for a school for 
the blind, and not only for the Indians, but for the white children 
as well. I do not know of any treaty stipulation that would 
authorize the expenditure; I do not know of any law that author. 
izes it; and I am quite sure that when under the guise of educa. 
tion and taking care of the Indian tribes we propose to take care 
of the blind of the State, there is pretty large departure: and 
without further discussing its merits, I make the point of order, 

Mr. MERCER. Which paragraph is that? 

Mr. CANNON. It is from line 13 to 22, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York care 
to be heard u the point of order? 


Mr. SHER ; the gentleman from Arkansas desire to 
be heard on the point of order? I would be glad for the gentle. 
man from Arkansas to discuss it, 

Mr, LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, eee aos are constantly 
made for the purpose of educating Indianchildren. Thatisa fixed 
and definite policy of the Government, and it does not require ex- 
isting law to tain a provision of that sort in the bill. We 

rovide in almost every for buildings for the education of In- 
vian chil We provide for their instruction, and we appro- 


priate not under treaty stipulations for a ¢ many Indian tribes; 
and the only ble vicious character there could be in this pro- 
vision would be that it provides for the education of certain non- 
citizens, those who are residing in the Territory, but who are not 
members of the respective tribes, and permits them to be charge- 
able against the fund appropriated. 

Now, passing from the legal status of the question, I would like 
to state that there is now a small school for the blind in the Ter- 
ritory, at Fort Gibson, be’ conducted by two or three young 
ladies, who are su ing it ugh charity collected not only in 
the Territory, but in the ae States. There are a great 
many applicants for admission, We did not appropriate for that 
school, use we do not think it is the oe thing todo. By 
this provision we authorize the vay meg da the Interior to use 
this much for that purpose, and to draw from the school fund o 
the a tribes for the expenses of the Indian blind. 

I understand that there are in the Territory approaching °") 
blind children without any means of education at all. It appes 
to me in the highest degree. So far as that is concerned, 1{1t 8 
not technically within the rules I should be glad to see * 6 
arene because we can not do better than to extend our help © 
these blind people and give them a single school anyway, if it 
only a v r unostentatious affair, so that when v? 
reach the Time wuss the taxes can be levied for the support 
these schools | it may be done. 

Mr, CANNON. Tet me ask the tleman whether these - 
ceedingly wealthy Indians in the In Territory known ast ; 
Five Civilized Tribes, with their t trust fund, with their eres 
income from occupation tax, ond expecially from their income A 
way of ea from which there is money, substantially, —_ 
to burn might be, perhaps, under existing law, know" ® 
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atl ithout legislation devoted to this purpose of educa- 
Curtis per Wit can — be done under the Curtis law, could not 
tion money be devoted by legislation to the education of the blind 
ane from their trust fund is now devoted to the education of 
ze th e not blind? 

= Perr LE. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois, if he 

j]] examine for a moment the provision he will see it is provided 
that the money expended for the education of the Indian blind 
shall be taken from their school fund. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it seems to me I would take the whole 
amount from that fund. a 

Mr. LITTLE. I will say, further, as to the whole condition, 
when we speak of rich Indians, there are not a great many of them 
in possession of their property. It has not been allotted to them. 
They are not getting all its benefits, and will not until final allot- 
ment: and, in addition to that, a large number of white people 
located there pay taxes. Forinstance, a lawyer $25, a doctor $25, 
the laborer from $1 to $5 a year, a noncitizen who lives in that 
country, on an average, $5 per year taxes—taxes that go to the In- 
dian tribes, taxes they do not get one penny’s value for in return. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not quite in the power of Congress to take 
from this magnificent trust fund, as well as from the annual in- 
come from the sources that the gentleman speaks of, coming to 
the Five Civilized Tribes, as well as from the-royalties, money to 
found and support these schools?- = 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, of course, it is within the power of Con- 


SS. 
— CANNON. Then much stronger am I, on the merits as 
well as on the rules of the House, inclined to insist on the point 
of order; but I would not insist upon the point of order to an 
amendment that will devote the money of this trust fund to the 

urpose indicated. , 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, just a moment. The trouble about the 
matter is that there are five of these nations, and we would have 
to confuse their funds or build five of these institutions in order 
to accommodate the blind children of those tribes. This amend- 
ment is only intended to meet the present emergency and to pro- 
vide temporary facilities. A charge is made against each particu- 
lar one of these tribes for the expense of the education of the 
blind from the particular tribe that enters this school, to be pro- 
vided for under the supervisory power of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. CANNON, 
order—— 

Mr. LITTLE. [donot want to mislead my friend. I will say 
that all the money directly appropriated by this act would, I have 
no doubt, be expended by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
benefit of the noncitizen class in the Territory—that is, those not 
members of the tribes. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, I belicve that Congress has the power, 
and I am inclined to think it is the duty of Congress to take from 
these trust funds and from moneys raised by taxation, royalties, 
and otherwise, money sufficient to educate all the children in the 
Indian Territory, and if buildings are needed take the necessary 
amount for those. If there are five of the tribes, then one-fifth 
from each tribe to construct the buildings, and give the Secretary 
of the Interior plenary power. I believe we certainly have the 
power, and I think we have the right to do so. But, later on, we 
come to a provision that I must antagonize, an appropriation of 
$75,000 for the education of noncitizen children; and as this is 
along the same ground I thought I ought to antagonize this with 
the hope that it will go out upon a point of order and that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, pending the completion of the con- 
sideration of this bill, may report or offer such amendment as 
will care for these children as well as they may be cared for in 
a present condition, the expenditure to be borne by the trust 


Well, I have no objection to the point of 


Mr. LITTLE. I have no doubt the point of order will be good 
ainst the second amendment mentioned by the gentleman from 

: nois, but the p of this amendment is, where the Secretary 
as got control of the Indian school, to admit into the same school 
with the Indians the noncitizen children. It refers to what you 
a call a day school in the rural districts of the Territory, 
where you can a teacher for $40 a month and ae 20 In- 


dian and 20 whi pils. By this appro i 
priation you will be able 
to compensate the Tiechets and have 40 pupils together in a day 


school. Although simple as it may be, it be a great improve- 


ment over not having any. 
a CHATS AN. the Chair understand the gentleman 
7 araeuees to contend that the point of order is not well taken? 
disor, AITTLE. I doas tothe present amendment, the one under 
Ti oo but as to the one referred to by the gentleman from 
Th Mr. Cannon] further along I think it would be good. 
8 IRMAN. The Chair is not informed as to what the 
“Mr. CANNON this 
. . on page 43, lines 23 to 32, inclusive. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair understand that to that pro- 
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vision the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] raises the point 
of order? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Arkansas to contend that the point of order is not well taken? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would be glad to hear what ex- 
isting law there is for that appropriation. 

Mr. LITTLE. I stated to the Chair that the general policy of 
the Government having charge of the educationof Indian children 
warrants legislation along these lines without any express provi- 
sion of the statute. There has hardly an appropriation bill passed 
for a number of years that has not provided for the construction 
of independent school buildings, or the establishmet of new 
schools at different points throughout the country. What I 
maintain is that this appropriation is in line, although it reaches 
a different class with the general policy of the Government, and 
is therefore germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not contended that it is not germane. 
The point of order is that it is in violation of Rule XXI of the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. LITTLE. I used the word germane inadvertently; I should 
have said it is not new legislation within the meaning of that rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not contended that it is new legisla- 
tion; it is contended that it is an appropriation not authorized by 
any existing law, nor is it a public work in the progress of con- 
struction. 

Mr. LITTLE. The point I wish to make clear isthis: Take, for 
instance, the Committee on Military Affairs or Naval Affairs 
The Committee on Naval Affairs provides for the construction of 
half a dozen ships. That is not under any provision of statute, 
but it is carrying out the general policy of the Government. This 
is an appropriation of money to establish a school, and although 
there is no general law calling for the appropriation, it is in the 
execution of a well-defined policy of the Government toward this 
class of people. While it may be new legislation technically speak- 
ing, I claim that it is carrying out the general line and purpose of 


the Government, and is not new legislation within the meaning 
of the rule, as I understand it. 
The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, this sectionis 


challenged under section 2, Rule XXI, and under the first part of 
that section, which provides that— 


Noappropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such public 


work and objects as are already in progress. 


The paragraph appropriates a sum of money fora school for the 
blind of the white and Indian races. This kind of education has 
not been before undertaken by the Government. 

The attention of the Chair has not been directed to any particu- 

lar provision of law which would authorize this appropriation; 
but the gentleman from Arkansas contends that it is in further- 
ance of a general public policy which Congress has adopted in the 
past. 
. Mr. LACEY. I would like to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that there is an Indian educational fund which Congress 
controls, and out of this fund may we not make provision for the 
education of Indian children, whether they be deaf, dumb, blind, 
or otherwise? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa understand 
that this appropriation comes from that fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me make this suggestion: I think I catch 
the idea of the Chairman as well as that of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. Isuggesttothe gentleman from Arkansas that he moves 
to strike out the appropriation carried in this section so as simply 
to provide that the Secretary, out of money appropriated generally 
for school purposes, may expend a sum not exceeding $10,000 for 
the purpose named in this section. I think in that way the point 
of order would be obviated. 

Mr. CANNON, It seems to me that in any event the point of 
order is well taken, and would not be obviated in the manner the 
gentleman suggests. There is no difference in substance between 
the amendment in the form now suggested by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] and the amendment as now pendi 

Mr. SHERMAN, - Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. My point is that this is the first appropriation 
by law for this purpose, and that it is legislation—that it makes a 
charge upon the Treasury not authorized by law, and is therefore 
not in order upon this bill. 

The gentleman says there have been other appropriations that 
were not authorized by law; ergo, this appropriation should be 
admitted. Now, there may have been appropriations subject to a 
point of order upon which no point was made; but that does not 
militate against a point of order on this provision. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The idea which occurs to meis this—that this 
is simply a limitation upon an appropriation heretofore made; it 
does not make any new appropriation, My contention is that we 
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cen limit the manner in which appropriations heretofore made 
shall be expended. 

Mr. CANNON. But does the gentleman claim—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it not be well to dispose of one pro- 
vision of the bill at a time before raising any question upon 
another? It is difficult for the Chair to undertake to rule upon a 
section which has no further existence than a suggestion by one 
member to another. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me call attention to the fact that the point 
of order as raised is too wide. It strikes at the whole section. If 
the gentleman would make his point of order against these words 
only, it might be admissible: 

And the Secretary of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as he 


may prescribe, may admit to such school blind children of other than Indian 
blood residing in such Territory. 





That is a provision which enlarges existing law. The other 
provision for the use of school funds for blind Indian children is 
certainly already embraced in existing law. Under existing law 
blind children could go to the — schools; or the appropri- 
ation for schools under existing law could be so used as to allow 
the blind to be taught in an institution by themselves. The only 
difficulty is as to allowing white children tocomein, That would 
seem to be a modification of existing law. 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment the whole thing is subject to 
a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the question 
still presented for determination is whether the paragraph as re- 

yorted in the bill is obnoxious to the point of .order made under 
Rule XXI by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair will restate 
the question as he understands it. 

The objection is made that the paragraph isin violation of Rule 
XXI, which provides that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be 
in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

No law authorizing this appropriation has been brought to the 
attention of the Chair by any gentleman. The Chair does not 
understand that it is contended that the appropriation is author- 
ized by any provision of existing law. But it is contended that, 
it being in furtherance of a great public object which the Con- 
gress of the United States has hitherto supported, it comes within 
the exception to the prohibition of Rule XVI as ‘‘a public work 
and object a in progress.” 

If the object of this appropriation is a public work and object 
already in progress, then it is in order in this bill. If it is not, it 
is not in order in this bill. It is unquestionably true that there 
are some decisions of previous presiding officers of the House and 
committee which sustain the construction of the rule for which 
the gentleman from Arkansas contends; the decision to which he 
refers, that a provision in a naval appropriation bill for the con- 
struction of ships is in order as a public work and objectin prog- 
ress because the policy of the Government is to construct and 
maintain a navy, is one of these. But although that decision has 
been followed always in like cases, it seems to the Chair that its 
authority has never been recognized as going beyond the exact 
facts of that case, and that it ought not to be extended. 

Perhaps, also, the decisions with regard to railway mail special 
facilities would support the contention of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. On the other hand, there are any eSveeneme giv- 
ing to the words ‘‘public work or object already in progress” 
a much more restricted meaning. It has been held thatan appro- 
priation for a oh dock for the Navy was not in order on a general 
uppropriation bill, by Mr. Butterworth on April 10, 1890, first ses- 
sion Fifty-first Congress; by Mr. ng Sam April 13, 1892, first 
session Fifty-second Congress; by Mr. Hopkins on March 25, 
1896, first session Fifty-fourth Congress, and by Mr. SHERMAN on 
February 23, 1897, second session Fifty-fourth Congress, It is 
certainhy difficult to distinguish in principle these decisions from 
the decision respecting the construction of ships. 

The maintenance of the Light-House Service is a public object 
to which the Government is as fully committed as to the mainte- 
nance of a ae Yet it has been held that an appropriation for 
establishing a light (June 21, 1886, Reagan, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress) or for the construction of a tender for that serv- 
ice (June 21, 1886, Reagan, first session Forty-ninth Congress) was 
not in order. 

On April 25, 1890, first session Fifty-first Congress, a point of 
order was made against an appropriation for nine members of the 
board of _ appeals, the law constituting the board provid- 
ing only for three members. It was urged inst the point of 
order that the granting of pensions was a public work or object 
in progress, and that the appropriation, being necessary to the 
execution of that work or object, was inorder. Mr, Payson sus- 
tained the point of order, 

The latter class of decisions seem to the present occupant of the 
chair to be in better accord with the spirit and purpose of Rule 
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XXI. If the rule has the meaning which the gentley>, 
Arkansas attributes to it and the ship decision giyes ;; 
would be little or nothing of significance or restraint jy, |; 
appropriations committees would have a broader power ¢)), 
rules intend to bestow upon them. 

Finding some general purpose of Congress well establish 4 ; 
might appropriate for any imetrumentatity, however novel. w) 
would promote that purpose. Such a construction of {i\. 
would rob the legislative committees of their rightful jur 
The Chair thinks that the words of the rule have a in» 
limited meaning; that the words “ public work and obje«; 
in progress” refer to specific and tangible things whos aaa 
tion or support has heretofore been undertaken by the (oc... 
ment. Tested by this rule, the establishment of a scho aa 
blind is not in order in this bill. Accordingly, the point o 
is sustained. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amex yon; 
at the end of line 12. = 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 12 insert: 

“For the support and education at Whitaker Orphan Home, [nijiny, 7, 
tory, of 100 destitute orphan children of white persons who ha, ; 
died among the Five Civilized Tribes, $10,000: Provided That ad 
said orphan home shall be under such restrictions and regula: i, 

rescri by the Secretary of the Interior, whois authorized t) )),.\, ; 
ract with said home for these purposes.” Per 

Mr. CANNON. I will just reserve the point of order, becanso 
I see my genial friend the Representative from Oklahoma js fy) 
of a speech, and I always like to hear him. 

Mr. FLYNN. I thought to be able to present my speech 
when the bill was reported from the Committee on Appropria. 
tions. I desire to say that this was authorized by the committes 
as an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill, but by an over. 
sight of mine it was not printed in the bill. I do not deny that 
this is subject to the pointof order. I will state that very frankly 
in the beginning. But in support of the amendment | would like 
to have the Clerk read a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
transmitting the amendment, and I think possibly then that the 
as rom Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will withdraw his point of 
order, 





the rule 


The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 9, 19% 


Srr: On February 4 last the Department transmitted a letter to the chair 
man of the Committee on Appropriations of the United States sen n- 
closing the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon «a communi. 
cation from the United States Indian t at the Union Agency. Ind. T. 
and also W. T. Whittaker, of the ttaker Orphan Home, at P 
Creek, in said Territory, requesting an appropriation for said hoine, which 
communication, together with de ental letter of January 2 
contained in Senate t No. Fifty-fifth Congress, third 
The Commissioner recommended tan appropriation of $15,(0") be made 
for the maintenance am pupils, to be added as an amendment to the Indian 





session 


appropriation bill, as follows: 

*For the support and education, at Whittaker Orphan Home, Indian Ter- 
ritory, of 100 destitute o' children of white persons who have lived and 
died among the Five Civil Tribes, $15,000: Provided, That admiss ‘on tosaid 
orphan home shall be under such rictions and regulations as may be pre 


scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, who is authorized to make a eon. 
tract with said home for these pu: " 

In concluding said departmental letter it was stated: 

“There can be no question that the purpose of maintaining the school for 
orphan children in said Territory is a laudable one, and the public welfare 
demands that proper facilities for education and due parental! care be given 
to these waifs, who have neither homes, nor means, nor parents to care for 


em. 

“I have, therefore, to recommend that said amendment be mle to the 
Indian appropriation bill, as set forth in said report of the Comm-sonerof 
Indian Affairs, the papers accompan which are also herewi i 

The De ment is now in receipt of the report of the Comms; 
Indian Affairs upon a communication from said Whittaker, princi)! 
W. T. Whittaker Orphan Home, ad 






> United . eee met rie? and Congress 0 
the Uni States, requesting an appropriation o: ),000 for said home « 

Ind. T., in which Ne invites the attention of the Depart 
port contained in said Senate Docum 
Congress, third session. y 

A cope at said communication from said Whittaker is inclose! 

and the Department renews its recommendation that the sum 
—, for the maintenance of said orphan home, for the: 
out in the letters contained in said Senate Document No. . 


. E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. FLYNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a pitiable ant 
lamentable situation that exists down there. There are proba®'y 
400,000 white children in the Indian Territory. This gentleman 
has started a home, and has been conducting it for years on the 
public charity that he could secure from the outside. leople 
move in there and some die. Their children are left there help 
less. They are not Indians, and consequently are not the bene 


ent No. %), Fifty-fifth 
herewith, 


i be 
-ason set 


ficiaries of any Indian appropriation. The question aris:- whether 
there is not some way in w these little waifs can be care: '0r. 
The De ent recommends that it be placed as an a ndment 
on this bill. It rests now with the House as to whetlicr it ss 
be done or not, : 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman — 
upon me the 1 ious duty of making the point 
order upon this provision. 
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Mr. FLYNN. Oh, no; 

rj tion. 
=" Ir CANNON, The gentleman reads a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, and then states that there are 400,000 
vhite children in the Indian Territory. I thought there were 
chant 300,000, adults and children, Indians and white people, all 
os “the bare statement by a man who has started an orphan 

<ylum down there that there are some orphan children in the In- 
dian Territory who need care is a statement that at once attracts 
sympathy; and it was in view of this anomalous condition in the 
Indian Territory, and knowing that when you once opened the 
Pandora’s box, with a continuation of that condition, you would 
have great trouble, that I a few moments ago earnestly asked the 
Committee on Indian Affairs if the $600,000 asked for by the 
Dawes Commission might not well be given, and whether it was 
practicable to hurry the work by which we could do away with 
this condition in the Indian Territory. : 

Now, it is easy to say that we can yo money from the 
Treasury to support orphan children in the Indian Territory. Yes, 
wecan. It does not make any difference whether we have the 
right to do it; we have the power to do it, and it is a political 
ower, and nobody can one us if we want to do it. 

But I want to say to my friend from Oklahoma that the legis- 
lative power of this Congress can be invoked, and in my judgment 
ought to be invoked, to take the trust fund that is piled up almost 
mountain high, in favor of and for the benefit of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, and the taxation that comes from royalty, and, if neces- 
sary, having plenary power in the premises, doubleor multiply by 
three or by four the taxation, if necessary, and devote it to the 
care and education of all the children in that Territory. They are 
quite able to bear the burden, and that is the proper way it should 
be met, and I believe that this committee, having power to sub- 
mit the necessary legislation, can submit it to the House under 
the rules, and for one I will vote for it and do what I can to 
enact it. 

But as one thing after another comes dropping along, and in- 
stead of applying the proper remedy it is proposed to take the 
funds from the , to last God knows for how long—I do not 
know—and to make an incentive to have it last longer than it 
otherwise would for the benefit of the very people that the gentle- 
man’s amendment refers to, as well as the conditions generally in 
the Territory, with every sympathy that every fair man ought to 
have for the weak and defenseless, I feel it to be the greatest kind- 
ness to all ies concerned that we should await the legislation 
enacted and not commence this method of support from the Treas- 
ury of the United States. ° 

Le Son . Thepointof orderissustained. The Clerk 
will read. 

Mr. FLYNN. Justonemoment. I desire to disabuse the mind 
of the gentleman from Illinois of the idea that it was my desire 
to place him on record as making the point of order against this 
amendment, I frankly acknow edged that it was subject to a 
point of order. I presume if he not made it, somebody else 
might have done so, 

I realize fully the duty devolving Lae the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. Nobody, personally, is a more 
kind friend and ped of his than I am, but I am frank to 
acknowledge that by laches, haps, on my part, the amendment 
failed to be printed in the Indian appropriation bill. Then, in 
justice to myself and the cause, I felt compelled to offer it as an 
amendment, I find no fault with the gentleman from Illinois for 
making the point of order, aor because he does so under the 
rules. But I, of course, would like to see the amendment adopted. 
It is — cause. I have also referred a similar bill to his 
committee. I realize the burdens that devolve upon him, and I 
hope and trust that he will remove from his mind the idea that 
— to place him in Sees of objecting to this, because I 

are say if he had not, a dozen other people might. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


ant committee informally rose; and the Speaker re oe | taken 
© chair, the Speaker announced his signature to an enrolled bill 
of the following title: 

S. 431. An act to present to the city of Nashville, State of Ten- 


hessee, the cannon on i : 
the first shot in the the gunboat ao from which was fired 


INDIAN APFROPRIATION BILL. 


cm committe resumed its session, Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 


— Clerk read as follows: 
© pay to Lieut. James F. Randle tired 
ENGe ke Aout At tho Uinta and Ouray Agency. Uta tas provided io 2 
the a $1,800 per oan are Sor rer and twenty-three days, at 
» CANNON. Icall the attention of the gentleman from New 
York to the fact that this item is a deficiency, and that it was 


that was the very farthest thing from 











referred regularly to the Committee on Appropriations by House 
Document No. 16. I think, perhaps, it would be better to go to the 
general deficiency bill, so that all matters of deficiency could 
stand together. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman is correct about that: 
but it was sent to us by a subsequent communication from the 
Indian Office, with the request that it be put in this bill. It does 
not proper] belong here. 

. CANNON. Well, then, by consent, let it be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. bi well, Mr. Chairman; the gentleman 
does not raise the point of order, but simply asks unanimous con- 
sent that it go out, 

Mr. CANNON. 


I do not want to raise the point of order, but 
I will if I have to. 


I will ask unanimous consent that the item 


may go out. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS. 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of an architect, a drafts- 
man, and a laborer, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, $1,200,000, of which amount the Secretary of the Interior may, 
in his discretion, use $5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, on that part of the para- 
graph included in lines 9 and 10, providing for ‘“‘ pay of an archi- 
tect, a draftsman, and a laborer, to be employed in the office of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,” I desire to make the point 
of order. I think that the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs will agree that it may be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Well, it is identical with a provision that has 
been in the bill ever since the memory of man goeth not to the 
contrary; and I think it is entirely a proper provision in the bill. 
It would be proper also in the legislative bill, but it is not in the 
legislative bill, but is here. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It can not be proper for both bills. It 
belongs to the legislative bill, and I make the point of order for 
that reason—that it is not germane to this bill and ought not to 
be here. Itis for the employment of ‘an architect, a draftsman, 
and a laborer, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs” in the city of Washington. That ought to be 
carried by the legislative bill, and for that reason it is notin order 
on this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, Mr. Chairman, I assume from the 
terms of the bill that it is for the employment of an architect and 
a draftsman at work on school buildings. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the object. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And his work is done partly in the office and 
pote in the field. It is a provision which has been carried in the 

ill for quite a number of years. My recollection is that a point 
of order was raised against it a year ago, or two years ago, and, I 
think, overruled; and | think it was allowed to remain in the bill, 
if not by unanimous consent, why, upona motion. Certainly the 
matter has been brought to the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole heretofore in the consideration of this bill, and the item 
has always remained in the bill. 

So far as the point of order is concerned, I believe it is not ten- 
able, unless it in reference to the laborer only; and I do not 
think the point of order is sustainable against the proposition to 
employ an architect and draftsman to work upon school buildings, 
which is what this proposition is. 

The CHAIRMAN, Isthe appropriation made from the general 
fund in the Treasury or from some specific fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is made from the general fund in the 
Treasury for the education of Indian children. As shown, it is 
for the support of day and industrial schools, provided for from 
the general fund in the Treasury. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itis certainly a part of the clerical force 
employed in this city, and it specially provides that these parties 
are to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. The office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is in 
Washington City. The only special reason I have for making the 
point of order is that I believe all these employees ought to be 
oe provided for and draw salaries fixed by law. Under 
this appropriation their salaries may be fixed at any sum the 
Secretary of the Interior desires to fix. I think they ought to be 
carried by the legislative bill, and draw salaries provided for at a 
specific amount, so as not to leave the fixing of salaries at the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York made one 
statement that would have an important bearing. By a decision 
of the Speaker on an analogous point of order yesterday, that this 
had been carried from time whereof the memory of man runneth 
not to the contrary in this bill, if the Chair were to make a deci- 
sion at this time it would seem to the Chair that according to the 
division of jurisdiction made by the terms of the rule itself this 
item would belong to the legislative bill. But the Speaker, at the 
instance of the Committee on Appropriations, laid down a rule 
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yesterday that in ascertaining the respective jurisdiction of the | ment, It seems to me that in a great matter of this kind. j.-,.), 
various committees the matter should be looked at historically, | ing an appropriation of $2,200,000, providing for the care and 3. 
and that the identity of the bills when they were parted from the | cation of thousands of chi — a 


jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations should be pre- 
served, 

Now, if it be true that this has always from that time to this 
been carried on the Indian appropriation bill, it seems to the Chair 
that the gentleman from Indiana would not contend, in view of 
yesterday’s ruling, that his point of order was well taken. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will state that if the appropriation was 
carried in the Indian bill when that bill was given to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, then I would not insist upon the point of 
order. My understanding is that the items were not carried in 
the bill at that time, and have been put on since. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inthatthe gentlemanis correct. They were 
not carried in the Indian bill at the time the Indian bill was com- 
mitted to the Indian Committee, but it has come in since. Per- 
haps I madea pretty strong statement in saying that it went back 
to a point from which the memory of man runneth not to the con- 
trary. It has been in for several years, I can not say just how 
many years, but I have before me bills of the last three or four 
years, and it is contained in all of those bills. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, without the 
words ‘‘including pay of architects,” under general law this money 
could not be used to pay architects or laborers, because in 1885 or 
1886 there was legislation that no one should be employed in any 
of the Departmentsin Washington unless specifically ap riated 
for or provided for, and therefore coming in, as I t it 
within the last four or five years, these words have been carried 
in the Indian bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I find it in the bill as far back as 1895, and it 
has continued in each bill from that time down. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, if the question is at all embarrassing to the Chair, and if the 
gentleman from Indiana will give me the same assurance that he 
gave in relation to an item on yesterday, that he will see that these 
officers are provided for in the legislative bill, I am willing these 
lines shall be stricken out. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Lassure the gentleman that the matter will 
be looked into, and if they are necessary they will be appropriated 


for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, Mr, Chairman, Ido not ask unanimous 
consent on that statement of the gentleman from Indiana. I ask 
for a ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands this provision has 
been in the Indian bill since 1895, and there is no s ent or evi- 
dence that it was in the bill before that time. Obviously it is 
within the scope of the 1 ative, executive, and judicial a 
priation bill. The Chair is quite familiar with that bill. It pro- 
vides for all the executive civil service in the Departments at 
Washington and appropriates for the pay of all the employees of 
the class to which these in question be. in the greatest detail 


Mr. ENWAY. Well, Mr, Chairman, I do not caro any 
thing about it. If the gentleman thinks this total amount o.-); 
to be left in, I will withdraw my amendment. eat 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentler, 
from Indiana may be withdrawn, if there be no objection, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, Mr. Chairman, itis with reluctanco that 
I call the attention of the House to a system of education, coy.) 
Sar ee ace aan 0S Oe pave tan ot fit 

my judgmen wrong from any standpoint. [ gay +}; 

Mr. Chairman, with reluctance, because my observation here | 
taught me one fact, if it has taught me anything, and that is that 
a unanimous report comes from any committee in this 
House it is almost invariably adopted by the House, and I am will: 
ing to concede that that rule is right and proper; but while I rec. 
ognize that fact, and while I that according to every 
reasonable expectation the of this committee wil] ta 
adopted by the House, I wish to call the attention of tho Hoxse 
and the country to some of the a eoeecas under the head of 
sone 1 oe “ Indian schools,” w are sought to be established 
s bill. 

Mr. Chairman, there are 30 schools provided for under this head, 
In those schools provision is made for 6,230 children. The appro. 
priation carried c this bill for the support and maintenance of 
those 30 schools and those6,230 children amounts to the enormons 
sum of $1,797,117, an of more than $288 per child, | 
submit to this House Cah per eee cee Poe be found in any State, 
in any county, inany m pality within the limits of this Union 
oe. oor $288 er ita for every child! I know that there 
is in bill a aes 


ught 
tex nm pa ges, 


on iting the actual expenditure to $147 
per capita, That, I understand, relates alone to the support and 
sustenance and education, 80 to , of these children; the resi- 
due of the amount carried is for superintendents, physicians, 
blacksmiths, horticultural and agricultural employees, and every- 
thing of that kind, running up to $1,797,117, an aggregate, as] 
have stated, of over $288 per capita. 

Why, Mr. i on 49 of this bill there is an appro- 
priation for the school at yward, Wis. That appropriation 
carries with it $309 a head for every child in that school—I mean 

ee There is another appropriation, on 
page 49, fora l at Kickapoo, Kans. That appropriation car- 
ries with it $306 per head for every child in that school. This 
includes the general i I do not propose to limit it 
to $167, because that w be manifestly unfair. Taking the 
whole appropriation covered by these varions items and dividing 
it by the number of children in each school, and you will find the 
result oo the figures I have stated. 

Mr, , we have in my own State a grand educational 
$5.25 per-caplta for the support of the public schools of the State 

ca or u schools of the State. 
The at from Iowa whom Tuber om in his seat informs 


For instance, it provides the a tion for the employees in | me that his State appropriates less than $5 per capita for the 
the Post-Office ent, in the Interior ent, and all | maintenance of the public schools. 

other Departments, although other committees have more imme- (sere the hammer fell, 

diate contact with those Departments, and make the larger part . ROBINSON of In Iask that the gentleman's time 
of their appropriations. It seems perfectly clear to the Chair that | be extended ten minutes. 


‘There was no rs \ 
Mr. BURKE of I thank the House, and I shal! not abuse 
this . IntheState of lowa, as I was remarking, less than 


upon the question as it is presented here, and with no older 
= a than that suggested by the gentleman from we 
ork 


Mr. SHERMAN, If the Chair will on me, I find it in the per to m information, is appropriated for 
bill two or three years back of that; I it in the act of 1893, sustenance and of the free schools of that State. But 
The CHAIRMAN, That would not ay the opinion of the | here under the of this bill, even according to the sug- 
Chair. It seems perfectly clear that from its nature the gestion of the who has of it, including all other 


priation belongs to the committee that has charge of other like 
appropriations, and that there has been no settled practice which 
would prevail against the words of the rule defining the jurisdic- 
tion of the two committees, The point of order is well taken. 
Mr. Burke of Texas was recogn . 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Willthe gentleman from Texas permit me 
to offer an amendment reducing the total amount in this para- 


expenses for tuition and oo of , You appropriate $107 
he Uheineen’ an ieiiten unjust both to the Indian and 

T. . é Indian ant 
to the taxpayers of this country. It is unjust to the Indian in 
that it tends to ve him of that en of character 
which is necessary for a proper standard of manhood, and makes 
him feel that he is an object of public charity. I notice, Mr. 
Chairman, that on 54 of this bill there is appropriated $3,500 
to build a house for the superintendent of the school there provided 
for, and I believe a salary of $1,800 is given him in addition. 

r. Chairman, in from the city of Washington to my howe 
in the Southwest I pass or ten States of this Amer 
can Union. Through every one you can see on both sides 
of the railway the public school buildings—insignificant «> most 
of them are. You can see the children out in the fields from early 
morning till late at night at work, endeavoring to aid their par 
ents in maintaining themselves and those es upon then. 
a are they, Mr. Chairman, who are taxed conjanction 

manufacturing, mercan professional, and 4 , 

interests of the laces tae are who are taxed ¥ 
extend these extraordinary privileges to the Indian children © 
this country. The children of Texas, as I have remarked, receive 


r. ‘BURKE of Texas. ee a eld, 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. , in line 11, page 45, 
I desire to offer the following amendment: 
Strike out the word “two” and insert the word “ one,” and after the word 
“hundred " add “ ninety six.” 
So that it will reduce the amount of the total $4,000, that being 
about the amount for the services of these clerks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Indiana proposes an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
cease fee, he rand mips ce ees a 
“ninety-six;"” so that it will read “$1,196,000."" 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must oppose that amend- 














? : the ts of the citizens of Texas; the chil- 
“> of apite jane receive $288 per capita from the pockets of the 
American people. ‘ . . , . 

lig t such legislation as this ought not to be coun 

o hey © Congress of the United States. I believe that if 
enpemasgy throughout the length and breadth of this 
knowiry it would receive the dieapprobation of the American peo- 
a It is enough that we put these children upon the same level 
mt our own children. Where is the necessity or justice of mak- 
wit tt ese extraordinary appropriations to educate the Indian chil. 
ing these fs country, When white children and the colored chil- 
a representing ses who pay the taxes to support these 
schools, receive not one-fiftieth part of the amount that we propose 
to appropriate for these Indian schools? : 

This is 8 system, Mr. rman, which has grown up in the 

anner which the chairman of the committee has suggested sev- 
— times to-day. It isasystem going back to the time ‘‘ whereof 
the memory of man runneth not to the contrary,” as he says. 
There is a certain legislative rut which we get into. It seems 
that all these committees follow the old ruts that have been 
marked out and followed for the past fifty years. I believe the 
time has come when the American people should do justice to 
themselves and at the same time do justice to the Indians by cur- 
tailing these extraordinary mses sought now to be passed into 
law in behalf of the Indians of this country. : 

Sir, I thank the House for its courtesy in extending my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Iofferthe-™endment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ » M4, insert the following: 

After the word the Secretary et the +—} — may make contracta with 
present contract schools for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, but shall only make such contracts at places where 
the Government has not provided school facilities for all the children of school 
age residing thereat, and to an extent not exceeding the number of children 
in attendance at certain contract schools at the close of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1900." 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. 
hold his point of order. ; 

Mr. LITTLE. I will reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas reserves the 
point of order. 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of New York addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
under the leave given, and it now becomes necessary, under the 
rule, that the committee rise. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I ask unanimous consent 
that when the committee resumes, I may be recognized to con- 
tinue the discussion of this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no question but what the gen- 
tleman can have all the time he wishes to-morrow morning. I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the rule the committee must now 
rise, 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7433) making coqntngienens for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 


— and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
n, 


I ask the gentleman to with- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted to Mr, 
Farts, for one week, on account of important b 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire leave of absence from 
the night session to-night, on account of my physical condition. 
The SP gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that he be excused from a at the night session, 


ttendance 
a ——e his disability. Without objection, that request will 


ere was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. “The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] will 
act as Speaker at theevening session. Under the the House 
(at 5 o'clock) stands in recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 
o'dloe = expired, the House was called to order at 8 


k . LACEY, as Speaker pro tempore 
The § : > 
under w pro - The Clerk will report the rule 


The recess ha’ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock 


». m. take a recess until 8 


o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 min- 
utes. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, upon the threshold of entering 
our work for the evening, I desire to ask unanimous consent be- 
fore we go into business along the line of pension legislation that 
I be allowed a few minutes to state my position upon the said 
business upon which we are about to enter—ten minutes, and 
possibly a little longer. I would like to make my position known 
and plain, as I made some remarks some days ago on the subject 
in discussing the pension appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
chairman of the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and no doubt a 
satisfactory arrangement can be made. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent for ten 
or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope that time will be granted the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina be allowed ten minutes in which to present his views on the 


pension question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that an extract from the 
Washington Star of February 1 be read from the Clerk’s desk. 
I ask the Clerk to read it, headlines and all, It deserves all the 
prominence that anything can give to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PENSION ORDER 164—EFFORT TO HAVE FORMER COMMISSIONER'S RULING 
RENEWED—CO8T OF PENSIONS GRANTED UNDER IT. 


The members of the pension committee of the National Encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, together with the commander in chief of 
the order, have been in Washington during the past week endeavorirg to 
influence Congress sufficiently to have pension onder 164 reinstated. 

Order 164, which had its origin in the administration of Commissioner 
Raum, has been more talked about and has provoked more dissension among 
the old soldiers thafi any other rule that was ever issued by the Department. 
Although the rule was revoked the 27th of May, 1893, and was only in opera- 
tion a little over three years, it costs the Government every year about 
$50,000,000 to satisfy the pensions which were issued under it. 

It has been contended by those who are in a position to know that the re- 
instatement of this order, which is sought by the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, would add to the pension appropriation at. least $60,000,000, and it might 
go to $75,000,000 a year. It has been declared that order 164 was illegal; that 
it had no official sanction and should never have been put upon the pension 
books. wares the time it was in operation it was the boast of the Depart. 
ment that 1,000 new certificates for pension were issued each day. It was 


during this period that the pension attorneys fattened their coffers, and it is 
argued this is one of the reasons why they are so earnest now in having this 
order reinstated. 


Mr. TALBERT. And still another, Mr. Speaker. I would like 
to have the Clerk read the headlines and all, It is from the Phil- 
adelphia Press, edited, I think, if I am not mistaken, by a Cabinet 
officer, Postmaster-General Smith, who is now prominently men- 
tioned as Vice-Presidential candidate on the Republican ticket 
this year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HUGE PENSION GRAB IN CONTEMPLATION—SENATOR CULLOM INTRODUCES 
A BILL TO MAKE PENSIONABLE ALL MILITIAMEN WHO SERVED IN ARMY 
OR NAVY FOR SIXTY DAYS—WOULD COST $20,000,000 A YEAR. 

[Special dispatch to The Press. } 
WASHINGTON, January 27, 1900. 

The bills for increasing the pension rolls continue to accumulate. In addi- 
tion to those putting all the survivors and surviving widows of Indian wars 
upon the rolls, there is now a proposition to include as pensionable all mem- 
bers of militia organizations who served sixty days in the Army and Navy 
of the United States. This bill was introduced by Mr. CuLtLom, of Mlinois, 
who also introduced one which would have had the effect of making deserters 
pensionable. He disowned the latter after its true character had been ex- 

EVANS SHOWS THE Cost. 

Commissioner of Pensions Evans had, by request of the Senate committee, 
furnished a report on this Cullom bill for pensioning members of the militia 
companies. a against further increases in the pension list in this 

way, and in showing the effect of the bill, says: 

“Tt is safe to assume that from 50,000 to 100,000 cases would receive favor- 
able action each year under the operations of this bill, and that the annual 
value of the pension roll, after making due allowance, would be increased by 
at least $20,000,000 each year for the next ten or fifteen years. 

“It is very difficult to reach a correct estimate as to the probable cost of 
this bill if enacted into law, as we do not have very definite information as to 
the total number and strength of the many militia organizations who served 
with the Army during the war of the rebellion and the other wars in which 
the United States has been engaged, but it is certain that this class of bene- 
ficiaries would be very numerous. 

“The greatest objection to this kind of legislation is that it does not dis- 
criminate in any way between the soldier or sailor who bore the heat and 
burden of the day, who was almost constantly for years exposed tothe hard 
ship and dangers of active warfare, and those who rendered no service at the 
front and who were never exposed oven to the ordinary dangers of an active 
military campaign. 

INJUSTICE OF THE BILL. 
Take, for instance, the cases of the militia organizations of the different 

States, many of which served under the command of a United States officer 

for more than sixty days, and yet very few of them ever left their States or 
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were exposed to any hardships, except those ordinarily incident to a summer 
encampment. I apprehend that many of these troops would be included in 
the bill, and it would appear almost unnecessary to discuss the inequality 
between their services and those who rendered service at the front for 
three or four long years in active campaign. 

**I fail to see any good reason for extending the provisions of the present 
liberal pension laws in this general way, and I do not believe that the legisla- 
tion proposed by thie bill is in any way justified, for the reasons stated.” 

Mr. TALBERT, Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of these facts and 
the fact that we are engaged in a war at this time and the pension 
roll is increasing day after day, I want to say that now and hence- 
forth I shall insist upon a quorum of this House when pension 
bills are under consideration at the special Friday evening ses- 
sions. I want further to say that I have no apology to offer to 
anybody or to any rey in taking this position. I take it now, 
and it is my avowed determination to stand up to it. 

I give timely notice, and I mean it, that so long as I may be 
able to drag myself to the Capitol, no pension bill—and there is no 
qualification to this ultimatum—shall pass this House unless a 
quorum of the members are present. The abuse must stop. It 
ought to stop. Innocent people will be hurt, possibly, but that 
will only accentuate the responsibility; and let all the nsibility 
rest upon those who will not come out to see that justice is done 
the ola soldier. 

If legislation to meet exceptional cases is impossible or imprac- 
ticable, the claims should be treated as other claims are treated. 
This sort of legislation should be considered as other legislation 
is considered and acted upon in the light of investigation. So 
far as I can effect it, Mr. Speaker, hereafter the rules shall be in- 
exorably applied. 1 demand a Toarens. If the House is without 
a quorum, I shall ask an immediate adjournment. If that is re- 


fused, I shall insist that the House exhaust its power to secure a’ 


quorum, 

. It is in the power of this Congress, Mr. ee to restore and 
legalize order 164. If they want to do it, let them doit. There 
are enough Republican votes in this Congress to pass the Cullom 
bill or any bill as iniquitous as it is. Do it, and take the respon- 
sibility. It is a Presidential year, and if I have read the signs of 
the times aright the Republican party will need every vote it can 
muster or buy to make even a decent showing on the election- 
night bulletin boards next November. 

I want to say, as I have often said, that I make no captious op- 
position to = legislation. My record in the past will show 
that. But 1 believe in my heart of hearts that the pension laws 
of this country are sufficiently liberal to grant a pension to every 
deserving soldier or his widow, and I am absolutely opposed to 
coming here Friday night after Friday night and sitting here as 
a court of appeals where these people can come and get special 
legislation without even a single affidavit, where they have been 
refused by the Pension Bureau, where they ought to go to get 
their pensions, Now, then, if you insist upon this pension legis- 
lation, the rules of the House a that you doit witha quorum. 
The Constitution of the United States requires that you have a 
quorum to do business, and I am only acting in the capacity of 
the rules and law and Constitution in demanding that you do have 
a quorum if you insist upon passing this legislation. 

ook now at the thin House here. They cry aloud about their 
love for the old soldier, and yet they are not giving up their pink 
teas and poker and all that sort of thing in order to come here to 
vote to give pensions to soldiers. I believe the claims ought to 
be considered, and not be hurried through the House, and a mem- 
ber be hooted at here at any time when asking information b 
gentlemen who cry ‘‘ Vote! Vote!” I am tired of it. I 1 
demand a quorum shall be present hereafter; and in doing this I 
am not opposed to liberal pension laws. The general laws are 
sufficiently liberal to do away with so much special legislation in 
— to pensions. I hope I may not be misunderstooa. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the pu of con- 
sidering bills on the Private Calendar under the rule just read. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were 86 in the affirmative and none in the nega- 


tive. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
no quorum, 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina makes the point that there is no quorum. The Chair will 
count the House. [After having counted the House.] Eighty- 
eight members present; not a quorum. 

fr, SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have a 
call of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw that for a moment; he has taken all the time that 
has been occupied. We can not do anything else under the posi- 
tion he has taken except to make a few speeches, and let us make 
some speeches, 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

A call of the House was ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the ; 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll 


, and the followin g 


il. 


. mem ) 
failed to respond: bers 
Acheson, De Vries, Lentz, aaet 
Adams, Denny, Lester, Bupper a 
Alexander, Dick, Levy, Ryan, N. y 
Allen, Ky. Dinsmore, b Salmon. 
Allen, Miss. Dolliver, Littauer, “udder 
beock, Driscoll, Littlefield, Shacklefora 
Bailey, Tex. Eddy, Livingston, Shattuc. 
Baker, Elliot Lorimer, Shelden’ 
Ball Emerson, Loud, Sherman 
Bankhead, Epes, Loudenslager, Showalter 
rber, aris, Lovering, Sibley, 
Bartholdt, Fitzgerald, Mass. igteend, Sims: 
Bartlett, Fitzpatrick, cAleer, Slayden. 
Benton, Fleming, McCall, Smith, Til. 
ae Fletcher McCleary Smith. Ky. 
Bing Fordney, McClellan, Smith, Win. Aide 
Boreing, Foss, McCulloch, Sperry, en 
Boutelle, Me. Foster, McLain, Spight. 
Bradley, Fowler, McPherson, Spracue, 
Brantley, Fox, Mc ; Stallings, 
Breazeale, Freer, Maddox, Steele, 
Brewer, Gamble, ay, Stevens, Minn 
Bromwell, le, ‘esick, Stewart, N. y 
Brosius, ilbert, Metcalf Sulzer, 
Bro 1, Meyer, La Satherland, 
Bu Gillet, N. Y. er, Swanson, 
Burke, S. Dak. rdon, Mondell, Tate, 
Burke, Tex. Gra. » Moody, Oreg Tawney, 
pert ae Grigws Pa oem Tayler, Ohio 
urleigh, riggs, organ, Taylor, Ala. 
Burleson, Grosvenor, Morris, erry, 
Burnett, Grow, Mudd, Thayer, 
Butler, Hall, Muller, Thomas, lowa 
Caldwell, Harmer, Naphen, Thomas, N. (. 
Campbell, Haugen, Needham, Thropp, 
Cannon, Hawley, Newlands, Tompkins, 
Capron, y; oonan, ongue, 
Carmack, Henry, Conn. Norton, 8. C. Turner, 
Catchings, Henry, Miss. O'Grady, Underwood, 
Chanler, Henry, Tex Olms Vandiver 
Chickering, Hepburn, Parker, N. J Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, N. Ht. Hitt, Payne, Vreeland, 
Clayton, Ala. Hoffecker, Pearce, Mo. Wachter, 
Clayton, N. Y. Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn. Wadsworth, 
Cochran, Mo. Howard, ; Watson, 
Connell, Howell, Powers, Weymouth, 
Cooney, Hull, Prince, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Tex. Jack, Pugh, Wheeler, Ky. 
Corliss, Joy, ee White, 
Cousins, Kahn, nsde Williams, J. R. 
Cox, Kerr, Reeder, Williams, W. E. 
Cummings, Ketcham, Reev Williams, Miss. 
Cusack, tchin, Rhea, Ky. Wilson, Idaho 
Cushman, Kleberg, Rhea, Va. Wilson, N. Y. 
Daly, N. J. Kluttz, Ric Wilson, 8. C. 

. nox, Riordon, Wright. 
Davenport, 8. A. Rixey, Young, Pa. 
Davenport, 8. W. Lane, Robbins, Young, Va. 
Davey, Roberts, Ziegler. 
Davis, Latimer, Robertson, La. 

yton, Lawrence, Rucker, 


SPEAKER pro tem 
ress, and the members 


pending motion? 
The 8 
The rule does not a 


Whole? 


call, either ‘‘aye” or ‘*n0?” 
The SPEAKE 


answer ‘‘ 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, is it not proper to vote on the 


PEAKER pro bony anv 
y 


During the call of the House the following occurred: 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I notice members 
are answering ‘‘ present.” Is not this a pending question whether 


we go into Committee of the Whole? 
The 


The call of the House is in prog- 


It is. 


resent.” 


There is no pending motion. 
y to night sessions. 

Mr. CLARK of uri. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. Is 

not the motion before the House to go into Committee of the 


The SPEAKER pro tem 
Mr. CLARK of ieout Is it not a proper answer to the roll 


R protempore. It is not. The rule which the 





gentleman has in mind has a special exception. That rule which 
calls for a vote during the call of the House says it shal! not apply 
to Friday night sessions. The rule so provides. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems that we have one rule for 
the day and another rule for the night. a) 

After call of the House was completed, : 

Mr. TALBERT. [If it is in order now, Mr. Speaker. I again re 
new my motion to adjourn rather than have to send out for the 
friends of these e. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DRIGGS. . Speaker, I trust that the gentleman will 
withdraw that. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair can not recognize = 
tlemen until after the call of the roll isannounced. One hiundre 
and twelve members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. DE GRAFFEN REID. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the notice given by the gentleman from South Carolina | Mr. Tal- 
BERT] was not understood by the House before this evening s& 


sion, I trust he will now withdraw his obstructive proce: {ins 
and renew them at a subsequent meeting. Th 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, It can not be withdrawn. *% 
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. orum has been disclosed. The motion to adjourn 
shonce and lost, and a call of the House has been ordered, 
pa the record shows that there are present -— 112 members. 
ang NNIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like the attention 

members just a moment. The gentleman has availed himself of 
hi ; constitutional right to demand that a quorum shall be present. 
as one I am sorry that he has done so, and yet I do not feel like 
“uarreling with him for doing it. Asa member of the House, i 

o not know that we have a right to say that any gentleman has 
dene a wrong, although we may be very anxious for something 
else, if he is within the rules of the House. He is within the 
rales, and therefore I am not going to criticise the gentleman; 
but T want to say this: As a member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions I have put in over four hours two days of every week in 
the examination of these ion bills. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina that there is no danger, there is no 
possibility of this committee, as it is now organized, ever report- 
ing in favor of the Cullom bill should it come from the Senate of 
the United States. I want to say to you and to the House that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions has most carefully scrutinized 
every bill, and I am ready to agree with the gentleman from South 
Carolina or any other gentleman that if there was any lax legis- 
lation on this subject then we ought to cry halt. ; 

We have not done any reckless legislation; the committee has 
not recommended any, but has worked long and faithfully to pre- 
sent a few meritorious bills. I venture the assertion that no Cal- 
endar has ever presented bills that were more meritorious than 
this one, and we invite a careful consideration. The old soldier 
is entitled to a good deal of sympathy, but we are not asking sym- 
pathy; it is justice we demand as right. 

But, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, on this Calendar 
are about forty bills. e majority of them are most meritorious. 
Let me illustrate by referring to a particular case, that of an old 
soldier 56 years of , who in 1861 was a little less than 15 years 
old, who went into the Army and expended four years and about 
six months fighting for a united country—fighting for the old flag. 
He has no means, 

He is to-day drawing a pension of only $6 a month, notwith- 
standing the fact that one of his eyes is entirely out, notwith- 
standing his diseased lung, notwithstanding his impaired heart; 
he is drawing the _— sum of $6 per month because he is un- 
able to go back and prove that these various disabilities were the 
result of his army service. The bill on the Calendar proposes to 
give this old soldier the pitiful pension of $12 a month, and the 
want of a qucrum of members prevents it. It is a shame. 

Another bill on the Calendar will illustrate the class of cases 
which this House is asked to consider. That is the case of a war 
widow, a woman who, as I happen to know, stayed at home while 
her husband was in the Army, where he ore up his life. His 
lifeless body was ht home toher. She had four little chil- 
dren. She went into the hay field and pitched hay; she went into 
the field and plowed corn; she went out into the field and carried 
in wood from the snow-covered ground to warm those little chil- 
dren, while the husband was away fighting the battles of his coun- 
try, the benefits of which we are now enjoying. Unfortunately, 
four years ufter the war was over, she was overtaken by a man 
and married him. He died a few years ago. 

Now that mother is homeless and penniless; she is on the road 
to the poorhouse. Weask that this House give her a pension of 
$12a month, These bills will illustrate the class of cases which 
are on this Calendar demanding action in this House. 

_If the gentleman from South Carolina insists, as he has the 
right todo, upon the attendance of a constitutional majority, I 
ask members of this House who have not put upon these bills the 
time that some of the rest of us have in the committee room—I 
ask you whether or not next Friday night we shall have the same 
occurrence as to-night—a attendance—or whether we shall 
have the presence of a constitutional majority? 

A Member. Yon should talk to the fellows who are not here. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes; the gentleman is correct. Those 
are the men I want to reach. That is the reason I am doing this 
talking. I want it understood that when they Fo around, as many 
of them will do, professing to be the friends of the old soldier and 
the soldiers’ widows, I want it understood that they are not here 
to-night to vote, and many of them are never here to aid the old 
soldier, yet ever ready to profess friendship for the old soldier 
when it costs him no inconvenience. 
iis = now that I am prond of the members who are here 
ion = tai here are more members present than I have ever seen 
stitutional occasion of a Friday night meeting. But when a con- 

ional majority is insisted upon, will those members who have 

t be here next Fridaynight? If not here, they 

of th —— the Sergeant-at-Arms. Iftheyare the friends 
e old , and want to see justice done where the ordinary 


onaa or has not given it, I hope they will be here; 
and if they are not here I hope the roll call will show that fact. 
not only that, but I hope that every member of this House 
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who has not a good excuse for not being here next Friday night 

to act on these bills and to vote in favor of the meritorious ones, 

will not go round parading as the friend of the soldier, but will 
be marked down as his enemy. [Applause.] 

These meetings are a part of the business of the House. The 
old soldiers have been crowded out of the day sessions and these 
night sessions set apart to consider pension claims, and this is the 
time when members can do something for the old soldier. The 
old soldiers have the right to expect the presence of their friends, 
and I demand that the member who is the professed friend of the 
soldier show up or take the consequence of his absence. It is now 
a condition that confronts, and not a theory. Wemean business, 
and will not be content until we pass some of these meritorious 
bills; and if we do not, the country shall know whose fault it is. 
[Applause. 

Mr. GAINES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
a question. We all know him, and we know that he speaks ex- 
actly what he believes to be true. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Thank you, 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman seems to know the merits of 
these claims. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
them. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, does not the gentleman, believing as he 
does, feel that he ought to be here next Friday night and insist 
on sending the Sergeant-at-Arms after members who do not choose 
to attend? If I knew the facts of these cases as the gentleman 
appears to know them, that is what I would do. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will join any other members who 
may be herein insisting on aroll call and on sending the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to bring members here to vote. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the 
motion now before the House is debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no motion before the 


I believe I do, for I have investigated 


House. 
_ Mr. SULLOWAY. Then I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I rise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. 


Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. If the gentleman who insisted 
upon the vote of a quorum on the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole—desiring, as I understand, that there should be only 
the usual business quorum, the rol] call having developed that 
there is present a quorum of the Committee of the Whole—if the 
member who has made the point should now be willing to with- 
draw it, is it not perfectly competent to expunge by unanimous 
consent the record which has been made? 

The SPEAKER — tempore. It is not. 

Mr. GAINES. I would not agree to that; I will say that right 
now, though I am as willing as any other man to stay here to-night 
and work. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The record shows that there is 
not a quorum of the House present. Until a quorum is disclosed 
the House can take no action except to adjourn or to adopt meas- 
ures for securing the attendance of a quorum. 

Mr. GAINES. Regular order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
adjourn. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Several MempBers. Division! 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, a question, pending the vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 46. 

Mr. GRIGGS, Mr. NORTON of Ohio, and others demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 24, nays 89, 
answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 237; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 


The question is on the motion to 
1 


The ayes appear to have it. 


Adamson, Esch, Jenkins, Moody, Mass. 
Allen, Me. Finley, Jones, Va. Ridgely, 
Atwater, Gardner, Mich. Lacey, Stokes, 
Barham, Gillett, Mass. Linney, Sulloway, 
Bishop, Grout, Mahon, Talbert, 
Crumpacker, Hedge, Mercer, Wanger. 
NAYS—89. 
Bailey, Kans. Cochrane, N.Y. Fitzgerald, N.Y. Jett, 
Bell, Cooney, Gaines, Johnston, 
Beliamy, Cooper, Wis. Gardner, N. J. Jones, Wash. 
Berry, Cowherd, Gaston, Lamb, 
Boutell, TIL Crawford, Gibson, Little, 
Bowersock, Cromer, Glynn, Lloyd, 
Brenner, Crowley, Gordon, Long, 
Brick, Crump, Graff, Mann, 
Brown Curtis, Greene, Mass. Marsh, 
Brownlow, Danle, Wis. Griffith, Meekison, 
Brundidge, Davidson, Hamilton, Miers, Ind. 
Burkett, De Armond, Heatwole, Minor, 
rton, De Graffenreid, Hemenway, Neville, 
Calderhead, Dougherty, Hill, Norton, Ohio 
Clark, Mo. Dovener, Jack, Otey, 
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Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 

Ray, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind 


Barney, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Log 
Allen, Miss. 
Babcock, 


Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brewer, 
Brom well, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 

Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Caldwell 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Oapron, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chaniler, 
Chickering, 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. ¥ 


Cox, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 
Cushman 
Daly, N. J. 
alzell 


D . 
Davenport, 8. A. 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davey, 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Rodenberg, 
Ryan, Pa. 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Small, 

Smith, H.C. 
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Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart. Wis. 


Smith, Samuel W. Underhill, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’’—4. 


Driggs, McDowell, 
NOT VOTING—237. 
Dick, Lewis, 
Dinsmore, Littauer, 
Dolliver, Littlefieid, 
Driscoll, Livingston, 
Eddy, Lorimer, 
Elliott, Loud, 
Emerson, Loudenslager, 
Epes, (ozering . 
Faris, hye 
Fitzgerald, Mass. cAleer, 
Fitzpatrick, McCall, 
Fleming, McCleary, 
Fletcher, McClellan, 
Fordney, McCulloch, 
Foss, McLain, 
Foster, McPherson, 
Fowler, Mc ‘ 
Fox, Maddox, 
Freer May, 
Gamble, Mesick 
Gayle, etcal? 
Gilbert, Meyer, La 
Gill, Miller, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mondell, 
Graham Moody, Oreg. 
Green, Pa. oon, 
Griggs, Morgan, 
Grosvenor, Morris, 
Grow, Mudd, 
Hall, ulier, 
Harmer. aphen, 
Haugen, Needham, 
Hawley, Newlands, 
Hay, Noonan, 
Henry, Conn. Norton, 8. C. 
Henry, Miss. O'Grady, 
Henry, Tex. Olmste 
Hepburn, Parker, N. J. 
Hitt, Payne, 
Hoffecker, Pearce, Mo. 
Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn. 
Howard, ’ 
Howell, Powers, 
Hull, Prince, 
a oy, Pugh. 
ahn, uarles. 
Kerr, Bansdetl, 
Ke Reeder, 
Kitchin, ves, 
Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. 
Kluttz, Rhea, Va. 
Knox Richardson, 
Landis, Riordan, 
Lane, xey. 
Lanham, Robbins, 
eae Steen ee 
wrence, r 
Lentz, gamer, 
r, uppert, 
Levy, Russell, 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 


Mr. MERCER (having previo 
Speaker, I have just been informe 
were not aware that we were to have a meeting to-night, and, that 

my vote from “no” to ‘‘aye.” 
Mr. MERCER’s name, he voted “aye.” 
desire to say that I am paired with “a 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], and I desire to wi 


being so, I desire to chan 
The Clerk having call 
Mr. DRIGGS. 


my vote 


withdrawn. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. GrosvENOR] 
is ill, and asked me to state that fact to the House, and to request 


that he be excused. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Faris with Mr. May. 
Mr, REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. CROMER with Mr. BURNETT. 
Mr. LANpDIs with Mr. Mrers of Indiana, 


Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HAL. 


voted in the negative), Mr. 
that a good many members 


Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDowELL, 
Mr. LormMER with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr, ZIEGLER. 
Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. McCLELLAN, 
Mr, SHERMAN with Mr. Driags. 

Mr. BisHop with Mr, CAMPBELL. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. LANHAM. 


Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ponx, 
Mr, Loup with Mr. Dg Vries. 


Warner, 
Waters, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
Zenor. 


Sparkman. 


Ryan, N.Y. 
Salm 


on, 
Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Blayd 
en 

Smith, iL 
Smith, wy. 
— m. Alden 

perry, 
Bpight, 

prague, 
Stallings, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N.Y. 


Underw 
vader 
a Voorhis, 


Wheeler, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
White, 
Williams, J. RB. 
Williams, W. E. 
W: Miss. 


Wi I 

Wie we 

Went : 

Young, Pa 

Young, Va. 
ler. 


Mr. Wa. ALDEN SuitH with Mr. Wiison of South Carolina. 


Mr, Barney with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 


tle- 
draw 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s vote will be 
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Mr. FowLer with Mr. BartTuerr. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Unperwoop 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Cumminas. F 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Rrxry. 

Mr. ButTLer with Mr. Tats. 

Mr. Haw ey with Mr, Kircury, 

Mr. Butt with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. MetcaLr with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. TuRNER. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. ConNELL with Mr. 8S. A. DavENPoRT, 

Mr. Linney with Mr. BELLAMY, 

Mr, GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. Carmack, 

Mr. HarMER with Mr. FiTzPaTrRIcK. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Brap.ey, 

Mr. Bourete of Maine with Mr. Spirent, 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr, SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. Apamson. 

Mr. Brineuam with Mr, Ruppert. 

For this day: 

Mr. Bourse. of Illinois and with Mr. Griaas, 

Mr. Dick with Mr. Lentz. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. SULLIVAN, 

Mr. Forpngy with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. WaAcHTER with Mr. Levy. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr, Ropgrtson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Lane with Mr. McRakg. 

Mr, LittavEer with Mr. McOuL.ocn, 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. Terry. 

Mr. KeTcHAM with Mr. BARBER. 

Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. KLesera, - 

Mr. But. with Mr. Clayton of Alabama, 

Mr. O’GrRapy with Mr. Kiurrtz. 

Mr. BRownNLOw with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. GILuet of New York with Mr. Dinsmore, 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Sms. 

Mr. StEwaRT of New York with Mr. CHaNLER. 

Mr. Watson with Mr, WILLIAMs of Mississippi. 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. McoCLeary with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. BARNEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missis- 
alppi, Mr. ALLEN, and he not being present, I withdraw my vote. 

e SPEAKER Bro tempore. vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLARK of Misso I want that * ¥e to show that it is 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. RKE, who is absent, 
and not ery 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 


pair so shows. 
Mr. McDOWELL. I observe that I a with the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. Bromwk.L, and I to withdraw my vote 
and be recorded as ‘‘ present.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's vote will be 
wit adrawn. 

Mr. LINNEY. I understood the Clerk to announce that I an 

are won m ———. Mr. ey v. “ 

e Tro pore. emen are present, 
hen I will allow ut vote to stand. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. . [desire to offer for adop- 
tion the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol That the Soreant ep Armes custody and bring to the 
bar of the House such of its members as ae nee without leave. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not that order come automatic- 


ally? 
Nr. NORTON of Ohio. No; it requires the resolution at a 
Friday night session. 
oe gr of Missouri, Is that a night rule or a day rule’ 
Aa . 
t The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr, MAHON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
bie Swen nang tae the motion to petiourn, the Speaker 
ann es appea ave it. 
PM. NORTON of Ohio and others demanded a division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 3°. 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio and others the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tem: Twenty-two members have risen 


in support of thedemand for the yeas and nays—a sufficient nvm- 
ber, and ere and nays are 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in uiry. 


mn ORUMb At ‘wae The gen will state it. 
otek ACKER. should lil to know what basis is t> 


the demand for the and nays. The 

roll call shows 117, and there were not one- of that number 
who voted for the yeas and nays. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It requires one-fifth of the last 


ee ee ee ee. 
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One-fifth of the rising vote? Underwood, Watson, Williams, W. E. Young, Pa. 
: andiver, eymouth, illiams, Miss. roung, Va. 
Mr CRUMPACKER. One-fifth o he last vote yentiver, w “ wae a : ’ 
The SPEAKER pro a. th 97 th 7 te Van Voorhis, Wheeler, Ala Wilson, Idaho Ziegler. 
Mr DRIGGS. As I understand, there were 97 on the last vote. Vreeland, Wheeler, Ky. Wilson, N. Y. 
fifth of that is 19, and there were 22, or more than one-fifth, | Wachter, White, Wilson, 8. 0 
One-fi ted for the y Wadsworth, Williams, J. R Wright, 
who vo ca 


nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last vote was 97. 
Several MEMBERS. r order! 

The SP pro tempore. 


= HILL. Mr. , does it have to be one-fifth of those 
present or one-fifth of those voting? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One-fifth of the last vote, The 
other side might have been called for, and it was not called for. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
Mr. Huy with Mr. McALEER, 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr, Davis. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. Burke of Texas. 


Twenty would be a sufficient 


Mr. MERCER. Is it now to call for the other side? The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Several MEMBERS. Ri ar order! 7 Mr. TALBERT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr, Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded,| The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

and the Clerk will call the roll. Mr. TALBERT. In view of the fact that a good many mem- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 29, nays 84, not | bers have come to me and said that they did not understand that 





voting 241; as follows: 





I had given notice and that it is not generally |known, while I 













YEAS—2. stated two weeks ago that I would pursue this course; in view of 
Allen, Me. Dahle, Wis. yok, = ly, the fact that I do not want to put any indignity upon members by 
Barham, naley, oon te. Sallower, e having them brought in here from their beds, I ask if it would 
a Gardner, Mich Linney, Talbert, not be in order to withdraw the point of no quorum. 
Clark, Mo. Graff on, Wanger. The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary 
Crawford, Groat, Moody, M _, 
Crempaceess . fr. TALBERT. My parliamentary inquiry is if I can not 
Curtis, Hill, ’ s me juiry 
‘a ne * . wie, NORTC IN of Ohio yo I should like to ask, as a 
re ens oye Lamb. See. Bete, parliamentary inquiry, what has become of the resolution offered 
coo, De Graffenreid, Lawrence, Ryan, Pa. by me a short time ago? 
Bellamy, Dougherty, —_— on rd, The SPEAKER ie tempore. The resolution has been adopted. 
Berry m. pe ag McDowell, Smith, H. C. Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Do I understand, then, that the order 
Bowersock, Fitzgerald, N. Y. as, ceaith, Samuel W. | has been given to send out the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring in ab- 
Brenner, Gaines, , sent members? 
— — 3 = Spaidina. The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has just signed the 
Brownlow, Gibson, Moody, Oreg Stark, necessary warrants. va 
Brundidge, Glynn, Neville Stephens, Tex. Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 
Burkett, Gordon, N Ohio Stewart, N. J. that it will be utterly impossible for the order to be exeectr ted be- 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Otey, Stewart, Wis. oe. E r ~ XeCUWE DE 
Calderhead, riffi Otjen, Stokes, fore the hour expires, I move that all further proceedings under 
Cochrane, N. ¥. Overstreet, Underhill, the call be dispensed with. 
pooner, . is aaa Phila. aan The question was taken, and the motion was disagreed to, 
aaa, ’ : Ra Weaver, Mr. HILL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Crowley, . bb, Weeks, Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
Crump, Jones, Wash. Robineon,ind = © Zenor that no business has intervened since the last motion to adjourn. 
NOT VOTING—24L The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point. 
Acheson, Davenport, S + Eetcham. Powors, There has been intervening business. 

5, venport, 8. W. Kitchin, nce, Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I am still on the anxious bench 
Adamson, Davey, Kleberg, Pugh, . 
Alexander, Da Klut les, [Laughter. 

Allen, cr. Dayton, — Randell, The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Connecticut 
Allen, M De Vries, Reeder, moves that the House do now adjourn. 
Babcock, Denny, Lane, Reey Th : k a the Speaker . , 
Bailey, Tex Dick, Lan’ Rhea,'Ky e question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
Baker, Dinsmore, ume, Rhea, that the ayes seemed to have it. 
; Dolliver, rdson, Several MEMBERS. Division! 
ae, Rian qaster, noo The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 32. 
Bartholdt, Elliott, — Robbins, Mr. BARNEY and others. The yeas and nays. 
ee, Emerson, Littauer, Roberts, The question was taken, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 
~ Peon pieetold. sen Ea, _ Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. A parliamentaryinquiry, Would 
Borei Fneereld, Mans Lloyd, Ruppert, it be in order to ask unanimous consent at this time? 
} se - Me. . er, | ag - _The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing on the mo- 
Brantley, x joming, [2 — donslage aon tion to adjourn. 
B e, Fordney, * Scudder Several Mempers. Regular order! 
} ed : L brand Shackleford, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 
— peer: McAleer, Sheldas The question was taken; and there were—yeas 33, nays 80, an- 
Bro Fox, - swered ‘‘present” 3; not voting 238; as follows: 
Bull, Freer Meclenas, Showalter, 
Burke, & ; YEAS—33. 
hie — Sime?’ mee , 
Burleigh, Gilbert, | Allen, Me. Curtis, Hill, Shafroth, 
urleson, Gill, ae th. TL Atwater, Dougherty, Jack, Small, 
Burnett, a N.Y Smith: K li, Esch, Jenkins Stewart, Wis. 
Batin a Smith; Wi. Alden | Bellamy, Finley, tien, | 7gnem Va Stokes 
F, ts) aradner, Cc aoyad, Sulloway, 
Campbe —— hk, re | ad , ie Mo. Gordon, en. Talbert. 
Cannon, Griggs, Metcal? Spight: Cowherd Graff, Mercer, 
Capron, Grosvenor, Me La PD Crawiord, Groat, Moody, Mass. 
Carma cee Miller, Crumpacker, Hedge, Otjen, 
Chane Steele, NAYS—80. 
Chick rh 
ae ; . Stewart, N. Y. Bailey, Kans. Cromer, Hamilton, Minor, 
Sei mee Gin fee See femmes, Nes 
Clayton, N. ¥ 5 rney, rump, emenway, Neville, 
2 me Napbe wanson, Ber Dahle, Wis Jett, Norton, Ohic 
Coat 0, Sie aphen, Tate, Boutell, Th. Davidson, Johnston, Otey, ; 
Coone , Tex. eedham, Tawney, Bowersock De Armond, — Jones, Wash. Overstreet, 

y, Newlands, Tayler, Ohio Brenner, Graffenreid, Lacey, Packer, Pa. 
coer: Tex. Noonan, Taylor, Brick, Dovener. Lamb, Phillips, 
Cousins, . Norton, 8. C. Terry, Brown. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Lawrence, Ray, 

Cox O'Grady, Thayer, Brownlow, aines, Little, Rhea, Va. 
Cummings, Thomas, Iowa Brundidge, Gardner, N. J. Long, Ridgely, 
Cusack Nd. Thomas, N. C. Burkett, Gaston, McDowell, Robb, 

yne, Burton, Gibson, Mann, Robinson, Ind. 
Daly, N Mo. Terns, Calderhead Glynn, Marsh, Robinson, Nebr. 
Daizeli,” 7 Tenn. ‘Tongue, Cochrane, N Greene, Meekison, Rodenberg, 

Polk, Turner, Cooper, Wis. Griffith, Miers, Ind. Ryan, Pa 
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Sheppard, Southard, Stevens, Minn. Waters, 
Smith. H. C. Spalding, Stewart, N. J. Weaver, 
Smith, Samuel W. Stark, Underhill, Weeks, 
Snodgrass, Stephens, Tex. Warner, Zenor. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”"—3 
Driggs, Sparkman, Terry. 

NOT VOTING—238. 

Acheson, De Vries, Lester, Ruppert, 
Adams, Denny, Levy, ussell, 
Adamson, Dick, Lewis, Ryan, N. Y. 
Alexander, Dinsmore, Linney, Salmon, 
Allen, Ky. Dolliver, Littauer, Scudder, 
Allien, Miss. Driscoll. Littlefield, Shackleford, 
Babcock, Eddy, Livingston, Shattuc, 
Bailey, Tex. Elliott, Lorimer, Shelden, 
Baker, Emerson, Loud, Sherman, 
Ball, Epes, Loudenslager, Showalter, 
Bankhead, Faris, Lovering, Sibley, 
Barber, Fitzgerald, Mass. wa ; Sims, 
Bartholdt, Fitzpatrick, cAleer, Slayden 
Bartlett, Fleming, McCall, Smith, Il. 
Benton, Fletcher, McCleary, a ae. 
Bingham, Fordney, McClellan, Smith, Wm. Alden, 
Boreing, Foss. McCulloch, Sperry, 
Boutelle, Me. Foster, McLain, Spight, 
Bradley, Fowler, McPherson, Sp 2, 
Brantley, Fox, cRae, Stallings, 
Breazeale, Freer, Maddox, Steele, 
Brewer. Gamble, May, Stewart, N. Y. 
Bromwell, Gayle, Mesick, Sulzer. 
Brosius, Gilbert, Metcalf. Sutherland, 
Broussard, Gill, Meyer, La Swanson, 
Bull, Gillet, N. Y. Miller, Tate, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mass. Mondell, Tawney, 
Burke, Tex. Graham, Moon, Tayler, Ohio 
Burleigh, Green, Pa. Morgan, Taylor, Ala. 
Burleson, Griggs, Morris, Thayer, 
Burnett, Grosvenor, Mudd, Thomas, Iowa 
Butler, Grow, Muller, Thomas, N. C. 
Caldwell, Hall, Naphen, Thropp, 
Campbell, Harmer, Needham, ‘Tompkins, 
Cannon, Haugen, Newlands, ‘Tongue, 
Capron, Hawley, Noonan, Turner, 
Carmack, Tay, Norton, 8. C. Underwood, 
Catchings, Henry, Conn. O'Grady. Vandiver, 
Chanler, Henry, Miss. Olmst Van Voorhis, 
Chickering, Henry, Tex. Parker, WN. J. Vreeland. 
Clarke, N. H. Hepburn, Payne, Wachter, 
Clayton, Ala. Hitt, Pearce, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Clayton, N. Y. Hoffecker, Pearre, anger, 
Cochran, Mo. Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn. Watson, 
Connell, Howard, ‘olk, Weymouth, 
Cooney, Howell, Powers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, Prince, Wheeler, Ky 
Corliss, Joy, Pugh, White, 
Cousins, Kahn, uarles, Williams, J. R 
Cox, Kerr, nsdell. Williams, W. E. 
Cummings, Ketcham, Reeder, Williams, Miss. 
Cusack, Kitchin, Reeves, Wilson, Idaho 
Cushman, Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. Wilson, N. Y. 
Daly, N. J Kluttz, Richardson, Wilson, 8. C. 
Dalzell, Knox, Riordan, Wright, 
Davenport, 8. A. Landis, Rixey, Young, Pa 
Davenport, 8. W. Lane.| Robbins, Young, Va. 
Davey, Lanham, Roberts, Ziegler 
Davis, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Dayton, Lentz, Rucker, 
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So the House refused to adjourn. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD with Mr, LIvinGsTon. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. LANHAM, 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr, JAMEs R. WILLIAMS, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. DoLLIver with Mr. WiiuiAm E, WILLiAMs. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mrsick], and I wish to withdraw 
my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, 
the House, under the rule, stands adjourned until to-morrow at 
12 o’clock noon. 


The gentleman's vote will be 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
m eens, were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Surgeon-General of the Army calling attention 
to the need of more hospital stewards—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the caseof John 
Huff against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
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Frances King, widow of Henry King, against the United <;.. 

to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be print; ‘og 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims ¢rn.. 

mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the es... 

Penelope Auzburn against the United States—to the Camus. 

on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. eae 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claim: 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in th. — 
i. 





Sarah ms een executrix of estate of Stephen M. Ly.) a 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Cais) - 
ordered to be printed. 18, ant 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS Ayp 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the ¢,) 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, dliyere] 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars there . 
as follows: 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whi, 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2936) changing place for 
holding court in the central division of the Indian Territory fro, 
Cameron to Poleau, and for other purposes, reported tho same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 188); which saiq 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whic) 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 92) toamend section ss; 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to takine 
depositions de bene esse, reported the same with amendment, ac. 
companied by a report (No. 189); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. ; 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R, 54s7) 
authorizing the construction by the Texarkana, Shreveport andj 
Natchez Railway Company of a bridge across Twelve-Mile Bayou 
near Shreveport, La., seaeeeee the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 190); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


nh hamed, 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of Mary M. F. Flagler, widow 
of Daniel W. Flagler, late a brigadier-general, United States 
Army—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8764) granting a pension to Martha A. De Lama- 
ter—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6846) for the relief of Julia Nolan—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6511) for the relief of Mary L. McCormick—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7549) for the relief of I. Winslow Ayer—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commiltes 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to David Carro!!—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to remove the charge of desertion froin the 
naval record of Peter Provansha—Committee on Military A fairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Se following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7942) to increase the corps o 
cadets at the United States Mili Academy at West Point, and 
to regulate the qualifications for admission—to the Committee 00 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7948) to authorize the reimurse 
ment of officers and men of the Army and Navy for medical ex 
nses incurred during leave or furlough—to the Comittee" 
ar Claims. a 
By Mr. FLYNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7944) for the reve! 
of settlers in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lanvs. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 7945) to amend an act ent! ed 
“An act permitting the building of a dam across Rainy Lake 
River”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer . 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 7946) to authorize Fran! 
Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge across Fishing (* 








1900. 





a 


thin the boundary lines of Edgecombe County, N. C.—to the 
= mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
“Sr Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7947) to authorize receiving for- 
<ilvercoin as bullion and recoining as subsidiary coin, and fix- 
ing a limit for subsidiary coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Veights, and Measures. ; ae e 
py Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7948) to increase 
“ions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ey Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7949) granting permission to the 
Batcheller Pneumatic Tube Company to lay a pneumatic tube 
from the Government Printing Office to the Capitol—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. : 

By Mr. PEARRE: A Dill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Co- 
lumbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7951) to extend the thanks 
of Congress to First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. Ells- 
worth P. Berthoff, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to be- 
stow medals upon them—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 

ign Commerce. 

OR Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 7952) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint a commission to investigate 
the commercial and industrial condition of the Empire of Japan, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 7 

“Also, a bill (H., R. 7953) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission to investigate the commercial and 
industrial condition of the Empire of China, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) to authorize the building of a canal 
from Lake Superior to the city of East Grand Forks, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7955) to amend section 2 of an act approved 
June 16, 1880, entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of certain settlers on 
the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fces, 
purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of public 
lands”—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 7956) to provide for the im- 
provement of certain waterways on the north side of Long Island, 
in the State of New York, and opening into Long Island Sound— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7957) to provide for the improvement of cer- 
tain waterways in New York State on the southern shore of Long 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7958) to protect the coins 
of the United States from destruction—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8005) to provide for the in- 
spection of the boilers of the Alvena and Ailsa—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OTEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8017) to authorize 
the condemnation of so much of the west end of Lysles street as 
is neces to make an opening from Wisconsin avenue and 
corner of Grant road, in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8018) for the con- 
struction of a steam revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of 
Mexico and tributary waters, headquarters at New Orleans, La.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8019) to supple- 
ment and amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
North River Bridge Company and to authorize the construction 
of a bridge and approaches at New York City across the Hudson 
River, to regulate commerce in and over such bridge between 
be States of New York and New Jersey, and to establish such 
ridge a military and post-road,” approved July 11, 1890—to the 
Com mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 154) to ap- 
= $10,000 for the maintenance of the channel of Newtown 

— New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
y Mr. ACHESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) for im- 
penn ae of Ohio River below the Louisville and Portland 
anal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

fe Mr. ELLIOTT: A resolution (H. Res. 125) directing the Sec- 

retary of War to canse to be made a survey of Black River, South 


Carolina, with a . ! 
Rivers and Har toi to improvement—to the Committee on 


eign 





CovaTE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
nder clause 1 of Kule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


fon, following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


By Mr. ACHESON: A bill 


H. R. 7959) to correct the military 
record of Martin Hope, of Morris Crossroads, Fayette Count : 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7960) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H, Strawser, of Ohiopyle, Fayette County, Pa. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7961) to correct the military record of Hays 
Gaskill, of Smithfield, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7962) to correct the military record 
gton County, Pa. 


to the Com- 


of Sam- 


to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7963) granting a pension to Annie O'Neil 
Mary O'Neil, of Unicntown, Pa.—to the Committ 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Capt. William 
McIntosh, of McKees Rocks, Allegheny County, Pa.—to the Con 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of H. B. 
Matteosian, doctor of medicine--to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7966) granting a pension to Louise 
O’Leary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 7967) for the relief of L. D. 
McCalman, administrator of Stephen Hurley, deceased, late of 
Cherokee County, Ala.,as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) for the relief of John B. Hardman, of 
Cherokee County, Ala., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7969) for the relief of A. S. Keener, of Blaine, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7970) for the relief of the estate of A. Under- 
wood, late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also,‘a bill (H. R. 7971) for the relief of S. V. Biggers, adminis- 
trator of R. P. Biggers, deceased, late of Cherokee County, Ala., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7972) for the relief of Daniel V. Sevier, of 
Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 7973) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph Badin, of Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7974) for the relief of Theodosia E. Flourney, 
of Caddo Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Wil- 
liam F. Riley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 7976) granting a pension to 
Louise O’Leary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 7977) to carry into effect a 
finding of the Court of Claimsin favor of Pamella B. Finney, admin- 
istratrix of T. C. Finney, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7978) for the relief of G. F. Bul- 
lard, of Florida—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) for the relief of C. J. Hodges, W. R. 
Hodges, J. C. Hodges, and T. R. Hodges, heirs of Andrew E. 
Hodges, of Florida—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7980) granting 
a pension to James Winnie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7981) for the relief of D. Frone- 
berger, of Knoxville, Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 7982) to pension James F.. Charles- 
worth, late lieutenant-colonel Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Infan- 
try Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7983) for the relief 
of the heirs of W. H. Smith, deceased, late of Copiah County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Von—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7985) to correct the military record of John 
Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 7986) to increase the pension of 
Joseph Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7987) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to correct the military record of Oscar B. Knight—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 7988) for the relief of Harriet 
Shroeter, daughter of Jacob Krider or Creider, who was a Penn- 
sylvania soldier in the war of the Revolution—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7989) granting a pension to 
Rebecca L. English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of 
pension to John J. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7991) for the relief of Jemima T. Olden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Cyrus Roberts—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


and 
on Invalid 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7993) to correct the military record of James 
A. Murphy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7994) to grant a pension to 
Annie Allen, widow of Sylvester Allen—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

sy Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7995) to pension Jane Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. RHEA of Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 7996) for 
the relief of the estate of R. M. Ely—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 7997) for the relief of 
Adam Miller, of Coulterville, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 7998) for the relief of John Henry Miller, of 
Okawville, I1l.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7999) for relief of the heirs 
of J. L. Kirkpatrick, of Wilson County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) for relief of Howard Lodge, No. 13, In- 
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8001) for the relief of Sampson D. Bridgman, 
a soldier of the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of William 
G. Mayer—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 8003) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nehemiah W. M. Kitchens, of Beatrice, county of Gage, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8004) for the relief of Jacob 
H. May—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (Hf. R. 8006) to increase the pension 
of James C. Whitehill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) granting a pension to O. P. Warner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) for the relief of Estalloee H. Bailey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of Helen Lasher—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) granting a pension to Harriett A. Tap- 
pan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8011) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hayes— 
to the Com.:.! tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R, 8012) granting a pension to Allen Neighbors— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8013) for the relief of Lucy M. Cleveland— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8014) for the relief of the heirs of James L. 
Ord—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R, 8015) granting a pension 
to Caroline A. Whitcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 8016) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Joseph C, Stark, late of Robertson County, Tenn., 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clanse 1 of Rule XXIT, the following ——— and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Papers in support of House bill No, 7884, 
granting a pension to Mrs. F, Christiern—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany House bill No, 6624, 
granting an increase of pension to John C, Bradley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Produce Exchange, Merchants’ Association, and commissioner of 
navigation and pilotage, of Wilmington, N. C., relating to a pro- 
posed anchorage basin in the _ of Wilmington, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of Edward C. Paine and other 
»0st-office clerks of Middletown, Ohio, for the of House 

ill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Richard Lenox, of Springdale, 
Ark., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of Hon. W. D. Morgan and other 
citizens of South Carolina, asking for the improvement of Sampit 
River and Winyaw Bay at Georgetown, 8S. C.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of W. D. Morgan, mayor of town, and 
other citizens of South Carolina, for the extension of the Esther- 
ville Minim Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. D. Morgan and other citizens of South 
Carolina, in behalf of the improvement of Wee Tee Lake, South 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of John W. Rowley and others, of 
Westville, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
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the laws of the State or Territory into which they are j mported 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr.GRAHAM: Resolutions of the New York Railroag 7, 
favoring an international railway congress in the United Nr 
in 1904 for the consideration of railroad interests—to the Cea 
mittee on Railways and Canals, — 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of C. C. Bingham and 6 other a... 
gists of St. Johnsbury, Vt., for the repeal of the st , — : 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. a 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade and Merchants’ 
tion of St. Johnsbury, Vt., asking for the repeal of { 
ruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of 60 farmers of Clarion County P 
for a law taxing butter imitations—to the Committee on War 
and Means. — 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Painters’ Local Union y 
156, of Evansville, Ind., against the ceding of any more py); 
lands to States or Territories—to the Committee on the Publ : 


amp t 


Associa- 
he bank. 


ds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Paper to accompany Hoyse }; 1 
for the relief of the heirs of W. H. Smith—to the Committ; oon 
Claims. ; 

By Mr. iCETCHAM: Petition of Jeremiah Mead and ot}ers , 
Pawling, N. Y., for the passage of a bill relating to food and dairy 
products—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comeres 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Thomas F. Rutherford anj 
others, of Waddington, N. Y., for the passage of a Dill relating {, 
dairy food and pretacte te the Committee on Agriculture. ~ 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of A. H. Witham and 6 other 
citizens of Denmark, Me., for the abolition of all customs duties 
between Puerto Rico and the United States—to the Committee oy 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the St. Paul (Minn.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring the route to the Philippines via Puget 
Sound—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Cominerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
urging legislation in aid of American merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Commerce, 
indorsing House bill No, 887, to provide for adding and completing 
specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadel. 
nie museums—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany House bill to correct the 
military record of Oscar B. Knight—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Papers to accompany Honse bill No. 7701, 

anting an increase of pension to Malinda A. Myers, widow of 

. F. Myers, of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of the Gloucester 
Board of Trade, the Master Mariners’ Association, the Business 
Men’s Association, and of the city government, for the improve- 
ment and early completion of Dog Bar Breakwater, in the harbor 
of Gloucester, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of citizens of North Platte Valley, 
to accompany House bill No. 7554, granting a pension to Frederick 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ee 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Pa toaccompany House bill No. 
7798, for the relief of Hewson L. Peeke, of Sandusky, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. O'GRADY: Pa to accompany House Dill for the 
relief of Mary Ragan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of James A. Murphy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


f 


Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to John J. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Francis H. Staples, to accom- 

ny House bill 7708, to restore him to the pension rolls—to the 
Gaeaaiites on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petitions of Connecticut chapters of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; citizens of Bridgeport, 
Stamford, Berlin, Middletown, Montville, New London, and 
Groton, Conn., and from officers of Yale University and Wesleyan 
University, eros Fees bill No. 2577, for the preservation of 
Fort Griswold, a Revolutionary site in Groton, Conn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : i 

Also resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring the of House bill No. 887, for the pr mo- 
tion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ‘ 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New Hav - 
Conn., favoring reciprocal tariff relations between the Unit 
States and Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of clerks employed in the poe : 
office at Beaver Falls, Pa., in favor of the of x perk i 
No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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- Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Papers to accompany House 
aie oes, to increase the pension for the loss of both legs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill to increase 
the pension of Nehemiah W. M. Kitchens, of Beatrice, Nebr.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ai 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of Ross & Wagner 

nd others, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax 
— proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 38, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is a 
special order that eulogies on the late Mr. Ermentrovut, of 
Pennsylvania, shall begin at 1 o'clock to-day. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order be modified so as to provide that the eulogies 
be taken up immediately on the completion of the consideration 
of the Indian — bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the special order set for 1 o’clock be so modified 
that it be taken up immediately after the completion of the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. 5 er, the gentleman who has the eulo- 
gies more especially in charge is not now in his seat. I think he 
would object to any modification if he was present. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think a half or three-quarters of an hour 
after 1 will be sufficient to complete the appropriation bill. The 
messenger, however, tells me, Mr. Speaker, that I am in error 
when I say that any time was fixed for eulogies. 

The SPEAKER. TheCalendarisincorrect. TheJournal shows 
that the eulogies were set for not later than 1 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague suggests that I so modify my 
request that the eulogies shall be taken up not later than 2 o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was about to make that suggestion. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York modifies his 
request that thespecial order be postponed not later than 2 o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. r. Speaker, unless that is ab- 
solutely necessary, 1 hope it will not be done, as it may incon- 
venience some of the speakers. The speaker who precedes me, 
Mr. Brosius of Pennsylvania, finds it necessary to leave early 
for hishome. And Mr. ZIEGLER, also from Pennsylvania, states 
that he must leave by 3 o’clock. 

_Mr. BROSIUS. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ihat I shall be here at whatever time it is necessary. _ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker ee the same: 

_ H. R. 6272. An act fixing the salary of the postmaster at Wash- 
ington City, D, C, 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


ae for the further consideration of the Indian appropriaticn 


The motion was 


_—_ to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Moopy of Massa- 
canes in the chair) for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7433) ap tions for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the In t and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1901, and for other 
The CHAIRMAN, The ouse is now in Committee of the 


Vhole House on the : 
ton of the Indian state = i Usica for the further considera 


tr. SHERMAN y Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. F1rzGERALD] be permitted 
10 Proceed without ion toe Soenty ae The gentle- 
ietetin of the Committee on In Affairs and has not 
There was no objection. 
[Mr. ERALD of New York 
Ses Appendix. ] ew York addressed the committee, 
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Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not contemplate entering 
into a general discussion upon this question, but I feel that the 
importance of itis sufficient to demand at least a passing attention. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have allowed every dollar in 
the appropriation bill that has been called for by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I would like those members of the House who 
have not had occasion to investigate the question to know that in 
this school service there are three separate lines of schools under 
Government supervision absolutely—the reservation day school, 
the reservation boarding school, and the nonreservation boarding 
school. In addition to that, Indian children are sent to the free 
schools in the adjoining States where they are so situated that 
this can be done. 

Now, the Indian Commissioner states in his report, without any 
qualification, that the reservation boarding schools are anple for 
all requirements. I will quote his exact language: 

The present number of reservation school 
quirements of the service, but they should | 
ter equipped in others. 


+ is sufficient to meet all 
e enlarged in some cases and 


the re- 


Provision has been made for the children in our contract schools, 
of which we hear so much. The 2,000 people referred to are dis- 
tributed in about 17 different States and about 25 different schools. 
I do not believe that there is any necessity, even if it were a proper 
appropriation, I do not believe that there is the slightest necessity, 
for continuing this provision. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. 
a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, certainly, though I did not interrupt the 
gentleman in his remarks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wouldlike to ask the gen- 
tleman if he will explain to the committee where the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs will put the 2,000 pupils in these schools? 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will ask the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, he will get all the information in detail. The Com- 
missioner states that the school provisions in the reservation board- 
ing schools are ample and sufficient when the necessary repairs 
and improvements are made. 

This is no new proposition. Five years ago Congress deter- 
mined upon asettled policy that appropriations to sectarian schools 
should cease at the end of five years—a wise policy, | have no 
doubt. That policy, I do know, Mr. Chairman, met the uncon- 
ditional approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
there is no recommendation in any part of his report or that of 
the Secretary of the Interior asking an extension of this service. 
Now, the boarding schools have sufficient capacity. These 2,000 
pupils are scattered in 17 different States. They can be cared for 
in the Government schools or they can go to the common free 
schools in the States in the various school districts in the States 
where these Indians are situated. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Iask the gentleman, Does 
not the Commissioner say that it has been a failure to attempt to 
introduce them into the free schools? 

Mr. LITTLE. He says it has not been such a success as was 
hoped. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. 
for about seven years? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; but ho states that he has ample provi- 
sion even though the success has been less than he had hoped it 
would be. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me read a provision in the last appro- 
priation bill: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with 
contract schools, apportioning as near as may be the amount so contracted 
for among schools of various denominations, for the education of Indian 
pupils during the fiscal year 1900, but shall only make such contracts at 
places where nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian 
children, and to an amount not exceeding 15 per cent of the amount so 
used for the fiscal year 1895, the same to be divided roportionately among 
the said several contract schools, this being the final appropriation for sec- 
tarian schools. 

It was a simple declaration of the policy that had been declared 
by Congress five years ago. During the last Congress I remem- 
ber it was claimed that by a mistake the amount formerly con- 
templated had not been given the schools, and therefore this ad- 
ditional appropriation was given by the last Congress, with the 
announcement that this should end this service. 

These schools have had five years’ notice of the policy of the 
Government, that the Congress in its wisdom—and I might say 
without reference to its political division of opininn—declared by 
its action, formal and deliberate, that they deemed it unwise that 
the public moneys of the Government should be appropriated to 
sectarian schools, and that the policy in the education of Indian 
children should be under the direct control not only of the Gov- 
ernment, but of Government officers, and that the public money 
of the Government should only be expended by its public officers’ 

msibletoit for theirconduct. All appreciate the good that sec- 
nm schools have done in these reservations for the upbuilding of 


Will the gentleman permit 


And he has been doing it 
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these Indians; but, Mr. Chairman, there is another class of these 
schools, known as the mission schools—schools absolutely sup- 
ported by the churches, supported by charities—that do not ask 
any assistance of Congress. They have had at all times and will 
have at all times in the future, without regard to their denomina- 
tional caste, all the opportunities that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs can afford them for the execution of their benevolent pur- 
OSES. 

Why, sir, I find that in the last five years these sectarian, be- 
nevolent, and charitable schools have increased from some 700 to 
more than 1,200 pupils during the present year, and if the benevo- 
lent people of this country want to engage in this work and put 
into it their extra means, we all say, ‘‘God bless yon! Go ahead 
without regard to your denominationaltendency.” But wedosay, 
and I intend so far as Iam concerned, that it shall be the settled pol- 
icy of this Government, that not one dollar of the public moneys 
of this country shall be expended to perpetuate sectarian schools; 
not one dollar of the — moneys shall be used for sectarian pur- 
poses; that thereshall be a complete separation of church and state, 
which is the surest guaranty of religious liberty and of the 
future harmony of our great church organizations, which have 
in their keeping the great moral and eternal future of the people. 

I believe these appropriations are now and always have been a 
detriment to the public service. It has been a source of constant 
friction and constant confusion, and that friction has not only 
reached the reservation, but it has reached the Congress—reached, 
I might say, the political parties of the country—and after the 
most mature deliberation, 1 believe without any prejudice on the 
part of Congress toward any denomination, it settled upon this 
determinate policy, that the public money should be appropriated 
only to public institutions for the education of these people. 

I remember that on my advent into Congress, during the last 
session of the Fifty-third Congress, Congress for the two years 
appropriated over $19,000,000 for the Indian schools and Indian serv- 
ice. Now itis reduced toa little over fourteeen million during the 
two years, a reduction having been made of more than $4,000,000. 
That reduction has been made upon the lines of policy indicated, 
and that is, that the —— moneys can be more economically 
administered by the officers of the Government than it can be by 

lacing it in the hands of any sect to be administered by them. 

f the charities want to go hand in hand with the Government, 
I assure my friend from New York and the friends of sectarian 
schools that if they want to go on the reservation as they want 
to go to India, China, the Philippines, or elsewhere, to spend their 
money and means in the enlightenment of mankind, the Indian 
service will welcome them and give them all the encouragement 
they wish. 

Let the great charities go on hand in hand; but let the Govern- 
ment adhere to its ancient policy that the public money can only 
be expended through the public functionaries of the Government, 
and it will prove to be not only a blessing to the churches of the 
country, but a blessing to the public service, and at last a funda- 
mental blessing to the Indian children that it issought to advance 
in civilization. It has been my constant effort to reduce the large 
expenses as rapidly as possible, and it shall continue to be my 
effort during my public service here. There has been over four 
millions reduction in this expenditure, notwithstanding the vast 
amount we are compelled to expend in discharge of treaty obliga- 
tions made in past years. I believe the point of order should be 
sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairisreadytorule. The gentleman 
from New York offers an amendment to this section which au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to expend the appropriation 
under contracts with the present contract schools, with certain 
limitations upon his power not necessary to state. 

The gentleman from Arkansas makes the point of order against 
that amendment under Rule XXI, and, if the Chair understands 
os correctly, under the last clause of that rule, which is as fol- 

OWS: 

Nor shall an provision changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not like 
to interrupt the Chair, but I would like to call the Chair’s atten- 
tion to one decision before the Chair rules. 

oe CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. In the Fifty-fifth Congress 
the Post-Office appropriation bill was under consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The 
Chair will find it on page 229 of Hinds’s Digest. The paragraph 
having been read from that bill, for transportation by mail by 
pneumatic tube, $225,000, the point of order was made that there 
was no law authorizing such an appropriation, and it was held 
that, the Postmaster-General having authority to transmit the 
mails generally, an amendment like that was a limitation upon 
the general power. 
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Now, section 463 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 


The Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and agreeably to such regulations as the President 
may prescribe, have the management of all Indian affairs and of all matters 
arising out of Indian relations. 

The rule has been promulgated for Indian schools and services 
under this section by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which 
has the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman refer to the decision 
na by Mr. Payne, the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 

ouse? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Yes. I refer to the decision 
on page 229 of the Digest, section 514. I call the attention of the 
Chair to section 463 of the Revised Statutes, which I have just 
read, and under that provision regulations governing the Indian 
schools have been issued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and I think this 
amendment is on all fours with the case there cited. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair regrets that the gentleman from 
New York did not call his attention to the authority before, but 
will consider the effect of that authority in the decision which he 
is about to give. The question presented is not one of policy, but 
one of parliamentary law. The legislation with reference to the 
particular schools began in the Fifty-fourth Congress. The Chair 
thinks that it is agreed that the contract schools are sectarian 
schools. In the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, the Indian 
appropriation act contains this language: 

It is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to here- 
after make no appropriation whatever for education in any sectarian school. 


The act then proceeds to make an appropriation for contract 
schools in an amount not exceeding 50 per cent of the amount 
used for the preceding fiscal year. The next Indian appropriation 
act, in the second session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, contains 
the same language with regard to the policy of the Government, 
and makes an appropriation for the contract schools in an amount 
not exceeding 40 per cent of the amount used in the fiscal year 
1895. Again, the appropriation act passed at the first session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress contains an appropriation for contract schools 
in an amount not to exceed 30 per cent of the amount so used in 
the fiscal year 1895. The appropriation act of the third session 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress makes an appropriation for contract 
schools in an amount not exceeding 15 per cent of the amount so 
used in the fiscal year 1899, and concludes with this language: 


This being the final appropriation for sectarian schools. 


What does that language mean, taken in connection with the 
declaration of policy in the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress and the action of successive Congresses in reducing the 
amount of appropriation for that purpose? It seems very clear to 
the Chair—and he has given most careful attention to this ques- 
tion—that in effect it is a law forbidding appropriations for that 
purpose. In effect it is as if Congress had passed a separate act 
in substantially these terms: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be no appropriations for sec- 
tarian schools for the Indians. 

The language which Congress has used must be given some mean- 
ing. It is not to be supposed that it was a mere stump speech in- 
jected into the body of the statute. What meaning can the lan- 
guage which has been recited have except a meaning which will 
forbid such appropriations in the future? The Chair thinks it 
has that meaning. 

Now, some gentleman may say, ‘‘One Congress can not bind 
another Congress.” Thatis true. A Congress can not even bind 
itself. A Congress —— a law to-day and repeal it to-morrow. 
But that law can not yee — a general appropriation 
bill, under the rules of this House. It is clearly within the power 
of the House, upon the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
in a suitable legislative bill to repeal the provision of law which 
is now upon the statute books; but it is not within the power of 
that committee, under our rules, to report in a general appropria- 
tion bill a provision repealing that law; nor is it in the power of 
the House to repeal the law by an amendment to a general appro- 
priation bill. Nolegislation, whether it is good or bad legislation, 
is in order on such a bill. ; 

Therefore, it seems clear, if the reasoning of the Chair is correct 
on this point, that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York is in effect a repeal for one year—and that is a repeal 
pro tanto—of a provision of existing law. . 

The gentleman from New York cites to the Chair a decision in 
regard to pneumatic-tube service. The Chair recalls very well 
that in the last Post-Office appropriation bill there was enacted a 
provision in effect similar to that contained in the Indian appro- 
priation bill—that hereafter there shall be no appropriation or no 
contract for pneumatic-tube service, The Chair remembers very 
well that the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] at that time 











1900. 
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pointed out to the House that if that provision were made a law, 
the House thereafter, under its rules, could make no such appro- 
priation, while the Senate, under its rules, could do so—conceding, 
apparently, that a point of order would lie against an appropria- 
tion in the House for the further continuance of the pneumatic- 
tube service. That was the understanding of the Chair, as an 
individual member of the House, at that time; and itis his under- 
standing now. The question raised hereis not the question raised 
in the precedent cited by the gentleman from New York, but 
would be the question raised if upon the coming Post-Office appro- 
priation bill an amendment were offered, against the provisions of 
law, to appropriate further for pneumatic-tube service. 

The Chair is sustained by an authority created in the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress. The Chair in his own mind had come 
to the conclusion which he has announced before learning of this 
precedent. It is well, perhaps, to state it carefully. The law 
existing at the time of this precedent was as follows: 

From and after the 30th of June, 1898, no money appropriated for chari- 
table purposes in the District of Columbia shall be paid to any church or re- 
ligious denomination or to any institution or society which is under sectarian 
or ecclesiastical control. 

That in effect, although not in language, is the provision that is 
now law with regard to contract schools. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] on the 13th of December, 1898, offered an 
amendment to the District of Columbia appropriation bill provid- 
ing for an appropriation for the St. Joseph Asylum. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Grout] made the point of order under 
Rule XXI. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL] 
was in the chair, and after some discussion sustained the point 
of order. : 

The Chair thinks that this precedent is exactly in point. It 
confirms his views which were formed by reading the provisions 
of the successive Indian appropriation bills. The Chair thinks 
that the amendment of the gentleman from New York would 
change existing law, and is therefore obnoxious to the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Arkansas, which is accord- 
ingly sustained. 

The Clerk will read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I was about to call the 
attention of the Chair, before the Chair rulei, to the historical 
argument in favor of the amendment. I understood I was to 
have an opportunity to do so; but Ido not care to continue this 
discussion at this hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not intend to cut the gentle- 
man off. The Chair supposed that the gentleman from New York 
had brought to his attention everything that he desired to call 
attention to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I fully understand that the 
Chair did not intend any discourtesy toward me. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there should have seemed to be such, the 
Chair would certainly apologize to the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I understand'that in the pre- 
vious acts, which I intended to cite, there were certain provisions 
which, I think, if read might have changed the view of the Chair. 
And this declaration of last year’s appropriation bill can hardly, in 
my humble opinion, be taken as establishing a declaration of pol- 
icy when it has been ingrafted upon some laws and left out of 
succeeding laws. It is obvious that you can not make a declara- 
tion of policy by law one year and then declare a different policy 
the next year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York had the op- 
portunity of making that argument before the Chair ruled. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I am well aware that the 
Chair has not intended any discourtesy, and I do not wish to re- 
flect upon him in the least. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the education of the noncitizen children in the Indian Territory, the 
sum of $75,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

_ Mr. CANNON, I make a point of order upon the paragraph 
just read, that it proposes to make an appropriation not author- 
ized by any law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
New York if there is any education of the noncitizen children in 
the Indian Territory now going on? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is not. 

a CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains no doubt about the 
question. 

Mr. LITTLE. I was just going to state to the Chair that I 
think there is no question but that the point of order is well taken. 
I agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in that, 
that it is subject to the point of order. I shall not contest that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. 


Mr. CURTIS. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk, 
XXXITI——93 










son City, Nev., $25,050; for pay of su 
general repairs and improvements, $1,000; for erection of shops, $3,000; in all, 


$30,550. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 45, following line 14, insert the following: 
“The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to issue rules 


and regulations governing schools in the Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw Nations in the Indian Territory, to appoint such officers, teachers, 
and employees as in his judgment shall be necessary to the establishment and 
maintenance of good and efficient schools in said 

officers, teachers, and employees for their services, and other necessary ex- 
penses of said schools, from the funds of said nation.” 


nation, and to pay said 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 


to the amendment, providing that the teachers in said schools 
shall be selected upon merit, and that their selection shall be non- 
partisan—that is, without reference to their politics. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment to the 


amendment, offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, which the 
Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the end of the proposed amendment the words, “ Provided, That 


in the selection of teachers merit only shall be considered.” 


Mr. CURTIS. We have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. CuRTIS as amended was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Car- 
rintendent at said school, $1,500; for 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the following amendment to this 


section. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 3, page 47, strike out ‘“‘one hundred and fifty * and insert “ two hun- 


dred;” line 5, page 47, strike out “ twenty-five thousand and fifty ” and insert 


“thirty-three thousand four hundred; ” line 7, page 47, strike out “ one” and 


insert “three;” lines 8 and 9, page 47, strike out ‘thirty thousand five hun- 
dred and fifty ” and insert “forty thousand nine hundred.” 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I have sub- 
mitted this amendment to the chairman of the committee [ Mr. 


SHERMAN] and that he acquiesces in it. 


This amendment is intended to secure a total additional appro- 


priation of $10,000, intended to cover 50 additional pupils at this 
school. 
priation bill an enlargement of the school was made for the pur- 


I will state jin this connection that in last year’s appro- 


pose of accommodating this additional number of pupils, but in- 
advertently, in the appropriation bill, the number of pupils pro- 
vided was left the same as last year, leaving out of consideration 
the fact that the accommodations had been increased for the pur- 
pose of meeting the demands of this increased number. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. It was not 
through inadvertence of the committee that the number of pupils 
was left unchanged. It was because in, framing the bill we fol- 
lowed the original estimate submitted by the Treasury. It was 
by inadvertence at the Interior Department that the amount was 
not changed. Asamatter of fact, we appropriated $10,000 for the 
additional building there last year. The actual enrollment was 
186. There is ample accommodation now for the 200 pupils, and 
they ought to have the additional appropriation. I think the gen- 
tleman’s amendment ought to be adopted. 

The amendment of Mr. NEWLANDS was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 250 Indian pupils at Indian school, Fort Tot- 
ten, N. Dak., $41,750; for pay of superintendent at said school, $1,600; for 
Sree” system, $2,500; for general repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to line 16, page 48, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 16, page 48, the following: 

“That the sum of $5,000, appropriated for steam heating, and the sum of 
$1,800, appropriated for electric light plant at the Fort Totten, N. Dak., Indian 
school by the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1900, is hereby reap- 
propriated and made available during the fiscal year 1901.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, the reason for this amend- 
ment is the fact that after the appropriation for this purpose was 
made last year there was so short a time left that the authorities 
have been unable to complete the work. and it is necessary to re- 
appropriate the money, so that the funds may be available after 
the end of the present fiscal year. Theschool is a large one, with 
extensive buildings. At present it is only heated by stoves and 
has no facilities for lighting except by lamps. These improve- 
ments are material and necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the su rt and education of 125 pupils at the Indian school at Hay- 
ward, Wis., $20,875; pay of superintendent, $1,300; general repairs and im- 
neo $1,500; for the erection of a new school building, $15,000; in all, 

9,DiV. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that section. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 6, page 49, the word “ erection’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ completion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For collection and transportation of pupils to and ‘from Indian schools, and 
also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools and 
placing of them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and con- 
trol of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified togive 
such pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangements 
in which their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for 
their labor, $35,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 5, page 55, after the word “dollars” add “‘ That wherever there are 
trust funds in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of, or moneys 
due under treaties or other agreements, any tribe or band of Indians, the 
principal of which or any portion thereof, or the interest on which or any 
portion thereof, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized by law, in his dis- 
cretion, to use for the benefit of said Indians, and the parents or guardians 
of any children entitled to the benefit of such funds shall make choice of a 
school or schools where they desire their children or wards to be educated, 
then, and in that event, if in his soon such schools are proper institu- 
tionsin which to educate their children, the eae of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to use said funds so belonging tosaid Indians and set aside for 
their benefit to pay the expenses, or any part of the expenses, of educating 
said children in the schools so chosen by said parents or guardians.” 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is clearly legislation. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think this proposition is more vicious than the 
other one proposed by the gentleman from New York. I thinkit 
a greater wrong for the Government to suffer the paying out of 
the Indian trust funds withoutits supervision than it is to pay out 
itsown money. Therefore I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Isimpiy wish to say thatit 
is a very poor policy that will prevent these Indians from spend- 
ing their own money for the benefit of their own children, in the 
way that everybody concedes is best for themselves and this 
country. ; 

Mr.LITTLE. If these Indians were capable of self-government, 
the position of the gentleman would be correct. Otherwise it is 


not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. My amendment leaves itto 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That allexpenditure of money appropriated for school pipers in this act 
shall be at all times under the supervision and direction of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and in all respects in conformity with such conditions, rules, 
and regulations as to the conduct and methods of instruction and expenditure 
of money as may be from time to time prescribed by him, subject tothe super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That not more than $167 
shall be expended for the annual support and education of any one pupil in 
any school herein specifically appropriated for, except when, by reason of 
epidemic, accident, or other similar cause, the attendance is so reduced that 
a larger expenditure is absolutely necessary for the efficient operation of the 
school affected, when the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, may allow a larger per capita expenditure, 
such expenditure to continue only so long as the said necessity therefor shall 
exist: Provided further, That the total amount appropriated for the support 
of such school shall not be exceeded: Provided further, That this provision 
shall apply to the fiscal years 1899 and 1900. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. I would 
be glad to have the attention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
CURTIS]. 

Some little while ago we passed the section touching appropria- 
tions for schools in the Indian Territory. In conversation with 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], I find that he hasa 
statement of the trust funds and the income therefrom that will 
be devoted toeducation under the provisionthat has been adopted, 
and I should be glad to appeal to him, if it meets his approval, 
that he insert that information in the REcorRpD or state it so that 
it can go in the REcorD. 

Mr. CURTIS. Under section 19 of the act of June 28, 1898, a 
change was made in the manner of paying out the funds of the 
various Indian tribes in the Indian Territory, providing that no 
paymént of any moneys on any account whatever thereafter be 
made by the United States to any of the tribal governments or to 
any officer thereof for disbursement, and by the provisions of the 
treaty made with the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations it is pro- 
vided that revenues from coal and asphalt lands, or so much 
thereof as shall be necessary, shall be used for the education of 
the children of Indian blood of the members of said tribes. This 
money is to be collected under rules and regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

In view of these regulations, the Secretary of the Interior ap- 
pointed a superintendent of Indian schools for the Indian Terri- 
tory,and he now has charge of the schools in the Chickasaw and | 
Choctaw nations, but has not taken full control of the schools in 
the Creek and Cherokee nations. It will be found on investiga- 
tion that there are 9 boarding schools and 65 day schools in the 
Creek Nation; 2 seminaries, 1 orphan asylum, 1 high school for 
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the colored, and 124 day schools in the Cherokee Nation. There 
are 10 seminaries in the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations, 13 day 
schools in the Chickasaw Nation, and 100 day schools now in 
operation in the Choctaw Nation. Thereare in the Indian Terri- 
tory about 20,000 Indian children of school age. This amend- 
ment is so drawn that the superintendent may take charge of all 
schools in the Indian Territory outside of the Seminole Nation. 

There is no question about the tribes having sufficient funds to 
pay the expenses of conducting their schools. The Choctaws have 
a school fund of $49,000, the Cherokees have a school fund of 
$850,000, and the other tribes use a part of the interest they receive 
from their vast trust funds for school purposes. The four tribes 
covered by this amendment receive in annual interest about 
$400,000. The school buildings have already been erected except, 
perhaps, in the Chickasaw Nation, the western part of which has 
no school accommodations for the Indian children. 

There are 50,000 white children of school age in the Indian Ter- 
ritory who are not accommodated, but I am advised that arrange- 
ments have been made for some of these children to be accommo- 
dated in the schools of the Chickasaw and Choctaw countries. 
No doubt the same arrangement could be made with the schools 
in the other nations if it were deemed best. In order that the com- 
mittee may be advised as to the trust funds of the various nations 
in the Indian Territory it will be found that the Choctaws have 
over $975,000, the Creeks have over $2,000,000, the Chickasaws 
have over $1,000,000, and the Cherokees have over $700,000. Ido 
not give the amount that the Seminoles have because they are not 
included in this amendment. 

The superintendent of schools, who has charge of the schools in 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations, says that they have had no 
trouble on account of lack of funds. The proposed amendment 
will put the schools in the hands of the Government, so there will 
be a uniform system of education among the four tribes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are herein 
made, exceeding in the aggregate $500 in value at any one time, shall be made 
without first giving at least three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, ex- 
cept in case of exigency, when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, who shall make official record of the facts constituting the exigency, 
and shall report the same to Congress at its next session, he — d that 
purchases may be made in open market in amount not exceeding $3,000 at 
any one purchase: Provided, That funds herein and heretofore appropriated 
for construction of artesian wells, ditches, and other works for irrigating 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be expended in open 
market: Provided further, That purchase in open market shall, as far as 
practicable, be made from Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may, when 
practicable, arrange for the manufacture, by Indians upon the reservation, of 
shoes, clothing, leather, harness, and wagons, and such other articles as the 
Secretary of the Interior may deem advisable. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “advisable,” in line 23: 

‘Provided we rther, That the Indians to whom lands have been allotted on 
the Yakima Reservation, in the State of Washington, shall be permitted to 


lease such allotted lands for any term not exceeding ten years, upon such 
terms and conditions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the reason I pro- 
ose this amendment is because of the peculiar character of the 
ands on this reservation and the conditionsthere. Under the law 

at the present time these Indians are permitted to lease these 
lands for five years. This land is arid sagebrush land. A ditch 
was constructed several years ago under the control of the Gov- 
ernment that is proposed to water and irrigate about 20,000 acres 
of land. 

This land is very productive when irrigated; but the expense of 
putting these lands in cultivation or clearing it of sagebrush and 
of leveling and putting it in alfalfa, which is the most productive 
and profitable crop, costing not less than $10 or $15 an acre, is such 
that it is almost impossible to lease these lands for the period of 
five years, If this period were extended, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, so that he could make these leases for a 
longer period of time, he could impose such conditions that almost 
the entire amount of this land could be required to be in alfalfa 
at the termination of the lease; and if certain other improvements 
should be required in the way of fences, construction of buildings, 
and improvements, it would ts of great benefit to these Indians to 
have this done, because if this property can be turned over to them, 
at the expiration of the term of the lease, productive in alfalfa, 
fenced, and improved to a great extent, it is certainly far better 
and would benefit them more than if they should receive a certain 
amount of money per annum. 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question about 
the matter. I will state as a general proposition that I do not 
favor long leases in these matters, but I am not familiar with the 
situation of the reservation affected by the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. I want to ask the gentleman if the matter has been sub- 
mitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and if he has the 
views of the Indian Office on the subject? 

Mr. JONES of Washington, Ihave, I talked with the Com- 








id 
72 
sh 
of 
1¢e 
a 
st 
fa 
ts 
38; 
to 
m, 
a, 


‘in 


ut 
10 
che 
id- 
ib- 
the 





1900. CONGRESSION AL 





missioner of Indian Affairs, and he said that whatever we deemed 
advisable he would approve, because he knew the conditions there 
somewhat, and knew that we were familiar with the conditions 
there; and it is such that it would not permit us to get these lands 
leased for five years, on a¢count of this peculiar condition, 

Mr. LITTLE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that it is 
impracticable, if not impossible, to secure a five years’ lease and 
open up and irrigate these lands? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is almost impossible to do that 
to any advantage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read to the conclusion of section 6 of the bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to save the time to be 
consumed in reading the seventh section by raising the point of 
order against the entire section from line 7, on page 59, to line 7 
of page 70, inclusive. I believe it is conceded that it is open to 
the point of order of being new legislation. Imake the point now, 
so as to save the time that would be consumed in reading the 
treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a treaty. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is a treaty, and I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw the point of order that he makes against it. 
If he understood the condition that exists in that country, I do not 
think he would insist on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas would not con- 
tend that the point of order is not well taken? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand that under Rule XXI 
it is new legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman,I am quite in harmony with 
the gentleman's proposition, I will say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, of not having legislation upon these appropriation 
bills. It has come to my knowledge, however, or I think it has, 
if I am correctly informed, that the development of a part of 
Oklahoma and the welfare of all the Indians concerned, as well 
as the white people, would be benefited by the ratification of this 
treaty. I only want to make a suggestion to the gentleman, if I 
am correctly informed, and I think Iam, that while it is in the 
teeth of the rules, I admit, but possibly and probably, euch as is 
my information, that the necessity is so great that the gentleman 
from New York might well appeal for unanimous consent, and 
that would include the gentleman, of course, to let it go on, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I am advised that there are 
bills pending at this time in both Houses of Congress, separate 
bills, for the ratification of this treaty. There are some reasons 
why this ratification ought not to take place in this way. Ido 
not care to gointothem. I have a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
but 1 do not care to raise any question, It is new legislation, and 
therefore obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The gentleman will not permit it to go by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I can not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We passed the bill last Congress as a sepa- 
rate measure, but the Senate would not pass it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr.FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to refer 
to page 23 for an amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to page 23 of the bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following amend- 
ment. 

‘Phe Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 16, page 23, after the word “dollars,” the following: 

** Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to said Sac and Fox Indians the sum of $50,000, 


to be immediately available, out of the amount of money now to the credit of 
said Indians in the United States Treasury. 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to ask the consent 


of the House that I may make a statement with reference to the | 


necessity for thisamendment. These Indians have had the small- 
pox. The Secretary, the agent, and the Commissioner all recom- 
mend this relief atonce. Their houses, their beds, and their cloth- 
ing have all been burned up, and they are now living in terts, 
some of them three or four families in one tent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I opposed an amendment of 
a like character yesterday, or the day before, offered by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon, because I am against the proposition at all 
times of taking from the Treasury funds of this trust, placed 
there for the benefit of the Indians. I have no doubt, from the 


statement of the gentleman from Oklahoma, that this is a case | 


which presents a peculiar state of facts, and perhaps is unusually 
meritorious; and yet, notwithstanding that fact, Mr. Chairman, I 
can not refrain from opposing a proposition to permit any of these 
Indian tribes to withdraw from the Treasury of the United States 
any of their funds, If they are in a deplorable condition, let us 
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give them whatever is absolutely necessary as a gratuity. If we 
do not do it now, we establish the precedent of withdrawing 
money from the Treasury, or permitting them to doit on their 
own application, and by and by the time may come when we shall 
be obliged to support them entirely. The same principle is in- 
volved in this amendment as in that presented by the gentleman 
from Oregon, which was successfully opposed the other day. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma about what is the amount of the fund belong- 
ing to these Indians? 

Mr. FLYNN. When Congress treated for their land there was 
coming to them $485,000, which was tendered to the Indians, every 
dollar of it. The Indians said, ‘‘No; we donot need it all. Place 
$300,000 to our credit in the Treasury.” For the first time in the 
history of that tribe all of the chiefs have united, notwithstand- 
ing they would not take the money when offered, and they say 
now, **‘We have lost our houses, our beds; we have lost our 
clothes, and five or six families are living in tents furnished by 
the Government.” Now,something must be done forthem. The 
Secretary recommends it, the Commissioner recommends it, and 
the agent recommends it. I will read the letters: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 2, 1900. 


Srr: I have the honor to herewith transmit, for the information and action 
of your committee, a copy of a letter of even date from the Commissioner of 


| Indian Affairs and of a petition from the Sac and Fox of the Mississippi tribe 


of Indians, in Oklahoma, and of a letter from their agent, asking that an ap- 
propriation be made from their tribal fund of $300,000, now to their credit in 
the Treasury at 5 per cent interest, to relieve them from the great destitu- 
tion caused by the epidemic of smallpox from which they suffered during 
the past year. 

The Indians have asked that the sum of $100,000 be taken from the above- 
named fund and paid tothem per capita, which meets the favor of their 
agent. 

The Commissioner, however, is of the opinion that $50,000 will be sufficient 
for their immediate needs, and recommends the appropriation of that amount, 
in which I concur. 

Very respectfully, THOS, RYAN, 
Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 2, 1900. 

Srr: In view of the large amount of property necessarily destroyed in 
stamping out the epidemic of smallpox among the Sac and Fox of Mississippi 
Indians, in Oklahoma, during the last year, which left them, in consequence 
ina destitute condition, they now petition that $100,000 ot their fund of 300,008 
now in the Treasury drawing interest at 5 per cent be paid them in cash. 

In support of this sogeeet, LTinclose copies of the petition from the chiefs 
and counsel of their tribe, and also a letter from the United States Indian 
agent, forwarding their petition, with his approval. 

I respectfully recommend that $50,000 be paid them in lieu of their request 
for $100,000. This will give them about $90 apiece, which, in my opinion, is all 
that is necessary for their relief. 

Respectfully, W. A. JONES, 
Commissioner. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


SAC AND Fox AGENCY, OKLA., January 15, 1900. 


The within application is herewith forwarded with my approval. 

During the smallpox epidemic last year we were compelled to burn all 
houses, stables, sheds, etc., in or near the infected district; also all of the 
clothing and household effects of the infected people. This action has left 
many of them without shelter, except tents that were furnished them at the 
time, their annuities not being sufficient to more than keep them in food. 
Many of this tribe are in a condition to improve their lands if they had the 
means. A payment to them of the amount requested will be a great assist- 
ance on this line. 

I also believe that it will be good policy to pay this fund to them as soon as 
practical and reduce the amount of their annuities, and thus compel them to 
depend to some extent upon labor and not wholly upon their annuities for 
support, which in most cases is the rule. 

Uniess some action is taken on this line they will be incapacitated to care 
for themselves or their land at the end of the twenty-five-year trust period, 
of which eight years have now elapsed. Whils it is true that some of them 
will squander their share, the majority will make good use of it and are now 
much more capabie of handling it than when they were paid the $185,000 eight 
years ago, and were offered the full amount of the $485,000. Hoping their re- 
| quest will meet with pout approval, I am, 

Very respectfully, LEE PATRICK, 
United States Indian Agent. 


Sac AND Fox AGENCY, OKLA., January 10, 1900. 
| The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C.: 


We, the chiefs and council of the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians in Oklahoma, 


this day in council assembled to discuss and consider the destitute condition 
| of ae in consequence of that dread scourge, smallpox, which removed 
50 many of our members the past year, and the necessity of the destruction of 
our property by fire to destroy the germs of the disease, including our houses, 
clothing, bedding, implements, harness, valuable trinkets, etc.; therefore, we 
| have unanimously resolved topetition Congress to appropriate $100,000 of our 


| money in the hands of the Government remaining of the treaty with the 
Cherokee Commission on June 12, 1890, to be disbursed per capita to the tribe. 
For which we ever pray. 
Chief McKosito (his x mark), Moses Keokuk (his x mark), John N. 
sig Walker (his x mark), Jefferson Davis (his x mark), David 
Wakole (his x mark), Edgar Mack (his x mark), Jack Bear (his 
x mark), William Shaw (his x mark), Alex. Connally. 
Witnesses to marks: 
P.S. WHATLEY. 
W. R. GULick. 


I certify on honor that the foregoing application was fully explained te 
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and understood by the chiefs and council before they signed the same, and 
that it expresses the true and unanimous vote of the council. 
WILLIAM HURR, 
Interpreter and Secretary of Council. 


Sac AND Fox AGENCY, OKLA., 


January 10, 1900. 


Mr. LITTLE. Are the Indians on their allotment? 

Mr. FLYNN. They are upon their allotment. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I differ with the chairman of the 
committee on the proposition that we ought never .to invade this 
fund of the tribes. I believe that where there is a crying neces- 
sity, as in this case, based on the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior, that it is wiser to make to them a small payment out 
of the fund. If, when their funds are gone, it becomes the duty of 
the Government to make an appropriation, we can attend to it at 
that time. From what I have learned in regard to this case, I 
think it is a case of absolute necessity for the Indians. They have 
their allotment, and from the statement of the Secretary of the 
Interior a great many of them are capable of a proper use of this 


money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do think that if any excep- 
tion is made in this case it ought also to be made in the case pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Oregon yesterday. If the commit- 
tee is to permit the withdrawal in this case, we ought to permit 
them in both. I shall request the committee to do it in the case 
of the gentleman from Oregon if this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. LITTLE. Does the gentleman from New York think the 
two cases stand on a parallel footing? Does he think the neces- 
sity as great in one case as in the other? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question of necessity? No. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is the ground upon which I base my favor 
of this proposition. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There are other reasons in the Oregon case | 


which to my mind are stronger than those presented by the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma. Ithink if theapplication isto be allowed 
in either case, it should be allowed in both. My individual judg- 
ment is against allowing it in either, but I do not ask anybody 
that is disinclined to do it to follow my individual judgment. 

Mr. LITTLE. 
amendment of the gentleman from Oregon, but, as I view this 
case, I think it is meritorious, and if the Oregon case stands on 
equal merit when presented to the House, I shall not object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wevwill none of us disagree in reference to 
the necessity of giving some aid of some kind to these Indians. 


Mr. FLYNN. This is simply a proposition that these Indians | 


may be allowed to use their own money instead of the Government 
spending it for them. 

Mr. CURTIS. The agent having indicated that this money 
would be used for the erection of houses to take the place of those 
which have been burned, I submit it would be well to allow the 
amendment to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I seem to be alone on 
this question, so far as the committee is concerned; those of my 
colleagues who are present seem to take a different view from 
mine. They are doubtless wiser than Iam in many ways—perhaps 
in everything; and I am inclined to yield to their judgment. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN] is correct as to the general principle; but in 


view of this present emergency I think the amendment should be | 


adopted. 


The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. FLYNN was | 


agreed to. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I explained to the House the other day—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment 
would not be in order to this part of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that we return to 
the portion of the bill to which the amendment would properly 
apply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee of the Whole return to page 31 
of the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Oregon will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, at the end of line 24, page 31, after the word “cents,” the following: 
“ALSEA AND SILETZ INDIANS. 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and Cirected, on the 
passage of this act, to pay to such Alsea and other Indians on the Siletz Res- 
ervation, in Oregon, parties to an agreement made October 31, 1892, ratified 
by the act of Congress approved August 15, 1884 (28 Statutes, page 323), as 
shall be found to be competent and capable of managing and taking care 
of their own affairs their pro rata shares of the permanent fund of $100,000 
appropriated by the said act of August 15, 1894, and now to their credit in 
the Treasury of the United States.” 


Mr. RIDGELY. Ihave no wish to detain the Committee of the 
Whole, nor have I sought to avail myself of an opportunity to 
cut outthis amendment by my individual objection. But I again 
appeal to the committee to reject the amendment. The case is a 


I am not prepared to pass judgment against the | 
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very different one from that of the amendment which we have 
just permitted to go through. I think we ought not to begin to 
disburse these trust funds simply because in a business way some 
members of the tribe may desire the money. | 

Mr. TONGUE. I think if the gentleman will allow me to state 
my amendment he will not make any objection. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The gentleman made his explanation the other 
day. 

Mr. TONGUE. At the time I made that explanation the other 
day one very material fact had escaped me, as it had escaped the 
committee. My proposition was made then in pursuance of a 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, following a stat- 
utory enactment of the United States. I did not then know, as I 
do now, that the request of the Secretary of the Interior is in pur- 
suance of a treaty and is simply for the purpose of carrying out a 
treaty stipulation between the United States and the Alsea and 
Siletz Indians, In a treaty executed in 1894, which members will 
find on page 325, volume 28 of the Statutes at Large, I find in 
Article III this provision: 

That in case the Secretary of the Interior may at any time be satisfied 
that any of said Indians are fully competent and capable of managing and 
taking care of their full pro rata of sai Bs steer 4 money, and that it will be 
to their interest to receive the same, and that other portions of said Indians 
are not so capable and competent, then he shall recommend to Congress that 
sufficient amount of such principal sum so held in trust as provided in section 
2 of this agreement shall be appropriated to pay the full pro rata of such com- 

»etent_and capable Indians of such principal fund, and when the same shall 


xe paid and receipted for personally by each Indian so paid, then such Indians 
shall have no further interests in said trust fund. 


That isthe provision of the treaty stipulation between the United 
States and these Indians. It provides the manner in which the 
Government is to pay the purchase money to the Indians for this 
land which they sold to the Government. Now, the Secretary of 
the Interior, pursuant to that treaty provision, has stated that 306 
of those Indians are capable of taking care of themselves, and he 
asks Congress to pay this money according to the contract which 
we made withthem. Thisis not a question for our discretion; it 
is not a question of what we may think best; it is simply a ques- 
tion whether we will carry out an absolute treaty stipulation and 
pay the money to these Indians according to the terms agreed upon 
between them and the United States. 

Mr. COWHERD. When was this recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior made? 

A MEMBER. About a year ago. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. TONGUE was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill as amended to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will withhold that motion for 
a moment, I desire to ask a question in regard toa provision in 
lines 23 and 24 of page 4 of the bill. There is there an appropria- 
tion of $1,400 for the Quapaw Agency, in the Indian Territory. 
I had understood that that agency had been abolished. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
LITTLE] that we allow this matter to pass; and if it be the desire 
of the Commissioner that this agency be abolished, a provision to 
that effect can be inserted in the Senate. 

Mr. LITTLE. My recollection is that the Commissioner said 
that the agency was not needed and that it would be abolished, 
| and I thought the committee had taken such action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the subcommittee was at the Indian 
| Office discussing these various agencies, this agency was among 
those which the Commissioner said might be done away with. 
|The gentleman will recollect the Commissioner said he would 
| examine specifically into the facts in regard to four or five agencies 
which were under discussion, and would report later whether it 
would be feasible to do away with them at this time. The Com- 
missioner did not report in favor of dispensing with the Quapaw 
Agency, and therefore the provision has remaiped in the bill. 

-Mr. LITTLE. Iwill not press the matter further. 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and contin- 

| gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
| stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
| June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and had directed him to re- 
| port the same back to the House with sundry amendments, and 
| with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any of the 
amendments? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 

| were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
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On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TWELVE-MILE BAYOU, LOUISIANA, 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5487) authorizing the con- 
struction by the Texarkana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway 
Company of a bridge across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreve- 

port, La. 

. The bill was read. It provides that the Texarkana, Shreveport 
and Natchez Railway Company, a railroad corporation duly in- 
corporated under the laws of the State of Louisiana, its successors 
or assigns, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct and main- 
tain a railway bridge and approaches thereto over and across 
Twelve-mile Bayou, in Caddo Parish, La., at or about 8 miles 
above the point where said bayou empties into Red River. 

Mr. TERRY. This bill is unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee and indorsed by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ERMENTROUT. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the special order having arrived, 
it will be taken up. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
GREEN] is recognized. 2 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in viewof the fact 
that some of the members of this House who desire to deliver 
eulogies to-day are unavoidably absent, I ask unanimous ccnsent 
that such of the members as may so desire be permitted to print 
their remarks on this occasion. j : 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that members who desire to do so may print re- 
marks upon the life and character of Mr. ERMENTROUT. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker,I present the fol- 
lowing resolutions, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. DANIEL ERMENTROUT, late amember of the House 
of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that opportu- 
nity may be given for fitting tribute to his memory. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senateand 
transmit a copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 


Resolved, That,as an additional mark of respect, the House, at the conclu- 
sion of these memorial proceedings, do adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, since the com- 
mencement of this term of Congress the Hon. DANIEL ERMEN- 
TROUT, Congressman-elect from the Ninth district of Pennsylva- 
nia, comprising the counties of Berks and Lehigh, passed over to 
that ‘‘suburb of the life elysian, whose portal we call death.” 

In his beautiful mansion of ‘‘ Graiistein,” surrounded by his 
wife, daughter, and loving friends, at the dawn of a beautiful 
autumn Sabbath morning—the 18th of September—he passed 
away peacefully. 

His death was sudden, entirely unexpected, and the news came 
as a shock to the community in which he lived. He died univer- 
sally lamented by the constituency he had served faithfully for 
many years. 

He left to survive him a widow, Adelaide Louise, née Metzger, 
one son, Fitz Daniel, an attorney of the Berks County bar, and a 
daughter, Adelaide Louise. 

His remains were interred at the Charles Evans Cemetery, in 
Reading, on September 21, 1899, and were buried with Congres- 
sional honors. 

DANIEL ERMENTROUT was a Pennsylvanian to the manor born. 
His birthplace was the city of Reading, in the county of Berks, 
January 24, 1837. He descended from a long line of sturdy, in- 
dustrious, and substantial Pennsylvania German ancestors. They 
may be said to have been indigenous to the soil of Berks, for his 
great-great-grandfather, John Ermentrout, in 1739 came from the 
Palatinate and settled there, and his great-grandfather, Christo- 
pher; his grandfather, John E., and his father, William E., were 
all natives and lifelong residents, as was the deceased. True to 
the faith of his fathers and the traditions of ‘‘Old Berks,” the 
Gibraltar of Democracy, he was a Democrat of Democrats, 

No man there ever enjoyed for so long a time the confidence 


and favor of the people, especially those affiliated with the Demo- | 


cratic party. 
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Admitted to the bar August 3, 1859, he was elected district at- 


torney in 1862. From 1867 to 1870 he was thrice elected city so- 
licitor. In 1873 he was elected to represent Berks County in the 
senate of Pennsylvania, and reelected in 1876 to serve until 1880. 
In that year he was elected to the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
subsequently reelected to the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fif- 
tieth. In 1896 he was again elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
and reelected to the Fifty-sixth. 


Such, in brief, is the record of his public career, and its long 


— sufficiently attests the high esteem in which he was held 


y his constituents, as well as their opinion of the fidelity and use- 


fulness of his service. 


In his latter days, among his people and his many friends at the 


national capital and throughout the neighboring States—for he 
had a wide acquaintanceship—he was familiarly known as “ Uncle 
Dan,” a title not given him on account of great age, for at the 
time of his death he had not yet reached the sixty-third milestone, 
but because he was affable and easily approached, without affec- 
tation, ostentation, or vanity. This easy and familiar manner 
marked his intercourse with everyone, and made him many warm 
friends everywhere. 


As his successor in this body I could not fail to be impressed 


with his great popularity here, not only among those who had 
served with him, but among the whole line of employees, from the 
highest official to the humblest. And many a courtesy and kind 
favor has been cheerfully shown me here because of the love and 
friendship they bore him. 


Men at this Capitol seem to have loved him even for his very 


failings. 


What greater testimonial could one have of possessing a kind 


heart than that of shedding rays of sunshine over his pathway 
and leaving the world happier for his having lived there? 


What greater encomium of praise than the fact that by his 
words of approval and encouragement he made the burden of his 
fellow-man lighter and easier to be borne? 

No one more dearly loved his home, the city of Reading, its 
beautiful location and surroundings. He often referred to it as 
a@ paradise on earth. Nothing gave him more pleasure than a 
ramble through the nooks and dells, over the craggy heights, and 
in the solemn woods of Mounts Penn and Neversink, twin prom- 
ontories which guard the city ‘‘on the east and the rising sun.” 

Looking from their heights toward the setting sun, he saw the 
bright silver band of the beautiful Schuylkill, which forms that 
city’s western boundary, and stretching beyond for miles, until 
obscured by the mountains on the horizon, lay the broad, fertile 
acres of Berks, in the Lebanon Valley. Turning to the east, he 
saw another enchanting and, if possible, a more picturesque 
landscape, the early home of the French Huguenots and those 
who fled Europe to escape oppression and settled in the deep, rich 
lands or the ‘‘ Oley Valley.” 

In the north loom up the mountains at the head waters of 
the Schuylkill River, in whose bowels are the mines which pro- 
duce hundreds of millions of tons of the far-famed anthracite coal. 
To the south, here and there along the river’s banks, are scattered 
furnaces, mills, and manufactories, converting the ore into iron 
and its many products. On every side as far as the eye can see 
are scattered the towns, villages, and hamlets of the sturdy and 
industrious yeomen of Berks, among whom he counted a multi- 
tude of friends. 

Lines of steel rails are seen approaching the city at his feet 
from every direction. Long trains of cars at all times are in sight, 
bearing their freight of grain, coal, iron, and merchandise to it 
and through it to tide water, to be ere long distributed over the 
civilized world, He has grown up with this city nestling below 
him.’ From an humble village of a few thousands it has grown 
from his boyhood days to be a great manufacturing metropolis, 
counting nearly a hundred thousand souls within its confines. 
The smoke of its many industries rises from innumerable stacks 
and hovers like a great, dark cloud over it. Every article of com- 
merce is produced there, from a paper bag to the huge ice plants and 
cotton and sugar presses scattered every where through the sunny 
South and the green isles of the Gulf. There are made the huge 
cannon and the steel shells which made our Navy the pride of 
this nation and the terror of our foes. The city’s growth has 
been as steady as are her people, and year by year has added toits 
wealth and commerce and to the happiness and comfort of her 
busy, bustling population. 

DANIEL ERMENTROUT will always be remembered as one of the 
men who have largely contributed to its great growth and pros- 

erity. 

, What wonder is it that throngh all his life he so greatly loved 
and was so justly proud of his birthplace and of the people who 
made it their home? 

Believing as he did, that the progress and happiness of the Ameri- 
can people and their future safety and success were dependent 


From his early manhood until his death, with but a few short | largely upon the education of the masses through the growth and 


intermissions, he represented them in some public capacity. 





expansion of the common-school system, he was a devoted friend 
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of that institution. His people were among the pioneers in its es- 
tablishment and earnest workers for its success. He taught a 
number of terms in these public schools, and for years was a 
school controller of Reading. His father for many years wasalso 
a school controller and at one time served as treasurer of the 
board. His brother, John S., was superintendent of the public 
schools of the county and founded the Keystone State Normal 
School, serving in it as principal and professor. James N. Er- 
mentrout, now president judge of the county courts, not only 
taught school, but served as assistant county superintendent. 
Such is his record and the record of the members of his immedi- 
ate family in the great cause of public education, which has so 
radically changed the character of the people of eastern Pennsyl- 
vania in the last two decades. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT not only received in his youth a good educa- 
tion, having attended Elmwood Institute at Norristown, Pa., and 
Franklin and Marsha!l College at Lancaster, Pa., but during his 
life was a constant reader of the works of the best authors. He 
had an intimate knowledge of English, German, French, and 
Latin and spoke the Pennsylvania German dialect with the best. 
He claimed that it was often stronger and more expressive than the 
English. I know he was familiar with many of the gems of both 
English poetry and proseand delighted to quote celebrated passages. 

When Congressman ERMENTROUT came to the bar he gave great 
promise of being a strong and successful advocate, and it was not 
long before his legal talents were recognized by his being chosen 
district attorney, the representative of the commonwealth in all 
criminal actions. As he pressed farther into the realm of politics 
he soon found that ‘‘the law was a jealous mistress,” and gradu- 
ally drifted farther away from the work of his chosen profession 
and became deeper immersed in politics and public affairs. 

In his case it may truly be said that a first-rate lawyer was sac- 
rificed to make a useful public official. He never entirely gave 
up the practice of the law, but during his whole life divided his 
attention between legal business and public work and political or- 
ganization and management—giving to the latter the larger por- 
tion of his time and energy. 

Fortune blessed him by giving him a younger brother, who was 
a student, aman of remarkable address and acumen, who possessed 
not only a judicial mind and bearing, but had rare good senseand 
judgment coupled with greatindustry. Thelarge practice he had 
gathered from his many friends and acquaintances he placed in 
his hands and it throve apace, and his brother was finally called 
to fill a seat on the common-pleas bench. 

It is a fact without precedent in that section of the State that 
at the same time and for some years brothers held the two highest 
positions within the gift of the people. Andinall fairness it must 
be said of both that they held these places with credit and honor. 

To his colleagues in this body who served with him in the halls 
of Congress I leave that part of his lifeandcareer. I am not per- 
sonally acquainted with it, and they have promised to cover this 
period in their remarks following mine. 

I will speak of the man only as I knew him from his manhood’s 
prime to the time of his death. 

The picture that presents itself is that of a young man of robust 
physique, a strong face, rather careless carriage, with a strong, 
self-reliant air, dressed neatly but plainly, aggressive and force- 
ful in manner; in neither dress nor manner nor look did he show 
a single effeminate sign. 

He talked loud and volubly, and had always plenty of physical 
strength and force back of him. Hewasa vigorous man, and you 
soon learned that by his hearty hand shake and often by the 
heartier pat he gave youon the back. He had equally strong 
feelings and convictions, and he was ingenuous rather than ingeni- 
ous. Sometimes he tried to practice the Machiavelian arts and the 
style of a diplomat, but he signally failed in such attempts. By 
nature he was frank and brusque and he never would have suc- 
ceeded as an actor. When he was about, one always felt the sus- 
picion of a stiff breeze blowing not very far off, and when he be- 
came excited it was very near. 

He never did anything quietly and easily, but energetically and 
vigorously. This was so in his work and in his diversions. 
There was no halfway about him. I1t was, ‘‘ Forward, right and 
leit, through.” 

At the bar and in the political arena these qualities made him a 
warrior, and he never suffered a defeat or experienced a failure 
from lack of force, effort, or energy. While his opponents and 
competitors slept he worked, and the man he crossed swords with 
found him a foeman worthy of his steel, and so he fought until 
the end. In a political campaign he never rested until the prima- 
ries were closed and the result known, and not then if the verdict 
left anything in doubt. 

He was often charged with fighting hardest for himself, which 
was natural, and not fighting sufficiently hard for his friends, 
which, of course, was a matter of opinion. Yet no one had more 
loyal friends and followers, nor did anyone hold them so long. 
More than that, he had a faculty of making up with opponents 
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and placating hisenemies. After the fiercest contest he was al- 
ways the first to offer to shake hands and make up, urge that by- 
gones should be bygones, and apologize for sharp personalities that 
might have been indulged in in the heat of the contest. In this 
way he won over many opponents, and held as friends those who 
had bitterly opposed him and his ambitions. 

As he grew older I can not say that this strong aggressive spirit 
was perceptibly tamed; and if so, only when the ravages of disease 
had marked him as their victim. He still retained his splendid 
fighting qualities, and when he died may truly be said to have died 
with his armor on. 

As his life was not like the deep, quiet, and sluggish waters, but 
like the active, splashing, rushing mountain torrent, his political 
and business career was not a pathway strewn with roses. In 
business, as he expressed it, he looked after ‘‘ number one,” and 
hence aroused many jealousies among his fellow-practitioners; 
his bluff qualities and often dictatorial manner made him enemies 
and his soaring ambition raised many competitors. Inside and 
outside his party he was forced into many a joust, but only on one 
occasion can I remember him to have been unhorsed, 

I have fought with him and against him, have won and lost 
with him and against him, and feel qualified to speak by the book, 
for I have felt the weight of his sword. In his heart he loved a 
hard fight and admired and respected a sturdy opponent. Such 
was his nature. 

He was the only man in all that county that ever survived a de- 
feat and again by native force forged to the front and gained a 
personal victory. 

He was a keen observer of people, an accurate reader of human 
nature. He hada fine memory for faces and names, and among 
the more stable rural population knew almost every voter, and 
often their wives. He knew their history and traditions, their 
language, and their friendship, and often was able to tell a young- 
ster more of his father and grandfather than he had ever known. 
This, with his free and easy manner and plain, frank bearing, was 
one of his great secrets of success, if secret it was. Besides this, 
he not only respected the opinions of his people, but their very 
prejudices. 

Like other men of his positive stamp, he never pleased every- 
one. He was often blamed for having too strong opinions, at other 
times charged with having none. He certainly did try to follow 
the ideas of the people he represented, yet it can not justly be 
charged that he trimmed his sail for every rs wind. 

He never was a hypocrite and never tried by long face and sanc- 
timonious pretenses to gain preference or power. Yet I know he 
worshiped nature and revered nature’s God, and in his heart of 
hearts Sovel the handiwork of the great Creator. This made him 
a kind and indulgent husband and father and a warm friend. A 
very intimate and sympathetic friend said of him, ‘‘ He could pic- 
ture in words of eloquence the matchless beauties of our land- 
scapes and tell the silent story of stream and tree and wood—how 
the shifting scenery of nature reveals the handiwork of the Author 
of all beauty.” 

Mr. ERMENTROUT may not have been an orator, although at 
times in his speeches he reached the point of true oratory. He 
always made a vigorous speech, and, when well prepared, a speech 
which both by his manner of delivery and the matter it contained 
challenged attention and was a clear, logical, and forceful pre- 
sentation of his views. Ido not think it can be contended that 
he was a great statesman, but he was generally acknowledged to 
be a useful public servant. 

Uncle Dan loved a melodious song and a good story, and was 
ever fond of good cheer. He never was brighter and happier 
than around a festive board thronged with merry companions. 
There he was at his best, and there you saw his sunniest smile and 
heard his heartiest langh; there he unloaded his store of sparkling 
wit and the choicest tales gathered from his long acquaintance- 
ship with the brightest men of this land. 

When every other trait is forgotten, his bosom friends will call 
to mind the pleasant times and happy hours they spent in his com- 
pany. He had faults, but they, too, were convivial and injured 
none more than himself. Whatever may be said of him, he was 
a useful citizen, an incorruptible public servant, whose long career 
was never assailed with even the suspicion of personal dishonor. 

To aman of his vigorous constitution fourscore years should 
have been his allotted time; but his intense nervous energy burned 
the candle of life at both ends. 


He fought a good fight. He has run his course; 
He tasted of life’s bitter and its sweet; 

He was loved, respected, and honored; 

He was hated, reviled, and condemned; 

His virtues many times outweighed his vices. 


And when we measure him by the Golden Rule it will be found 
that he did the work his hands found to do faithfully and well 
and that his useful life was a blessing to his fellow-man. He has 
crossed the darkriver. His life’s service has paid the obolus to old 
Charon, the ferryman of the Styx. He has entered the land of 
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the hereafter, in that other life of growth and progress to take 
up again the burden laid down in this and to struggle ever on- 
ward and upward in the realm of life eternal. 


[Mr. GAINES addressed the House. See Appeudix.] 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, when Leonardo da Vinci was 
painting his famous fresco, ‘‘ The Last Supper,” on the wall of a 
Dominican convent the friar became impatient at the tardiness 
of the work and reproached the painter, who, answering, said: | 
“*T still lack two faces, one of which, the Saviour, I can not hope 
to find on earth, and I have not attained the power of presenting | 
it to myself in imagination, with all the perfection of beauty and 
spiritual grace demanded in a representation of the divine incar- 
nation: the other is that of Judas, and I hardly think it possible 
to render graphically the features of a man who, after receiving | 
so many benefits from Him, deliberately betrayed his Lord and 
Master.” Similarly, he who undertakes to depict in words the 
extremes of goodness and badness in human character, like Leo- 
nardo, will be unable to complete his picture, for no mastery of | 
the art of characterization will enable him adequately to portray 
the radiant image of the divine in man at his best, or to graphic- | 
ally render the dark incarnation of evil in him at his worst. | 

The history of man has revealed him as a being compounded of | 
diverse elements, including much that is common to other ani- | 
mals; indeed, it seems scientific to hold with recent thinkers that 
every animal of forest, field, and flood has maintained a foothold 
in man and left the print of one or another of its features in every 
upright, heaven-facing creature. From this point of view he is 
a most inharmonious being. ‘‘ Compound of beast and angel, 
devil and deity,” said Coleridge. ‘‘The glory and scorn of the 
universe,” said Pascal. “A jewel of God,” said Parker. ‘“‘A 
rapacious vulture,” said Cowley. ‘‘ Half dust and half deity, 
alike unfit to sink or soar,” said Byron. How noble in reason, yet 
how prone to error; how infinite in faculty, yet how low in desire; 
in form and moving how express and admirable, yet how low he 
bends to vice and folly; inaction howlike an angel, in acts how like 
a devil; in apprehension how like a god, yet in appetite how like a 
brute. This is man in his totality; but, as Emerson suggests, 
‘* Man has been differentiated into men, good men, middling men, 
anid bad men.” So we can conceive them in their several charac- | 
ters and distinguish one from the other. 

The point of these reflections, obviously enough, is that man in 
his ascent outgrows the tiger, the bear, the serpent, the wolf, or 
whatever remnant of the animal that may have survived in him. 
He sloughs off the lower and baser and climbs to the higher and 
nobler, and develops by slow stages the highest manhood. A per- 
fect being does not exist. In every character there isthe serpent’s 
hiss and the bird’s song. It has been said that God could not 
make a perfect being in a day if he tried. Perfection is an evo- 
lution, and can only be reached by struggle and growth. What 
he does depends on what he is, He gives out whatisin him, He 
is like the coal in the grate, of which science declares that in de- 
composing it gives out the same amount of light and heat as was 
borrowed from the sun by the antediluvian trees which entered | 
into its composition. Sothe human creature gives out as much of | 
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tude of intelligence which made him a valuable acquisition to 
any social or professional circle. For nearly forty years his time 
was divided between the legal profession and publiclife. He was 
a success in both. He wasa masterful politician. His ability, in- 
dustry, tact, and the high esteem in which he was held gave him 
a preeminence enjoyed by no other man in the politics of his dis- 
trict, 

His devotion to his constituents was a conspicuous feature of 
his public life. He knew most of them personally. He took them 
into his confidence, watched their interests, guarded their rights, 
anticipated their wants, and served them in all needful ways with 
a fidelity as beautiful as his industry was tireless. He believed, 
what the career of every successful public man teaches, that the 
only way for a public servant to securely hold the confidence and 
affection of his constituents is in the demonstration of his worthi- 
ness by integrity, fidelity, industry, and efficiency in their service. 

Our friend was the architect of his own career. The spurs he 
wore in the tournament of life were fashioned by his own effort 
and buckled to his heels with his own hands. He early learned 
that the genius of success is the genius of toil. The only Alad- 
din’s lamp he ever knew was a heroic soul that no difficulty could 
daunt. His courage never sank before an adverse cast of fortune. 
When inspired by conviction and commanded by duty he turned 
neither to the right nor left. He wasa hard fighter. The man 
who broke a lance with him when at his best was sure— 

To know the joy that warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel. 

But our friend has gone to his rest, leaving behind him for our 
instruction such lessons as his life teaches. Tocontemplate them 
and profit by them is the suggestion of wisdom. 

‘‘As the shadows steal at evening over the earth, softly closing 
the flowers and touching them to sleep silently and lovingly in 
the promise of a bright waking,” so he fell asleep. Nature, with 
no rudeness in her touch, but softly and gently, disengaged the 
vital cord, and he passed serenely into rest on the other shore of 
that mysterious sea ‘‘ that never yet has borne on any wave the 





| image of a homeward sail.” 


Death had no terror for him. He besought those nearest to him 
not to mourn but to rejoice when he was called home, for to him 
his demise was only a transit to a higher state of being where life 
is in its completeness. For him death had no sting, the grave no 
victory. He passed into the unseen, I can easily believe, with the 
exultant words of Whitman’s death song upon his lips: 

Joy, shipmates, joy; 

Onur life is closed, our life begins; 
The long, long anchorage we leave. 
The ship is clear at last; she leaps, 
She quickly courses from the shore; 
Joy, shipmates, joy. 

Now, as we leave the contemplation of our departed friend, 
those who loved him best can carry with them the consolatory re- 
flection ‘‘ that, while green grass will cover his grave, blue skies 
bend over it, sweet birds sing near it, and the place will be hal- 
lowed ground, yet greener than the grass, fairer than the skies, 
sweeter than the birds, more hallowed than the grave itself will 


one and another quality as he derives by heredity, as much of | be his fragrant memory enshrined with supreme sacredness in 
goodness and gracious sunshine as he has drawn from the infinite | their heart of hearts.” 


fountain of light and love. 

A man of spirit, purpose, ambition, and aspiration; struggling 
with difficulties, infirmities, adverse fortune; stumbling, falling, 
rising; renewing the struggle, falling again, and again rising; 
climbing with beak and claw, daring every fate and triumphing 
over all, is the grandest and most impressive object ever presented 


Mr. ZIEGLER. Mr. Speaker, it ismysad privilege to join with 
other members of the House in paying brief tribute to the mem- 
ory of DANIEL ERMENTROUT. 

I am led to speak from the natural and instinctive prompting of 
a heart that bore a sincere friendship and regard for the deceased. 


forour contemplation. He is a royal man, a nobleman of nature's | It is an occasion when human passions are hushed; when political 


own brand, who exemplifies the attribute which led the Greeks to 
call man “‘anthropos,” the upward looker. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT in his interesting career presents the figure of 
a struggling, striving, strenuous man, battling with the enemies 
of his high purpose and his ardent hopes, and whatever reverses 
overtcok him served only as incentives to renewed exertion, for his 


purpose never wavered and his hope sprang eternal. In the words | 


of Campbell, ‘‘She could smile at the ruins of creation and light 
her torch at nature’s funeral pile.” 

My acquaintance with Mr. ERMENTROUT covered a long period 
of years. His origin was neither obscure nor distinguished. He 
suffered the disadvantage of neither rank nor fortune. He came 
from that common level of worldly conditions and that high level 
of honor and respectability, that clean and wholesome atmosphere 
of piety and morals, which in all American history have consti- 
tuted the rich garden soil from which have sprung intellectual 
vigor and moral excellence. He was educated at Franklin and 
Marshall College, located in the district I have the honor to rep- 
resent. A beautiful and accomplished girl of my own city became 
his wife, and their home up to the time of his death was in a 
neighboring city,in the district which he represented on this floor 
for several terms. He was a man of light and leading in his com- 
munity. Hewasa diligent student; his reading took a wide range; 
he gleaned from every field of knowledge and possessed an ampli- 


differences are laid aside, and when, in the midst of the solemnity 
that pervades the scene, we give expression to serious and solemn 
thought. It may truthfully be said that no one finds the least 
degree of pleasure in standing by the open grave and witnessing 
the funeral ceremony. All such occasions are characterized by a 
| display of sorrow and grief. However sad the occasion, however 
intense the sorrow and grief, it is the duty of the living to bury 
the dead. 

I was present at the funeral services of our deceased friend, 
| DANIELERMENTROUT. Iheardthelearned minister standing beside 
the cold form eloquently extol his home, social, political, business, 
and religious life. The good and kind words spoken by him, as 
well as by those in the funeral cortege and by many who crowded 
the public streets of the city as he was carried to the grave, were 
as bright, cheerful, and comforting as the rays of the sun that 
dispelled the rainfall and clouds that overcast the morning of the 
day of his burial and flooded the open grave and charming scenery 
surrounding the place of his burial with its brightness and glory. 

No human life is entirely exempt from sorrow, grief, trouble, 
anxiety, fault, or error, and let me express the hope that what- 
ever sorrow or grief may at any time have crossed the pathway of 
our friend’s life, whatever trouble or anxiety may have been his 
portion, whatever fault or error, all have been effectually blotted 
out in the sunlight of God’s presence, 
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Mr. Speaker, we have with great propriety paused for a brief 
period from the discharge of our legislative duties to deliver be- 
coming and commemorative remarks concerning our deceased 
friend, DANIEL ERMENTROUT. The discharge of this duty is not 
only customary but appropriate, and at the same time extremely 
mournful. Eloquent have been all the eulogistic tributes which 
the members of this House have placed upon our friend’s grave. 
In the midst of our sorrow it is comforting to have heard him so 
well spoken of. After the splendid addresses of those who have 
preceded me, touching upon the life, character, and public serv- 
ices of DANIEL ERMENTROUT, it will be for me a difficult if not an 
impossible task to express new thought or gather flowers as bright 
as those already gathered and, weaving them into suitable and 
thoughtful design, place them upon his grave as a tribute to his 
memory. However, I would emphasize, if I may or can, several 
traits of character which stood out prominently in his life. Kind- 
ness and goodness of heart, twin virtues, were his in a marked 
degree. 

A few days after my election as a member of this House I re- 
ceived a letter from him of whomI speak. This letter is an index 
of the man’s character. It breathed words of congratulation. 
He felicitated himself upon the fact that he would have more 
company from his own State in the Fifty-sixth Congress than he 
had in the Fifty-fifth Congress, referring to the election of more 
members of his political faith from Pennsylvania. Alas! how 
vain and fleeting ofttimes are our hopes and expectations. He 
will not meet with us, as he fondly expected, in this assemblage. 
Death claimed him with startling suddenness, and he has passed 
over into ‘‘ that mysterious realm where each shall take his cham- 
ber in the silent halls of death.” 

All sorrow at his demise, and yet I find constrained pleasure in 
bearing brief witness to his kindness and goodness of heart, not 
only as displayed to me personally, but as shown in speaking of his 
friends in Congress and of the officers of this House. 

I knew the deceased uuring many years. I met him in the beau- 
tiful city where he lived. I frequently saw his commanding and 
influential presence in State conventions, and while our relations 


were not very intimate, still I must say that the kindness of the | 


man’s heart and his disposition to be of aid and assistance con- 
stantly manifested itself. 

The letter to which Ia moment ago referred spoke of his ex- 
perience as a member of this House, and how from that experience 
he could be of assistance to newly elected members of this body, 
and then followed information and suggestions that proved very 
valuable to me. 

He expressed the pleasure it would be to him to serve me in 
any way in his power, and hoped that our intercourse would be 
pleasant and agreeable. He spoke in the highest terms of his 
associates, regardless of political creed, and I remember that he 
referred in the kindliest terms to the Clerk of this House and his 
willingness to grant any assistance in obtaining useful informa- 
tion on the routine business of this House and the various Depart- 
ments of the Government, In this way, therefore, were reflected 


the kindness and goodness of the deceased, and I may say these | 


traits of character have been characteristic of the man during his 
entire professional, political, and public life. 

Again, he was noted for his great personal devotion in the per- 
formance of duty. He was singularly sincere and conscientious 
in all his undertakings, and whatever his hands found to do he 
did with all his might. He was never faithless in any cause. 

Whether at the bar in the trial of a case or in the struggle for 
the attainment of his political ambition; whether in the State sen- 
ate or as a servant of the people in this House, it can truthfully be 
said of him that every energy of his tireless nature was thrown 
into a desire to creditably perform every duty. He was a good 
citizen, an assiduous lawyer, a faithful State senator and Con- 
gressman. His private and public record have been honorable. 
I have never heard anything to detract from his reputation as an 
experienced and faithful public servant. This reputation was 
richly earned, but only through ceaseless energy and conscientious 
performance of duty. He has gone from us forever. He lies 
buried beneath the soil of his native State, in a beautiful location 
in the cemetery where he expressed a desire to be buried and rest 
from his labors. 

We do well to cherish the legacy of the kind and generous heart 
he has left us, and the fame of an honest and faithful public serv- 
ant. gained by his earnest personal consecration to duty. 

W hat lesson is there in this sad death and in this solemn occasion 
for us who survive? It seems to me the lesson may be appropri- 
ately learned by heeding the injunction: 

So live, that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable caravan which moves 

To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 

Thou go not, like the quarry slave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 

Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


——— 


Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I can not permit 
this opportunity to pass without paying my tribute of respect to 
the memory of my neighbor, the late Hon. DANIEL E. ERMEN- 
TROUT, of Reading, Pa. 

When my colleague, Hon. HENRY D. GREEN, announced to this 
House the death of his distinguished predecessor, Mr. ERMEN- 
TROUT, a tomblike silence spread over this Chamber, and expres- 
sions of sorrow and regret tell from the lips of all who knew him. 

His unblemished character and high standing as a citizen, a 
lawyer, and a statesman was well and favorably known through- 
out his native State, and as their Representative in the Congress of 
the United States he discharged his duties faithfully and consci- 
entiously. So marked was his attention to the interest of his dis- 
trict and the country he loved that his colleagues, members of the 
Congress of the United States, upon hearing of his demise, through 
respect to his memory adjourned the House of Representatives, 
and later set apart this day that suitable tribute might be paid 
oe the memory of the honored gentleman, late a member of this 

Touse. 

Mr. Speaker, what greater tribute can be paid to the memory 
of the deceased than that bestowed upon him by the people of the 
Ninth Congressional district of Pennsylvania? 

There on his native heath he was best known, and his life work 


| so commendable that he was intrusted with the cares of State and 


| 





| about for opposition to me. 
| see what old Uncle Dan will do;” and he said it in such a way as 


nation; and in all his official career never violated a trust, and 
quick to respond to the needs of his district. 

Well may it be said of him, he was kind, generous, and chari- 
table, aggressive and sincere in his convictions, and to serve his 
constituents a labor of love. 

His honesty of purpose, Mr. Speaker, impressed all who knew 
him, and recalls the admonition— 


To thine own self be true; 
And it will follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

Nothing that I now say will add to the good name and fame of 
the deceased, so well and richly earned by him through life. 

He erected for himself a monument that time can alone de- 
stroy, and as I listen to the many eloquent and touching tributes 
of respect paid to the deceased my heart is filled with gratitude 
toward mankind. Again may 1 ask, what greater monument to 
perpetuate the memory of DANIEL E. ERMENTROUT could be 
erected than that raised by the records of the Congress of the United 
States, presenting to the present and awaiting the perusal of future 
generations resolutions and memorials bearing upon the illustrious 
character and life work of the deceased? I knew him for many 
years; respected, honored, and admired, he passed from life to 


| death. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT had many qualities which endeared him to 
all who had the pleasure of his acquaintance. A gentleman of 
amiable disposition, who met his friends with a frank and cordial 
greeting; generous almost to a fault, ready to assist and remove 
the obstacles and burdens fromothers. Such aman, Mr. Speaker, 
could not live in a community without its being improved and 
bettered by his life. His sunny disposition and kindly nature 
attracted me to him, and in a short time our acquaintance rip- 
ened into friendship. 

Shortly after my election to the Fifty-sixth Congress I received 
from him a message of congratulation, and later a personal call, 
at which time he spoke of the business to be transacted at this 
Congress. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, he was in the very vigor of manhood, his 
powers fully developed. ripened by study, observation, and expe- 
rience. At that time he presented to me his views on several 
questions since acted upon by this Congress; and I know how 
pleased he would have been to take an active part in debate on 
these questions. He was a partisan, a Democrat who never fal- 
tered, ready to go forth and spread the principles of Democracy. 
It has been said of him on the floor of this House that he never 
feared an opponent and admired a man who gave him vigorous 
battle. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, that was characteristic of Mr. ERMENTROUT, 


| for I now recall that in conversation with him a short time before 


his demise he said, ‘‘ Jim, some boys in my district are looking 
They want fight. Just wait till you 


to leave no doubt about his ability to take care of himself. His 
firm will, courage of conviction, and generous nature brought to 


| his support a host of friends who respected, honored, and admired 


him, and general were the regrets among the people of his Con- 
gressional district whenthey heard of hisdemise. Faults he may 
have had, for none are perfect, yet his virtues were many. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Mr. ERMENTROUT did not gain all his lau- 
rels in public life. At home with his family, his neighbors, and 
his people he was an inspirer of happiness, ever ready to ex- 
tend friendship and assist his fellow-man. Long will the people 
of his district fondly cherish his memory. There and here his 
genial company will be missed for all time, and while the country 
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he loved mourns his loss, we must not forget that his loving wife social gatherings he was the life and soul of the party. 


and children have sustained an irreparable one; and while we | 
deeply sympathize with them in this, their hour of bereavement, 

we pray that ‘“‘He who doeth all things for the best” will | 
strengthen and support them in a full resignation to the will of | 
the Creator, for— 


God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to perform. 


[Mr. DALY of New Jersey addressed the House. See Appendix. } 


Mr. MULLER. Mr. Speaker, my personal acquaintance with 
our honored colleague, whose sudden and untimely death about 
six months ago startled and shocked his friends and whose virtues 
we to-day commemorate, commenced in the Forty-eighth Congress, 
Thad served in prior Congresses—the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth 
and so was considered a veteran, and we naturally became friends 
atonce. Mr. ERMENTROUTcameintothe Forty-seventh Congress— 
of which I was not a member—as the successor of Hiester Clymer, 
a@ notable man, who achieved prominence and distinction in the 
House during his eight years’ service, as he had previously attained 
high personal and political distinction and position in the party 
councils of the Democratic party of Pennsylvania and the nation. 
Mr. Clymer’s predecessor, Hon. J. Lawrence Getz, was also a man 
of prominence and influence in his State, having, in addition toa 
high standing at the barof Pennsylvania, been editor of the Read- | 





ing Gazette and Democrat for over a quarter of a century, and | 


prior to his election to Congress having served with credit in the 
— of Pennsylvania, being in 1857 the speaker of its lower 
ouse. 

So it will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that ‘‘the old Berks district” — 
as it was familiarly called—has a reputation of sending strong 
men to the House of Representatives of the National Congress. 
DANIEL ERMENTROUT proved no exception to the rule which pre- 
vailed in ‘‘ the old Berks district.” r. ERMENTROUT was born at 
Reading on January 24, 1837, and his death occurred there on 
September 17,1899. Mr. ERMENTROUT was a strong, brave, and 
earnest man. He had as positive convictions on every great ques- 
tion of public concern and moment as anyman I ever knew. On 
nonessential questions, where men might honestly differ, he was as 
generous and kindly tempered as a woman. 

He was as loyal to his convictions and friends as any man that 
ever lived, and he hated and despised hypocrisy, treachery, and 
ingratitude, whether in private or public life, as it was possible 
fora man todo. He was not only intensely loyal to his State and 
district, of which he never ceased or hesitated to boast with par- 
donable pride, but he loved his party with an affection which might 
be equaled but never surpassed, and in that regard his life and 
record is one which may well be emulated by all members of the 
great party of which he was an honored member, without regard 
to State or local lines. 

Mr. Speaker, it was never my good fortune to be associated on 
the same committee with Mr. ERMENTROUT, but from others of 
my colleagues from New York and other States who were I learned 
much of his character, abilities, and work. He was a close and 
careful reader or student of public affairs and kept in close touch 
with the beliefs, wishes, and sentiments of the people of his dis- 
trict and State, and he never wavered in the least or swerved a 
hair’s breadth from the line he had marked or mapped out for 
himself as to his duty in regard to any important public question. 

It was his boast on one notable occasion that he ‘stood shoul- 
der to shoulder with ‘Sam’ Randall in defense and support of the 
tariff interests of Pennsylvania until his party in national and 
State conventions decided upon a new policy, and then,” said Mr. 
ERMENTROUT, with solemn uplifted hand, ‘‘I go with my party, 
and if necessary will go out of Congress for so acting and voting.” 
His vote for the ‘‘ Mills bill,” which was made a party question, 
in the Fiftieth Congress lost him the Democratic nomination to 
the next (Fifty-first) Congress, but he was amply vindicated by 
his nomination to the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses. It 
is true that he had formidable opposition in his own party to his 
last two renominations, but he insisted that as a loyal Democrat 
he must follow his party flag and that its national platform, un- 
der the leadership of a Democratic President, was binding on him 
until a new policy was decided upon. 

In that matter he followed the advice and action of his col- 
leagues, Messrs. Buckalew, Scott, Maish, Hall, and Lynch, rather 
than his colleague, Mr. Sowden, who voted ‘‘no,” ex-Speaker 
Randall, who was ill and unable to attend, being paired against 
the bill. It was this quality of self-sacrifice, Mr. Speaker, which 
endeared Mr. ERMENTROUT to his colleagues, whether they were 
Democratsor Republicans. He had their respect, though he might 
differ with and vote against them, but all had confidence in his 
rugged honesty, integrity, and purity of purpose, and that was 
the secret of his great personal popularity in the various Con- 
gresses in which he served. 

In private and social life Mr. ERMENTROUT was one of the most 
popular members of the House during his service here. At many 
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He had 
an inexhaustible fund of reminiscences and anecdotes, and his 
keen and ready wit was a match for all who ‘‘crossed lances with 
him.” At one of these dinners the brilliant Blackburn, of Ken- 
tucky, then just recently elected to the Senate—and who will soon 
return to it—speaking of the contest over the ‘‘ Mills bill” in the 
Fiftieth Congress and of the division in the House thereon, said: 


Mr. Chairman, in the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress 
party lines were rent asunder. Under the brilliant leadership and man- 


| agement of Speaker Carlisle and the distinguished gentleman from Texas 


who sits on my right [Mr. Mills) the Housé passed a bill—known as the 
“* Mills bill’’—to reduce taxation and simplify the revenue laws. It was sup- 
ported by every Democratic member of the House save five, three of whom 
were from New York and two from Pennsylvania. That bill received the 
support and votes of six Republicans, one of whom [Mr. NELSON, of Minne- 
sota] is now a member of the Senate. 

The Democratic members from Pennsylvania were divided. There were 
but seven in all,and of these the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania {[Mr. Randall], who has “crossed to the farther shore” after a long, 
able, faithful, and honorable service, handsomely rounding out his career 
with three terms as Speaker of the House of Representatives, captured one 
of his colleagues, while another distinguished member from Pennsylvania, 
who sits on my left [Mr. Scott], captured four, the delegation standing five 
for and two against the “Mills bill... Mr. Chairman, it was once said that 
the Pennsylvania Democracy was divided into three factions—the Thomas 
Jefferson and Andrew Jackson Democrats and the Pennsylvania Dutch— 
thousands of votes being cast in that State every four years directly for 
Andrew Jackson, who was still thought to he ‘“‘very much alive.”’ But, Mr. 
Chairman, [ want to add to that list; I would class them as the Pennsylvania 
Democrats, the Pennsylvania Dutch, the Randall Democrats, and DANizL 
ERMENTROUT. 


This sally created great laughter, and quick as a flash Mr, 
ERMENTROUT was on his feet: 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky for 
the compliment he has sought to pay me by making me “ flock by myself.” 
But, Mr. Chairman, I want him and everybody present to know that on that 
occasion I * flocked” with the Democratic President of the United States, 
the Democratic Speaker of the House of Representatives, and, with five ex- 
ceptions, the entire Democratic membership of the House of Representa- 
tives; and I want to say that when the time comes I shall always be found 
** flocking’’ with my party and standing on its last national platformif I have 
to “ flock by myself” in the Pennsylvania Democratic delegation. 1 prefer 
to be an humble private citizen of Pennsylvania and retain my self-respect 
through fealty to my party than cast a vote to curry local and temporary 
favor. Legislation, whether State or national, is, after all, but a compromise, 
but I shal! always be found following the party leader and the party flag. 

Three rousing cheers and a tiger were given Mr. ERMENTROUT, 
and during the last visit he paid to Washington in the summer of 
1899 he related the incident to a mutual friend with all the fervor 
of vigorous youth. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, was the character of our departed friend. 
He had all the nerve, courage, and stubbornness of his race, and an 
iron will which fought to the bitter end. He hated intrigue and 
despised all shams. He was open, frank, honest, and manly to 
his opponents. He wore no mask. He had as positive convic- 
tions as any man who ever held a seat upon this floor, and he was 
always loyal to his convictions. He was not a great debater or 
orator, but in the committee room or upon the floor of the House 
as a careful, conscientious, and painstaking worker he had few 
equals and no superiors. He was a great ‘‘persuader,” and in his 
easy, offhand, and friendly way he brought men to side with him 
where the highest type of eloquence would have failed. 

He was a fine student of human nature, and it is said of him by 
his closest friends that he could go into any community of his 
district, or in the city of Philadelphia, among a great number of 
men, and call a large majority by their first names. It was in 
this way, Mr. Speaker, that he kept himself thoroughly posted as 
to the condition of affairs in his district and State, and it has 
also been said that he personally knew more voters than any other 
single man in public life in Pennsylvania. In his striking per- 
sonality he embodied many of the traits of his ancestry. He had 
a most remarkable ability and capacity of making friends, who 
always remained true to him, and he died as he had lived, a ‘‘ sery- 
ant of the people.” 

It is related of him that his last public appearance was on the 
Wednesday previous to his death, when at the banquet given by 
the Reading Press Club to the officers of the Thirty-ninth United 
States Volunteer Infantry he responded to the toast ‘‘ The press 
in politics.” But five minutes were allowed each speaker, and 
Mr. ERMENTROUT said that justice could not possibly be done the 
subject in that brief period. He stated that in his judgment the 
press could make or break a man in political life; that it exerted 
a great influence, which, as a rule, was always exerted on the 
side of right and justice. 

Mr. Speaker, some of his colleagues from Pennsylvania will give 
more minutely the details of his private life, but it is proper for 
me to state as a matter of interest that Mr. ERMENTROUT is the 
seventh Representative ‘‘ from theold Berks distriet”’ who did not 
serve out his term of office and that he is the third Representative 
from that district who died in office. 

Ican not, Mr. Speaker, close my tribute to the memory of DANIEL 
ERMENTROUT without saying that his death was to me almost a 
personal bereavement. I had come to !ook upon him asa safe 
counselor, whose judgment and friendship could almost always 
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be relied upon with absolute confidence. I have met many of 
Pennsylvania's prominent citizens of all political parties, and that 

vas the opinion always expressed of him. The Philadelphia 
Record, the leading Democratic paper of Pennsylvania, contained 
a notice of his death which so aptly describes his life and character 
that I give it herewith: 

The de ath of Cc m ner essman ERMENTROUT will be learned with sincere regret 
not only by the ens of his native c ounty, but also by very many people 
ener it Pen cunt lvania. Since his election to the State senate in 1873 he 
has been y rominent figure in the public affairsand politics of this Common- 
wealth, and his popularity has bee on amply attested by his repeated elections 


to Congress from the Eighth and subsequently from the Ninth Congressional 
districts. 


His genial temperament and sturdy and honest regard for the public inter- 
est endeared him to his constituents in Berks and Lehigh counties, and his 
unfaltering and aggressive adherence to the Democratic party rendered him 
a favorite and influential figure in the conventions and other public gather- 
ings of the Democracy. During his extended Congressional career he served 
with ability and fidelity. 

Mr. Speaker, we shall miss DANIEL ERMENTROUT, and his dis- 
trict and State will greatly miss him. Men come to and go from 
Congress and pass out of sight like a disappearing sail on the vast 
ocean. Inthe years to come Pennsylvania will send tothe National 
House of Representatives men of ability, eloquence, and learning, 
but in my judgment she will never send a Representative who 
loved her with a devotion less selfish or will ever serve his State 
and constituency with more courage, constancy, and fidelity than 
did DANIEL ERMENTROUT. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, with all that has been so well and 
so eloquently expressed here to-day regarding the public life and 
character of the late lamented DANIEL ERMENTROUT, of Pennsyl- 
vania, I sincerely concur, and I would be false to myself and to 
every dictate of my nature if I did not at this time place on record 
my humble and heartfelt tribute to the memory of our departed 
friend and colleague. 

The sad and sudden death of Mr. ERMENTROUT was a terrible 
blow to his bereaved family, shocked the community in which he 
lived, and grieved beyond expression his numerous friends all 
over the Union. No one expected it and its announcement came 
like a thunderbolt from a clear sky to his constituents and to the 
country. 

As a member of this House I knew Mr. ERMENTROUT well. He 
was my friend and I was his friend. He was a man of strong in- 
tellect, of vigorous character, and of high and noble impulses. 
He was a good man, an honest man, a kind man, and the friend 
of humanity. Iearly learned to know him and to love him, to 
admire his good qualities, and to respect his sterling worth as a 
public-spirited citizen and faithful servant of the people. He had 
a warm and asympathetic heart, a genial, sunshiny nature, and 
he was always happy when he wastrying to help a constituent or 
doing some kind, generous, and charitable act for a friend. He 
was a plain man, and he loved the plain people. He understood 
them and they understood and loved him. He believed with Jef- 
ferson in equal rights to all, special privileges to no one. He 
fought the battle for struggling humanity in its onward march 
and upward progress, and in public and private life did all he 
could to make the world better and greater and happier. Thou- 
sands and thousands whom he knew and whom he helped mourn 
his loss, and his departure to the undiscovered country has made 
the world sadder and poorer. 

He came from the grand old Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
He was born and hediedon hersoil. He was proudof his State, and 
his State has every reason to be proud of him, to revere his mem- 
ory, and to point with just pride to the noble record he leaves 
behind as an incentive to her toiling sons and a priceless legacy 
to her people. 

Lives of great men all remind us 
We can make our lives sublime, 

And, departing, leave behind us 
Footprints on the sands of time. 


Footprints which perhaps another 
Sailing o'er life’s dreary main. 

A forlorn and shipwre« -ked brother, 
Seeing, may take heart again. 


As a Representative in this House Mr. ERMENTROUT was an 
able. an active, a conscientious, and a conspicuous member. He 
was always in his place, and never shirked a responsibility or 
dodged an issue. He was an indefatigable worker, and the rec- 
ords and the reports of our proceedings testify in silent words to 
his tireless industry and his great ability, learning, and research. 

He was generous to a fault, kind and considerate of the feelings 
of others, and always a courteous, Christian gentleman. He sym- 
pathized with the weak, the helpless, the poor, and the distressed. 
He commended and applauded success, yet his heart went out to 
those who struggle and fail. I never knew him to make a dispar- 
aging remark of a colleague, and he was ever ready and always 
willing to aid a new member struggling to pass a bill for the peo- 
ple of his district. He was no fault-finder; he looked at the bright 
side of the picture of life. 
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We will miss and mourn dear old DANIEL ERMENTROUT here as 
the days come and go as much as he is missed and mourned at 
home. When he died a good and kindly light went out, and we 
and allthe world are sadder for it. As the days come and go we 
will look in his place on this floor and— 


Long for the touch of a vanished hand, 
And the sound of a voice that is still. 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if there are no 
other members prepared to make remarks, I move that the House 
do now adjourn as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
my predecessor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Miers of Indiana). That 
being provided for already in the resolutions, as a further mark of 
respect to the late lamented Mr. ERMENTROUT, of Pennsylvania, 
the House will now stand adjourned. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
meeneene were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the president of the Washington and Gettysburg 
Railway Company, transmitting his annual report—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to an ap- 
sropriation for reestablishing certain range lights on the Delaware 
River—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of T. E. 
Davis, ‘administrator of estate of J. D. Davis, against the United 
ee the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

orinte 

. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Crystal River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Sampit River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 996) ae for free 
homesteads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers, 
and reserving the public lands for that purpose, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 195); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River within the 
boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C., reported the same with- 
out amendment, Tawney ery by a report (No. 196); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. JENKINS, from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 5137) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to convey a certain lot in the District of Columbia to John H, 
Gause and others, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 194); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 7981) for the relief of D. Froneberger, of Knox- 
ville, Knox County, Tenn.—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7597) to restore Mary Welch to the pension roll— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
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A bill (H.R. 7676) for the relief of Henry Spurgeon—Committee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7750) granting an increase of pension to John I. 
Fleming—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
< -_ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8020) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to provide condemned cannon and carriages for 
ornamentation purposes in the national cemetery at Knoxville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8021) to protect free labor and 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effect of 
convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, and 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
ritory in which they are produced—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8022) for the purchase 
of a site for a hall of records—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 156) pro- 
viding for the publication of 200,000 copies of the Special Report 
on the Diseases of Cattle—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 157) providing for the pub- 
lication of 200,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of 
the Horse—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 8023) to increase pension of 
Mrs. M. E. Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8024) for the relief of Pardon 
Worsley, his heirs or assigns—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 8025) granting a pension 
to Mrs. J. J. Woods, of Oswego, Kans.—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8026) for the relief of Mack 
Fulton, of Morristown, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8027) to pension William R. Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of certain persons who 
volunteered to serve as members of Tenth Regiment of Tennessee 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 8029) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Orville P. Hawkins, admin- 
istrator of Mary Harpool, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8030) for the relief of the 
estate of Benjamin D. Gates, deceased, late of Fayette County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8031) for the relief of the 
estate of John Hebron, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 8032) toreimburse J. A. B. Miles, 
E. D. Kelly, and Rawlings Webster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8035) granting a pen- 
sion to Mahala Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8034) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Woodford White—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8035) to grant a pension to James 
A, Stein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8036) for the relief of A. B. 
Coit, colonel Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry in the 
Spanish-American war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of Capt. George B. Dona- 
vin, quartermaster, on behalf of the regimental band of the Fourth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the Spanish-American War—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to 
William H. Zombro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8039) to correct the military record of Francis 
M. Ingersol—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8040) for the relief of the heirs 
< Mone Wesley Turner, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 
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By Mr. MEEKISON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8041) for the 
relief of Harrison Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8042) to correct the military record of Harri- 
son Wagner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8043) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Patrick Riley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to 
Wilford Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Louis W. Crain— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 8047) for the relief of 
Robert T. Shipley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8048) granting a pension to Alfred Hayton, 
late of Company G, Eighty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 8049) granting pension to 
Theodore Bach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8050) to cor- 
rect the military record of W. A. Mole—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8051) granting a pension 
to David A. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) granting a pension to John A. Collett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) for the relief of Jesse Rhea—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8054) to pension Isaac Daniel—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8055) to pay to the estate of Margaret S. Bu- 
rem for property taken during war of rebellion—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8056) to cor- 
rect the military record of Hiram B. Willson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8057) granting a pension to Abraham Shoff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham D, W. Decker—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of 110 citizens of Fort Scott, 
Kans., favoring a bill providing for the reclassification of the 
Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade for cable facili- 
ties between the United States and Cuba—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolution of the National Board 
of Trade for cable facilities between the United States and Cuba— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a mass meeting in St. Louis, Mo., 
expressing sympathy for the Boer Republic in its present war—te 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
certain deficiencies in the collector’s office of the First district of 
sided York, Internal-Revenue Service—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of clerks in the post-office at La Crosse, 
Wis., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of P. H, O'Donnell and other 
post-office clerks at Pittsfield, Mass., in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 45 citizens of Putnam County, Mo., 
to accompany House bill granting a pension to James A. Stein— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7704, 
for an increase of pension to Malinda A. Myers, of Van Wert, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of J. Lohmann and others, of Wheatland, 
Iowa, against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of T. H. Johnston and other 
druggists, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Paper to accompany House bill to 
increase the pension of J. M. Barrett—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Owego, N. Y., for legislation relat- 
ing to dairy or food products—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of David P. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Letter of W. C. Brown, of 
Winchester, Ind., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4478, 
to adjust the pensions of those who have lost limbs, etc.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade, 
in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

3y Mr. THROPP: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Theodore Bach-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles Griffith and other druggists of Johns- 
town, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, perfum- 
ery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
Monnay, February 4, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurny, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

WAR-REVENUE EXPENDITURES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 8th ultimo, a consolidated statement show- 
ing the net amounts allotted by the President to the Secretary of 
War and the several bureaus of the War Department, the net 
sums withdrawn from the Treasury by each, and the unexpended 
balance remaining to the credit of the War Department and its 
bureaus in the Treasury, together with the statement in detail of 
the bureau and office responsible for the disbursements, showing 
the objects for which the expenditures were made, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY W. LEE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 9th ultimo, certain information rela- 
tive to the action taken by him under the act of August 23, 1894 
(28 Statutes, 1013), for the relief of Henry W. Lee, together with 
copies of papers in the case; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 





CUR D’ALENE MINING TROUBLES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, advance sheets of the 
annual report of the Major-General Commanding the Army for the 
year 1899, Part I, pages 28 to 29, inclusive, the same being the re- 
port of Brig. Gen. Henry C. Merriam, U.S. A., ‘‘On miners’ riots 
in the State of Idaho,” etc. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to this communication. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The original resolution was submitted by 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. PETTIGREW], and there 
was simply a substitute reported by me from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I think the communication ought to be printed 
and laid on the table, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. The Chair observes that the Senator from South Da- 
kota is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I call the attention of the Senator from 
Sonth Dakota to the fact that the Secretary of War has made a 
report in response to the resolution which was introduced by the 
Senator and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and | 
reported back by the committee and passed. I have just asked | 
that it may be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
being no objection. 

WASHINGTON AND GETTYSBURG RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual | 
report of the Washington and Gettysburg Railway Company, of | 
Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on the District | 
of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual | 
report of the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company, of | 
Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 


It will be so ordered, there | 
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REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from R. J. Bright, the late Sergeant-at-Arms of the Sen- 
ate, submitting statements of receipts from sale of condemned 
property made in compliance with law; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from R. J. 
Bright, the late Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a full and com- 
plete account of all property in his possession January 31, 1900, 
belonging to the United States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 


MILITIA FORCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, an abstract of the militia force of the United States, accord- 
ing to the latest returns received at the Office of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, for the year 1899; which, with the accompa- 
nying paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the reso- 
lutions of the House adopted as a tribute to the memory of Hon. 
DANIEL ERMENTROUT, late a member of the House of Representa- 
tives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
an amendment the bill (S. 734) relating to Cuban vessels; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 284) granting permission and authority to the 
Orleans levee board to move, without cost to the United States, 
the existing line of levee in front of the marine-hospital property 
in New Orleans, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 
Construction Company to build and maintain a railway and traf- 
fic bridge across Red River, at Grand Ecore, in the parish of 
Natchitoches, State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 5487) authorizing the construction by the Texar- 
kana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right of way to the Al- 
legheny Valley Railway Company through the arsenal grounds 
at Pittsburg, Pa. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6272) fixing the salary of the post- 
master at Washington, D. C.; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of Buffalo 
Harbor, No. 41, American Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels of New York, relative to the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice as now conducted at Buffalo; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 132, Cigar 
Makers International Union of America, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
praying that all the remaining public lands be held for the benefit 
of the whole people, and that no grants shall be made except to 
actual settlers, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sag- 
inaw, Mich., praying that all the remaining public lands be held 
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants shall be 
made except to actual settlers, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber 
of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the construction of a 
Government route to the Philippines via Puget Sound; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., relative to the granting of subsidies to American 
vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation of $200,000 be 
made to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Mu- 


| seum; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Marshall, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 
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Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the construction and control by the 
Government of the Nicaragua Canal; which was ordered to he on 
the table. 7 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of Stock- 
ton, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation fixing the pay 
of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oakland, Cal., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Chinese restric- 
tion law, allowing the wives of all Chinese Christians to come into 
this country; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Federation of Labor 
of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the cession of public lands 
to the several States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Druggists’ Associa- 
tion of Chicago, Ill., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Garden City Branch, No. 11, 
National Association of Lake Carriers, of Chicago, Ill., remon- 
strating against any alteration being made in the eight-hour law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Education of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the census 
law which will include all the deaf, dumb, and blind in the coun- 
try in the census returns for 1900; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Cairo, IIl., 
praying for the passage of a river and harbor appropriation bill at 
the present session of Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph Petersberger and 43 
other citizens of Dixon, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1020, for the consolidation of third and fourth 
class mail matter and for the establishment of a parcels post with 
free collection and delivery in country and city, with indemnity 
in case of loss or damage; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Carriers’ Association 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the reorganization of the Weather Bureau; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to con- 
tinue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY presented a petition of the New Orleans com- 
mercial, railroad, steamship, and steamboat interests, and of the 
commercial, railroad, and other interests in the States of the Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, and Ohio valleys, and of the conventions held in 
Wichita, Kans., Peoria, Ill., Louisville, Ky., Memphis, Tenn., 
and Washington, D. C., praying for the deepening of Southwest 
Pass, at the mouth of the Mississippi River, and for the continued 
maintenance of the South Pass until it shall be open; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, to accompany the bill 
(S. 595) for the construction of a wide, deep channel from deep 
water of the Mississippi River to deep water of the Gulf of 
Mexico, by way of Southwest Pass. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Hastings, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of sundry citizen# of 
Waterloo, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
free-package-delivery bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a memorial of the Wool 
Growers’ Association of Fergus County, Mont., remonstrating 
against the ratification of any treaty whereby the duties on wool 
or the manufactures thereof will be affected; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Board of Sheep Com- 
missioners of Montana, remonstrating against the ratification of 
a reciprocity treaty with the Argentine Republic, allowing a re- 
duction of 2 per cent of the duty imposed upon wool by the act of 
1897; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MASON presented sundry petitions of railway mail clerks 
of Maywood and Chicago, in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks 
in first and second class post-offices; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dixon, IIL, 
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remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1020, for the 
consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter and for the 
establishment of a parcels post with free collection and delivery 
in country and city, with indemnity in case of loss or damage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of sundry 
pro-Boer citizens of St. Louis, Mo., relative to the struggle of the 
people of the South African Republic; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present a petition in behalf of the 
Choctaw Nation of Indians, praying that the Indian appropriation 
bill be amended so as to pay the Choctaws and Chickasaws the 
full value of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservation. I 
move that the petition be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is in connection with the same 
case a brief by counsel of the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations ob- 
jecting to certain proposed legislation which goes before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and I ask that the brief may be printed 
as a document for the use of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a United States court building at that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the National Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association of the United States, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting subsidies to American ships in the 
foreign trade; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Filomino Sanchez, a citizen of 
Mexico, preying that indemnity be granted him for losses sus- 
tained by depredations committed by the Navajo Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 601) to amend the laws relating to ob- 
structions to navigation and for the protection of life and property 
from dangerous practices, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted areport, accompanied by a biil (S. 2926) to prevent 
dangers to navigation from rafts on the Pacific Ocean; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1671) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Mitchell 
Smith, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1873) to provide for the purchase 
of certain property for school purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the act of 
Congress approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot 
Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 509) for the relief of Elizabeth Dicker- 
hoff, widow of Louis Dickerhoff, deceased, of Company A, Cape 
Girardeau (Mo.) Home Guards, submitted an adverse report 
= which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2622) granting a pension to Maria Thompson, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 853) granting a pension 
to Jane E. Augur, to report it adversely and to recommend its 
indefinite postponement, a similar bill, introduced by another Sen- 
ator, having been favorably reported from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be indefinitely 

stponed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1996) revoking and annul- 
ling the subdivision of Pencote Heights, in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1981) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
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referred the bill (S. 345) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2399) to amend section 2 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the convention of the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church of the diocese of Washington,” reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 851) to redeem certain outstanding certificates of the 
board of audit of the District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 122) to amend the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the criminal laws of the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved July 8, 1898, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Geolog- 
ical Survey, to whom were referred sundry petitions praying that 
an appropriation be made to prevent the discontinuance of the 
hydrographic work of that Survey, to ask that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the same and that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, to 
be considered in connection with estimates approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, now before that committee, relative to hy- 
drographic surveys. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the peti- 
tions will be so referred. 

Mr. ELKINS. 1 am also directed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 9th ul- 
timo, a report on topographic and geologic insular surveys, to 
move that the committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Coast and Insular Surveys. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. FORAKER. From the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico I report back favorably with an amendment the bill 
(S. 2264) to provide a government for Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and I also submit a report on behalf of the majority of 
the committee. 

=  igeaaimmaiad pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. FORAKER, I ask that the bill and report may be printed, 
the usual number of copies, and that there also be printed 2,000 
extra copies. There is quite a demand for the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
that 2,000 additional copies be printed of the bill and the report. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ialso submit, in support of the bill just re- 
ported, the testimony of ce witnesses taken before com- 
mittee, and I ask that that testimony be printed for the use of the 
Senate—the usual number of copies. 

I also submit in support of it a compilation of the organic laws 
of the Territories, compiled under the direction of the Senate, 
and I ask that the usual number of copies of that be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio sub- 
mits certain documents referring to the bill just reported by his 
committee, and asks that the usual number be printed. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is sc ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. In connection with the report made by the 
Senator from Ohio on the bill providing a government for Puerto 
Rico, I rise, not to make, properly spestinn. @ minori 


but to Pare certain dissenting views, which are sign 


self and the Senator from California [Mr. PERKrys}. 
the views of the minority be printed in connection with the re- 
port made by the Senator from Ohio. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF TENNESSEE, 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed ae Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division 
in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee, to report 
it favorably without amendment. The committee are satisfied 
that the arrangement will be a saying of expense to the United 
States instead of being an increased expense. The first of the new 
terms of the court is to be held the fourth Monday in February. 
So it is quite important that the bill should pass at once in order 
to prevent the failure of processes by being wennehy brought. I 
ask, therefore, that the bill may be now considered, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CHILTON. From the Committee on the Judiciary | report 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5076) to amend tho ; = 
section of an act to change the time and places for the district ‘aaa 
circuit courts of the northern district of Texas, approved Juno ll 
1896. As it is a formal matter entirely, I ask that the bil] |). oak 
upon its — 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. aoe 

The amendments were, in line 6, to strike out the words « as ti 
read as follows” and insert the words ‘to provide;” and in line 9 
after the word ‘‘ Texas,” to strike out the words “‘shal] be , m. 
posed of the counties hereinafter named, and the terms of the sais 
courts;” so as to make the bill read: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of an act to change the timo o, 
places for the district and circuit courts of the northern district o: ‘;. and 
approved June 11, 1896, be, and the same is, so amended to provide: _— 

‘That the United States district and circuit courts for the northern a; 
trict of Texas shall be held in each year at the time and places as fo! ow. "At 
Dallas, in the county of Dallas, on the third Monday in January ..) .° 
fourth Monday in May; at Fort Worth, in the county of Tarrant, on the grr 
Monday in March and the fourth Monday in November; at Abileno jn +). 
county of Taylor, on the first Monday in April and the fourth Moni, ye 
September; at San Angelo, in the county of Tom Green, on the third Mo,” 
day in April and the third Monday in November; at Waco, in the county .- 
McLennan, on the fourth Monday in April and the second Monda. . 
October.” lay in 

Sec. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passago. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2477) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa. It is a bill 
local in its character and will take but afew moments. Thera 
will be no objection to it, [think. It wasreported by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] from the Committee on Commerce, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 8, line 1, after the 
word “‘¢ ,” to strike out “or removed;” and in line 3, after 
the word ‘‘as,” to strike out “Congress ”and insert ‘the Secre- 
tary of War;” so as to read: 

And the said structure shall bechanged at the cost and the expense of the 
owners thereof,from time to time, as the Secretary of War may direct, so 
as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of said river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, 
word ‘‘river,” to strike out the remainder of 
lowing words: 

And eee toerect and continue said shall be subject to revo- 
cation and by law when the public in the judgment of Con- 
gress, so requires, without any e to the United States; that 

interf the free na tion of said river beyond 

Gaetieaes oer as petyBages hereby 

any o ruction, or aLegec 

na on of said river, ie cnnse may be tried be 

fore the circuit court of the United States in and for any district in which 
any po of said bridge or obstruction is located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 22, before the 
pat ** hundred,” to strike out “‘ two” and insert ‘‘ three;” sc as 


] 


e 3, line 5, after the 
section, in the fol- 


That said between the Iowa shore and the lowlands or islands on the 
Wisconsin side of the river shall be constructed with unbroken and continu 
ous spans, and the main penal be over the main navigable channe! of the 
river,and shall give a clear width of waterway not less than 350 feet, aud 
shall give clear headroom the full length of anid span of not less in any case 

feet above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point o 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4,line 2, before the 
word “ feet,” to strike out ‘‘seyen” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to read: 

The spans shall each give a clear width of waterway 0f not less 
than 200 feot aclear headroom of not less in any case than 10 feet between 
extreme high-water mark and the lower chords of the superstructure 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STATUE OF DANIEL WEBSTER, 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, ‘ 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by _ 

Hoar on the 30th ultimo, reported it without amendment, 20¢ 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
pe peinted Kar imanediise use an a Debtio dasument 11,000 copies of the 
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adi nection with the reception of the Webster statue on Januar The Secretary read as follows: 

rocet dings incon by the committee of arrangements, of which 1,000 shalt i . ry - : = d . 

8, seg ay Mr. Stilson Hutchins, 4,000 for the use of the Senate, and e Resol ~_ +: . That tin, Qaoseteny of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
be for tne ~~ ; ¢ Representatives: also 10,000 copi 10rized and directed to deliver, from the number now inhis care, one copy 
6.000 for the use of the House o! P so 10, copies in the of the Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to each standing and 


. r printing eulogies, of which, in cloth binding, 1,000 L 
form pres ribed by Me Hatchins, 3,000 delivered to the Senators anc "Rep- select committee of the Senate and of the House of Representatives on the 
shall a of the States of New Hampshire and Massachusetts, 2,000 for | Teauisition « f the chairman of such committee, and to each justice of the 
eae the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. several courts of the District of Columbia, on his written request 
the use 0 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


ALASKA SALMON FISHERIES. 





Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to} The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Prrk1Ns on | and the amendments were concurred in. 
the 24th ultimo, reported it without amendment, and it was con- The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 


sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: resolution to be read a third time. 


Resolved, That the report of Howard M. Kutchin, special agent of the Treas- The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 
ey Department, for the season 1899, on the —— of the Alaska salmon 
or otee. be printed; and that 500 additional copies be printed and bound in REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN CUBA. 
paper covers for the use of the Treasury Department. 


YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 


ss 7 ate a concurrent resolution amended by the House of Representa- 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Lam directed bythe Committee On | tives. The resolution and amendment will be read. 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the | The Secretary read the concurrent resolution as passed by the 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] relative tothe printing of | Senate on the 9th ultimo, as follows: 
the report ef the commission appointed to investigate certain facts 


- . ; . Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 

with reference to the establishment of a free public highway into | be printed 7,000 copies of so much of the civil report of Maj. Gen. John R 

the Yosemite National Park, toreport it with an amendment; and Brooke, military governor of the island of Cuba, made tothe Adjutant-General 

1 k unanimous consent for its present consideration of the United States Army, with accompanying papers and documents, as is 
asx . . 


: . | in the English language, together with a prepared index; of which 2,000 cop 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the | ies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 


resolution submitted by Mr. PERKINs on the 23d ultimo,as follows: | Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the War Department. 


Resolved, That the weunect the commission appointed, pursuant to an act The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 3, 
of Congress approved h 3, 1890, to investigate and determine certain | to strike out the word ‘‘ report” and insert the word ‘‘ reports.” 
facts with reference to the establishment of a free public highway into the Mr. PLATT of Counecticut 
Yosemite National Park, heretofore submitted to the Secretary of the Inte- — — : , 
rior pursuant tolaw, be printed for the use of the Senate, and that the photo- the amendment of the House. 


I move that the Senate concur in 


‘ m ing the same, illustrative and as a part thereof, be photo- The motion was agreed to. 
aval of lesoctaned to accompany the said report as a part thereof. _ 
The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, after the | LANDS ON THE ISLAND OF OAHU, HAWAII 
word “Senate,” in line 7, to strike out the remainder of the reso- Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Iam directed by the Committee on 


lution in the following words: Public Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 
And that the photographs accompanying the same, illustrative and asa | 76) withdrawing certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, 


part Gere p hoto-engraved or stereotyped to accompany the said report | from the public domain, to report it favorably, and I ask for its 
as a part thereotr. J 


: immediate consideration. 
Me, CORSE Now let it be read as proposed to be| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
aa ; ; read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be read as | The Secretary read the joint resolution. 
proposed to be amended. Mr. FORAKER. I understand that a joint resolution in regard 
The Secretary read as follows: to certain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, has been reported 


ie ee oa of ~ ,eenetaion eupcinted peeueee Soanaet from the Committee on Public Lands. I was not aware there was 
0; ongress s . ain 2 ; i . , 
facts with reference to the establishment of a free public highway into the any such resolution pending before the Senate. 


The joint resolution will be 





Yosemite National Park, heretofore submitted to the Secretary of the In- © PRESIDENT protempore. Itisa report from the Commit- 
terior pursuant to law, be printed for the use of the Senate. tee on Public Lands. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeingto| Mr. FORAKER. When was that joint resolution introduced? 
the proposed amendment, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It was introduced something like 
The amendment was agreed to. a week ago, when it was referred to the Committee on Public 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. Lands, and it has been unanimously reported from that com- 
COMPILED STATUTES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. mittee. It is with reference to the withdrawal from the public 


| lands of the royal mausoleum, containing something like 120,000 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on | square feet in the outskirts of Honolulu. 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. Mr. FORAKER. I must certainly have been absent from the 
136) providing for the distribution of the Compiled Statutes of the | Senate when that joint resolution was introduced and referred to 
District of Columbia to committees of the Senate and House of | the Committee on Public Lands. As chairman of the Committee 
Representatives, to report it with amendments; and I ask for its | on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, I shall insist that all matters 


present consideration. affecting those islands shall be referred to the committee having 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | control of that subject. 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly the Senator from Ohio 


The first amendment was, in line 6, after the word “‘standing,” will see the justice of having referred this matter to the Commit- 
to insert the words “and select,” so as to read ‘*to standing and | tee on Public Lands, when by resolution and a proclamation of 


select committees of the Senate.” the President the public lands of Hawaii have been taken over to 
The amendment was agreed to. the United States. It seems to me that there is but one commit- 
The next amendment was, in line 7, to strike out the words “‘ not tee to which that joint resolution and that subject should have 

now supplied therewith for its use,” and insert: gone. It certainly was not such a reference of the joint resolu- 
= the requisition of the chairman of such committee and to each justice | tion as could properly have been objected to, I think. 

of the supreme court of the District of Columbia on his written request. Mr. FORAKER. It may be as the Senator from Wyoming says; 


Mr. HOAR, There is another court in the District of Colum- | I have no doubt it is; but | did not happen to be present when the 
bia, is there not now, the court of appeals,which should also have | joint resolution was introduced and was not aware that any such 
copteat resolution had been introduced or any such reference had been 
own PLATT of New York. Does the Senator propose an amend- | made. 

= I only want to say, as chairman of that committee, that every- 
oat HOAR, I suggest that it read **to each justice of the sev- | thing affecting those islands the Committee on Pacific Islands and 

ag of the District of Columbia.” | Puerto Rico will feel inclined to claim should be referred to it. 

t, PLATT of New York. Very good. I have noobjection to | If everything affecting the public lands in those islands is to go 


‘it amendment to the amendment. to the Committee on Public Lands, if everything referring to 
salt RESIDENT . The Senator from Massachu- | finance is to go to the Finance Committee, and everything refer- 
he amendment, which will be read. ring to navigation is to go to the Committee on Commerce, we 


a ~-- ECRETARY. Strike out in the committee amendment the | might as well dispense with the Committee on Pacific Islands 

courts: ” the ” and insert the words “several | and Puerto Rico. We shall claim the reference of everything of 
committee geaeeemes “‘on the requisition of the chairman of such | this character, in the first instance, to that committee. 

of Colum aan eae an settioe ot several courts of the District Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I had no thought of discourtesy to 

bia on his request.” the Senator or tothe Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, 

will seek ee Now let the joint resolution be read asit| Mr. FORAKER. Lamsureof that. I am not disposed tomake 

amended, any question on this joint resolution; but, as I have already said, 
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I want to serve notice that our committee will make claim toevery- 
thing connected with those islands in the way of legislation that 
may be brought before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLEN. LI object. I think morning business ought to be 
transacted before anything else is taken up. 


ADMISSIONS TO GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE, 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs agreed to 
report favorably the bill (S. 2383) to amend section 4843 of the 
Revised Statutes, but at the same time we received from the House 
of Representatives exactly the same bill, word for word. I move 
that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut to postpone indefinitely the bill 
named by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now ask the Senate to take up and concur 
in the passage of the House bill (H, R. 5491) to amend section 
4843 of the Revised Statutes, which I report favorably from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 4843 
of the Revised Statutes by inserting the word ‘‘ Pay” in line 8 
after the word ‘Quartermaster’s;” so that the paragraph will 
read: 

Second. Civilians employed in the Quartermaster’s, Pay, and Subsistence 


Departments of the Army who may be, or may hereafter become, insane 
while in such employment. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


REVIVAL OF THE MERCHANT MARINE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, I submit a hearing taken before the sub- 
committee on — and shipping of the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce on the bill (8.727) to promote commerce and increase the 
foreign trade of the United States and to provide auxiliary cruisers, 
transports, and seamen for Government use when necessary. I 
move that the hearing be printed and that 1,000 extra copies be 
printed for the use of the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 2927) making further pro- 
vision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2928) for the establish- 
ment, control, operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch 
ot the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot 
Springs, in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2929) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Amon A. Webster; which was read * wice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2930) for the 
relief of William Dugdale, postmaster at Noroton Heights, Conn.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2931) to incorporate the 
American National Red Cross, and for other purposes; which was 
zene twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2932) to provide for mac- 
adamizing Fort Crook military boulevard from Fort Crook, Nebr., 
to Omaha, Nebr., and ees money therefor; w was 
ean Sees by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2988) to divide the district of Ne- 
braska into two divisions, and for other p ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2934) providing for the transfer to 
the Adjutant-General’s Department or the Inspector-General’s 
Department of the Regular Army of officers of the line serving in 
the Volunteer Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Isabel 
B. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2936) authorizing the > 
eo of James A. Hutton toa captaincy of infantry in the 

nited States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
= accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2937) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Burdick; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 2938) granting an ;, 
of pension to Joseph Longmire; which was read twice by i... 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. fake 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2989) for the relief of Thoy.. H 
Burns; which was read twice by its title, and referred tot),.. (»,.. 
mittee on Military Affairs. ‘ited 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S, 2940) for the relief of tho .«; 
of John Hebron, deceased; which was read twice by its tit! 1 
referred to the Committee on Claims, va, an 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; whic) - 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Cominit:., 
on Pensions: = 

A bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert (j:))))o 
3r., Ned an accompanying paper) ; oe 

A bill (S, 2942) granting an increase of pension to William Pag. 
gett (with accompanying papers) ; and ’ 

A bill (S. 2943) granting an increase of pension to James J, Ho}. 
land (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which weye sev. 
=—_ read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committes on 

ims: 

A bill (8. 2944) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administrator 
of Thomas P. Blair, deceased a an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 2945) for the relief of the city of Philadelphia: 

A bill (8. 2946) for the relief of William H. Wanamaker (wit, 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2947) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military seryicg 
by the governor under the proclamation of the President of Juno 


15, 1863. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2948) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Milton McPherson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2949) to correct the military record 
of Thomas Bullman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
e accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2950) granting a pension to Flora B. Hinds; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Harriet Shroeter; 

A bill (S. 2952) granting a pension to Margaret Krider Hare 
(with eg oe papers); 

A bill (S. 2953) granting a pension to Hannah Dunlap (with an 
accom ing paper); 

A bill (S. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Elam Kirk; 

A bill (S, 2955) granting a pension to Melvina Greenawalt: 

A bill (S. 2956) granting a pension to Eliza White (with an ac- 
ere paper); 

A bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to Mary B. Douglass; and 

A bill (S. 2958) granting a pension to Charles Forrest (with an 


accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2959) to compel the intro- 
duction and use of fire protection on nger trains engaged in 
interstate commerce; which was twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2960) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Kershner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (8S. 2961) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Lochard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Blades; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. y 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bili (S. 2963) granting a pension 
to Nelson Utley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2964) for widening and extending 
Warder avenue, opening a highway through Whitney Close, along 
Soldiers’ Home grounds, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, , 

Mr. HAWLEY eg oan @ bill (S. 2965) to increase the corps 
of cadets at the United States Military Academy at West Pont, 

ualifications for admission; which was read 
, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2966) in to brevets in the 
Army; which was read twice by ita title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. . - 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2967) granting an a 
of pension to Florence E. Stuart; which was read twice by! 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ti 

Mr, NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2968) gran Ing 


ite 
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he rease of pension to Marie J. Blaisdell; which was read twice 
= its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
a Ag SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Radcliffe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the ‘ommittee on Pensions. : . : 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally rei 
Claims: 


.a twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 


4 bill (S. 2970) for the relief of Moise Dormenon, administrator | 


of the estate of Francois Dormenon, deceased; 


an accompanying paper); ’ , 
a ill ‘S. 272) or the relief of Whitty S. Mille, administrator 


of Whitty M. Sasser, deceased; and = ; 

4 bill (S. 2973) for the relief of Francois L. Bouillotte, Louisa L. 
Pouillotte, Mary A. Crowley, born Bouillotte, and Lausa M. Price, 
porn Bouillotte, children and only heirs at law of Joseph Bouil- 
jotte, deceased, late of Rapides Parish, State of Louisiana. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2974) for the relief of Oliver 
H. Perry, administrator of the estate of Mary Scott, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

Slaims. 
"He also introduced a bill (S. 2975) for the relief of the heirs of 
Ann H. Shaler, of Campbell County, Ky.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ; : 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2976) for the relief of Vir- 
ginia K. Wachsman and Mary E. Carroll; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

“Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2977) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob P. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2978) granting a pension to William 
E. Mathews; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2979) for the relief of the 
estate of William Johnson, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2980) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Lamb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Kate 
M. Dawson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
wee referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2982) for the relief of William 
R. McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
we bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 


ynn; 

A bill (8. 2984) granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
Switzer (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 2985) granting a pension to John Erb (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2986) granting a pension to Edward D. Birge (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 2987) to correct the military 
record of Harrison Wagner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2988) in regard to brevets in 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mili ; 

He also introduced a bill (8.2989) for the relief of the widow and 
children of the late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the 
late John M. Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and 
teferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
wn also introduced a bill (S, 2990) granting pension to Milford 
a Oxley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ommittee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2991) conning two 
jceations of Chippewa half-breed scrip in the State (then Terri- 
ory) of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
ae ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
Pe, iat twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
A bill (S, 2992) granting a pension to Ma iffe; 
; ry E. Radcliffe; 
an = ': 2098) granting an increase of pension to Edward Mad- 


ews a 6. 2994) granting a pension to Fanny F. Robertson 


ccompanying paper). 
Mr, ELKINS Introdwend a til (S. 2995) for the relief of William 


= ita: 
Commitice nigh was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
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) . field, and a paper giving the military record of the petiti: 
4 bill (S. 2971) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Badin (with | move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to tl 


Lee 
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He also introduced a bill (S, 2996) for the relief of W. H. Mor- 
ris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2997) granting a pension 
to J. W. Shepherd; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. .I present the petition of J. W. Shepherd, 
Company F, Third Regiment Kansas State Militia, together with 
the affidavits of Dr. Perkins, Dr. Thrush, and Dr. Nelson, and also 
of Comrades Curless, Bowen, Hindman, Wheadon, and Crutch- 
ner. I 





tne 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2998) granting a pension 
to Maria V. Sperry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT TALLADEGA, ALA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present the memorial of the Andrew Jack- 
son Chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution, of 
Talladega, Ala., asking the assistance of Congress in the very 
patriotic and noble work of removing the remains of 15 soldiers 
who fell in the battle of Talladega, November 9, 1813, under the 
command of Gen. Andrew Jackson. A limestone wall was built 
about the remains, which are all buried in one grave, and upon 
that the early pioneers in that part of the world erected a super- 
structure of wood, which has all fallen down. The walls have 
tumbled, and within a hundred yards of this place there has been 
established a very large and extensive iron works, so that it re- 
mains no longer a pro. r place of sepulture for those soldiers. 

The ladies of Talladega who belong to the chapter I have men- 
tioned have already raised some subscriptions for the purpose of 
reinterring the remains of those soldiers and building over them 
a modest monument of Talladega marble. 

There is a very interesting piece of history connected with that 
struggle in the destiny of man, amongst whom was Lieutenant 
Barton, a man of conspicuous gallantry, and also a man whose 
name I can not recall, who died by the side of David Crockett, 
Crockett afterwards having married his widow and come to Con- 

ess, 

I ask that the memorial may be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I also introduce a joint resolution, which is 
based upon the memorial. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 82) for erecting a monument to the 
soldiers who fell in the battle of Talladega, Ala., on the 9th day 
of gh 1813, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and the memorial 
which the Senator has presented will be referred to the same com- 
mittee and printed as a document, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

THE NATIONAL WHITE CROSS. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the bill (S. 2581) to incorporate 
the National White Cross of America, and for other purposes, 
which was reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia some days ago w*'h the recommendation that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, be now referred to the 
latter committee. I hope that the change of reference will be 
made, as it is satisfactory to all Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment directing the Auditor 
for the Interior Department to reexamine the disbursing accounts 
of Charles D. Rakestraw with a view of allowing certain expendi- 
tures for sleeping-car fares made by him, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $40,000 for the purpose of rebuilding the Winnebago school, 
at the Winnebago Indian Agency, Nebr., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain 
claims; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment relative to the ratifica- 
tion, confirmation, and approval of certain agreements made with 
the Southern Ute Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also submitted an amendment relative to the ratification, 
confirmation, and approval of certain agreements made with the 
Northern Ute Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the In- 
dian appropriation bill; which-was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying a bill granting a pension to Martha 
A. Buell be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse report hav- 
ing been made thereon. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I give notice of a pees 
amendment to the rules of the Senate, which I ask shall be read 
and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gives notice of a proposed amendment to the rules of the 
Senate; which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. GALUINGER gives notice that he will, on to-morrow or some subse- 


quent day, submit an amendment to paragraph 5 of Rule XIV, so that, if 
amended, it shall read: 


‘Ail resolutions shall be referred without debate totheir appropriate com- 
mittees, unless the Senate by unanimous consent orders otherwise.”’ 
EXCHANGE OF DENUDED LANDS, 


“Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate what legislation, in his opinion, is necessary to protect 
the Government in the exchange of denuded lands in Government reserva- 
tions for other lands on the public domain, and to enable him to adjust in 


such exchanges the relative value of the lands authorized to be exchanged 
under existing laws. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 


thorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the Sa fund of 
the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided by law. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PruDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 8d instant approved and signed the act (S. 2481) to pre- 
sent to the city of Nashville, State of Tennessee, the cannon on 
the gunboat Nashville from which was fired the first shot in the 
Spanish-American war. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 284) granting permission and authority to the Or- 
leans levee board to move, without cost to the United States, the 
existing line of levee in front of the marine-hospital property in 
New Orleans, La.,; 

A bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the Natchitoches Railway aud 
Construction Company t» build and maintain a railway and traffic 
bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish of Natch- 
itoches, State of Louisiana; and 

A bill (B. R. 5487) authorizing the construction by the Tex- 
arkana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company pf a bridge 
across Twelve-mile Bayou, near La. 

The bill (H. R. 7433) maki appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Commi on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right of way to the 
Allegheny Valley Railway Company through the persed pos 
at Pittsburg, Pa., was read twice by its title, and ref to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


CUBAN VESSELS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 734) relating 
to Cuban vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


SOIL SURVEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 


lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith, for the information of the 
from the Secretary of Agriculture, covering extensive 
of soil surveys over various 


sisting areas 
opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture this 
its kind ever undertaken. 


a 
720,000 acres. In the 
e most important work of 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Are there an 8 With the messave 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There aro nena 8°" 
Mr. ALLISON. There must be a report accompanyin. ;; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The documents wer. «..»s 
the other House. ~—e 
Mr. COCKRELL. The message ought to be printed. ana « 
ought to have the other documents printed with it, if po..),,. *° 
r. ALLISON. I move that the message of the Prec.) mt 1 
printed, with the accompanying documents sent to the Howse. a, 5 
that it be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fores. 
The motion was agreed to. gore 


DISTRICT TAX DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the oo; sid 
eration at this time of the bill (H. R. 5042) toprovide for improve. 
ments in the tax departments of the District of Columbi). © | 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. From what committeo docs that 
bill come? , : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. From the Committee on th, 
District of Columbia. “ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is a House bill, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? = 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that, to enabja 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enlarge tho 
rooms now occupied by the assessor and collector of taxes of tha 
District of Columbia, and to rearrange the space so as to better 
accommodate the public who have occasion to transact business 
with those offices, and to provide fixtures and pay other necessary 
expenses incident thereto, and to put in operation the card sys. 
tem for the improvement of the business methods of those offices 
including the temporary hire of clerks, the sum of $4,000 shall b. 
aggeeenenet, one-half out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated and the other half out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, to be immediately available. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or. 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PROCEEDINGS OF NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Themorning business is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
a previous day, which will be read. 

eSecretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Pettus Feb- 
ruary 1, 1900, as modified, as follows: 

Resol t Secretary ic 0 e Senate 
qdealicns tes Mivee Caaapianeie fete at es eed od te a ~ 
municate to the Court of Claims any information concerning proceedings of 
naval courts-martial, on the call of said court, under section 1076 of the Re 
vised Statutes; and if so, his reasons therefor. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, this resolution asking for infor- 
mation as to the practice in one of the great Departments of the 
Government was offered in the utmost good faith and without in 
anyway reflecting or intending to reflect on anyone. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy, so far asi know or have ever heard, is an 
honorable gentleman, intending to discharge his duties according 
to law, but he might make a mistake. It has never been my 
habit to make charges or insinuations t officers, and I hope 
I never will make any such charges without the best foundation 
for making them. e all know that sailors on our men of war 
are yp to the most rigid discipline. It has always been %, 

it is believed to be necessary that it should continue. The 
of war at sea is almost a monarch. His or- 
for the safety of the ship and the good of the 
the iron rule of necessity, do not these 
most diligent protection? 

deserve your Seotection. Since 1776 
been on the danger line, whenever there was 
danger, either wrath of the sea or our national enemies 
on the great waters. And from Paul Jones to George Dewey the 
sailors, commanded by American naval officers, have been the 
who ever went down to the sea in ships 

of all sailors mentioned in history who did not 

These American sailors, under elu: 

officers, have protected this Republic 

from its birth to its present full-grown and glorious manhool, 
and for such services they deserve your most watchful and scr 
tinizing protection, and they need that kind of protection from 
the Congress of the United States. We all know that the savor 
as a classare imprudent even to recklessness in what merely © 
cerns their personal interest. They know nothing of the maxim 
of caution or “‘ill-timed ” or the gathering of pouns 
shillings and ce, by hook or by crook, or what the moralists 
call They are even said to entertain no sufficien! 
veneration for temperance societies. In short. they do »° 
know how to live, but they know how to work the ship uni & 
ders and how to stand to their guns, and more than all, tb 











1900. 





,merican sailors mew, how to die—how to die for their country 
F Toes & atriots 1e. : 
a ee sailors deserve and need your protection. They 
a protect themselves. The law of the land is the only pro- 
can ho they can have. Thus under necessarily stern control and 
Sal to punishment by naval courts-martial, more or less se- 
suv ut regulated by law, how are these sailors to be properly 
a ted unless they can procure easy access to the proceedings 
os aul courts-martial, under the findings and sentences of which 
— are punished? The law makes copies of those proceedings 
jneal evidence if relevant, and the law gives the Court of Claims 
the power to call on the Departments for papers and information 
and makes it the duty of the Departments to furnish what is called 
for by the court unless the officer called on by the court believes 
‘vat 10 do so would be against the public interest. This was evi- 
jently so provided so as to guard state secrets, as they are called; 
put 1 am unable to conceive how the proceedings of a naval court- 
martial by which a sailor has been tried, after the finding has 
been approved and after the sailor has been punished, can be a 
state secret or ought to be a secret of any kind. I am satisfied 
that such proceedings should always be open to the inspection of 
every person interested and to the — under proper regul.:- 
tions, like the judgments of all civil courts of the United States. 
Mr. President, we need a strong Navy, and the United States 
ought to have a strong Navy, with or without the permission of 
those who manufacture steel plates. Our Navy ought to be 
strengthened now OF a8 soon as practicable. We ought to have 
better and more ships. We ought to have our Naval Academy 
improved and enlarged, so as to have educated officers sufficient 
to command the ships which we — to build. We ought also to 
: have a regular system by which all the officers of the Navy and 
others who, for skillful conduct and for level-headed daring, stand, 
like Saul, head and shoulders above their fellows, can be rewarded. 
They ought to be rewarded by honors. Honors ought to be 
crowded on them. Whatfor? To encourage others to go and do 
likewise. 
Mr. President, these officers, when thus soesaraqe® learn how 
to,and they will solve the great problems of war. hen we were 
discussing the war and after the war had commenced, do not 
Senators remember the one serious, the one alarming problem that 
was introduced into that war which had never been found before? 
The question was, How are we to protect our naval vessels from 
the power of the Spanish torpedo boats? That was the question. 
It was really the areas question there was in it, and that 
question was solved. a problem in Euclid by one of our naval 
officers. Wainwright solved the problem. It was very simple. 
Get a fast yacht and the best crew you can get and stand to your 
guns, and that solved the problem. That was the only real, sub- 
stantial danger that we feared, and it had never been solved before. 
This one officer solved that t problem, and we want an edu- 
cated number from Annapolis to solve others as they may present 
themselves. Mr. President, but all these officers and all these guns 
and all the ships that you can build are of no substantial value 
unless you have sailors to stand by the guns. These sailors need 
yourprotection, They are,asit were, infants and helpless in them- 
selves to protect their own rights. 
All | want to know by this resolution is whether the sailors can 
go to that Department or send to that Department and get a rec- 
ord of the proceedings of a court-martial by which ~~ were tried. 
That is all 1 want to know. The court orders it. I do not know 
of my own knowledge whether it has been furnished or not, but 
[have reasons for the inquiry, and I should like to add a line to 
the resolution by way of amendment, if the Secretary will be kind 
enough to write it down. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
has a ri ht to modify his resolution. 

Mr. PETTUS, I wish to insert the words: 
tary of the Navy will also inform the Senate as to the prac- 


tice of the Navy in reference to the examination of proceedings of courts- 
martial on the application of parties interested or their authorized agents. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it gives me great pleasure 
pouacar in the eulogium seemed by the Senator from Ala- 
pay (Mr. Perrus] American sailor, and to thank him 
or the sentiments w he has so appropriately expressed in be- 

7 & newer and larger and better Navy. 
oa ith reference to the pending resolution calling upon the Sec- 
anode the Navy to inform the Senate whether or not he has re- 
of Ct ‘rom answering calls for information made by the Court 
seamen not believing that the Secretary had for insufficient 
with hi omitted to comply with any such request, I communicated 
sobmiteet ae received from him certain correspondence, which I 
hone’ to the Senator from Alabama. That correspondence 
mit int think, that there has been no omission or refusal to trans- 
tee ormation required by the Court of Claims in cases pending 
with re me and col renmmenperened by the Navy Department 
ing trom Ga to calls supposed to be either frivolous or roceed- 
ites ulterior motives was approved by the Court of Claims 
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Mr. President, notwithstanding that this information has been 
furnished to the Senator from Alabama, there can be no objection 
to the passage of the resolution, if the Senator from Alabama so 
desires. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama as modified, 

The resolution as modified, was agreed to. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 2d instant was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That a special committee, consisting of nine members of the Sen- 
ate, be immediately appointed by the President pro tempore to make a thor 
ough and complete investigation of all dealings and transactions between the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Treasury Department of the United States 
and the National City Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of 
New York, or any other national bank of the United States, from the 4th day 
of March, 1897, to the present time, and especially in regard to all letters, 

reements, papers, or documents between the Treasury Department of the 
United States, or any person connected therewith, and the National City 
Bank and the Hanover National Bank, of the city of New York, or any per- 
son acting for them, or either of them, since the 4th day of March, 1897, relat- 
ing to the depositing of public funds, bonds, or revenues in said bank or 
banks; or any other relations or business transactions now existing or here- 
tofore had between the Government and the said banks, or either of them, 
and the amount of public money, bonds, or revenue deposited with said banks, 
or either of them, or with any national bank, by the Government, upon what 
security, for what length of time, and the reasons therefor, and whether said 
banks, or any of them, have paid the Government any interest on said de- 
posits, and if so, how much, and all other information concerning the same 
or inany way relating thereto; and also the date of the sale of the custom 
house property of the United States in New York City to said National City 
Bank, the date of the execution of the deed thereto, the date and manner of 
payment of the purchase money therefor, the disposition of the proceeds of 
said sale, and whether or not the Government has paid any rents for said 
property, or any portion thereof, for any purpose since the day of sale, and 
if so, to whom, and all facts relating to said transaction, and all other mat- 
ters in connection therewith or in any way relating thereto; and said com- 
mittee is authorized to send for persons, books, letters, telegrams, papers 
documents, and agreements, administer oaths, and hold open sessions, and 
sit at any time in any place in the city of Washington, New York, or Chicago, 
the expense for the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


and the Sergeant-at-Arms, or some one acting for him, shallattend said com- 
mittee and carry out its mandates; and said committee is instructed to make 
a report to the Senate, with testimony and exhibits, with all convenient 
speed 


Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to disappoint the Senator from 
Louisiana {[Mr. CAFFERY] who has given notice of his intention 
to speak to-day. So I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. SPOONER. Also the other resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is another resolution, 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PEerTicrRew], 
which is in the same position. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perti- 
GREW] is not here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that take the samo course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks that the two resolutions coming over from a former day may 
go over without prejudice, retaining their place. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thereisanother resolution which was offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska and which he discussed the other 


day. 

Nr. ALDRICH. That has gone to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That resolution had its day 
and is on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. It can be taken up by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
_ of the Senator from Nebraska? In the absence of objection, 
the order is entered. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I wish to announce that to- 
morrow, after the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. roy [ shall ask the Senate to hear me 
make some remarks on the bill now pending as the unfinished 
business, 

POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I ask that Senate joint reso- 
lution 45 may now be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands, introduced 
by Mr. Bacon December 18, 1899, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Governmentand people of the United States have not 
waged the recent war with Spain for conquest and for the acquisition of for- 
eign territo:;y, but solely for the purposes set forth in the resolution of Con- 

making the declaration of war—the acquisition of such small tracts of 

d or harbors as may be necessary for governmental purposes being not 
deemed inconsistent with the same. 

Sec. 2. That in demanding and in receiving the cession of the Philippine 
Islands it is not the purpose of the Government of the United States to secure 
and maintain permanent dominion over the same as a part of the territory 
of the United States, or to permanently incorporate the inhabitants thereof 
as citizens of the United States, or to hold said inhabitants as vassals or sub- 
jects of this Government; and the United States hereby disclaim any dis- 
eo or intention to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or con- 

over said islands. 
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Sec. 3. That the United States having accepted the cession of the Philip- 

sine Islands from Spain, and having by force of arms overthrown all organ- 
ps authority and opposition to the authority of the United States therein 
the duty and obligation rest upon the United States to restore peace and 
maintain order throughout the same; to protect in said islands the enjoy- 
ment of life and property and the pursuit of lawful avocations; and to con- 
tinue such protection until the power and duty to maintain said protection 
shall have been transferred and intrusted by the United States to a govern- 
ment of the people of said islands deemed capable and worthy to exercise 
said power and discharge said duty. 

Sec. 4. That when armed resistance to the authority of the United States 
shall have ceased within said islands, and peace and order shall have been 
restored therein, it is the purpose and intention of the United States, so soon 
thereafter as the same can be practically and safely accomplished, to provide 
the opportunity and prescribe the method for the formation of a govern- 
ment by and of the people of the Philippine Islands, to be thereafter inde- 

vendently exercised and controlled by themselves, it being the design of the 

Jnited States to accord to the people of said islands the same measure of 
liberty and independence which have been pledged by the Congress of the 
United States to the people of Cuba. 

Sec.5. That when a stable qoversmeent shall, by the method aforesaid, have 
been duly formed and erected in said islands, competent and worthy, in the 
judgment of the United States, to exercise the powers of an independent 
government and to preserve peace and maintain order within its jurisdic- 
tion, it is the purpose and intention of the United States, reserving to them- 
selves only such harbors and tracts of land as may be needed for coaling sta- 
tions or other governmental purposes, to transfer to said government, upon 
terms which sball be reasonable and just, all rights and territory secured in 
said islands under the treaty with Spain, and to thereupon leave the domin- 
ion and control of the islands to their people. 

Sec. 6. That when ee has been thus formed and set up in 
the Philippine Islands and approved by the United States, it is the design 
and intention of the United States, through such means and measures as 
may be deemed most efficient and appropriate, to secure the guaranty of 
the continued independence of the same. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Let the Secretary now read Senate joint reso- 
Intion No. 58. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 53) defining the policy of the United 
States relative to the Philippine Islands, introduced by Mr. BrEv- 
ERIDGE January 4, 1900, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Philippine Islands are territory belonging to the 
United States; that it is the intention of the United States to retain them as 
such and to establish and maintain such governmental control throughout 
the archipelago as the situation may demand. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, these two resolutions in regard 
to the Philippine Islands, one by the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
Bacon] and the other by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVER- 
IDGE], embrace the opposing views held by members of the Senate 
and the people at large in the United States on this very difficult 
and embarrassing question. ; 

The joint resolution of the Senator from Georgia substantially 
rovides for the abandonment of the Philippine Islands by the 
Jnited States, so far as its sovereignty is concerned, and the es- 

tablishment there conjointly by the United States and the Fili- 
pinos of a republican form of government, an independent gov- 
ernment under the control of the Filipinos themselves. The 
resolution of the Senator from Indiana, which is very short and 
very comprehensive, is as follows: 

That the Philippine Islands are territory batengin to the United States; 
that it is the intention of the United States to retain t. 


tablish and maintain such governmental control throughout the archipelago 
as the situation may demand. 


Here is the proposition boldly stated that the Philippine Islands 
belong to the United States, and that they shall be held for all 
time as Territories and shall be governed in such manner as the 
Congress of the United States may deem proper. So, therefore, 
we have the question presented by these two resolutions as to the 
power of Congress to establish within the Territories of the United 
States just such a qoreceens as they may please to adopt, and 
that government to be maintained indeftnitely. 

From that proposition I dissent, and, Mr, President, in view of 
the substantial adoption of that proposition by the Secretary of 
War and in view of the proposed regulations which I am told are 
being prepared to establish in Puerto Rico different tariff rates 
from those observed throughout the United States, I deem it 
poe to consider the questions of constitutional right assumed 
in the resolution of the Senator from Indiana and in the report of 
the Secretary of War. 

No more momentous question has ever occupied the attention 
of the American Congress. No more morsentous question can 
occupy it. The question is, broadly presented, whether or not, by 
implication from an obscure section of the Constitution, the Con- 
gress of the United States can exercise sovereign jurisdiction and 
power over whatever territory may be acquired by the United 
States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. er 

Mr. SPOONER. Upon what theory does the Senator from 
Louisiana call any provision in the Constitution of the United 
States an obscure provision? 

Mr, CAFFERY. I call it an obscure provision because I be- 
lieve it is only a provision for administration of Territories, and 
not a provision conferring any such power as is assumed. I be- 
lieve that the provision in the Constitution giving power to Con- 
gress to make rules and regulations for the government of terri- 


em as such and to es- 
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tory is simply a power to administer the laws of the Uni; 
so far as they may be applicable to that territory, 

The question as to who may, in a Territory, for a ter), 
rae administer such laws is secondary. 

r. President, I will quote from the report of the Sec... 

War, page 26: 

I assume, for I do not think it can be successfully disputed, tha: 
sition of territory under this treaty was the exercise of a power » 
lon to the United States, because it was a nation, and for that , 
endowed with the powers essential to national life, and that :)... 
States has all the powers in respect of a territory which it hast), 
and the inhabitants of that territory, which any nation in the w. 
respect of territory which it has acquired; that as between the ;,, 
ceded islands and the United States the former are subject to t). 
sovereignty of the latter, controlled by no legal limitations «, 
which may be found in the treaty of cession; that the people of : 
have no right to have them treated as States, or to have them tro, 
territories previously held by the United States have been trea:, 
sert a legal right under the visions of the Constitution which was oo. 
lished for the people of the United States themselves and to mec: +)... 
tions existing upon this continent, or to assert against the United Stn:....-, 
legal right whatever not found in the treaty. ’ 


I now skip a portion of it. 


The people of the ceded islands have acquired a moral right t 
by the United States in accordance with the underlying princip). 
and freedom which we have declared in our Constitution, which ay.) 
sential safeguards of every individual egaingt the powers of gover: 


because those provisions were enacted for them, but because th; 


tial limitations inherent in the very existence of the American ( ated 
In another part of this report it is stated that there is no 


tutional right upon the part of the Puerto Ricans to haye fers 
trade with the United States, but that the United States may os. 
tablish whatever duties it pleases upon the import of articles from 
Puerto Rico into the United States and the import of articles into 
Puerto Rico from the United States and foreign countries, and 
that regardless of our revenue laws. He says further that on 
account of the financial and industrial conditions existing jy 
Puerto Rico the tarift onght to be modified and that the Puerto 
Ricans ought to be allowed to import into the United States their 
peaeeee free from any tax or tariff on the part of the United 

tates, but that is only in consideration of the deplorab!e indus. 
trial condition that prevails in the island. 

Mr. President, even the natural rights of man, rights which 
belong to him without constitutions, are denied as constitutional 
rights to the people of the Territories. By grace, by the influence 
of moral considerations, by the inspirations of constitutional lib. 
erty we may be impelled to grant to the Re le of Puerto Ricothe 
exercise of the rights guaranteed in the bill of rights of the Uon- 
stitution, but there is no constitutional guaranty; there is no oper- 
ation of the Constitution in the territory of Puerto Ries proprio 
vigore. Those rights inherent in mankind have been denied and 
abused by tyrants. They may be abused and denied again. 

So we have this broad question to consider. I do not deny that 
the United States is a nation; I do not deny that the Unite! States 
possess all the rights of nationality in every way and in every re- 
gard, but I do deny that the Congress of the United States pos- 
sesses the sovereign rights of the sovereign ak of America. 

I claim that the fountain of all supreme right, the foundation 
of all sovereignty, is in the political unit called the people. | deny 
that there is any See grant of the sovereign power assumed 
nor any by reasonable or necessary implication, and | deny that 
there is anywhere in any department of the Government an un- 
limited, sovereign, despotic power. The people of the United 
States framed the Declaration of Independence and announced a 
principle in the beginning of their national life which is the founda- 
tion stone of all republican government. We violated that ele- 
mental principle in taking over the sovereignty of the Philippines 
without their consent. Afterwards the people of the United States 
formed a representative government. A representative govern 
ment is necessarily based upon the consent of the governei. | 
contend that there is no power anywhere outside of the people of 
the United States, no power in any branch of government or in 
all the branches combined to make any other than a representative 
government in any territory which may be acquired by war or by 
cession. ae 

Now, Mr. President, I will first inquire what is meant by citi- 
zenship of the United States? Who is a citizen of the Umit 
States? Have we alien subjects in the Territories and citizens 
within the confines of the present Union? Does it not neces:amly 
follow that aro who owes allegiance to the United States ; 
‘a member of the political community of the United States. 2 
therefore a citizen of the United States, and therefore ent''r" . 
= ee privileges, and immunities of citizens of the mt 

ta: 

That proposition, Mr. President, I propose to discuss. 
from Cooley’s Constitutional Law, pages 254, 259: 

Citizenship in State and Union: The fourteenth amendmen! ts"! 
the fact that there is a citizenship of the United States and als» 
of the nae — and By proccess in Land ape ae 
heir juriediction,and b are entitled to the allegiance of such persons.ant 
may punish breaches of this allegiance. It is impossible to conceive“ ™ 


[ quote 
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atus as citizenship of a State unconnected with citizenship of the United 


a sts ve or of citizenship of the United States within a State unconnected 
- citizenship of the State. The States can not naturalize, though they 
w , ee 


infer special privileges upon aliens; and the act of naturalization by 
may conics Pees is ‘the ant of citizenship within the State where the natu- 
thet -f erson resides. It is only in the Territories and other places subject 
ra heir exclusive jurisdiction that there can be a citizenship of the United 
States unconnected with citizenship of a State. 
~ Wow, Mr. President, after stating broadly the distinction be- 
tween citizenship of a State and citizenship of the United States, 
and that both of these different kinds of citizenship may coexist, 
Cocley lays down the proposition that the citizens of the Terri- 
tories are citizens of the nited States exclusively and not citi- 
vent of any State. Of course that needs no argument to prove. 
Now, then, he continues, on the same page: 

Naturalization may be effected, first, by special laws which confer the 
arheae pan individuals named; second, by roceeding under general laws, 
: hereby individuals renounce any foreign allegiance and tak«: upon them- 
selves the obligations of citizenship; third, by the acquisition by the United 
States of foreign territory, with its people, who thereby become citizens of 
the United States. In this manner the citizens brought within the jurisdic- 


tion of the Union by the acquisition of Louisiana, Florida, and portions of 
Mexico became citizens. The second method above named is that provided 
by acts of Congress, and the first and third must always be exceptional. 

“Now, Judge Cooley does not say that in the cases cited the citi- 
zenship was conferred by treaty. Judge Cooley says that the 
citizenship was obtained by the mere acquisition of these Terri- 
tories, and that principle, in my mind, is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. PLATT oF Giaeisetiont. I do not know whether the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana desires any interruption or not. I will not 
interrupt him if he does not desire it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KrE4wN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Se :ator from Connecticut? 

Mr, CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What Judge Cooley says there 


i i acquisition of Alaska. Now, why was it | ~: 
was written since the . y was it | pine people, would we not be compelled, by reason of their nation- 


that Judge Cooley, in referring to the Territories, omits any refer- 
ence to Alaska? 

Mr. CAFFERY, I suppose that that was a mero lapsus of 
memory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I guess not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Judge Cooley has stated enough to embrace 
Alaska within the principle. Judge Cooley need not have cited 
any case at all. The citizenship of Alaska, I believe, was provided 
for in the treaty between Russia and the United States. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It differed from the other treaties | 


in that it did not provide that the inhabitants were to be incor- 
porated into the Union. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If they were citizens of the United States, 
Mr. President, they would, soon after arriving at a position or 
condition of statehood, be admitted as a State without any pro- 
vision in the Russian treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER, Of course. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Now, I will quote Judge Bradley (16 Wallace, 
page 119): 

But even if the Constitution were silent— 

Speaking of these individual and personal rights— 


the fundamental privileges and immunities of citizens, as such, would be no 
less real and no less inviolable than they are now. It was not necessary to 
say in words that the citizens of the United States should have and exercise 
all the privileges of citizens—the privilege of buying, selling, and enjoying 
property; SE of e g in any lawful employment for a liveli- 
100d; the privilege of resorting to the laws for redress of injuries and the 
like. Their very citizenship conferred these privileges, if they did not pos- 
sess them before. And these privile; they would enjoy whether they were 
citizens of any State or not. Inhabitants of Federa Territories and new 
citizens, made such by annexation of territory or naturalization, though 
without any status as citizens of a State, could, nevertheless, as citizens of 
the United States, lay claim to every one of the privileges and immunities 
which have been enumerated, and among these none is more essential and 
fundamental than the right to follow such profession as each one may choose, 
subject only to uniform regulations equally applicable to all. 

Now, then, Mr, President, Judge Bradley says nothing of citi- 
— conferred by treaty stipulations. He broadly says that 
We make citizens of the United States by the acquisition of terri- 
pry, and by the fact of annexing of territory to the United States. 
in the course of the decision he says that citizens of the United 
yates enjoy the fundamental rights of citizens of States without 

'€ necessity of these being incorporated into the Constitution by 
ea In my on, inhabitants of Territories become 
¢ zens of the United States by the very fact of the United States 
unwine and exercising eeenreignty over them. They may be 
they hae citizens; they may be forced into the United States, as 
the ave been by the annexation of the eee Islands; but 
Uae a the less become citizens ipso facto by reason of the 
on re States flag floating over them, and the paramount sover- 

Suty of the United States, made good over them by fire and 


sword, : 
Mr. Chief Justice Waite, in United States vs. Cruikshank, page 


49, Says: 


We have in our political system 
a Government of the United States and a 
Setienment of oa the several States. Each one of these governments is 
giance ond when me and gach has citizens of its own who owe it alle- 
within urisdi: t must protect. e same 
a State way beat of the United Statesand a citizen of 
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Quoting from Judge Bradley— 


but his rights of citizenship under one of these governments will be differ- 

ent from those he has under theother. (Slaughterhouse Cases, 16 Wall., 74.) 

Citizens are the members of the political community to which they belong. 

They are the people who compose the community and who, in their 
} 1 


asso 


ciated capacity, have established or submitted themselves to the dominion of 
a government for the promotion of their general welfare and the protectio 
of their individual as well as their collective rights. In the f 

government the people may confer upon it such powers as the) 

government when so formed may, and when called upon shou! 

powers it has for the protection of the rights of its citizens an 

within its jurisdiction, but it can exercise no other. The duty « 





ment to afford protection is limited always by the power it possesses for tha 
purpose, 

And Mr. Chief Justice Fuller, in Boyd vs. Thayer (i143 United 
States), says: 


Manifestly the nationality of the inhabitants of territory accuired by con 
quest or cession becomes that of the government under whose dominion they 
pass, subject to the right of election on their part to retain their former na 


tionality by removul or otherwise, as may be provided. 


Now, the proposition is distinctly asserted that citizens are mem- 
bers of the political community to which they belong. What 
political community do these territorial inhabitants belong to? 
They have no community. They had a community, but we have 
destroyedit. There wasa Filipino government. There was,in my 
opinion, a de facto government, possessing all the essential ele- 
ments of government. But that government has been destroyed 
by fire and sword. The forces of the United States, unequaled 
the world over for valor and military skill, have, as we all knew 
they would, vanquished the Filipinos. 

Now, then, if these Filipinos are not members of our political 
community, are they waifs floating about in the political world 
without a home, without a nationality? If they should be tres- 
passed upon by a foreign power, if Great Britain to-day or any 
foreign power in the world should spoliate or oppress the Philip- 


ality, as members of our political community, to redress the wrong 
and prevent the oppression? Could we claim that they were citi- 
zens of the United States for the purpose of protection and dis- 
claim this citizenship for the purpose of any participation on their 
part in the rights and immunities of citizens of the United States? 

0, sir; they are citizens entirely, completely, absolutely. A sub- 
ject and a citizen are the same. Citizenship is only one of the 
terms applied to a member of a political community. If the Fili- 
pinos are not members of the political community of the United 
States, what are they? Andif they are members of the political 
community of the United States, the Constitution, proprio vigore, 
carries there in the Philippines every single one of the rights guar- 
anteed to American citizens in all the amendments to the Consti- 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY,. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator knows that I have always 
great respect for his opinions, and I certainly always listen to him 
with great interest. I should like to ask him his view as to this 
particular phase of the question he is discussing. AsI under- 
stand it, the Senator contends that where foreign territory is ac- 
quired by treaty any provision in the treaty as affecting the status 
of the inhabitants of the acquired territory so far as citizenship 
is concerned is inefficacious. 

Mr. CAFFERY, I think it is surplusage; yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. But as a matter of law, the inhabitants be- 
come citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is what I assert. 

Mr. SPOONER. And are entitled to the individual rights guar- 
anteed by the Constitution to citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, assuming, for the purposes of the argu- 
ment, that to be true, does the Senator go further and insist that 
they are thereby entitled under the Constitution to any particular 
form of government—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Provided that the form of government which 
is given to them does not interfere with those rights essential in 
a citizen to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness? 

Mr, CAFFERY, I donot exactly understand the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to say a little while 
ago that the inhabitants of a Territory belonging to the United 
States are entitled to a representative government. 

Mr.CAFFERY,. They are; thatis justexactly whatI contended 
for. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator regard our government of 
Alaska as unconstitutional? 

Mr. CAFFERY, Ido not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isit a representative government in his view? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it must be unconstitutional. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No,sir; lbegyourpardon. When we acquire 
territory that has not at the moment of acquisition or for some 
time after the character and the condition of statehood, Congress 
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must exercise a kind of tutorship over that territory. There isa 
kind of intermediary condition. Congress is the guardian of that 
territory. But the territory must possess the ingredients of rep- 
resentative government ultimately. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will permit me, I was not 
speaking—— 

, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield? 
" Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not have in mind in the ss I put 
the subject of statehood. I was referring to the form of Terri- 
torial or quasi Territorial government. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If yon mean by your question that Congress 
can impose upon the Territories any other than a form of free 
government——— 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course I did not mean that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. ThenI shall answer that they have no such 
power. Congress has heretofore sedulously guarded the rights of 
the citizens of the Territories. 

The Territory of Louisiana has been quoted as an evidence of 
the power of Congress to impose just what sort of government 
they pleased, but that case does not bear out the contention. It 
is not necessary to clothe the inhabitants of a Territory with the 


. political right of franchise until they are fitted for it. But I do 


contend, and that goes back to the original contention that we 


had when the treaty with Spain was pending, that whatever ter- | 


ritory the United States acquires it must govern that territory 
under the constitutional limitations, not by grace, as the Secre- 
tary of War says, but by the binding and coercive force of these 
constitutional rights. : 

There is no grace about it, sir. Every man who belongs to the 
political community of the United States is constitutionally under 
the protection of the Constitution so far as individual rights go. 
They can not be infringed; they can not be set aside. There is no 
implication about it, as Judge Bradley says. There is no grace 
about it, as my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt], I believe, 
advocated. But there is the constitutional prerogative and right 
to these different constitutional privileges guaranteed in the Con- 
stitution itself. : wt : 

Now, Mr. President, what particular rights of citizenship have 
been recognized ‘-y the Supreme Court? The right of free loco- 
motion is one. Tae right of trial by jury is another. These 
rights have been passed upon by the Supreme Court and recog- 
nized as constitutional rights; and if the Constitution exten 
proprio vigore in \he matter of these personal rights, howcan you 
curtail its operation. in the great principle of representative gov- 
ernment? ane i 

Are you going to carry one part of the Constitution to the Phil- 
ippines and leave another part at home? Are you going to guar- 
antee to the Filipinos the right of trial by jury, the right to bear 
arms, the right of free access to the United States and of free 
egress therefrom, and are you going to deny them, after granting 
them these rights, the right of a representative form of govern- 
ment? The rights are one; they are inseparable and indivisible 
rights. You can not divide them. You can not separate them. 
The Constitution, proprio vigore, goes everywhere that the United 
States have established their power. In Murphy vs. Ramsey 
(114 U. S. Reports, page 44) Mr. Justice Matthews says: 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories aro se- 
cared to them, as to other citizens, by the principles of constitutional liberty, 
which restrain all the ncies of government, State and national. If we 
concede that this discretion in Congress is ted by the obvious purposes 
for which it was conferred, and that those purposes are satisfied by measures 
which prepare the people of the Territories to become States in the Union, 
still the conclusion can not be avoided that the act of Congress here in ques- 
tion is clearly within that justification. 

So again, in The Mormon Church vs. The United States (136 U.S.., 
page 44), Mr, Justice Bradley says: 

Doubtless Congress in legislating for the Territories would be sub: to 
those fundamental! limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments, but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution from 
which Congress derives all its powers than by express and direct application 
of its provisions. 

Now, Judge Bradley does not say that these provisions of the 
Constitution guaranteeing personal rights do not exist in the Ter- 
ritories, but he says they do not exist there by direct application 
of these rights, but rather byinference. Now, then, Justices Ful- 
ler, Field, and Lamar dissented from this proposition, and stated: 

Congress possesses such authority over the Territories as the Constitution 
expressly or by clear implication delegates, * * * but the power of Con- 
gress to législate over the Territories is granted in so many words by the 
Constitution. (Article IV, section 3, clause 2.) 

In my opinion Congress— 

In my opinion Congress is restrained, not merely by the limitations ex- 
pressed in the Constitution, but also by the absence of any re of power 
express or implied, in that instrument. * * * I re it of vital conse- 
quence that absolute power should never be conceded as belonging under 
our system of government to any one of the departments. The legislative 
power of Congress is delegated and not inherent, and is therefore limited. 
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There is a great deal of difference between the inhere 
of a nation and the inherent power of one of the functionarin. .¢ 
that nation. Our Constitution isa Constitution of grants ‘of an 
merated, specific — The yee of the United § States. wher 
they formed this Constitution, did not grant to any one of +), 
departments of Government or to all combined any absolute... 
thority. Absolute authority and absolute sovereignty only e tes 
with the people of the United States. . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Lonisi. 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Howcan the people of the 
States exercise that sovereign authority except through (. 
or by amendment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The people of the United States have granteg 
to the Congress of the United States sufficient sovereign power to 
govern these United States and all territory that the United 
States may acquire. The Congress of the United States can not 
exercise any other authority than that contained in the Constity. 
tion. There is no inherent power anywhere in any of the do. 
partments of the Government, That is a false and a pernicioys 
principle. That principle has been denounced from the coy. 
mencement of our Government until now; that principle fa 

rinciple of despotism and arbitrary rule; that principle cre: ps 
into republics when they take the downward course of empire 
The Congress of the United States is given unlimited power t, 
make laws for certain purposes only. e Congress of the United 
States can make laws to govern the Territories. I quite agree 
with my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Patt], who advanced 
the proposition that the power to acquire necessarily involved the 
power to govern even if the Constitution had been silent. [agres 
with that proposition. But govern how? Govern according to 
the caprice or according to the unchecked volition of Congress’ 
No, sir; govern according to the Constitution of the UnitedStates: 
| govern in that way, and in that way only; give to the Territories 
just that sort of a government under the Constitution that their 
condition requires. But Congress can not impose upon the Ter- 
ritories any sort of government they choose. 

Let me suppose a case, Mr, President. Suppose the cession of 
the Northwest Territory to the old Confederation in 1787 had had 
no provision that that Territory was to be carved into States, and 
when Congress became the heir of the Confederacy they erected 
governments in that Territory, and governed the inhabitants 
without regard to the Constitution or the amendments, and offered 
them no hope for a government of their own, I want to know 
whether or not the Congress of the United States could have estab- 
lished such a government there? I want to know if the treaty 
between France and the United States providing for the incor- 
—— of the Louisiana territory into the Union and providing 

or citizenship of the inhabitants had not contained those provi- 

sions, whether anempire could have been established in the States 
carved out of that territory; whether Congress would have had 
the unlimited power to govern that territory as it chose under 
any laws that it might desire to adopt, and to exercise all the 
rights that are now ms ed to be inherent? 

hat are inherentrights? Where do they come from under our 
Constitution? You can not locate one single inherent right in any 
one of the branches of the Government of the United States. 
There is nothing contained there that the fathers and framers of 
the Constitution have not given either by direct grant or that does 
not spring from the direct grant by necessary implication. 

I take no part or lot in the new doctrine of empire. The Con- 
stitution has given to the branches of the Government all the 

wer necessary to govern a free and ro nation, and that 
senough. Nobody has ever yet dreamed of inherent powers uu- 
til the glitter of empire obscured our vision and blinded our jug 
ment. This doctrine of inherent power in any one of the branchvs 
of government sprang from the desire of the advocates of this 
theory, to govern these dependencies and colonies other than ac: 
cording to the Constitution; and it can not be done. We have 
either got to govern them by the Constitution, or Congress must 
usurp a to govern them. eer ‘ 

Mr. ident, there is another part of the Constitution that 
seems to stretch proprio vigore over the Territories without any 
legislative action on the part of Congress. That is the provisiol 
that ‘duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States.” Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution 
provides that— 

The Co’ shall r a lect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pa tha ebhe weed oF LA ‘the common defense and 
eral welfare of t nited States; but all duties, imposts, and excises sa 
uniform throughout the United States. 2 

There are two cases that I have examined with reference = 
subject. The first is the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, ani & 
second is the case of Cross vs. Harrison. The first case ae 
the District of Columbia and the second in California. ©) 
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tastice Marshall, in decidi the case of Loughborough vs. Blake 
d ov h eaton, 643), used the ollowing language: 
“ ichth section of the first article gives to Congress the ‘ power to lay 
The vect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,”’ for the purposes thereinafter 
and coue ios 
mentioned. : : ont 
Senators will pardon me for reading this decision. I know they 
a all very familiar with it, for it has been quoted so many times 
that it has become almost a household word: 
anc is general, without limitation as to place. It Srepeaty ex- 
mn grant aces over which the Government extends. If this could be 
woe the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which modify the 
doubtec rhese words are, “but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uni- 
grant. onghout the United States.” it will not be contended that the 
‘ecation of the power extends to places to which the power itself does not 
4. The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may 
exten rcised and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this 
— * designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? 
“This learned judge uses the word ‘‘empire.” He must have an- 


ticipated the acquisition of the Philippines— 

Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
to our great Repu ic, which is composed of States and Territories. ‘The Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or the territory west of the Missouri, is not less within the 
iinited States than Maryland or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary, on 
ches principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of im- 
vata, duties, and excises should be observed in the one than in the other. 
ieee then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is 

pyiously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and 
excises, and since the latter extends throughout the United States, it follows 
that the power to impose taxes also extends throughout the United 
States. 

Notwithstanding this clear, unambiguons, and pertinent deci- 
sion, an attempt is made to minimize its weight by the advocates 
of imperialism, on the ground that it is obiter. 

Before I quote from Justice a. in the case of Cross vs, Har- 
rison (21 Howard, @82), I will briefly state the facts of thecase. 
The taxes, which been — under protest, were disputed by 
the plaintiff (Cross) upon the ground that the collector had no 
right to demand and receive them because there were no collec- 
tion districts in California. There was a part of those taxes that 
was due under the de facto government of the Territory of Cali- 
fornia, and a part due after the ratification of the treaty of peace 
between the United States and Mexico. It appears that after the 
ratification, and before the notice of the ratification had been 
given to the collector in California, the taxes imposed by the mili- 
tary government were exacted, and after that period the revenue 
duties of the United States were exacted, and paid under protest. 
Justice Wayne, in deciding the case, said: 

By the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 
States. And as there is nothin fferently a in the treaty with re- 
spect to commerce, it became instantly bound and privileged by the laws 
which Congress had to raise a revenue from duties on imports and 
tonnage. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, does not that 
language simply imply that there is power to stipulate in a treaty 
that might have some efficacy? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a remote inference that might be 
drawn. Such things have been done, but I believe unconstitu- 
tionally done. I do not believe that a treaty can stipulate for any 
other duties than those that the United States imposes; that is, 
if they are different from the duties that are required to be paid 
under the revenue act, it would violate the uniformity of taxation. 

Mr. SPOONER, Is not that where the Senator seems to differ 
from the oe Court? 


gan CAFFERY, No, sir; I do not think so. The decision con- 
hues; 


, It has been sufficiently shown that the plaintiffs had no right to land their 
‘oreign goods in California at the times when their ships arrived with them, 
except by a compliance with the ions which the civil government 
Were authorized to enforce, first under a war tariff, and afterwards under 
- existing tariff act of the United States. By the last, foreign goods, as 
t ey are enumerated, are made dutiable; they are not so because they are 
Ueneee into a collection district, but because they are imported into the 
hited States. The tariff act of 1846 bes what that duty shall be. Can 
ed Teason be given for the ex of foreign goods from duty because 
y have not entered and co at a port of delivery? The last be- 
part of the consumption of the country as well as the others. They 

whlch a aeried from the t of landing into collection districts within 
then Pac oan have been upon the same kind of goods; thus entering, by 
etail sale of them, into competition with such goods and with our own 


manufactures and the products of our own farmers and planters. The right 
> land fore a collec- 


ign goods within the United States at any place out of 
owed, would de a violation of that provision in the Consti- 







tion district, 


tution which enjoins that all duties, imposts and excises, shall be uniform 
Heke the United States. Indeed it must be very clear that no such 


‘ , and that there was nothing in the condition of California to ex- 
Which aoorters of goods into it from the payment of the same duties 
denial of th ae of the United States. As tothe 
goods ine - aut the t to prevent the landing of foreign 
Sry tn teal apenas h od tncacmeer of tactical oa 
en" wou a is consti - 
Bation to take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” aa 


We will here briefly notice i 
ba: those objections which preceded that which 
ana discussed. The first of them, rather an assertion than an argument, 


neither treaty nor law permitting 
‘n answered, it having been sh that 
me ¢ alifornia a part of the United State 


Tri 
eign commerce wit the tess ne nets w 


the collection duties, 
the ratification of the treaty 
and that as soon as it became so 

were in force to late for- 
ceased which had been 


instituted for ite fan Chases after those had 
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They are not obiter; they are directly upon the point. 
cide, first, that Territories are a part of the United States; 
that our tariff laws operate there by the principle of 
established in the Constitution. 
these decisions, 
ports from Puerto Rico into the United States any taxes what- 
ever. 
embarrassment and difficulty arising on account of hostile tariff 
laws imposed in one State of the Confederacy against another. 


entirely distinct from the Government of the United States; 
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Mr. President, the first proposition of Judge Wayne in decid- 


ing this case is that California, by treaty, became a part of the 
United States. 
United States then operating immediately attached to that Ter- 
ritory, and that the duties to be demanded and collected were 
those imposed by the revenue act, and in consequence of the prin- 


The next is that the tariff-revenue act of the 


t 


ciple of uniformity which must obtain in the imposition and col- 
lection of taxes throughout the United States. 


These two decisions, in my opinion, ought to carry weight, 
They de- 
then, 
uniformity 
I can myself see no escape from 
i can not see how it is possible to exact on im- 


One of the grounds of the formation of the Union was the 


It is cbvious, Mr, President, that if our Constitution has any 


power whatever over the Territories this principle of uniformity of 
taxation must apply. 
ippine products imported into the United States, and there can be 
no export duty levied upon any exports from that country; other- 


There can be no duty levied upon the Phil- 


wise you will establish another government; you will establish a 
different revenue system; you will have a government of colonies 
you 
will have tariff duties laid according to the wisdom or unwisdom 
of Congress, at least according to its volition, operating in the 
colonies in a different way from that provided for the balance of 
the United States and without any regard to the Constitution. I 
do not see how this can be brought about. 

The Constitution operatesin this particular proprio vigore. The 
Constitution of the United States takes hold of the imports from 
these distant possessions and lays upon them the tariff duties that 
are charged everywhere over the United States, and none other. 
There can be none upon the imports into the United States from 
those countries and there can be no other upon imports from for- 
eign countries into the Philippines than is exacted from the bal- 
ance of the nations of the world. There must be an absolute 
uniformity, or this language of the Constitution is meaningless, or 
Congress has the unlimited powers which are claimed for it. 

Mr. President, I have diverged somewhat from a discussion of 
the Constitution working of its own vigor in the matter of carry- 
ing these personal guaranties to the Territories into a discussion 
of the uniformity of taxation as applicable to the Territories, led 
into it to some extent by the question propounded to me. 

There are a number of decisions on the matter of the right of 
the people of the Territories to have the constitutional guaranties 
of trial by jury applied tothem. In the case of Callan vs. Wilson 
(120 U. S., page 547) the constitutional guaranty of trial by jury 
was applied to citizens of a Territory. The decision of the court, 
Justice Harlan delivering the opinion, is as follows: 


It is contended by the appellant that the Constitution of the United States 
secured to him the right to be tried by a jury, and that, the right having 
been denied, the police court-was without jurisdiction to impose a fine upon 
him, or order him to be imprisoned until such fine was paid. This precise 
question is now, for the first time, presented for determination by this 
court. * * * 

The third article of the Constitution provides that ‘‘ the trial of all crimes, 
except in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury, and such trials shall be held 
in the State where the said crimes shall have been committed; but when not 
committed within any State. the trial shall be at such place or places as the 
Congress may by law have directed.” The fifth amendment provides that 
no person shall ** be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process 
of law.” By the sixth amendment it is declared that in “all crinainal prose 
cutions the accused shall enjoy the right toa speedy and public trial, by an 
impartial jury of the State and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have previously been ascertained by law 
and to be informed of the nature a cause of the accusation; to be con- 
fronted with the witnesses against him, to have compulsory process for ob- 
taining witnesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his 
defense.” * * * 

The contention of the Goverrment is that the Constitution does not re- 
quire that the right of trial by jury shall be secured to the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. * * * 
og a careful examination of this position we are of opinion that it can 

: Sustained without violence to the letter and spirit of the Constitu- 

* * 

There is nothing in the history of the Constitution or of the original amend- 
ments to justify the assertion that the people of this District may be lawfully 
<< of the benefitof any of the constitutional guaranties of life, liberty, 
and property, especially of the privilege of trial by jury in criminal cases. 
In the draft of a constitution reported by the committee of five on the 6th 
day of August, 1787, in the convention which framed the Constitution, the 
fourth section of Article XI read that “the trial of all criminal offenses (ex- 
cept in cases of im hment) shall be in the States where they shall have 
been committed, and shall be by jury.” (I Elliott’s Deb., But that article 
was, by unanimous vote, annended so as to read: ‘‘The trialof all crimes (ex 
cept in cases of impeachment) shall be by jury; and such trial shall be held 
in the State where the said crime shall have been committed; but when not 
committed within any State, then the trial shall be at such place or places as 
the Legislature may direct.” (1d.,270.) “Theobjectof thusamending the sec 
tion,” says Mr. Maciison, “was to provide for trial by jury of offenses com 
mitted out of any State.” (3 Madison Papers, 144.) * * * We can not 
think that the people of this District have, in that regard, less rights than 
those accorded to the people of the Territories of the United States. 


So in Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., page 708) the question 
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was upon the unanimity of a verdict. The court, Mr. Chief Jus- 
tice Fuller delivering the opinion, say: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a 
verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and the 
act of Congress could not impart the power to change the constitutional rule, 
and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 

The act of Congress was set aside as unconstitutional because 
it provided for a verdict that was rendered by a less number than 
twelve. 

The case of Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. 8., page 346) is to the 
same effect. The court, Mr. Justice Harlan delivering the opin- 
ion, say: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to the 
right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 

On page 350 the court say: 

It must consequently be taken that the word jary and the words trial by 
jury were placed in the Constitution of the United States with reference to 
the meaning affixed to them in the law as it was in this country and in Eng- 
land at the time of the adoption of that instrument; and that when Thomp- 
son committed the offense of grand larceny in the Territory of Utah—which 
was under the complete jurisdiction of the United States for all purposes of 
government and legislation—the supreme law of the land required that he 
sbould be tried by a jury composed of not less than twelve persons. 

I would not cite these opinions were it not that this unlimited 
power of Congress to dispense with the guaranties of the Consti- 
tution in the matter of jury trials had been urged in this Cham- 
ber. I believe the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ross] quoted a case 
in In re Ross which he thought established the fact that even in 
the matter of jury trials the Congress of the United States could 
set aside the guaranties in the amendments to the Constitution. 
The decision in In re Ross is found in 140 United States, and this 
is the opinion of the court: 

By the Constitution a government is ordained and established “for the 
United States of America” and not for countries outside of their limits. The 

uaranties it affords against accusation of capital or infamous crimes, except 

vy indictment or presentment by a grand jury, and for an im jal trial by 
a jury when thus accused, apply only tocitizens and others within the United 
States, or who are brought there for trial for alleged offenses committed else- 
where, and not to residents or temporary sojournersabroad. (Cook vs. United 
States, 138 U. 8.157, 181.) The Constitution can have no operation in an- 
other country. When, therefore, the representatives or officers of our Gov- 
ernment are permitted to exercise authority of any kind in another country 
it must be on such conditions as the two countries may agree, the laws of 
neither one being obligatory upon the other. The deck of a private Ameri- 
can vessel, it is true, is considered for many purposes constructively as terri- 
tory of the United States, yet persons on board of such vessels, whether 
officers, sailors, or passengers, can not invoke the protection of the provisions 
referred to until brought within the actual territorial boundaries of the 

United States; and, besides, their enforcement abroad in numerous places 
where it would be highly important to have consuls invested with judicial 
authority would be impracticable from the impossibility of obtaining a com- 

yotent grand or petit jury. The requirement of such a body to accuse and 
to try an offender would in a majority of cases cause an abandonment of all 
prosecution. The framers of the Constitution, who were fully aware of the 
necessity of having judicial authority exercised by our consuls in non-Chris- 
tian countries, if commercial intercourse was to had with their people 
never could have sup d that all the guaranties in the administration o: 
the law upon criminals at home were to be transferred to such consular es- 
tablishments and applied before an American who had committed a felony 
there could be accused and tried. 

What were the facts in this case? An American ship in a har- 
bor in Japan had on board a seaman who was a British subject. 
He then and there committed the crime of murder within the 
territorial jurisdiction of Japan. He was arrested, tried, and 
condemned before a consular court established by treaty between 
the United States and Japan. He was condemned to death. He 
appealed to the President for a pardon. His sentence was com- 
muted to life imprisonment. While in prison at Albany, N. Y., 
I believe, he sued out a writ of habeas corpus and the judge in 
rendering his decision, from which I have quoted, refused the 
habeas corpus. 

_ Mr. President, does that establish the point sought to be estab- 
lished by the Senator from Vermont? Not only does it not estab- 
lish the contention of the Senator from Vermont, but it directl 
refutes his contention; for it is asserted in this judgment, whic 
is true, that the United States has no jurisdiction in foreign coun- 
tries; that it is only by the comity of nations that it is allowed in 
these non-Christian countries to establish consular courts. This 
man could have been tried by the authorities of Japan, who pri- 
marily had jurisdiction. Notwithstanding the constructive ex- 
tension of our territory over the ships that sail under our flag, the 
actual jurisdiction and the actual territory were in the forei 
Government, and the United States only stipulated in behalf of its 
citizens for a fairer trial, one paying more respect to law and 
justice than would otherwise be obtained in such non-Christian 
courts. 

But, says the judge, after the criminal is brought Within our 
territories he is subject to trial according to the Constitution of 
the United States, and the Constitution of the United States guar- 
antees to him the right of a by a grand jury, the right 
of trial by a = jury, and a verdict of the whole {ary in cases of 
felony. So this contention of the Senator from Vermont falls, 
This decision establishes precisely the reverse of unlimited power 
upon the part of Congress, and it does establish that any citizen of 
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the United States ome within the Territorial jurisdiction, .¢ «, 
United States is entitled to a trial by jury. Where, \\; p,..” 
dent, will these implied powers end, if a citizen of to [,. 5 
States can be jerked up and tried without a jury? _ 
Mr. President, I had a quotation from Mr. Webste; 
great argument with Mr. Hayne almost broke down, if ), 
broke down, the theory that the Constitution was the ; 
of acompact between the sovereign States and not t), 
ant of the will of the peo le. AslIcan not now lay my ha 
the quotation, I will read one from a contemporary « 5 
held precisely the opposite view about the Federal Constit,:;.,.. 
Mr. TELLER, The opposite view? os 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, in regard to the nature of Feder.) 
stitution; one who was equally as emphatic as Mr. We))s:. ;. 
fer to the great statesman of South Carolina, Mr. ('a)jjoy 
quote from his speeches, page 411 of his works, volum: 
That it would be contrary to the genius and character of our (j 
and subversive of our free popular institutions to hold Mexico 
province isa paqpeties too clear forargument before a body s 
as the Senate. You know the American Constitution too w; 
looked into history, and are too well acquainted with the fatal 
large provincial possessions have ever had on the institutions of fron = 
to need any proof to satisfy you how hostile it would be to the instj:),; 
this country to hold Mexicoas a subject province. There is not an > 
on record of any free state holding a province of the same extent anid). 
tion without disastrous consequences. The nations conquered ani aoe 
province have, in time, retaliated by destroying the liberty of their o. 
querors ‘hrowgh the corsupting effect of extended patronage and irrespoy 
sible power. Such, certainly, would be our case. The conquest of * 
would add so vastly to the patronage of this Government that it wo; 
absorb the whole powers of the State; the Union would become an impr, 
power, and the States reduced to mere subordinate corporations. But ¢), 
evil would not end there; the process would go on, and the power 
ferred from the States to the Union would be transferred from tho | 
tivedepartment tothe Executive. All the immense patronage which }ojqin> 
it asa province would create—the maintenance of a large army to }\o\d \: i. 
subjection and the appointment of a multitude of civil officers neces ‘ 
govern it—wonuld be vested in him. The t influence which it w 
the President would be the means of controlling the legislative de; 
and subjecting it to his dictation, especially when combined wit 
ciple of proscription which has now become the established practice of tha 
Government. Thestruggle to obtain the Presidential chair would become 
proportionably great—so great as to destroy the freedom of elections. The 
= yeu be anarchy or despotism, as certain as Iam now addressing the 
nate. 


I believe those words are prophetic. I believe that the end of 
empire is destruction, I believe when the Constitution of the 
United States is wrenched from its moorings and carried into 
these remote seas and is established there in despotic sway, that 
it is the beginning of the end of the Republic. All these evils 
spoken of by Mr. Calhoun would necessarily flow, all the vast pat- 
ronage which proconsular appointments to those distant posses- 
sions would give, ali the innumerable jobs which would spring 
from such possessions, would necessarily corrupt the people at 
home just as the eens of Rome corrupted the Roman citi- 
zens and destroyed that great Republic. 

Mr. President, we have heard a at deal about Congressional 
power. We have heard a great deal about the limitation of our 
Constitution to our present dimensions. It has been stoutly de 
nied that the Constitution extends over our new territories. It 
has been sane denied that any of these people whom we take in 
are people of the United States, and all this in line with the im- 

rial policy of the present. The Declaration of In lependence 

been set aside as a worn-out / mente It is one of these 
rochial nem spoken of by a distinguished member of the 
abinet which ought not to claim our attention at all, but we 
ought to set our eyes upon those heights where glory crowned 
American freedom sits. here that is I am not now able to sy. 
We are invited to go upon a voyage to Cathay and explore a! the 
riches of the ancient Empire of China; and in order to ‘lo this we 
must set up an imperial sway inthe Philippine Islands. 

I believe that it is not inopportune to uss the principle of 
governments being founded on the consent of the governe!. 1 
not believe the Declaration of Independence is a dead letter. 1“ 
not believe that it has no connection at all with the present po! 
cies of the Government. I do not believe that it can be st as" 
I believe that it is and parcel of the Constitution of the Unite! 
States. This great nationa ys he earn for by the Senator from 
Connecticut I concede, but, sir, the American nation spruns!!? 
existence before the American nation ordained the Constitution 
of the United States. The people who framed the Constituns 
of the United States, acting by their delegates to the Cons'™ 
tional Convention, were the same ple who announce: as tie 
living principle of American liberty that all governments con" 
their just powers from the consent of the governed. Au! wh 
were they? They were the people of the United States of Aur 
ica, and the delegates to the Continental Congress spoke 11 veut! 
of that people. aes mi 

When that Declaration was sent abroad as a princip!¢ 0! 8° 
ernment it was sent by and with the authority of the Ame 0 
people. It was as much the voice of a nation as the vn 
proclaimed the Constitution of the United States. ig rer 
then came into birth. That same nationality, however! ™c’ 


t. 
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have been scattered and dissipated throughout the 13 original | 
colonies, existed throughout the war of independence; and when | 
the war was over, the same people who framed the Declaration of | 
Independence framed the Constitution of the United States, and 
there has never yet been a statesman of any merit or distinction 
in the United States who has ever held that the people of the 
United States were not the ultimate foundation of all sovereignty, 
that the people of the United States themselves did not constitute 
sovereignty. And who are the people of the United States, Mr. | 
President? For whom was the Constitution of the United States 
framed? Was it framed entirely for the people then living and 
the heirs of their body? When the representatives of the people 
sent forth the Constitution of the United States, they declared 
that they ordained and established that Constitution for them- 
selves and their posterity in order that they might enjoy the 
blessings of peace and liberty. 

And who, Mr. President, are the posterity of the framers of the | 
Constitution? TheConstitution provides for naturalizing foreign- 
ers. Will anyone say that the 10,000,000 Germans in the United 
States are not our “‘ posterity” in the sense that word is used in | 
the Constitution of the United States. Have they not been 
“adopted” by naturalization? Will anyone deny that any human 
being taken within the jurisdiction of the United States is the 
posterity spoken of by the framers of the Constitution? When 
the population of the province of Louisiana were taken in by 
adoption they became heirs to all the privileges and immunities | 
and rights granted by the Constitution of the United States to 
freemen coming within the operation of its provisions and coming 
under the jurisdiction of its flag. 

Mr. President, I am not entirely without support in the con- 
tention I make that the Declaration of Independence is a part and 
parcel of our organic law. Sir, that Declaration stated the foun- 
dation of government. It stated that all governments derive their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. That is the living, 
energizing principle of the Declaration of Independence, and that | 
is incorporated as a part of the Constitution of the United States. 
In pursuance of that Declaration the Constitution of the United 
States was framed so as to give representative government, and 
so that the consent of the governed could be had in an unmistaka- 
ble form. 

In this connection I will state that it does not make any differ- 
ence whether the consent of the governed is expressed in one form 
oranother. Any government of civilized people which is toler- 
ated by that people, which is acquiesced in by that people, is pre- 
sumably the government of their consent. Would anyone say 
the constitutional monarchy of Germany is not a government 
founded upon the consent of the governed? I think not. Would 
anyone hold that the voluntary obedience of a half-civilized peo- 
ple to their rulers, that their acquiescence in a government for 
ages, for instance, the ancient Empire of China, is not a govern- 
ment founded on the consent of the people? I think not. But in 
order to give the consent of the people an active form, the Consti- 
tution of the United States, m led and grounded upon the Dec- 
laration of Independence, provided for a representative form of 
government, I quote from Pomeroy on Constitutional Law, page 
36, section 52: 

Again, the Declaration of Independence was not the work of thirteen sepa- 
ratecolonies, each acting in an assumed sovereign capacity, but of the united 


colonies, acting in a national capacity, through their delegates in Congress 
assembled. Con: 
recommend its adoption their local legislatures; nor did it need such in- 
dorsement to give it validity. State ratification, when made, was a work of 
supererogation. The Declaration was finally and forever established by the 
whole independent political society, through the means which they had ap- 
pointed. The language of the instrument itself indicates its nature and its 
origin. Nothing 
operative clauses indissolubly combine the idea of organic unity and nation- 
ality with that of independence. ‘ We, therefure, the representatives of the 
United States of America, in poe Con, 

Supreme Judge of the world for the rec 

name and by the authority of the 
ublish and declare, that these uni 
ree and independent States— 


‘This Declaration is made by and in the name of the good people 
of the colonies, declaring their independence of the British Crown— 
“that they are absolved from all allegiance to the British Crown, and that 


all political connection in is 
ought to be, . ee them and the State of Great Britain is, and 

. * * * * * * 
woe hever was, in fact, a moment's interval when the several States 
— _ h independentand sovereign. While colonies they unitedly resisted, 
which , declared that combined political society independent. The blow 
eat me fn the connection with the British Empire did not leave a disin- 
United wn mass made up of thirteen communities, now independent; it left a 
erei mss, ape unity, &@ nation the high attributes of sov- 
and a0 tower tant had swercioed. The Un ted States was then a fact, 

a called —the s competen 
a being people—is comy 


Here is the opinion of a very distinguished constitutional author 
oe not be accused of any desire to limit any of the powers of 
of hi ederal Government—that is manifest from an examination 

'8 writings—who declares that the Declaration of Independ- 
of a political unit, the people of the colonies in 





ess assembled, appealing to the 
tude of our intentions, do, in the 
people of these colonies, solemnly 
colonies are, and of right ought to be, 


ence was the act 





gress did not propose the Declaration to the States and | 


said of the independence of the several States, but the | 


| quest. 





their sovereign national capacity, and that Declaration has as 
much strength and bearing as if it were incorporated as an article 
of the Constitution of the United States, for that Constitution is 
framed upon this Declaration. The Constitution only carries into 


execution the general principles of government announced in the 
Declaration of Independence. 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 


question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator carry his contention under 
the Declaration of Independence to the extent of asserting that the 
United States has no constitutional power at the end of a war with 
a foreign government, and in settlement of it, to exact and to ac- 
cept inhabited territory as a ceded conquest without the consent 
of its inhabitants? Does the Senator apply the doctrine for which 
he is contending to such a case as that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido. I contend, in answer to the question of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, that we can wage no war of con- 
I contend that every line and word of the Constitution of 
the United States only authorizes us to make war for the common 
defense. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator contends that the acquisi- 


| tion of California from Mexico at the end of the Mexican war was 


unconstitutional. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator admits that we may take at 
the end of a war, justifiable in its inauguration and conduct, in- 
habited territory as indemnity, accompanied by cession, without 
the consent? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, that depends upon the nature 
and character of the territory and its inhabitants, and its inhab- 
itants especially. If there is a people, if there is a nationality, if 
there is the germ of nationality, you must procure the consent of 
that people or you violate the fundamental principles of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, if the Senator will permit me, his con- 
tention is that we have no constitutional power at the end of a 
war between ourselves and another government to accept by way 
of indemnity and take a cession of the territory of another gov- 
ernment, or anothernation, nota partytothewar. That lagreeto. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I did not contend that we could not take by 
agreement the territory of another nation not at war. I said we 


could not take the territory of a nation with whom we were at 
war if that territory were inhabited by a people with the germ of 
nationality and with a capacity to give national consent. 

Mr. SPOONER, Oh! 

Mr, CAFFERY. Mr. President, I see— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will permit me. Do not almost 


every people have the germ of nationality? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No,sir. A wandering, nomadic tribe has no 
nationality. A scattered, roving band of Indians have no nation- 
ality or any step or progress toward nationality. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said the germ of nationality. 
the Senator from Louisiana said. 

Mr.CAFFERY. They have not the germ of nationality. 
have no starting point and they end nowhere. 

But, sir, under the Constitution of the United States, in my 
opinion, the Declaration of Independence forming a part and 
parcel of that august instrument, you can not take any people 
who have the capacity to form a government and have the germs 
of nationality into the territory of the United States without their 
consent. You can not take the Canadians without their consent. 
If a war was waged against Great Britain and the United States 
triumphed, as everybody knows she would triumph, and Canada 
was sought to be taken by the United States to indemnify the 
United States for the expenses incurred in that war, I do not be- 
lieve, without a violation of our organic instrument, without a 
violation of our traditions of government, without a violation of 
that Declaration made on the 4th of July, 1776, that you could 
take those people and force upon them the Government of the 
United States without their will or consent. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is the position that I assume. 

Mr. SPOONER. -Why? Will the Senator say why not? 

Mr. TELLER. Give us a reason. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Why not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Because it is repugnant not only tothe genius 
and the spirit of our Constitution, but it is repugnant to the very 
letter of that document, which, though not contemporaneous, is 
linked in with the Constitution and becomes a part of the Con- 
stitution, and is the corner stone of the Constitution which you 
have adopted in every ordinance that you have made, which per- 
vades the American mind, which is a part of their political rights 
and political heritage, and which when it departs liberty will 
depart and free government depart. That is what I believe. I 


That is what 


They 


believe that our ancestors in that Declaration of Independence 
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did more than to announce a principle of government for them- 
selves directly; they announced it for the world, and the world 
has profited by it. 

I believe in no war of aggression. I do not believe you can ab- 
sorb any people who are a people against their will and consent; 
and I believe, from the facts as detailed by our own officers and 
observant travelers, that the Filipinos are such a nation and have 
the germs of a national life, and that we can not, without violation 
of our Constitution itself, kill them to civilize them, slaughter 
them to give them liberty. That is what I do not believe you 
can do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, The Senator said, in answer to the ques- 
tions of the Senator from Wisconsin, that it all depended upon 
whether or not these people had the germ of nationality or were 
in reality a people. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Who is to determine whether they have the 
germ or not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is largely to be determined by the con- 
science and the judgment of both parties. We can not assume to 
deny a nationality that exists as a matter of fact. Suppose we 
had taken Spain. From all accounts the Filipino government is 
quite as good as that of Spain. The Filipino had almost as much 
liberty as the individual Spaniard. Now, suppose that instead of 
taking the Philippines we had chosen to take the Kingdom of 
Spain as indemnity, could we assume to say that they did not 
have a national life? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit me? 
Suppose we had chosen, after a long and expensive war with Spain, 
to take a portion of the Spanish domain as indemnity, would we 
have been obliged to have asked and obtained the consent of the 
inhabitants of that portion? 

Mr. CAFFERY,. I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Andif they did not consent, would we be pre- 
cluded from any indemnity by way of territory? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think so, sir, If they are a part of that 
nationality, you can not segregate them. You could not destroy 
the nationality piecemeal. You could not take part of Barcelona 
or Cadiz, a part of Castile and alittle part of Andalusia, and leave 
the Spaniards confined to the middle of the —— 

Mr, SPOONER. Did we not destroy the nationality of Mexico 
ee when we took a part of Mexican territory and its in- 
1abitants? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. We did not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, 

Mr. TELLER. Why not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator would say we would have 
had no power to take Puerto Rico as indemnity if any of the 
Puerto Ricans had objected? 

Mr. CAFFERY, I am not aware that the Puerto Ricans had 
national life. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not know whether they had or not. I 
rather think they had. I think they had more than the Cubans, 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the germ of nationality is a little dif- 
ficult to define? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, it is. 
pends on its own circumstances. 

Mr. SPOONER, I only want to get at the Senator’s views. 
Does he say that we would have had no power to exact as in- 
demnity at the end of the war Puerto Rico if it had not been entirely 
agreeable to its people? 

Mr. CAFFERY., In this icular war we had no right to ex- 
act any indemnity from anybody. 

Mr. SPOONER. But leave that out. On general principles? 

Mr. CAFFERY. On general principles I would state that I do 
not think we would have the right. 

Mr. SPOONER, Then the Senator would say that the United 
States, unlike any other nation in the world, is precluded by the 
Declaration of Independence from accepting or exacting at the 
end of a war as indemnity inhabited territory unless it is inhab- 
ited by nomadic tribes without a germ? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Weil. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, people who never could become, 
under any circumstances, a nationality. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I would drop them like I would 
a hot potato if they had the germ of imperialism, whatever sort 
of nationality they had. I think that is one of these microbes 
that eats its poisonous way into the vitals of republics. But this 
is a cross-examination, Mr. President. Of course I am only laying 
down the general principles. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CAFFERY, I do not object, as a matter of course, 


I admit that. Every case de- 
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Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisian; 
a question. rors 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Lon;.; 
ana yield to the Senator from Colorado? er 

Mr. CAFFERY, Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator seems to think if there is an orzan 
ized society, then it must be consulted. ee 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. Wastherenotan organized society in Louisiana: 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. oe 

Mr. TELLER. You say there was not? 

Mr, CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mur, TELLER. Then I will put the question as to other sections 
that I think you will have to admit, although I could challen., 
your statement that there was not an organized society ther» 
They had a government. : ' 

Mr. CAFFE%Y. That is a lifference of opinion about a matter 
of fact. I do not think there was, , 

Mr. TELLER. Take the province of California, which was a 
political organization and had been for many years. The sao 
was true of New Mexico. Both of them had governments and 4)! 
the appliances of civilized governments, of course, under the gon. 
eral power of Mexico. Now, was it necessary to consult them? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it was not. 

Mr. TELLER. Wili the Senator tell us why? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Because they had nothing but a municipal 
life. They had ro national life. 

Mr. TELLER. But they were a part of a national life. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The territory was so vast, the population was 
so scattered, that it was impossible in that particular instance that 
there should have been either an incipient or a complete national 
life. Now, then, if we do, under the stress of circumstances. take 
territory inhabited by a sparse yaa. and that population has 
no onan? to give or to withhold a national consent, I do not see 
any objection to taking them within our territory. 
case_of Louisiana—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, if the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Permit me to state. Just pardon me for a 
moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr, CAFFERY. My friend from Colorado has stated that he 
thinks that there was a national life there. Now, in that whole 
territory, running from almost the Canadian border to the Gulf 
and west of the Mississippi River to the territories of Spain and 
California, the whole number of inhabitants, according to the 
census report taken by a United States collector of customs, | 
think, in 1803, amounted to but 49,000 people. 

Mr, TELLER. That is quite right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There were about 8,000 of that population in 
the city of New Orleans. The parishes—they were then called par- 
ishes, for the subdivisions of my State instead of being called 
counties are called parishes—were very thinly settled. Al! of that 
territory, 1,800,000 square miles of territory, larger in area than 
the whole of the Northwest Territory with the original thirteen 
States, was only inhabited, black and white, by 49,000 people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? They were not 
nomadic tribes, were they? 

Mr. CAFFERY. They were notexactly nomadic, but they were 
mostly pioneers, adventurers. The mass of the population was 
congested in the city of New Orleans. But here was this immense 
territory, big enough for an empire. You can not say there was 
a national life or any approach to a national life in that territory. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean to say that picncers 
have no right to come in under the Declaration? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; I do not mean any such thing. Pioneers 
have as much national life as anybody, if they get together into 
an organized society, as a matter of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean to say that 49,(0 pe 

le have not as much right to consent and to govern under the 
laration? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not say any such thing. I say that the 
49,000 people, inhabiting an area of 1,800,000 square miles, ws 4 
population practically so small in comparison to the area, Laving 
nothing but a municipal government under the authority © 
— they had no national life and could not have any national 


e. 

Mr. SPOONER. That depends not only on the number 0! per 
ple, but upon the size of the territory? ol 

Mr. CAFFERY. It does not, sir. If there are 49,000 peop!e'n 
any little republic on God's earth or any little empire or cingdom 
that has an organized government, that have their courts, the'r 
system of government, that society is protected against America! 

ion under the Declaration of Independence. 

But that sort of a society is by no means paralleled by the con 
dition of Louisiana. Here wasa vastterritory, most of it uninhab- 
ited. I believe that that territory was properly acquired, and any 


Now, in the 
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r territory under the same conditions would be properly ac- 
er Uf 
quired 

N 


4 3R. Sodowe. We believe that. 

Mr. TEU ERY. And I believe the mass of the people there, if 

: ™ had been taken, would have voted to come into the United 
Spates; all, perhaps, except the French residents of the city of New 
0 leans. : 

‘Mr. PLATT 
‘ ostic n? ; 
ne CAFFERY. Certainly, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
°. But suppose Mexico makes war upon us, and we carry the 


oth 


The Senator is very kind in yield- 


i ic Mexico? 
ar into Mexico and conquer 2 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Have we got to consult the peo- 
ple there as to what we will do? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. You can not wage any war of ag- 
cression. It is not only ingrafted into our political framework of 
sovernment, but there is the authority of the United States Su- 
preme Court maintaining that position, the case of Fleming vs. 
Page, and also in @ case In which Mr. Justice Clifford rendered 


the opinion of the court. 


(Fleming vs. Page, 9 Howard, page 614, Chief Justice Taney.) 


But the genius and character of our institutions are peaceful, and the 

wer to declare war was not conferred upon Congress for the purpose of 
p eression or aggrandizement, but to enable the General Government to vin- 
dicate by arms, if it should become necessary, its own rights and the rights 
if its cl ens. 
. — therefore, declared by Congress can never be presumed to be waged 
for the purpose of conquest or the acquisition of territory; nor does the law 
declaring the war imply an authority to the President to enlarge the limits 
of the United States by subjugating theenemy’scountry. The United States, 
it is true, may extend its boundaries by conquest or treaty, and may demand 
the cession of territory as the condition of peace in order to indemnify its 
citizens for the injuries they have suffered or to reimburse the Government 
for the expenses of the war. But this can be done qnly by the treaty-makin 
power or Phe legislative authority, and is not a part of the power conferrec 
upon the President by the declaration of war. As Commander in Chief he 
is authorized to direct the movements of the naval and military forces 
pleaed by law at his command and employ them in the manner he may deem 
most effectual to harass and conquer and subdue theenemy. He may invade 
the hostile country and subject it to the sovereignty and authority of the 
United States. But his conquests do not enlarge the boundaries of this Union 
norextend the operation of our institution and laws beyoni the limits before 
assigned to them by the legislative power. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE, Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said in answer to the question 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that the whole thing depends upon 
whether the individuals have a germ of nationality, and in answer 
to my question the Senator said that whether they had this germ 
of nationality would have to be determined by consulting the con- 
science of both parties. 

Mr, CAFFERY,. I think so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, passing over the rather pertinent 
query as to how you would find out what the conscience of both 
parties answered, suppose that the conscience of one party an- 
swered one thing and the conscience of another party answered 
the other thing, then where are you? Are you not simply at the 
point where you are go. to do just what the conscience of the 
party that is the stronger says? Is not that where the Senator's 
argument ends? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. My arguments never end in force. 
It is the argument of force, Mr. President, that has been pushed 
iorward before the Senate to vindicate the action of the United 
States in taking the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. ident—— 

“an PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
elds 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator, if he will pardon me for 
saying it, did not answer the question put by the Senator from 
Connecticut. The Senator from Connecticut 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Connecticut is perfectly 
quiescent. He has not complained, and the Senator from Wis- 
— is not his brother’s keeper in this regard. 

t. SPOONER. No, sir; but I am seeking for information, 


and I value the Senator's views. 
=. CAPFERY. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 
“a r. SPOONER. I regard him asa very able lawyer; I have 
exhibi nown aman anywhere who had stronger convictions or 
ited more moral in adhering to them than the Sena- 


‘or, and I should be very if he considered any interruption 


by me as other 
Mr. CAFFERY, I pardon of the Senator; I do not think 


Soatall. Itis only a little bitof pleasan I am much obliged 
to the Senator for hl Somaieeiatey harass. ; . 
an SOONER, Wal they are sincere. "The question which 


ut put to the Senator from Louisiana 
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of Connecticut. Now, may I ask the Senator a | 





| covet no other portion of God’s earth than that we possess. 
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was this: Whether if Mexico should wage war upon us in the 
prosecution of a war originating in self-defense, which oftentimes 





and nearly always involves aggression, that course were pursued, 


and we should insist upon a part of Mexico, whether we would be 
obliged to consult the inhabitants? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will answer that question precisely as I 
answered the Senator from Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER, If we took it as indemnity? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We can not take it as indemnity against the 
consent of the Mexicans. I answered that question distinctly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, what is there left to the United States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, we have an empire left. We 
Re- 
publics have been weakened by these extensive dominions stretch- 
ing abroad in every direction. Our strength lies in maintaining 
our institutions at home. Our strength lies in developing our 
own resources. Our strength did not come from distant foreign 
acquisition, and it never willcome from such acquisitions, Weak- 
ness rather, Mr. President, comes from extensive and distant for- 
eigndominions. Wehaveaninstanceof itrightnow. The great- 
est power of the earth is trembling to her very center in a war 
waged against less than a millicn of freemeninthe Transvaal; and 
if England's weakness is ever demonstrated to the world it will be 
through her extensive dominions abroad. She trembles to-day at 
the specter of the Russian Bear crawling over the Ural Moun- 
tains, and-well she may tremble at the result of the contest in the 
Transvaal. 

There the whole power of that mighty empire is unable to 
subdue 1,000,000 people, and half of them black. There is no 
strength in these extended dominions. There was no strength in 
them to the Roman Empire. Her downfall was precipitate, sud- 
den, and crushing when she went beyond the seas, the Adriatic, 
the Mediterranean, and the Atlantic, to subdue the nations of the 
earth. The very moment you take insuch people as the Mexicans 
and the Filipinos and these unassimilative nations, that very mo- 
ment you have inoculated our own Republic with a poison which 
will circulate through every vein in its political body. 

I do not believe that there is any warrant, any constitutional 
warrant anywhere, to take foreign territory as an indemnity or 
any other way against the consent of the people from whom you 
take it, if they are in a position to give a national consent; and at 
that doctrine I do not halt, whether it is a little republic or whether 
it is a vast empire. 

Now, Mr. President, look at the condition of the world to-day. 
Germany, France, England, and Russia are all greedy and vora- 
cious, ready to gobble up the Chinese Empire and partition it out 
among thei as a piece of personal property. The Declaration of 
Independence says to us, ** Beware, beware of such acquisitions 
of territory.” Not only I do not believe that the acquisition of 
foreign territory and an unassimilative people against their con- 
sent is weakness, but I believe it is an outrage andacrime. I 
believe it was weak and atrocious to take these people in the 
Philippine Islands who are fighting for their independence and, 
under the Pecksniffian garb of humanity, to murder and butcher 
them in order that they might enjoy the benefits of American 
liberty. 

Now, Mr. President, my amiable friends have diverted me a 
good deal. I want to say that there is warrant in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to justify the position I assume—that 
every particle of territory that we take in the United States, 
whether unduly or not, becomes a part and parcel of the United 
States; that the whole Constitution, not only the Bill of Rights, 
but the whole Constitution, proprio vigore, extends to that kind 
of acquisition. The Constitution declares that 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which sh¢tl be made 
in pursuance thereof and all treaties made or which shall be made under the 
authority of the United States shall be the supreme law of the land. 

Of what land? Of any land, all lands, every possession over 
which the jurisdiction of the United States extends. Youean not 
limit that phrase at any one time to certain boundaries. If the 
Constitution is supreme over all the land, how are you going to 
circumscribe the land which you yourself have brought within 
the jurisdiction of the Constitution. Whether ex invito, whether 
by their free will and ‘consent or not, the Constitution, proprio 
vigore, works there. 

Why, sir, the pretension is made here that Congress not only 
have power to rule despotically, but they have power to create a 
new form of government, founded on a new principle. The de- 
duction of my friend from Connecticut, for whom I have the great- 
est respect, that because the nation is supreme therefore Congress 
is supreme is to my mind a monstrous deduction, not warranted by 
the premises, one repugnant to every line and letter of the Consti- 
tution and to the spirit that breathes through that whole instru- 
ment. 

Mr. President, the power given to Congress to make all needful 
rules and regulations for the government of the Territories is 
nothing but a grant of an administrative power. Can Congress 
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make any and every rule and regulation it deems wise and proper? 
No, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does it mean, then, if the Senator will 
permit me, by saying “all needful rules and regulations?” 

Mr. CAFFERY. It means just what it says. It means that 
the Congress of the United States can only administer these Ter- 
ritories under and by virtue of the provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States, and it means nothing else. But the mean- 
ing of the imperialists is that side by side with this Republic you 
erect an empire. Taking this Republic as a foundation, you erect 
on its base a superstructure of tyranny and despotism. That is 
the principle; that is your argument—govern at will; govern un- 
limitedly; we have the inherent power; there is nothing to re- 
strain us; the Constitution has given it tous. I deny that propo- 
sition. You can not infer absolutism from a grant of administra- 
tion. That grant must be confined to the purpose for which it 
was given, and that purpose is to govern these Territories under 
the prgyisions of the Constitution, and no other purpose. 

I will not say anything, Mr. President, in regard to the consti- 
tutional purpose for which we can take territory. Notwithstand- 
ing the decision in the Dred Scott case is belittled and derided, 
that part of the decision which says that the only constitutional 

yurpose for which we can acquire territory is to make new States 
es never been controverted, and can not be successfully contro- 
verted. 

The opinion of Mr, Webster and Mr. Calhoun and I believe the 
opinion of every distinguished man of their period was that there 
was no power in the Constitution of the United States for Congress 
to take and to hold as subject colonies the territories acquired by 
the United States. 

What do you doif you carry out the doctrine of the brilliant 
junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]? You makea new 
kind of government; you establish a tyranny, a despotism, in the 
Philippine Islands; you hold them perpetually in sway; you es- 
tablish a proconsular government. It is a delightful piece of in- 
formation to be told that our foreign governors will be highly 
gifted men, so much so that their government will have a bene- 
ficial, reflex action upon us at home. It is very delightful to be 
told that; but I had rather confine myself as to the consequences 
of that sort of government to the experience of all past ages, to 
the experience of all republics, proving that sort of government 
was absolutely destructive of the republic which undertook it. 

You can not create a government byimplication. Is itnot won- 
derful, sir, that the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States should have undertaken to guard so sedulously, so carefully, 
the liberties of the people against our own governors here at home, 
our own functionaries right here, where a vigilant people and an 
enlightened press could take note of every departure from the 
principles of liberty, and should have given Congress the power 
to establish in distant lands beyond the sea an empire beyond con- 
trol of the people, without any of the safeguards that our fathers 
provided for the security of our liberties? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
tell the Senate what he means by our establishing an empire in 
the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I mean this, Mr. President: I mean that the 
power is contended for that Congress can establish in the Philip- 
pine Islands, or in any other territory that we may acquire, just 
such a government as Congress pleases, and that that government 
shall be made permanent if Congress shall please. That is what 
Icallanempire. That is what I call despotism. That is what I 
call a government created by Congressional action without the 
warrant of the Constitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question, as he has very kindly yielded to the Senator from Con- 
necticut? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator was speaking about safe- 
guards. How would the establishment of such a government as 
that take away or affect any of the safeguards with which the 
Senator says we are surrounded here? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is very easy—conceding all the power of ap- 
ointment to rest with the President of the Dnited tates. The 
Jnited States Constitution would be ignored in the government 

of such aterritory. The President could appoint one man as gov- 
ernor, one as captain-general, another as judge; and the whole 
government, in fact, would lodge in the hands of the President of 
the United States. That government is not a government con- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States. That is the 
government of Spain. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not that system substantially 
now apply in all the Territories of the United States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ah, Mr. President, that is simply in the tute- 
lage of those Territories; that is not a permanency. 


A R y v, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been. 

Mr, CAFFERY, When the President of the United Si... ,. 
points the governor of a Territory, he eppoints that gover)... 
the initial step toward statehood. He does not appoint tha; .... 
ernor to continue during life, another governor to fo )}ow 1: 
and another governor to follow him, down to the last syiJa)). 
recorded time. Your permanent plan establishes empire. \.. 
have assumed greater power than the German Kaiser exerci... 
He has no such power in Germany, and there is nota despotic... 
Europe—there are very few now there—there is not a gover) acon 
of Europe that would leave such unlimited power in the hands. 
the President as that contended for by the gentlemen who »,),,. 
cate the policy of imperialism. Govern those people perpety,))y_ 
permanently, without representation, without any voice in on! 
Government—if that is not despotism, Mr. President. | should 
like to know what despotism is; if that is not tyranny under tho 
American view, I should like to know what tyranny is. : 

The truth is, if the Senator from Indiana is to be taker ac o 
authority on that point, we had no business ever to tak thon 
islands. If those people are incapable of self-government, as };, 
says they are, then you have ingrafted perpetually uyon tho 
American Government a foreign growth, to be controlled. eres. 
sarily, by some central despotic power here; and that, | say. js 
repugnant not only to the letter, but to the spirit of our (4p. 
stitution. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE,. I understand the Senator to say that jy 
those people are incapable of self-government, then it is necessary 


sary 


that they should be govarned by a central and, ashe says, despoti: 


power? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; but let that central and despotic 
wer be one established by themselves, if they want it: Jet ys 
esp our hands off of all despotism, and let some other hands en. 
— beneficent pleasure of ruling a subject people. 
F TELLER, ill the Senator allow me to ask him a ques. 
tion 


Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator from Louisiana contend that 


Islands? e 

Mr. CAFFERY. The military arm of the Constitution is in 
force; not the ful arm of it. 

Mr. TELLER. But I want to know whether the Constitution 
is there ao of any restriction? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Itis there constructively; it is not ther 
tually; and you do not propose to put it there actually. 

Mr. TELLER. But how can we put it there actually? That is 
the question. 

Mr. CAFFERY,. Well, Mr. President, the Senator from Colo- 
rado knows just as well as I do that the Filipinos and we have 
been waging war against each other ever since last February, just 
a year ago, and that it has been impossible for us to have an actual 
possession of that territory. I do not see any point in stating 
whether the Constitution is actually there or not in view of the 
military operations going on in that territory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire now to ask the Senator 
a question, for which I have — obtained his consent. 

r. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I assume two things: First, that 
we are in possession of the tse gw Islands and have a legal 
title there; second, that the people there are not capable of sell- 

overnment. What, under those circumstances, sia!! ? 
hall we get out, or shall we try to bring them up to a condition 
where they will be capable of self-government? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I would say to the Senator 
from Connecticut, turn them loose as soon as youcan doso, that 
is _ my idea about it. : 

. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that would 
be better for those people? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be better for us. ee 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or is it better to try to bring them 
up to the enjoyment of the blessings and the privileges of free 
government? oe 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be better for us to turn tlicm ‘00° 
as soon as we could, considering all the circumstances. , 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will allow me, would it not ®°® 
great deal better for us, whether it would be better for tie 
pinos or not? 3s he 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be better for us; and what vou’ 
better for us would be better for them. sail 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal of the humanitana. 
idea of subduing people to civilize them, of killing them ‘ ‘ rit 
tianize them, of murd them to give them the benel' « 
good government. I should like to know, Mr. President. wh*''s 
the condition of the provinces of England? I should like to kn 
whether all history does not teach us that no people have ev? 


ac- 
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wrought out on ew of themselves, through themselves, 
y their own effo 
on a ‘a time in the history of the world when these dark 
aces, Whom We are now oppressing in the Tropics, had more of 
ryilization and enlightenment than the Aryan race, which is now 
rae them. The Mongolian races in China had a civiliza- 
ope antedating ours. There was a time when our ancestors were 
pn te in the forests hunting, pursuing a nomadiclife, when these 
peoples were partially civilized and enjoying the blessings of gov- 
a transition of human affairs we now have arrived at the 
highest degree of excellence in civilization that the world ever 
a But Se that civilization give us any charter toimpose upon 
ple with fire and sword our particular civilization, our partic- 
Lee views of government? No, sir. If we will continue in the 
lan that we have heretofore adopted of disseminating the princi- 
Pies of our free government in peaceful methods, we may and will, 
f believe, in God’s providence, live to see a plentiful harvest 
reaped from the seed of liberty we sow abroad. I believe that by 
peaceful methods we can instill our principle of government into 
half-civilized and semibarbaric peoples better than by the Moham- 
medan principle of fire and sword. ‘ 
There is not a nation of the world to-day that holds subject 
peoples—Great Britain particularly—that does not feel the danger, 
the calamity, of insurrection among her subject tribes and the dis- 
memberment of empire in consequence. e people of India are 
sullen and discontented. They have not forgotten that the Sepoys 
were shot at the mouth of the cannon in the great mutiny of the 
fifties; and, sir, when they are civilized up to that point that the 
English propose to civilize them at their not very sin- 
cere humanitarian declarations, that will be the signal of the in- 
dependence of the Hindoos and the absolving of any allegiance 
that they may have to the British Crown. What good are those 
people to her? ; ; ; 5 
This thing of commercial greed, this thing of seeking foreign 
markets in semibarbaric countries is no justification for the ag- 
gressive war we are waging against the Filipinos. The game is 
not worth the candle. The trade statistics show that civilized 
nations deal mostly with civilized nations, and that the vast 
mass of our exports are to-day to civilized and not to savage 
peoples—more than nine-tenths of them. All this glittering, 
showy panorama of empire and riches amounts to nothing. It is 
an empty bauble; it is something that perhaps may enrich a few 
promoters and a few exploiters, but it will not benefit the mass 
of the American people; it never will benefit them, because that 
country is not capable of settlement by any white race. 
Notwithstanding the statement of the Senator from Indiana of 
the healing seas, of the delightful breezes, of the fertile soil, of 
the excellent health res by the zee there, the fact remains 
that there are not in the Philippine Islands 10,000 Spaniards, after 
three hundred years of occupation by them. There is no place 
on the globe where the white race has ever flourished in the Tropics 
or in the sub-Tropics; and if the prize is held out to the American 
yeoman that that distant country will afford him a home, will 
afford an opportunity for him to work up, as our ancestors did, 
from the wilderness into flourishing States and cities, that promise 
isvain. It is a promise that will bring nothing but disappoint- 
ment; and if we expect any addition to our strength 7 a great 
increase of our trade from the acquisition of the Philippine 
Islands, we shall be a very much disa pointed people. 
I believe it was the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonER], or 
perhaps it was the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT], who 
asked me what I would do with those _— Mr. President, I have 
thought but little on that point. I thin that the great error was 
committed when we ratified the treaty of peace. I think that was 
the beginning of our woes, and I think the quicker we can get rid 
of the complications and embarrassments attendant upon the rati- 
aa of that treaty the better it will be for the American Re- 
ic. 


Mr. STEWART. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator vote for the passage of a 
law at this time to dispose of those islands—to give them away, to 
give those people their independence to get rid of them? Would 
the Senator withdraw our Army there now and let the islands go? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not think now is the proper time for that. 

Mr. STEWART. When will the proper time be? 

Mr. CAFFERY. As soon as we have restored the status quo. 

= STEWART. Then the Senator— 
eal CAFFERY. Permit me to answer your question. As soon 
. We have restored the condition of affairs to such an extent that 
<a people can be assured of their independence, I believe that 
@ at an dec that we made in regard to Cuba ought to be 
ey to the Phil Islands. I believe from the facts I have 

that those are much more capable of self-government 
suntan the Cubans. I believe those people have every muni- 
and had every muniment of a republic when the coopera- 
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tion of Aguinaldo was used, if not invited, to crush the Spanish 
army. 


Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator from Louisiana dissatisfied 


with what is being done now? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Iam. 
Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator dissatisfied with what is being 


done and what has been done for the last month? Is there any- 
thing which has been done since Congress convened of which the 
Senator disapproves? 


Mr. CAFFERY. The Filipinos are in scattered bands, in insur- 


rectionary bands, and we insist upon imposing our Government 
upon them at the point of the bayonet. Thatisall. Wecontinue 
to do just what we started out to do. 


Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator stop the war right now? 
Mr. CAFFERY. I would call for an armistice; I would promise 


the Filipinos independence; and there never would be a gun fired 
afterwards, You can give these people peace the very moment 
you declare peaceful intentions, the very moment you declare 
your intention not to absorb them permanently and not to govern 
them despotically. Then you will not use any weapons; you will 
have no need to use weapons, but peace can be had by peaceful 
declarations. As I said, however, it is idle to talk about peace 
when both sides have arms in their hands and both sides are 
fighting. 


Mr. STEWART. Then your idea is that the soldiers of the 


United States should lay down their arms? 


Mr. CAFFERY. I have explained my ideas sufficiently, and 


there is no use catechising me upon such quibbling points. That 
is perfectly idle. My proposition is perfectly plain. 


ir. STEWART. Not to me. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Well, then, I can not give the Senator com- 


prehension of my bad points. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if 


it will not be out of the way. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator says that we made a mistake in 


ratifying the Spanish treaty. I want to know what the Senator 
would have done instead of ratifying the treaty—what his course 
would have been? I do not recall what he said about the treaty 
at the time it was pending? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I exerted my utmost powers 
to procure from the Congress of the United States a declaration 


in a joint resolution, just as was done in the case of Cuba, that the 


Filipinos are, and ought to be, a free and independent people. 


That is what I think ought to have been done, and I think the 
resolution of the Senator from Colorado—which was a most ad- 
mirable resolution, and which he himself says, if he had thought 
of it at the time, he would have made apply to the Philippines— 
if applied to the Philippines, would have covered the case ex- 
actly; it would fill all the requirements of the situation. If we 
had promised the Filipinos just that sort of autonomy, just that 
sort of freedom that we declared we would give to Cuba, we would 
not have had aripple of excitement, nor would there have been 
the slightest insurrection in those islands. 


Mr. TELLER. Would that have taken the place of the treaty? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We should not have ratified that treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. What right would we have had there unless we 
ratified the treaty? What amendment would the Senator have 


proposed to the treaty? 


r.CAFFERY. Just the amendment that my friend the Sen 
ator from Missouri offered to the treaty, substantially embodying 
the same proposition that the Senator from Colorado inserted in 
the Cuban declaration. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator would have made a treaty 
with Spain by which we should guarantee to those people freedom? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We would have amended the treaty. It was 
the easiest thing in the world todo. Spain would have done any- 
thing we wanted her to do. 

Mr. TELLER. We did not want her to do anything. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Spain was compelled to cede the Philippines 
almost at the point of the bayonet—everybody knows that—and 
Spain would have signed a treaty in which there was incorporated 
the same declaration in regard to the Philippines that we incor- 
porated in refetence to Cuba. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator, if he believes, as he 
has asserted several times here this afternoon, that at the time of 
the ratification of the treaty there was a de facto government over 
there, and that the people are capable of self-government, would 
he have voted for such an amendment to the treaty as to the Phil- 
ippines as he voted forastoCuba? What business would we have 
had then to stay there d day or an hour? 

Mr. CAFFERY. We declared in regard to Cuba that the 
Cubans were virtually independent; that they were and ought to 
be a free and independent people. That is what we declared, and 
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that is what we had a right to declare in regard to the Philippines. 
If we did not want to wage this war of extermination on the Fili- 
pinos we could have amended the treaty. It was sought to be 
amended, but the amendment was defeated and thrown out. If 
we had embodied in the treaty of Paris the declaration to which 
I refer, the Filipinos would have been free—just as free as the 
Cubans. Of course we would have been bound to see that that 
declaration was not anempty phrase. Wewould have been bound 
to see that that declaration was carried out in good faith, and that 
they did establish there a free government. After that we would 
have retired, as we propose to do in the case of Cuba. 

Mr. CARTER. ill the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. CARTER. I understood the Senator to state that the Fili- 
pinos are unfit for self-government, I will ask how he reconciles 
to that statement his assertion that he believes we should have 
caused those people to be declared a free and independent people, 
charged with all the responsibilities of an independent govern- 
ment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, we speak of self-government 
after the manner of our self-government—a representative gov- 
ernment. I do not believe that those ple are capable of that 
sort of government any more than I believe that most of the South 
American States are capable of that sort of government; but I 
believe they are capable of making a government of their own an 
their own consent, not entirely upon the representative 
principle. That is what I believe. I have never stated that they 
were incapable of some kind of government. I have stated, or 
intended to state, that they were incapable of that sort of govern- 
ment which we enjoy; and there are very few people in the world 
who are capable of the kind of government we enjoy. 

I do not consider the facts in regard to the condition of the 
Philippine Islands at the time of the destruction of the Spanish 
fleet and prior and subsequent to that time as being of the high 
importance of the great principles of our Government, applicable 
to territories that we may ha - to acquire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE (Mr. Kean in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Lonisiana please suspend? The hour of 20’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
— eer y to allow the Senator from Louisiana to complete 

is speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. CAFFERY resumed his h, After having spoken al- 
together two hours and forty minutes, 

r.GALLINGER. The Senator from Louisiana suggests to 
me that he would _— to conclude his argument in the morning, 
and if he will yield the floor, I should like to ask consent to have 
a little bill passed, to which I think there will be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana yield? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N. H. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
consider the bill (8. 26) to fae for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State 
of New Hampshire, A similar bill has passed the Senate three 
times already. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire a site and cause to be erected thereon 
a suitable building for the use and accommodation of the United 
States post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Nashua, N. H., the cost of the site and building complete not to 
exceed $100,000, which sum is appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC LANDS AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
6073) to amend section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 16, 
1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a 
city park, and for other purposes. It is now on the desk, I re- 
ported it this morning. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EVANSTON, WYO. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive business. 
Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Minnesota 
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yield one moment, that I may have a bill whi ot 
anxious to get through? A similar Bit passed at ote ioe 
Mr. DAVIS. I d. “Ssi0n. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask leave to call up at this ¢;, 
the bill (S. 329) to provide for and purchase a site and the ore.” 
ofa — building thereon at Evanston, in the State of Wyo; 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes .; . 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secr-+ aa 
the Treasury to ae a site, and cause to be erected there.» . 
suitable building, for the use and accommodation of the [7...., 
States courts, post-office, land offices, and for other Gov, ae 
purposes, at Evanston, Wyo., the cost of the site and jy idine 
complete not to exceed $100,000, "3 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. o4or. i 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passeq 
CUSTER COUNTY, MONT, 


Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Minnesota yiec! 

Mr. DAVIS. I will. P 

Mr. CARTER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of the bill (S. 704) for the relief of the county of Custer 
State of Montana. F oe 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes of tha 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the board of county commissioners of (‘ys. 
ter County, Mont., $4,850, in full settlement of all demands against 
the United States for the construction of a steel bridge across the 
Tongue River for the accommodation of the Fort Keogh Milit ry 
Reservation, in Montana. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, ani passed, 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT CASTLE PINCKNEY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from Minnesota withholg 
his motion for a moment longer to allow me to have a little bil] 
passed? I do not think it will lead to any discussion. 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is it about? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It isabout a soldiers’home. I want an appro- 
priation for my country. I ask unanimous consent for the pres. 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 1018) to establish a branch home 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Castle 
Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, or some other 
eligible site in or near that city, for the use of disabled officers and 
enlisted men of the Volunteer Army and Navy of the United States, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I happened to be out of town 
when this bill was taken around the mber to obtain the con- 
sent of the Military Affairs Committee, and I am not sure that I 
am satisfied with it. I ask the Senator from Sonth Carolina to 
let it lie for a day, or possibly two, and then we can consult the 
proper authorities of the War Department and see what is really 
in the eornerinn for I have my serious doubts as to whether 
those islands are healthful. They were unhealthful to some of 
us when we were living around Charleston. I ask that the bill 
may XS over a - d or two. 

. TILLMAN. Very well. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. DAVIS. I renew the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After twenty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were a and (at 4 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourn til to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 6, 1900, at 12 o’clock m, 


——- 


NOMINATIONS. 
tive nominations received by the Senate February 5, 1%”. 
F INDIAN AGENT, ; 

Joseph O. Smith, of Cortez, Colo. mt for the Indians 
of the Southern tite Agency in Colorado, ce Louis A. Knack- 
stedt, whose nomination has been withdrawn. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Mr. Thad A. Thomson, of Austin, Travis County, to be 4 sup 
ervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Tenth supervisor's district 
of Texas, vice Edward R. McLean, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. — an in 

oo. (subject to "the om ination Te 

win White, retired. on 
Bele nr le ae ee 
nations required hy tows, vice John C. Wilson, 


i to me? 


con- 











1900. 
a 
ior Grade) Harry H. Caldwell, to be a lieutenant in 
bent rom the 29th day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. Wil- 
Heme Fe — wAder Uriah R. Harris, to be a commander in the 
eee from the 3ist day of December, 1899, vice Commander James 
W, Carlin Ceocetor William G. Farwell, to be a medical director 
= ee the 22d day of January, 1900, vice Medical Di- 
restart Grove 8. ’ retired. = Z . 

Surg. Daniel N. , to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy from the 22d day of January, 1900, vice Medical Inspector 
William G. Farwell, promoted. . 

ay Inspector Daniel A. Smith, to be a pay director in the Navy 
from the 20th day of January, 1900, vice Pay Director Edwin May, 
ad. > mee 
ry. L. Paul Rennolds, acitizen of Maryland, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of January, 1900, to fill a vacancy ex- 


isting in that corps. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 5, 1900, 


Louis A. Knackstedt, of Colorado, who was appointed during 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the South- 
ern Ute Agency in Colorado. 


-_——- — 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 5, 1900, 
POSTMASTERS. 


Leander W. Dutro, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Tennessee. ; 

Richard M. Norment, to be postmaster at Lumberton, in the 
county of Robeson and State of Nortn Carolina. 

Robert P. Caldwell, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county 
of Catawba and State of North Carolina. 

Millard F. Kepner, to be postmaster at New Rockford, in the 
rae SD. Teaentote postmaster EN 

Geo . ° a m, in county 
of Redwood and State of Minnesota. 

Jesse A, Maxwell, to be postmaster at Fulda, in the county of 
Murray and State of Minnesota. 

Leonard 8, Calkins, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the 
as ree -s be “t eat id in th ty of 

Moses C, Thomas, to a omer, in the county o 
Champaign and State of — 

William H. Holt, to be postmaster at Graham, in the county of 
Alamance and State of North Carolina. 

John H. Crowder, to be postmaster at Gordon, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpbay, February 6, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N, Coupen, D. D. 

eae the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
prove 


LEAVE TO PRINT IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, on the 19th of last 
month I submitted some rem the appropriation bill, 
on the Gage resolution. I have engaged since that time 
irying cases in my State, and did not submit the remarks— 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend until the House 
inorder, It is e for the Chair to hear what is being 
said, Gentlemen cease conversation and resume their seats. 
The gentleman from New young, [ie Da.y]. 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. , ,on the 19th day of 
January I submitted some remarks to the House on the Gago 
resolution, and held the same for revision and extension in the 
RECORD, thereafter I was called home to try some 
causes and was absent until the latter part of last week and failed 
to submit the remarks within the time limited under the rule. I 


now ask 
Task (Or ee nas Semmens 20 print in the Recorp these remarks, 
The SP The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 


mous consent to extend his remarks the Gage resolution, 

dagu e do so within the time ted. He asks for five 

nen Sane Wuare Ghjection? [Afterapause,] TheChairhears 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker. , : 

, mr. 5 : I ask unanimous consent for the 

jAmediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 6493) for the relief of 

Pottawatomie and his adult children, 
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man, 0 
for information as to members cf the tribe, their identity, and, in case of de- 
ceased Pottawatomies, who are their sole heirs and how they became such— 
important data required of a business committee of six members of the Pot 
tawatomie tribe in the consideration of deeds of conveyance of land in Okla 
homa Territory by the several allottees of the Pottawatomie Nation under 
act of Congress approved August 15, 1894. 


of the bill? 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby 


authorized and directed to issue a fee simple patent to John Anderson and 
thé following adult children of said John Anderson, to wit, Julia Anderson, 
John Anderson, jr., Thomas Anderson, Eliza Anderson, and Maggie Ander- 
son, to all the land now held by them and purchased from the United States 
under the act of May 23, 1872, and located in Pottawatomie County, Oklahoma 
Territory. 


The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 


Mr. PAYNE. I hope that we shall have some statement, Mr. 


Speaker. 


Mr. FLYNN. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. FLYNN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 


6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult 
children, beg leave to report that they have had the same under considera- 
tion and report that the bill do pass, ani attach as part hereof the corre 
spondence had with the Interior Department concerning said bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 26, 1900. 


Sir: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th 


instant, requesting report on the accompanying H. R. 6493, ** A bill for tho 
relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie 


Of J " ‘ ndian, and his adult children.” 
This bill provides for the issuance of a fee-simple patent toJohn Anderson 


and his five children to all the land now held by them and purchased from 
the United States under the act of May 23, 1872, and located in Pottawatomie 
County, Okla. 


In response thereto I transmit herewith a copy of a report, dated the 24th 


instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which recommendation 
is made for the passage of the bill 


The Commissioner's recommendati 
Very respectfully, 


n meets with my approval. 


E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Re prese ntatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 2%, 1900. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, for 


consideration, report, and recommendation, of a letter from Hon. J. S. SHER- 
MAN, dated January 17, 1900, submitting House bill No. 6498, entitled “A bill 
= the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult chil- 


In reply I have to state that the said John Anderson isa bright, intelligent 
ne business qualifications, upon whom this office largely depends 


Mr. Anderson and his children took their allotments under the act of May 


23, 1872 (17 Stats., 159), which required payment therefor and only permitted 
the issuance of certificates by this office as evidence of title in and to said 
lands, and their sale wasrestricted to persons of Indian blood residing within 
the then Indian Territory, with the approval of the President. 
by reason of his intelligence and a ity, is deserving of a patent in fee for 
his land, surely John t 

the passage of this bill 


If any Indian, 


nderson is. ake great pleasure in recommending 


I return herewith said bill and submit a copy of this report. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W.A. JONES, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. SHATTUC, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 


mous consent for a reprint of 500 copies of Fouse bill No. 15, intro- 


duced by Mr. aaa eas for a retirement fund for clerks. 
The supply is exhausted, and there is much demand for it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts { Mr. Gi.- 
LETT] asks unanimous consent for a reprint of House bill No. 15 of 
500 copies—— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. epee, I withdraw the 

uest for 500 copies and let it stand simply for a reprint. 
"The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent fora 
reprint of House bill No. 15. Isthere objection? [After a pause. } 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


v 
POLLUTION OF WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5) to 
appoint a commission for the investigation of the pollution of 
water supplies where such pollution affects or threatens to affect 
the sanitary condition of the people of more than one State. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That a scientific commission shall be appointed to inves- 

fully the subject of the pollution of rivers ond other natural sources 
water supply where the sanitary condition of the people of more than one 
is or threatened to be affected by such pollution, this commis 

sion to consist of five members, to be appointed by the President, by an‘ 


A 
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th the consent of the Senate, whose compensation during the time when 
| Soually engaged in the performance of their duties under this act shall be $10 
per diem each and reasonable expenses. ; 

SxEc. 2. That the commission shall meet in Washington, D. C., within thirty 
days after the paesage.of this act, to consider the methods to be adopted in 
the investigation, and it shall have authority and be empowered to make use 
of the services of chemical, bacteriological, and sanitary experts, and of such 
persons as it may judge most competent by reason of their special knowledge 
and experience to afford it correct information on the subject of its inquir 
as well in formulating its methods as in carrying them into effect. It shall 
meet thereafter from time to time at such places as it may consider best 
suited for the furtherance of its inquiry. . 

Sc. 3, That the commission shall report to Congress at its next session the 

eas made in the investigation undertaken under this act, and shall sub- 
mit such suggestions as may seem desirable, with the view of remedying any 
insanitary conditions that have been ae by its work. 
“Bec. 4. That the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated to pay the salaries and expenses of said commission and 
carry out the purposes of this act. 


With thefollowing amendments recommended by the committee: 
In line 3, page 1, insert, after, ‘‘a’ and before “commission,” the word 


“scientific.” ] 

In line 7, page 1, strike out “three” and insert “five.” 

In line 11, page 1, strike out the words “$10 per diem” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “at the rate of $5,000 per annum.”’ 

In lines 2 and 3, page 2, strike out the words “passage of this act’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereot the words *‘date of its appointment.” 

Inline 13, page 2, insert, after “ report ” and before “ to,” the word “ finally.” 

In line 14, page 2, strike out “ progress made in ’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ results of.” 


In line 16, page 2, strike out “insanitary” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “unsanitary.” 


In line 18, page 2, strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “forty.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I donot know, Mr. Speaker, that Iam opposed 
to this bill, but I demand a second. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] TheChair hearsnone. The gentle- 
man from Missouri has twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill unanimously 
recommended by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. It provides for an investigation of the pollution of water 
supplies. The investigation is to be conducted by a nonpartisan 
scientific commission to be appointed by the President, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. This, together with a small 
appropriation, is all that is asked for in this measure. I believe 
there is no member on this floor who is not interested, from a due 
regard for the health and lives of his constituents, in the success 
of this legislation, and a mere statement of the object of the bill 
seems to me to be sufficient to commend it not only to the mem- 
bers of this House, but to all thoughful and well-meaning citizens 
of this country. 

In our country, as everyone knows, it is the universal practice 
to discharge the waste of manufacturing establishments and the 
filth and sewage of cities into the rivers. The question presented 
in this bill is whether this can longer be permitted to be done 
without injuriously. affecting the health and lives of our people 
and whether, if the pollution is found to threaten life, it will not 
be advisable to stop this nefarious practice by eeleee. We 
must remember that it is one of the inalienable rights of the peo- 

le to have the water for drinking, for watering stock, for manu- 
acturing, agricultural, and domestic uses come to them in its 
natural and accustomed flow, free from sewage and pollution; 
and since it is a notorious fact, known to everyone, that this right 
has not been properly bmn such protection becomes the 
legitimate object of legislation and a duty and necessity, 
ight here, Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read an extract from 
consular reports which were made in the year 1895 in response to 
an inquiry of the State Department upon this very subject. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The soil of pry of our cities, saturated with the putrefying contents of 
cesspools and leaking sewers, emits at certain seasons the ous emana- 
tions which pees typhoid fever, yellow fever, diphtheria, dysentery, and 
cholera, while the waters of our principal rivers are too often converted into 
open sewers teeming with pestilential exhalations. The government of ¢ 
State, whose duty it should be to superintend and watch over the health 
the community at large, would do wisely to lay down and carry out an effi- 
cient, complete, and common-sense plan of trelmage and sewerage for every 
town and city of the commonwealth. 

Were the fearful consequences which result from the reprehensible prac- 
tice of converting our rivers into open sewers properly understood and 
erly estimated by the public, no expendituie of time or money w 
deemed too great to put an end toasystem so disgus so ctive 
tothe health and lives of the community at large, but more of 
those whose avocations necessitate their daily and hourly exposure to the 
evil. Unless this suicidal practice is abated by penal enactment, our cities 
will ultimately become the hotbeds of pestilence and plagues, such as pre- 
vailed in the middle ages. - 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the reports following these 
introductory remarks show that the large cities of nearly all 
civilized countries have long ago discontinued the barbarous 
ractice of dumping filth and sewage into their ru streams. 

ther the sewage is subjected to a process of purification before 


it is so discharged, as in London, or it is util irri 

poses, as in Berlin and other cities. Is it not baa rrigat OD pur. 
subject is taken up here? There is no difference of o ‘ini pat thig 

sanitary e and physicians as to the suprems “ D among 
the case. They are all agreed that the high death Pate eo ey OE 

fever in nearly all our large cities is directly tracea},),. hoid 
seein methods of sewage on, and especially to +),. 
ution of our river water. For the present we are n. tone 

inquire into the methods of remedying the evil, but we ar. °° 
by the people and the press to provide for an investigati.. 

quiry as to the extent and the nature of the evil: then: .., 

can make the official reports on this question the basis for (4, 
legislative action. Sik 

hat are we doing? We have city boards of health ana ci. 
boards of health, but what has been done for the protecti,,, -¢ 
health nationally? By quarantineregulations, itis truc. \,. ~ a 
endeavored to protect our people against infection fro), , a 
and our Marine-Hospital Service has been very efficient in this >,” 
spect. But when itcomes to the question of infection f; within 
our borders, very little, if anything, has been done. 
argued that under our system of government this is left {6 +). 
several States, but how about cases where one State sutfers fry, 
the practices of another State? Shall the District of Colum), 
make war upon Maryland because the people of that State ne 
polluting the water of the Potomac? Shall the people of Ohio 
invade the State of Pennsylvania with an armed force to stoy tha 
people of Pittsburg from discharging their factory waste and their 
sewage into the Ohio River? Shall Missouri read the riot act to 
the people of Chicago and Illinois because the nasty contents of 
the a inage Canal, recently opened, are being emptied 
into the Mississippi? Ah, you say the Federal courts will provide 
a remedy in such cases. e, but this surely does not acquit us 
of our responsibility and duty. Legislation is had to prevent liti- 
— by establishing outtakes general rules of conduct and by 

urnishing at the same time an authoritative measure acc, ding 
to which justice is meted out to all alike. Official reports of g 
Government commission will largely obviate the necessity of tak. 
ing expert testimony in court and will be instrumental! in each 
court apres in determining the facts, Every consideration 
a . welfare demands the speedy enactment of levislation of 
nd, 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to add that this bill has been recommended 
by the legislatures as well as the State boards of health of a large 
number of States, and its passage has been strongly urged by the 
National Medical Association, an organization of physicians ex- 
tending into e State of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri if he undertakes to claim that under the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States no remedy can be invoked 
by a State where such pollution exists as that to which he refers? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have just stated, Mr. Speaker, that the 
remedy did exist to a certain extent in the Federal courts. But 
this does not acquit Congress of its duty and responsibility to the 
pea of the country —— them against this pollution. 

r. ROBINSON of Indiana, But you are speaking now of the 
enactment of legislation for a commission to go all over the coun- 
try and investigate potatos of rivers without reference to the 
demand of the pe of localities for protection in that regard. 

Mr. Re . Wherever ~ ees ie used for Suing 

urposes or tural purposes or domestic purposes this com- 
Salnsion can be called upon to proceed to the locality indicated and 
make an inv tion and make its report upon the subject. 

Mr. RO N of Indiana. But what about the conilict of 
jurisdiction between the United States and the States? Youestab- 

here at once a which necessarily leads to a contlict of 
jurisdiction on ma’ State polity. , 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Thegentleman is mistaken in that. That 
point has a already settled by the enactment of the national 

uarantine law. . 
” Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But this is evidently an enlarge 
ment of the quarantine laws, although there is no question 0! any 
pollution affecting a whole section, such as the quarautine laws 


usuall 1 
Mr. BAR THOLDT. If the gentleman desires to occupy some 
to him. 


time, I will 
Mr. ROB IN of Indiana. Not just now. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Then I reserve the balance of my ‘me. 
Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 
The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman has nine minutes rem ining. 


M Within 
It may be 


Mr. RICHARDSON 
Mr. HOPKINS. : : 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I to yield to the senior gent 
man from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. I now yield him five minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. this seems to be a prop sition to 
appoint a commission of five pientiic commission 
in fully the of the pollution of rivers ane 
sionaamel aie . pay of these comunissioners 


rose. 
Will the gentleman yield to me? 
promised 
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-< to be $5,000 each, and the bill appropriates $40,000. Itistrue| Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman wants to be put in a po- 
a il makes provision that a final report shall be made to the | sition of defending the claims of Chicago, I have no objection to 
os ‘Congress; but I think I may fairly prophesy that if this com- | his pursuing that course; but, if I am correct, a gentleman repre- 
nex - be organized its work will be extended for the next year, | senting Chicago on this floor [Mr. MANN] is a member of the Com- 
Ae ¢ next year, and the next year, and for many years to come. | mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and he has no objec- 
ow if this be an im ortant investigation, and if this be the; tion to this bill. The drainage commissioners in Chicago have 







































best way to make it, we land good; then let us make it in this | unanimously passed a resolution advocating the passage of this 
. But, in my judgment, if this investigation should be made | bill, so that not only in St. Louis and in Chicago, but all over the 
all there are better waysof makingit. 1 know it is not worth | country, we may have a fair examination by bacteriologists of the 


highest standing upon this very important question. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like just a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iyield a minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me say to my friend that I do not 
represent Chicago as against St. Louis, or St. Louis as agains‘ 
Chicago, two great, powerful cities; but I stand here asa Represent- 
ative in Congress. I do not know what the drainage district 
wants, nor what the Representative from Cook County wants, but 
I say in the interest of the public service, in my judgment, no 
good result is to be had from the organization of this commission, 
and upon my own authority, independent of everybody else, I 
record my protest against it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] 
has five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the answer just made by the 
gentleman who introduced this bill to my colleague [Mr. Can- 
NON] discloses the motive that prompts him to ask Congress to 
pass this bill, which is to practically appropriate $40,000 for the 
benefit of the city of St. Louis and the State of Missouri. 

Now, gentlemen will observe that the bill creates a commission 
composed of five members and gives each of these members a 
salary of $5,000 per annum, thus absorbing, if they take a year, 
$25,000 of the proposed $40,000. 

In addition to that they are allowed also their reasonable ex- 
penses, which, in my judgment, would more than double the 
amount of the salary, because no commission can investigate the 
rivers of this country for the pittance of $15,000. They will be 
required to charter a vessel of some kind or character, to go up 
and down these various rivers, at a large expense to the General 
Government, so that when they come to make their report, instead 
of taking $40,000 out of the Treasury of the United States, it will 
cost from one hundred to two hundred thousand dollars. 

Is there any necessity for this, from a national standpoint? 
Every gentleman familiar with the legislation of our country and 
the powers and authorities delegated to these various bureaus and 
departments knows that the Marine-Hospital Service of the Gov- 
ernment has absolute control and jurisdiction over this subject. 
The Marine-Hospital Service is to-day engaged in this very ques- 
tion that is embodied in this bill, and the Marine-Hospital Service, 
Mr. Speaker, can control revenue cutters, with which they can go 
into any of the rivers or bays or inlets at a less expense to the 
Government than would be incurred by this proposed commis- 
sion, and their investigations are of a nonpartisan character and 
will be much more important to the general public and to Con- 
gress than any investigation that might be made by a commission 
of this kind. 

Then we come back, Mr. Speaker, to this proposition: There 
being no reason from a national standpoint why an extra com- 
mission should be appointed and this extra expense incurred, is 
there any reason from a State standpoint? The States of this 
Union have absolute jurisdiction within their limits, and the cities 
within those States have jurisdiction likewise, and you will find 
that not only the States, but all the great cities have commissions 
appointed to look out for and protect the general public from the 
pollution of any of the rivers, inlets, or bays, and they have, as [ 
say, plenary power within the limits of the State. Now, as be- 
tween the city of St. Louis and the city of Chicago, is there any 
reason for this legislation? Why is this newborn zeal of my 
friend from the city of St. Louis, one of the Representatives from 
Missouri? He has been in Congress here, to my knowledge, six or 
eight years, an energetic, pushing, able Representative, but until 
recently he had never thought that there was any necessity for 
such legislation as this. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just a moment, Mr. Speaker. I desire to 
say to my friend that this bill was introduced in the Fifty-third 
Congress by a long before anybody thought of the Chicago 


while to talk about economy, and I will not talk of this question 
from that standpoint. . et eee i ‘ 
I repeat, that if there is no other way to do this important wor 
s it ought to be done than by the oo of a commission, 
then jet us appoint acommission. But I think that if this work 
is necessary, there is & better way of doing it under existing law. 
We have a National ay of Sciences which, for the bare pay- 
ment of traveling expenses, has done better work on great ques- 
tions than any or all of the commissions that have ever Leen ap- 
‘ointed. We can under the law refer this matter tothat eminent 
Pody—nonpartisan, patriotic, capable—and we shall get a prompt 


repert. ARTHOLDT, Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. I have but five minutes. I will yield to the 
gentleman at the conclusion of my remarks if I haveany time left. 

That is one way to do this work—through the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences, There is another way to do it. We havea 
Marine-Hospital Service engaged in investigating questions of 
this very kind, That body expends $100,000, $200,000, $300,000, 
$100,000 a year in the investigation of sanitary questions. Now, 
let me say, measuring my words, that I believe that this Marine- 
Hospital Service is more competent than a dozen commissions 
would be to do this work, If it is important to have this investi- 
gation and to arrive at the facts, the Marine-Hospital Service al- 
ready has the material, the laboratories, etc., for doing this work. 
It is already doing work along the line of these investigations. 
Let us refer this matter to that.body, if it is necessary to have an 
investigation, and we shall in that way get the facts. 

Commissions, after they investigate, make reports, which are 
printed and which then sleep the long sleep of death. Nobody 
reads them. Why, sir, you can find about this Capitol reports 
of commissions by the cord which have been made during the 
last dozen years on subjects which most of us did not know were 
being investigated or re upon. 

Now, as I understand from the dispatches, there is a case pend- 
ing that meets my friend’s view. What moves him, [ apprehend, 
is the question of sewage from [linois that may reach Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 

Mr.CANNON. Ihave but five minutes, and the gentleman must 
excuse me. I presume that is what moves him. Under the law 
and the Constitution, if the dispatches can be trusted, there is 
already pending in the court of last resort—the Supreme Court of 
the United States—this very question. They have got to take the 
evidence; they have got totry the case; they have got to settle this 
case of pollution of the national water courses and how the public 
health in the various States would be affected. And when they 
come with a judgment it will cover the whole ground. What: is 
the use of vexing the atmosphere with this commission and that 
commission? Jf it is wise at all to make an investigation of this 
sort with this eee , then let us, as I have suggested, 
utilize the National Academy of Sciences, which can do the work 
without expense ably and fairly, or, if you will not utilize the 
National Academy, let us utilize the Marine-Hospital Service. 

Now, that is all I want to say; and if I have any time left I 
yield it to the gentleman from Missouri i BARTHOLDT]}. 
ae R. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Very well; I will take my own time. 

4 Mr, CANNON. LIhad no wish to be discourteous. If the gen- 
eman will yield to me a minute or two I will answer any ques- 
tion he may wish to put. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Hopkins] for five minutes. 
ean ie if agreeable to the Chair, I will allow the gen- 
tn onder $0 ass sie . BARTHOLDT] to yield to my colleague, 


uestion. 
Mr. CANNON, I aid ' 
want to dodge any cade intend to be discourteous, nor did I 


Mr, RE Drainage Canal ever becoming a danger to the city of St. Louis and 
out of Cc IN. Itis understood that this does not come | its ‘pore. : 
The SPI — r. HOPKINS. Well, I will say, Mr. Speaker, that that bill 


tones Mee It comes out of the time of the gentleman 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. The t] inoi 
. eman from Illinois has stated 
vee is interested fn this question. I say yes. If he 
admit that? the matter in that way, I am perfectly willing to 


: tI f , 
ton of thei een, ‘or the people of St. Louis and for the protec 


ves. 
t. CANNON. Is not the matter being litigated now? 
XXXII—95 


has been buried with the mass of proposed legislation that has 
never been brought to the attention of the House. Tomy knowl- 
edge, this is the first time in the history of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BarRTHOLDT| that it has ever been pressed upon the 
attention of Congress in the manner now proposed. 

Now, as has been said by my colleague [Mr. Cannon}, there is 
on this question cf drainage between the State of Illinois and the 
State of Missouri a case pending in the Supreme Court of the 
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United States. The State of Missour: has commenced a suitin the 
Supreme Conrt, under the provisions of the Constitution, to test 
this very question of the pollution of rivers, streams, etc., and the 
State of [linois, in due time, will make response to that. That is 
the issue presented, and evidence will be taken in that lawsuit as 
to whether any of the rivers in Illinois or those in Missouri or that 
pass by or through it will be polluted by the action of the city of 
Chicago. I want to know, Mr. Speaker, if the members of this 
House propose to make an appropriation here for the State of Mis- 
souri to litigate a question against the State of Illinois. If Mis- 
souri is in that financial condition that the hat should be passed 
around, let it be done in a private manner and not come to the 
Treasury of the United States. [Laughter. | 

The gentleman ought to know that if this evidence is taken it 
can not be used under the law at all; and I trust that the mem- 
bers—- 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, one feature of this 
measure presents an evil that is growing in this country and 
which calls for prompt correction. It is a custom which has be- 
come general of appointing commissioners to consider legislative 

subjects, to voice the wish of Administrations and not the wish 
of the people, to control the sentiments of the people and not to 
echo them. Numereous commissions in late years have been ap- 
pointed, not to protect the voter, but to formulate policies for an 
Administration. The gentleman from Illinois area CANNON] says 
that the reports of the commissioners are useless, as a rule, and 
are usually buried without reading. 

This is a strong argument for economy and against the creation 
of commissions. But I differ from the gentleman as to many of 
these commissions, and we find many of their reports bronght in 
and presented to this House, and their superior o ity for 
investigating the facts is urged as a reason why we should follow 
their recommendations. But, sir, they do not represent our con- 
stituencies, and every time you authorize a commission to consider 
legislative subjects you are abdicating your or as sovereign 
representatives of the people, not to mention the great expense 
with which you are burdening them by such creations, and not 
to mention other evils ensuing. 

I have known men with principles firm set and intolerant to 
be mellowed and won over by the glitter of a commission. Scores 
of commissions are being appointed, and so far members here are 
relinquishing their sovereignty and the rights and interest of their 
constituents. I protest against it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. . Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 1 yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes before the House 
with a favorable report from the committee, and I desire to sa 
in the very limited time allotted to me that I heartily favor 
provision; and more, the additional provisions which I favor are 
embodied in a bill which I offered to this House early in the pres- 
ent session. This provision adds to the provisions of this bill 
penalties for the pollution of streams which are the source of 
water supply to the le of the various cities and towns of the 
United States. While I favor this bill, I think it incomplete in 
that it does not define the crime and furnish a ty for the 
violation of the law. However, I desire to add my voice to that 
of the gentleman from Missouri in advocacy of this measure. It 
has been suggested here by the —_ from Illinois . Hop- 
KINS] that the zeal of the gentleman from Missouri . Bar- 
THOLDT] is new born. 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps the zeal may be new born; but it is better 
that the gentleman from Missouri should be inspired by a new- 
born zeal to perform a bee er ge ublic duty than that he 
should smother in the womb of an unfulfilled duty the zeal which 
should characterize members upon this floor in regard to the pro- 
visions of this bill. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter which is 
the consideration of the people of the United States. The ous 
rivers of the United States have been investigated, and principally 
among them the Potomac River, on the banks of which I live, and 
which furnishes the water supply to the District of Columbia, the 
seat of toe National Government. It has already been determined, 
I will say to my valued friend from Illinois, that the Potomac 
River is polluted, and that has been determined by the Marine- 
Hospital Service. It has also been determined—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me right there to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. PEARRE, Certainly. 
oh oo ane aed of true that that — has been done by 

6 Marine-Hosp ce, you can not do an more than 
that by this bill. Ja ything 

Mr, PEARRE. I favor additional provisions, and I think that 
this bill is a step in the right direction. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. This will not do an 
_ b a ital Service. 

r. will say in reply to the eman t} 
bill provides for a seiiemindaiation ar eter ine. a 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has ex,,;. a 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield three minutes io +)... 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Daty]. a 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, for the inform»: ; 
the gentleman from Missouri, let me say to him that; 
consult the laws of New sau for the last two years ho w:)) 
this subject-matter considered; and if he will consu!t +)... 
ports of New Jersey for the last year he will find that +)... 2” 
of New Jersey have enjoined the city of Paterson from a... 
its sewage into the waters of the river Passaic, and the y+... 
ter is covered in the decisions, as well as by legislation. =" 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me to 9.) 

a question? ies, 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Certainly, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does not that relate toa stream »)tove), 
within the boundary lines of your State? ——— 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Yes; but that does not prevent the 
circuit court of the United States from taking jurisdiction 4s \, 
tween two States. ae cr 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But this entirely relates to 
the health of the people of more than one State is affected 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. If the citizens of Illinois ang 
citizens of Missouri are injured, or vice versa, one citizen cay +. 
strain the other by injunction from the circuit court of the Unita) 
States the same as a State court would enjoin its own private oi. 
zens. There is a complete remedy at law without appealing ¢, 
the Congress of the United States. , os 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time is Jott > 

ition to the bill? ci 
he SPEAKER. Six minutes remain under the contro! of tho 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman from Missouri wish 
to occupy any time now? ra 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No. 
cone RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I beg the gentleman's pardon; I did not 
understand him. If he desires to yield me his six minutes, I de. 
sire to accept. There are several — who have asked me 
for time to speak in favor of the bi 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I want to say a word in opposition 
tothe measure. So far as I am concerned, I am not opposed to 
the investigation of the pollution of the water of any stream. | 
have no objection to the in ion being conducted by the 
Government experts under the direction of the Government: but 
I submit that we er wee am sufficient machinery to enable us 
to make this investigation. We have a number of bureaus that 
have been referred to by gentlemen who have spoken against the 
measure. and I am of opinion that they are not overcrowded with 
work. They have experts, and we are paying them annual sala- 
ries and carrying them on the pay roll. 

Let us give them es todo. Iam opposed to creatinga 
commission of five additi experts now and giving the Presi- 
dent of the United States the to at them, to be sent 
out at all times, and perhaps to be carried along permanently. 
We have the Bureau for the Promotion of American Science, the 
Marine Bureau; we have experts in the Agricultural Deparment 
and in the bureaus of that great Executive Department of the 
Government, and they can make all this investigation and report 
to Congress. And then, as stated by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, the courts already, in my judgment, have ample juristic- 
tion to take care of thisquestion. Iam opposed to creating a.com: 
mission of five additional experts with the large salaries met 
tioned. So far as I am concerned, Iam content to have a vole 
taken on the measure. I reserve the remainder cf my time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Mr. S , I merely desire to say, 12 
answer to the gentleman from Tennessee, that this question of ir 
trusting the e-Hospital Service with this work has been 
thoroughly gone over by the committee. In order to elevate this 
ao beyond the possibility of sectional prejudice it was 
deemed wise to have an non an commission ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, without regard 
geographical lines and the sections of the country which are 

in this 1 on. It is a well-known fact that the super 
intendent of the Marine-Hospital Service is a St. Louis gentieman, 
and while he is an excellent official, we want neither a St. Lows 
gentleman nor a gentleman from Chicago to be intrusted with this 
work; and in this instance a gentleman from Chicago happens : 
be Secretary of the Treasury. We want an impartial, indep? ; 
ent commission, free from all sectional preferences and clothe 
with the highest national authority, a commission which wil! 
spire the confidence so essential to the success of this Lanes 
and which can come into the House and say to us, “‘ Here are 


ything that ca, 


1 not } 
ied } 
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facts as 
able, ant : 
our report. 


Mr. TERRY. Why notlet the Interstate Commerce Committee 
of the House investigate it? ; 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa i. HEPBURN}. 

Mr. HEPBURN. a 
ity of Chicago, as these overzealous gentlemen from Illinois 
pn to imagine. They say that they have no feeling of that 
iind, and yet I undertake to say that all the opposition inspired 
against this measure comes from the city of Chicago. They think 
in some way that it is an attack on their new drainage system. 
it is not true. The purpose of this bill is much broader than 
that, There is a di among scientists as to whether or no 
streams once polluted do speedily purify themselves, and it was 
to ascertain the very facts with regard to so important a matter 
as that that this bill found favor with the committee. This is 
not a new question, but it is one constantly growing in impcr- 
tance. As our cities become more and more populous, as they 
have drainage systems pouring into the depressions, all of them 


we have found them; they are absolutely true and reli- 


pouring into the drainage at the head of the streams and along | 
the banks of the streams from which great multitudes of people | 


w all their drinking water, it is a matter of supreme impor- 
a that we should know what the actual facts are. 

Some gentlemen say that in a distance of 400 miles, as the cur- 
rent flows in the Mississippi River, the water is purified. Others 
sav in a distance of 15 miles this purification occurs. Now, there 
is a great range for dispute, and we want to know the actual 
facts, A little while ago a court found that the waters of the 
Potomac River north of us, or west of us, was not polluted, and 
failed to give relief; and yet every man who has passed along the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad has noticed the condition of the 
Potomac River for a distance of more than 30 miles below the city 
of Cumberland. Iwant to know, for one—I think other members 
of the House want to know—whether or not there is danger from 
thissource. The gentleman from Illinois suggests that we have 
abundant means, and yet in one hundred years these means have 
not been invoked. It is necessary that some power should put 
theminmotion. Thesociety to which he refers has not yet under- 
taken the work which he says they are so well qualified to perform. 

The power that might control, perhaps, has not done it, except 
inthe case of the Potomac River, and there, according to my recol- 
lection, there was special authority given by Congress. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iyield one minute to the gentleman from 
St. Louis [Mr. Joy], although I believe that he is on the opposite 
side of the question from myself. 

Mr. JOY. Mr, Speaker, by the courtesy of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr..RicHARDSON] I want to say one word in behalf 
of this measure. It is not one in which St. Louis is arrayed 
against Chicago. I had charge of this bill in the Committee on 
Commerce, and every member of that committee—from the North 
and the South, from the ublican side and the Democratic side, 
from St. Louis and from joined me in advocating the 
measure and requesting that it pass. Representing in that com- 
mittee the city of Chicago was a tleman from that city {Mr. 
Mann], who seconded the motion the bill be reported with a 
favorable recommendation. 

This is a bill providing for a high scientific commission to pass 
—_ these questions—not in the interest of St. Louis as against 
Chicago, norin any other interest but that the people of the United 
States and especially that the of my city shall be convinced, 
as | believe they will be, that this influx of sewage from Chicago 
through the Illinois River would not injure the health of the peo- 
ple of the great city of St. Louis. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
® question being taken on the motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT to 
“suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was not agreed to; there be- 
ing—ayes 66, noes 87, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


I — to the 
'. CUMMINGS. From what paper? 
Ralelg A From the News and Observer, published at 
The Clerk read as follows: 


It THE COLORED MEMBER. 
greseman poet rs that North Carolina should have the only nigger Con- 
istrict; a sad og cy humiliating to the white peapie of the Second 
— con 


obtain, tions that have 
cites ances ge oat aa ol whee tae nigger Congressman 


on the floor of the House?— 
per Cont of eee the in the South and find that less than 15 
Tethat if it were motte tee of rape. And I desire to announce 
Would be leas of the ethee ie assaults of white men upon black women, there 


| now base your further action and future legislation on | 
? 


Mr. Speaker, this bill is not an attack on the 











Thus does the Manleyism of 1898 show its head in 1900. Manley slandered 
white women in a scurrilous negro newspaper having a local circulation; 
WHITE justifies assaults by negroes on white women by slandering white 
men in a speech in the Congress of the United States. Weare told that “the 
public galleries contained many colored people who applauded this utterance 
vigorously.” 

So far as this particular negro is personally concerned, he may be dismissed 
as beneath contempt. There isa far graver side tothe matter. This negro 
is ae by his race as a leader: he both reflects the sentiment of his race, 

4 


and his utterances react upon his followers with an effect that was made suffi- 
ciently plain by tho “ vigorous applause " with which his slander was greeted 
by the negroes in the gallery. As the blatant mouthing of a mere negro, 
WHITE's utterances are not worth notice; as a fresh manifestation of negro- 


ism, of what the negro's attitude is toward the white man, now and always, 
its significance should not be allowed to escape us. 


When a negro of some education and of more than ordinary intelligence 
among his race can so far forget himself as to use such language in a speech 
on the floor of Congress, what is to be expected of the more ignorant of his 


followers? If there were no other reason, this utterance of Wurre's is suffi 
cient to show the absolute necessity of permanent white rule in this State. 
It makes plain the fact that the negro has learned nothing from experience, 
and that he is utterly devoid of all sense of official responsibility and of pub- 
lic decency—nay, more, that the negro in office regards himself as the enemy 
of the white man and is anxious to have his race share in that sentiment. 
Therefore he becomes a menace to the peace of the Commonwealth and a 
danger to the safety of both races. 

The “inoffensive negro official” is largely a myth. The negro may be in- 


offensive as a private citizen, but with his induction into office he becomes a 
new individual. Wuureis typical of hiskind. Venomous, forward, slander- 
ous of the whites, appealing to the worst passions of his own race, he em- 
phasizes anew the need of making an end of him and his kind. That is what 
the white people of this State propose to do. They have had enough of 
| Manleyism. They have more than enoagh of Negro Congressman WHITE. 
He must be made an impossibility for the future, and will be. The people of 
this State will not tolerate that sort of thing. This has been made suffi- 


ciently plain already. And after next August it will be so plain that even 
Wits, PRITCHARD, BUTLER, and all advocates of Manleyism will be able to 
understand it. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give that vile, slander- 
ous publication the widest possible circulation. I desire that it 
shall go out through the documents of this House that the world 
may see what the poor colored man in the Southland has to un- 
dergo from a certain class. 

In making this statem«nt it is proper, Mr. Speaker, that I should 
exonerate a very large percentage of the white people of North 
Carolina, my native State. No better people live anywhere on 
God’s green earth than someof them. But, unfortunately, men of 
the type of him who wrote that article are now in the ascendency, 

I desire to repudiate as slanderous and wholly untrue the utter- 
ances there attributed to me. I did the other day, while my col- 
league {Mr. LINNEY] was speaking, interject a remark to the 
effect that from an investigation which I made last summer, as 
stated in a paper which I read before k local organization of this 
city, I had found that less than 15 per cent of the lynchingsin this 
country were for assaults committed upon women, not in the 
South, butin the entire United States. I repeat that utterance. 
I did not justify the commission of assaults by black men upon 
white women on the ground that white men did the same in regard 
to black women. 

I said that there were assaults occasionally committed upon 
women and that they were not all committed by black men upon 
white women, but were also committed by white men upon black 
women, as evidenced by the great numbers of mulattoes in the 
Southland. I said that then; I repeat it now; and if any man 
here or elsewhere desires to verify the truthfulness of that state- 
ment, he has but to make a visit through the South, where I live. 

I repudiate as much as any man can anyone, whether he bea 
white brute or a black brute, who commits an assault upon any 
woman, whether a white woman or a black woman. I think such 
@ man ought to be hung—hung by the neck until dead. But it 
ought to be done by the courts, not by an infuriated mob such as 
the writer of that article would incite. 

Mr. Speaker, this article is but an evidence of what we have got 
to contend with—an absolute perversion and slanderous misyrep- 
resentation of the truth-—preparing for the election to be held in 
August. Andthe world is notified that those whom the Constitu- 
tion of these United States, by the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments, has enfranchised are to be reduced once more to the con- 
dition of goods and chattels, if such men as the one who edits the 
News and Observer can have the control of affairs in North 
Carolina. 

As I said before, I want to give the fullest publication to the 
utterances of this vile sheet; and I want my colleagues in this 
House, both Democrats and Republicans, with Populists thrown 
in, to judge my character and my conduct for the last three years 
on this floor and say whether or not it has conformed to the de- 
scription given by this fellow who edits the News and Observer 
and j ne agar) the country with such literature as has been read at 
the desk, [Applauge.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Pending that motion, I would like 
to have an opportunity to ask unanimous consent to occupy ten 
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minutes. The body of Major-General Lawton to-day lies in my 
home town—his home—and I would like an opportunity to offer 
a few remarks on that subject. 

Mr. HITT. I will withdraw my motion in order to give the 
gentleman an opportunity to ask consent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to oc- 
cupy ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that ten minutes be accorded him to make some remarks 
upon the life and character of General Lawton. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Indiana will 
proceed, 

MAJ. GEN. HENRY W. LAWTON. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, while I speak these 
words of tribute here the body of General Lawton lies in state at 
his town and mine, Fort Wayne, in northern Indiana, surrounded 
by his comrades of the Thirtieth Indiana and by friends and asso- 
clates of many years. 

Maj. Gen. Henry W. Lawton's name will remain in the archives 
of the nation to commemorate his heroism and his fidelity as a 
soldier. 

He needs no encomium to preserve his fame save the plain, 
blunt facts of his service in the field, 

His life from early boyhood when he enlisted at 18 at Fort 
Wayne till he laid it down on the field of battle was a career of 
activity which fulfilled every requirement of a patriotic soldier. 

He won his spurs and places of honor in the Army by active serv- 
ice in the field, and never — the advantage and distinction 
that come to the college trained. 

He was a true typeof that strong class commonly known as citi- 
zen soldiers, the volunteers. His prowess as a warrior was tested 
and proven in every mode of warfare. In the civil war, from 1861 
to 1865, against foemen worthy of his steel, his own race, in wars 
with the Indians in the West, later with the Spanish, and last ia 
the war in the Philippines, he showed all the elements of a soldier. 
In private life he was modest and unassuming. General Lawton’s 
nearly forty years’ service in the Army, his long service and ac- 
tivity, make him one of the most deserving heroes of our country. 

All Indianians recommended him for a brigadier-generalship 1n 
the Regular Army; he had won it, and the President and Senate 
were about to confer this distinguished honor upon him. This 
distinction so prized by a commander never reached General Law- 
ton, but his name and fame will survive as if he had received it. 

The generosity of individual citizens as shown to his widow 
voice the esteem in which heis held by them, but the Government 
which he served so long and well should likewise be generous to 
her. 

Gen. Henry W. Lawton was a born fighter. Without the ad- 
vantage of an education at the National Military Academy, so 
essential to recognition and promotion under the Army regula- 
tions, he secured a distinction that is rare in the records of our 
soldiers. These obstructicas were overcome by severe hardships, 
by sore trials of endurance, by great activity, and by intrepidity 
in four wars. He doubtless saw the longest term of actual field 
service of any commander in the late history of our country. 

He was repeatedly commended in general orders for ‘‘ vigilance 
and zeal, rapidity and persistence of pursuit, great skill, persever- 
ance and a. and was awarded a medal of honor for dis- 
tinguished gallantry in the war. 

General Lawton was born in Ohio, March 17, 1848, but with his 
father moved to Fort Wayne, Ind., in 1858. A more complete 
summary of the interesting events of his life is presented in a let- 
ter which was read on September 19, 1899, at the reunion of his 
regiment, the Thirtieth Indiana, held at Millersburg, Ind., which 
letter reads: 

HEADQUARTERS First Division E1cutTa ARMY CORPS, 
Manila, P. I., August 8, 1899. 


My Drar Comranpe: Your favor of June 18 has just been received, and I 
hasten to assure you of my sincere sperenetien of the kind feeling which you 
express for me from yourself as wellas from the comrades you represent. 
it has been my good fortune, in my efforts to perform my whole duty since the 
commencement of our war with Spain, to earn the opinion and admira- 
tion of my friends and comrades of the civil war, it is a sufficient and ample 
recompense for all the effort it has cost me. There are no _— in the world 
who can better judge of the merits of a soldier than those who fought from 
1861 to 1865, and none whose good cpeven I appreciate more highly. 

Concerning the proposition which you refer to—to raise money for the 
purpose of making some substantial expression of your appreciation of m 
work—TI beg to assure you that your opinion and wishes are 
that I desire, and I trust that my friends will not burden themselves further. 
At the same time I beg to assure you of my heartfelt appreciation of your 
efforts in that direction. P 

In reply to your inquiries concerning my birthplace, residence, early life, 
etc., the following, I think, will cover all the facts you desire to know: 

My father resided in Fort Wayne, Ind., ae bere I was born, he hay- 
ing come to Indiana at the time of the buil of the Wabash and Erie 
Canal. [was born, however, on the 17th day of March, 1843, at Manhattan, 
in the State of Ohio. Manhattan, now a suburb of Toledo, is the point near 
which the canal entered Lake Erie. Later my nts resided in Maumee 
City, Ohio, and it is there my first recollections began. I attended the pri- 
er at that place, and at the age of 7 years my father went to - 
fornia, and I, with my mother, moved to Lorain County, Ohio; two years 
later, my father having returned from California, 1 went with him to the 
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a 
West, remaining something more than a year i at 
| Mixecurt 4 g year in Iowa and abon 
In 1858 my father returned to Fort Wayne, and I entored the | 

Methodist piscopal College as a student. Since that time Fort: 

| been my home. I remained at college until the breaking out of ». 

April, 1861, when I enlisted in a company organized by Cap+ 1 


rin 


> close of 


of service in that regiment I returned to Fort Wayne and im, 
listed with Capt. O. D. Hurd, whose company became part of ), 
Indiana Volunteers. At the close of the war I returned to For: \ 
colonel of that regiment, entered the office of Judge Ninde (Nina. « 
to read law. In the summer of 1866, at the solicitation of Judy. 
his office to take a law course at Harvard University, at Camtrid 
was a student at that institution when I received an appointment 
ular Army, which I accepted. _ 
As I was appointed to the Army from the State of Indiana, and 
the time a citizen and resident of Fort Wayne. my military sor, 
not affect my residence or citizenship, and Y still remain a resi 
Wayne and a citizen of that State. I have a letter before mo 
postter. secretary of Harmony Lodge, No. 19, L. O. O. F., dated Fo 
Ind., February 2%, 1899, in which the ollowing occurs: . 
“th have a book before me in which you signed the constity: 
night of your initiation, and it reads, ‘H. W. Lawton: residence. F..>, w 
Ind.; age, 21; occupation, soldier; date, March 24, 1864." This mak... 
oldest iving member,” etc. = 
So, you will observe, [ was a citizen of Fort Wayne at the time of peas, 
my majority. The Army Register shows me as appointed from Indian, 4 
there is on file in the Adjutant-General’s Office various statements »..0.." 
myself at different times, whenever my grade in the Army had to be cha.» 
each of which reads, ** Residence, Fort Wayne, Ind.” I am also.as you ky. 
a member of Sion 8S. Bass Post, G. A. R., and Lam also a member of Sunny 
City Lodge, F. and _ A. M., having joined that fraternity, I beliey, 
year that I joined Harmony Lodge of Odd Fellows, to wit, 1864 
have never wavered in my allegiance to the State of Indiana ay 
never for a moment contemplated a change of residence. Fort Wa 
is the only place where I could legally cast a vote or where I could h 
at any time since I attained my majority. 
I was married to Mary Cra g: near Louisville, Ky., in 1881: we hay 
children, one boy and three girls, all in good health and doing fine); 
you will find my name ina k giving a history of Allen Count) 
this gives you all the information you desire and answers all your qnes 
I take great interest in the reunions of our old regiments and kev: 
as well as I can concerning my old comrades. I have, therefore, heard of tha 
death of many of them, and feel often that the time is close at hand a 
too, must join the great majority as they go marching along. ae 
Sincerely and fraternally, yours, 
H. W. LAWTON 


Major-General, United States | 

A. 8. Covet, Fort Wayne, Ind. 

Those who knew him at Fort Wayne in his boyhood spoke of 
his great interest and enthusiasm in all things military, and which 
presaged his future success in his chosen walk of life. 

On the 18th of April, 1861, three days after President Lincoln's 
first call for volunteers in the war for the Union, at the age of 18, 
he enlisted as a private in the Ninth Indiana Volunteers. 

He was discharged July 29, 1861. On September 24, 1861, he 
became first lieutenant of the Thirtieth Indiana Volunteers. He 
was made acaptain May 17,1862. February 10, 1865, he was made 
alieutenant-colonel. He wasbrevetted colonel of volunteers March 
18, 1865. He served with his regiment in the field in the Army of 
the Tennessee throughout that war, and at its close was mustered 
out, at the age of 22, as lientenant-colonel, after being brevetted 
colonel for gallant and meritorious service and awarded a medal 
of honor for distinguished devoraz; 

He was must out of the Volunteer Army November 25, 1865. 
He was commissioned second lieutenant in the Regular Army on 
the 28th of July, 1866, and served in the infantry until 1869, then 
in the cavalry until 1888, and thereafter as inspector-general until 
the commencement of the war with Spain. 

Upon the declaration of war with Spain he was made briga- 
dier-general of volunteers, and on the 8th of July following major- 
general of volunteers. His nomination for brigadier-general of 

‘the Regular Army was determined upon and was ready to be sent 
to the Senate upon the day of hisdeath. Hecommanded the Sec- 
ond Division of the Fifth Army Corps in the Cuban campaign, 
rendering distinguished service in the battles before Santiago. 
and subsequently commanded the Department of Santiago and 
the Fourth Army Corps. On the 18th of March, 1899, he assumed 
command of the First Division of the Eighth Army Corps in the 
Philippine Islands and remained in command of this division!" 
Ss continuous and most eventful service till he fell in 

attle on the 18th of December, 1899. He was a member af ser 
eral Fort Wayne lodges—of Sion S. Bass Post, Grand Army o! the 
Republic; of Harmony Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, 
No. 19, which conferred upon him a short time before his death 4 
medal of honor as a quarter-of-a-century member; and of Summit 

we Lodge, Free and Accepted Masons. , 

he nation which jhe served so long mourns the death of this 
distinguished soldier, and Indianians feel it as a personal | ” 
Fort Wegne, the place of his first enlistment, and the city \ hich 
during his entire military service he cherished as his home, §\ 

cerely mourns his loss, and its citizens met together in 4 a 
tion of sorrow in December, 1899, with many of his old so a. 
friends and brothers in affiliated orders, and voiced their sen’ 
ments in oo resolutions, ith him 

As a member of his lodge, as a son of one who fought with ®" 
in the Thirtieth Indiana, as a member of the American ‘ one the 
I esteem it a special privilege and honor that the Speaker a™ 


T 


| ich became part of the Ninth Indiana Volunteers, Atthe 2." 
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here assembled tarned from important public work to 
bute to Indiana's hero. 


members 


s tri , 
hear this © sentiment can be spoken of General Lawton, no better 


‘bute Cé aid him, than to say he lived and died in the es- 
ea ve countrymen. The hearts of the volunteers were 
a with him in his struggle ~ the obstructed stream of promo- 
pie in the Army, made difficult by his not receiving a military 
a . education. He was their idol, and his heart was ever with 
co volunteers till it ceased to beat on the field of battle. Noman 
was ever more popular with the volunteer soldiers than Maj. Gen. 
Henry W. Lawton. [Applause. } 

ESTED ELECTION—EVANS VS. TURNER, FIFTH DISTRICT, KEN- 
TUCKY. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report from the Committee on Elections No.1. 

‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina submits 
the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Walter Evans was not elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress of the United States from the Fifth Congressional district of Ken- 
tucky and is not entitled to a seat therein. ' 

Resolved, That Oscar Turner was elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 


. ss from the Fifth Congressional dist rict of the State of Kentucky and 
Conte to a seat in the Fifty-sixth Congress. 


Mr, LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, as I am informed there is to be 


CONT 


no minority report, I ask for the immediate consideration of the | 


resolutions. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman moves that the report of the 
committee be agreed to. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LINNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—PEARSON VS. CRAWFORD, NINTH DISTRICT, 
NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. ROBERTS, from Committee on Elections No. 8, presented 
the report of the committee in the contested-election case of 
Pearson vs. Crawford, Ninth district, North Carolina, stating that 
it was agreed to in the committee that the minority should be 
given ten days in which to present their views. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, ten days will be 
allowed the minority in which to present their views. 

There was no objection. 


The report was ordered to be printed and referred to the House | 


Calendar. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Andthen, on motion of Mr. HITT, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to dispense with the first 
formal reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks to dis- 
pense with the first formal reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Chairman, before proceeding further, I 
should like to make some agreement with the gentleman repre- 
senting the minority of the committee as to the time desired for 
general debate. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois cr Hirt], the chairman of the committee, that I 
have had applications from a number of gentlemen who desire to 
speak. Several gentlemen on the committee desire to be heard, 
and one or two others have asked for an opportunity to address 
the House on this bill. So I suggest to the gentleman that we let 
this day be devoted to discussion of the bill under general debate, 
without placing any other limitation upon it. 
oun HITT. I think, Mr. Chairman, with such an arrangement, 

° practical result would be to give the time substantially to the 


on tohal? as far as I am advised, and I will make that agreement 
da f of my colleagues, that we close the general debate to- 
ay. The — ed = — general ~~ is closed, and 
roceed to read the y paragraphs to-morrow. 

win DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, that was not my proposition 
a @ gentleman. I that we place no limitation as 
_ the debate; that we agree only to devote this 
on © general debate and leave it until to-morrow morning to 

termine what limitation shall be placed upon it. I hope we 
through with it to-day, but I am doubtful 
speaks upon the other side, because of the ap- 
on this side. I would rather have a more 


Me tlowance than that. I am sure there is plenty of time. 


aon CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 


gentleman from 





rhe | by the officers of the Government. 
iminority, and only a small part of it will be asked for by the 
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Mr. HITT. Yes;I yield to the gentleman from Colorado for 
such remarks as he desires. 


_ Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the rank- 
ing member on this side of the House that he has received appli- 


cations from members of the committee that will consume all of 


the time that will be allotted to him on this side 
that I should like to talk—— 

Mr. HITT. Iwill supplement his statement by saying that I 
will give him some additional time which belongs to our side of 
the House, which we do not expect to consume 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that it se 
me that the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas { Mr. 
DINSMORE] is fair, and that debate ought to be extended in this 
matter, at least for a reasonable time. I should like to have some 
time myself to finish a talk that I started here the other day. If 
that time is given, why, of course, it will be satisfactory to me 
that we finish to-day, if no other member desires to occupy more 
time. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that it is unusual to 
allow such a short time as this. There is no demand now on the 
time of the House. We have been meeting and adjourning and 
transacting very little business, and I think if gentlemen desire 
to be heard they ought to be indulged. 

Mr. HITT. What would the gentleman say to 2 o'clock to- 
morrow as the time at which to close general debate? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I would rather leave it open entirely. 

Mr. HITT. Wecansettlethatatanytime. I will assent to the 
gentleman’s proposition that to-day be devoted to general debate. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Leave it until to-morrow to determine at 
what hour debate shall close. 

Mr. HITT. And the committee will rise when it sees fit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that no arrange- 
ment has been made, 

Mr. HITT. There isan arrangement as to general debate—that 
it shall continue and consume this day, and that no vote shall be 
taken to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is simply a statement of the gentle- 
man, and it has not been put to the committee as the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HITT. I request, then, that general debate only be in 
order for to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate alone be in erder for to-day 
upon thisappropriation bill, Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITT. The time will be controlled, I suppose, according to 


L will state 


ms to 


usage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without some arrangement, that would 
not be so. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Arkansas can suggest an 
arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 


| that the time may be equally divided between the two sides of 


the committee, to be controlled on the one side by the gentleman 
from Illinois and on the other by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Is there objection to that rejuest? [After a pause.}] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, before general debate begins, which 
will not have much to do with the bill, I will say a word about 
the measure itself as it is before the House. It appropriates the 
money to support the consular and diplomatic service of the 
United States for the next fiscal year. The amount is $1,743,408.76, 
or $31,875 more than we appropriated last year, and some $152,440 
less than the estimates of the Department. I will say to gentle- 
men to whom the bill may not be familiar, that this apparent ap- 
propriation is far greater than the real burden to the Treasury 
and to the taxpayer. 

Half of the amount that is appropriated is paid into the service 
Over $900,000 was paid into 
the Treasury by the consuls. Many of the other items that are in 
this bill which seem very large are in their nature contingent, 
and are rarely if ever all expended, sometimes not one-fifth; but 
it is always deemed prudent to make these appropriations for ap- 
parently considerable’ sums of expenditure. Some of them are 
not nearly all expended and some, as, for instance, expenses on 
extradition cases, is all reimbursed by the foreign governments; 
so that the sum to be taxed upon the people and drawn from the 
Treasury is far less than the amount stated in the face of the bill. 

The bill is substantially a repetition of existing legislation. By 
the rules of the House the committee is forbidden to make changes 
in existing law, and we have only made changes in those items 
which are of such elastic nature that they can be considered as 
subject under the rules tochangeinamount. Though the expend- 
iture is for an object authorized by existing law, some salary 
appropriations have increased apparently, because a number of 
officers are in this bill for the first time paid by fixed salaries, 
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where they have heretofore been paid by fees. They now appear 
for the first time upon this bill as increases apparently. 

Such offices are at Aden, on the Red Sea; at Chihuahua, Mexico; 
Ensenada, Mexico. The difference between the amount paid here- 
tofore as fees and the amount of the salary now given is so incon- 
siderable that it is hardly perceptible. At Aden, where the fees 
now amount to $1,479, the salary is fixed at $1,500. At Chihuahua 
the fees were $1,430, and that is made a salaried consulate at $1,500. 
[t is desirable always that the compensation of the officers of the 
Government should be fixed and the various sums stated plainly 
in the law. For the information of the House I have stated these 
changes, 

There is some increase in the amount allowed for contingent 

expenses of foreign missions, namely, $20,000, but really an in- 
crease of $17,000 appropriated, as $5,000 for the inspection of 
diplomatic and consular offices, heretofore a separate item, is put 
in the category of contingent expenses for foreign missions, and it 
will be paid out of this contingent fund. For the Mexican Bound- 
ary Commission $20,000 is appropriated. When the matter was 
before the committee thev first cut it down $5,000, but at the last 
moment, on a statement from the Secretary of State that it was 
needed immediately for the Government's pressing wants, it was 
put at $20,000. 
: There were a large number of recommendations by the Depart- 
ment which we could not under the rules accede to, increasing the 
salaries paid to consuls at many points where they are too low, and 
also in the allowances for clerk hire. We have taken one, where 
the highest amount of labor is done in the transaction of business, 
at London, where the consul-general himself has to pay for addi- 
tional hire. We have taken and added the sum paid by him and 
made the allowance. 

The bill, gentlemen,is a good bill. It was reported by the com- 
mittee unanimously. I think itis inadequate provision for a serv- 
ice which itself is inadequate and ought to be increased and im- 
proved. I would have been glad to make better provision for a 
service that is increasing in its duties every year and a service 
that has proven more and more valuable every year to the great 
commercial interest, especially in promoting the enormous and 
rapidly increasing exportations of our manufactured goods every- 
where. 

In that work these men are our agents, furnishing information, 
promoting trade. They are a kind of propaganda all over the 
world for the sale of our products that are now invading eT 
market. Their compensation and number ought to be incr ; 
as they are increasing in their efficiency. I will now yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas { Mr. DINSMORE}. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the bill which has 
been reported from that committee has but few changes from the 
law of appropriations of last year for the diplomatic and consular 
service, and those changes are such as were suggested and de- 
manded by changed conditions since the former law was enacted, 
Therefore, there is no necessity for any discussion of the measure 
in itself. It has been reported to the House unanimously from the 
committee. But, sir, I desire to avail myself of this opportunity 
to submit a few observations —— eral conditions in the 
country in reiation to foreign a and in relation to our Gov- 
ernment’s action toward its recently acquired possessions or those 
which it is now struggling to acquire. 

I will read, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, from the Presi- 
dent's annual message sent to Congress at the beginning of the 
present session, in which we find this language: 

The withdrawal of the authority of Spain from the island of Cuba was ef- 
fected by the lst of January, so that the full reestablishment of peace found 
the relinquished territory held by us in trust for the inhabitants, maintain- 
ing, under the direetion of the Executive, such government and control 
therein as should conserve public order, restore the productive conditions 
of peace so long disturbed. by the instability and disorder which 
for the greater part of the preceding three decades, and build up tran- 
quil davelopment of the domestic state whereby alone can be realized the 
high purpose, as proclaimed in the joint resolution adopted by the 
on the 19th of Aprti, 1888, by which the United States disclaimed any 
sition or intention to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 
except for the pacification thereof, and assertedé_its determination when that 
was accomplished to leave the government and control of the island to its 
people. The pledge contained in this resolution is of the highest honorable 
obligation and must be sacredly kept. 

So said the President of the United States, and when he used 
this language I believe that he earnestly felt what he uttered, 
that it was his purpose, so far as he was able as the Chief Execu- 
tive, to see that the faith pledged in the resolution of Congress 
that he recites should be kept by thisGovernment. Inconnection 
with this message, I want to call the attention of the House to 
one or two incidents. Just after it was sent to Congress by the 
President the Committee on Rules, which has complete control 
of procedure in the House, reported a resolution creating a new 
committee to take jurisdiction of certain legislative matters. 

That committee was styled, is styled, the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. It was sup ly created to take jurisdiction of matters 
appertaining to the undisputed territory of the United States. 
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Prior to the creation of this committee the Committee on }, 
Affairs had jurisdiction of all things appertaining to the»... 
between the United States and Cuba. Presumably i+...” 
done because of any doubt of the ability of the Foreicn \ 9.” 
Committee to continue successfully to manage that busine. 

The resolution, before it was referred to the Committee on j2) 
and reported back, did not provide for the transfer of tha: .... > 
diction to the Committee on Insular Affairs; but the Co., 
on Rules, for some reason best known to its members. provided by 
the resolution that the jurisdiction should be taken away fro), +). 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. What was it, Mr. Chair... 
What motive impelled them to that action? The Commit... 
Rules does not act without some purpose. The resoluti,, 7 
troduced in the House, before it was reported back \y ¢) 
mittee on Rules, did not provide for the transfer of the 
tion. 

Why, I ask again, did they see proper to make such a trans\, rt 
the new committee from the Committee on Foreign Affairs’ ‘T},. 
new committee has its hands full of the business relative +o +)... 
matters, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs is left wit}, py - 
tically, at this time, nothing todo. Iam glad that, since the (on, 
mittee on Foreign Affairs is relieved of the business and i: },. 
gone to the Committee on Insular Affairs, a committee very able 
in its personnal, that our very able chairman [Mr. Hitt | was mado 
amember alsoof the new committee. [am notespecially jealoys of 
the fact that the jurisdiction has been taken away from the Com. 
mitte on Foreign Affairs, but I Gagiore the fact that this action oy 
the part of the Committee on Rules has an appearance of pur- 
pose not to carry out the will of the President as expressed in his 
message, but to give color to a pretension which may be later 
boldly asserted, that we have rights in the island of Cuba beyon 
the pledge of Congress, and, in violation of it, that there is ay 
ultimate purpose to destroy the liberties which our men foug): 
for at Santiago and achieved for the Cubans. [ do not impute 
to any particular person bad motives. : 

I do not say that men act dishonestly; 1 believe there is not a 
gentleman in this House who, if confronted with the proposition 
contained in the President's language with reference to Cuba, 
would not assert that that is the purpose of Congress. He would 
resent indignantly —~ imputation that he had any other purpose, 
but at the same time it is in the atmosphere and we hear it on al! 
hands that other things will happen; doubts are expressed, not 
only by the ontinaty individual in the common walks of life, but 
by men of official character, although not making the statement 
officially, as to whether the United States Government will ever 
relinquish its hold on the island of Cuba. 

Why all this talk, Mr. Chairman, about who shall haul down 
the ae is as applicable to Cuba as it is to the Philippines, 
Who haul it down, they say, where once its folds have shel- 
tered any territory? It must be leftand never pulled down. | 
want have heard from individuals the assertion that we never 

abandon Cuba. We are told that we dare not leave the 
Philippines to themselves; that they are incapable of self-govern- 
ment. Are they more so the Cubans? Admiral Dewey has 
told us they are less so. 

Now, let us consider the conditions in Cubaand in the Philippines 
at the outbreak of the war and com them with each other. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a mo 


ment? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Hiinois. I should be glad if the gentleman 
from Arkansas, in this connection, would state whether he would 
bein favor of the annexation of Cuba if the people of Cuba so 


voted. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I say to the gentleman that 
Ihave for a long time, as acitizen of this country, felt a desire 
that at some time we should: the island of Cuba; and if at 
any time I recognized that had been a full, free, fair, u- 
trammeled pos one of a desire on the part of the Cuban peop! 
themselves to be admitted into this Union, they coming in wit! 4 
proper form of government to entitle them to admission, and ther 
people were prepared for it, { would favor it. I will say further- 
more to my friend that never would I favor any such method as 
that when the Hawaiian Islands were annexed, when the 
people of those islands were not consulted—nobody, practically, 
except a lot of missionaries, traders, and commercial a iventurer’. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I referred simply to a ful! an‘ com 
plete vote on the of the of Cuba, asking for admission. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I have answered the gentleman “ 

i L hope, tohis satisfaction. [donot wat 
to be drawn beyond the ts which I have set for myself 1” - 
discussion and which I propose to follow in a general and bne 


way. 
Bat if the flag can not be down in the Philippines becau® 
the honor of the nation is involved, and so it is said; 1! we have 
to civilization anything in behalf of the inhabitants = 
ppines, is it not fully so with regard to the Cubans: The 
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said: With aes to ae we Sofond 
; ds, in the name of liberty, by Congressiona 
what -—"" = soma, according to the President, that honor de- 
—— one thing in Cuba and another in the Philippines. Ad- 
— Dewey has told us that the Filipinos are more capable of 
mLgovernment than the Cubans. He has said that he is fa- 
e ilar with the two peoples and that in his view the inhabitants 
wo ihe Philippine Islands are more capable of self-government than 
‘re Cubans. Is not liberty as dear to one as to the other? 
Or Chairman, the Cubans and the Filipinos have suffered un- 
jer the same cruel oppression and tyranny of the same despotic 
‘ower, When we went to their relief the people of Cuba were 
insurrection against that tyranny and so were the Filipinos, 
= b having organized armies, the army of the Filipinos the 
ia a one and more capable and better ermed than that of Cuba, 
both struggling for liberty with the same cause, the same justifi- 
cation exactly, though their interests and revolutionary actions 
were not mutual, 

When Cuba, which is nearer to our own borders, sent up her 
cries of distress, drawn forth by Spanish persecutions, which were 
unheeded, the people of the United States, after patient and ear- 
nest protests, demanded that action should be taken on the part of 
this Government in their behalf. Soc f 

Why? For the purpose of territorial acquisition? Not at all; 
that we specifically disavowed; but because the condition of suf- 
fering, distress, and oppression in Cuba appealed to the sympathy 
of the most liberty-loving people on earth, a people who have 
established for themselves a government under which liberty 
abounds and whose people desire to see it enjoyed by all who 
aspire to independence and dom. By a solemn resolution 
of Congress we declared that they were and of right ought to 
be free and independent; we invoked the power of this great 
Government to make them so; and for fear of that spirit of greed 
which dwells in the minds of men grasping after money, we pro- 
vided in that resolution that it was not the purpose of the United 
States to carry on a war of conquest or to exercise any dominion 
or control in the island of Cuba, kunt to give those people freedom 
and then to withdraw our forces. 

The country is familiar with conditions existing in Cuba at the 
outbreak of hostilities, and the official correspondence of our con- 
sular officers on file in the State Department, published with other 
important correspondence, which I shall allude to hereafter, in 
Senate Document 62, has informed us equally well the state of 
affairs in the Philippines. The conditions were exactly similar. 
Consul Williams, writing from Manila to the State Department 
on February 22, 1898, said: 

Peace was proclaimed, * * * but there is no peace and has been none for 
about two years. Conditions here and in Cuba are popotionlty alike. War 
exista, battles are of almost daily occurrence, and ambulances bring in many 
wounded, and hospitals are full. ers are brought here and shot with- 
out trial, and Manila is under martial law. 

Writing again, March 19, 1898, Mr. Williams said: 


Insurrection is rampant; many killed, wounded, and made prisoners on 
both sides. A battle ship, the Don Juan’ de Austria, sent this week to the 
northern part of Luzon to cooperate with a land force of 2,000, dispatched to 
succor local forces, overwhelmed by rebels. 

* * & * « 


. * 
Rebellion never more threatening to Spain. Rebels getting arms, money 


and friends, and they outnimber the Spaniards, resident and soldiery, prob- 
ably a hundred to one, 


In his letter of March 27, Mr. Williams said: 
Cuban conditions exist here bly in aggravated form. § 
are killed and wounded daily, ite claimed i 
are kept full. 
When our forces are to be withdrawn I can not say; no other 
gentleman can say; but I hope it may be early. Yet I have grave 
fears that it will be never, notwithstanding the President's mes- 
sage, Saying our oe is of the highest honorable obligation 
and must besacredly kept.” We know his and his pote purpose 
in the Philippines, and we doubt. People who will not recognize 
4 moral obligation it is not evidenced by a sealed contract 
may easily find a way to break the terms of a written bond, espe- 
cially so when the reasons assigned for the pamtitostin of the 
= are, if true at all, which I deny, equally applicable to the other. 
hat great differences exist that we are impelled on the one hand 
® act In the name of liberty and on the other for the purpose of 
Oppression and in denial of freedom? 
= PEARCE of Missouri. If the gentleman will allow me—— 
_ DINSMORE. Certainly. I d to the gentleman. 
thsanl EARCE of Missouri, I do not desire to interrupt the 
tere of my friend's argument, but his views are always in- 
pine | to me, and I would like him before he concludes his 
= oe eon afiemative ye sition a8 to what, in his 
: proper © Philippine problem. 
t. DINSMORE. I shall be very glad to do so, and [ do not 
be a better opportunity than the present, 
to deliver. 


know that there will 
t us take a retrospect for only a moment. If there are any 


is at least this to be 


ish soldiers 
pacification, and the hospitals 


ause I have no 
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embarrassments or difficulties presented to us to-day in with- 
drawing our forces from those islands or in taking a position 
which does not look to ultimate and permanent sovereignty, that 
condition is due to the fault of ourselves, and not to the inhabit- 
ants of the Philippine Islands. 

But whatever the embarrassment may be to-day, I say, without 
hesitation so far as I am concerned, that in respect to every tradi- 
tion of this Government, with respect to our Constitution, with 
respect to the Declaration of Independence, which breathes a holy 
assertion of the principles of liberty and the rights of all men to 
participate in their own government and control, in view of our 
own interests, commercial and industrial, this Government should 
Officially say now—we having failed to say it formerly, as we 
should have done—to those people who are in arms against the 
United States: ‘‘ It is not our purpose to acquire permanent sov- 
ereignty over you. It is not our purpose to hold you in subjec 
tion and to force upon you agovernment to which you yourselves 
have objected. We will not doso. We offer to vou our friendly 
assistance to restore peace and order and toestablish a government 
of your own.” 

That is what they expected of us in the beginning; and if that 
proposition had been made to them at any time during the prog- 
ress of this war, it is my belief that they would have come to 
terms and laid down their arms, and there would have been a: 


sation of hostilities. And having done this, I would make a 
treaty with that government on the part of the United States and 
withdraw from it and no longer be responsible for it otherwise 
than as provided forin that treaty. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. | 

That is easy of accomplishment. Why not? What peculiar 
obligations rest upon us that will prevent us from doing that? 

There are two arguments used, two reasons assigned on the part 
of the annexationists. The one is in the name of civilization and 
alleged humanitarianism, the other in the name of trade and com- 
merce. These two alone, 

The speeches we hear are not arguments directed to reason; they 
are appeals to sentiment, to the hearts of the people, their love for 
the flag, and they charge us with interfering with the progress of 
American arms, and we have been branded in the yellow journals, 
and even by men in high official station, as “traitors” and *‘cop- 
perheads.” 

Mr. Chairman, the flag is a prolific theme. The mere mention 
of the flag of our country stirs the hearts of all Americans. When 
an appeal is made in its name by the sophist, it reaches the unre- 
flecting and carries them away at times. Who does not love the 
flag! We love it becauseit is the emblem of liberty; because it is 
the ensign under which this great country has grown in prosperity 
and wealth and happiness and power; because it stands for tho 
liberty of the individual citizen and for the right of the people to 
govern themselves, and never, until this new era of dishonor, has 
it ever been emblematic of anything else. 

“Who will hanlitdown?” I should say that a President of the 
United States, loving that flag for itself and every association, 
loving it because it means the best things that have ever been ac- 
complished in this country—and if the simple principles of our 
Constitution and our system of government are adhered to, as in 
the past, it means more and greater growth in happiness and 
material prosperity—that that President, unwilling that the flag 
should stand for anything other than is consistent with our pro- 
fessions in the past, our life as a nation and a people, should, by 
his own order, have it taken down where it means the subjuga- 
tion of any people on earth against their own will. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. StpLry] the other day made 
avery happy and eloquent speech as an annexationist. I listened 
to him with a great deal of pleasure. Ialwaysdo. I have for 
him the kindliest feeling of affection, and my admiration of his 
speech on that occasion was not in the least disparaged by the 
fact that I knew he could make just as eloquent a speech and a 


| much stronger one upon the other side of the question, and proba- 


bly will before he is two years older. lam justified in making 
that statement by the fact that I have heard him make very able 
speeches on two sides of a question quite as important as this 
since I have been in Congress. 

He glorifies the flag. He says that he is an optimist, and I 
truly think he is, in the superlative degree. I can not, like him, 
plant myself on hope alone, and without reference to practical con- 
ditions, in disregard of the operation of legal and constitutional 
restraints, forgetting our best and holiest traditions, bidding defi- 
ance to the things that have wrecked governments in other lands 
and other ages, declare my belief ‘‘that on this continent God 
has willed to plant a people who shall carry the arts of peace and 
the story of the cross to the nations of the earth” and at the same 
time offer the sword and the bayonet as the instruments of that 
achievement. God hath said, ‘‘ They that live by the sword shall 


perish by the sword.” 
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My friend used this language with reference to Rome, which I 
recall, and quote from the REcorD: 

Mr. Speaker, we have held up to us for warning the history of Persia and 
Greece, of Babylon and Rome. They have flourished and have faded. They 
had their morning hour and their meridian and went out in the blackness of 
night. Rome expanded until, like a wheel, the spokes radiated from the hub 
throughout Europe, Asia,and Africa. The collapse of her power and of ever 
empire of the past came not from the weakness of the periphery of the wheel, 
but from the rottenness of the hub. 

Mr. Chairman, that is exactly what we, of conservative position 
upon this question, desire to prevent for our own country—the 
rotting of the hub. The gentleman is correct, but when the pe- 
riphery was extended tosuch remote bounds, when so many spokes 
were crowded into the hub, when an enormous military establish- 
ment became necessary to keepin subjection and order all this 
wide domain over which Rome exercised control, then it was that 
the possibility arose for corruptions to begin at the center of gov- 
ernment and the hub became strained and split and cracked and 
rotten, and the whole Empire came tumbling Sowa. a mighty heap 
of ruin upon the heads of people who had enjoyed liberty before. 

We would pursue a conservative, safe course in this country. 
We desire to refrain from expanding our dominion away out into 
the islands of the sea, because we believe it is dangerous; because 
we believe the creation of great standing armies is not only expen- 
sive and a drain upon the substance of the people, but that it im- 
perils their liberties; because we believe that it tempts the jealousy 
of other nations and makes us a party to the contest going on in 
the great Orient for the possession of territory when we do not 
need it for our own uses. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, in the theory of commerce by 
military establishment. I believe that commerce follows peace. 
I do not believe in the trade of the bayonet; I believe in the trade 
of the pen and countinghouse. I do not believeinthe trade of the 
man-of-war with bristling cannon; I believe in the trade of the 
ship that flies under the white sails of peace and friendship and 
thrift and competition, bearing our commerce to every clime and 
offering it to the world upon terms which are reciprocally bene- 
ticial toitand tous. This is the true theory of commerce, and no 
other can be justified. By it we maintain peace and friendly 
relations with all the world. By the other we constantly hazard 
the liberty of the people and endanger our Government to dis- 
turbances and embarrassments with foreign powers. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I ask the House to reflect a moment upon 
the theory of commerce as a justification of the Administration’s 
policy. If this war is being waged for money, that there shall be 
additional trade established for the benefit of those who sell and 
buy in this country, what is the price that we pay? It is not only 
the millions of dollars that go out from the Treasury to maintain 
permanent armies; it is not only the millions of dollars that will 
be necessary in the future to maintain colonies under military 
rule; not that alone; we are paying for it in the precious blood of 
our land. Who shall adjudge the value of an American soldier’s 
life? Who shall place it in the scale with trade and dollars and 
material wealth? 

Who shall say how many lives we will be justified in expending 
for the establishment of the trade which gentlemen value so 
highly? The soldier must dohisduty. His duty is to obey orders, 
and the President is his officer of supremecommand. No matter 
what the danger, what the cause. Soldiers know nothing of 
causes. When ordered to fight the Filipino, could they refuse? 

Not tho’ the soldier knew 
Some one had blundered: 
Theirs not to make reply, 9 

Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to do and die. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, the blunders of this Administration have 
accomplished a fearful harvest of death. The Washington Post 
two days ago gave this telegram from San Francisco: 

REMAINS OF 80 AMERICAN SOLDIERS. 
SAN FRANCISCO, February 2, 1899. 

A cable from Manila was received from the quartermaster’s department 
stating that the Hancock sailed for San Francisco on January 19 with the 
bodies of 462 dead soldiers. The Indiana is expected in immediately with 200 
bodies, and the Ohio, with 138, arrived to-day. 

Over 800 dead soldiers brought back to their native land. Dead, 
Mr. Chairman and gontlemen, Dead, Mr. President and Messrs. 
Commissioners. Dead, asa logical, inevitable result of your blun- 
dering, grasping policy. Sacrifices offered up by this Administra- 
tion in the name of trade, in the cause of greed, in the cause of a 
false and hypocritical philanthropy. I protest against it. Even 
this morning the gentleman from Sellen [Mr. RoBINsON] arose 
to announce that the gallant General Lawton to-day lies in his 
native city in state, with his comrades and his friends weeping 
abont him. 

That great life was given as a sacrifice, an enforced sacrifice, 
by this Administration to establish domination in the Philippine 
Islands. By what right are these 800 lives sacrificed? And there 
have been many more and there will be yet more. These boys 
who went away a few months ago under orders, and bearing upon 
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their lips the parting kiss of sweetheart, sister, wife. ay.) 

followed across the seas by prayers of loved ones at jy... 
now returning cold and dead, bringing a pall of gloom jy; .),.” 
sands of homes. Ten thousand weepers and mourners wi)) ...., 
about them, and pour out tears before the broken for). , 
that ‘‘sleep the sleep that knows no waking.” And may [ }.... 
mitted to ask of the President, of every Republican in tho ..._ 
try, and of my good friend from Pennsylvania, how many y,,. 
American lives they feel justified in sacrificing, how ta). ».... 
homes shall be made desolate, in the name of trade and ‘yy... 

That is the price that is being paid for the domination .; >) 

United States in the Philippines; that isthe sacrifice that js j,.;,,. 
exacted by the President. Is it with the consent of the pew), 


’ ? 
People 


Was it done with the consent of Congress? Congress w-; pow 
consulted in regard to the action to be taken in the Philinyin, 
This calamitous condition was brought upon us by the action .: 
the Administration, by the Executive and his officers. 
He sent his commission to Paris to effect a treaty of peace 
There was but one thing that stood as an obstruction to +), 
speedy accomplishment of that purpose. They demanded coss:o, 
of the Philippines. Under instructions, the American coy 
sioners heid the knife at the throat of a prostrate, beaten ay 
nist, and holding out $20,000,000 as a bribe, added to intimida; 
induced him to yield a reluctant consent; $20,000,000 were given 
as consideration for the privilege or as a pretext to crush the Fiji. 
pinos and force them into subjection to this Government avainst 
their will; $20,000,000 were paid for an excuse to sacrifice thou. 
sands of lives of Americans and islanders in the name of God and 
trade; and gentlemen call this “ ee the arts of peace and the 
story of the Cross to the nations of the earth.” 
How does this appear to you? What kind of sentiment does jt 
engender, what feeling inspire, in view of all that was said and 
done in the cause of liberty for Cuba? Now, “honor” demands 
that we must wage cruel war against the Filipinos to force them to 
submit to that which under the dictates of honor we freed the 
Cubans of. So itruns all through, the same character of dissiiny- 
lation and false pretense, for I must call it that; and they insist 
that we are now committed to it forever by the action of tive Fiji. 
pinos themselves, which is but adding one degree more of hypoc- 


1€ Coun- 


re 


action of 


sion 
Mis- 
ago- 


10n, 


risy. 

Mr. Chairman, when we have cited them to the fact that we 
gave the Filipinos cause to believe that we would assist them 
to independence, and that we sought and had their cooperation 
in fighting the Spaniards, that by their aid the Spaniard was 
crushed in Luzon, they say there was no cooperation. There was 
a practical alliance between our forces and Aguinaldo; but this, 
too, is denied. 

A commission appointed by the President, in their ‘‘ pre|iminary 
report,” which was filed and referred to Congress by the Presi- 
dent with his message, says there never was any cooperation. 
While battling for the liberty of the people in Cuba when we as- 
serted the sovereign right of all men to control their own desti- 
nies, or at least participate in that control, it became necessary 
to strike the enemy in the Orient. 

He had a fleet in Manila Bay. He had garrisons in the Philip- 

ine Islands. All are familiar with our wonderful victory in 

anila Bay. But while Dewey held the bay Aguinaldo and his 
patriot army pressed the land forces of the enemy to the very verze 
of thesea and could have taken the city of Manila any day. There 
was no cooperation the commission. How came Aguinaldo 
there? Go to the official reports of our own officers ani ascer- 
tain. United States Consul-General Pratt at Singapore held fre- 

uent interviews with Aguinaldo before the battle of Man:la.and 
through him communication was had between Dewey and Agu 
naldo, which led to thelatter’s accepting passage on a United States 
ship of war and going to Manila and taking command of the 1n- 
surgent army by the assistance and advice of Admiral Dewey, wo 
furnished him with arms. 

Before Admiral Dewey left Hongkong for Manila Consul-General 
Pratt wired him from Singapore that Aguinaldo was wiliing 
join him ‘for general ion, if desired.” Those were tie 
words. What was Dewey’s answer? ‘Tell Aguinaldo come 
soon as possible.” Aguinaldo arrived at Hongkong too late to 4° 
with Dewey, but so important was his presence and cooperton 
esteemed that by Dewey's orders he was taken on board the 
McCulloch and conveyed to Manila. What further evidence 's 
there of cooperation? On July 4 Gen. Thomas Anderson, cor 
manding the United States land forces, wrote to Aguina!do, hav- 
ing been placed by Dewey at the head of the insurgent army, 
follows: 

General, I have the honor to inform you that the United States ©! 
withthe Kingdom of Spaise bas case sysnpatny aad mf 

om fs ne ae Sti 
ments for the native Sree ot the Philippine I ands. for these reasol® 
desire to have the most amicable relations with you. and to have you" 


our people cooperate with us in military operations against the Spe? 
orces, etc. 


Now, this same commission tells you that not until long after 











1900. 
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that, until after the Spaniards had been crushed, did Aguinaldo | 


or his followers ever express & desire forindependence. But here 
‘Admiral Dewey tells you in this dispatch to the Department, dated 
June 27, that he has gone to attend a meeting of the insurgent 
jeaders for the purpose of forming a civil government. 
DEWEY’S DISPATCH. 
; HONGKONG, June 27, 1898. 

gporeTary OF Navy, Washington: 
~ Receipt of telegram of June 14 is acknowledged. Aguinaldo, insurgent 
leader, with 13 of his staff, arrived May 19, by permission, on Nanshan. Es 
tablished self Cavite, outside arsenal, under the protection of our guns, and 

anized hisarmy. I have had several conferences with him, generally of 
oresonal nature. Consistently I have refrained from assisting him in any 
way with the force under my command, and on several occasions I have 
declined requests that I should do so, telling him the squadron could not act 
until the arrival of the United States troops. At the same time I have ve 
him to understand that I consider insurgents as friends, being apoces. toa 
common enemy. He has gone to attend a meeting of insurgent leaders for 
the purpose of forming a civil government. Aguinaldo has acted independ- 
ently of the squadron, but has kept me advised of his progress, which has 
been wonderful. I have allowed to pass by water recruits, arms, and ammu- 
nition, and to take such Spanish arms and ammunition from the arsenal as 
he needed. Have advised frequently to conduct the war humanely, which 
he has done invariably. * * In my opinion, these people are far superior 
in their intelligence and more capable of self-government than the natives 
of Cuba, and I am familiar with both races. 

DEWEY. 


Is this cooperation? He says that he furnished him the means to 
get arms for his people. That he acted independently it is true, 
but under the advice of Dewey, and Dewey commends him for the 
manner in which he is discharging the duty which is expected of 
him by Dewey and the military commanders that he shall perform. 

“They did not expect independence.” Why, Mr. Chairman, 
one of the most pathetic things in the history of all the transac- 
tions, in view of what is now said and the contention of people in 
Congress and of the Administration, is contained in a proclama- 
tion of joy which the insurgent representatives in Hongkong sent 
to the people in the Philippine Islands after the conference with 
Pratt, after Dewey had gone to Manila to strike the Spaniards. 
Here it is—a part of it—of the proclamation to the Filipinos from 
their leaders, the Filipino junta, in Hongkong: 

Compatriots, Divine Providence is about to place independence within our 
reach. The Americans, not from any mercenary motives, but for the sake 
of humanity, have considered it opportune toextend their protecting mantle 
to our beloved country. Where you see the American flag flying, assemble 
in mass. They are our redeemers. 

Does that read as if they hoped for independence? But that is 
not the only significance of this dispatch. Mr. Rounseville Wild- 
man, United States consul at Hongkong, had advised with Agui- 
naldo throughout, and says himself that he (Wildman) outlined 
the proclamation Aguinaldo issued to his people. This is his 
language: 

Immediately on the arrival of Aguinaldo at Cavite he issued a proclama- 
tion, which I had outlined for him before he left, forbidding pillage and mak- 
ing it a criminal offense to maltreat neutrals. He, of course, organized a gov 
ernment of which he was dictator, an absolutely necessary — if he hoped 
to maintain control over the natives, and from that date until the present 


time he has been uninterruptedly successful in the field and dignified and 


a as the head of his government. According to his own statements to me 
niards and the Germans, 


vy letter, he has been approached by both the S 
and has had tempting offers made him bythe Catholic Church. He has been 


watched very closely by Admiral Dewey, Consul Williams, and his own junta 
here in Hongkong, and nothing of moment has occurred which would lead 
anyone to believe that he was not carrying out to the letter the promises 
made to me in this consulate. 

Here is proof both of abundant cooperation and of the hope 
and expectation of the Filipinos from the first for independence. 
Does it opgest that they wanted independence? Were they jus- 
tified in sending their proclamation from Hongkong? They were 
justified in every view; by the position we had taken with refer- 
ence to Cuba, by the solemn promise of the Congress of the United 
States in reference to Cuba, because they were exactly in the 
condition that we found the Cubans. They wanted us to assist 
them to independence and then withdraw. 
Does anybody believe any Filipino insurgent or leader thought 
oat our people had any other purpose than that? Does any mem- 
er believe that Admiral Dewey ever expected anything else to 
secur? Do you believe that Otis, or any other general in com- 
mand of the land forces, expected anything else? To have taken 
& position at the time these difficulties first occurred that we 
pt pursue any other course than that which we pursued 
oward Cuba would have been an insult to the dignity and fair 
tan of the United StatesGovernment. The Administration con- 

7 8 that the Filipinos ed hostilities against us. 
a“ . say So is not true, e began them ourselves. We firedt he 
steal = Asoldier from a Kansas regiment fired upon a Filipino 
Then tween the lines of the American and insurgent forces. 
killed was returned, and a number of the native soldiers were 
staan Aguinaldoimmediately expressed to General Otis his regret 
offered te cael distinctly disavowed - purpose of hostility, and 
Seoteeh move his lines back as far as the American commander 
a - Honor between men, honor between nations, honor in 
stank Te eee nano’ that this proporal should have been recog- 
n the interest of peace. But it was not. (General Otis 


made the .ruel reply that since the fighting had commenced, it 
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That end is not yet reached, and 


must go on to the bitter end. 
Otis is responsible. 

Let us look a little further. 
name of ‘benevolent 
phrases. 

The President of the United States appointed his commission 
and sent them out to the Philippine Islands. That commission 
reports that the people of the Philippine Islands never dreamed 
of independence till after the Spaniards had been crushed and we 
had taken possession of Manila. The records tell you differently. 
The Singapore Press, reciting interviews between our officials and 
Aguinaldo, their correctness vouched for by United States Consul- 
General Pratt, controvert the statement. The proclamation of 
the Philippine representatives, made public to the world, tell you 
differently. The very struggle of those people striving for liberty 
itself gives the lie to the commission's statement. 

After the Spaniards had capitulated, but before the treaty was 
concluded, the President issued a proclamation and sent it over to 
be promulgated by General Otis. General Otis took a very ex- 
traordinary liberty with that proclamation—a liberty which he 
was justified in taking in the cause of fairness and honesty, and 
for the purpose of preserving the good name of our country. 
Whether that was his motive must be ascertained by all that he 
said and did taken together, but it might well have been. That 
he did so is not denied. He himself reports the manner in which 
it was done. Whatdoes he say? General Otis reports— 

After fully considering the President's proclamation and the temper of 
the Tagalos, with whom I was daily discussing political problems and the 
friendly intentions of the United States Government toward them, I con- 
cluded that there were certain words and expressions therein |the President's 
proclamation], such as “ sovereignty,” “ right of cession,’’ and those which 
directed immediate occupation, etc.. which, though most admirably employed 
and tersely expressive of actual conditions, might be advantageously used by 
the Tagalo war party to incite widespread hostilities among the natives. The 
ignorant classes had been taught to believe that certain words, as “sover 
eignty,” “‘ protection,” etc., had peculiar meaning disastrous to their welfare 
and significant of future political domination, like that from which they had 
recently been freed. 

It was my opinion, therefore, that [ would be justified in so amending the 
paper that the beneficent object of the United States Government would be 
brought clearly within the comprehension of the people, and this conclusion 
was the more readily reached because of the radical change of the past few 
days in the constitution of Aguinaldo'’s government, which could not have 
been understood at Washington at the time the proclamation was prepared 
It was also believed that the proclamation had been induced partially by the 


These things are being done in the 
assimilation” and other high-sounding 


suggestions of the naval authorities here, which three weeks previous, and 
while affairs were 1n a specific and comparatively quiet state, had recom 
mended ** that the President issue a proclamation defining the policy of the 


United States Government in the Philippine Islands and assuring the inhal 
itants that it is our intention tointerfere as little as possible in the internal 
affairs of the islands; that as soon as they developed their capability for 
self-government their powers and privileges will be increased. That will 
allay the syirit of unrest.” 

What “ beneficent object?” We could only have two pur- 
poses—one to assist those people in accordance with our pledge to 
the Cubans to establish a free government for themselves and the 
other to take away from them their liberty. One or the other of 
these must be our purpose. It developed in the President's proc- 
lamation that the purpose of the United States was to take away 
their liberty. But General Otis says, ‘‘We must disguise this 
purpose; we must so amend this proclamation that the Filipinos 
will not be misled and the benevolent purpose of the United States 
be misunderstood.” 

Why. Mr. Chairman, I can not believe otherwise than that Gen- 
eral Otis at the time he took this liberty with the President's 
proclamation, believed that the language used by the President 
did not convey the purpose of the Administration. As a liberty- 
loving man, as aself-respecting American citizen bearing a com- 
mission from his Government, he was justified even in taking the 
position that the President used terms which he did not intend to 
use. If that was not his understanding, then his words which I 
have quoted are used as irony. 

The sarcasm, the biting, burning sarcasm, with which he blisters 
the President of the United States in that dispatch amounts to 
insubordination for which he might have been court-martialed. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a peculiar temper pervades the mind of the 
annexationist of to-day. It is needless to stand here and discuss 
the analogies between the acquisition of the Philippines and the 
acquisition of the Louisiana purchase. Why not come up and 
consider this question upon its merits? 

Everybody knows that different reasons existed in the two cases; 
that different objections obtained. I shall not pause to discuss 
that phase of the question. The first question is, Do we need the 
Philippines; and if so, for what purpose? The second is, Have we 
the right, under the Constitution, to acquire them? And a third 
question is, If we have the right, and if we have a need for them, 
can we, under our traditions, under the broad pledge of this 
great Union of States, under every observance by which we have 
grown great and strong and mighty as a nation, afford to tear 
down the beautiful temple of liberty which we ourselves have 
constructed and make it a waste place and a burying ground for 
the blasted hopes of humanity--for the dead aspirations of those 
who have striven for freedom? 
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The President and his commission would have us believe that 
the natives—those engaged in resistance to our arms—are brutal 
and cruel and have no conception of free government, nor desire 
for it, and that if we withdraw, chaos would follow and lawless- 
ness run riot; that they are incapable of forming a government. 
To refute this we have not only the direct testimony of Admiral 
Dewey, but he reports the testimony of officers whom he sent on 
a tou of inspection of 600 miles in the interior, where the Tagal 
government was in force. 

I shall not go into a discussion of the constitutional questions 
involved in the Administration’s purposes. My object is only to 
make plain what it is intended shall be done and how, and to ex- 
pose the insincerity of the motives and plans, that the American 
people, who must ultimately determine this question for them- 
selves, may know what they are to pass upon. I said a moment 
ago that a peculiar temper prevails. Men are inspired thesedays 
with great contempt for constitutional obstructions. Gentlemen 
of this House have been busy for weeks and are still engaged in 
seeking some constitutional sanction for imperialism, for holding 
subject provinces by military power. If they fail, and they will, 
I neouiindeds expect to hear them assert it. They should, if they 
intend to persist in their purpose, be as honest as Mr. Whitelaw 
Reid. During the summer I received a copy of a speech deliv- 
ered by him before the Miami University, in Ohio, upon the sub- 
ject of the duty of the American Government in the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. Reid takes up this question of constitutionality and the 
rights of the United States to acquire territory for purposes other 
than that of statehood. Under the Constitution, according to the 
contention of some, and as I myself believe, as interpreted in the 
decisions rendered by Chief Justice Marshall and followed by 
the Supreme Court in other decisions, our constitutional power is 
limited to acquiring territory for statehood. But I care not to 
discuss that. I am showing now the temper which possesses the 
minds of men. Mr. Whitelaw Reid takes up these decisions and 
refers to what Jefferson and Madison said, He comments upon 
what Senator Hoar has said and upon the decisions of Chief Jus- 
tices Marshall and Taney, and he uses this startling language. I 
quote from memory: 

I would not by a hair's breadth disparage the weight to be attached to the 
opinions and decisions of these learned men; but I can not believe that any 
dispassionate person can read these decisions and opinions in the light of sur- 
rounding circumstances and the conditions under which they were rendered 


and oupromeé and come to any other conclusion than that they are flimsy as 
a cobweb. 


Behold, Mr. Chairman, a greater than Washington is here, a 
more ee and learned jurist than Marshall, a ter patriot 
than Jefferson, a wiser than any of the fathers—the gentleman 
who assisted in negotiating the treaty with Spain at the dagger's 
point and wrested from her her poor title to possession which she 
was not able to maintain against the insurrectionists themselves 
and to enforce her authority beyond the narrowest limits. 

Not only does Mr. Reid say this; he goes further, and makes 
assertions each more startling and dangerous. I am sorry that I 
have not here a copy of his address. I tried to procure it, but 
was unable to find it in the Library or elsewhere. I state it from 
memory, but | pledge myself to the correctness of its substance, 
if I do not give it in the exact language, and I can almost do that. 
In speaking of the pupese of this Government and our possi- 
bilities as a nation, he says: 

Neither chains forged in the Constitution, nor chains of precedent, nor yet 
the dead hand of the Father of his Country, whom we all revere, can prevent 
us as a nation from doing anything that any other nation could do or meeting 
any emergency which arises or discharging any obligation which imposes. 

There you are! What useful function is left for the Constitz- 
tion? 

What is meant, Mr. Chairman, by this? When an emerysenc 
arises, the Constitution, if it stand in the way, will be iapeanpteds 
If an obligation imposes, we will oo that obligation v;ithout 
reference to the organic law of the —throw it asize, just as 
his colleague and compeers have cast aside the Declaration of 
Independence and trodden it under foot. We will not be bound by 
chains forged in the Constitution, We will perform our purpose, 
whatever that purpose may be. 

Mr. Chairman, who is to determine when the emergency arises? 
Who is to decide when an obligation is imposed? If we cast our- 
selves loose from all moorings to constitutional , then 
we are left to the opinion of any bare majority wh 
control of the affairs of the Government, and in this 
should be left to the dictation of a class of statesmen whom I for 
one am unwilling to intrust with the sacred rights of the people 
unrestrained by “‘ chains forged in the Constitution.” 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLENof Maine). The timeof the gen- 


tleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARE of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the 

tleman have leave to finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Arkansas be allowed to 
finish his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. DINSMORE. Arethe Filipinosto becomecitizens under ti 
new order of things, enjoying eqval rights with us? No}. ay wilt 
be bold enough to propose that. Mr. Whitelaw Reid, in the a,\.), = 
to which I have referred, says that ‘‘it is not to be consider... 
thought of; they are not fit for it; they can not be made so.” 1 
he holds that ao be held as a subject province under 
dominion of the United States, suffering such impositions a ,... 
impose upon them, and denied the blessings that are enjoyed }, 
our citizens. Is this Americanism? When did it becom... °” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the very thing our fathers fought avainst 
was taxation without representation. Can it be that England }, vd 
no right in justice or morals to impose such burdens upon us, who 
were confessedly her subjects, and that we may honora}h). «, d 
rightly exereise such power over the Filipinos, who have jeyor 
owed us any kind of allegiance? I am sorry indeed to fing peo). 
who seem to think so. aio 

Have we already advanced the car of liberty so far that we yyay 
now reverse its wheels? Have we done so much for the fair oo. 
dess that we may now turn and rend her? Oh, that patrio:ism 
might inspire the hearts of Americans with love of country ra‘ he 
than desire for conquest and greed for ill-got gold! 

Oh, that our people might be governed now, as in the past, py 
the one desire to make of this a great proud republic, where peacs 
may ever abide and the happiness of our citizens at home bo tho 
chiefest aim, the first purpose of the laws. Shall our flag, that 
we all love because it has ever been the emblem of liberty. of 
the universal equality of man, of his right to govern himself, of 
the immortal principle that government derives its just powers 
from the consent of the governed, whose bright constellation and 
flowing stripes remind us of our growth in power and dominion 
and ap tee while adhering to the safe traditions grown out 
of the Declaration of Independence—shall it be the ensign that 
shall float over the heads of people held in subjection to our laws 
by military power againsttheir will, laws that discriminate against 
them and deny them participation in the blessings that we enjoy? 
God preserve it from such d . restrain our people from 
the perpetration of such a wrong. God make us strong in the 
future, as we have been in the past, for the establishment and pro- 
motion of liberty in our own land, by the light of our example in- 
spiring it throughout all the world. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. BUUTELL of Illinois. 1 wish to ask the gentleman one 
question, if he will answer it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. With pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. There is, of course, a great diver- 
sity of —— among those who are honestly seeking to arrive 
at a conclusion as to the most honorable course to be pursued in 
the treatment of the Philippine Islands, both immediately and in 
the future. Is it the gentleman's view that the United States 
troops in the Phili should be immediately withdrawn and 
leave the Fili a y, to their own devices? 

y? 


ther 


Mr. DINSMORE.. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Mlinois, That they be immediately left to 
their own devices? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not think the ht to be immediately 
withdrawn. I have already stated to ouse that I think our 
course with reference to them should be the same as our course 
was promised to be to Cuba, whether we ever fulfill it or not. I 
hold that the highest and first duty of the American Government 
is to our own people, without reference to what may happen to 
anybody else. ep on the Democratic side. | 

f BOUTEL of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
ons further question. Would the gentleman be in favor of the 
retention of the Ss gg at the request of the Filipinos? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Oh, well, Mr. , that is the same 
question es unded with reference to Cuba. ; 

Mr. B LL of Illinois, I am asking it honestly and sin- 


y- 

Mr. DINSMORE. I would not. IfI could be satisfied thata 
substantial metestte of Cubans should desire it, I might be willing 
to cake them; but the Philippines, so remote from us—I care not 
what may be said about the obliteration of time and distance in 
communication—and so near to other powers struggling for su- 
premacy in the Orient, I would not be willing to take under any 


view. | 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So numerous and s0 alien. 
Mr. DINSMORE. Yes; so with le who never can be 

homogeneous with us. Idenot wantthem. I think they would be 


an inj rather than a to us. 
Mr. UTELL of tilincle, Boss the gentleman from Arkansas 
think that if we retained the Philippines with the consen' of the 


ili it would be of advantage or disadvaniag® 
se iieosmmned 


Mr. DINSMORE. I think it would be an absolute imposs!)!'Y 
within pane to come for us to know whether we had the cousent 
of the Filipinos, while we are in military occupation 
Let me say that Ido not care how much they might desire it, 
should be opposed ever to taking them, because I think it wor 
bea menace to us anda danger, without compensating advantag’s 
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Mr. BOUTELL of Mlinois. I agree with the gentleman that it 

ay be difficult to ascertain the opinion of all the Filipinos; but 
may osing by @ proper plebiscite they should request retention by 
ee Dnited States, does the gentleman think it would be to the 
7 dvantage or the disadvantage of the United States from a com- 
mercial point of view? a 
Mr. DINSMORE. I do not think it would be of any advantage 
to us from a commercial point of view. I have already stated that 
I believe that healthful, desirable, profitable trade follows peace 
rather than war,thrift rather than force, and that we should main- 
tain relations of peace with the world and adhere to the injunction 
of our fathers to keep free from entangling alliances. I believe 
that an adherence to the Monroe doctrine rather than a departure 
from it would promote our commerce, our happiness, and our 
a ee word in closing. Mr, Chairman, J have a horrible 
fear that if this thing is done, it may be the begianing of the end. 
It will be done unless prevented by the people in the ensuing elec- 
tion. The decree of the Administration has gone forth. hen 
Americans deprive other people of liberty as they desire it, I trem- 
ble for our own. Perhaps the roseate view of my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SUBLEY] is the correct one, but mine at least 
accords with history in the past, and his is based only upon hope 
and pride of race. {Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by | 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed | 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the | 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

8, 746, An act to authorize C. R. Dobbins to accept a watch | 
awarded to him by the government of the Dominion of Canada in | 
recognition of his humane and gallant services to the shipwrecked | 
crew of the British schooner Ashton, of Weymouth, Nova Scotia; | 

S. 707. An act for the relief of Charles T. er; 

421, An act for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 
429, An act for the relief of George A. Orr; 

423, An act for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 
424, An act for the relief of John 8S. Neet, jr.; 

425, An act for the relief of John M. Davis: 

426. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 

427, An act for the relief of A. F. Fleet; 

. 428, An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters, widow | 
of J. E. Gillingwaters; 

8. 432. An act for the relief of James W. Howell, late of Com- | 
pany H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Dlinois Infantry Volunteers; 

S. 433, An act for the relief of Richard C. Silence; 

8. 436. An act to correct the military record of Perry J. Knoles; | 

8. 437, An act for the relief of Is1ac McConnaughay, private, 
Company H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 

8. 438. An act for the correction of the military record of James | 
M. Crabtree; | 

| 


oa 
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ake - act for the correction of the military record of John 
. Leonard; 

8. 559. An act to extend the privilege of immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg.; 

; 8. = - act for the erection of a public building at Provi- 
dence, R. I.; 

S. 2727, An act authorizing payment of commutation of ration 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tween March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899; and 

S. R. 51. Joint resolution recognizing the gallantry of Frank H. 
Newcomb, commanding therevenue cutter Hudson; of his officers 
and men; also retiri pt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious services in command 
of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila. 

- The message also announced that the Senate had with 
imendments joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Sec- 
a of War to use ee of the appropriations for the support 
; the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1900, for the construction of a modern hospital at Fort 


Leavenworth, Kans, 
he mi that the Senate had agreed to the 
Representatives to the concurrent 


atiendment of the House of 
resolution of the Senate No. 1 , to print 7,000 copies of the report 
mili governor of the island of 


of Maj. 
; 4}. Gen. John R, Brooke, 
that the Senate had passed the 


: The message also announced 
ollowin resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 





Teques 
Resolved by the Senate (the House 

tatives concurring), That 
ae printed for immediate so as #1 public document 11,000 copies of the 
tary Is. 1 connection with the reception of the Webster statue on Jan- 
shall be for ths reported by the commit ments, of which 1,000 
and 6,000 for aoe 4,000 for the use of the h 
form ribed use of itatives; also 10,000 copiesin the 
shall be for the = logies, of which, in cloth ae 

the wee arth of ‘the States , id Massactrasetts, 2000 fo 
Hampshire an usetts, or 
use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 





o 


o 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 947. An act to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee; 

H. R. 5491. An act to amend section 4843 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; and 

H. R. 5042. An act to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partments of the District of Columbia. 
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CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the House has under considera- 
tion the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. The slight 
changes in the items thereof have been so well explained by the 
chairman of the committee that I do not see that it is necessary 
to go further in that direction. But, Mr. Chairman, the thought 
arises whether we, as representatives of the people, in simply 
passing the appropriation bills for the different branches of our 
Government, perform our whole duty in not looking into the 
condition and state of them to see whether our appropriations are 
wisely bestowed and whether they are organized for the fullest 
efficiency and for the greatest degree of economy. 

In appropriating the various items of the sum total for our con 
sular service, should we not look into that branch, a most impor- 
tant one in the commercial relations of our country, and see what 
its organization is to-day, what are the principles upon which it 
is founded, and what is the efficiency of the personnel of that 
service? It strikes me that this would be a proper function to be 
performed by the representatives of the people in passing this 


| annual appropriation bill, and I ask the attenvion of the com- 


mittee for a short time while I call attention to the present organi- 
zation and the conditions that exist in our consular service to-day. 

It is a curious fact, Mr. Chairman, that with all the energy and 
push shown by the business men of our country in developing 


| trade at home and their exports abroad, they have paid so lit- 


tle attention to this most important service which represents the 
best interests of our country in foreign lands. It is even a 
more curious fact that those who are intrusted with the govern- 
ment of our country, both the executive and the legislative 
branches, have paid but little attention to this important service 
from the foundation of the service by the act of 1780. Nothing 
was done in the whole history of our country to enlarge or im- 
prove the service until 1883, when a bill was passed taking away, 
to a large degree, the shipping fees which had grown to be such 
a sore in the service and brought it into such disrepute that it 
was found absolutely necessary to take some step in that direc 
tion. From that day to this there has been no practical legisla- 
lation bearing upon this important service in our country. 

Some of the consulates that were of great importance since that 
time, owing to changes in the trade, have become less so, and those 
that had no factor in the development of our trade practically, 
owing to geographical and political changes, have become some of 
the most important in the service. The compensation attaching 
to these various positions has not been changed, while the cost of 
living has greatly increased. The whole system of salaries in the 
service is hodgepodge, some increased here and there under diplo- 
matic appropriation bills, but as a whole not founded on any idea 
of system or proper compensation for the amount of work done or 
the ability of the incumbent that holds the office. 

Such changes in condition show the necessity for a careful re 
vision of the salaries throughout the service. As an example of 
the incongruous condition which this detached legislation has im- 
posed upon the service the following are cited: 

The consulate at Nuremberg, Germany, a city of 160,000 inhab- 
itants, hasa salary of $3,000, and the consulate at Fiirth, but a few 
minutes distant by street car, has a salary of $2,000. 

On the other hand, the important consulates at Mannheim and 
Munich, the latter the capital of Bavaria, a city of 405,000 inhab- 
itants and the residence of a large American colony, have a salary 
of only $1,500 each. 

The values of declared exports to the United States from the 
Mannheim district in 1894 were $3,648,989; in 1895, $3,875,538; and 
in 1896, $3,468,261; while those from Nuremberg were, 1494, 
$1,406,740; 1895, $1,525,204; and in 1896, $1,561,521. 

The case at Kehl is even more striking, for the district of that 
consulate includes all of Lorraine and a large part of Alsace, where 
the cases of friction between the authorities and naturalized Amer- 
ican citizens, natives of those provinces, are of constant occur- 
rence and require on the part of the United States consul the exer- 
cise of firmness and diplomatic discretion, while the duties of the 
consul at Munich, with its large number of inhabitants, many of 
them being Americans, requires the assiduous and constant atten- 
tion of the person occupying that position. 

The recital of these facts assuredly shows the need of the revi- 
sion in our consular service, and they could be amplified in every 
portion of the globe to which that service is extended. 

Thus it will be seen that from a business standpoint the service 
to-day is in a most mixed and unsatisfactory condition. Let us 
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lo t inization of the service: let us see how the appoint- 
} i ! ilification re deemed necessary, and 
: t f « lw t distin tly understood that 
| om a nonpartisan standpoint. do 
itts » Ach tration a party. I hol 
nder the pr tem if bsolutely impossible for the 
HA f our Republic or f iny ne Ol ee itive, 
| V ‘ nest hi qu ed he may be, tosta 1dupag ainst 
1 L yore that is to eebe er to secure 
| cal ap ntments in our con rvice, 
idly ize of a reorganization of our consular service has 
been ) ittent f Con ‘rom time to time by those 
who saw the growir cessity for preci Ht on in that regard. | 
The Department of e has long recognized the inadequacy of 
] j : 
the consular service to the growing nests of the country and to | 
the proper protection of the ess and property of our citizens 
residit abr ad, either for business or the pleasure of travel. 
Secretary of State Livingstone, in 1833, and Secretary of State 
Buchanan, in 1846, called attention to the evils existing in the | 
but it was not until 1884, when Secretary of State Freling- | 
h 1 discussed the subject in his admirable and exhaustive re- 
pot t = insmitted to Congress by President Arthur March 20 of | 
that year, that the strong necessity for action was made apparent. 
ly t he iid | 
t re tly tl ds of Europe which consumed the greater portion | 
‘ 3, and the cor n of the producing countries were such as to 
n the supply of certain products, such as breadstuffs, pro- 
\ ‘ on, and petroleum, etc. The demands of Eu rope for all these 
] i ts and of the other continents for petroleum esper ially were SO posi- 
t and ou ‘oducing conditions so favorable, as to give us practically a 
monopoly for their supply 
| mcitions of international demand and supply are undergoing radi- 
i which the near future will intensify. | 
i fforts which have been made and which are being made by Europe | 
to enlarge the fleld of sapply in the above-mentioned products, aided by the | 
| n which prevails in all countries for the development of natural and 
cial resources to meet their own wants and to supply the wants of oth- | 
ers, | resulted in awakening competition for the supply even of those 
yp icts which we have heretofore controlled. It is true that thus far this 
ipetition has not affected our trade to any appreciable extent, but the de- 
r r development which is now abroad and the ambition which prevails 
nerease the producti m (outside of the United States) of the fore going 
\ es render consular supervision of absolute importance. The complex 
i relationsand industrialinterests which now prevail in Europe have 
nated hostility to American products in many countries and afford addi- 
i al reasons for the enlargement and perfection of the consular service. 


The same necessity has been pressed upon the Government at 














home by our representatives in the service abroad. In 1864 John | 
Bigs em consuls at Paris, wrote: | 

The pra Its of our system, which in this respect has no parallel 
under any othe nment, are 

1) That we are obliged to select for consular posts men without the proper 
training and qualifications, 

i2) We are obliged to select men who have no intention of making a career | 
in the consular service Consequently they have no great inducement to | 
qualify themselves } ropersy. for a post which they can hope to hold only for 
al erm by the juisition of knowledge of little or no use to them in | 
any other protession 
Che fact that our consuls are so transitory deprives them of their | 
pl * influence in the consular body, as well as in most political and social | 
circles where it is the interest of the Government that they should circulate. 

#) Such frequent changes prevent anything like uniformity or regularity | 
in the conduct of consular business, which results in a serious prejudice to | 
commerce and a grave inconvenience to the Department. 

5) With each change of Administration the Government is exposed to lose 
the benefit of whatever knowledge and influence its agents have acquired | 
during their terms of service, and thus most of the time is served by raw, 
and, therefore, to a considerable extent, by incompetent officers 

There is no other country in the world where the tenure of the consular 
of! is dependent upon the permanence of the home administration. Nor | 
can the practice be defended by any consideration whatever which looks to | 
its usefulness and efficienty. | 


Surely no stronger evidence could be adduced, coming from one | 
of experience in the consular service. 





lhe Hon. Robert Adams, jr., when United States minister to 
Brazil, in 1889, wrote’in the North American Review: | 

The m thod by which the m« n are c ‘hosen for the positions necessarily |} 
brings th poor candidates, while the short tenure of office, which is gen- | 
erally | imited to the P residenti al te rm, almost certainly so if a change of 
party takes place, and th ries paid—in some posts hardly suffi 
cient to support life in 1 tabl lanner—dete ‘rs competent men from 
entering the service. Its ened also be remembered that there is no promo- 
tion for eflicient service; that a consul can not hope for a change of climate 
from a trying toa more healthful and genial one aftera given period of serv- 
ice, and that there is always the prospect of returning to the United States 
broken down in health, unfitted to resume private business, and without 
prospect of further employment at the hands of the Government. 

Assistant Secretary Rockhill, in an article in the Forum for the | 


month of February, 1897, sums up the evils of our consular sys- | 








tem as follows: 
1) Imperfect mode of selection of consular officers | 
(2) No permanency of tenure. 
(3) Inad » compensation, resulting in (a) the exaction of excessive fees | 
and ati n of « isular agen ies to increas salaries | 
(4) EF *number of feed consulates ar -cial agencies 

(5) Imperfect enforcement of regulati , especially as regards amounts of 


fees and tl collecti 


This judgment from the late Assistant Secretary of State, who | 
had especial charge of the consular service, is certainly deserving 
of great weight upon this subject. 


err 


time; 


| each ready to take the greatest 
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It is proposed to place all grades of consuls under a salary and 
to do away with consular and commercial agencies, and provide 
that all fees of all kinds must be accounted for and covered into 
the United States Treasury. Of the advantages of this system 
over the present one abundant evidence is presented by thos 


» most 
conversant with the ne f the service 


ds In 1871 Inspector Keim 











reported: 

The act of 1856 was doubtless designed to correct the most conspicuous 
the abuses which prevailed The ev prior tothat date may ha 
been mitigated or may have su — temporary abatement. I 

| were certainly not eradicé 1: and these abuses * * * have been perpet 
ated in most cases by cach suc¢ ing officer. 

Again, in 1879, Gen. Julius Stahel, then consul at Hiogo, Japan, 
wrote to the Department of State: 

The permission granted t toc onsular officers of receiving unofficial fee 


andis 





notarial acts, etc., 1s liable 8 use the root of 1 iy evils and irr 
larities. * * I sugg rest t iat the permission to charge unofficial f 

withdrawn, and that all fees received by consular officers, for whatsc 
service rendered, be considered as oflicial, and so accounted for. * 
this way one of the greatest evils of our service wonld be remedied ¢ 
nity added to the representation of the United States in foreig 


Secretary Frelinghuysen, in his report of 1884 on the consular 
service, said: 

In the opinion of the Department, the present system of compensation | 
ees, either official or unofficial, should be abolished. Whatever money 
into the consul’s hands should be turned into the Treasury of the U1 
States, and he should depend for hissupport entirely upon the salary all 
by Congress. 

In 1885, writing on the same subject to the Department, Gen 
John 8. Mosby, consul at Hongkong, expressed himself even ino 
emphatically: ; 


Consular fees should,in my opinion, be altogethe 








and ¢ 


mn count: 


f 


rabolished. * * * T) 








best way to secure honesty in the public service is to make it impossibl; 
iiticersto be dishonest. Icansee nosound reason forsendinge onsuls abr 
collectrevenue fortheGovernment. You mightas wellsend the Nav y tod 


The personnel of the service has improved under the order 
issued by President Cleveland and President Harrison, and which 
are being carried out by the present Executive. But that is only 
a step in the right direction; it is liable to be overturned at a1 
it is transient in its nature, and the appointment is still a 
subject of political pressure, 

Whai business man who wanted to choose a clerk in his busi- 


| ness would allow some outside person to bring a candidate 


that position and say, without regard to his fitness, ‘‘ This man 
must be appointed,” and to back that up with sufficient persona! 
and political influence to force that person into the place? That 
is the present status of our consular service. To-day men are not 
appointed for their qualifications or their fitness; they are ap- 
pointed under political pressure. 

I know the feeling that exists among many members of th 
House against what is known as “‘ civil-service reform.” Now, | 
do not wish to be misunderstood in regard to my ideas on this su 
ject. I know that many members of this House are loath to part 
with any patronage which they think may be of any assistance to 
them during their renomination. I would call the attention 
such gentlemen to this fact in regard to appointments in the con- 
sular service: You may have three or four applicants in your dis- 
trict for appointment as consul to a particular place. In the d 


| tribution of patronage it is absolutely impossible, however gr: 


may be your influence, for you to get more than one person ap- 


| pointed in your district. 


Now, my friends, what is the practical result of securing thi 
appointment? The only gentleman whom you have favored and 
upon whose support you may think you can rely is sent out 
the country, and the three gentlemen whom you have dis:)- 
pointed remain at home, each vowing vengeance in his heart 
satisfaction in preventing y: 
return to Congress when you come up for renomination. At l 
the one friend upon whom you thought you had the right to rely 
for support and aid will write to you that owing to the small 
of his compensation and the largeness of his family and e : 
siveness of the trip, however glad he would be to come home and 
give you that support which gratitude would indicate as his d 
he regrets that under the circumstances it will be utterly im 
sible for him to come back. : 

So I say that any member of this House who thinks that bh 
securing assistance in his political life or a continuance 0! 
political position by controlling such appointments will. if h 
look into the matter carefully, see that the sooner this sort 
so-called ‘‘influence” is removed the more likely will be the « 
tinuance of his tenure in office and the retention of his seat. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that a good business man does re 
one of these appointments. Suppose he is admirably fitt d to 
report on the commercial necessities of the country to which he's 
accredited and to inform our people at home of what those cou 
tries have to sell to us or exchange with us in commerce. |! 
acknowledge that the previous business experience may be ot 
benefit toa consul. But suppose the appointee is simply a £004 
American citizen who speaks only good *‘ United States. Si Su 
pose he is sent, as he most likely will be, to a country where 1's 
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en F ou impugn or slight in any degree the re- 
] iditions of China by any labels that you put 
on t design in the patierns that go there, you 
roods and burnthem upin abonfire. This 

i ut Mr. Chairman, that relates to the cotton goods 
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i peo] I do not think any consul, unless 
} {previous training and had had his attention called to the 





a: ld likely to learn this one thing until he had re- 

i: China some time; and even then, if he had the incentive 

( ity, Ls tion if he would have the time, the trouble, to 
i hat to his own government. 

Mr. Chairman, this opportunity that is now coming before onr 

ntry for the extension of our trade and commerce is one of the 

prancipal reasons why | press this question upon the House and 

why lou | this legislation before the Committee on Foreign 

A fj 7 
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| induce the committee to report one 
n submitted toit. The measure has the 
he business community. The National Board 
eibledin Washington only last week, is unanimously 
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of he blis that b 
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wlorsing the principle of this bill. The boards of trade of Chi- 
‘ velaud, New York, and Philadelphia sent deputations to 

re our committes to urge the passage of some such 
easure as this; and | have taken this opportunity to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the question, hoping to arouse general inter- 
‘ re m, which will tend as much to the deyelop- 
ment of the prosperity of our country as any measure that will 
come before it this session of Congress. 

Mr. CLAKK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, a correspondent of 
{he London Times once wrote to that paper stating that he sent 
j mu letter because he did not have time enough to prepare a 


hat was avery philosophic remark. I, perhaps, will 

ik longer to-day than if | had had time to write out a speech 

Philippine question, to which I propose to devote myself 

lv. In order that there may be no question whatever 

out what I think upon this subject, | propose to begin with a 
w plain propositions which I intend to discuss. 





A inan does not have to be an idiot in order to be a patriot. A 
minis not a traitor because he is opposed to doing those things 
Which jeopardize the existence of this Republic. 


\n American is not a pessimist because he is unwilling to see 


his country adopt as a settled creed the political principles of 
Alexander, Cx-sar, or Napoleon. 

In the hands of political jobbers the American flag, like the 
mantle of charity, will be made to cover a multitude of sins. I 
do not care a baubee about Aguinaldo or the Philippinos. My 


sympathy, my heart, my solicitude, goes out to the American peo- 
ple. I think more, far more, of the liberties of my children than 
of all the trade of all the earth. I would like to leave them both 
rich and free, but of the two I would infinitely prefer to leave 


PiCHL ehlhaa 


them fre free to labor. free to work out their own destiny, free 
to sympathize with and help all people everywhere struggling for 
liberty. I would not give the life of one healthy, honest, moral, 
patriotic, ambitious American white boy in exchange for all the 
Philippinos [applause] now in the archipelago or who will be 
there until the great judgment day. Believing firmly—and I will 


ver your question, my good friend—— 
lr. BOUTELL of Minois. Thank you. 
Mr. CLARK cf Missouri. Believing firmly that the annexation 
f the Philippines, either forcibly or with the consent of the peo- 





pleof those islands, will in the end prove dangerous, if not ruinous, 
to onr “government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people,’ I am dead against it now, henceforth, and forever. I 


would be against annexing them if every man, woman, and child 
in the Philippine Islands stood beseeching us to annex them. 

Crimination and recrimination are not ideal methods of ascer- 
taining truth or of discovering either the path of duty or the best 
interests of ourselves and of our posterity. 

It inust be taken for granted that every citizen of the Republic 
worthy of his birthright of freedom is heartily in favor of per- 
tuating our representative Government. 

No more important question was ever before the American Con- 
gress than the one which now confronts us of determining our 
relations tothe Philippine Islands. Upon its solution depend our 
own prosperity and happiness no less than the happiness and pros- 
perity of the Philippinos. For its consideration and determination 
| invoke the patient study, careful investigation, deliberate judg- 
ment, and purest patriotism of every man upon this floor. 

What has been done and said is not of as much consequence as 
what will hereafter be doneand said. Thus far propositions offered 
and theories advanced have been tentative in their character. In 
military parlance, divers and sundry gentlemen, from the Presi- 
dent down to the junior Senator from Indiana, have been “ feeling 
the position,” listening for the vox populi, and trying, let us hope, 
all of them, to learn what is right and what is best for us to doin 
the position of indubitable difficulty in which we find ourselves. 

But the time is coming, and it is coming rapidly, when we must 
adopt a permanent policy that we are willing to stand or to fall by. 

Mr. Chairman, it looks as if we had the Philippine Islands 


i 





pe 
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| in theory. 


| tion, if he ever held it. 


| right by purchase and not by conquest.” Now, what are we doing? 
|as this is not a written, cast-iron, prepared speech, it admits of 


| and righteous conclusion a great deal sooner by questioning each 
| other than by making set speeches. 


| pines. 





| minds and consciences—Does Congress intend to abdicate its tm 
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We have them notin fact. It was first said that we 
had them by conquest; but the President gives up that proposi- 
Judge Day, who was at the head of the 
Peace Commission, says: ‘If we have any claim over there, it isa 
I invite your attention, and, if need be your questions, because, 


elasticity; and Lam not sure but what we shall arrive ata w 


Section 10 of the treaty of Paris provides— 


yaa} 1 to the 
del yy Ceued to lh 


ul status of 


United 


the native inhabitants of t} 
shall be determined byt 


ries me 


The phrase “the territories hereby ceded” means the Philip- 


Nearly fourteen months have gone to join the years before {) 
flood since that treaty was signed—to-morrow will be the ann 
versary of its ratification by the Senate—yet Cungress has «: 


thing, toward carrying out that provision of the treaty to‘: 
termine the civil rights and political status” of those far-away a. 
unhappy islanders. 

The status of the Philippines and the rights of Americans are 
left, like Mohammed's coffin, suspended between heaven and eart 

After that treaty was ratified by the Senate, imitating 1 
example of the man who locked the barn after the horse was go 
that body passed a resolution by way of construing the treaty 
which it declares ‘‘that by the ratification of the treaty of pes 
with Spain it is not intended to incorporate the inhabitan 
the Philippine Islands into citizenship of the United States, nor 
is it intended to permanently annex said islands as an integral 
part of the territory of the United States.” 

That is what the Senate said, but the Senate is not the Congr 
and as at least one-half of the Senators have expressed opinio 
diametrically opposed to that resolution, and as the President 
the United States, in his stumping tour through the West 
1898, which changed what would have been a democratic majority 
into a Republican majority [applause on the Republican side 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] does well to applaud, 
because he would not have been in this Congress if it had not bx 
for Mr. McKinley's speeches [laughter]—as on that tour 
President rejected that theory, 1t must be taken for granted that 
the Congress does not indorse it. 

Now, the primary question is—and I press it home upon y: 


+ 


tions or not? That is what we have done so far. Inthe last Con- 
gress we frequently inquired what was the policy of the W! 
House, what the policy of the Republican party was. Noman 
that side of the Chamber ever undertook to say what it was; oc 
sionally and only occasionally one would say what his own tli 
was. But I wish torepeat that question: Does Congress inter 
legislate under the tenth section of the treaty of Paris, as it i 
duty bound to do, or does it intend to abdicate its constitutional 
function and permit the President to run things ad libitum 
the Philippines by means of a military satrapy? Judging 
future by the past, all that Congress is expected to doin this: 

ter of such far-reaching consequence to the American peo} 

to furnish the money to carry on the government by satraps : 

to keep up a war which Congress never authorized and w! 
Congress and Congress alone had the constitutional power 


authorize. How long is this extraordinary state of affairs 
continue? Is it to be continued only till after the election in 


i 


and to advocate the one that appears to be most popular, or 
it, like Tennyson's brook, to go on forever? 

These questions are not asked for amusement or aggravi' 
but because the people of America have a right to the inform 

Indeed, on several occasions, when, in the other end of the ‘ 
tol, gentlemen have offered resolutions of inquiry, the resoluti 
have been tabled and the patriotism of the authors impugne!. 

In the days of reconstruction Congress usurped Executive fu 
tions until the office of the President of the United State 
reduced almost to a nullity. Now the President of the | 
States usurps legislative functions until Congress has fal! 
the low estate of being merely an animated cash register fo! 
executive department of this Government. [Laughter. ] 
Which do you like the best? 

Mr. CLARKof Missouri. I donotlikeeitherone. Ilike for 
executive department to attend strictly to its own busines: 
the legislative department to attend to its business strictly, : 
for the judicial department to attend to its business str 
and not undertake to run the politics of this country by issuin 
injunction at every full or change of the moon. [Laughter. 

There was a day when the rescripts of the Roman emp«! 
were supposed to be of binding effect throughout their vast | 
main. It really appears that we are fast sinking to a posit! 


to give Republicans a chance to repudiate any particular | 
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their sons, the overburdened taxpayers who foot the bills 
ginning to exclaim, ‘* How long, O Lord. how long?’ 
Spanish war—the war authorized by Congress—added t 
renown by the splendid victori f our forces by land and 
| gave us at least two n 1eroes of the tirst rank 





Dewey and Winfield § y. 
no man who has any reputation for veracity to los 
1¢ Philippine war has ad l 
r to the strength of the Republic. 
the S} we could 
position ever held by any nation 
e had to do was to do that which we owed it to ourselves 
ind that was to say to both the Cubans and t! 
e Spaniards are beaten; your chains are | 
lo this thing; now set up 
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you or we will shoot them off.” [Applause. ] 

would never have bi en comy elled to fire a gun to make that 
lise good, for there is not a nation on carth that has any de 

see the fleets of Dewey and of Schley ridi iumphantly in 
harbors and shelling their seaport cities. 

1 we done that, unstinted praises of our disinterestedness 
philanthropy would have rung round the world upled with 
mazing story of American valor and the prowess of Amer- 

inarms. Wherever Old Glory floated it would have been 

1 by millions of loving hearts in every quarter of the glol 

emblem of a people who are freo themselves and who ar 
rand anxious that all men everywhere shall be free. 

wv, on the principle that a fellow-feeling makes the whole 
| kin, the crowned and sceptered despots of Europe say to 
All hail! JW 8 wel ome you to membership in the ancient 

rdid so fland grabbers. As you are the youngest 

t strongest, we will give you the largest, choicest, and 


slice in partitioning the fa 


ein high good humor with y< 


of the 
u be 
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globe among ourselves. 


> you have eschewed 
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stiferous principles of the Declaration of Independence, the 
» restrictions of the Constitution, the preposterous senti 
of Washington's Farewell Address, the decisions of the Su 
Court for a century, the presumptuous do of James 


nroe, and the sclemn advice of 
i those principles were 


Abraham Linc “7 
well enough in a crude 2 
ickwoods people, but this is the last year of the ninete ai 
iry—if not the first of the twentieth—and we will go lan 
itiug, gold hunting, diamond hunting, and man hunting to- 

r. As a special favor we will give you all the entangling 
the li beginning with the 


“The ose men 


age and amor 
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es you want for rest of your lives, 
American alliance.” 

t he 7 I desire to make a few remarks upon anot 

h is edged in here once in awhile. It has been stated upon 

floor of. this House repeatedly by several Republican meim- 

s,and it has been hinted at once or twice on this side of the 

‘. that no party can succeed that is merely a p arty of nega 

Now, that sounds very w oe no party will amount to 

ing that issimply an anti-party. That sor 1nds very well, 

I do not know how 1 much atte orien you gentlemen have paid 

litical nomenclature, but I state, without fear of successful 

liction, that no party in this country has ever 


her question, 











hing that did not start out with the word anti prefixed to 
lame, and it grows out of the very nature of things. The 
st party, the party of opposition, must in the very exigencies 


he case fight a good many of the theories of the majority. 
sition is not true. The Democratic party 
t exists to-day was first called the anti-Federalist party. Itw 
irst great victory by turning John Adams and the Federalis 
this Gove rnment under the name of anti-Federalists. Now, 
of these doc trins ires, including my brother from Pennsy1- 
ia aap SIBLEY], who is not now in his seat, had been living in 
lay and generation, they would with sublime eff ‘ry hay 
latin, 
hy, you do not know what you are doing, to call yourselves 
anti-Federalist party.” After ‘they got in they changed the name 


the party by a natural evolution to Republican party; then when 
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du 
» do the very same thing that the Republican party 


denoune 


the Supreme Court of the United States; that was 
( o that we could get the kind of decision out of it 
nted. And as for myself, I unhesitatingly say that if 


r | would reorganize it. 


all over this land as anarchists because | 


I will read the proposition again, for you are nearly all 
yer 
( ess ¢ r the Territori s limited by the obvious 7 
! twas conferred: and those purposes are satisfied by meas 
i prepare the people of the Territorics to become States of the 
\ 


Now, I desire to submit this to you while you are cool, while 
this has not yet become a party question, It is becoming one; 
but it has not become one yet. Is any man on this floor willing 
to say that the Philippine Islands shall ever become States of the 
American Union? JI challenge the array on the other side of the 
Hlouse individually for any man there to get up and state that he 
is in favor of making American States out of the Philippine 
either now or hereafter. I pause for a reply. 

i will tell you what I think about the Philippinos. One of two 
t true about them—tither they are fit for self-government 
or theyare not. If they are, in God’s name let them govern them- 
selves. If they are not, we do not want them as fellow-citizens. 

1 will tell you another thing I believe I know about them. No 
matter whether they are fit to govern themselves or not, they are 
not fit to govern us 
do if we let them in as States. 

Ito you know when they will come in as States? 


Islands, 


} ’ 
Lines 


{applause}, and that is precisely what they will | 


I will not tell | 





you the date. Iam not prophet enough for that; but I will tell | 
you the conditions under which they will come, and the day that 
they are admitted to the Union the American Union is dead as 
the mamimoths that lived in the glacial period. It may take the 


Republic athousand years to die, as it took Rome, but die she will 
if we admit the Philippine Islands as States, and they will be ad- 


mitted as Statesintothe American Union—-now listen, because this 


isnot a Democratic propaganda—they will be admitted whenever 
the President of the United States and the Senate of the United 


States and the House of Representatives are all of thesame political 
party, when a Presidential election is coming on, and the party in 
power—it does not make a bit of difference which party it 1s 
thinks it needs a few more rotten-borough electoral votes. When 
those conditions exist at the same time, in they will come. 

Now, some people grow very virtuous. I understand that. And 
they say that no State has ever been admitted for political effect. 
The man who says that either does not understand the history cf 
his country or he states what he knows is not true. How did 
Maine get into the Union? It came in to balance Missouri, im- 


}t rial Missouri, 
Mr. LACEY. Are you getting to be an imperialist? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; Iam not an imperialist. I live 


in an imperial Commonwealth. 
Union? To balance lowa. How did Nevada come into the sis- 
terhood of States? Because the Republicans thought they needed 
another State to ratify the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments. How did that bunch of Rocky Mountain States 
get in here? For two reasons: Benjamin Harrison had an am- 
bition that more States should be admitted during his Presidency 
ilitn were ever admitted in the Presidency of anybody else; but 
chiefly because the men then in Congress believed that those 
States would vote the Republican ticket early, often, and late. 
Now, let us see what the Supreme Court says a little further—it 
is mighty good reading when it is your way: 
rhe Territories oe ‘d by Congress, whether by deed of cession from 
. vy treaty with a foreign country, are held with the ob- 
soon as r population and condition justify it, of being admitted 
» Union as States, upon an equal footing with the original States in all 


How did Florida get into the 





spects 


There you have it. Now, the Philippine Islands have one of the 
two qualifications, They have the population. Nobody knows 
how many islands there are. There is not a man in the House or 
on the earth, except by accident, who can guess within five hundred 
of the number of the Philippine Islands. Even Mark HANNA can 
not do it, nor General GROSVENOR, who knows nearly everything. 
|Laughter.| There is not a man in the United States or on the 
face of the earth who can tell within 5,000,000 of the number of 
people there are in these islands. But if you take the lowest esti- 
mate, 8,000,000 people, how many States would that make in the 
American Union equal to the population of Nevada, which at the 
last etection only cast about 1,000 votes and at the Presidential 
election 12,000? Why, it beggars the imagination to think of the 
number of almond-eyed, brown-skinned, Mohammedan United 
States Senators who would sit over there to kill the vote of Gen. 
FRANCIS MARION CoCKRELL, senior and perpetual Senator from the 
State of Missouri, and those other illustrious conscript fathers. 

Now, you gentlemen must look out for breakers. The truth is, 
the more you study it the less you are going to be in favor of taking 
those islands in at all, The more the American people think 
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about it the less stomach they are going to have for seeing the 
liberties of their children imperiled by people who go naked, sleep 
outdoors, and make their living by eating breadfruit off the trees, 

Let us read some more; it is good when it is with you. 

The Supreme Court says: 

The Constitution was made for the benefit of every citizen of the United 


| States, and there is no citizen, whatever his condition, or wherever ke may 


= within the territory of the United States, who has not a right to its pr 
ection. 

Now, our Ways and Means Committee—of course I would not 
say anything disrespectful of that august body, which contains 
several of the most distinguished statesmen in this House—that 
committee have been studying what? Politics? No. Finance: 
No. Politicaleconomy? No. Studying lexicography, to find out 
what constitutes the United States. Iam not authorized to speak 
for that committee, but I understand that they are about to run 
foul of Brother McKinley's opinion in their definition of what 
constitutes the United States. 

Let ine read to you some more from the opinion of the United 
States Supreme Court: 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories 


It does not help it to call them colonies, for that is a mere sub- 
terfuge; that is a piece of legislative legerdemain to undertake to 


| escape a great and grave responsibility to ourselves and our jos- 


terity by trying to hide behind the word “colony ”’— 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are se- 
cured to them as to other citizens by the principles of constitutional liberty, 
which restrain all agencies of the Government, State and national. 

Oh, yes; but these statesmen say they are not going to let the 
Filipinos come over here. ‘‘ No, bless your soul; they shall not 
come.” Noman who is fit tosit on the Supreme Bench or the 
circuit bench of the United States or the bench of a State court 
would tolerate that cheap demagogy for half a minute. Thank 
God that the American citizen, black or white, brown or copper 
colored, male or female, has the right, under the Stars and Stripes, 
to go wherever he pleases within the broad confines of this Re- 


| public without asking the consent of any power or getting a pass 


trom the President of the United States. As quick as you make 
them American citizens, they can come here and drive our white 
men out of their positions into starvation; and really the men 
who are back of this propaganda are in favor of doing that very 
thing. I want to read you a little more. Here is what Judge 
Cooley says: 

And when territory is acquired, the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom, and to receive them into the Union, must follow, of course 

Now, it will not do to say that Judge Cooley is ‘‘an old fool,” 
not while the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is an 
honored member of this House and while the Roberts case con- 
cerns the intelligence of mankind. Listen to Cooley again: 

Does this term designate the whole orany particular portion of the Ameri 
can empire? Certainly this question can admit of but_one answer. It is t 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Ter 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. 

And when territory is acquired, the right to suffer States to be formed 
therefrom, and to receive them into the Union, must follow, of course, 1 
only because the Constitution confers the power to admit new States with 
restriction, but because it would be inconsistent with institutions founded 
on the fundamental idea of self-government that the Federal Government 
should retain territory under its imperial rule and deny the people the cus- 
tomary local institutions. 

Gentlemen, if there ever was a legal proposition proved in this 
world by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that string of decisions, and others which might be cited, demon- 
strate that we can not take the Philippine Islands unless we in- 
tend ultimately to make States out of them; or unless you intend 
to go back to your old doctrine of 1855 and 6 and 7 and ’8, and pro- 
pose to reorganize the Supreme Court of the United States and 
pack it, as you did in 1868 and ’9 to get the legal-tender decision 

Now, I want to ask it again. Iam not making this speech for 
fun, nor for my health, nor as an oratorical exercise. I am <i 
charging a solemn duty to my country and my kind. Iamtrying, 
if possible, toinvoke the best thought of this House on all sides o! 
this Chamber on the most momentous proposition that has been 
discussed within these walls since Sumter was fired on in the 
spring of 1861. It is more momentous than that, because if the 
Southern Confederacy had succeeded liberty would not have been 
dead. There would have been two republics on this continent in- 
stead ofone. Butif we take these Filipinos into partnership with 
us. then the knell of American liberty is sounded. 

. On the President's policy, so far as it has been revealed in its 
nebulosity, the American people are divided into three parts: 
Those who really indorse it because they believe it wil! add to 
the glory and wealth of the Republic; those who oppose it tooth 
and nail on grounds of highest patriotism and broadest humanity, 
because they believe that it wili be dangerous, perhaps ruinous, 
to the Republic; those who deem it wrong and hazardous, but 
say, ‘‘ We must support the President’s policy, right or wrong. © 

A lover of ‘“‘government of the people, by the people, and for 
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© Ss 
d« lass, and he must he: irtily despise the third class. 
The proposition that we must support the President's Philip- 
ne policy—whatever that may be—right or wrong, is the veriest 
an insult to intelligence, a shan 1e upon manhoo oe a tale told | 
sn idiot, a betrayal of the principle of self-government 
lam willing to go as far as any n ’ in patriotism. LD: wi ‘il sup- 
t the countzy in any emergency; but President McKinley 1s 
tthe country. The time has not yet come—I pray Almighty 
that it may never arise- when the American ‘ople will 
pt the arrogant dic tum of Louis XIV, when repeated by an 
rican President, ‘‘I am the State!” 
President McKinley is at all worthy of his high position, he 
ent atertain a supreme contempt for those political inverte 
s, particularly for those ae to be Den rats, who, in 
- to ) cate h the crumbs falling from their master able [ap- 
se], go about saying, * Th Pr esident is wrong in his Philip- 
policy, but we must support the President.” Out upon such 
ring sycophancy 
Suppose a case. Suppose that when George ITI undertook t > | 
ur forefathers to pay the stamp tax, Patrick Henry, instead 
livering that great lyric speech hefore th irginia house of 
esses, Which precipitated the Revolution and which still 
s the heart like strains of martial music, had risen in his 
and, cooing gently as a sucking dove, had said, ‘‘ His Most 
i us Majesty is wrong about this stamp tax, but we must, as 
subjects, support him, right or wrong.” Andsuppose Wash- 
n, Jefferson, Greene, Warren, Lee, Putnam, Hamilton, 





| 
a i 
nklin, and all that glorious host of warr and statesmen | ‘ 


iors 

Lv eal ly agreed to that. What would we be to-day? eee 
g the stronge ‘st, the richest, the most b: nefic ent Republi 

t the sun ever looked down upon, we would still be Eng lish 


es, ruled by British proconsuls, without any voice whatso- | 
in the Government under which we live. 
se immortal state builders had been reared on 
n that ‘“‘the King can do no wrong,” but whe 
clastically trampled that tero 
hood in the dust and, wresting a continent from his iron 
made it the home of liberty and dedicated it to the twin 
sitions, ‘‘All men are created equal” and ‘‘ Governments | 
their just powers from the consent of the governed.” 
were men in the land in 1776. Are there only manikins 
| do not believe such a monstrous libel on 75,000,000 Amer- 
citizens. George III did wrong. Our fathers fought and 
jueredhim. William McKinley does wrong. We will oppose 
nd overthrow him under the forms of law. [Applause. | 
[ wish to make another suggestion along this line of letting 
e Philippinosin here. Now, Mr. Chairman, thisstartling propo- 
Ten millions of Asiatics, not o1 whom 
itizen or to be made an American citizen 
use that is what they will be—and have all the rights and 
ges of American citizens! They can live on 15 cents a day 
Under the tute- 
af skillful American teachers they will soon be as competent 
American machinery as our own mechanics, and the result 
f the whole thing is that America 


the pleasant 


n he did do 


prer ft 
prepos 


us 


ere 
if 


1e of 


n laborers, white and black, are 
brought into competition with the pauper labor of Europe 
\sia, which you gentlemen have talked about so long, with- 

ut a single, solitary compensatory benefit from the theory of free 


} 


Now, think about it on the grounds of humanity. We are told 
have commissioned ourselves as a lot of Don Quixotes to | 
orth into the world in quest of ventures, and that our duty 
carry the blessings of liberty and settled government to the 
the earth. I deny it. Our duty is to attend to our own 
Sl . to secure the blessings of liberty to — posterity. 
; 4 t us see if we are fit to go into the po litic al missionary 
and on this I challenge your attention. Iam going to 
te facts that are within the common knowledge of all the people 
I ask you reformers over there, are we, the American peo- | 
in condition to go into the world as missionaries to carry the | 
gs of liberty ‘and settled government to all other peoples? | 
fr end from Pennsylvania quoted Scripture the other day, [ 
| 


ve 
\ 


3 Ol 


rstand—I was not here; I am sorry I \ —in favor of | 
iperial doctrine. Why, the devil quoted Scripture on a cel- 
ted occasion in favor of his proposition. [Laughter. ] 
i will quote you a bit of Scripture that fits it like a glove: ‘ 
ry man set his own household in order before 
; with the households of other people.” 
Physician, heal thyself.” 
) missionary work? 
sing “niggers” 


Was not 


at 
u 


he goes to med- 
{Langhter.] Also, | 
What kind of a condition are we in 
Let us see what we are doing right now. 
in Mississippi, burning ‘‘nig zgers ” in Ken- 


Tuc hi anging Italians in Louisiana, a double eas od government | 


Ker ntneky, one governor assassinated and two living, two gov- | 
nments and two le gislatures, and they can not hold a court in j 
‘© parts of the State, my native State, without calling the | 
‘itia, Out in Illinois one Sunday evening last summer they had | 
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1 battle which more men were killed—and by 
catenation of events every one of tl . ’ 
m killed than at itt I \ ( i u 
Pal 

in Idaho the ite is i { M 
| hon civilization i patriotism ar t 
they mobbed two pr tarred ar 
th mon rail t ‘“anse ti pre: ed tl { 
Laughter The Washington Post—l[ 1 | 
here—stated that they v l have but 
would not work we (I G 
were out of fix. or in the closing days « t 
1 the State of Maine. we should have ad two h l \ 
of the Savi ur burned alis ‘cause they preached 
of the lowly Nazare1 
Last summ mob w fury in its eye. 2 
ind a rope in its hand, c] Lac i man 
the woods in Connecti lar 1 
they ever found him Be h 
heard of since. [{Laughte What Char su 
riet Beecher Stowe, William Lloyd ¢ is nd i 
and distinguished philanthropists th , if 1 
all amidst their present environme? Laughte 
two ago they hanged five men on or nel | 
and it was n i night f Indge Lynel 
Let us ti instane \ sumn I 
States co ountry were run overtime, ar 
= ges were lia t stricken down with 1 S } 
d what were they doing? Busyissuinginjunctions a 
ms of the plutocrats of the land against men exe x the 
God-given right of earning their bread in the sweat of t r faces, 
Let us comeeast alittle. If what John Wanamak 
Matthew oonned ae iy is correct, Quay ought to bein t I 
tentiary the rest I al life [laughten ndif what} 5 
is not true, Wanamaker is the greatest liar since th iys of An- 
anias and Sapphira Laughter.] Perhaps t ure h ! 
Leng ge—eat I will not undertake to decide such ad . 
tion of Republican morals and Republican etiquett Renewed 
laughter.| The city of Philadelphia, whence my disti shed 
friend, brother ADAMS, comes, has bi ! 
| withstanding it had 100,000 Republican majority at 
| tion, it imported ballot-box stuffers and repeaters fror 
of Washington merely from the force of habit. [La 
Mr. ADAMS. I want to say to the gentleman from M 


that the bad people from Washington came up there and led u 


astray. [Laughter. |] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; that is like the sheep biting 
thewolf. |[Laughter.| Old Dr. Johnson, the author of the! : 
dictionary—and I commend him to the Ways and Means Comm 
tee in their struggle to find out what the words * United Stat 
mean |laughter]|—old Dr. Johnson, the Ursa Major of E sh 
literature, is said to have gone to see one widow every night for 
twenty years, and finally somebody said to him, ‘* Why don't l 
marry her, Doctor?” He replied, *‘ My dear sir, if I married her 

| where would I go to spend my evenings Force ] t. Just 
like the Philadelphia stuffing of ballot é They say is an 
absolute fact that that Republican city is corrup it when 
the man in the moon pas ses over it he holds his nose to keep from 
fainting. Laughter. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I should like the cet to 
know that one lot of those ballot tuffers are in land 
one of the others has skipped his bail, which has 1 
so that when the gentleman refers to the moral « i nof P 
adelphia, I want him to understand that the people there are still 

| ready to see that what is right is done and that the m » break 
the laws are punished. 

Mr. CL ARK of Missouri. If all the ballot stu un l 
ers in Philadelphia were sent to the penitentiary the town would 
be depopulate d. { Laughter. | 

Mr. ADAMS. Perhaps some of our ballot-box stuffers went to 

| Missouri. 

Mr. CLARE of Missouri. Ther it a Statein the An 
Union that has a better election law than the Stat M 
I drew it myself; I a pass it throngh the legislatur 
that imperial Commonwealth every man, black or 
poor, votes once and has his v te counted on 

Mr. ADAMS. Yet we ha ge é n 1 
other day and state that the ele tion law in Missouri 1 ic] 
that it would be impossible ld an honest election there. Did 
the gentleman from Missouri draw and ] that law 

Mr. CLARK of Missecuri. There is no such la I y t 

| what is the matter with the gentleman from St. Le 


Mr. ADAMS. He 
Mr. CLARK of 
from Missouri repr 
Mr. ADAMS. That is eg 
Mr. CLARK of Mi ssouri. 


is all right. 
Missouri. Wait a moment. 
— German constit 
od. 

They are in favor of 


sents a 
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| blood 


| long ago, to say that his pa 
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ham Lincoln and the coterie of great men who gathered arou: 
him were here to-day they would be willing to “write the dol! 
mark as the sign in whic! h the American people shall congu 
[Applause.] ‘* Willit pay?” Are you willing to fritter away t 
liberty of coming generations that a lot of jobbers m: ay be peri 
ted to rake in a few dollars in a Philippine Islands? 

But take the matter as the Senator from Montana puts it- 
the low and debasing freien of the almighty dollar—and let 


see how we willcome out. Itis said that figures will notlie. H 
they are: The appropriations for the Army, passed in the spri 


of 1898, just bef 

other day we pas 
for the Army, 
ried $75,247,8 


yre the Cuban war began, were $23,129,344.30. J 
sedan urgent deficiency bill carrying $47,602,023 
The regular appropriation bill for the Army 
11, making a total of 5122,849,848.61 for the A 
Deduct from that the appropriation for the fiscal y: 
r normal conditions, and you L 
0,499.31 left as the cost of this imperial policy up to th: 
ent time for the Army alone. 

That is the price of the Philippine war to date, exclusive of | 
increased expenditures for the Navy, exclusive of the pelts 
- human life and human health, and exclusive of the ex 

. long roll of pensioners, which our children to the thir rd 

fourth generation will not live long enough to see paid. 

What have we to show for this immense expenditure of lif 


899,72 


and tears and treasure? Nothing, absolutely nothing 
When will this war end? Can anybody predict the day, 


approximately? 
The CHAIRMAN 
has expired. 
Mr. DINSMORE. Lasik unanimous consent that the gent! 
‘rom Missouri be allowed to complete his remarks withou 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas can 
further time to the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I yield to him such time as he d 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas yields 


The time of the gentleman from Mi 


colleague without limit, within the time that he possesses. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thank my friend from Ark 
[Mr. DixsMorE], also the chairman of the committee [ Mr. 
for their courtesy. 
Mr. LACEY. Now that the gentleman's time has hb 


tended, I want to ask him a question. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Very well. 

Mr. LACEY. Iunderstood the gentleman from Missou 
urty took the Republicans by tli 
of the neck and got them into this trouble. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not say any such thing. 
speech of mine seems destined to be immortal. I will te! 
I said that the Democratic party in this Hous 


| the Republican party by the scruff of the neck and drag 


tinst the Philippine propaganda. The gentleman from Mis- 
) running with the McKinley Administration until 
lL fences have got into very bad order, and he thought 
up (ting up here and making a spread- agle 
it the corruption of elections in St. Louis. 
M tTHOLDT rose, 
tr] LiAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 
Mr. CLARK of Missour Oh, ye 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Chairman, I made a dispas te 
staiement the other day - 
LARK of Missouri. Well, I did not hear it. 
Mr. BARTH L, DT. It was madein a Republican caucus, and 
I do not i i to betray the secrets of acaucus. But I stand by 
every word I said—that the election law in our State is every bit as 
ba \ than, thelaw upon the statute books of the State 
\ which resulted the other day in bloodshed and murder. 
And I nt 4 k the gentleman a question in this connection. 
if] the election law of Missouri, he is probably aware of 
t} hat under that new law there will not be appointed in | 
| . Louis, nor in th ‘city of Kansas City, a Republican 
‘ udge of elections or asclerk; consequently the machin- 
i in the hands of the Democracy—— 
CLARK Missouri. Oh, no. 
} BARTHOLDT. So far as my own district is concerned—— 
Ir. CLAR Missouri. Wait a moment. I yielded for a 
;n speech. I want to make my speech myself. | 
ir. BARTHOLDT. ‘The gentleman referred to my State; will 
hea mea word in this connection? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We will give you time when I get 
through. I want to go on with my speech. 
T} (AIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
eld a 
M LARK of Missouri. The judges of election under that 
LV politically about half and half; so are the clerks. aoe it 
u the gentleman's statement. The new law, of wh ich 
plains, is an amendment to the law which I helped pass. This 
w law has never been tried. Consequently, aotaie knows 
whether it is food or bad. Anyway, it applies only to the large 
cities aud is intended to prevent corruption. 

[have stated one reason assigned by the imperialists why we 
hould go out carrying the blessings of liberty to the ends of the 
eart Another class of them say, ‘It is Providence.” I have | 
heard a good many bad things unloaded on Providence, but I 
ne heard anything as bad as that. To claim that this is the 
work of Providence reminds one of the old colored brother who | 

id | ad ed that when he prayed that Providence would 

Li him a « bclenn he never got it; but when he prayed that 
Providence would send him to the chicken he usually got there. 
| Laughter. ] 

Another thing to demonstrate our fitness to do go al mis- 

nary work among the effete moni urchies of the East: Five 
Southern States are now taxing their ingenuity to eliminate the 
colored brother from the political senesiiad without infracting the 


federal Constitution, and you Northern people would do precisely 
thing under the same circumstances. 
In fact, the Congress of the United States has carried that plan 


»suIne 





further than any Southern State has done, for right under the 
hadow of this Capitol 800,000 citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, white and black, are disfranchised by act of Congress and 
have no more voice in the government under which they live than 
sO many stocks and stones. 

Physician, heal thyself! 

There was one candid imperialist. That was the immortal 
oldier and state vines, Frederick the Great. He took Silesia, to 
which his ancestors had some shadowy claim two hundred years 
be fore his day. Through the horrors of the seven years’ war, in 
which he soundly thrashed the Russians, Austrians, and French 
combin d, he resolutely held on to his prey. All Europe in arms 
could not tear Silesia from his iron grasp. When all was over and 
he stood forth victor over all his foes, in a state paper one of his 
niinisters oe x to demonstrate that it was the will of God, 
whereupon candid, heroic Frederick growled, ‘‘Strike it out. 
Leave the name of God out of that. Say I did it.” 

Our imperialists are not so courageous as Frederick. A good 


many of them beat about the bush; but some do not. Living out 
West has a tendency to increase and encourage independence of 


characte! é 

Senator CARTER of Montana tock a whack at this business not 
kk ago. Here is what he said: 

rhis is a practical age. We are going to deal with this question on the 


basis of dol ars ay dcents. Neither religion nor sentiment will have much 
influence n determining the verdict. The great question will be, Will it pay? 
If we can show the country that it will, as I think we can, the American flag 
will never come down from the Philippines. 

Mr. Chairman, when the Republican party was first organized 
it went forth to do battle against the intrenched powers of the 


land as the friend of humanity; and I donot believe that if Abra- 


| little sooner than I would have said it anyway. 





It 
But the Spanish ' 
You are simply making me say ' 
I wish to « 


into the Spanish war, and I stand by that statement. 
truth of history. We did that very thing. 
not the Philippine war. 


attention of lawyers to this fact: 

The Constitution of the United States gives Congress th 
to declare war. Wedeclared it. You Republicans camein' 
a good deal of pressure. You had a ‘“‘kickers’” caucus : 
here that had eighty-five members in it, I have understo 
last you came in with a declaration of the Spanish war that 
gress had the right to declare, that Congress did declare. a1 
gress carried that war toa glorious conclusion. And I 


1 


| thatif that war had done nothing else except to give Georg 
; and Winfield Scott Schley to immortality it is worth all 


cost. 
But this war isnottheSpanish war. Itis not part of the 5; 
war. Congress never authorized it, and Congress should s 


Mr. LACEY. I understood my friend was giving us a iis! 
appropriations for the year 1898. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I gave you that as the 
appropriation of the War Department. 

Mr. LACEY. Immediately before the Spanish war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; and it was an approprl 

made when nobody expected that there would be a war. 

Now, I want to stir up your pure minds by way of 
brance. We wentinto that Spanish war with the solemn! 
tion of Congress that it was not for imperial aggrandizem 
to enlarge our territory. What did we do that for, do you 
pose? Did we do it because we had nothing else to do? \\ 
just a mere empty flourish of rhetoric? No; I will tell you 
we put it in there for. For tworeasons. In the first p! 
never would have got a resolution through this Congress «: 


+7, 


las 


er 
i 


ing war in the world if it had not been put in there, because ' 
were enough of us here who dreaded this very thing to prev: 
In the second place, we put it in there to secure the good 0} 1 
of mankind, to keep the old nations of the earth from ¢ 
scared at this lusty young giant of the West, and it did keen | 
off; and if anybody had had any idea that an attempt would hs 
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n made to confine that resolution to Cuba, it would have been | Dest: 
to that resolution so broad that it would have coveredevery | OCT. © 4! 
if land on the face of God's footstool wn 
in an i There is one other gentleman 
whon A man stood in the ~ 
te of t g ago and held bef the 
ing « Hous cients a . 
1 had pi i up in the Ph 
sland re are mountai i 
re, should go and dispos t 
and 
( n, Senator from Colorado did 1 ove 
th nounced that speech as ‘ba nd As if endowed with prop! t 
will give my opinion of it in another way. T! pening ein ), Mr. Lit Lev n, 
conv ed thief in any pel t ny civu 
ry on the globe who did not land behind the bars by 1 yi 
such temptation ast] entleman from the Wabash held up 
the Senate of the United States. [Applause on the Demo x 
T) I ( cribs 
©€ al l 
tl 
1 \ 
W 
ra 
(I ‘ 
li i t V 
tues of 
ri1s st 
(FEORS FRIS 3 
Johnd e . 
or Sumn 
* ratit i 
Her I \ ) l 
from t I \ 
ndition of the world now that I do}! ence js essentia 
» wrote the Declaration of I me ¢ 
hington who made ly +1 : 
f what a Republican Secretary of | jing : fro! 
( leon, the Incky adventurer, took | 3 t pt 
vhen his arms glittered from China | 444 a aaa 
h with our family fight the first | , ca eee i 
i : e did was to notify him to get out | laid down ! 
‘o and not to stand on the order of his goin : ’ . 
0 exists to-day by reason of our patrioti : a " 
good sense. , 
me fellow somewhere will get up and say that it is not | oppres n 
t all men are created equal; that one man is 6 high, an- | }:,.' 
ne only 5; that one man has the brain of a Webster and}; ; 
sanidiot; one is blackandanotheris white. Well,itnever|  *€@y, Some Anciomaniac ought to move to st t i 
any such thing as that. It meant that every child is born | t“#y tor ireland and in ert Syl t rd , in t 1A 
world with the same political rights as any other child. but righteous tr 1 SS SE FOSS. BOW TECSVINE Ae Te Hee , 
Latter day Republicans sneer at the Declaration of Independ- | V°™ raul Te , ‘ 
s composed of glittering generalities and barren idealities, | _ But, gentlemen, Wi yn to confine « ‘ ) 
) be considered seriously by fin de siecle statesmen. Any | tions from the dead statesmen and t ty piatiorms in ' 
ho asserts that it really means something, that it is the | aoe as ; A111 I im I 1eNt, epU 
charta of our liberties, that it contains the argument not | 41¢@" Jingo Statesman now living—not onty itv ut living in 


1 . + . lovar ww 1O \Y ’ a nn vand mn iw p . } 
r our Revolution but for all representative government, is | C/OVel—WHo not jong sin : oe : a 


by these practical statesmen as a sickly sentimentalist. be ee —=rmee | 
me read you the words of a man famous for common sense ower concemnea the present i 


























. e. eas . tic lig ‘ Is I 
r civilization abounds: v1 n. His 1 7 . 
hite Hous ith off re to distribute t 
had a feeling politically that d pring from the sentiments | 3 bof tes nanos ‘ hon 
n the Declavati n ° Indep Now, my friends, | sat Im a moment of temporary rravion J at 
t "y be saved upon this bas an, I shall consider mysel able words: 
] est men in the world if I can! ) Say t can not be | rs wie - 
iat principle, it will be truly awful. But if this country can | , ee ela ' 
ithout giving up that principle, I was about to say I would ; : 
assassinated on thisspot than surrender it ipple-jack of a go} t ) 
uo do you suppose said that? Abraham Lincoln, the best | n the records of the country ar . 
pl t of Kentucky's fertile soil. When and where did he utter ESTIMONY OF A 
memorable words which are a condemnation of all the [ will ; at: , ; 2 
sin the land? In 1861,in Independence Hall, a place sacred Mi was Quo See ; aa . oi 
ers of liberty every where. Missouri Republican, n l W ashil G 
in he said: — ? B. Henderson. I like to quote Republicans when t 
; . dom and patriotism. John Lb. Henderson is es 
t constitutes the bulwark of our own liberty and ence? It 7 a Fe . 4] ] e ¢t a 
ur frowning battlements, our bristling seacoasts, or our | est lawyers ever in either branch of Congress. He wv 
_ These are not our reliances against danger. All of these may be | dier-general in the Union Army, Senator of the | 
°G against us without making us weaker for the struggle. Our reliance | foy eight years, President of the convention wl ! 


love of liberty which God has planted in us. Our defense is in the : 


which prizes hberty as the heritage of all men inall lands, everywhere. | Blaine, and president of the Pan-American Congress, H 
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only man, livit r dead, that ever refused a place on —— reme | parties prior to the beginning of the Philippine war, and that tha 
court f M ri. He rendered his country and hi Ss party | jingoes are propagating theories to which the great and good 
ervice by having conscience, courage, brains, and | among our public men would never have subscribed; but there j 
t 1 te for the acquittal of Andrew Johns n, | no use to waste my strength and consume your time. 
ring even unto death, and to help defeat | Another thing. Name the Constitution to one of the im] 
Grant for a third tern | rialists, and what answer do you get? Why ,Gen, Wesley Merrit 
not do for gentlemen to sneer at General Henderson | blurted out, what most of you were thinking, that ‘the Const 
tution is played out, it is not even worth discussing.” 
; at hg ,. a1} They sneerat Washington's Farewell Address, that everybod 
of ethan salen nik aanietineniiaes 1 ae luding Mr. McKinley himself, has acknowledged as containi: 
h I iter We must solve for our- | the wisdom of the world. Abandon the Monroe doctrine—t] 
the | ive propounded to our rulers, } what imperialism means—at once and without a struggle; be: 
down by thousands with the de. | it Stands to reason and to nature that we can not play the « 
iJ] these people be citizens of the United | the manger on this continent and at the same time colonize in 
a f ian aaa li they be Eastern Hemisphere. Let us take another thing which has | 
: +4 peta Ne pen done and which has been applauded by the public conscier 
to The other day, in a ground swell of virtue, this Houss rose 
f Ame its might and took Brigham H. Roberts by the nape of the 1 
— 16 } 2 d siack of the trousers and set him out in the cold, cold w 
recor ies chter. } 
\ em, t | Now, why, gentlemen? Because he had three wives: but 
: Pciuadtacthaon thant’ | real argument against Roberts was never stated on this 
nd for t eal aa that was that it invaded the Democratic doctrine of ey 
» AN EMINENT REPUBLICAN STATESMAN, | rig hts to all and special privileges tonone. [Renewed langht 
- * : But we performe d that very virtuous act wnen we put him 
T now to it : man who is admired and beloved by all | because he had three wives, although Brigham H. Roberts y 
rriey f liberty wherever domiciled. His name is ( varl Schurz. | Democrat. Now, this Republi: in Administration gor ' into 
‘als na himist } Lise him,” B rn in Germ; my , he was one of |} azgreement or treaty—I do not care what they ¢ all it. 
that lof noble revolutionists who in 1848 strove he roically to | kind of a paper—by which it takes into the employm 
1 I efree. He came to thiscountry to find a lib- | 





United States Government that eminent Republican officehold 
erty which was unattainable there. The friend and confidant | the Sultan of Sulu, who has 300 wives. [Laughter.| Now 
Lir n. | became a major-general, minister to Spain, Senator | Democrats. we virtuous Democrats 
of the United States from Missouri, and Secretary of the Interior. Mr. WILLIAMS of ee And we pay him tribut 
Hie is universally recognized as aman of conscience, of courage, | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I will tell you about t! 
of brains, of learning, and of eloquence. At the ageof three-score | few moments. We virtuous Democrats joined wi") youvil ir 

he is stilla great tribune of the people and an active | Republicans and put out of this House a polygamous Beans 
friend of human freedom. I commend his words of wisdom to all | Now, as one good turn deserves another, I ask you virtuous R 
Who hear or read this speech. In speaking of the possibility of | publicans to join hands with us virtuous Democrats an‘ 
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new States from our newly acquired territory, he Says: admit within the American Union thateminent Republican « 
Rico, for inst tans of ively ambi holder, the Sultan of Sulu. [Laughter.] What are you d 

the speedy orgar f that island asa reg You are p aying x him $250 a month and you are paying his 

alae _ Se eee Tee sult your own ¢ Mu irah Jara, $75 a month. What are the duties of Mur: 

Gk , mes RttnA ton statehood: | Why, he is the kee per of the Sultan’s harem [laughter]; and i 

int Unionasa State if arty in Congress thot | go on with this thing no Republican statesman will bo pr 

oF eee he augmented in the Senate and in the | equipped for a seat in the American Congress unless he h 

ee SS eee ame Hg ‘our p eee Paurte Ring aii | harem anda keeper of hisharem. [Greatlaughter.] 1 belie 

ted before we have had time to rub our eyes having one wife, and I never saw what anybody wanted v 


You may say that little Puerto Rico would not matter much. Butcan any | more, and I am teetotally opposed to me or my people he!ping | 


clear-thinking man beleve th: rhe sare once fairly started in the course ae F aa : . 3 
clear-thinking man believe that when Weare once Euirly oterted Site cores | « part of tho selney OF tae Eeepel OF ey bOey » ane. 
i cpansion shall stop tiere li t € Ss easons - > % ~ 7. . p 
hich induced us to take Puert ) Rico also be used toshow that the two islands Let us see another thing about it, because it is all here. W 
Sar bD 


mingo, with Haiti, and of Cubs .s - — pi — Puesto Rie ee are we doing now? Paying tribute toa pettytyrant. That 
our coa would, if they were in foreign han¢ ? a danger tous and that at . 7 on. ‘ a | She eee 5+ Ss. 
thing could be more plausible. Why, the necessity | P™™ fact. You can not wriggle out of it; that is what it i 


nyo is already freely discussed, and agencies to bring ing tribute to a petty despot for the privilege of runni 











t! ly at work, And as to Cuba, every expansionist will tell | American flag up on the strawstack he inhabits as his 

\ n if 4 oO! i { ter o ne I oes anyo 5 eleve E ose ‘ Th ; ; ; ye 
you that i6 | ya matter of time. And does anyone believe that those | (Great laughter.]| When did an American President ev: 
islands, if annexed, will not become States of this Union? That would give s: aa ; a aan Wi aula’ ey 
u ¢ ist three erhaps four, new States, w ith about 3,500,000 inhabitants tribute before? ] will tell you. George \ ashington md 

S| nd Fret reoles and negroes —with six or eight Senatorsand from | cause he could not help it. John Adams did it for the sam 
se Simca ty tie ty : prese a een and a corresponding number | son; but when Thomas Jefferson came in, the only red-li 
of vot in he electoral college cs 


Nor are we likely to stop there. | If we build and own the Nicaragua Canal, President of the United States [laughter and applause |—a: 
ead of neutrali it, we shall easily persuade ourselves that our con- | that connection, if the color of a man’s hair has anythi: 
a ae aoe LW ee — Sen all the country down to it, | with his deeds, it is high time that another red-headed mani sh 

hostile p wer ‘Is this too 0 a ~ nt ae wan ides en fuer Whe ita become President {renewed laughter]—he refused to pay tri! 

















not half as adventurous and extravagant as the idea of uniting to this Re- | the Barbary pirates, anc ordered a Democratic lieuten:: 
public the Philippines, 9.) miles away. It is already proposed to acquire in | United States Navy to shell them outof their holes, which | 
ce caitiaey ancheeiing. Geek talk will ¢ pectin the emg wees ytd canelécr | and that was the end of the United States paying tribute 
countries lie between. We must, therefore, have those countries. That | Straits of Gibraltar or anywhere else. 
means Mexico and various small Cs ntral American republics, with a popula Now, in the closing year of the nineteenth century, if n 
tion in all of about 14.00.00), mostly Bpanish-Indian mixtare~ making st cae* | first of thetwentieth, the President of the United States, th 
dentialelectors. _ ; : | dent of 75,000,000 of people, pledged himself to pay this tr 
\s to the character of the people whom those Senators, Members, and | a petty despot whose very name you donot know. Howd 
prestaer a _ sare to represent, I wilt 2 ‘on ee eee mey | tify it? Why, President Schurman has admitted in hi 
- : caddress at the time when the annexation of Santo Domingo | tion that it includes slavery and polygamy both. Schurm 
\ er discussi ae | defense of it. What reason do you think he gave? Hesaid 
is land greed of = ee ee i at a i ee ab- | tolerated slavery and they tolerated polygamy because thi 
Army, and with inf ead of the Government, | Were a part of their religion.” 
: Yr W in the West Indies; it will | Now, my brothers, did not Brigham H. Roberts stand 
, ro rey 1 we rchipelag | very House and justify his position on the ground - ut 
Seiais " oak ena hey have | Part of his religion? Did he not? What else did Schurn 
vf te | He said the kind of slavery they have over there is a v 
. oe | form, a sort of patriarchal institution. Did you ever hear 
: nan ani | kind of talk before? You young men never did, but t 
Xt the | men here know that that was precisely the defense that 
Conks’ of the Bahama ; 1e inferior mixed | ple of twelve or thirteen States of the American U nion ma 
races of our outlying tropical and semi-tropical dependencies frie an slavery was a mild form. a sort of patriarchal ins tu 
I could stand here till midnight and make quotations to show | We are coming to it again. Verily, the whirligig of time 


that in our present attitude, defending the Declaration of Inde- its own revenges. 
pendence, we occupy the position held by all the statesmen of all | Now, I want somebody to answer this question. If pols 
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t was the first infallible sign of the decline and fall of 
It was paying tributeto barbarians. Armi 
replaced, cities razed might be rebuilt. but 
barbarian got the first taste of ome an tribute he 
his whiskered pandours and fierce hussars rode 
lad hills of Italy and fed their horses in the 
nans of the seven-hilled city. 


imper! il - hha broucht 
These are the fruits of the tree of for- 
A press cens rshin! 


Do you know what was 
press censorship in this 
ty. It passed a law mak- 

f President « f the 
or of the Supreme Court, 
ntatives, or any member 
it! Suppose that law 
last two years of Cley 
lwe have been? Every 
nand not one would have 
Laugh- 


yw; Where would a good many 


merican eople ar <A 


there is inscribed, ** 


‘N 


stdioos party in the United State 


on 


in their wrath and might 
1 power and buried it in 
o resurrection;” and if the 
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persists in this press cen- 
ip it will follow the old Federalist party in the broad and 
’ pathway to oblivion. 
\nother bitter fruit of the tree of imperialism is that it makes 
ir Government callous to the Macedonian cry which comes to us 
1 other peoples who are fighting for the right to govern 
mselves. 
lhe love of freedom is not confined —— ititude or longitude. 
Wherever people are struggling for liberty they should have the 
dehin of ull Americans. 
s astounding that there should be iny argument as to that 
sition within the broad « onfines of this issant Republic. 
vears ago there would not have been; hange, a mar- 
is change, has come over the spirit of our dre: 
the elder day we would have made the welkin ring; now 
y speaki ing, we are dun basoysters. Wherefore? Becaus 
ind is a robber nation; we are ambitious to become a robber 
a; and all robber nations must stand together for self-protec- 
1; and because it is so English, don’t you know! 

‘I hat's official America, mark you—only official America. 

From its s« rdid and inhuman verdict we appeal to the unofficial 
Ss, who make and unmake statesmen, the great body of our 
nship, whom Abraham Lincoln affectionately denominated 
plain people’”—yes, the plain people, the pe ple. tl 
ed dveople, who do not covet their neighbor's land, whose 
ire not blinded by the sheen of their neighbor's ¢g ta. whose 
lity is not exc ae irkle of their neigl bor's di nds 
do not believe the ee zlary, arson, and murder at 

lamentals of political economy and Christian civilization, and 
‘hose pure and tender hearts the sweet song of human freedom 
ver singing. 

rhe Senate of the United ae s may langh to scorn Senator 

M N’s resolution of sympathy with the Boers, but the toiling 
jlions of America will nd { heir sympathy and their hearty 
lspeed across the sea tothe brave burghers who are the best t 
irksmen seen on earth since Andrew Jackson’s immortal day 
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Why should we 
their liberty, their 
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h cause for fighting 
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homes, their wives, 
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not sympathize with these sturdy defenders of 


an 1 their little children? 


‘ight. Not only that—they have five times 


as our fat 


hers 


Daniel Webster once « a clared that our Revolutionary sires went 


+ 
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Which the Boers 


are fighting. 


war about a preamble; but if that 
€ essence of that preamble was the right of self-government, f 


had in 1775. 
be trne, it is a'so true that 
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Democratic President of the United st suchanat ‘ 
nt an army to tt rash the Mormonsin Utal The latest Rept l 
in President « ; the Unit d States. and. let hope. the las . y 
nters into some ] lof anagreement—they ota treaty I ‘ 
th a polygamist of the Sulu Islands. I subt tif Brigha Ww 
ing was a criminal for having 26 wives, the Sultan of Sul tru 
ereater criminal for having 300 wives Laughter. Did you id i 
ver hear of the question of s] vary and wi t did? For I 
ng years it made this co unt lL with the best 1 1 of the ral s 
tion because some people thou; other people should not buy voke in 
isell human flesh. But Isut that what iswrongin A1 nder t] 
a is not rig} itin Asia. And if i wrong ran American cifi hast it 
n to own a black African, it ‘rong for anybody to own a in repu 
rown Asiatic. chains: a1 
Now, one other thing. How do y a like this paying of tribute We did t 
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m dt erful flag raiser of thatage. He ran 
u pital of Europe except London, and 
| he did not run it up there. Did he 
eh rst put it? Why, bless your 
wn at Berlin, at Vienna, at Madrid, 
ly a tl ind other places. He took the 
k to their eyrie on the banks of the Seine. If 
( 1 GR had 1 there he would hav 
mn will su ' * reputation, Where the French 
( lity Way 
i fe hath woes 
lv , Louis Napoleon, and the Sultan of Turkey 
Crimean war Queen Vic got into rather bad com- 
They ran up their flags on Russian soil. Did 
m No: they pulled them down, and were glad 
rh ¢ ity to pull them down and go home. If they 
had not d ») Kinglake’s history of the Crimean war would 
have contained so many volumes that the world would not have 
ld them. 
D gland aly 3 keep her flag up where she has hoisted it? 
Sl 1 floated it over every capital of Europe except that of 
R S floated it over the Philippines, but pulled it 
i On a day that no American can remember except 
ime and humiliation the British burned this Capitol, and 
ruins ran up the cross of St. George. Did they keep it 
if they had undertaken to keep it there, what would 
hay Why,every boy and half the girls born in the 
ited » that time would have died in the attempt to 
that hateful rag. 
recur to our own history. Have we always kept our 
flay We it u Why, sir, we ran it up on the river 
Th ‘4 One of my kinsmen died on that battlefield 
runn p t We ran up our flag over the halls of the 
Mont mas, i ico; we ran it up on the walls of the Barbary 
powers, in Afri Did we keep itup? No; when it had answered 
irposes for which it was put up we pulled it down and 


brought it back into our own country, and have been str 


better ever since for doing so. 
Let ine tell you something further about running up the fla 
and hauling itdown. To say that you will never haul down the 


flag from any place where it has once been hoisted, means a war 


yger and 


Or 
S 
r 


of extermination inevitably. 

When John A. Dix at the beginning of the civil war tele- 

aphed, “If any man undertakes to haul down the American 
flag, shoot him on the spot,” it fired the patriotic heart of the land, 
because that flag was floating where it cught to float. But when- 
ever ul run if up where it has got no business, it ceases to } 
the banner of the free and the emblem of liberty and becomes to the 
| » where it is run up an emblem of slavery and humiliation. 

» entlemen, I must stop, of course. But one other thing 
[want to suggest to you. It is not pleasant to play the roéle of 
Cassandra, but people ought to learn by experience. 


Whry will we learn nothing from the sad fate of those who have 
ne bef I had an uncle somewhat given to wild ways. My 
in older man, advised him to profit by the experience of 
‘‘Oh,” replied the ardent youth, ‘‘ I want to experience 
hese things myself.” We are acting in precisely the same reck- 


l nenner, Strong beyond computation, happier than any other 
people on earth, growing by leaps and bounds, yet with the his- 
tory of the world for six thousand years before our faces we are 
hastening with flying feet into that broad and easy pathway 


vyhose end is death. 

Take a few from 
lishes for our 
eC ivil, 


Grre 


the innumerable examples which history fur- 
instruction—examples authenticated beyond all 
was the fir 
ontented to remain 


ce st great nation of Europe. Aslong asshe was 
within the bounds which nature fixed for her 
iourished, the h poetry, learning, commerce, and 
valor. But Greece was not big enough for Alexander, who, not 
satisfied with being the son of Philip of Macedonia. boasted that 
he was Ammon’s son. So he started out to slaughter, to conquer, 
and to seek universal dominion. We certainly can not hope to 
mat his own gar You know what befell him. But 


eat hi gar 
where be the cities now which he founded? Where the empire 


} J 4 
she f yne of art 


} 1 
ne, 


which he created? the glory of his own country, which he de- 
bauched, ruined, and enslaved? 
Then Rome arose upon the banks of the yellow Tiber; waxed 


stro} 


world: 


piece 


. spread out till Rome was synonymous with the civilized 
lorded it over all creation for some centuries; broke to 
;of her own weight and own rottenness; became the victim 
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of the cruel barbarian and followed Greece to the graveyard | 


of nations, 


‘‘In the second century of the Christian Era the Empire of 
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civilized portion of mankind. 


me 
i 


The frontiers of that extensive 
narchy were guarded by ancient renown and disciplined valor,” 
Those are the splendid sentences with which Edward Gibbon 
opens The History of the Decline and Fall ofthe Roman Em 
pire, the saddest story in the annals of the human rae. 








indeed must be the man, cold must be his heart, whose imagina- 
tion, fired by those two glowing and gorgeous sentences, does n 
onjure up for his contemplation magnificent pictures of hum: 
happiness and human prosperity. But, alas! the six large y; 
umes which he wrote are almost exclusively devoted to giving 
melancholy, a heart-rending history of human folly, human 





7 


depravity, human weakness, human misery, and human po! 
troonery, such as can be found nowhere else in the entire reali 
of literature. 

Here and there a flash of genius, an act of patriotism, a deed 
humanity, a feat of heroism, lights up the somber scene of des 
tion and woe—only the last flickerings of the expiring candl 
Constantly, forever downward, the great historian leads our ste) 
through suffering and decay, from the accession of Augustus Ces: 
o the fall of Constantinople—scenes twelve hundred years apa 
but welded together for our instruction and our warning. T 
end may be described succinctly as ‘‘ Darkness everywhere; ch 
come again. 

I wish most fervently tha 
compel] 


id 


UN" 


104 
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+ 
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every citizen of this Republic coul 
ed to read carefully and prayerfully Gibbon’s stuper 

It would wound the jingoes past all surgery, give th 
coup de grace to imperialism on this continent, and save our ch 
dren from a fate at the contemplation of whose horrors even t! 
bravest of us must shudder, 

Over and over and over again he tells us with an emphas 
which can never be forgotten that ‘ the decline and fall of t! 
toman Empire” was caused by the failure of the successors 
Augustus to follow the sage advice of that crafty statesman 
keep the empire within safe, reasonable, and natural bound 
With their evil example and its awful consequences before our 
eyes, we seem determined to plunge headlong into the black ar 
bottomless abyss in which they disappeared forever from hum: 

ken. 

If you desire a poetical description of Rome after their folly and 
wickedness had wrought their perfect work of destruction, 1 
the famous lines of Lord Byron, the greatest poet that ever liv« 

OR ‘! mycountry! city of thesoul! 
The orphans of the heart must turn to thee, 
Lone mother of dead empires! and control 
ir shut breasts their petty misery. 
e our woes und sufferance? Come and seo 
the owl, and plod your way 
r steps of broken thrones and temples, Ye! 
se agonies are evils of a day— 
A world is at our feet as fragile as our clay. 


ve 









The Niobe of nations! there she stands, 
Childless and crownless, in her voiceless woe; 
An empty urn within her wither’d hands, 
W hose holy dust was scatter’d long ago; 
The Scipios’ tomb contains no ashes now; 
The very sepulchers lie tenantless 
Of their heroic dwellers: dost thou flow, 
Old Tiber! through a marble wilderness? 
Rise, with thy yellow waves, and mantle her distress. 


The Goth, the Christian, Time, War, Flood, and Fire, 
Have dealt upon the seven-hill’d city’s pride; 

She saw her glories star by star expire, 

And up the steep barbarian monarchs ride, 

Where the car climb’d the Capitol; far and wide 
Temple and tower went down, nor left a site 

Chaos of ruins! who shall trace the void, 

O’er the dim fragments cast a lunar light, 

And say, ** Here was, or is,’ where all is double night? 





The double night of ages, and of her, 

Night's daughter, Ignorance, hath wrapp'd, and wrap 
All round us; we but feel our way to err; 

The ocean hath its chart, the stars their map, 

And Knowledge spreads them on her ample lap; 

But Rome is as the desert, where we steer 

Stumbling o'er recollections; now we clap 

hands, and cry, “ Eureka!” it is clear— 

When but some false mirage of ruin rises near. 








Our 


Then came Mohammed, camel driver and prophet, with 
Koran in one hand and the sword in the other, and found 
blood and on fanaticism an empire which spread until it | 
as though it were to be universal; but on the field of Tours 
under the walls of Vienna Charles Martel and John Sob! 
rolled back the tide of Saracen invasion, which has been recé 
ever since, until the latest of his successors is the laughing-s' 
of royalty, and “ the Sick Man of Europe” is permitted to pla; 
being a monarch only because the great powers can not agri 
to who shall own Constantinople, the key to the eastern worll. 
At the astounding historic pageant at Brussels, when Chat 
V, weary of glory, of power, of conquest, and of the world, a! 
cated in favor of Philip I, he could with perfect truth have n 
the proud boast which Daniel Webster made for England, t! 
the sun never set upon his dominions and that his morning druni- 


Rome comprehended the fairest part of the earth and the most | beat encircled the globe. Not only Spain was his, but also Ital 
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Austria, the Netherlands, the ] is, n N ( ( 
d South Ame and neat RY x 14 
t vay of theocean ¥ I t Spanis! 
i hi ‘ _ ‘ 
Tu¢ t 
l y r ( 
1 to a me S - 7 
. +. 
me Lo 3 Ai YV 1 M i 1 3 JAl! 
vo years; WV i l tury i I his 1 
like a Col ho, in the pl Oo s "i ( s 
1 t it coul Gel 1 Lim iV 1 i ] l I 
v ¢ mpact could cive the earth and th iuiiness thereot! i j ] I l 
to his descendants: whose old age was made bitter | Mr. HITT. Mr. ¢ I 
m, Oudenarde, Ramillies, and Malplaquet, by loss I 
l ] nd pr ces; whose cup of humi n was BLEY Mr. ¢ 
ont At I Ralle France: u ‘ { nei] 
i i AW 4a ha P ut 4 
4 : : eg , 
und whose h yhantom \ I 
Uy} l L i Tul 
( the ’ iy ut ( ! ry + 
tyled ‘Armed Soldier of Democracy,” | | 
e 1e found the crown of France in the gutt ' 
» 4 : i rard ] +h } on 1 } sh 
up on the point of his sword, and h his own hands , ; : 
* . w , ; " . : . .. Ww ~ 17 7 \ ‘ ? ‘7 ? ' 
tupon his own head. Had he been warned by the fate of 
essors, he would have died upon the throne, left it to his \ 
n history would have been named * mn the Invin : 
Not so, however. Filled with the va ist of universal ; 
| | i rialism. H aS 
Ile osed f 
ill « fieein 
Is Droi ’ 
5 vainglory h 
, ir by th y undin; ng of Roms . 
n evil hour for him—a blessed hour for humanity 
up against the inexorabie law Of: nature; his legi 
d inthe snows of Russia, and last, a prisoner on a tro} } 
died in a delirium, shout ‘ Tete d’arme h i 
| } } ] 


t appeared John Bullas ner of the fata 


imperialism. He gobbled North America, a portion of 
( A T 


J 
er 





‘ 
imerica, 2 iaTge sl) 

















Tg ice of Asia, most of northern Africa, gentleman f his per l I 
of all the islands in the bosom of the multitudinous seas. | who sat on the floor of this | . 
as the greatest imperialist of themall, Hehada long and | yoice for the pr les of Democracy i a | 
ulrun. At last he butted his hard head against Spion | form Democrat [applause on tl Republi Li id J 
l lost his glory in the Modder River. Many men hopeand | honor to sit with him in this bod 
ieve that John has reached his highest point and hastes Mr. C Mi ind INS) : 
his setting, and that in South Africa, at the hands of old Mr. ¢ . Mr. ( 
] vill find his Wat rl tor one n 
he veriest idiots upon whom God has showered The ¢ 
rich and manifold, we will profit by the dreadful ex- Mr. S 
und others who have gone to ruin by the fatal Mr. ( Ly 
imperialism. is not at 
; butthey askif Jeffers lid not 1. Ofcourse hedid | ley Adi } 
nal principles. Lam notagainst exp: nonrational prin Mr. SI in 
1din proper directions. lam to-dayi ff takingevery | appoint sit I 
the British North American possessions. [Applauseon th r. DI \ 
ratic side.] They joinourterritory. Their people are edu- | m I c 1 Lis let- 
lf-government. Wewould welcomethemascitizens ll teris w y sat ! , Demo- 
id then not have John Bull for our nearest nei ( J 


inded, and I thank God that he was Presid fe I the De utic par mu to 
been we never would have had the trans-Mississippi | the traditions of Democracy h the hv 
























not 1s-Mis py he tra ns of J f ! 
ry. We needed itin cur business. It was necessary for ou riend from Pent vania 1 ly a day or two t y 
srowth and for our perpetuity. It was contiguous terri- | indorsement and applau ed in this use cal 
it had nobody in it except the Indians, whom we intended | Re; 1 party « ( 
ind a few white people who wanted tocome with us. That | and applause on 
truth. Buteven Napoleon. who can not be counted among Mr. SIBLEY at is I - I 
ends of liberty, stipulated that the Louisiana purchase airman, that I have } ‘ 
be admitted as a State or States and the peo} le thereof | u the other s I 
ted in the enjoyment of their religious and political rights. | victions I hold,if standin t 
\ i to have the Floridas, because we did not want Spain with | life and better g rl 
ld south of us and England with afoothold north of us. We | try as against her oj 
cquire Texas—that was a part of the Louisiana purchase, | upon tliat side the ‘ 
because if we did not have it a foreign nation would cor eat there at this ver 
Missouri, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Kansas. In all t > | lican side. ] 
were seeking a natural frontier and we gotit. But over Upon the fl | 1] 
r there is a people alien to us; 10,000 miles away from us. | tion in the past \ 
ere are sixty of them to the square mile, and there are only | and that two years fre w it 
ve of us to the square mile here. There is no room for our the Democratic sid Phat I ' 
there, even if they could stand the climate. ever ke th the liv r 
_ iam proud of being a native of Kentucky; prouder of being a | [Applaus t Repul 
! irian by adoption; proudest of all of being an American. | present t isis v t 
i > made this speech because I wanted to contribute my mite | turning my Ly tic 
preservation of representative government. I want to tel u tha ( t 
en I look into the faces of my little children my heart swells | side of my coat looks better than l 
With ineffable pride to think that they are citizens of this mighty | than any man you ever t 1 
iblic, one and indivisible, built not for a day but for all time, | and laughter on the Den id I want t 
, med on eternal truth and right and justice, and if we are | there is many a Democrat who can change h 


to our principles and faithful to our mission, destined under ! the rags and tatters tl 
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the p view Laughter and ay 
] n the d1 isk 
with the swine I kept 
anty ] INCE | n invita n 
[ l leave h for t! i 
whereaffordedand leave m e1 
\ | hetot h That ull I care t 
‘ n the he} ll an i 
DINSMORI I yield five minutes to the gentlem fri 
iMr. C 
COCHRA yf J ouri. Mr. Cha an, nobody has just 
1] i ita change of opinion by any servant of 
ib) It mmendable rather than censurable that one 
foll con eand judgment wherever it leads. But 
w that when one’s opini — ange he is justified in 
to him ch superiority of judgment as to entitle 
that men who do not see fit to change > th eir opinions 
frequently as he are necessarily less intelligent or les 
I apprehend that nobody on this floo + will question 
presentative of the people to change his mit a 
even all current public questions. If such a change 
ve sistency, it is a question between him and his con- 
to be passed upon by anybody in this Chamber. 
lamental precepts of liberty many of us have not 
i change of heart. I for one think the Democratic 
can afford to base its action in reference to legislation 
every cr ature within our jurisdiction on the Declaration 
pendence, lt can afford to base its action on the Constitu- 
(vnited States. It can atford to base its action on the 
f the Supreme Court and the writings and speeches of 
reat men who have attempted to define what Congress may 
ay not do in applying our system to acquired territory. I 
t] ireful study of these precedents and opinions is a 
uid in can be found in beautiful phrases, high-soundir 
and well-rounded periods. Such speeches charm the 
ition, but, unfortunately, are not alw ays instructive. It is 
ti bly true that in the past the Democratic party has 
the champion of expansion in this country, but it has ex- 
1 republican institutions as well as territory. Democratic 
ision means enlargement of the domain blessed by constitu- 
| government and liberty as well as of the boundaries of the 
t We would take under our flag no people inimical 
titution We would not impose the Government of the 
1 States upon any country by force. 
vethat the Declaration of Independence means something 
tl 1! men are created equal and endowed with certain 
le rights. I believe that governments do derive their 
v from the consent of the governed. Is that heresy? 


a government imposed by violence and force is 


hat he 


ry 


sy or isit Democracy? It is true that the 








rty of which I am an humble member and whose prin- 
i devoutly believe has added to this nation a vast area of 
ry, but itis American territory and has been carved into 
n States. It is to-day peopled by Americans, whose great 
vements have increased our material prosperity without in 
t disparaging or injuring the politics, institutions, or morals 
( lt try 
ire to annex the Philippine Islands, it must be with th 
nding that the Constitution applies to every part of t 
of the United States. The Constitution says that taxa- 
hall be equal throughout the United States, and the Supreme 
has said that the United States comprises not only the 
of t Union, but all territory belonging to the United 
TI ramme of the imperialist requires avoidance of 
r ) We are to have tariff laws levying taxes in our 
ssions which are unknown in the States, and in order to 
it this programme a new theory is promulgated as to the 
ng of the ¢ stitution. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
\ ust be aware that a construction has been p laced upon 
li fatal to their programme, and yet they would 
npt to haggle and split hairs about what th > words ** Uni ores 
s mean, doub s hoping that the Supreme Court may be 
d to verse it ormer decision 
Chairman, vou can not find in the literature of the Repub- 
ior to last year a single svllable that even suggests a limita- 
f the benign provis of the Constitution to citizens 
ling in the States comprising the Union. New, we here pro 
1 t) doption of the theory of liberty = hed and prac- 
by the Romans. They said liberty was fot » Romans and 
ry f he remainder of mankind Jefferson taught that 
ty wae rmankind, Hitherto the Democratic party has pro- 
fessed this faith, and I trust it may ever adh ivi.” [App lause. ] 
211 1 
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The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speake r having r 
sumed the chair, Mr. Sui RMAN, Chairman of the Comittee « 

» Whole House on the state of the Union, o rted that tl 
committee had had under consideration House bill 7941, mak 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for 

cal year ending June 30, 1901, and had come to no resolut 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, Chairm 
the C ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
r ports that that committee has had under consideration Hou 
bill a and has come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to h 
permission not to so much extend my remarks in the RECorD 
to straighten them up, rearrange, and fix them to suit mysel 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouriasks unanin 
consent that he may extend or rearrange his remarks made t 
in the Recorpb, Is thereobjection? [Aftera pause.] The C 
hears none, 


i 
ot ! 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mes 
from the President of the United States; which was ord 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a commu 
from the Secretary of Agriculture, covering extensive field operations 
ng of soil surveys over various areas aggregating 720,000 acres. I 
opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture, this is the mostimportant w: 


kind ever undertaken. 
WII LIAM McKINLE' 








EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1900. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of t] 


| following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and refer 
| to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 


Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


5. 746. An act to authorize C. R. Dobbins to accept a watch 
awarded to him by the government of the Dominion of Can: 
in recognition of his humane and gallant services to the sh 
wrecked crew of the British schooner Ashton, of Weymout 
Nova Scotia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 707. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader—to the ¢ 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 421. An act for the relief of Napolian B, Giddings—to 
ee on Claim 

S. 422. An act for the relief of George A. Orr—to the Commi 
on Ww ar Claims, 

S. 423. Anact for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack—to the 
mittee on War Claims. 

S. 424. An act for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.—to t! 
mittee on War Claims, 

S. 425. An act forthe relief of John M. Davis—to the Comm 
1 Military Affairs. 

S. 426. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Havens—to the Com 
tee on War Claims. 

S. 427. An act for the relief of A, F, Fleet—to the Commi 
ee. 

428, An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters, ° 
o f 3 E. Gillingwaters—to the Committee on W ar Claims. 

S. 432. An act for the relief of James W. Howell, late of ( 
pany H, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry Voluntee: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 438. An act for the relief of Richard C. Silence—to the ‘ 
mittee -_ Military Affairs. 

S. 486. An act tocorrect the military record of Perry J. Ki 
to tne C ommittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 437, An act for the relief of Isaac McConnaughay, 
Ovaeens H, Fortieth Iowa Infantry Volunteers—-to the ‘ 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 438. An act for the correction of the military record of /) 
M. Crabtree—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 439. An act for the correction of the military record 
R. Leonard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 359. An act to extend the privilege of immediate trans} 
tion of dutiable goods to the port o€ Astoria, Oreg.—to the ‘ 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

S. 1590. An act for the erection of a public building at ! 
dence, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gr 

S. R. 51. Joint resolution recognizing the gallantry of Frat 
Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his 
and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Rei 
Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious services in co 
of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila—to the Committee 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 22: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativesconcurring), T1 
be printed for immediate use as a public document 11,000 copies of 
| ceedings in connection with the reception of the Webster statue on Jar 


18, 19), as reported by the committee of arrangements, of which 1.("* 
be for the use of Mr. Stilson Hutchins, 4,000 for the use of the Senat 
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x t t I fR a 
. . 3 H 7 , Ww l I \ 
, Stas -H : . : ¢ 
et } id rt } Afr T.FN 
. ss *. A 
the Committee on Printing, \ t 
HAN i 
The SPEAKER. The Chaiz ittent Senate 1 9 IN cy 
relief of Hattie Phil which w isly sent to t hich w 
( iumittee on Pensions when it s uld h 1 referred to | Re RTS 1 ( . 
( mittee on War Claim \\ ut objecti it will be wl was 1 it 
yrod lating to the Ss ‘ 
There was no ction. | Nin ‘ ress 1 
LEAVE OF ABSEN v ( 
} 
unanimous consent, leave of nce was granted lov os ; 
» Mr. Rue of Kentucky, for ten days, on account of impor- | “242! 
business. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, until Thursday,on account of | PUBLI ILLS . ES t> 
IN A ‘ } ( ) 
LEAVE TO PRINT IN THE REt ha. ' 
Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, in order t the privile » ‘ 
certain members of the House who do not care to speak on t} 
nt bill, I ask unanimous consent that members of the Hous Mr. BRAN y: A 
have the privilege to print in the Rrecorp for a teri of five pepe 
F iarainiadia aie a gl . . : tt i \ A Fs 
\ Mr. STEELE. I think the gentleman had lhetter make it one | ,; ntor barof Brunsw ( ++ oR 
siit i i aL ian>Y rl Ad \ ‘ 
a , . . Harbors. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani 4 hill (H.R. ; ; 
consent that all members may be permitted to print re Waver G ¢ a ‘ Mf \ffa 
sson the bill pending before the Committee of the Whol Mr. RUSSEL] \ 
ise on the state of the Union for five days. ican N ti P Pe 4 ; . ars ( 
——) 1 + . i il 4 i th Gt i 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am not di d to ect to this | 42, 1 
est: but I want to call the attent of the House to the f Mr. FLYNN ] 
this has been repeated time after time, so that there ai ( w. O 1 
idy three or four consents for matters of this kind hk | 4 
© onare3at » ‘. Ili € on 
fr. STEELE. I obj By Mr. HENRY MI ‘ 
' \’ T } = , 
Mr. DINSMORE, Well, Mr. Speaker, [ will make the request | gna’; sin ¢ 
neday. ii Miss.—to the ¢ 12 t 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani By Mr. PAYNE: 2 cat 
! nsent that members of the House may be permitted to e 3 r Y ‘ 
tin the RecorD for one day. Is thereo tion? [{Aftera ae a tae ‘ 1 
rm ‘1 . Is LmlGs, ¢ ea } 
fhe Chair hears none. re lat Paris on tl ‘ 
i wh > nat + | 1a a v 2. . : : t 5 
LITT. M r, 1 move tha the Hou Gao now ad mittee on I rA i 
: By Mr. MOODY &« I ‘ } 
motion was agreed to; and acc lingly (at 5 o'clock and 8 ena the United S : = 
Sp. m the House a jou rned until to-morroy t 12 o'clock fornia. Ore Yn l \ t 
agricultural, minin und othe n 
heir : l") 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ET¢ states aforesaid—t ( t i 
ler clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the followit tit omnn By Mr. DOLLIVER: A 
I ns were taken Irom the spearers tabie and ferred ; histor monume ! t 
; it eee counterfeitit to the ¢ I L 
\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting a By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bi h 
f a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sul Nat ¢ tv Un 
ng an estimate of appropriation for establishing an Ind Twel Com1 ( 
ucy at Leech Lake, Minn.—to the Cominitt n Indian Affairs Mr. WILSON A} 2 
ordered to be printed. the | l of é ! , 
\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a} ; fifty-y I 
yf acommunication from the Attorney-General submittin { red L 
stimate of appropriation certain judicial salaries, and a} the Cominit the Territor 
st in relation to an appropriation for penit y at For By Mr. BABCOCK 
nworth—to the Committee on Appt itions, and ordered ved Ju 
printe 1. ( I ( 
\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a le rict ( 
t m the Secretary of the Interior su ttine an estimat Mr. JOY I 
ropriation for classification « neral lands in Montar I l 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord L to b é \ 
nted. ervir e 
\ letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a lett Mr. R DSON 
m the Chief of Engineers, report of survey and estimat ; 
proving harbor of New London, Conn.—to the ¢ mitt f be, t 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered-to be printed. it te 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter By Mr. RA : 
m the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and surve tic 1s 
rthur Kill, or Staten Island Sound, New York and New Jersey eB. M t 
to the Committee on Riversand Harbors, and ordered to be printed By Mr. KER! 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an abstract nut I 
the militia force of the United States—to the Committee on t! on Patent 
itia, and ordered to be printed. By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H 
- - t S ( } \\ 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND | yey 311 ik Ri 
RESOLUTIONS. South Mills. through the id 1 I A 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | throngh Albemarle Sound to Croat . 
ng titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the | Sound to Pam! Sour t 
Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as| throu Core Sound to Beat 
: 
follows: | inlet, with the cost of establishi permanet! r 
Mr. LYBRAND, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine | not less than 18 feet over said Beaufort Inlet Bar atl 


and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | the Committee on 
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By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 158) direct- | assistant surgeon, ee Army, to the rolls of the Army 
\ t bmit plans an q € timate sfor the | and] providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers—to 
rat Luces Landing, Northville, Suf- | th Committee on Mil itary Affai 
\ Committee on Rivers and Harbors. By Mr. PACKER of Penns} A bill (H. R. 8095) to cor- 
RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 159) to | rect the military record of Wi " Sibel , alias William Siple 
{ ition to fi the daily Congr yal Record the ¢ l ( oUilitary J 
pl and t pproved February 17 By Mr. RIXEY (by request): (H. R. 8096) for the reli 
? Printing. of Thomas Sherman, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committ 
VNLOW: A joint r tion (H. J. Res. 160) pr n We ar Claim 
publication of 200,000 cox of the Special Report Also, a bill (H. R. 8097) to carry out the matinee oF the Court 
of Sheep—to the Committee on Printing. f Clain s in the case of Samuel W. Hough, administrator 
fr. HENRY C. SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 127) requir- | William N. Hough, deceased—to the Commins an War Claim: 
Comm r of Pensions to make special report—to the Al a bill (H. worl 8098) to carry out the findings of the Co 
Cor I} li , of Claims inthe case of Duncan James—to the Committee on W: 
M OW S: Ar ition (H. Res. 128) providing an | ¢ —— 
to the Committee on Rules. By . RANSDE SLL: A bill (A. R. 8099) for the relief of Stephen 
‘ lut [. Res. 129) of inquiry | D, Clark l tho ¢ te of Emma C. Lovelace, deceased—to th 
1 { ivy Department—to the ¢ - | Commit on War ¢ ices, 
\ By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8109) granting an i 
| lr, LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 132) provid- | crease of pension to Julia A. Cook—to the Committee on Inyal 
{ l el ‘the Committee on Pensions—to th Pensions. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8101) for the relief of t! 
| estate of Cyrus Martin, deceased, late of Washington, D. C.—i 
i ; — ‘ the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BIL! \D RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. | By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8102) for the relief of Edward 
Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | Everett Hayden, United States Navy—to the Committee on Nava 
roduced and severally referred as | Affairs. 
. By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8103) for the relief of Ai 
ly LIEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8074) for the relief | gusta De Ahna—to the Committee on Claims. 
‘ \ I. Wrae, Haws sville, Hancock County, Ky.—to the By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8104) granting to the grand- ° 

( mittee on Military Affairs. P 7 son. heir and representative, of Maj. Jo hn Burnhain a sum « 

BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8075) removing the charge of | money equal t » the amounto of pension withheld from him betw: 

from the record of Samuel Watson—to the Committee | March 4, 1820,and February 7, 1828—to the Committee on Pension 


Affairs. By Mr. SHOW ALTER: A bill (H. R. 8105) for the relief of A. 


Lf. R. 8076) for the relief of W.S. Curless. of Cali- | G. White, postmaster at Beaver, Pa.—to the Committee on Claim 
» the Committee on Claims. By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8106) granting a 
» bill (H. R. 8077) removing the charge of desertion from | pension 7 livia Donathy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
d of John Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to Nancy W. Had- 
Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to | ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
G. W. Fairbrother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) for the relief of Philip Miller—to th 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bili (H. R. 8079) granting a pension to | Committee on Military Affairs. = 
Bertha M. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8109) for the relief of Anthony Remley—t 
yy Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8080) granting a pension to | the Committee on Military Affairs. oe 
Mrs. Eley Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 8110) granting relief to Milo Osterhout—to 
By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8081) granting a pension to Caro- | the Committee on Military Affairs. : ' 
lie Oliver, wi eas of Edward E. Oliver, private, Company A,Cap- | . By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 811 
fain Parker's Iowa Dragoons Volunteers, Mexican war—to the | for the relief of Caroline Commandun, widow of Eugene Cor 


¢ 
on Pensions mandun, adjutant of the Twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volu 
y Mr. FITZGE RA LD of New York (by re quest): A bill (H.R. | teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ais ) pay John Pope Hodnett for services rendered as counsel By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8112) granting a pension t 

Government in 1 the investigati m into affairs of the Dis strict | John Vogler ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
l a, acting as such counsel by order of a resolution of By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Re 

ise of Representatives; also for acting as counsel for the | n@ gel & Co.—to the C Committee on Claims. ’ 

wW men of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last past— | By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 8114) granting a pensi 
to mimittee on Ceaims. ; to Annie E. Bell and Florence M. Bell—to the Committee on In- 
*y Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8083) granting | valid Pensions. - ; 

. » of pension to James Winnie—to the Committee on In- By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8115) to remove the charg 





i [ ons. desertion from the military record of Robert Fairman—to t 
by Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R, 8084) removing the charges Committee on Military Affairs. : i 
n from the military record of Myron H. McMullen—to sy Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8116) to carry 





iirs. | out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of J. B. Mec 


ili (H. R.8 aa restoring to the pension roll Alexander | pin, administrator of John Willis, deceased—to the Committe 


yon Military 
larper, alias John Harden—to the Committee on Invalid | War Claims. 
P ns, | By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8117) to grant Amelia Hut 
By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8086) for the relief of the First | inson an increase of pension— -to the Committee on Pensions. 
Pr terian Church, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 8118) to remove the chat 
War Claims. of desertion now standing against George Brownlay, or Brown : 
Mr. NRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief | late of Company A, Sixty -ninth New York Infantry Volunt: 
tate of Richard larding, deceast ad, late of Claiborne | and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mi 





‘ the ¢ 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. | tary Affairs. , 

By Mr. KATIN: A bill (H. R. 8088) for the relief of the lezal By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 8119) granting a pension + 
representatives of Margaret A. Russell. deceased—to the Commit- Michael Murphy—to the Committee on Thy alid Pensions. 


tee on War Claims. 3y Mr. SU L LOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8120 ) granting an increas 
By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8089) granting a pension to Cath- | of pension to David L. Wentw th aar the ie on Inyal 





erine Pixley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Pensions. : 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to the minor heirs Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) granting a pexsion to Sarah K 
of Patrick McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Tibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to Ben- | By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8122) for the 
ja ki. Styles—to the ¢ ommitte e on Invalid Pensions. of Frank B. Crosthwaite—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (1. R. 8092) to increase pension of Silas Barnett— ——— 
to the Committ — Invalid Pensions. PETITIONS, ETC. 
By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H.R. 8093) for the relief of D. Frone-| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pap 
berger, surviv ~ partner of the firm of D. Froneberger & Co., | — laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
late of Cleveland County, N. C.—to the Committee on War| By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the National Board of Trad 
Claims. | Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for 
Bs Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8094) authorizing the | the promotion of exhi bits in the Philadelphia museums—to the 
restoration of the name of Nathan S. Jarvis, late captain and ! Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, | in favor of an amendment to t it t ! 











ai . t het Aa ct € ( 
1 favor of the laying of comp ot ng cable lines to Cuba—to | ( itt ! s 
mittee on Insular Affairs. Al ution of ] | iN 
-- ALLEN of Kentucky: Papers to: mpany House bill | Min ‘ 
? the 1 ry I lof W \ » the ¢ m e n ( 
itary Affairs By » LANE: hemo 
Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Resolution of the Board of Trad W land, I n 
and, Me., asking for an appropriation for the ers 
1 States court building in the city of Portland, Me.—tot I 
tee on Pul Buildings nd Gro has 
{ BRANTLEY rn or oe nena eee See By Mr. LON 
ber Ci ity and Waycross, Ga., indorsing the work of C. P. | to minors of Patrick M 
ron the outer b sar of Brunswick, Ga., and urging such | sions, 
n as will enable him to continue the work—to the Com By Mr. MANN: Lett M Q 
n Rivers an d Harbors. urgin ( 
Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the National B 1 t n In 
f Ph ‘ladelphi a, Pa., in favor the laying « u Z \ 
1es to Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
- CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill granting : 
to Mrs. Eley Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Libraz 
by Mr. MI rh raly a I 
petition of W. B. Koon and other citizens of Onarga, Ill.. ainst the } post 
ting against certain postal legislation—to the Committee on ind Pe Oth 
eee ee By Mr. NEV] I ! 
HICKERING: Petition of underwriters of Oswego N \ 
ring amendment to the rever rin regard to af I ( 
3; on insurance policies—to the Commit on Ways and By Mr. O 
Mr, COONEY: Resolutions adopted by the employees in the | | tee on N 
, of An imal In lu wiry ota med at Loni x nd Kan- B I 
Mo., for provision to grant them the usual leave of ab- | South} 
pay—to the Committee on Agricultur 
IWHERD: Resolution of the common cou lof Kan ne J | 
Mo., fav a een bill No. 4351, for the | mittee on Ins \ 
tion of postal « ss—to the Committee on the Post- by M IWERS: I 
1 Post-Roads. Columbus, Ohio, h 
tion of the Kansas City branch of the National Asso- | Argenti1 t ‘ 
Railway Postal Clerks, favoring a bill providing for the | ion of G 
ition of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on | stringent legislation ( 
ffice and Post-Roads teens—to the Com \ l r J 
‘SUSACK: Petition of Henry F. Boynton and other cit- | Also, papers t I I . . 
» Fourth Congr ssional district of Illinois, asking for | sion to Mary M. Strong 
:of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- sy Mr. RAY of New You 
l 1 Po st-R ads. | increase t pen nof Julia A, ¢ 
Fr DALZEI La: Me mo vie of the Appalachian National | valid Pei 
iation, ashing for ation for examination and sur- By Mr. RIX ‘ 3] 
termine tho do cation for a pr sed national park | accom 
ithern Appalac hian region—to the Committee on Public | from Jannat i 
s and Grounds. | By Mr. RUCKER: Peti ( 
resolutions of the National Board of Tradeof Philadelphia, | tory, praying for the passage o! ! ( 
ing acompeting submarine cable line between Cubaand | tee o1 »P * Lat 
ted States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 4 Mr. RUSSELL: Reso! 1 
ir. EDDY: Resolutions adopted by the Minneapolis (Minn. ) | ( 
' Trade, in favor of a mort efi ient harbor between the | pension the ( i 
ass of the Mississippi and the Gulf of Mexico—to the Com- By Mr. SHACKLEFORD ( 
1 Rivers and Harbors, Rawlins (Wyo.) Herald; Kewa1 F 
solutions adopted by the Minneapolis (Minn.) Chamber |} Herald, Georgia; Harlem Reporter, New \ rd J 
r —_ John A. Logan Regiment, No. 2, Union Veter- | cr South D Th tate, Colum . 8 C.; Unio 
f St. Paul, Minn., protesting against the passage of | Dal rimes-Mountaineer, Or Easton Star-Democrat, M 
NO 2988 -to the Committee on Agri ultare. land; Wyndham Journal, ¢ ley 
‘AM BLE: Paper to accompany House Dill No. 7074, | Nyack City and Country, R inel, New R P 
‘i f of Michael Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid | ¢ erstown. n R M nger, 
g } ] . Y ra VV Y ] it 
M GI NN: Paper to ac = any House bill No. 6795, for i D W I 
wf of Daniel Li ary—to the Committee on Claims. the Ra N 
Ir. GREEN of Per neyivenie: Statement of the Mellert Pro } ) 


y and Machine Company, of Reading, Pa., to accompany 
bill No, 4413, in relation to a Government contract—to 


r \ 
mittee on Claims. rd P | 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of Thomas W. | \ S N M 
nd others, of New Bedford, Mass., in favor of House bill | ( 
, for military instruction in the public schools—to the I \ ( 





ittee on Military Affairs. erald, Tu ee N l 

r. GROU ~ Petition of Rev. J. H. Reid and 19 oth r citi Jackson Star, H 1 Dem H nd Tit L( 

sellows Falls, Vt., for the passage of House bill No. 114 crat, Hillsda! nocrat, . on Patri 

ng to the pre vention of ¢ ruelty to an — in the District of | crat, Hastir Journal, big R , GI 
> ’ s,s) 





P< 
c 





p bia—to the Committee on the Distz oe imbia. | Rapids Chronicle, Mount | 
Mr. HOPKINS: Resolutions of ant gar reg 4 Interna- | Charlevoix Courier, New 
Union \ of America, Local Union No ot. Elgin, Ill.. in rela- | Rivers Tribune, I Ga f 
the reclamation and settlement of pul ieland to the Com- | of Michigan; also Lawr 


‘on the Public Lands. | Banner, Corning Courier, For vator, P 
Mr. KLUTTZ: Memorial of the Appalachian National Park | Graphic, Batesville Bee, Pine Bluff E nwilte S ( 
tion, in favor of egislation for examination ; and surveys to | Democrat, Conway Democr val pol 
nine the » be t locatic n for a pre posed ni itional pe in th | Arkans: iS; also New Li nd n Re rd. 2 Ee 
Hern Appalachian region—to the Committee on Public Build- | Sentinel, Clinton Tribune, Marceline Mirror, ¢ n 
<8 and Grounds | Columbia Statesman, Alton Missionary, C 
By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the millers of the State of Iowa, | Nevada Post, Springfield Leader-] 
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Canton Pre Ava Farm Record, Keytesville Signal, Houston 
HH 1 V lle De rat. Carrollton Democrat, Carthage 
1) turgeon Leader, Shelbyville Herald, Fulton Sun, 
AT ty , + 


mocrat, Kirksville Democrat, Shelbina Democrat, 
Press, Clayton Argus, Marshall Democrat-News, Ex- 


' 


| 


REC 


There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the C 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in th 


! RECO! 


prings Standard, Joplin Globe, in the St = Missouri, 
f the tariff on printing paper—to the Committee 
r,. SHOWALTER: Paper t ccompany House bill for the 
fA. G. White—to the ¢ mittee on Claims. 
iy Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of James T, Donovan and other | 
cl the} oftice at Milford, Mass., in favor of the passage 
of fi ill No. 4551—to the Committee nthe Pi st-Ofhice > and | 
Ir. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul | 
Char r of Com e, in favor of establishing a Government 
I to the Philippines via Puget Sound—to the Committee on | 
M I Affairs 
lution f John A. Logan Regiment, No. 2, Union Vet 
n, of St. Paul, Minn., in opposition to House bill No. 
relating to a ntments in the Weather Bureau—to the | 
( te n Agi lture, 
t the St. Panl Chamber gt mmmerce. against 
pro ni the Payne-Hanna ship-subsidy bill—to the Commit 


Merc] t Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzpurn, D. D. 


retary proc: ceded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, When, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
urther re eading was dispensed with. 


PRESIDENT protempore. TheJournal, without objection, 
tand approved. 
IRRIGATION ON THE GILA RIVER, ARIZONA, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
n response to a resolution of the 29th ultimo, a letter from the 
{ 


Derector of the Geological Survey inclosing a report on the gen- 
eral conditions and cost of water storage for irri gation on the Gila 
River, Arizona, for the benefit of the Indian s occupying the Gila | 
River Reservation: which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the Geological Survey, and ordered 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 
Mr. BATE. Mr. President, Ishall ask permission to address the 


: te to-morrow at 2 o’clock upon the unfinished business, the 
lil cial bill 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BkowNina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
th i (S. 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of rations 
{ petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tw March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899. 


lhe message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
R. 6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie In- 
dian, and his adult children; in which it requested the concur- 
rence ot the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petitic mn of the New York 


Railroad Club, praying that the International Railway Congress 
of 1904 bo held in the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 





ile also presented a petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union of One- 
ta, Ne 2.5% a that all the remaining public iands of the 
nited States 8 mld be sacredly held forthe benefit of the whole 








people and thatno grants to the title of these lands should ever 
be made to : “but actual settler which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented ; tion of sundry citizens of Holley, N. Y., 
and a per i of si ace citizens ef Rhinebeck, N. Y., praying 
fe establishment of an Army veterinary corps; wit *h were 


eferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented the petition of Edmund Wetmore and sundry 


other lawye rs of New York City, praying that better facilities be | 


? 


prov ided for the law library of Congress; 
the Com Lite eon the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ipresenta ee of the legislature of Cali- 
fornia, remonstrating ag: ainst the ratification of the so-called 


hich was referred to 


reciprocity treaty between this count ry and the British West India | 


Islands, known as the Jamaic atreaty. Iask thatthe memorial be 
printed in the REcorD and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
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other railway mail clerks of St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying fon 


enacti 
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a si 
4 





W) or 





petition at least equal to the difference in their several freight rate 8, i 
the American p vroducer should be maintained in his demand for the 


fication 





ORD—SENATE. 


‘D>, as follows: 
STATE CAPiTroL, Sacramento, Cal., Fel 1 
EORGE C. PERKINS. 
ted States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C 
cordance with the instructions sent forth in the accompany 
n, Il here swith transmit same and certify to its correctness 
int resoluti 


I adopted 1 





No. 5, introduced by Senator Jones Februar 


ruary 5, 1900 Senate joint resolution N 








) 

Islands, known as the Jamaica treaty. 

reac there is now pending in the Senate of the United States 
a so-called reciprocity treaty between this country and tl 
idia Islands, known as the Jamaica treaty; and 

‘reas the proposed reduction of duties upon the importat 
lands that come into « 

apply only to sugar- ‘ane produ ‘ts, citrus fruits, and fresh ve; 
-e only prod unpeting quantities by the States of 

2, and California: and 

as the articles of export enumerated in said proposed trea 








ities of the said States of Florida, Louisiana, or Califor 
great loss to them without any corresponding benefits: 


reas the citrus products of this State, am 


ia, the: 





and 


uunting to ov 





xes, Which will be doubled within the next decade, is handic: 


rate to the principal centers of population and trade of t 
ich ex< eeds by 15 cents per box the combined freight 1 

d import duty from the British West Indies; and 

re —— citrus products of these islands c ome directly intoc n 
1oliday trade, which is known to be the best of the entire + 
reas the entire imports of the island of Soke have never 
) dollars per annum, a large proportion of which is impor 
1 owing to a preferential tariff rate; and 

,at the request of this body and the petition of the cit 





on an equality with the foreign production in r 
rate only ; and 


‘s of this State, the Fifty-fifth Congress tixed a tariff duty 1 
] it 


ign 


efit of his home market when fully able tosupply the demand 


ved by the senate of the State of California, the assembly joint! 
ec ates s the attempt to dis turb the present existing conditi 


Ab 





ompetition with the products of the 


I 


called reciprocity treaty be« tween this country and the Briti 


+ 


is the American producer is entitled to and ought by right t 


a reduction of duty is obtair ined are neither produced nor ex 


{ 


pon sugar, citrus fruits, and fre nee getables; that itisan unequ 





‘har is ahip to sacrifice the interests of a few for the benefi 


1ajority; that the supposed benefits accruing to this country 


loss inflicted u pon one item alone of California productior 
nia producer is entitle d to a protective duty as against fore 





wh country; and e it 

her resolved, That our Senators be instructed to vote against 
> 

heir influence and best efforts te » ACK omplish its defeat. 

lved, That a copy of these resolutions be telegraphed to t! 

mC. PERKINS by the secretary of senate, and that a c 

by mail to each of our Representatives in Washington. 


opy b 








of said treaty, and that ot ur Rey yresentativesin Congress be req 


added proportion of the $8,000,000 of trade with Jan naica willnotc om peti 


F. J. BRANDON 


Secretary of S 


ROSS presented the petition of Selim Newell and 


nent of legislation to provide for the classification of | 


) 
t and second class post-offices; which was referred 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. 
of Nev 


LODGE presented sundry petitions of railway mail 
vton Centre and North Attleboro, in the State of Ma 


setts, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 


classif 


were r 


He 
Mass., 
corps; 


Mr. 


ication of clerks in first and second class post-offices: 
eferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-lt 


also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Leon 


praying for the establishment of an Army vet 
which was referred to the Committee on Militar: 
ALLEN presented a petition of sundry railwa 


Beatrice, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislati 


vide f< 
oo es: 


Post-R 


ir the classification of clerks’in first and second cla 


; 


which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oitc 


toads. 


He also presented the petition of Dr. R. S. Grimes ar 
other citizens of Nebraska, praying for the establishm« 


oy 
Milita 

Mr, 
and I 


veterinary corps; which was referred to the Coim 
ry Affairs. 

HOAR presented the petition of William H. Dodge, I) 
2 other citizens of Leominster, Mass., praying for t 


lishment of an Army veterinary corps; which was referr: 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


He 
South 
clerks 
to pro 


post-of 


Framingham, Mass., and a petition of sundry railw: 
of Lowell, Mass., praying for the enactment of 1 
vide for the classification of clerks in first and sec: 


= Post-Roads 


Mas se 


e also prese nted a petition of sundry letter — of 
, pri _ ing for the passage of House bill No, 1051, to r 


the pay of icuane letter carriers; which was re sae a 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Business Men's -\ 


ciation of Newport News, Va., praying that an appropria’ 


made 
seum; 


to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commer 


also presented a petition of sundry railway mail cle 


ices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-! 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


t 


FEBRUARY 


y 


\T 


y 











He also presented a memoria he Business Mer Associatior S I 
Newport News, Va., remonstrating against 1 passage « 5 
ise bill No. 5462, regulating pilots; which was referred t t 
1ittee on Com t : ils t i 
: presented sundry pet ns ( ens Washir s ; 1 
Bank de} sit Ww h we I I ) ( mm ‘NI rALIA RR 
nce Ww p 1 
THE SUI CANAL. t am lr S 
\ - y 
Mr. MORGAN. Ipr L pay being a y of a < socal 
ween Great Britain, Germ \ustria-Hungary, S; . hill /@ 
Italy, the Netherlands, Russia, and Turkey res ! a et es 
» navigation of the Suez Maritime Canal. signed at Cor ae oe : 
nople October 29, 1888. I move that t paper be print washes toe 
» 5 7s & . rred t} Q 
cument for the use of the Senate, } nial at 
motion Was agreed to. oP ’ , ; 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE 1«s ’ ’ 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were ase vanachune 
rred the following bills, reported them severally with amend Mr. KENNEY ! 
ts. and submitted reports thereon: ro 1 red ¢ 
bill (S. 1250) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield me ts, and 
hill (S. 1251) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the \ a 
f $30 per month; Tow? nd 
bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Catherine E, O’Brien \ > t 
1 (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mr. TURNER, fr 
al eter? t LLoW 
ll (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. | amen t lsu 
; Ab t 
11 (S. 2851) granting a pension to J h W. Skelton Ab S grant 
bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to John Bb. Ritzman r 
bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stubbs; and He al fror e sam 
ill (S. 1721) granting an increase of pension to Amos H. Wit s, reporte 
1OW. ibmitted reports ther 
ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was A bill (S. 1752) for t 
1 the bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook, A bill (S. 1754) grant 
dit with an amendment, and submitted a report thereo: A bill (S. 1758) to in 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom were | am 


1 


red the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
and submitted reports thereon: t 
bill (S. 1729) granting an increase of pension to Oliver J. 


»} 
ai 


A bill (S. 320) granting anincrease of pension to Allen Buckner, 
lwin, Kans.; 
bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to James A Southard: 
ll (S. 1265) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 
Kans.; 
bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin; and 
\ bill (S. 1268) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of 
Wichita, Kans. 
. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 





1 


} 


i the following bills, reported them severally without amend- | be 


t, and submitted reports thereon: 
ill (S. 2441) granting a pension to Felix G, Sitton; 
ill (8, 2203) granting an increase of pension to William Tay- 


A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to Hannah R. Johnson; 





ubmitted reports the 
A bill (S. 358) grat 
A bill S. $2) ms il 


Mr. ALDRICH. From 


amendment to House 
be read 


The PRESIDENT 


read. 


pr 


The Secretary read a 


nla . 
een pou siiver 


etw Land 
The PRESID 
lie on the table 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


A bill (S. 757) granting increase of pension to William C. Stock- 
t ; and 
\ bill (S. 477) granting a pension to Levi C. Faught. 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | Senator from Rhode 
rred the bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
th Foster, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a | 
I rt thereon. 


Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 


to establish a library post, aske 


referred the bill (S. 2667 
scharged from its further consideration and tha 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was 


+ 
LO 


} 
l 
tit be referred 


1+ 





‘ i lO, 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 2438) to establish a fish-hat ng an 
in the State of West Virginia, reported it wit d- 


and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Financ 





m was referred the bill (S. 392) to pay the Gen 
rance Company of Dresden the sum ‘of $1.454.12 for certain 
4 ns detached from United States bonds, which said coupons 
were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 
1886, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
reon. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh 
s referred the bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension t 


line B. Bradford, reported it without amendment, and sub 
tted a report thereon. 
7 . . 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was 1 
t S. 24 


ferred the 
) granting an increase of pension to James A. Thomas, 


I~ 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


The PRESIDENT 
the table. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 


1 1 


hen the financial b 


address the Senate « 
Mr. STEWART. 
cluded, I should 1i] 





+ 


Isla 


Ye 


, 
} 


n tl 


W! 


than ten minutes, in reg 
regard to the amendme 
I 
Rr P +r Vy5 
Mr. BERRY i ly 
Prairie Presby nC 
was read twice by its t 
Claims. 
Mr. PROCTOR int1 
I iw ird ©) - I I W 
t ccompanying paper 
Mr. LODGE introdu 
M. Schimmelfennig 
ferre 1 + a (" +? itte . 
He also intro edatl 
Reed: which was read 


| mittee on Pensions, 


bill N 


A 
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ro} priation for support and civilizs atio n of N 
10 from $1,000 to $2,500, intended to be } proposed by him to 
“Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com 
nittee on Indian A a. and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment extending to July 1 


vez Perce Indians in 


1 











, 1901, th 


time in which settlers may make payments for lands on ceded 
Indian reservations purchased with the condition annexed 
ictual settlement, intended to be proposed by him to the Indi 
ppropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
1 Affairs, and order d ‘to be » printed. 


AMENDME)? 


R. 
Tr 


NTS TO THE FINANCIAL 


BILL. 


ed an amendment wh 
. 1, and which I ask may 


I ask to have print 


iE 
offer to somae bill No 





read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment wi 
be re da 
‘ a . 
The Secretary read as follows: 
1mend H. R. No. 1 by striking out lines 13 to 2, inclusive, on page 10 
rting the following: 
That the dollar at the standard weight of 25.8 grains of gold nine-ten' 
or 412) grains of silver shall be the unit of value, and all forms of m 
1ed or coine y the United States shall be maintained at a parity of v 
with thi ree he A and U “1 States notes and Treasury notes i 
nder the act of Jnly 14 189) , when presente d to the Treasury for re 
shall be redeemed in gold or silver coin of such standard.”’ 


} 
en 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be ae ind lie on the table. 
r. PETTUS submitted the following amendment; 


‘ red to lie on the table and be printed: 


The proposed amendment w 


whic 


th w 


Insert at the end of the bill, as a separate section, the following: 
“SE Not} ont ained in this act shall be held or construed to aff: 





; 


he present ~— te 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following amendmen 
which was ¢ sone red to lie on the table and be printed: 

\ddasan n the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to] 
id to keep on hand United States Treasury notes under a specia 
called the ‘*emergen y circulatic n fund.”” Such notes shall 
legaltender. Any citizen of the United States shall have the right to de} 
United States bonds, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the S 
retary of the Treasury, and receive from such fund 90 per cent of the ‘ 


de 


r qual ity of silver dollars coined by the United Stat 


ew secti 





value of such bonds in United States Treasury notes, and shall have the r 
at any time within twelve months to redeem such bonds by repayir 
United States Treasury notes the amount so received by him on accou 


| such bonds, with 


interest at the rate of & percent per annum on such amo 


Failure to so redeem such bonds within the limit of twelve months shal 













a forfeiture of such bonds to the United States, and such bonds 
» the highest, bidder in the open market, and the balance, after t 
ipal of the » amount advanced, the interest on the sai 


of the prin 

xpenses, ¢ P aid ; » the former owner of Such bonds. 

uchs ay be exchanged with other moneys ir 
1is fund shall consist alone of Treasury notes. The pr 

ns so advanced when repaid shall be returned to the “*« 

fund,’ and all interest upon such sums shall be pas 

Tre asury unde r — -ellaneous receipts. 

amount of no ‘id in the ‘emergency circulation f 

be less than $5 000 O08 in excess of any outstanding adva 

l fand | 1 shall neither be increased nor diminished except in the 1 

r V iivtu. 


il be 








au — al 
shall neve r 
Gai 
I 





alt 


AMEN 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
terday, 
AIV, 


_DMENT OF THE RULES. 

In accordance with the notice given \ 
[ present a proposed amendment to paragraph 5 of 
which I ask shall be read, printed, and referred to the ¢ 


| mittee on Rules. 


vi EL (ON 1 iti¢ l La ] UU. to amend an at en 
t \1 the ¢ d Rapids Water Power and 
( G 1 Rapids, Min to construct a dam 
t M ppi River pproved February 27 
l twi y its title, and referred to the Com 
? ( ree 
LATT of New York intre 
of nto James 
tle 1 ‘ ! 1 +, } ( )} 
d ; 
m t 1e} 4 yo rec I 1 f } 
' q i i re 

j in 
at! 

( Clai 

M ALDRICH. int wed a bill (S. 3007) for the relief of 
I. To whi vas read twice by its title. and referred 

( ( 1M ry Affairs 
\LCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3008) for the relief of cer- 
he United States Army for losses sustained 
t t; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
I ( 1 1 Military Affairs 
( ‘ LIER introduced a bill (S. 3009) to regulate elec- 
t of Columbia; which was read twi 
rred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
AKER (by request) introduced a bill (S. et for the 
rs and legal representatives of John P, Maxw 
i | Maxwell, deceased; which was read ae by i its 
t 1 i to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
-ENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3011) granting an increase 
» Joel Me which was read twice by its title, and re 
Committee on Pensions, . j 
oduced a bill (3. 3612) to pension certeén soldiers | 
nlisted men who served in the war of the rebellion; 
\ wl was read twice by it title, and referred to the Committee 
{OUP introduced a bill (S. 3018) to appropriate $100,000 
{ ng artesian we Ils in the State of Idaho; which was read 
its title, and referred to the Comiuittee on Irrigation and 
t mation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a biil (S. 8014) granting a pension 
to Maithew Uien; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
{ { mmittee on Pe nsiot 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3015) for the of tl 
I erian Church of Kossuth, Miss.; which wa wice b 

ec, and referred to the Committee on Claims 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 3016) for the relief of the 

sof Celina M. W right and Charles G. Wright, deceased; | 
vi \ read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ( 
RYE introduced a bill (S. 3017) granting an increase of 
1 1 to Julia M. Kd ie; whic h was read twics > by tts title, and, 
W the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S, 3018) for the 
{ tment of an additional Umted States commissioner in the 
n n judicial district of the Indian Territory; which was read | 
ty its title, ead referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment directing the ee 
of t l'reasury to pay $998.96 to Capt. B. Tellefsen for expen 
° . ! 


incurred by him in consequence of a violation of an article of a 


e and navigat 


treaty of commet ion between the United States and 
the Kingdom of Sweden and Norway by an officer of the city of 
| Mass., intended to be propo ed by him to the diplomatic 
al nsulaz —e iation bill: which was ordered to be printed. 


ind, with the accompanyin { 


g papers, referred to the Con ne tee on 


Appropriations 

He also submitted an amendment } pre posing an appropriation ¢ f 
S| ta pay ti sal ry ot the consul at Ber rne, Switzerland, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
propriation for the salary of the consul at Chefoo, China, from 
$2,500 to $3,000, intended to be proposed by him to the dip lomé utic 
and consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,600 for current and contingent expenses at the Nez Perce 


Agency, Idaho, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 


WSs: 


The Secretary read as follo 
Amend paragraph 5 of Rule XIV so that it shall read as follows: 
“All resolutions shall be referred without debate to their appropriat 

mittees, unless the Senate by unanimous consent shall otherwise ord 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendmen 

be referred to the Committee on Rules, and printed. 
ADDITIONAL CLERICAL ASSISTANCE, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution: \ 
was referred to the C ommittee to Audit and Control the C 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be aut! 
to employ additional clerical assistance in connection with the investig 
committee is authorized to make, at a cost not exceeding $ 


same to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers appt 
by the chairman of umittee. 


STATUE LAFAYETTE AT PARIS EXPOSITION. 


Mr. DEPEW. I desire to call up the joint resolution (8. R. 
authorizing the President to appoint one woman commissi: on 





hich sai 


sald Col 


OF 


| represent the United States and the National Society of the Dau 


ters of the American Revolution at the unveiling of the statu 
Laf: iyette at the exposition in Paris, France, in 1900, The 
resolution upon a former day was considered by the Se nate 
went over in order to make inquiry on a question which \ 
raised here as to whether the French Government would per! 
women representatives at theexposition. It has been ascertaine 
that they will, and that they are to be appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pr 


ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
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being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 1 A 
Wh resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. r Se , 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two amendments tothe joint | _,* °° *" ES ENT 
tion were agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. If there | ‘ ‘ sya ee 
irther amendments it will be reported to the Senat: ps oo 
OCKRELL. Letit be read as amended; as the amend- | ~ ee 
have been agreed to. a 2 ah INSTA ‘ we 
‘RESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will t 
gs amen 
3 retary read tl oint resolution as amended, as follows 
i he } i iv ar i > I es 
l i Stat al iti Dauchte | g 
tt an . . af an ‘rr PETTIGREW | ; 
t t | th no « ty, | 
l led to 1 : r‘a ? ( t i 
sr 1 s da 
; clause of th« The P SIDENT 1 ’ 
r from } retaining 
ced in as an j and 1 
13+ 4 it thic 
at others re- Mr. STEWART. Mr. J 
iy en ST ‘ ’ ' 
= — ? ht e | ? t 
Will be 
nie s: : 
I aa 
nw it} ‘tl . : 4 
PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
ent of the Senator from Missouri? 
1endment was agreed to, re 
OCKRELL. When the question of rnecessary ; + Suppose any ratio Wi t Whatever rat to! 
y on this exhibit was before the Committ n Appropria- ; tae world that W i 
question was raised about a woman's exhil Weexam- | 4wayst eT 
id ascertained that there was no exhibit would bein} _ pub what | 3 
women alone, and in consequence of 10 provision ; Geciaration in t mC! 
specifically for that kind of an exhibit. fere with inter! : 
[ understand the President intends to appoint a lady as | all the obligations o uu 
» commissioners. and I doubt not the French Govern- | not that be some A 
not object to that. That being the intention of the | With other natic A 
t, 1see no impropriety in passing the joint resolution as | OF Sliver, W ee 
inderstand that the President will appoint one or more | payable in either gold or or, DULY J 
masa commission, and this joint resolution is to designate | We can not treat. for you make our oblig 
ly for a specific purpose. You adopt the gold standard in so many \ A 
int resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, | you have no intention of int ring with bi 
:mendments were concurred in. It reminds me a story I once he 1 WI! 
oint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third | false i rma te : 1; 1 1 t} a : 
, read the third time, and passed. (Juaker on board the ¢ _ 4 V t 
fticht it he would not fight. But when the l 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, up the sides of the vessel | ' 
ll (H. R. 6493) for the reli¢ f of John Anderson, a Potta- | 0M the linge 
Indian, an =a his adult c hildre n, was read twice by its | V2 Id nt meal i 
d referred to the Commit tee on Public Lands. Kept pounding awa ; . : : ; 
Now, they do not wish to hurt t they by legisla- 
ACTIONS BETWEEN TREASURY DEPARTMENT AND BANKS, tion place it beyond the po t 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | bil! becomes a law. SO One n 
olution coming over from a previous day, which will 1 when they say they Go not intend »v 101! 
: ‘ ms to me, is trifling with the subject. | y r tot 
SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ALLEN, providing for a | the whole subject seriously, but to put such 
ommittee to make a thorough and comp let e investigation | ' presuming too ¢ UE ra 
lealings and transactions betw en the Secre tary of the Treas- Lhe Senator irom inhode isiand must k1 
r the Treasury Department and the N ational City Bank and | 15_‘rifling wit the question. 
lanover National Bank of New York, etc. withdraw It. 
ALDRICH, I move to refer the resolution to the Commit- 
Finance. The PRESIDENT pro t ee 
lr SPC MONER. ILask the Senator to let that motion go over | clu 
o-morrow. I wish to make some reply to the speech of _ Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. P t 
r from Nebraska | Mr. ALLEN], and I do not wish to ints Mr. HANSBROUGH, 1 l 
‘before the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY } shall | Calendar. 
nished his speech. He is ready to go on. i that course} Mr. CAFFERY. I had the floor é 
ible to the Senator from Rhode Island? ready to proceed for the pur] 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. | Mr. HANSBROUGH. 1 
e PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island | sideration of a bill similar to one that 3 
nter his motion and have it lie over. Senate several tim s. It will give rise to n ate, J 
ALDRICH. That is my purpose, to have it lie over, with- | anxi us a get hrough 
{ losing its 2 until to-morrow morning. Mr. C PE RY. . [should like to know if I 
r. ALLEN. That is entirely agreeable to me, provided I can The PR IDE NT protempore, The ¢ t 
uM n opportan ity to reply to the Senator from Wisconsin if I | what aa pla ace when the Senator left the f 
em it advisable. to be entitled to it. So he re nizes the = t Louis 
[r. = OONER. Ihave no doubt the Senator will deem it ad- | Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from N 
V le and I know he will have an opportunity. Dakota? 
AL LEN. I have no doubt the Senator will say many things Mr. CAFFERY. For how 1 may [| it t 
t will be worthy of my consideration. from North Dakot: 
> PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there unanimot consent Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not desire to interfere wit ; 
that the motion may ‘be entered and that the resol lution shall lie | Senator from Louisiana. 
over, retaining its place? The Chair hears none, and itis soor-| Mr. CAFFERY. My remarks will be brief this morni: 
dered, Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply desire to call 3 





[9:36 













heretofore pa 1 the Senate two or threetimes. Iam sure it will 
not lead to any debate: but Ido not desire to interfere with the 
Sent rom Louisiana. 
Mr AFFERY. If it will not lead to any debate, I am willing 
t j 
PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
he Senator trom North Dakota for the purpose of call- 
] ip a bl l, 
LBRID AT DRAYTON, N. DAK, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of bill (S. 160) to authorize the construction of a 
bricl ge ross the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, pl eeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from ft Comnnit on Com merce with amendments. 

he f unendinent was, in tion 1, page 1, line 3, to strike 
‘ { es” and insert * council;” in the same line to strike 
( t and insert **citv;” in line 8, after ‘‘ Almeron,” to in- 
(qzrant:” and aft th Ww is to strike out ‘*‘ street” and 

1 ' to read 
t Drayton, county of Pembina, State of North 
Da and are | authorized to construct and maintain a pontoon 
reto the Red River of the North, between 
ind the State of Minnesota, extending from the 
oe Girant streets in said town of Drayton toa point opposite, 

of Minnesota 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 2, to strike 

it **trastees ’ and insert ‘* council; ” so as to read: 

a onstructed so as to provide for the passage of wagons 
aa inds, animals, and foot passe sand fe ll road travel, 
easonable rat f tolland under such rules and regulations as may 
1 i by said council and approved from time to time by the Secre 
1 \V 


The amendment was agreed to. 









The next amendment was, in section 3, page 2, line 25, to strike 
out the word ** trustees” and insert ‘‘council:” on page 38, line 1, 
to strike out ‘‘town” and insert ‘‘city;” and in line 2 to strike 
out **town” and insert ‘‘city;” so as to read: 

it said draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable sig 
t yre of boats and rafts; and said coun the city of Dray 
at the expense of the said city, from s ‘t to sunrise, s1 
itsorother signals suid bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescril 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 12, to strike 
out **town” and insert ‘‘city;” so as to read ‘‘said city of Dray- 
ton.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Whe next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, line 2, to strike 
out “town” and insert *‘ city;” and in the same line to strike out 
‘trustees ” and insert ‘‘council.” 
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POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, when I concluded my remarks 
yesterday afternoon I had reached a point where I proposed to 
discuss the facts bearing upon our relations with the Philipping 
Islands, but I will now leave that branch of the subject and take 
up certain opinions of eminent men bearing on the subject which 
I have discussed and lay them before the Senate. 

Yesterday I was unable to find the quotation from Mr. Webs 
which I propose to lay before theSenate. 1 have now obtained it. 
and will read it. It isan extract from a speech of Mr. Welbst 
on the ** Objects of the Mexican war,” found in his works, 
5, page 300. That extract is as follows: 


Voiu! 


Arbitrary governments may have territories and distant possessions, } 
cause arbitrary governments may rule them by different laws and di‘ 
systems ussia may rule in the Ukraine and the provinces of the Can 
and Kamtschatka by different codes, ordinances, or ukases. ye can « 
such thing. They must be of us, part of us, or else strangers. 








If the great name of Mr. Webster can in argument as com 
inacase before the Supreme Court be quoted in oppositi 
these views, I submit that when that great statesman, fecling t 
full weight of responsibility upon him for his utterances 
such a question, addressed the Senate of the United States, m 
weight ought to attach to those utterances than to those of an ad 
vocate in the discharge of his duty to his client. The position 
Mr. Webster is that arbitrary governments have no place in ou 
system; that we can not rule by different systems than our o1 
these distant possessions. Russia may rule the Ukraine and t 
provinces of the Caucasus, but, according to Mr. Webster, we ca: 
only rule according to our own system and our own laws. 

Our Constitution is not so elastic as even that of England 
where unlimited power resides in the British Parliament. ‘| 
British Parliament can rule India under arbitrary sway, or ru 
any of its colonies under arbitrary sway; but, Mr. President, it is 
to be observed that in the rule of England, justified under her 
system, that arbitrary sway never extends to people who have t! 
force and the ability to resent it. She is trying it now in ft) 
Transvaal, and she is trying it at her bitter cost. 

I now quote an extract from the speech of Mr. Charles Sumner, 
of Massachusetts, on the subject of the ratification of the treaty 
between Russia and the United States in the acquisition of Alaska, 
This extract is very instructive. I read from his speech, thus: 

But there is one other point on which I file my caveat. This treaty: 
not be a precedent for a system of indiscriminate and costly annexat 
Sincerely believing that republican institutions under the primacy of 1 
United States must embrace this whole continent, I can not adopt the s 
ment of Jefferson, who, while confessing satisfaction in settlements on t 
Pacific coast, saw there in the future nothing but “free and indepen 
Americans,” bound to the United States only by “ties of bloodand inter« 
without political unity. Nor am I willing to restrain myself to the prir 
so tersely expressed by Andrew Jackson in his letter to President M: 
‘Concentrate our population, confine our frontier to proper limits, unt 
country to those limits is filled with a dense population.” But I can not 
guise my anxiety that every stage in our predestined future shall be |! 
ural processes without war, and, Iwouldadd, even without purchase. ‘1 
is no territorial aggrandizement which is worth the price of blood. 

That, sir. isa stinging commentary upon the forcible ann 
tion of the Philippines. This great man announces the doct1 
that no territory is worth the price of blood, and the blood of « 
soldiers and the blood of the Filipinos will forever ensangui 
annexation of those islands, and vast seas will not wash out 


| bloody spots. 


| are to become our fellow-citizens. 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 4, line 20, after the 
word ‘‘ reserved,” to strike out the remainder of the section, in the | 
foll ne words: 

And the right to require any changes in the said structure or its entire 

\ t} cp the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of 
Wa ill decide that the public interests so require, is also expressly re- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SELMA, ALA, 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
gna vield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. CAPFERY. Ido, if there is no objection to the bill, and 
if it is a short one. 

Mr. PETTUS. By the courtesy of the Senator from Louisiana 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1174) for the erection of a public building at 


Selma, Ala. 

Chere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase or otherwise provide a site and cause to 
be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with 


fireproof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office, 
and for other Government uses, at Selma, Ala. The building 
thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be pre- 
viously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
not exceed in cost $100,000, including cost of site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| determination of Congress. 


Only under peculiar circumstances can it become the subject of p 
contract. Our triumph should be by growth and organic expansion in 
ence to “ preestablished harmony,” recognizing always the will of th 
All this must be easy if we are ou 
to ourselves. Our motto may be that of Goethe, ‘‘ Without hast« 
rest.’ Let the Republic be assured in tranquil liberty with all equal | 
the law, and it will conquer by its sublime example. 

Is there any equality under the law contemplated in the res 
tions before the Senate or in the treaty of Parisitself? The polit! 
cal status and the civil rights of the Filipinos are reserved for th: 
Now, sir, if they did not contemp! 
an inequality of political status and civil rights, why insert t 
reservation in the treaty? Why turn over to Congress the settling 
of the political status of those people? What do they mean by 
‘political status?” Do they mean that those people are not | 
facto citizens of the United States by the very acquisition o! 
territory? If so, they stultify themselves. Citizenship is 
ternational fact as well as a national fact. The nations ot 
world will consider those people citizens of the United Stat 
and the United States Constitution embraces them wit! 
folds, and this notwithstanding their coming in is involunta 

More happy than Austria, who acquired possessions by marriag 
acquire them by the attraction of republican institutions: 





an 
ail 


“Bella gerant alii; tu, felix Austria, nube; } 
Nam que Mars aliis, dat tibi regna Venus.” 
; 


The famous epigram will be just as applicable to us, inasmuch as our 
quisitions will be under the sanction of wedlock to the Republic. Ther 


be wedlock of a people as well as of a prince. Meanwhile our first care shou. 1 
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aa elevate the Republic whos Ly W ’ 
| ' < er \ f 
rt,s at y r J 
S I nr And rds 
w h ( roqu ? Gy 
1 i 1 Cicero, “ You! as 
have an Americ Let usadorn it. Let us not encircle the 
-of Columbia with a bloody wreath. Let rather a garland 
et roses, as an emblem of peace, encircle her noble brow. 
oes breathes the very spirit of the Declaration of In- 
lence and the el vating principles of the Constitution of th 


( 
Stat es. Weshould take no country without the will and 
nt of the people in it. We should acquire no territory by 
1. We must adorn and elevate our Republic by our sul lime 
iple and by the dissemination of our institutions abroad. 
the t erritori¢ s that come to us come to us in loving wedlock. 
them be married to our institutions, and let them be of 
ehold, willing and obedient members of our hous« h ld. who 
help us in our endeavors toward a higher and higher ideal of 
rty and development. 
that the case with the Philippine Islands, M1 r. Pre sident? 
e have been warring for more than a year—terrible war, 
devastation, blood and ruin and havoc ev: ry where—in 
ince of the principles announced by this distinguished and 
trious man. 
Mr. President, Iam glad, and I rejoice, that Massachusetts has 


+7 
our 


upon this floor a worthy successor of Webster and of Sum- | 
i 


{ am glad that he announces the principles of the Declara- 

Independence and the principles of our Constitution as 

ible to those people. Iam glad that he stands foremost in 

as the champion of human liberty and the guardian of 

utional right and constitutional law. 

ill but briefly touch the facts bearing upon our relations 

with the Philippines, both past and present. These facts have 

in over to such an extent and with so much care by the 

. r from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that it would be a 
seless work for me to undertake to supplement his labors. 

| pears that in 1896 a revolution started in the Philippine 

slands under the leadership of Aguinaldo. That revolution had 

led to such an extent that the Spaniards were driven to 

rtified towns on the seacoast, and the insurgents held the 

of the territory. When the position became analogous to 

f Cuba, when the insurgents could not drive the Spaniards 

r fortified towns, nor the Spaniards defeat the i insurgents 

in uuntry, @ compromise was — ‘red into. The Spanish 

Government made a compromise whereby the deportation of th e 

f the insurrection was agreed on, and Aguinaldo and cer- 

t f his followers were paid $800,000 for leaving the country, 

so that things could settle down. They left. Buta part of the 





stothe Filipinos; that they would give them representation 
the Cortes; that they would provide for them an autonomous 
ernment to a large extent; that they would reform the abuses 
had crept into the church and grant other reforms which I 
not now recall. 
Acuinaldo retired to Hongkong. Four hundred thousand dol- 
irs of money was left in a bank in Hongkong as security that the 
‘paniards would comply with their promise. They did not com- 
That money was used by Aguinaldo subsequently, and in- 
1 to be used by him all the time, for the purpose of raising 
rinsurrection and forthe purpose of again commencing 
ities against the Spaniards. While he was in Hongkong 
Admiral Dewey sunk the Spanish fleet. Hearing of this, Agui- 
I hastened to Singapore, and there he had a conference with 
ul Pratt, and from that point—I will not now go into the 
rsations between him and Consul Pratt, for it is not neces- 
iry—from that point Consul Pratt sent a telegram to Admiral 
y, informing him that Aguinaldo was present at Singapore 
{desired to go over to Manila to help the American forces. A 
gram was received from Admiral Dewey to the effect, substan- 
ually, of inviting Aguinaldoto come. Hecame with thirteen of his 
Immediately after landing he commenced to organize the 
surrection in cooperation with our military commanders. His 
peration was invited by General Anderson, and accepted. He 
s armed by Admiral Dewey; his assistance was accepted; he 
rounded Manila; he cooped up the Spaniards within the walls 
that city; he got up an army, according to the official state- 
nis of our consul, of about 30,000 men. With those 30,000 men 
ve the Spaniards out = any control whatever of the inte- 
Those are the facts up to that point. 
asserted by Admiral Dewey that he never mentioned inde- 
ce to Aguinaldo; that he never employed him as an ally or 
ged him asan ally. It was known that Aguinaldo, from re- 
ited expressions of his, was fighting for the independence of the 
people; and whether Admiral Dewey accepted him in 
as an ally or not, he did so in fact, and the whole American 
rmy accepted him in factasan ally. Why quibble about words 
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n facts speak stronger than words? Why gointo anunseemly | 
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nd « than was contained in any other report 
r } 
red to are as follows 
4 ‘ PHILIPPINE APFATI | 
, | / Mr. ¢ | 
( SULATE ¢ rH reD STATES 
! du L s crit period 
‘ ( + i t ] is | . 
; . . i 
1e truth ha gath ng | 
i 
I g date k Pp 
. t } + lw struc ? 
| 
i v« festivities therefor were held 
i bout two years lit ns | 
( \ pra \ War exists, battles are of almost | 
unces bring in many wounded, and hospitalsare full. | 
| t ‘ isl ithout trial, and Manila is under mar- | 
have t be ble to dislodge a rebel army within 10 
Ma i l Saturday, February 19, a battle was there fought 
‘ 1. Much of ; foundin my longer | 
i who fu ing 
{ pa ati and cer I 1 re giver j 
Linn t to public deportation to China This! ug 
‘ Lima? fanned the fires of discon | 
‘ and tewer ¢ i from church and state, a] - | 
nad we . hl Ly whi h st riously ret ard bu ie | 
‘ i ed 1 e,as in Cyuba. Insurgents are beir 
1 rapid ‘re fin numbers and efiiciency, and 
‘ prising v col as soon as the Governor-General embarks 
j \ I ixed for 
I ( atant r its have recently been returned to Spain, 
ra earance on all authorities now agree that unless the 
( \ ce i i y her vill los possessl0ol } 
( ! for any desired infor tion. i 
ober t servant, 
OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, ¢ 
Mr. Williams to Mr. Cridler. 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, | 
Manila, Philippine Island March 19, 1 
Matters are ina serious state here. I have daily communication by 
‘ wid letter with Con xlore Dewey, but we pass letters by Britishand 























pmasters and by private parties, because cables and letters are 
i ed with 
! rrection is rampant: many killed, wounded, and made prisoners on 
both ; A battle ship, the Don Juande Austria, sent this week to the 
rn part of Luzon to cooperate with a land force of 2,000 dispatched to 
il forces, overwhelmed by rebel 

ast night specia) squads of mounted police were scattered at danger points 
to save Manila 

i caution Americans against bearing arms in violation of local law, although 
thr have been made by Spaniards that all Americans would soon have 
their throats cut. Certain ones are so frightened as to frequently come to 
my consulate and hotel, and spies watch all my movements. 

Yesterday I examined stock of an American who had been threatened and 

bstracted his led r To-day his —— ry and acc punts were placed in my 
'lo-day two others came to me d their effects to some American 
plying in the toe and I have ao etaaed. 

i have no instructions from you as to these delicate complications, but so 
far have gotten on well J tiy our flag all the time, give double hours to the 
‘ late, and have notified Americans that they can find me all the time at 
th ut rat my h tel, or on the p ath bet we sen. We have many holi- 
days, b p open const ulate e very day, including Sundays, so Americans 

if er more threatening toSpain. Rebels getting arms, money, 
ond f1 i they outnumber the Spaniards, resident and soldiery, 7 rob: 
ably a “i to one. 

Report says that Holy Week the insurgents plan to burn and capture Ma- 
ila. But, if so, you will learn it by wire before you receive this dispatch. 

My March quarterly reports may be delayed or captured. If no trouble 
thwarts my work, all reports from here will be sent by first mailafter March 
31, but my consular agents at Cebu and lloilo are both absent, and hence I 
may not receive their reports for transmission as early as I send my own. 

z 


l news comes direct from eee 
ed St 


Ihear nothing as to relations 
and, depending upon unofficial reports, I 
i can Of ily assure you of vigilance and loyalty, 


OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, Con 


tween Unit ates and Spain, 


‘“e —— e od 






sul. 


Mr. Williams to Mr. Cridler. 











Spectal.] CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, March a 27, 1898. 
Sin: Because of hg fon given daily information to Commodore Dewey as 
to disturbances 1 y Ihave assumed that he Sedewened the WF ashington Gov- 
erni and I have written little on war matters 


Cuban conditions exist her © possibly inaggravated form. Spanish soldiers 


is 































re killed and wounded daily, despite claimed pacification, and the hospitals 
ee * #97) 
pt fr 
rhe n rity of casualties are reported from the ranks = S > native in- 
r ts, and the cruelties and horrors of war are daily repeated 
Cavite is the naval port of Luzon, situated ab ut 5 miles ac ross the bay 
from Manila and about 20 miles distant by way ; i public high- 
way, 1 last Thursday, March 24, a Crown re tof na , the Seventy- 
fourth, stat ed there, was ordered to advan ains » insurgents 
near by regiment refused to obey orders eight « orals were } 
allied ot to d it 1 of the regiment, which was again | 
ordered t ince and threat a refusal wou l eath to all. | 
All did refuse and were sent to waitsentence. Onthe morning 






of the following Friday, M: arch ° re regiment, with arms an 
ment ‘hed out of the barrack 


t, mar ‘3 and deserted in a body to the insu 
may ing they were willing to fight the foreign enemies of Spain, but wo 
ght their friends. 
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i; false. 


| of the provinces. 





FEBRUARY 





_ Sine e beginning this eae itch [learn of the desertion to the insurger 


-are said to be the severest setbacksr 













ay. a meeting of nati 
I , the natives being unarm: 
lice and military, eting bri 

several wounded, and 62 taken pri 
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1ers Were marched in a body 
s shown that several were 
oining, not being in attendane 
ar ians of inn cent me! 
»mang :e3 of hus and f 
@ smaller scale, but at $s att 
sof war, occur almost daily,andthe } 
lding a cordon of small forts on 
vincial natives, who are expected t 
two detectives and one messenger have com 
rmation that attack was to be made to-night, ar 
3,000 ve insurgent soldiers are encamped on! 






insurgents seem to lack arms and organization, but, so far 
learn, outnumber the Spanish forces andinhabitants 20 tol. Armsa 
obt: land organization slowly effected, and all classes fear the 
ture. It is said that the only reason why Manila has not been t 






burned is because a vast majority of its population is in perfect a 
the insurgents 
Because of anxiety nein, Americans and my wish to keep in r 
demands, I keen th msulate open double hours and on all h 
Sunday ith biggest fla @ fyis g,so any needing a refuge may fir 
Bar barities > reported as daily practiced, such as placing pris 
suspects i ‘-hole dungeons in the walls of old Manila, so pl 





with rise of tide prisoners are drowned; several hundred reported 
so perished 


Cruelties too horrid for an official report are detailed to me every 
it seems that the cry of outraged humanity would soon compel 
abolish Middle Age methods of warfare 

Christian nations are such only in name when such atrocities 
blacken the calendar are known to be perpetrated here and no effort 
to prot 1e weak 





There is to 
all: the vilest 
and childr 


ation 





day no Christian n policy and mock diplomacy 
cruelties of war are added to the mangling of old men, \ 
en to make full the measure of iniquity. 











The American Indians would not permit « one of their tribes to pr 
such barbarities. Why should so-called Christian nations de cline 
halt upon Spanish outrages? 


Ali information as to defenses of Manila has been sent to Com 
rge Dewey at Hongkong. 
For fear of confiscation this di 
Hongkong, to be there mailed. 
Cable is cut in three places. I keep copies of dispatches, etc., but 
ent, for reasons, they are not copied on the register at consulate. 
I remain, etc., 


Ge 
patch and other mail go by messe1 


OSCAR F. WILLIAMS 
United States Consul, Ma 


Mr. Williams to Mr. Day. 
UNITED STATES CONSULATE 
Manila, Philippine Islands, March 

HonNoRED Sir: My returns and accounts for March quarter to b 
Department and the Treasury having been perfected and mailed, I t 
reluctance, but from a sense of duty, to somewhat inform you, as Se 

for Foreign Affairs, of the insurrection which for about two years has 
tated these marvelously fair islands, ‘covered them with blood, oft« 
innocent, and has bereft thousands of homes of the husbands and s 
were the sole breadwinners.” 

Last week Thursday, March 24, at Cavite, near here, the Seventy 
Spanish Regiment, recruited among tho natives of the southern islar 
group, refused to obey orders and attack the native insurrectionist 
corporals were called out and shot to death in presence of the req 
Again orders to advance were given and disobeyed, when death to a 
threatened. The regiment expressed a willingness to fight the fo 
mies of Spain, but said they would all be shot rather than fight the 
All were sent to barracks to be punished later, but the next morni 
arms and deserted to the insurgents. 

On Friday, March 25, a church and legal holiday, unarmed na 
holding a meeting near my consulate. The building was surrou 
police and the suspicious military, the meeting broken up, 12 native 
death, several wounded, and 62 prisoners taken, certain of ween wi 
passers- by, not having attended the meeting. The next mornir 
prisoners, without form of trial, were marched in a body to the cem 
all shot to death. 

Hardly a day passes withoutsuch scenesof Middle Age treachery 
barity. “A recent uprising at Cape Bolinao, on the ee c 
island (Luzon), about 300 miles from Manila, was crushed by un 
of two regiments of infantry aided by the battle ship Don a ide A 
British shipmaster there at the time reports about 40 killed and 40 w 
After surrender, the Spaniards put dead and wounded together in 
and by burning it cremated all. 

In theold walls of * Walled Manila,” built about three hundred y 
are said to be several *‘ black-hole” dungeon prisons, in which 
isalmostsure death. Twoof these, both of which I haveseen, witha 
at summit of wall, have floors below low tide, so 2 or 3 feet of slime.1 
water floor the dungeons. In these hundreds of so-called insu 
lately been placed, and all drowned by the rising tide. No judge, 
simply hate, suspicion, treachery. Of this several reports have | 
to me, one that above 200 victims were counted in one of these’ p: 
reliance can be placed upon the public press. Censorship is 1 igi 1, 
oldest daily there, El Diario de Manila, and another have been sus 
public order because truth was told. 

Months ago ification was claimed by the Governor- Gener: 
A truce had been bought with $1,650,000, during which th 
General hoped to embark fo yr Spain, but all was a hollow farce. 

The Madrid Governmen ms now to understand all, and the G 

General has been ordered to remain, and his appointed successor s 

















see 





Now 5,000 armex 
and have been reen 
night. Allis excitement and life uncertain. 

Yews came thi s afternoon of ; the wounding of a governor of 
southern provinces and the defeat of the Crown forces under hisc yom 





s, ch for days have been encamped ni 
“ced fre m the mountains, plan to attack th 
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THOMAS M. ANDERSON their ammunition lasted, yet with our navy g 
} / 


Brigadier-General, U.S. Volunteers, Commanding. army pursuing them on land, it would not be lor 


— to subjection. 


i nresieanaeade Insurgent civil administration.—In August, 18° 
£ z @ 
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ith justice, courtesy, and kind ness, which is also our 


fonlle 
luLy, 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, Philippine Islands, July 6, 1898 
Don EMILIO AGUINALDO Y FAMY, 
ymmanding Philippine Forces. 


ted States Vi 

ing the 

the honor to express to your excellency my most profound gratefulness for 

icable sentiments which the natives of these islands 
American nati¢ mand yourexcellency. 


imy people not to interfere in the least with your 
ders which I shall reiterate to prevent their being unful- 
you will inform me of whatever misconduct that may be 
my command, so as to reprimand them and correspond with 


provinces on both sides of N 
both sides, and the trial and execution of numer 
ber, 1897, when the Governor-General, Primo de 
agreement with Aguinaldo, the substance of th 
session of Senor Felipe Agoncillo, who accompan 


sentiments of the Philippine people, I have 


ly your desire of having friendly relations with 


other insurgent leaders should leave the countr 
to pay them $800,000 in silver and promising to 
including representation in the Spanish Cortes, f 
amnesty for all insurgents, and co expulsion or 
tic orders. 

Aguinaldoand his associates went to Hongkon 


and speed satisfaction whenever occasion 
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secularization of th 


gand Singapore. A 


of the money, $400,000, was deposited in banks at Hongkong, and « 
soon arose between Aguinaldo and one of his subordinate chiet 





he very honorable 


EMILIO AGUINALDO taken by Aguinaldo. Artacho sued for a division of the money 
4a) 4 < x avs . 


fund, and was to remain on deposit until it was 
would carry out their promised reforms, and if 


out of court by paying Artacho $5,000. 





come toa definite understanding, which 1 hope will be advantageous to both. | others at Singapore,and offered to begin a new 


Very soon we expect a lary 


rent to you as a milit 


camp our soldiers, and also storeroom forour supplies. For this I would like 


to have your excellency’s advice and cooperation, as you are best acquainted | Hongkong early in May to carry the news of 
with the resources of this country. 
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espect, i 
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inity is not made clean. Would it not tb ‘well 
inder the advice of the surgeor 









provinces outside of Manila. They were very s 
e capitulating with their arms i 
ance. On the Isthof June Aguin 

THOMAS M. ANDERSON, from Cavite estab lishing a dictatorial governme 
r-General, U. S. Volunteers, Commanding. 





serious resi 








insurgents according to rank. Aguinaldo claimed that the money w 


seen whether the S} 
they failed todos 


be used to defray the expenses of a new insurrection. The suit wa 


No steps have been taken to introduce the reforms: more that 
gents, who had been deported to Fernando Po and other places, «:! 
confinement, and Aguinaldo is now using the money to carry on t! 
raged by the friendly sentiments expressed by your | tions of the present insurrection. 
ome letter received on the 5th instant to endeavor to On the 24th day of April Aguinaldo met th 


e United States « 
insurrection in 


addition to our forces, and it must be appa- | with the operations of the United States Navy at Manila. Thi 


or at his request, A 


left Singapore for Hongkong on April 26; and whenthe McCul 

Admiral Dewey’: 
took Aguinaldoand 17 other revolutionary chiefs on board and br 
to you that we do not intend to remain here inactive, | to Manila Bay. They soon after landed at Cavite, and the Adn 
iove promptly against our common enemy; but for a short time we | them totake such Le ebanscgee en n,and stores ¢ 
and land supplies and also retain a place for storing them near 
i transports. 








us he did not req 
1e had brought fr 
ly assembled at ¢ 


in a few weeks he began moving against the Spaniards. Part of 


retreated to Mat 
private property 
ere cé averted int 


id sent with insurgent troops to Subig Bay and other places t 


necessful, the nati 
n nearly every ca 

aldo issued a pr 

n t, with himself as 


se or pueblo a chief (jefe) wes to be elected, and in cac 


; would have driven them back to the hills and reduced them toa petty 
my most friendly sentiment and distinguished con- | rilla warfare. If they attack the American army this will certainly 
result; and while these guerrilla bands might give some trouble so | 
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7 Scaenana es “ anananinit 
fi part ¢ without I i and progress of the revolut a tain Green's 
1 f I Ad il J waits | before the Paris ¢ ers), 
-weare il S We | A —_— : ‘ - fens none 0" Y 
; An insurrection had been in progress from August, 1896, to D 
: ul Dews a me] jsa7. Unable to suppress it, the Government made a written tr 
: y bea | the insurgent leaders, pi them a largesum of money and promis 
, . i rh ata ie , | introduce various refor 1 condition that they would leave th 
wa ur ‘r the Sor‘ i Hardly tl Spanish off ais ret maaan ts mi tl s when the appa 
, ena . | aster of tl iction of their fleet occurred under their very ey 
1 I n f ywed in rapid succession the naval blockade, the arrival! 
surge iders from Hongk« raising of an insurgent 
OSCAR F. WILLIAMS AY a . the i side, finally t e Ameri an troops 
ed States f red and — days after the destruction of the Spa 
| thecity surrendered toa combined la nd and naval attack of the A 
( to Mr. | forces. On the day after the « ‘apit ulation the American command 
ne | iss ed his pr clamati yn esta ing a military government, ap 
WASHINGTON, A ns military governor, a minister of finance, a collector of customs, co! 
l t r f tl h | internal r nue, postmaster, and judge of the proves court; took po- 
f : 5 r >and the | ¢ - put slic funds (about $900,000) and all public offices, and as ra 
\ m t relations | possi put this government in operation. 
I option of The machinery of the Spanish Government was thoroughly disorg 
e ipproved when we entered Manila. The courts of justice, except the inferio: 
courts, had not been ins on since early in May; the officials had 
HOS. W. CRIDLER off from ec er ation with the other islands and with Spain for ove 
hird Assistant Secretary months; tl » had been no customs to collect, aud owing to the ent 
pe nsion ot busine ‘88, but little internal revenue; a forced loan « (4K) 
Mr. to Mr. Da nilitary purposes had been extracted from the Spanish-Philipp Ba 
. yet : the troops were several months in arrears of pay; all Gov ne 
U.S.8 B ALTIMORE, MANILA BAY, cers outside the walled city had been moved to temporary quarters 
Manila, Philippi Islands, July 2, 1898 the walls, and their records had been lost or thrown into confusion; t 
| hel r to report the arrival here on June 30 of 2.500 United | cials. seeing the inevitable end in sight, were intent only on plan: 
r nmand of General Anderson. the alee bale com their returntoSpain. * * * 
The situation thus created is without precedent in American 
rson and all [am rendering sible assistance. and | When Scott captured the City of Mexico it was ackowledged on 
‘ by him to treat with Gen aldo as to American | that his occupation was only to be temporary, and there were no ins 
| to deal with. When the Americans entered California they four 
scanty population, who were soon outnumbered by the American imi 
But in the Philippine Islands there is a population of more than 7 ,(44).(xx 
tereen General Anderson and Aguinaldo. erned by an alien race whose representatives present in the islands, 
HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, ing military and naval forces, clergy, and civil employees, do not 
UNITED STATES EXPED ITION ARY FORCES. 30.000 in number. Against this Government an insurrection isin p: 
Cavite Arsenal, Philippine Islands, July 4, 18 ich claims to have been successful in provinces containing a popula 
Don Ewit1o AGUINALDO rut 2,000,000. The city and province of Manila, with a population of 
, . P K > Cavite. Luzon more, have been captured and occupied by a foreign army, but he ther 
: , 7 | occupation is to be temporary or permanent has not yet been decide 
( RAL: Thave the honortoinfe rm you that the United States of Americs Between 2,000 and 3,000 Spanish native troops surrendered to it dv 
w! land forces 1 have the honor to command in this vicinity, being at ws months of June and July; it constantly annoyed and harassed the Spa 
“ t i m of Spain, ‘ntire sympathy and most friendly senti in the trenches, keeping them up atn ight and wearing them out with t 
I for ative people of thi -P hilippine Islands. and it invested Manila early in Taly so completely that all supplies w 
lor tl isons I desire to have the most amicable relations with you, | off, and the inhabitants, as well as the Spanish troops, were forced t: 
to have youand your people cooperate with us in military operation hi rse and bt oO meat, and the Chinese population on cats and do 
ust the Spanish f es ‘aptured the waterworks of Manila and cut off the water supply, 
i i erations it has become necessary for us to occupy the town of hi id been in the dr y season would have inflicted great suffering on the 
( te asa base of operations. In doing this I do not wish to interfere with itants for lack of water. 
your sidence here and the exercise by yourself and other native citizens of The results, it is true, were obtained against a dispirited army cont 
all functions and privileges not inconsistent with military rule a considerable number of native troops of doubtful loyalty. Yet fron 
| would be pleased to be informed at once of any misconduct of soldiers | gust, 1896, to April, 1897, they fought 25,000 of the best regular troops sent 
under my comn t is the intention of m y Government to maintain | from Spain, inflicting on them a loss of over 150 officers and 2,500 men 
order, and to tre ens with justice, courtesy, and kindness and wounded, and they suffered still greater losses themselves. N 
{ have therefore the honor to ask your excellency to instruct your officials | less, from daily contact with them for six weeks, I am very c 
not terfere with my officers in the performance of their duties and not | no such results could have been obtained against an American arm) 
ti sume that they can not visit Cavite without permission 
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I abe i ais } l 
and tax i W c 
suiting the 1 3 
: I ixes , 
‘ 5 
1c v I re deta I 
i a 
‘ str “ . 
» — \ r \W i 
A : ! ry j » was 1 SF ae : s 
thesal ite a manifesto was i ed to the w l exp r ther few ‘ 
pur} ses of the rev tio1 ( } 7 anot I i S : W it t I 
g inst tions in regard to elect s. On August 6 an address was \. Som \ real Spa 
toforeign governments stating that the revolutionary zg ’ I and there wel 
neration and control in 15 provinces, and that t ent t 
f the duly elected chiets of these provi ut ‘ 
f belligerer and independence. nslat . } Mr. GRAY 
ts are all appended, ) D, G. and H Q he 9 S 
province of Cavite I pl M a A. ¥ 
the city and its sut oce gent tr : oO -a t 
s those of the Uni ir milit f tary head 4. Y . t 
rs, etc., were very muchir I oO ng ipal s nna 
iY ss in every Village an ‘ u rev wns ‘ ; ¢ 
or administratior reported ‘ it Aguina 3 [r r? ‘ 
swere levying taxes, or for ) 1 : tonlyin the « sid < 
s, but (after we entered Man by means secret agents in th iT 7 
es of the city itsel At Acuinaldo’s head arters,in Ba r. ti 
of activity and business, and it was r ed i r \ 
re constant session tl A guinaldo himself t r " ral M 
r ywatives due to hi n ast de f r « t ‘ 
’ M \ i é 
ition to which they all rica, and t yr ideal isa P] iido’s repr ta 
blic under American jy i such as the iv eard is be fv ide tl r 
t ba. Butwhen it comes to defining their isof } ‘ 1 | tothe ] tior 
ctive rights and duties of each under it—what port the wh mie r uy 
t is to be administered by them and what ] ion by us t I arters at M 
re to be collected, and in what proport } xpense re to bed sett t e 
ey have no clearly defined ideas at all; nor is it to e! 
uld have, after generations of Spanish rule, without ce The CHAIRM 
‘rnment Q. What y 1 
United States Government, through its na ¢ mander, has tos \. Ye 
made use of them for a distinct mi ry pur} t i Their + 4 Gy 
the Spanish tro to wear them « the tr t ‘ t 4 
1 on the land side, and to do as much d: Spanis j f ti ‘ a 
ent i to the arrival of our troops irpose the A savage mind 
— page ) _— arms and pe pe ad ured murder, or brutalit ! 
and their ships to pass in and f Mar ee ERE 
t other provinces sut the Admiral has g - : — or ; 
io no assurances of recognition and no pledges or pr fanyd : : : a 
in ado ance } 3 al rents rm 1 yr aa 
all mparison wi ao! y ul vn said » had not Ag ae : 
” Admiral all ed a i i 
made no remonstr 
Bradford's testimoxy e Peace Co ut Pe Q. Did he furnis u r 
Q. What do you know of the disposition of the natives beyond Luzon? A. He says not, except t ePrrtasey 
A. Only what I read his a e, makes the state 
«. Do you know that this insurrection is confined to the isl f Luzon? | went morning and left the al 
No. sir wast 
ee had | } } } tl aie ieis of Se ir t I 
Snanich ave never hy: frill control of ¢ couthern Int f tha 1@ Gispa 1 l uryi 
Che Spanish have never had full control of th ithern the A. Ye i 
N’ - + ¢ . q H v far the Ad } 
@ Noone has ever had control of Mir al ‘ept s- 2L0W Is 16 AA d 
the Mohammedan natives there; they al zed A I do not ti 3 h ne GAYS aS 
al | rather dissuaded hit I iingtol 
‘ Spaniards have suppressed piracy in the Sulu Sea. Q. Did y eer tt -ppteontyey apc > teal e : 
«). But the natives have never submitted to the Spaniards? Deg ee eee eee ——o 
4. No, sir: I believe not, outside of certain fortified towns. o% . a 
Mr. FRYE: \ ifa iperior peo} [ 4 ‘ : 
Q. I would like to ask just one question in that line. Suppose the United Mr. Fry 
Stat n the progress of that war found the leader of the present Philippine Q. Were they material assistance to us 
! nanexile from his country in Hongkong, and sent for himand brought . Very st. Ifthe prot had not beet ' Tt : — 
t the islands in an American ship, and then furnished him 4 home would have insisted upon their army = a 
s of arms, and allowed him to purchase as man l AY ecause he wae 3 aia aA ¢ | 
song, and accepted his aid in conquering Luzon, had perience of ha ; 
eyes of the world, would we appear to be tosurr cut off yeven that J i . 
irgents to Spain to be dealt with as th the Government wv . } . 
\. We become responsible for everything he 1e; he is oura have made a very g¢ t 
und to protect him. in them ata But ¢ v1 had ta . 
ir inefficiency (and the creditable work of the insurgents as well) is | who i their adva: i ipa 
r proved by the fact that they were driven by natives from Cavite | may - : , 
ty-odd miles into the defenses of Manila, era successful attack ; " : code 
i.capture ofarmsor men. Allt 1ceé ther side. and phe CHAIRMAN: | ; 
Spaniards surrendered between 7.(00 and 8.400 men, well ned, plenty Q ! r na nae 
inition, and in good physical condition. Theexcuse of the latter may | UNGer which nh 3 I H 
it their enemy was in small bands; but they never captured one of | Were these pre Cver ¢ ' 
ind the small bands drove them to their walls. Jaudenes, the acting A. Not ata ur F 
n-General, in reply to Merritt and Dewey's notice to remove his non- | M’de any. Iw I sone 
tan acknowledged that the insurrectionists surrounded the « and MI 
could not move women, children, etc., out le r 4 
ie natives entering the city when I receiv I talked w A OPSanisA J 
most painful to witness.) This admis 1 on the Iine no TAUTOS 
y ability shown by the Filipinos, whos« A ¢ Da : aw on. 
ialdo went to Cavite, under the permission of sor ; ; lL a 
n sent by Spencer Pratt, esq.. our cons the Gover ut W 
I d that chief money for his expenses Ist t | 7 
irrival (on one of our ships) he went ashor . , ; 
rs, to organize hisarmy; but no adherents cadership). Mo 
1ido, rather discouraged, meditated retur al SCI} ; 
y advised him to make another effort, at tl BOSS OF ERS DAE 
tieave the public buildings at Cavite, where he h: His with t x i 
_ Soon, from across the bay and from all sides, m ve t A qu 
Vewey permitted thearmed men tomove from t ’ 
the rebels to take arms (not many, says the i And now nes the vy 
nly help we gave him, excepting, of course, the n t de- ind if we |! l m i 
mot the Spanish navy. From that time the military operations and | grave doubts one may | 
nduct of the insurgents have been most creditable. Positions taken | we have gone too far, eith ‘ 
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dar } P s aduty to t tives and to humanity that the | worth in our money orin gold. That trip was most interesting, but I have 
ito Spain (even if they were, they c oul not be | stated most of these things in my little story. We were ther ‘first officer 
nof them absolutely impracticable. This | who had been anywhere in the island outside the immediate environs 
n, t ruinof Ma is the great commercial | Manila. 
\ i be shipy direct from the southe | Che next Sunday, in company with a member of one of the chief mer 
dir herein ex I One owner must hold the | tile houses and the senior Britist h medical oflicer at Hongkong, Colonel Ey 
v escril rin and g rnment. | we t up the River Pasig on the launch of the former. Wewentupa 
! 6 to say th he Brit at Hongkong a- | laguna. Paixar ¢ would have been better to see, but t 
I ! ull hold t it. Wewent to Banos, a health resort. There is an e: 
rast int ! admiration « a f 1 on the laguna on t iarket, held by the priests ] 
e| ( that « il it for $1 700,000. It isan enormously productive country 
‘ v ‘ 1e strong cos loaded with coc oanuts and enormous q juantities of nip athat 
: i Spe ir rroofs. At this time I was collector of the p ort, and during this t 
‘ s » of lo card all sorts of expressions nd I think I had a ver y, fair opport 
tl ‘ i ( aft t t Strang being amuse i with the nativ nd studvieg their peculiaritie 3, to for 
a thing a le, | fair judgment i yiated in my opinions, howe ‘vel ! 
randr ry t ; be Men so quickly di ives fre n their minds as simply “nig 
! ‘rmer ! our t and “savages,” 1 ink of all they have done you must ¢ 
P mi 64 1 6 of pr | them credit fé ‘I think there is a very good author 
t |} this subject, Sir the British Straits Settlement 
Mr. V l.att : st houses (Smith, Bell | ony, from whor r itten to Mr. Pratt, our consul ats 
a l f incredulity, I said: | p Sir Franl has written avery clever book of local st: 
W i ing away from their | Mr. DAY: 
: rdw nthe iaanee are on r P ool -| @. Does he live in the Philippines? ; ‘ " 
i i l war. where after the terrible los atemeteces a. oe a , sir; in the Straits Settlements in the Malay Peninsula. His 1 
; tof asin person or appro tion of prop. | 2 asfollows: ! 
a : aia ia ae hall | beh es ae no hae oa in CARCOSA, SELANGOR, MALAY PENINSULA, October 
I doubt if anything has inspired so much the DEAR MR. SPENCER Pratt: I send you all I have at present availal 
' for us as this, which se ems to me so natural a thing may be all you want. 
\ i ul ind ignore the native s would be impracticable and The Philippines are Malays, with more intelligence, more education 
courage, perhaps, than their confréres in the Peninsula. 
‘ er 25 I went,in the company of H. L. Higgins, general manag f In one sense they would be easier to govern, because they have b« 
i Railw Lim o Malolos for an interview arranged the day | many years in contact with white men .and understand their ways. M 
‘ th A de i his h oe juarters werein a very nice house, ; over, the majority are not Mohammedans. 
dri ? tilway station; aguard of twenty or thirty sol- | But, on the other hand, they have aspirations for political institution 
? courtyard | the ma gement of affairs without the necessary experience, perhaps 
\ I oO ered by one of his officers, who spoke English, td the | out the essential qualities, to secure success. 
wa m upstairs, and [I met Buen ae a wise-looking counselor, | I should say that our experiment in the Malay Peninsula might be s 
wi 11 at Ayuntamiento the day after the fall of Manila. He corr d | fully repeated in the Philippines, provided that the controlling power 1 
l ® presence of the insurgent leader and pre sident, who was dressed, | it clearly understood at the start that they meant to control and not o: 
tol usual daily garb, in a black smoking jacket, of low-cut waist- | adviseand educate. 
nd trousers, both black, large white tie—in fact, the evening dresscom lf that point were never in doubt, and the means of enforcing aut! 
mon at our clubs and during the summe r. were in evidence for a short time, the rest would be easy, and I firm!) 
Bb Camino leftus. I star ted the talk by annov nceing to Acuinaldo that | lieve the results would surpass all anticipations. 
Ty lea few duys to appear before the Peace Commission, and that Yours, sincerely, 
Lh vi r fee ing f x the Filipinos and admiration for many of RANK SWETTENHA\ 
the 1 . their quiet, cleanliness, temperance, and great im ative | ~ 
pow and a possi ibility of learning almost any profession or business; that | [From speech of Senator Hoar, January 9, 1900.] 
: , aes penal 1d a ie ois oe alate emeamen his and his people a | At Aparri I witnessed a ceremony which at the time I considered 
States in case we decided to keen the islands. F nant with significance. and I have seen no reason since for changing m 
\ y replied. rather naivels thas his people were divided into two | 102 During our entire journey we had noticed the existence of a d 
part einf ak ct absolute independence as those of an Ame? ae an | & ril and military government. The civil government was simple a: 
2 oe: that * he par ties are about equal; th \t he is waiting to se wo who | cient, consisting of four officials for each province and four for each 
‘N » majority, in that case to take bis position. I pointed out t ilo The military ¢g government consisted of an_ officer in command of a m 
tha i probably be useless to try to bring those in favor of absolute district, having under his orders one officer as military governor oi 1 
inde jence to any change of opinion, but they must consider that they are province and one as governorof each importanttown. The military ¢ 
wit] any! ind wit! out ¢ capital, which is greatly needed for the de- | ™¢nt was the dominant one. We remarked on this condition sever: al t 
vi ‘ the country; that ge »vernment alone did not pos- and were told that it would last only during a state of war. At A 
a as Kasih aiteweraias hea Siietwen ate a siemtin nS OF the iddeniiewithoat 1° received proof of the sincerity of this statement. Word had Ix 
the assistance of other governments. They would be at the mercy « fany of | ceived from Hongkong that our commissioners at Paris, negotiating 
h en powers striving to take either a part or the whole of the islands, | te™™S of the treaty of peace, had plainly indicated that it was th 
at ah oon r that their gre atest prosperity would come by the | tention not to return the islands to Spain. Relieved from their gre: 
‘ ion of p wer under American a ispices. . pre ae ary verte Bey wg ae Le nog ese — at = @ to see 
ei satapre lls aoe Irena gr estggrh 1d see that our pos- | Visions of peace descending on. their war-torn country. eps wel 
ns we “E * t tal “iy aan E [ f the Slee tae poe eat one. ote mediately taken to adjust existing conditions to the new state of t! 
\ England, Russia, France, Germany, etc., all strive to control terri. | ‘ olonel Tirona, the governor of the northeastern military district 
bon Io this he could make no reply. I further asked what that side | ‘@° 1 ud by relinquishing the control of affairs in the provinces com 
would expect America. acting the ré le of protector, todo. Hesaid: *Tofur- in his district in favor of a civil official chosen by the people. I was 
nish the navy, while the Filipinos he ld all the country and administered civil | €" tat the impressive ceremony which solemnized this change in th 
s with its own people.’ An d what the nm Wot ild America get from this,” ince of Cagayan. The ceremony took place in the cathedral at Apari 
me lle cee feos na be a detail.” he said. “which would be settled here- | 25 attended by all the local officials of the towns of the province, a 
ft a ; ~ I,” _— as by — military — that ae — ae duties. (| 
7 ni aia Raa pa lee - ‘ ae ae ait ea oi _ | Tirona placed the usual insignia of office—a gold-headed cane—in the 
ro etany fa tey controled Teuzon, and other selands no Aumost em | of the governor-elect at the close of a short speech, in which he =i 
iesire to join him. The Igorrottos had sent in some of their leaders | DOW that a state of peace seemed probable he desired todivest himsel! 
day be e and were acting with him. That he had had three represent- unusual authority that it had been necessary oe him temporarily to 
itives from Lloilo within a few days on the same mission. cise and to rene his —_- ot poslhion 28 ® Gervens~— net ® ruler a Be 
We pursued all this subject of a protectorate for some time without get ple. The governor, in reply, expressed his Shanks to the Colonel an 
ting any nearer any satisfactory result. Mr. Higgins felt that Aguinaldo | f the expeditionary | forces for the incalcula ble service they had rene 
had be ply repeating a lesson, but I did not feel sosure of that. Hesaid | People of the prov = in ae Se — Spanish — and decla 
that he had had many Americans to interview him, most of them reporters, I | RUFPOsSe of rn —_— Sa ~ _~ the . — on aoe 
fancy.and he had alwaystold them the samething. ThereuponI stated that defending the liberty thus gained against the encroachments of any 
I :quite a different case li am orde re mae as an officer of the United whatsoever. The governor then took the oath of office, being foll 
- \rmy, to proceed to Paris and give evidence on points whicn may be turn by each of the three other provincial officials, the heads of the 
ited ikea Seen Jk th at his tone was different. Buen Camino | @e2ts of justice, revenue, and the police. It was the Colonel's int 
: ret 1d to him everything he had said to us. After have a similar ceremony performed in each of the other provinces u! 
1 : aw Bo 1en Camino said he. and he was sure the pres- control. Had the Filipino government been allowed to work out i 
f An erican protectorate, and seemed to approve the | Vation, this movement could hardly have failed to become historical. 
ib oul have the nucleus of an army; that bis people At Apparri we saw peso soet oousennet pune oansnoety 
_ ao. places of minor officers; and the possibility natives had been tried for robbery and attempted murder and had | 
‘ hope w that they should fill the most important tenced to death. At the time of our visit they were awaiting th: 
ay 1 milita from Malolos of the ratification of their sentence by the president 
j Cat rt: ifa protector ate were granted Everywhere we traveled the greatest loyalty toward Aguinald 
that t would dot ’ avi cep ited by thei mle on the lines pressed. Now, at the time of his reverses, it is possible, though | 
hat | have stated ing With me fully that to hold on land and giving | £7O™ convinced, that he represents but one element of his people 
th ers t r powers would be most unfortunate, and not to be con- his prosperity, he certainly represented them all—at least in northern 
i a ; At that time the enthusiasm of the people was tuned to the righ aS 
rhey « ressed pleasure at my hav ing come to them, feeling that they had In every village every — was training in arms. Companies we 
; snk] neglected by the Americans >. of boys from 8 years of age upward. Wooden guns were furnis! 
I I dictated hastily just after the visit, and it does not give the in apres: and they were drilled systematically every day. The women also \ 
vhich the interview left upon me—a great desire for our protection. for | bued with the spirit. Many and many a time have the people of 
i iprove! t of ir people materially and intellectually, the wish to | £2" hered in the large room of the “ presidencia,”’ where the payma 
7 r young people to America for education. ’ I were quartered, and put their whole hearts into the songs in w bi 
. ee patriotism found vent. Of these songs the national hymn was the fa\ 
Mr. Gray: and no one within hearing ever failed to join in the chorus: 
Q. What sort of looking people are the insurgents? Del suefio de tres Siglos 
_ A. Th mewhat un zed, — pe - appearance, are arueemen despertad! 
brave, \ id any amount « nger and hardship, and, well led, would ; ag ye eg renee 
be very ldier rhe country on the line of males ad is divided into eS ee 
four par ym There was one General Macabulus, whose headquarters minsennaras 5 





were at Tarlac, and it was said that Aguinaldo rather dreaded his popularity 
and wanted to transfer him. There was good feeling between them, how- 
ever, and he sent down by Higgins $36,000 as a contribution. This was Mexi- 
pan, of course. In all my talk it will be of Mexican dollars, about 47 cents’ 





(From your sleep of three centuries, 
Brothers awake! 

Crying. “Away with Spain! 
Live liberty! "’) 
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‘ Tt} \ 7 . mt , } ye - . . , + 
[From The Outlook, pten r 23, 1 Now. sir. if ¢ sa neonle are cil { In 
THE MILITARY FILIPINO al sthe Senator from S 
[By Leonard R. Sargent echurman mmis 
rovisional government which assumed t Filipino affairs it ment. w + ay 
l after the downfall of ti | } 1 sat aan ean erat 1 x 
= ont of the s alled re li Z yand ha +17 and 7 
and all the fore f the state ile } ry office:  t irce and } y ; 
this < f the « of affairs had : guish men t 
1 +} +> . 
: 4 tha 58 | y tthi , 
‘ i T , As r . a4 : } ; e 
e nof } r was abs na f 
‘ plated wit : ta Shay 
y peace the |} i : t l the I is 
l nds lhnt e? } ¢ : . a t ' , 
her lt r v « ‘ 4 ! t 
a tu t tiny of t yple 4 : ) i] 
; tive yr waned ala r govern ln l : 
upon the galled shoulders of their race a yoke as cruel as that they A NCY are Crvize : = 
ist off. : coming up to the forms of our Govern! 
‘ver be k I ild ha 1 l t ] } ma nly he v \ st 
rs ire | our own interests and I ? i 
.s ° 
| Lamy g¢ to get rid of t l I w 
‘ i , } w 
s re, some interest mus | rom ‘ u t ? 
rac especially to such as tend t | : I Senator f 1 Ohio. ¢ 
eclings and aspirations of the gre wen ( ress DO } } 
it measure they have at hea ’ , i t ase 
rs of th 1¢ military element i { u l 
m the younger generation of ntry I do not tl rt 
hI} ave spol ren in a previousart : aacil } 





i ¥ posse y qualities in common wi t I 1 em 1 Ido 
r se been reared; t 
: antl « lan I nts as to deser' v.€ want ? i eve 1a 1 1 
f men h rigid line a rom now I that when 
g dden attainr d the Pilipino, like his in l t hiv awake 1 
of other land, assum nor wit] uniform of } : : ae aes gee 
: , snor with his uniform of | and their consciences quickened on this matter we will drop the 
as Philippine Islands, after having restored the status quo as near as 
APPENDIX. may be and after having pacified the peopl i aided them to 


astablish stable rovernment 
(From The Outlook, September 2, 1899.] eat abli h stable g Hote ee sais 
: Certain responsibilities rest upon us, and greater responsibiliti 
THE BACKWOODS FILIPINO. s 4 : } } 
. rest upon us after this war, this terrible war of blood and | c 
{By Leonard R. Sargent 4 43 , + ‘ + +} } 
, ae : : — and destruction. We must see to it that that people are reesta 
It has been my privilege to be intimately associated with the Filipino lished it ne kind of a government WW . $ ¢ + 4 ¢ 
rashort time ata most interesting period of their history. With Isher in som BIG OF S SOVOIMMCR. 7 : , a 
sion of Admiral Dewey I spe nt the greater part of the months of peace reigns there, and the first I2QNAL O} pea Iul greeting sent 
nd November of 1898,in company with Paymaster W. B. Wilcox from this Congress to that peo} le will bet a f their la‘ 
States Navy, in the interior of the northern part of the island of Lu- | ; , oad tat) i 
; eee tn Ureined Saates Bn, vee |ingdowntheirarms. Youcan not reestabli 
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t will be remembered that at that United States had not ae 1 : : : f 
‘ed its policy with regard to the I s. Theterms of thetreaty | basis when you pursue the bloody methods of \ » itis an er 
n were " ing n gotiates ed by ha issioners a Pa ris, and the impossibility. Y oucan notdoit. It is notinhuman nat nd 
ands hung in the balance. n eantime é popula PF ¢haca neonle ar nel hey ar lag } 1 + } . 
ig matters into their own hands eelared their adiamiatd if these p ople are such as they are d ribed m ara 
f foreign jurisdiction ond had set uy ovisional! acne nt, with | descended from the opaniar 1 ar veng le ply « 
A io at its head. ; ine bedded in their nature. <A Spanii he most noted man in all 
sg rnment } + never be “CCOgNIZe and ir 1} “ahs see 7 state os } “ 
a ee een = n recognized, and in all proba; | the world for euerr lla warfare, and the Malays have been distin- 
ll go out of ex en recognition, yet it can not be denied } ? 1 : 
1 region occupied by millions of inhabitants for nearly guished for .- ses for the quality of sullen revenge. 
t stood alone between anarchy and order. The military forces of Mr. President, I have occupied as much of the time of the Sen- 
i State s held control only in Manila, with its environs, and in | ate ag ] oo upnon this question. I have not gone into t 
d had no authority to proceed further; while in the vast remain- | ¢. 440 with that indnetry Bk aia RT ieee ge tiene 
te the repress tatives of the only other recognized power on the | £@cts with that industry and systema care which they deserve, 
re prisoners in e hands of their despised subjects. It was the | aS much for the reason that they ve been gon ver tu izhly 
at —— a -_ . pte maious per 1 in our Philippine relatior land analvzed comp! telv and exhaustivelv by others as that my 
in ’ lited States as well, that such a state of affairs must | 4; " "ni . } On| ] 
ng akin to anar hy. eran ’ ? : time has been occupied in other direct to such an extent that 
1 ireservedly, howeve t Mr. Wilcox and I found the exist L was not pre pared todoso. The main facts. however, | think I 
diti st be munch at variance wi h this opini n. During ourabse e | have groups ed. The main facts b wing upon this situation author- 
snila we traveled more than 600 miles in avery comprehensive circuit ti : ; “pore ; Seta’ 
he northern part of the island of Luz te = . ee ~ ~ | ize lus before acti hostilities commenced to have treated with 
rtant district. In this way we visited seven provinces, of which | those peop le as an independent people. They had m mtnt- 
» under the immediate cx as fthe central v itat Mal 3, |} ments of in: lepen¢ enc » thar 1 the Cubans, and we declared that the 
hers were remotely situated, separated from each other and from ’ y y } 
; r an ub; are, and oug ht » be r) 1 
government by natural divisions of land, and accessible only by Cubans te » aaa a . "at - 
snd arduous travel. As atribute to the efficiency of Aguinaldo’s | we are es ree d to deny, fr GL, that u 
it and t » the law- ingc hara ter of his subjec offer the fact | ari " on could not ni! @ in 
Wileox and I pursued our journey thr —— mutin 7 ct security, |} the Filipinos Onr _ ein 
ned to Manila with only the most pleasing recollections of the quiet | , °)- ay Piliy % ,  < 
y life which we found the natives to be leading under the new | “ea ng with these peo] I my 
opinion, recognize any wat I or ) 
‘ —— + . . } 9 } : e - r9 ' ‘ 
CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that theinfinite | annexation,” in the language of Preside KK vy, inal 





I taken to show that the Filipinos are not American citizens | aggression.” It was true then an‘ it is true now, and [1 to 





: to the fact that if we can hold them outside, beyond the | God he had followed a course indicated by the e: it 
] if the Constitution, then we can protect certain home indus- | noble sentiment. If forcible annexation is n t 
t igainst the competition of the products of those islands,.| tempting in regard to the Filit 3,1 3 aif 
. pears to me to be one cause, if not a very great cause. It|is. They, with arms in their hands, resent our attempt to! 

n alleged that this war was undertaken for commercial | our Government upon them. With only one further remark | 


I do not believe it. I would be loath to believe, Mr. | will close. 
t, that there was any man or that there were any set of — idea seems to prevail in t minds not o1 ato! nd 
the United States so utterly depraved, so lost to ev ery Members of the other Hou t reel I l 


\ nt of honor and pat riotism an 1d humanity, asto unde rtake | States, that as our Gove 3 f ( the 
r of this character, so disastrous and so destructive, for the | world, any ) wno rt tG rn L ) 


i J ft i 





urpose f commercial greed. | impose it on them y torce b | I ted ) 1 

ve that after the war with Spain was declared certain | civil tyranny. No people in world, | ever \ 
] 8 took advantage of the situation in order to exploit our | ernment, desire to take it at t point a | 

ons for their personal benefit, but I do not believe that | people are entit led to their own government, w or it ma 

; Presi dent of the United States or his advisers ever contem- Our propaganda is a peaceful one. Our institutions m 

plated or projected a war of this kind in order that certain men | cellent than those of other nations, will sile 
might derive benefit and advantage. That to me is so appalling, | lodgmentin other lands, It will be triumph Hclent wh ; 
. ee shows such utter depravity and inhumanity as to be | Republic will by peaceful methods give laws and constitutions to 
4ncredibie, 





mankind. War and blood, fire and sword, will not « ac , it, 
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SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, 
Mr. RAWLINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
f the bill (S. 2198) increasing the limit of the cost of 
building at Salt Lake (¢ ity, Utah. 
ng no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of thi 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
the Committee on Public Buildings — Groun ds with an 
i iment, in line 6, before the word **thousand,” to strike out 
en hundred and fifty” and insert ‘five hundred;” so as to 
make the bill read: 
[ tec te., Tha cost the public building to 1 
‘ L ( a or | th, is hereby cl} ed fr 
11.0.4 
Th ment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
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are in viol: 


menate 


ition of the Federal Constitution. The opinicn of 
on this legal question will determine whether it will 
ect the pending resolution, and the opinion of the Supr 
Court of the United States on this same legal question, whe 
comes before it, will determine whether such an amendment sha 


The 


? 


ef] 
“7 


pass 
or el 
n 


stand or fall. I may add also that it will be this legal questi» 
that will largely determine whether or not the voters of Nort 


Carolina will next August adopt the proposed amendment at t 

polls. I say this, for I feel that Ican say on behalf of the y 

of North Carolina, regardless of party, that they will not kno 

ingly and willfully vote for a measure that is in violation of ar 

provision of the Federal Constitution, even though in their ju 
ent such provision was not wise. I know myself personal 


| many voters who believe that the adoption of the fifteenth amen 


ment was not only unwise, but a great mistake anda griev: 
error, yet who will vote against the proposed amendment beca 
they are satisfied that it is clearly in confiict with our National 


| Constitution. 


The people of North Carolina are law-abiding. They beliey 
dealing in a frank, honest, and candid manner with public 
tions as well as with private ones. I believe that a majorit: 
the voters of that State would to-morrow, if the question v 
before them, vote to repeal or amend the fifteenth amend 
But I say it to their honor and to their credit that they have 1 


| much respect for their oaths as citizens and tco much regard 
| every law while it remains law to vote fora proposition in viola! 


of the fifteenth amendment as long as that amendment siands. 
Therefore, the only questions at issue before the Sena te and | 
fore the voters of North Carolina are the legal ones which would 
be considered by the Supreme Court if the proposed sufira 
amendment should come before it to be tested. What are th 
legal questions? 
First. Issection 5 of the proposed amendment unconstitutiona 


| in eee t with the fifteenth amendment? 


RIGHT Ot UFFRAGE IN NORTH CAROLINA, 
M1 TLER. I ask that the resolution offered by my col- 
eague |Mr. PrircuARD] may be laid before the Senate. 
The PRES [DING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). The | 
Chair lays before — Senate the resolution indicated by the Sen- 
tor from No ir ee a read. 
Che resolution and by Mr. ITCHARD January 8, 1900, 
was read, as follows: 
Phat an enactment, by constitution or otherwise, by any State 
the right to vote upon any of its citizens because of their de 
1 tain persons or classes of persons, and excludes other < itizens 
e they are not descended from such persons or classes of persons, ha\ 
t talifications prescribed by law, in the opinion of the Senate, is 
‘ f the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution | 
the | | States and of a fundamental principle of our republican form | 
ve rit 
Mr "TYLER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
twenty-five minutes, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 


lina will suspend for one moment while the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 
Phe SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 


of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or | 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes, 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Iask that the unfinished business be tem- | 


porarily laid aside in order that the Senator from North Carolina 
may proceed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lina asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that his colleague may conclude his 
Woe ch. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the junior 
nator from North Carolina will proceed. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, [have listened attentively to the 





a | 
me 


1) to define and fix the standard | 





three speeches which have been delivered in the Senate in opposi- | 


tion to this resolution. 


have devoted the major part of their speeches not to the legal and 
constitutional questions at issue, but, instead, to a discussion of a | 
question that is not at issue and about which there is no conten- | 


tion—that is. whether or not the negro is as intelligent and as 
self-government as the white man. If the proposition 


before the Senate were a resolution for the repeal of the tifteenth 


capable of 


cone nt, then their speeches would have been more to the 
point. But that is not the question raised by the resolution, nor | 
s it the question that confronts the people of North Carolina to be | 
voted on at the August election of this year, nor is it the question 
that the courts would consider. 

The fifteenth amendment, whether its adoption was wise or 
unwise, isa part of the organic law of this Republic, and is as 
binding as any other section of the Federal Constitution; and 
while it soremains it should and must be respected and obeyed, 
not only by every State, but by every citizen and voter; and 
further, it is well known that the highest court of the land, re- 


gardle ss of what the private opinions of the individual judges 
might be as tothe wisdom of the fifteenth amendment or any other 
provision of the Constitution, must and willdeclare null and void 
any and every enactment of any State legislature or any State 
constitutional amendment that violates that or any other pro- 
vision of the Federal Constitution. 


THE ONLY QUESTION AT ISSUE. 

The resolution now before the Senate, offered by my colleague, 
raises this question as to two States of the Union. The State 
of Louisiana ha is already adopted an amendment to its State con- 
stitution the open and aoe ared purpose of which was to evade 
the fifteenth ami ndment to the United States Constitution. 
The legislature of the State that I have the honor in part ti 


resent has submitted a similar amendm¢ 
State, to be voted on next August. Now, I submit that the only 
question at issue which will or can be considered by the Senate in 
passing upon the proposed resolution is whether or not the Loui- 
siana amendment and the proposed North Carolina amendment 


] have been surprised that these Senators | 





) rep- i 
nt to the people of that | 


| cause the States have full power to limit 


Second. If the Supreme Court should hold that section 5 is 
constitutional, would it also hold that the balance of the an 
ment (which makes a complete and constitutional scheme ot 


| iting suffrage) should stand as a part of the organic law of 


State? 

These are the questions I propose to discuss. If the law 
the decisions of our Supreme Court show that the answers to | 
of these questions must be in the affirmative, I take it that 
there would not be a man in this body nor a voter in North ¢ 


| olina who would dare support the proposed amendment. 
The Senator from North Caro- | 


WHAT ARE THE FACTS AND WHAT IS THE LAW? 

Then let us see what the facts are and what the law is. T 
proposed amendment, with the exception of section 5, is admitt 
by everyone to be clearly constitutional. The educational qi 
fication section, which is section 4, is as follows: 

Src. 4. Every person presenting himself for registration shall be : 
any section of the Constitution in the English lang 

fore shall be entitled to vote he shall have paid, on or befor: 
day of h of the year in which he proposes to vote, his poll tax 
scribed by law, for the previous year. Poll taxes shall bea lien o: 
sessed property, and no process shall issue to enforce the collectior 
same except against assessed property. 

Now, is this section limiting suffrage to those who can m 
educational test to read and write constitutional? Clearly so 
and regulate suiira 
except as inhibited by the fifteenth amendment of the I \ 
Constitution. That amendment is as follows: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be dk 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, « 
previous condition of servitude. 

The Supreme Court in a number of cases, passing upo! 
question and construing the fifteenth amendment, has detin 
laid down this principle: A suffrage qualification, to bé 
cordance with the fifteenth amendment, must operate eu 
impartially, and uniformly upon both races and upon th: 
merly free or formerly bond, Thus we see thatthe fourth secti 
limiting suffrage to those who can read and write, operates 
formly upon both races, and upon those formerly free or forn 
bond, and therefore is clearly not in violation of the filte: 
amendment, but comes directly within the rule laid down by) 
court. If the proposed suffrage amendment in North Cat 
had stopped here, there could have been no question as 
constitutionality. 

? here is ant eet} thic , bit nro. 

sut there is another section which, by an arbitrary pt 
pretends to attempt to create a special privileged ance 
and to exempt them from the operation of section 4, It is as - 
lows: i 

Sec. 5. No male person who was on January 1, 1847, or at any 
thereto, entitled to vote under the laws of any State in the United * 
wherein he “0 = resided, and no lineal descend: ant of any such persor 
be denied the right to register and vote at any election in this Stat 2 
son of his fail are to possess the educational qualifications prescribe¢ 
tion 4of this article: Provided, He shall have registered in accordan 
the terms of this section prior to December 1, 1908. Bie. 

The general assembly shall provide for a permanent record of all p: 
who register under this section on or before November 1, 190s cand al 
persons shall b e entitled to register and vote atal lelections by the pe 
this State, un aalified under section 2 of this article: Provided, 
persons shall have paid their poll tax as required by law. 


read and write 
he 


bef 
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less dis« 
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Now. the question is this: Is this section — wn asthe “‘ grand 
father clause”) constitutional? It provi that izen who 
could vote on or before Jannary 1. 7. or whose fathers or 

randfathers were then allowed to vote, shall be exempt from the 


provisions of section 4 and permitted to vote, even t} h unable 


to read and write, and therefore not possessing the qualifications 
requiredof other voters. Now, doesthisprovis operate equally 
artially, and uniformly upon both races and upon those fo 
, free or formerly bond? If it does not. : as the Supreme Co 


Lvs +t must to be constitutional, the: 


nd must fall. 


THE SUPREME COURT RULES OF ¢ NSTRUCTION 

The advocates of this proposed amendment boast that its pur- 
pose is to disfranchise all! illiterate blacks while not disfranchis- 
ing a single illiterate white man. Yet they claim that they have 
» covered up their purpose in the wording of section 5 that t 
Supreme Court of the United States will be unable, from its form, 
to detect its purpose and effect. Let us see if this is true. We 
an best determine what rule of construction and interpretation 


the court would follow in considering such a provision as the pro- 
ed amendment by referring to the decisi the Supreme 
rt in similarcases. These decisi which I will cite 
n a few moments) show that in c 


ons 


oO 


Cor ons (some of 


1 msidering questions like the 
proposed amendment the court would consider, first, the polit- 


iment 


Mra 
I 


rth the tifteenth amen 
States and sect 5 of the 


al history of the times that called f¢ 
) the Constitution of the United 
posed amendment in North Carolina, and next the court would 
consider the effect of section 5 of the proposed amendment and 
if its natural and reasonable effect would be to destroy the 
cuaranty against discrimination in the fifteenth amendment. | 
take it that no lawyer familiar with the isions of our Supreme 
Court will question that this is a fair statement of 
the rule of construction and interpret h the court has 
in the past been guided and woul », be guided in this and 
li similar cases. 


aii biidii 


ion 


caer 
and correct 
ation by whi 
d, of cours: 





AUTHORITIES CITED. 


I cite the opinion of the court, rendered | uief Justice Mar 
shall in the case of Brown rs. Maryland (12 Wheaton), in support 
§ my statement as to the rules of construction that the court 
lopts in such cases. 
Also the opinion of the court in the Dred Scott case, rendered 
hief Justice Taney, and. in addition, every concurring and 
ssenting opinion in that case bear out this rule of construction. 
lt discussing the constitutionality of Article IV, section 5. sub- 
‘ the Constitution, the court in the latter case said: 


ummary of the history of the time 


tion 2, of 


3,as we is the « 





“areful and 








ad te : which the article is framed, well shows the correctness 
proposition 
In Bank vs. Fenno (8 Wallace) Chief Justi e Chase, in dis- 
cussing the meaning of the term ‘‘ direct tax,” said 

We are obliged, therefore, to resort to historical ev ek the 
ng of the words in the use and in the 1 e rela 
Government and means of know al i speak 

ithority. 
I cite, in addition, the opinion of the court, rendered by Chief 


| 


Justice Fuller, in the recent income-tax case, as well as the dis- 
nting opinions, all of which went into long historical disserta- 
tions, 

In the case of Hahns vs. Louisiana Judge Bradley reviews 
fully the history that surrounds the enactment of the eleventh 
mendment to the Constitution. 

ief Justice Cooley. the oe of Co wey Constitutional Limi- 








tations, in People vs. Harding (53 Michigan), says: 

In seeking for the real meaning of the Cons ition we must take into con 
ration the times and the circumstances under which it was framed, the 
ral spirit of the times. and the prev: sentir imong t peop 

Lvery constitution has a history of its own, which i o be more or less 
ir,and unless interpreted in the light of this history is liable to ex 
] a h were never in the 1 of the people when agreeing 

s the court mu pin mind when called upon to interpre 


Many more decisions to the same effect can be cited, and none 
) the contrary, as far as I have been able to find. to support the 
rule of construction and interpretation to the effect that the court 
would consider the political history of the times, etc., in deter- 
ining the object of section 5 of the amendment, 

As to the second rule of construction, that the court will look 
o the effect of section 5 when passing upon its constitutionality, 
* the pe haga s are equally as abundant and conclusive. 





In Parke vs. Press Company Judge C um ipbell, one of Michigan's 
reatest aaliaie rendering r the opinion of the court, s = 
t we do not thi he Stat nt the it OW! 
tationallegislation. ‘This will,in our lg nt,appea m t 
nt of its « ffect if carried out 


A ernie ; ‘ : 

Again, in Soon Hing vs. 
the court says: 

And the rule is general with reference to the enactme slative 
: dies, that the courts can not inquire into the moti f the legislators in 
passing them, except as they may be disclosed on the fac » of the acts, or 
nferri ible from their operation, considered with reference to the condit 
1 country and existing legislation. The motives of the 


legislators consid 


Crowley ( U. 8. Reports, page 703), 


ts of all legi 





ion of 
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Is possible for anyt to I ] 
I isive than t 
\ .in Minnesota I I . I e 
ivs 
i [7 : .¢ ites ~ , ( 
81 rule of « ict Iw 
more 
In Henderson 2 The Mavor { R 
using almost the same ne oe | ' } ‘ 
l w 
So Il take it that every W s 
t} S propose l 1 it come r I ‘ 
would, of course, ¢ ider the ] t surrour ind s 
mingled with the fift« la and tio} 1 
aiso consider **the natural L re ? é 
11 , Mr. Preside 1 la thir her ‘ 
this body orin the country that w st that st 
Now. if that is true, and i t be\ 1 1, th v 
ceed . 
} TION LEA y A 
The irt, { wing t e 1 f | l rule f ce l 
tion, would necessarily discove n. Was l ) x 
ious to the fifteenth amend nt tw l first it I 
Why was the arbitrary f1is6 Why not 18 SSO 
or ist? The court would 1 ssari toi Ire What « sof 
citizens could vote in 18¢ r prior thereto and what vuld 
not: whose grandfathers could vote then and whose er i l 
d not. The answe t >this « uld brin ply to 
the attention t 1 that ens 
who were in sei here i not vote i1 
are discriminate é x mthes i 
liege attempt rr by l the it 
Was notin serv 
Mr. President, can there be any shadow of loubt as to what tl] 
decision of the court would be wl hus had \ fore 
the fact that the purpose and necessary effect | t 
establish an educational qual ition for f ' 
descendant of a slave while expressly removing this « itiona 
qualification from = ] l othe It was to ] 
very thing from bei it the fifteenth ame t 
adopted. If section Sof posed a iment tin 1 
tion of the fifteenth ame othe U1 St ( t 
then it seems to me th ld be impossi to viola uf 
umendment. Section 5, as worded, is just as unco) ional as 
if it were worded as follow 
es 
} } ; 
S > 9 } 
Is thare anyone who would contend t this ] v 
be constitutional? Certainly 1 But h ! th 
differ from section 5? In form only; the purpos f ¢ 
both are the same. When this same amend nt v the 
Louisiana convention, Judge Coi ypposed tior 
declared, it was clearly unconstitutiona He argued t 
much as in 1857 only whites conld vote, the fifth sectior 3 fat 
is its « stitutionality was concerned, mig is well 1 
Qube olin than Stat : 
Continuing, he said 
fomy1 f i 
i’ i aiiiy t i 
iy unda ne l 
This extract of the j . ech is t f 
the Harvard Law Ri Decer . 


ably reviews the proceedings of 


I the 
vention. 
Mr. President, it is so well settled the t 


a law is to be determined not by 
operation that this principl 


constitutional law. H e the legal m m No 
done indirectly which can 1 be doi 

it necessary to burden the Senate witl 

point, for there is not a. he Un 


not an authority to support posit . 
Then how c: un the court escape t inevitable cone 


section 5 is unconstitutiona Inde 1 
reverse all former decisions it mu ) | Not] 
clearer; nothing can be more certa 

Mr. Pre ident, th 3 completes my arg t t 


tutionality of section 5, and I would p: 
the other question, as to whether the amer \ 
whole or only section 5 would fall, were it t for 


| made by Senators on the other sid« 
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The Senate will remember that when I asked the Senator if he 
did not write that letter and if he was not then of the opinion that 


the amendment was ‘‘ grossly unconstitutional” he replied: 













Y sir; when the constitut l convention was in session I was tele- 
grap ito know wha on of this section 5. I replied to that 
t gram that in my 0} nstitutional. Ithen received another 
t “ar i iopti i if, when it was attacked, Iwould defend 
it the Unite d States. To that telegram I replied that [ 
Ww a 

So, Mr. President, Itake it that the Senator’s speech was simply 


delivered in response to that pledge to attempt to defend tho 

‘grossly unconstitutional” thing if his State should unwisely 
REPLY MONEY. 

The Senator from Mississippi | Mr. Money], if I remember cor- 

rectly, cited only one authority in support of his contention that 


TO SENATOR 


| section 5 is constitutional, and that was the Mississippi case, in 


| Mississippi suffrage amendment; 


| to all classes alike. 


| that case is not in the leastin point, but applies to an entirely dif 


which the Supreme Court sustained the constitutionality of the 
but the decision of the court in 
ferent constitutional provision. What does the suffrage pro- 
vision of the Mississippi constitution provide? 

J happen not to have an official copy of the constitution of Mi 
sissippi, and this extract is taken from a magazine article, 1 
presume it is correct. 

It provides that— 

On 


A 


and after January 1, 1892, every elector shall, in addition to the foregoing 





qualifications, be able to read and write any section of the constitutio u 
this State, or he shall be able to understand the same when read to him, or 
to give a reasonable interpretation thereof. 


This provision, as is readily seen, creates no privileged class. 
It does not confer the right to vote upon one class and deny it to 
another, but it provides an educational qualification which applies 
It is similar to section 4 of the proposed 


amendment in North Carolina, which everybody admits is con 


There hav n three of these speeches, and I desire to call at- 
tention brie » each of them before proceeding to discuss the 
ii ry ( 1 ant question 
1 i : My ae i ‘ : at on argume! tora cita 
{ t ntrovertsmy position 1, yet I will refer 
i ca they cited and which they claim as 

I a 
J 5 k ATOR M NERY 
fr Lou .|Mr. McKENERyY] based his whole 
( I understood him. upon the claim that section 5 
{ I aves be se it did not ex- 
( iffrage on the other hand, included an- 
‘ not | ervitude. His contention, if I | 
i on 4, limiting suffrage to an educa- | 
t \ atl I plying ittoall races alike, was, of course, 
which ever: ty admits), but that when section 5 
‘ ind confers a stil an r suffrage on a certain class 
hom were slaves, that this inc lusion, not being exclusion, 
lation of the fitteenth amendment. I have heard one 
‘ ther persons nake the same argument; not in this body, 
h r. Mr. President, with all due respect to the Senator, 
( me to that a thinner and more transparent sub- 
te! i weaker and more untenable argument, was never ad- 
vanced by any lawyer in the court-house, even with the most 
a ate case to defend. I take it that the distinguished Senator 
would noth the courage to seriously make that argument before 
th preme Court of the United States, 

J t Senator cites an authority which he claims supports 
that position, Itis as follows: McPherson vs. Blackner (110 U.S 
pace He quotes the following: 

t ote intended to be protected refers to the right to vote as 
e 1 by the law iconstitution of the State. There is no color for 
t} n that, under the 1endment, every male inhabitant of the 
racitizen of the Unitec d St: ates, has, from the time of his majority, 

o vote for Presidential electors 

Hie quotes next from The State vs. Cruikshank et al. (92 U.S 
Rey . page 542), as follows: 

Krom this it appears that the right of suffrage is not a necessary attribute 
f na ! tizenship; but that exemption from discrimination in the exer 
cise it right on.account of race, etc., is; but it must be express! 


only point that Icould see that he attempted to make by 


t} tation was that he repeated the words ‘‘ expressly averred.” 
but, Mr. President.the Senator's own authority contains sufficient 
language with which to answer hiscontention. Is not the inclu- | 


sion of a class into certain privileges which are denied to another 
class as much a discrimination as the direct exclusion of the said 


| stitution. 


stitutional. To make the Mississippi suffrage provision like th 

North Carolina amendment it would be necessary to add another r 
section following the section I havejust read, which would exempta 
class—that is, those who voted or whose fathers and grandfathers 
voted in 1867 or before—from the provisions of the Mississippi con- 
But the Mississippi constitution contains no such pro- 


vision. The court, in passing uponthe suffrage provision of the 


| Mississippi constitution, stated that it was clearly constitutional! 


| 


| 


| constitutional in its legal effect. 


class? When there is a discrimination in favor of one class there 
is necessarily at the same time a discrimination against another | 
cla and is not this discrimination ** expressly averred ” in sec- 
tion 5? The authority he cites is an authority against his con- 
fention. 

Of coursethe Federal Government does not confer theright tovote 
on anyon TheStates confer that right; but the fifteenth amend- 
iInent says that when a State proceeds to confer that right upon 

ts citizens it shall not abridge the suffrage rights of those who 


have b n te slavery. Abridgment there can mean but one thing, 





and th 3 th at the States shall not confer less suffrage privileges 
upon the lass of former slaves than upon its other citizens. But 
if there was any doubt about this question, the Supreme Court, 
in one terse sentence, interpreting the fifteenth amendment, in 
the « ot The United States vs. Reese, has settled it. That sen- 
ter is follows: 

If ci 1 race ha aving certain qualifications are permitted by law 
to vote, t f another ing the same qualifications must be. 

hus we see that it makes no difference whether the discrimi- 
nation is by restricting directly the suffrage privileges of the 
former slave or indirectly by enlarging the privileges of another 
cl while denying those privileges to the former slave; yet it is 
an abridgment within the meaning of the fifteenth amendment. 
Can anything be clearer? 

If that does not put beyond all question the unconstitutionality 
of section 5, then nothing can (for those whostill doubt) except to 


urt to call the section by name and apply the above 


But, Mr. President, Ido not consider it necessary to analyze the | 
ar ent of the Senator from Louisiana, even if it were stronger 
than it is, because the Senate will remember that while the Sena- 
tor was delivering his speech | interrupted him and read the fol- | 
lowit Ss letter from the New Orleans Times-Democrat of Friday, 
Mi: irch 18, 188, in which the Senator strongly expressed the same 
view th it lnow hold. The letter is as follows: 


WASZINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1898. 








To the 7 s- Dk c . 

In answer, Isay nis grossly unconstitutional. Ihavesubmitted 
the same to ome { t Der reinettnete nate, whoare able constitu 
tional lawyers. They l concur in my opini n. that if adopted, the effect 
will be to lose our represen tati om in Congress and in the electoral vote of the 

State. 


5. D. McENERY. 


| 


| ants the right to vote as conferred upon other citizens. 


| unless the State court shouldso construe that provision or unless 


its provisions should be administered in a 


ray to violate the fif 
teenth amendment by denying the form 


er slaves and their descend- 
In short 
as the court said in Williams vs. Mississippi, in passing upon the 
same provision, there was nothing unconstitutional in the terms 
of the Mississippi suffrage provision nor was there anything un 
The court did say, however 
that it might be construed so as to make it unconstitutional and 
that it might be administered ‘‘ with an evil eye and an unequa 
hand” so as to make it unconstitutional, but the court went on 
further to say that the case as it was presented to the court did 
not show that either had been done; therefore the court upheld 
its constitutionality. 

But how different with the proposed amendment in North Car 
lina, where the Mississippi educational provision is qualified | 
section 5. In this case the unconstitutionality of the ‘ gran 
father” section is apparent from its terms when interpreted 
cording to the rules J have before referred to—that is, in the li 
of the history of the times and in view of the immediate and n: 
essary effect. So the Mississippi cases, instead of being authori 
to support section 5, are strong and direct authority the other w 
Mr. President, section 5 of the proposed amendment can not be 59 
construed or interpreted as to make it constitutional. It can} 
be administered so as to make it constitutional. It is unconsi 
tional as its stands on its face and by its necessary effect, by ev 
rule of construction that the court has ever followed. 

REPLY TO SENATOR MORGAN. 

When the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] delivere 
speech on this question, I sat near him and paid the closest at 
tion. On account of his reputation as a constitutional lawyer |! 
was very anxious to hear him and curious to know what ki 
argument he could advance or what hitherto-undiscovered opi) 
of the Supreme Court he could adduce to maintain the cons 
tionality of such a thinly veiled subterfuge as section 5. But 
once I was doomed to disappointment when listening to the 
ator from Alabama. He did not attempt seriously to discus 
argue the constitutionality of section 5. Clearly he is too 
and too good a lawyer to put himself on record with argu! 
that would not bear the test of analysis and comparison W 
decided cases. , 

So he contented himself with expre ssing an opinion that t 
Mississippi cases applied to section 5 and then devoting all of the 
remainder of his speech to a discussion of the dangers of recon 
struction and using high-sounding phrases about the magnituve 
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‘ the difference between the Anglo-Saxon and the African. The 
yme is true in this respect of the speeches of the other two Sen- 
s, What legal argument they essayed to put f 


rth seems to 
te that they are influenced more by . . 





in by their judgment. Their speeches would nod it be tit 
na campaign where ‘‘nigger” w 
udice must be aroused in order to pre ! 
te consideration of argument and to banish reason and en- 
n its stead passion and prejudice; and, whether sointended 
this will be the chief use to which their speeches will ! 1 
1 the coming cam gn in North Carolina. But I s mit | @ s 
ich a discussion of the difference between the Anglo-Sa 4 
African does not seem fitting in the United States S¢ 
great legal and constitutional question is under consid ¢ 
_ and, surely, their authors could not expect such speeches | P™ 
listened to with much patience should they attempt to d 


hem before the greatest and ablest courtin the world w! 


onstitutional question was being considered for adjudica 
\? THE LAW JOURNALS AND GREAT CONSTITUTIONAL LAWYERS SAY. | ‘ I 
Mr. President, the adoption of this novel scheme of attempting | i 
ie the fifteenth amendment in Louisiana a ' 


ani St 
t in North Carolina has attracted a great deal of attentiot 
the legal profession andthe law journals. Ihave on my desk | rata a 
rvard Law Review of December, 1899, which contains at tizenship by 2 a oa 
i thoughtful article by Amasa M. Eaton on this qu , 1 
h I have already referred. After reviewing the whole que aoe) 
t length from a legal standpoint, he contends that the court | ype Overstreet. a 
t necessarily declare section 5 unconstitutional. He himself | that} 





i 


sses doubt as to the wisdom of the adoption of the fifteenth | ‘8 
. . : ¢ ntothe? vl S 
iment, but calls attention to the fact that this has nothing | 3, ( ' 
1 . . " > |< 
wl ver to do with the constitutionality of the proposed suffrage | pa G 
ment. | I ha ? I 


umber of other law journals have discussed it, and so far as | (F\hie State but Lars net in facue at 
e seen not a single one has attempted to uphold its constitu- 
ty. Ihave a copy of the cyrrent number of the Law Notes, 


with a comment upon the speech delivered by my colleague, in co we ; ’ , 
hich the editor takes the same position. The editor also cites , Was against 
pinion of Mr. William D. Guthrie, of the New York bar, asa ie with it 
-onstitutional authority. Sikes SE eaten 
Guthrie was one of the distinguished lawyers associated | I 
Mr. Choate in arguing the income-tax cases before the Su- 
Court, and is recognized as one of the ablest constitutional | oe ate 





ers in the United States. In his law lectures on the four- | jing to his country’s call t 
1 and fifteenth amendments, he refers to and discusses the | as he is obedient tolaw. I: 
itional amendment of Louisiana, and the proposed one in | chise bun ee er eee cee oe 
Carolina is like it. He declares, commenting upon section | saree 7 ee 
‘grandfather clause,” that it is a ‘‘ travesty of constitutional te ha Le i ae “ 
I do not put my hand just now on the extract from Mr. | Sar, eee Seeee enone biti — =— 
rie’s lectures, in which he declared that the proposed consti- | COP Fenton: 


( | 





t nal amendment is a travesty of constitutional justice, but I | pewocrars IN LOUISIANA CONSTITUTIONAT 
will ask permission to put it in my remarks. CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND} 


matter referred to is as follows: In the New Orleans Times-Democrat of March 28. 1598, the 1 
travesty of constitutional justice ought to be brought to the test in of the Democratic men | 
ral courts at the earliest possible m« I a prov - 


1 ic ion can : 41 y s 
ned as within the power of the States to rezulate the qualification | opposition to the amendment are given as follows 
, the result ought to be the diminution of Louisiana’s repr 


sentation | yr. Clingma i: J 
gress and in the electoral college in proportion to the excluded negro ! .* os = 





o she. cnael 
ent. I 





the constitu conve 
















senator Edmunds, who is recognized as one of the greatest, | 
ie greatest, living constitutional lawyers, has declared sec- 
» of the Louisiana amendment unconstitutional, and he is 
f the opinion that section 5 would fall and that the remainder 
the amendment would stand. But I will discuss that feature 
juestion in a few minutes, 
s connection I also call attention to the recent action of | ous, in nt, a ri 
rgia legislature in voting down a similar amendment by Mr. Chenet said: "5 vote 
helming majority of 137 to3. In the debate the mem- | “yy Drosman 
the legislature took the position that section 5 was not Mr. Stricklandsa 
nconstitutional, but that it was an unmanly subterfuge, | ¥)!! work great wrongs and 
’ njust, and was not necessary. I have condensed the debate | 0°. Sy thnories of free wo 
juestion before the Georgia legislature, as published in the | andis und 
papers, and will ask permission to put it into the REcoRD | Said sect 
rt of my remarks. 
‘ permission to put the extracts from that debate in my re- 
s because I think the Senate and the country ought tosee the 
ent, the legal opinions, and the doubts expressed that influ- 
the Georgia legislature in repudiating this dangerous, un- 
Candid, and unmanly scheme. 
NSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT DISCUSSED BY GEORGIA LEGISLATURE. | OS 
» Atlanta (Ga.) Constitution of November 29, 1899, giving a 
t of the legislative proceedings, said: 





verw 


} 


Ce 
a 


ly voice raised in defense of the measure was that of its author, | 
an able, though ineffective, argument, while half a dozen leading 






~f the house took the floor in protest against the passage of the bill, 

they pronounced an open and admitted discrimination against one 
tuzens in the State. After the previous question had been called, 

: ng off debate on the issue, an effort was made to lay the bill on the | : 

: partly out of deference to its author and in view of the stubborn op- | values, i 


1uon with which it met, as well as the certainty that it would meet defeat | application required for registration r red by t 
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t , and may mean illegitimate. As for me,I consider that it may ms 
ln . for the reason that these words must be underst« om in their broad 
signi cation 

rhe consequence will be that in certain parishes the registrar « te 
will admit all descendants of voters prior to 1867—some blacks, 1 
lattoes, and some w hites and in others the registrar will understand tha 
law differently. 

* * * « * * * 

I therefore, Mr. President, will demand that these very reasons should } 

embodied in the journal, because I wish it to be well understood that 


re) 


| er ate ity of New Orleans, which I have the honor to represent, does not 1 


"oF ‘ T/IDWDAC , 
Pods CONGRESSIONAL 
{ port. Fe ese reasons, I 
t I First t I be n5of th 
t ! u ? rat thereunder is not 
\ t | 
ILE. M la nalt y opposed to certain pr 
l O st no ‘ I l 1 nstl 
} Ir i tion of w! Lf vs the sonsar 
rtain cla fv to e without other qualiticati 
ind tl r ] 
Ni Hart said I ea tor nan 5, because I consider section 5 
lict with the ¢ tu ft \nited States 
Ir. Henry G. Hes i In \ ng on this measure in its earliest 
1} e expre m™m\ yn » it. fearing thatit isan unce! in 
l ! S expe 1 may possidly defeatthe ma bje cts lor 
} ‘ ae . i 
I a Br iid I desire to be recorded as voting against Ordi 
I ‘ I ‘ to be lefensi reason, |: or morals 
I ! I i } gh I have friends in the opposition in whose in 
tex It e the full ynfidence, I believe they have been misled into that 
| m regret I ve no’ because, whether unconstitutional or 
" t! ght « gal tech ul knowledge it is undoubtedly so in the light 
f 1 sense, because this nance »whil e ostensibly ostentatiously pre 
t qualify the suffrage ntains a section that will admit men tothe 
ele ein spite of ‘ation; because while pretending to ex- 
( ‘ itlegally 1 i ed foreigners it expressly permits, through the 
inte t f un interpreter, the registration of American (7%) citizens in 
nt world. Ivote ‘no’ because it incorporates in the organic 
law tl Americar ctrine that a man shall bea voter be ause his father 
ul rol possessed that right. I vote ‘no’ because the ordinance 
\ » providing Article ILa summary pr ess by whic h persons excluded 
fr tration may appeal for re iress to the highest court of the State, 
thout it denies by expr provi ion incorporated by the 
formalamendment of jus ion against the permanent roll 
ed voters, while granting it : in t the roll of voters qualified by 
proy or education. I vote ’ because, while admitting the 
} I fa 1 tax, it gives the shadow and withholds the substance of 
t fortwo years bya unique exception to the time of the effect of this 
t tion. Ivy no’ because I believe that that ordinance, No. 205, as 
vritten violates justice, law,and morals, and [have faith that every such 
tion inexorably evolves in the fullness of time its own punishment upon 
the itor, be it a man,a party, or a State.” 
Mr. + ag said Mr. President and gentlemen, idesire to record my vote 
nst the entire bill (205) for the following, among othe r reasons 
[ consider that certain sections of the bill are glaringly unconstitutional, 
undemocratic, and un-American. Were I alone in my opposition to this bill, | 
{ particularly to section 5,I would have remained silent and not have 
fed another word on the floor of this convention, for the reason that I 
would have considered that I wasin error; but when I consider the fact that 


both of our Senators in Washington, and many of their associates, condemn 
isured terms said section and declare that our representation in Con- 
gress and our Presidential electors might be jeopardized, and when I further 


1th tine 





consider the fact that a majority of the members of this very convention have 
nly expressed their dissatisfaction to some and were induced to vote for 
only on the ground of eer y, ican not but take issue with the 
majority and urge that the adoption of said sections w ill work great injury 
tothe State at large and eventually cause the disruption of the Democratic 
party in Louisiana, because it discriminates as between the whites and the 
blacks—the whites against whites, and the native-born citizens against for- 
eign or naturalized citizens.’ 
[ desire now to reiterate briefly the arguments that I have repeatedly 
urged against the obnoxious section 5, and which are as follows: 


It is now proposed to allow any male citizen the right of voting who was 
on January 1, 1867, or at any date prior thereto, entitled to vote under the 


constitution or statutes of any State of the United States wherein he then 



























resided, and to the son or grandson of any such person. 
Now, Mr. President, the manifest purpose or motive of this clause is to dis 
riminate in favor of the whites aan against the blacks; because it isa well 
known fact that on January 1, 1867, the blacks were not voters in Louisiana, 
and only the whites were electors. If this be so, it is clearly made to debar 
the blacks as a class of citizens of the United States from the right of suf- 
frage, and in this manner violates the fifteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States 

but Lam told that certain States of the Union had granted to the blacks 
the right of voting prior to said date, and therefore this section does not 
discriminate against that class. If the prohibftion of the Federal Constitu- 
tion was limited to the color line that argument might be conclusive, but 
the authors of that amendment did not stop there; they added the words, 
‘previous condition of servitude.”’ 

Why is it that the blacks were allowed to vote in certain States and were 
denied that privilege in others? It is simply because some few Northern | 
States considered them citizens from the date of their emancipation and 
others deniedthem thatright,andwhy? Simply on account of their previous 
condition of servitude. It is patent, therefore, that you are discriminating 
against certain colored citizens in the very teeth of a constitutional provision 
of the United States Senate, and you thereby render not only this section 
liable toa serious attack, but the whole suffrage clause, for the reason that if 
one brick in the edifice be demolished you make such a breach therein that 
it may all fall from that inherent defect 

But I am told, Mr. President, that we must not be concerned as to the 
effects of laws; that a law may be un stitutional in its effect, but may be 
nevertheless valid. This would unquestionably be true if the motive or pur- 
pose was constitutional. * * * But, Mr. President, under whatconstitution | 
or statutes of the State of Louisiana, or any other State, prior to 1867, do | 
the majority wish to stand? Clearly not under the constitution of 1864 and 
the laws passed the reun der, for the reason that Congress by act of March 2, 
isi7, declared that » legal State government or adequate protection for 
life or property axinte d in the Southern States,’ and thereby set aside said 
( tit and necessarily all laws in so far as suffrage was concerned. It 
f< ws, therefore, that no valid ordinance can be predicated upon something 

egal. * * * If, therefore, there were no constitutions or statutes exist- 
ing pr to 1867 upon which you c tand to base this suffrage clause, why, 
oo it be es perfectly us i should be entirely eliminated 

It is useless for us to butt our] ls against the fourteenth and fifteenth | } 
amendments: the ire ne W s and can not be assailed by any human 
ingenuity. We might as well: the fact that from the beginning of 
the war until the acts Congress 1 h granted Louisianians the right of 
suffrage, in 1867, and the ratification by the adoption of the constitution 
of 1868, they possess I neit * under the constitution of any of the | 
Southern States, nor under any statutes thereunder | 

Another objection that I make to this section is that it is ambiguous in 


this, that the words “son and grandson’’ may mean legitimate, as some con- 


| Indeed, the Post is the strongest defender that the South 


chalaw, * * * and thatit will give to certain parishes unfair 


nee over our « ity. 
* * * * * * 
Feeling con vinced, therefore, that this whole ordinance is wrong in pr 
ciple, inexpedient, and unwise, and that I voice the sentiments ot my 


I now desire to vote “no.” 

Mr. President, these are about the views held by a large majority 
of the voters of North Carolina on this same question, and for suci, 
reasons they will vote to repudiate the amendment next August, 

THE OPINION OF THE LEADING DEMOCRATIC PAPKRR IN LOUISIANA, 

In addition to these expressions by members of the Louisiana 
constitutional convention, I callattention to the following editoria 
that appeared in the New Orleans Times-Democrat, the leadir 
Democratic paper of Louisiana, on Friday morning, March » 
1898, the next day after the adoption of section 5 by the conven 
tion: 


stituents, 


TRIUMPH OF POLITICIANS. 

After themselves disavowing and fiercely denouncing section 5, a majorit 
of the members of the constitutional convention yesterday passed tha 
fensive section—offensive to Democracy, to political honesty, and to An 
icanism. * And the convention, too, has passed this offensive section 
in the face of the fact that the ablest Democrats in the United States Senat 
have declared it to be unconstitutional. Senators CAFFERY and McENEnry 
have both protested against its passage and have declared that it contrave: 
the Federal Constitution. In this opinion they are joined by such stalwart . 
Democrats and uncompromising State-rights Senators and Congressmen 
the following: * * 


Then follows the names of Senators and Congressmen who are 
recognized as among the ablest constitutional lawyers in thi 
body and in the other House. The New Orleans Times-Democrat 
has not since that time changed its opinion as to the unconstitu- 
tionality of this measure. ‘That paper in many recent editoria 
has repeated the opinion that was expressed the day after 
action of the convention. 
of recent issue: 

The people of North Carolina will vote in August on the proposed cor ti- 
tutional amendment disfranchising the negroes from voting, and which « 
tains the famous “ grandfather clause’ borrowed from the Louisiana con 
tution. * * * The grandfather clause, which the Louisiana constitutional 
convention invented, is objected to as of doubtful constitutionality, contair 
ing elements of great danger, and besides altogether unnecessary. * * 
The theory that the opposition to the grandfather clause comes fro 


Republicans is wholly untrue, The Northern Democrats have unanimou 
declared against this plan of disfranchising the negro as unconstitutional. 


WHAT THE WASHINGTON POST SAYS. 

The Washington Post, which has never joined in the sectional 
crusade against the people of the South, and which probably un- 
derstands the peculiar social and industrial conditions of our sec- 
tion better than any other Northern paper, takes the same view 


* * 


4 
} 
i 


I read the following from an editorial 


ym t 





is 


among Northern papers. Yet that paper denounces the ameni- 


ment as unconstitutional and wicked in morals. I read the t 
lowing extract from a recent editorial: 

It is to be hoped that Senator BUTLER speaks by inspiration when hv 
dicts the defeat of the North Carolina suffrage amendment. 

* * * * * 

If it sought simply to make the act of voting an intelligent and enlig! 1 
function and to reduce to a minimum the opportunities of bribery 
ruption, we should hail it as a step toward purity and wholesomeness i 
tics. But, as we see the matter, the scheme is simply to disfranchise t 
gro because he is black, and to protect at least a majority of the white 
would otherwise be disfranchised under an impar tial appli cation of th 
rule. 

North Carolina, in a word, has borrowed from Louisiana the iniq 
expedient whereby illiterate white voters may retain the franchise 
by their fathers or grandfathers in 1867, no matter what may be th 
sonal disqualifications under the restric tions imposed upon the negroes 
out exception. We believe the plan to be unconstitutional, as we kn 
been so denounced by both the Louisiana Senators in the case of th 
State. and we have not the slightest doubt that it is wicked in mora 


of 





| stupid and blundering in expediency. 


| considerable legal learning, but also for high character 


| in support of section 5 


The defeat of this measure will be a national benefaction. 
AN ABSURD CLAIM—A SLANDER UPON THE SUPREME COURT. 

Before passing from this part of the discussion, I desire to reter 
to one other argument that I have heard advanced in sup} 
this proposed amendment. 

A certain judge in my State, who has a reputation not on! 
anu 
scientiousness of motive, was appealed to to write a legal opi! 
The judge wrote an article in resp 
ut hardly a legal opinion. The sum and substance of his ar\ 
after attempting to prove that the white man was superior 
the negro (which every advocate of this provision seems to ! 
= d upon to do), was to express the hope that the Supr 

Court of the United States would take note of the fact that | 


rT 
By & 


| lic opinion had changed in regard to the fifteenth amend: 


| 
i 


and would hence uphold section 5, though in violation of 








CONGRESSIONAL 


TOIOO, 


C it time I have not 1 that one of ] , $ 
ites for governor in my$ s writ ; ak 
me positior I do not ' Q < Pipi 
1. for its evident absurd al 
s sutnciel t If | t} yy , y 
in claiming that t Su Court of t 17) | State 
if mse.iy violate l ths t < 
ted States Const tl Lv I nstra l to 
that no one has ever uttered a more ser 3 slander agains 
urt. I take it that no court will ever assume such a pos 
o matter how high or strong public opinion may be. Th 
t can not recognize public opinion as far as the fundamental 
the land is concerned until said pub nion is ecrystal- 
into a constitutional repeal or amendment ug p 
lconstitutional methods. Tothecourt the fifteenth amend 








na 


MUS 


represents public opinion on the question until 

entiment has forced the repeal or t ndment of that 

If the fifteenth amendment is wrong, then its only 
must al 


‘hile it 


+ 
Dla 


rHE THE 
Mr. President, 1 come now to second question, 

his: Section 5 being unconstitutional, will th urt ind 

«itso holdthat all the amendment must fall, orthat only se 

the unconstitutional part) must fall, leaving the rei 

amendment, which is clearly ec utional, tostand? In 
pinion the court would follow the many precedents already 
lown in similar cases, and hold that, inasmuch as section 5 
object and the remaihder of the amendment has a very 
rent object and are therefore severable, and inasmuch as the 
Iment with section 5 (the unconstitutional part) left 
ld still be operative and intelligible and would make a complete 
nstitutional scheme for limiting suffrage, it would stand, 

e section 5 would be eliminated. I make J) itement 
sustain 

will } 


i al 
cpinion because the decisions of the Saeeie Court 

t position, which | presently show. But before proceed- 

» quote these authorities and make an argument upon them, 

h to note briefly the two cases cited by the Senator from 

Mississippi |[Mr. Monry] which he claims establish a different 

rine. He read first from Sprague vs. Thompson (118 U.S., 


REMAINDER OF AMENDMENT WILL STAND 
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90), as follows: 
nsuperable difficulty with the application of a princi ru 
resent instance is that Py rej ing the except i by 
lature of Georgia the statute is made to enact what the 
re never meant mfers upon the statute a pos n 
1e¢ legislative int« ind beyond what anyone coul ild 
-d,in view of th gality of the exception 





. Next he cites Warren vs. Mayor and Aldermen of Charlestown 
‘ Mass.), and quotes the following from that decision: 
n parts of a statute are so mutually connected and dependent as con 
nsiderations, or compensation for each other as to warrant a belief 
legislature intended them asa wh l that if all ild not be 
nto effect the legislature would not p he residue inde lently 
arts are unconstitutional and void, all tl © provisions W ! ire thus 
‘onditional, or connected must fall with them 
» Senator from Mississippi, after reading these two decisions, 
ne a decision of the Supreme Court and the other a decision of 


State court of Massachusetts, proceeded to say that these 
ses were not only exactly in point, but that they settled the 


) 
m. The Senate will remember that at that point in his 
h asked permission to interrupt the Senator; that I had on 


iny desk nine or ten volumes of the Supreme Court Reports, and held 

my handa statement of the cases in reports which [stated 
showed that the Senator was wrong as to the weight of authority 
on h I asked permission of the Senator to read from these 
cases, Which he declined. I then asked permission for a simple 
statement of the names of the cases to go into the REcorpD with 





h 
those 





s side, 


his speech, so that those who read his speech might also, if they 
lesired, read these cases and know what the court had held. Th 
Senator declined to permit even the title of those cases to gointo 


the RecorD along with his speech. He declared that he did not 


mean to be discourteous. but he said that he would rather not 
wwe those cases cited in his speech. 
Now, let us for a moment examine the two cases cited by th 
Senator. I have just read from the REecorp the two extracts 


which he read from those cases and upon which he relied. They 
re both to the effect that the court must consider, among other 
(nings, the legislative intent in deciding whether an unconstitu- 
onal part of a statute shall fall alone or drag the remainder 
ot the statute with it. This is true, I admit, to a certain extent 
and ina certain sense; but it is not the only consideration with 
the court, and is not by any means, a rule, the controlling 
onsideration, even where the intent the legislature is clear. 
say that the Supreme Court will never declare any one sec- 

xt a statute void and leave the remainder to stand, where 
clear that the legislature would not have passed one part 
Without passing the others, is practically to say that the court 
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be | 
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nque tha , Ay r 
Corman T 
t 1 had 1 Cong | 

I rey bY \ I 
Dee! & i l iX Vis Ss i 

( ly did rneys ¢ he att 

t id Justice Harlan and S 
opinions. Justice Harlan said 

I st re she 

H ( 

Yet the court, regardless of t le of ¢ 
out as unconstitutional ti t 
other s« ns. 

I I 

But, Mr. President, the tw ons 
they represented the w auth 
of the¢ rt (which they don \ 
in the least unless the: rtshould bee 
would not have attempted to re cts 
do so by placing the restriction u n 
scendants while leaving all ot] ( ens f 
any restrictions. To say that such was the inte 
lature would be to make the legislature ridicu 
the court rather conclude that the intention « 
was to restrict suffrage by an educational! test 
ing done this it made an att pt throu 
possible, a certain class from operations, wl 
in the legislature must have known, to say tl 
doubtful constitutionality? 

There are many reasons to believe that the I 
expect section 5 to stand the tes the court, w 
pect the remainder to stand. Whenthe L 
was being discussed in t} Stat nvention ( 
made on the floor by delegates who were good 
from the Harvard Law Review of December, 189 
entitled ‘‘Suffrage clause of the Louisiana « 
Eaton, the author of this article, reviews the pr 
convention. Judge Simms, a member of that « 
advocating the insertion of section n oppo 
of the two Senators from that Stat nd m 
guished lawyers, called attention to the fact 
should be declared unconstitution th W 
good constitutional working sche 

He expressed the opinion in the nventi 
should fall the remainder would stat and 
was expressed by others sup] ng t imer 
face of that the convention ado} ithe cc 
The only difference, he de 1, would that 
illiterate upon whom they t 1 to confer the 1 
section 5 wouid be prevented from voti1 nd 
the same educational test with t negro. G 
was chairman of the suff? col j f that 
reporting the amendment with section 5 the 
swer to cbjections to section 5, said: 

If it fail y S f 
tion 5 it 

Would not the court look at that decla 
at anything outside of the act itself 

Mr. President, it was after explan li 
amendment was adopted by the cor 
more, too, was known to the |! slatur r 
it adopted a similar provisi In | 
Washington City, in behalf e legislati 
isiana Senators and other Senators abou s 
in their respective State 
| Theleading daily at Ra h pu hed full rej 
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The facts in this case are: The legislature of Iowa had given the 


| city of Keokuk, in its charter, the power to establish and regulate 


wharfs and to fix the rates of landing and wharfage of all boats 
rafts, and water craft moored at or landing at the wharf. Acting 
under this power, the city passed an ordinance providing such 
regulation. The ordinance referred to but one thing and had but 
one purpose, and that was regulating the rates, etc., as I have 
stated. Yet the court declared that the fourth section of this 
ordinance was unconstitutional and void, while leaving the oth 
five or six sections to stand, for the reason given by the court 
the opinion I have just read. 

In the case of Supervisor vs. Stanley (105 U. S., page 303), M 
Chief Justice Waite, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 








The general proposition must be conceded that in a statute which cont 
alid or unconstit rovisions that which is unaffected by these | 
} visions or which ean st without them mus in. If the valid ar 


which s ed that t eneral consensus of opinion in Washing- 
{ n not stand the test of the court, and 
the ¢ hat } r recommended that the legislature adopt 
t] provision instead of the Louisiana provi- 
i lan of the court knocking out section 5. 
Presi t, I have here a copy of the paper, the Raleigh 
( vi ontaining that editorial. This is the same 
» wl I have referred, one of the leading Democratic | 
la ff Raleigh. The editor editorially advises the legislature 
both t M pi plan and the Louisiana plan in the 
amendment, and then proceeds to say: 
t ire t ; land gra la 
i t t 1 Ww 
ut = the ¢ 
It was the information to be gathered by that delegation in 
Washington t! was to guide the legislature in adopting a suf- | 
mendment. The information they got showed that the 
yp bilities, to say the least, were that section 5 would fall. 
editor of this Democratic daily advises that both the 
I ippi plan and section 5 of the Louisiana plan be put into the | 


amendiment, so that if section 5 should fall in the courts the 
Mississippi plan would still remain. Yet, after all this, and in | 
the face of it, t legislature adopted this Louisiana plan. So if 
the uld look for intent outside of the substance of the 

t itself it’could find abundant reasons for believing that the leg- 

latare adopted this provision knowing or at least seriously doubt- 

ng the constitutionality of section 5, and knowing or having 
e: ible grounds to believe that the court would eliminate that 
iving the remainder to stand. 
riONS 4 AND 5 ARE DISTINCT AND SEVERABLE. 

But the tendency of the decisions of our court has been to look 
to the effect of a statute rather than to the intention of the legis- | 
lature when the question is, Shall all of the statute fall or only a 
par And this is always true where the unconstitutional section 
has one object and the constitutional section has another object. 
The leading test applied by the court in all such cases has been, 
Will the remainder of the statute be intelligible and operative 
after the unconstitutional parts are stricken out? As I have 


already said, this is exactly what the court did in the income-tax 
Case 

In Penniman’s case (103 U. 8S. Reports, page 113), Judge Wood, 
delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

Statutes that are constitutional in part only will be upheld so far as they 
are not in conflict with the Constitution, provided the allowed and prohibited 
parts are severable. Sothat if somuch of the section under consideration 
as relieves the debtor from imprisonment for debt is constitutional and can 
severed from the other parts of the enactment, the judgment of the su- 
reme court of Rhode Island should be affirmed. That part of the section 
tothe imprisonment of the debtor and that which relates to 
of his property are entirely distinct and independent, and either 
one can stand and be operative, though the other should be declared void. 


Now, is it not clear that the other sections of the proposed 
amendment can ‘stand and be operative, though the other (sec- 


ui 
l 
] 
V relates 
t! 





tion is declared void?” Clearly so, because when section 5 is 
declared void and eliminated, the remainder of the amendment 
makes a complete and constitutional scheme for limiting suffrage 
by an educational qualification applying to all classes alike. 


The decisions of the c »urt to the same effect as in Penniman’s 
case are numerous and overwhelming. I will, however, cite only 
atew more, 5 

The Supreme Court, in the case of Presser vs. Illinois (116 U.S.), 
lays down the same doctrine. Mr. Justice Wood, delivering the 
opinion of the court, in which one section of an act was declared 
invalid, while the remainder of the act was sustained, in closing 
the argument of the court and giving the reasons for the decision 


of the court, says: 
But it is a settled rule that statutes that are constitutional in part only 
upheld so far as they are not in conflict with the Constitution, pro- 
vided the allowed and prohibited parts are severable. 


As an authority for this position the court cites Penniman’s 
case, from which I have just quoted, and many other cases. This 
has always been the rule of the Supreme Court. Many early de- 
cisions could be cited. 

i call attention to Bank vs. Dudley (2 Peters, 492), decision ren- 
dered in 1829, Chief Justice Marshall rendered the decision of the 
court in that case, in which he said: 


e 


if any parts of an act be unconstitutional, the provisions of that part may 
be regarded, while full effect will be given to such as are not repugnant 
to the Constitution of the United States or to the ordinance of 1787. 

In Packet Company vs. Keokuk (95 U. 8., page 80), Mr. Justice 
Strong, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

_Admitting that parts of the ordinance under consideration may be in con 
flict with the Constitution and laws of the United States, it does not follow 
that its « bje tionable provisions, when capable of being separated and en- 
forced, will be set aside and its legislative purposes defeated. 


Continuing, the court says: 

Statutes that are constitutional in part only will be upheld so far as they 
are not in conflict with the Constitution, provided the allowed and prohibited 
parts are severable. We think a severance is possible in this case. 





| is complete in itself and capable of being executed in accordance 


| the Senator, wh..h he skipped. 





\ iarec 





i : f separation, only the latter ar to be disregarded. 

The cases from which I have read cite many other cases t 
saine effect. In fact, the cases which I have read state that th 
set forth the law as uniformly held by the court. 

Mr. President, 1 could go to State decisions and cite numer 
authorities to the same effect. I will, however, take a recent : 
which isin harmony with all the former decisions, This 
case of Russell vs. Ayer (120 N, C. Reports), decided a year or two 
ago, in which the court says: 


apabie of se 


0 t} 


18 


While the parts of sections 2 and 3 of the act above referred to which 
cern the amounts of the capitation tax are void, because they distur! 
equation between property and poll taxes, yet the remainder of the act 


valid; and that although the revenue act of 1897 contains a clause whic} 
peais all acts and parts of acts contrary toits provisions, yet the parts of 


ind 3 of the act of 1897 being unconstitutional and void, it followst 
arts of sections 2 and 3of chapter 116 of the acts of 1895, which levy t 
; of capitation and property tax, are unrepealed and are in full f 

and efiect. 

Now. how does the law as set forth in those cases, which is t! 
rule followed by the court, apply to the present case? 

If there ever was a case where sections are severable, su 
this constitutional amendment presents that case. Section 5is1 
dependent upon any other section, nor is the remainder of the : 
incomplete in any sense without it. Indeed, section 5 attempts to 
do one thing, while all of the remainder of the act attempts to do 
just the opposite. There are two different purposes attempted 
by the two different sections; and I take it everyone will adit 
that the authorities are uniform that where that is so, there is) 
question but that the section which is invalid will fall, and { 
others will stand. Every standard work on constitutional limita- 
tions or constitutional construction is along the line of these 
cisions, and show clearly that in a case like this section 5 would 
fall, leaving the remainder of the amendment to stand, 








GARBLED EXTRACTS FROM A GREAT AUTHORITY. 


I would not consider it necessary to dwell further on this mat- 
ter had not the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MoNnEy] read s 
extracts from Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, which he cla 
is authority to the contrary. I regret that the Senator is n 
his seat, for I would much prefer for him tobe present while [ read 
this authority, because the Senator’s quotation misrepresents | 
text. I do not want to believe, and will not charge, that the 5 
ator intended willfully to misrepresent the text; but his quotati 
does it, and I must call attention to it in the interests of truth, 
that the law may go into the REcorpD correct. The Senator « 
jected to me correcting him while he was speaking, so I must ( 
it now. 

Mr. PETTUS. To what Senator is the Senator from N 
Carolina referring? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. M 
I have in my hand the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing 
speech, in which he quotes from Cooley's Constitutional Lim 
tions, I read from the RECORD: 

_ The constitutional and unconstitutional provisions may even be conta 

in the same section and yet be perfectly distinct and separable, so that 
t may stand though the last fall. The point is not whether they ar 
ed in the same section, for the distribution into sections is pure! 

cial, but whether they are essentially and inseparably connected i 

stance. If, when the constitutional portion is stricken out, that which re! 

Ww 

apparent legisiative intent, wholly independent of that which was r 

it must be sustained. 

Mr. President, when I look at the text I find that what the * 
ator quoted is here, but he skips two sentences, and then qu 
the following: 

But if its purpose is to accomplish a single object only, and some 
provisions are void, the whole must fail unless sufficient remains to 
the object without the aid of the invalid portion. 

But in the text there are two sentences between those read 
Now, why should the Sens 
skip them when t..ey bear directly on the question at iss 


| state the opposite contention from what he read in the next 


tence? Isubmitit is not a fair presentation of the author'). 
The Senator surely did not himself examine the text. He must 





1900. CONGRESS 


—————$ 


LONAL 








have been misled by some one who made the extracts for him. 
re are the sentences that were skipped 
¥ tv is in determining wl rt 5 1 and } 7 the 
‘ apable of being separated within t Ifa 
Mr. President, the nce of that sentence is that it applies 
tly to the case under discussion; and if the Senator had pu 
ntence in between the sentences he quoted, he would hay 
uoting a direct authority for aa content pe een not for 
r. | dent. liar ) Inger- 
! \\ re 
{ u 
T } 
po! L cK 
that black is vs ite, that wrong is right, and that things 
re unconstitutional are constitutional, 
President, in ne ‘r that no one may be misled and that 
yimay know exactly the law as laid down by this eminer 
rity, 1 ask permission at this point to put ant » RECORI 
thing that Judge Cooley says on this ae stir eginning on 
14, under the subhead ‘‘Statutes unconstitu in part,’ 


tha 





) page 219, where the discussion uns a. r 
quotation referre d to is as follows 
















STATUTES UNCONSTITUTIONAL ITN PAR 
sometimes be it is] 1 ; 
‘ lI may 
the ] § i} 
In any “ase the port fli 
or in regard which the nece conditior 
must be treate ;anullity. Whe the other 
so be adjudge id because of the association 1 
ration of the object of the law, and in what manne 
inconstitutional portion affects the remaind 
ite, it has been said, is judicially mst 
within the scope of k gislative It may « to 
sh something prohibited byt ition or to acco me 
und even laudable object by means re pugnant to the Constitution of 
i States or of the State. Astatute may contain som« 





:such provi 

i vet the same act, having received the same sanction of all} a c 

vislature,and being in the form of law, may contain other useful and 
provisions not obnoxious to any just constitutional exception. It 
inconsistent with all just principles of constitutional law toadjud 
uctments void because they are associated in the same act, bu 
i with or dependent on others which are unconstitutional 
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Where, therefore, a part of a statute is unconstitutional, that fact does 
suthorize the courts to declare the remainder void also, unless all the 
ns are connected in subject-matter, depending on each other, oper 
ether for the same purpose, or otherwise so connected together in 
hat it can not be pr sumed the legislature would have passed the 
ut the other The constitutional and the unc onstitutional provi- 
y even be contained in thesame section and ye ~ be perfectly distinct 
rable, so th t the first may stand though the last fall. 
nt is not w het her they are contained in ho: same section—for the 
tion into sections is purely artificial—but whether they are essen 
inseparably « ynnected in substance. If, when the unconstitutional 
is stricken out, that which remains iscomplete in itselfand capable of 
scuted, wholly independent of that which was rejected, it must be 
d. The difficulty is in determining whether the good and bad part 
tute are capable of being separated within the me aning f this rule 
»attempts to acomplish two or more objects, and is void as to on 
y still be in every respect complete and valid as to the other. 
if its purpose is to accomplish a si n gle object only and some of its pr 
re void, the whole must fail unless — ient remains to effect th 
vithout the aid of the invalid portion. And if they are so mutual 
ted with and dependent on each other, as conditions, conside rati s 
mpensations for each other, as to werrene the belief that the legis lature 
ithem asa whole, and. if allcould not be carried into effect, the legisla 
vould hot pass the residue independently; then if some parts are un 
utions al, all the provisions which are thus de pendent, conditional, or 
-d must fall with them. 
accordingly been held, where a statute submitted to the voters of a 
the question of the removal of their county seat, and one section im 
I forfeiture of certain vested rights in case the vote was against the 
: that, this portion of the act be g void, the whole must fz all, inasmuch 
whole was submitted to thee ors collectively, and the threatened 
r e would naturally affect the result of the vote 
here a statute annexed to the city of Racine certain lands previ 
the township of Racine, but contained an express provision that the 
annexed should be taxed at a different and less rate than other 
the city, the latter provision being held unconstitutional, it was also 
that the whole statute must fail, inasmu: h as such provision was clearly 
as a compensation for the annexation. 
re a statute, in order to obtain a jury of six persons, provided f¢ 
moning of twelve jurors from whom six were to be chosen and sworn, 
r the constitution the jury must consist of twelve, it was held that 
sion for reducing the number to six could not be rejected and the 
t stained, inasmuch as this would be giving to it a construction and 
ferent from that the legislature designed. 
ws ther hand, to illust e how intimately the valid and invalid por 
a statute may be associated, a section of the criminal code of Illino 
ied that “if any person shall harbor or secrete any ulatto, or 
color, the same being a slave or servant, owing ser or labor t 
her persons, whether they reside in this State or in an’ er State « 
ry or District within the limits and under the juris I P the 
i States, or s iall in anywise hinder or prevent the lawful owner or 
of such slaves or servants from retaking them in a 1 
erson so offending shall be deemed guilty of a misdemea 4 
t was held that although the latter portion of the secti l 
a the decision in Prigg vs. Pennsylvania, yet that the first pot eing 
e regulation for the yreservation of order in the State and tant 
sw well-being and capab ble of being e “met without reference res 
ra 2D 


t t affected by the invalidity of the res 
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farts a necod , 
acim 
Mr. Pres t ; 
Mr. Co i m R 
toward ¢ ‘ : ; 
© OU i I I im 
, hy ‘ } 
§ ] 3 4 l pres a I para i 
ele one Cl 1 i 4 t au 7 
While on S I r standard au 
it) I quote f 1 Pomeroy Const 8 
004, in which the author, in : 1 
t suc iS al epi ( 
the Stat 
Every authority on constitu uw t position. 
Now, Mr. Presiden ) t tl l aut ties 
prove, as conclusiy as anythir in that 
the court will declare that tion 5 i at 
it will hold that the remaind the a CO} 
stitutional. and which is a logical, « f nd « 1 | 
scheme for limiting ‘rage ia ’ it this 
WHAT WILL 1 . 
What would be the effect of the operatio1 the } 
Carolina amendment with section 5 nat N é 
with the facts or who will take the tr to ex th 3 
reports will deny that the result w be 1 n ty or 
sixty thousand white voters—indeed, as many white v 
colored voters. I regret to say it, and would not advert the 
if = threatened danger of dis chisement of this 1 ’ 
iber f the stur dy yeo1 anny of the State did not demand 
North Carolina has a | r percentage illiterate v S 
any other State in t] n. Therefore, the f 
a dis schem uld r n ! a 
r per cé 1 substantial men in my State ul 
State n rl » ill te white men are n 
1e class ¢ i y te wl , uke + +} ry it 
cit 3 but the Vv I as 1 rule urd l Ww tny ¢ ens a 
North Carolina has withir lers. T ire 1 t for their 
honesty, integrity, industry.and patriotism. Th 1 
ants of the Revolutionary patriots who f ; Mountain, 
Moores Creek, Guilford Court-Honse, and i ! Rev 
lution. Many of them are old men and Confederate Lie who 
are now too old to st to school and get an education even if 
they had the ti and money todoso. Ma f this class v . 
teered and entered the United Stat Arm t war th 
Spain. 
They are patriot r fail to respond with 
their life an id their : intry t r 
| services or W ills. m red that ir 
| late war North Carolina, with only abou ters, fur d 
over 120.000 soldiers A large n on he r th y we? tay. 
ate, and many of their who g p during or since t 
r | have had even less opportunities or n t eA 
|} Now, what will be the r if t I al t 
a lopted? 
‘These men, who compose ic of t v t ] 
stantial citizens of n St would ] { 
of the un +itan4t a + 4 » 
dude would vote and be « l i 
provisions of the amendn [ g 1 ad 
the b f that the amend is u 
large majority of the vo I ] torej 
ment at the pol 
A ¢ FES 4 4 4 
The supporte1 this ; I 
| this is true. Th y have 1 l wl this great, s 
| element of illiterate whi n my State h: 
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{ ». Tn fact hay ust confessed that they can not sus- 
tai i rgument before the people. I hold in my 
hand the ] that confession. On last Thursday Judge 
j n, one of tl tate circuit court judges of North Carolina, 
| t at Wilmington, gave to the press an inter- 

n ! nly expre 1 an opinion about the consti- 

{ lit the proposed amendment, but he went further and 
his political friends to amend it in order to avert defeat 

polls. Iwill notat this time comment upon the impropriety 

x1 ing an opinion in advance and for political 

t { ‘tant que stion that is liable to come before 
| tion. Ican only say Iregretit. But I de- 
eire t ittention of the Senate to the change in this 








> proposes, 
7 i 


amendinent which 
} legislature meets, at an adjourned 


ii dvises that when the 
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meetin efore the election in August, that it amend the amend- 
ment by add a new section, to be known as section 6. The 
{ 1 of the amendment that he advises the legislature to adopt is | 
as follows: 
I hall be construed and taken as a whole, and if any of its 
‘ ul provisions shall for any reason become or be declared 
wd invalid, the whole of this amendment and every part and 
‘ f shall become null and void and of no effect. 
Every) paper in the State that is supporting the amendment, 
eo farus Lhaveseen, has indorsed this suggestion. Within the last 


a carefully prepared official interview not only indorsing the 
tion, but claiming that he is the father of it and first sug- 
t tothe Judge. He goes further, and, speaking by author- 
ity, says that the legislature will meet and will amend the amend- 
ment by adding such a section. So I take it that it is proper to 
discuss this proposed amendment with this proposed section added. 
udge Brown has the reputation of being a good lawyer, so the 
l j 


ivs the chairman of the Democratic State committee has pub- | 


| and utter futility. 





FEBRUARY 6, 


ial powers necessary to make a corporation in the charter, that 
hen a corporation has not been formed, even though the legisla- 
ire declare in the same act its intention to create a corporation. 
And, on the other hand, if the legislature should confer th 
powers necessary to create a corporation, the court would hy 
that it was a corporation even though the legislature in th: 
act should declare that it did not intend to create a corporation, 
There is a case in the North Carolina Reports, which I have ; 
had time to put my hands on, which declares that where th 
maker of a deed declared at the end thereof ‘‘ that the above di 
was made without fraud” that the declaration was not only 
and of no effect to make the deed valid, but that the declarati 
was itself a badge of fraud. Just so this declaration, if made 
the legislature of North Carolina, would not only not be cons 
ered by the court in rendering its decision, but its only pur; 


t 
t 
I 


Sam 


| will be to serve to put the court on notice that the legislature, w} 


it adopted this provision, itself doubted, to say the least, the con- 
stitutionality of section 5, and that they passed the provision 


| spite of this doubt and belief. 


ANOTHER ATTEMPT TO FOOL THE VOTERS. 

Judge Brown, in this interview, while expressing the opinio: 
that the proposed amendment was constitutional, yet gave as his 
excuse for advising the legislature to adopt this new section t! 
in his opinion the masses of the people could not understand | 
argument. Therefore I take it that he offers this new sect 
because he thinks the people will not be able to see its absurd 
If he had less ability asa lawyer, it might | 


| supposed that he had fooled himself. 


Judge must know that the section that he proposes will not be | 


considered by the court as a part of the amendment, but simply 


; a legislative declaration, even though it be ingrafted into the | : ‘ 
| sand white voters in this amendment, but they also know tha 
this amendment were adopted and section 5 eliminated that no w 


amendmentas one of its sections, Hemust know, further, thatthe 
court, if it did not resent, would at least ignore, such an effort on 
ihe part of the legislature to instruct the court as to how it should 
construe a statute. In this country, where the legislative and 
judicial departments are entirely distinct, neither one is ever per- 
mitied to intrench upon the authority and domain of the other. 
A LEGISLATURE 
No court, so far as | know, has ever yet permitted any legislative 
body in North Carolina or anywhere else in this country to thus 
instruct them as to how they should construe a statute. The 
court never looks at the declaration that a legislature makes, but 
it looks at the substance of what it does and renders its judg- 
ment accordingly. The supreme court of North Carolina, in the 
case of Robinson vs. Barfield (2 Murphy), ignored such a decla- 


CAN NOT INSTRUCT THE COURTS. 


ation » part of the legislature and i » decisi aid that | ca: 
ration on the part of the legislature and in the decision said that | ger, but it is unnecessary. 


the court would allow such declarations attempting to instruct 
the judiciary-to remain ‘‘as dead letters on the statute books.” 
l’urther on in the opinion, Judge Daniels, one of the ablest judges 
of the State, in delivering the opinion, said: 

The court can neither nibble at the legislative power nor¢snu the legis- 
ul tride over the judicial 

This doctrine was approved in Hoke vs. Henderson (1 Dey.) and 
in many other State decisions. 

Within the last five years there have been, I think, at least a 
dozen cases in North Carolina where the courts have declared 
that notwithstanding the legislative declaration that it had done 
a certain thing, that the court would pay no attention to the dec- 
laration, but would look to the substance of what they did. I 
think I could cite at least 10 or 15 cases, but I take it that there is no 
authority to the contrary in any other State or in the United States 
Reports. I have not had time to look through all the United 
States Reports on this point, but every case I have found holds as 
| have stated. In the case of United States vs. Claflin (97 U.S. 
Reports) the court says: 

A recital in a statute that a former statute was repealed or superseded by 
subsequent acts is not conclusive as to such repealorsupersedure. Whether 
statute was repealed is a judicial, not a legislative question. 


} 


a 

Whether section 5 will fall, leaving the remainder of the amend- 
ment to stand, is a judicial and not a legislative question, and it 
is a piece of impertinence on the part of the legislature to attempt 
to instruct the court as to how it shall construe a judicial ques- 
tion, 
Mr. President, nothing is better settled than that an alternative 
judgment is void. Now, this proposed section instructs the court 
that if it thinks all of the sections of the amendment are constitu- 
tional, then to let all of them stand; but, on the other hand, if it 
should find one of the sections unconstitutional, that then it must 
declare the whole act unconstitutional. 
absurd. 

The courts have uniformly held that when the legislature at- 
tempts to create a corporation, that if it fails to confer the essen- 


| again amending the constitution. 


But, Mr. President, this section, attempting to instruct t! 


| court how to construe the amendment, will not fool the voters « 


the State into supporting such a dangerous scheme. 
had intelligence enough to see the danger in section 5. The sani 
intelligence will guard them against this new device. The vote: 
of North Carolina are intelligent enough to know that there 
not only grave, if not certain danger to from fifty to sixty thon- 


They hay 


under heaven could restore to those voters their ballot except |) 
These thousands of illiterat 
white voters are intelligent enough to know that when once : 
franchised they would have no vote to help change the aime 
ment and help wipe outthe wrong. Theyalso know that the aver- 
age politician only fears the people so long as they have a vote 
This proposed new section will not prevent the court from de- 


| claring section 5invalid and holding that the remainder of t 

| amendment shall stand, and no one knows it better than Judg 
| Brown, and the voters will show at the election next August that 
| they also know better. 





| section and leave another stand. 
| full of brains knows that. 
| it made in good faith? 


| yers. 


Such a proposition seems | 


IT PUTS THE SOUTH IN A FALSE POSITION. 

Mr. President, this whole scheme is not only fraught with dan 
It not only puts the representation 
the South in Congress and in the electoral college in jeopardy, | 
it also puts so many thousands of white voters themselves in dan- 
ger. Section 5 is not only unconstitutional, but it is offensive to 
every principle of democracy; offensive to political honesty and 
to Americanism. Mr. President, it puts the South in a false ai 
unenviable position to attempt to deal with suffrage in this m 
erably uncandid-manner. It is a position that no Southern Stat 
should putitselfin. It is dangerous, it is unnecessary, it is 1 
honest. There are constitutional methods for dealing with 1) 


| suffrage question whenever and wherever the necessity aris 


without resorting to such undemocratic and unconstitutional and 


| absurd subterfuges. SN 


ANOTHER ABSURD SUGGESTION. 

One word more on this subject. I notice that in the interview 
by the Democratic State chairman to which I referred a few min- 
utes ago that he also advises the legislature when it meeis to 
another thing—to put sections 4 and 5 of this proposed amendm 
into one section, and he says that will lessen the danger o! 
courts knocking out section 5 and leaving section 4 tostand. T 
suggestion is absurd. There is not an authority in all the b 
but what holds that the court will knock out not only one sec’ 
but even one-half of a section, or one sentence of a section ani 
the other half stand, just as quick as they would knock out on 
Every lawyer with a thin 
Then why is that suggestion made? 1s 
No! There can be but one purpose wh 
man who knows any law should make such a suggestion, and ths 
is with the hope that it would fool some voters who are not !aw- 
It is absurd, it is demagogy and falsehood, and yet that) 
one of the suggestions for another amendment when the leg 
ture meets. 


ont 


OTHER VERY SERIOUS OBJECTIONS. ; 

Mr. President, there are other very serious objections to this pro { 
posed amendment, even if section 5 were congtitutional. Let "5 ke 
briefly note a few of them. In the first place, what class of t4 


CONGRES 


SIONAL 





North Carolina in order to secure the great privilege of having 
State a repetition of the kind of campaign that Kentucky 


| last year? 


WHITE VOTERS WHO ARE SURE TO BE DISFRANCHISED. 
re is another great objection to this amendment. It pro- 
it after 1908 every white man of voting age who is not 


ible to read and write any section of the Constitution shall 
lisfranchised. Think of the number of boys in North Carolina 
lay who are 12 years of age and under who may not be able to 
‘an education by the time they are 21 years of age! 


Lhese boys are sure to be disfranchised and put ona plane lower | 


han town darkey with his eyeglasses and cocked hat. How 
fathers and mothers are there in the State to-day, struggling 
both ends meet, who have managed to raise their boys 
ey are now 10 or 12 years of age, an age at which these 
re just beginning to help them on the farm or in pe 
In how many cases is such a boy the mainstay of 
id mother who are dependent upon ‘his work to sup port 
mily until he is 21 years of age? 
‘many of these boys will reach 21 without getting an educa- 
"Yet t it is this kind of a noble boy who will be called upon 
year = pay taxes, to work the road, 
i do the fighting if his country needs his services. This 
oy who will be expected to do the fighting and give his life 
ountry, while many of the politicians who are trying to 
hise him will no doubt, like Cleveland, hire a substi- 





~ 


an 


THE POLL-TAX-RECEIPT SCHEME 

her objectionable feature is the provision requiring the 
tation of the poll-tax receipt before voting. What does this 
Every man in the State who is on ‘ee delinquent tax list 
has not paid his taxes as much as six mouths before the 
ction and as much as eight months before the national 
n will be disfranchised. How many d men are there in 
State who are unfortunate or who from a1 ly reason can en 
r poll tax before the election, much less pay them six or 

t months before the election? 


4< 
FOr 
> 
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and to shoulder his | 
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po pul: ition would be disfranchised by the ams eres Yet these are the1 I \ sons W 
sid be the good old country darkey who was as faithful and | more than 12 years old 1 cia re ) 
s steel tk ) our mothers, wives. and sisters during the late war, | disfr lise under t i 1s] v - 
ois a good citizen and a good laborer. who has never been | a paid tax: 4 s] 
sive in politics nor in other ways. eight 1 elect S i 
x. what class of negroes would be left to vote? There would | th Novembet 3 poll 
nv thousands who would still vote, and this number would | tax st day of M : 
ie all of that element who have been active and offensive in 4 iEMI 
and who, either from innate perversity or fo . a consi oe Ther inother provis 
have furnished the capital necessary to enable the machine | jntended to encourage am : 
ins to raise the negro cry and appeal to rac a jadic ce. be disfranehised thereby. 1 
the only negroes who have ever made the race issue | the voter into not paving his t 6 
ane those who would BOS ant) be eligible to vote, but | that the machine politicians ma his v 
| office under the proposed amendment. Thetrifling negro | will be not vy to cut off thous ! } ' 
who talks loud and takes up all of the sidewalk, would be | the Stat the pu 
full power to vote. This class would be sufticient in} lars of taxes which the Wi ce. or ! 
) be the balance of power in politics and to furnish an taxpayers W be f ed mal by ine ed ' The 
sson at any time to help the ‘‘negro-howling politicians” | eyident purpose of t! t itic |} mac é f 
ir old ery. res thes ig f v i m 
t is claimed by the supporters of this suffrage amendment | sib » that thev mav t ms : 
s adoption would remove the race question from the poli- | thei1 whine in pow 
the State and make it possible f or economic and govern- Besides. ther Say il 1? yt \ @ . 
issues to be discussed on their merits and passed upon by | islature unlimited pow 2 l registration law 
ters intelligently. Mr. President, if this amendment were | this provision the lezisla 1 — r of 
tional and would stand the test of the courts, it is clear | pocus schemes to distranchise voters, w i bv prever 
would have no such effect. In the first place, I am con- | ing them from getting on the regvistrat books. Th rovision 
1 to observe that those who are making this claim are | in connection with tion 5 is the sna the amendment. and 
who have been most active and diligent in appealing to race | will enable a p litical ma to disfrancl W \ is 
ein every campaign in season and out of season. In the! well as black. 
e, this amendment, if adopted and if section 5 should be Mr. President. these are some of t : ' » th 
d by the court, would still leave about 50,000 negro voters | undemocratic disfrancl hising scheme, ev: W constitu- 
North Carolina. That is a larger number than there are to-day | tional. And these are to my mind suffi SONS W t ji t 
State of Kentucky. I am informed that there are only | safe to ad ¥ 3 such a scheme, if there were no I 
.000 negro votes in that State. And yet see the appeals to But, in the 1 anakne of the New Orleans Times-Den it. this 
prejudice, the turbulence, violence, and appeal to passion | scheme is not only unconstitutional, but it » fr ht with 
| prejudice instead of to reason in that State. And the same | great danger to the white voter and to the Stat 
‘true in North Carolina, were this amendment adopted, | nat gtk eaiacen cle initials mike aie. bh th 
as there were politicians at the head of the party with no Mr. President, I have said all that I originally it led to say 
r purpose or ambition except to have power and office regard- | jn discussing the resolution offered by my colleague and t , 
f the great economic questions at issue and regardless of the | posed amendment. but the charge that has been mad " 
of the State. | Chamber, indirectly, if not directly, that there has | 
[his will be soas long as there are men at the head of any party domination in North Carolina and that it is threatened w 
believe in ballot-box stuffing and all kinds of fraud and | of it if this proposed amendment is not adopted makes it neces 
n order to defeat the will of the people and to put themselves | sary for me to say something further. ; 
wer. This will be so as long as such men are at the head of No better answer is needed in reply to this unfounded and false 
party organization and can find one negroin sight to use asa charge than to call attention to the fact. which is a fact and 
w with which to appeal to race prejudice and banish rea- | which nobody will deny, that the politicians in North Carolina 
mmon sense, and justice. Now, shall we run the risk of dis- who have forced before the people this proposed amendment and 
franchising about 50,000 or 60,000 of as good white men as there are | who are to-dav supporting it pledged the pr ople on every stump 


in my State from mountains to sea in the last campaign that if 





| they were put in power, they would not favor, support, or propose 
any suffrage scheme that would disfranchise anybody, white or 
black. I can prove out of the mouths of the men who are now 
supporting this amendment, by declarations and pledges officially 
made on the stump anc din interviews, that the charge that there 


is or has been negro domination in North Carolina is unfounded 
and false and a base slan: der n the St = 
If there was any negro dominat North Carolina. why was 
it necessary for these Reisnenatia ye itici ans to pledge the peo} 
in order to get enough votes to ¢ lec t them, that they were in favor 
| of manhood suffrage and oppost = to any ee mentof ar 
| body? If there had been a1 ro domination—which neither 
the people of my Staten or of any hee Sta te North or South, will 
permit —the on the popular thing to have done to secure votes would 


have been the promise to the people to devise some scheme to limit 


| suffrage as soon as they got in power. Did they do that? No. 

| gut, on the other hand, they pledged the people that they would 

| not disfranchise a single voter in the State, white o1 i 

| But the Senator from Mississippi, speaking on this 

| and with an apparent effort to show that the re was negro domi 

| nation in North Carolina, put into the RECORD some matter from 
a political document to show that there has been 1 ly a num 
ber of negroes elected to minor positions in my State, and l 
that as the text for the chief part of his speech. In ! f 
the State, and in order that the Senate and the c 

a the facts, I = ll take the time to make a brief statement to 
brand that false charge. 

THE FACTS 


| The negro population of North Carolinac mprist s less than 01 
third of the whole population and less th: r 





population. There are only 1° — inties in the h th 
negro population is in amajority, while in the remaining *5 coun 
ties the white population is i. an overwhelming ma t Un 
fortunately, a number of years ago the State suprem rt i 
decision, held that under the State constitution the ! t 
could not give to the 85 white counties local self-g 

| putting the 12 negro counties under a different syster 
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has not been criticised by a single lawyer, as far as I know: 


FEBRUARY (. 


has anyone ever suggested that the decision was not in ac 


ance with the constitution. 


What has been the result? The people got the system of 
salf 


self-government that they wanted, and the supreme court, | 
| decision, has removed the only defect to the system by rey 


a former decision of the same court. The only trouble th 

ever been under the system was that between the time wh: 
legislature adopted it and the time when the decision of the 
referred to was rendered. During this short period ther 


necessarily some negroes elected to some minor places in 


| of the negro counties, as everybody knew there would |} 


In short, they held that the constitution required a uniform 
8 mn of county government. Under that decision the legisla- 
tut 1 upon the 85 white counties the same kind of county 

\ nt tem that it seemed best to them to adopt in the 12 
mK Thus the people in the 85 white counties were 
r Loft rht and power to elect their county governing offi- 
’ t instead were forced to submit to their connty governing 

} elected directly or indirectly by the legislature, 
Phis, of cou proved to be very unpopular in the 85 counties. 

i iny yeal t every Democratic State convention, there | 
was a contest over county government, the representatives from 
the 85 counties insisting that they should be allowed to elect their 
« In nu ff and thus have direct control over their | 
county affairs. it the State central political machine, which 
enjoyed the power of dictating and controlling the affairs of every 
coun by building up local and subordinate machines at the 
various county seats to receive orders and do the bidding of the 
State machine, had, however, up to 1894, been able to force the | 

inties of the State to submit to that odious and undemocratic 
system. But each year that system had grown more and more 
unpopular, to such an extent that it became necessary year by | 
year to provide new methods for ballot-box stuffing, vote manip- 
ati ind the compiling of fraudulent returns, in order to keep 
thie jority of the people from repudiating at the polls the party 
organization that forced upon them such an odious machine sys- 


In the campaign of 1894 the revolt in the Democratic party 


against this machine county governing system and against the 
open and notorious election methods was so large that, in spite of 
an « tion law under which at least 30,000 votes were stolen, 

ippressed, or falsely counted, a majority of 20,000 was piled up 
against the Democratic party as a repudiation of the machine 
count vvernment system and the fraudulent election methods, 
The issues in that campaign were honest elections and local self- 


ernment. 

The majority of the legislature elected was composed of Repub- 
licans and Populists, who were elected on their pledge that they 
would establish a system of county local self-government. It was 
well known to the people when they voted that as long as that 
strange and anomalous decision of the court to which I have re- 
ferred should stand that under ioca! self-government there would 
necessarily be more or less negroes elected to minor positions in 
some of the 12 eastern counties; but there was at the same time 
strong hope that the supreme court would reverse that trouble- 
some and, I might say, what seemed to be an unnecessary and an 
uncalled-for decision. 

It was not, however, until 1897 thatthe supreme court reversed 
the county government decision and held that it was constitu- 
tional for the legislature to provide one system of county govern- 
ment for one county and another system for another county. 
This decision was so just and so in accordance with the constitu- 
tion that no lawyer of any party in the State has ever criticised 
the court for rendering it or even questioned that it was accord- 
ing to the constitution. Now, this decision having been ren- 
dered, the way was perfectly clear for the 85 counties to have 
their local self-government and for the legislature to provide a 
different system for the 12 black counties, by which no negro 
would ever be put in a position of power or authority over white 
pe ople. 

Now, it istrue that until this decision some negroes were elected 
to minor positions in these eastern counties, as everybody knew 
there would be until the decision of the court could be reversed, 
but not in a single one of these counties were the negroes in con- 
trol; in not a single one were they in any position of power to 
dominatetor dictate. Indeed, thelegislature that adopted this local 
self-covernment scheme, while unable to prevent the election of 
any colored man to any place, yet did devise ascheme, which was 
constitutional, that made it impossible for the county legislative 
board, known as county commissioners, in any county to ever be 
controlled by colored men; and the fact is that no county or 
town or township has ever had or could have a majority of ne- 
groes on any controlling board or committee. Now, thatis the 
**negro domination” that certain politicians have attempted to 
advertise to the world under false and lurid coloring. 

But even that imperfection in the new system of local self-goy- 
ernment has been removed, and who removed it? An undemo- 
cratic decision by a Democratic court made it necessary. I will 
not question the motives of the court in rendering the decision 
and in refusing to reverse it, but 1 will say that it was not nec- 
essary under the constitution to render such a decision, and that 
it resulted in building up a State political machine to control 
county affairs that was so undemocratic and odious that the people 
elected a legislature pledged to repeal it and at the same time de- 


nonpartisan supreme court. This new supreme court at the first 


that condition is now and forever removed by the decision 
court. 

Mr. President, when the last campaign was on, did our 
cratic friends denounce this new county government syst: 
gave to the people the control of their local affairs? N 
they denounce the present court for the decision that rem 
only defect in the system, or rather make it possible for t! 
lature to doit? No. Why? Because the people indors 
and would never submit to going back to the old system. 

Then what did they do? Why, they joined the People’ 
andevery other political party in pledging themselves to th 
that they would keep that system of county government 
we had established; and, in addition, they pledged thems 
enact legislation in accordance with the recent decision 
supreme court to remove the only defect in that system 
which some negroes had been elected to office) by establi 
different system of county government in the 12 negro ¢ 
referredto. This is exactly what the fusion legislature pr 
the people they would do as soon as the court would reve 
county government decision, and this was the only remedy « 
by the Democratic party for what they called negro domi 

I repeat, every political party in the State in this last cai 
made this same pledge, and that was the remedy and th 
remedy offered by anybody, because it was what was ne 
and all that anybody demanded. 

Mr. President, so clear and patent was it to every voter i 
Carolina that that remedy was all that was needed to « 
forever permanent white supremacy and at the same ti! 
self-government without disfranchising anybody, that 
was charged in the campaign that it the Democratic party 
power they would go further, and submit a disfranchising 
ment, every Democratic paper and speaker in the Stat 
haste to declare that the charge was false. 

SOLEMN PLEDGES TO THE PEOPLE NOT TO DO THIS THING 

The Democratic leaders knew that if they declared in | 
disfranchising a single voter in the State, or allowed or per 


a suspicion to that effect to rest in the mind of the voter, | 


was no hope for them to carry the election. Realizing th 
pledged their party officially, from their State committe: 
to their humblest candidate, that if placed in power they 
attempt nothing of the kind. 

They put it officially in their handbook and declared 
their candidates, from the highest to the lowest, would ma 
pledge on every stump. Yes, the handbook issued by t! 
cratic State committee not only denounced the charge, ! 
declared that they were not in favor of disfranchising 
voter, white or black, and further declared for manhood s 
and that they were in favor of upholding the fifteenth ame 
in good faith, and further pointed out that as long as that 
ment stood it was impossible to disfranchise a single color 
without at the same time disfranchising a white man for t 
reason. 

OFFICIAL PARTY PLEDGE IN THE DEMOCRATIC HANDBO‘ 


In spite of that, Mr. President, the People’s Party ! 
made the charge that there were many leaders of the Dem 
party in favor of a disfranchising amendment. The Den 
State committee thought it was necessary to reply to that c! 
What did they do? Theyissued asecond handbook, a sup} 
to the first handbook, in which they denounced the chars 
in the People’s Party handbook as false. 

They went further, and said that a Democratic conventi 
spit upon any man who would make such a propositio 
went further, and said that the men who made the chars 
to be ashamed of themselves for willfully lying, because t 
record had shown that they would not do anything ot 
Here is the language; it is official; it will speak for its 

It is as follows: 

The Democratic party is the poor man’s party. Nine-tenths o! 
bers are poor men. How utterly absurd, then, is the false chat 


| Republicans are trumping up to deceive the unwary. In order t 


. * * . | 
opportunity reversed the old county government decision, and in | 


doing so it has had the approval of the people of the 


; : ; | color to it, they quote something from a Yankee newspaper, W! 
feat the Democratic supreme court for reelection and elected a | 7 3 a 


and editors are, we have always understood, Republicans, that ‘ 
Cox, who lives in Washington, told a reporter if the Democrats 
they would disfranchise the ignorant negro. But General C 
over his own name a declaration that he never said that and nev 


State, and | thing like it, for he well knew thatif even the Democrats should s 


7 
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1 DGE BY DEMOCRATIC STAT \IRMAN make it, and } t 
ron in the campaign, on December 27, Mr. Simmons, th ~ 
ratic State chairman, realizing that there was some doubt Tar i 
ir sincerity and some suspicion that they intended to |, 
, disfranchising scheme, thought it necessary to issu 1 | ha 
Here is his address: He not only repeats the pledge D 
Democratic handbook, but he makes them even stronger 
reemphatic. He declared strongly and unequivocally for 
i suffrage, white and black; that ‘never under any cir- 
es under the sun” would he or the Democratic party | ¥Pte su e 
r consent to the passage Of any law that would in iny Way o 
eir present rights and privileges of voting. So solemn 
tive were these pledges that not only were the white peo 
i, but even thousands of negroes were made to believ 
Democratic party was their best friend; and the result 
the Democratic party in the last campaign g re 
votes than their majority at the election amounted to. vorn to al 
to the following extract from that address 
past twenty years or more, just before every election, the Repul Mr. Pou is t y ! 
rs, at their midnight: ting ve been in t } t ¢ | aftidavit himself to trvt Vil S W 
tl Mas cal " ri vote v be | ing the truth wl " But | 
n if the D y it th my esk a numpve! 
n D and did | De ratic speake1 l tur ! ive t 
haw arouid died vemetaies sPresident | COT‘Y Organization ollicially made in then 1 handb 
Se ieee the if the Democrats | Wl read one of them 
1 of ¢ ress they wi ‘he Vemocrats got | STATE OF NORTH CA NA 
I 4 sand did nota Ww y 
tks beuntb white wat at these lies, and | {i o Rea one 
iat the negro did not ha iat he was duped wa ake 
n »himseill began f He had see th Hey 7 Ww ‘ 
sin power in the State for twenty-two years, and had learned | + aa : 
e e that that party did not pr se to disf se him publi an 4 : : 
ul ] rh at these liars, and finally refused to be frightened Ha Tat . 
V So the old Republican scarecrow had to be hauled | poth w : D 
a: 1 « t i} 
vy that the Democratic party has always stood for 1 l lsuf ; 
hey know that the Democratic party will never, under any ci! ¢ tha 
ul r the sun nsent to the pass: ny law which will ta re ut ‘ . 
ywwever poor and ignorant tl the right to vote, or . 





in any way diminish or lessen that great privilege 
President, could pledges be more direct and solemn? 
PLEDGE BY THE DEMOCRATIC PRESS 
nly this, Mr. President, but every Democratic newspaper 
State denounced the charge that their party had any such in- 
nin most vigorous language. The following is an extract . a RE s 
n editorial in the Daily Wilmington Messenger of Septem- | , Not only this, but the Democratic candidates fort 
1898, which is a sample of the editorial utterances of the | ‘TO™ Me Mountains to t » Made the & a 
t 
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PLEDGES BY DEMO 


. ° : . etn ¢ + the SS te ¢ ry , +41 + VN = ] 
D ratic press of the State on this question. See een = F State CHAIMAN said tne’ Det meee a 
Mr. President, before reading the extract, I desire to call atten- | 00 my desk affidavits from v of -vetnegent counties who heard 


t Jitslanguage. It will be noticed that the editor denounced | the Democratic cand anger ike these pledges, But it is u 
wr, and used many adjectives to strengthen that word, any | @SSaty to read them or offer any other proof. because not o1 
‘ery man who dared to make such a charge against the pur- | “ese candidates h us ever denied 1 7 he made 1 ‘ It 
pos f the Democratic party. He wrote a long argument to has been charged on them since, and they all ad all J 


that any attempt to disfranchise the negro voters, unless at | S¥ent. 
ume time illiterate white voters were also disfranchised, _— P 
would be unconstitutional and would not stand the test of the | _“‘T: Bl 
court. I read the following extract from the editorial referred to: | North ¢ 
I t stupid lie of the campaign is the Populist lie put out by the | 

























8 and Thompson gang and slyly repeated by the black radicals, the | asked the questi n, I will read the affidavit that I hold ir 
i lie that if the Democrats should carry the State they would dis hand. This affidavit refers to Mr. Plummer Davis, of Frank] 
the negroes. If they desired it ever so much, they have no power | Coynty. a Democratic member of the , tur who . 
it. The lie is so stupid that it could not have been started and eee ee ee ae : ee 5 
i but for the profound ignorance of the niggers generally. If they submit this amendnit nt t » San peop , I ' é 
nything, they would know that North Carolina has no power under | of his county that he wou not do it l if 
ige the political rights and to deprive of the privilege of vot : x 
; = @ = STATE OF Nor CAROLINA, ¢ fl 
negroes any more than the whites. The franchise isa right secured sia 7 = aa oy : : : a 
» Constitution of the United States, and it takes the same power to | __ Ephraim Blacknall, being duly 
‘ te the right as to confer, to repeal a law as tomake it. So itisall bosh | Plummer Davis, Der Fatic cand! 
od to try and bewilder and befool the poor, ignorant negroes in | Say pubiicly in the town ot J rg 
has done. It is pitiful and mean to so work upon them by lying | him; that if elect tnot ' 
ption. Their right to vote is as absolutely secure as the white man's | 1% Ww ‘ 
te. : 
stated yesterday, the three amendments to the Constitution intro- | inty 
4 nd adopted soon after the war fixed the status of the negroes as citi- | AIM \ 
ial with that of the whites in their rights. The only way to rid the | Sworn toand su ‘rib 
of the negro ballot is by the same means and processes it w 
gh with to enfranchise him in his stolid stupid condition. S ‘ ; 2 -_ 
out of whole cloth when the dirty tricksters imposed upon the ign Mr. Davis was elected a member of th e atur Lie 
‘edulous negroes by telling them that a Democratic victory means ; member of the legislature now. When he t to th 
g them of the right to vote. he voted to submit this amendment, and to-day su 
Mr. President, that editor is now contending that it is consti- | notwithstanding bis solemn pledge and the pledge of mene 
tutional todo the very thing that he proved then would be uncon- | the contrary. 
§ ional. He is now freely using the words “lie” and “liar”! Mr, President. 1 will stop to read only one 1 of 1 
nounce those who question the constitutionality of section | davits: r . 
d he piles up the adjectives and foams and raves when any- | crirp or Norrn CAROLINA. ¢ 
; iis attention to his editorials of 1898 or to the other solemn D. K. Taylor. being duly swort 


picdges made in that campaign. | Robinson, Democratic candidate for the legis 








CONGRESSIONAL 


















I u u 
by I I 
DD. I AYLOR 
\\V P. WEMYSS { i 
Mr. Robin ike Mr is and a majority of the Democrati 
nie! rs, a broke | pled when he was elected. But be it 
honor and to the credit of a few Democratic meinbers 
he Jast legislature that they refused to violate their solemn 
} lives and to betray those who voted Tor them on this pleage. 
They ade l ash of the partv machine and stood true to their 
pledges and to the people fhev refused to vote for th s proposed 
al iment the legislature, and they are now openly opposing 
nt ( ite 
ES BY DEMOCRATIC COUNTY CHAIRMEN 
N President. not only did the Democratic candidates from the 
lature make these pledges, but the Democratic county chair 
1 tho it tl ought to follow the State chairman, and they 
i<suned addresses and appeals to the people. I have here a sample 
them. This is from Chatham County. Mr. R. H. Hayes, the 
county chairman, published an address to the voters of his county 
n which he uses as strong language as the State chairman had | 
lin denouncing everybody who made the charge that they in- 
{ ed to disfranchise a single voter. I read the following from 
r. Haye iddress to the voters of Chatham County: 
harge of the Fusionists, in their desperation, is tha 
i \ Wi lisfranchise the negro and poor \ man 
absolute insult to ihe intelligence of the whites an lored 
u his can not be done without a change ip the consti 
t it ul ily be done by atwo-thirds vote of the people. The 
i i it 
candidates in Chatham is a lawyer, and when pres ry 
cadmitted this wa but tried to invent some other use 
M f Chatham, have not the Democrats chad « ontrol for the last twenty 
Hlave they ever disfranchised ¢« fyou’ Have vou beendenied the 
If we can and wish t a we not have done so 1 I 
believe that any man of inte Wagee nee believe 3 such ridicul nd | 
ird proposition —. am informed these people are secretly making to the | 
{unlettered white man _My friends, it is an attempt to presume 
your ignorance and is an insult to your intelligence 
| read the following affidavit appended to this address certify- 
) 
ing that what | have read is a correct copy: 
R. B. Lineberry, being duly sworn, says that the foregoing is one of the 
ilar letters address d t voters of Chath am and dis ited in Chat 
liam ! t prev ae election in 1898, and that R. H. Hayes. a 
lawyer, who t t id cleentinn letter, was then and is now, as h« is in 
formed a1 | ves, tl hairman he Democratic oat ve commit 
R. N. LINEBERR y. 
Sworn to and subset d befo re me this 12th day of December, 1509 In 
whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix my official seal 
- - DIXON, 
Clerk Superior Court « ‘thatham eet 
Mr. President, I have here on my desk c pinset sii ir addresses 
issued by other Democratic county chairmen to the same effect, 
which | will not take the time to read unless some Senator wants 


to hear them. 
THEY BROKEN ALL OF SOLEMN PLEDGES. 

Now, Mr. President, this is the kind of pledges made to the 
voters of North Carolina in the last campaign by the politicians 
who are the authors of this disfranchising amendment. 

No sooner had the Democratic party gotten in power by these 


HAVE THESE 


pledges than certain party leaders began to prepare the disfran- 
chising suffrage scheme that we have now under consideration. 
i do not charge that all members of the legislature when they 


ute those pledges on the stump knew at the time that they would 
keep them, tor I believe that most of them when they made pledges 
intended to stand tothem. Why? Because the record of the Dem- 
ocratic party in North Carolina has been for manhood suffrage, and 
they boasted of iton every stump. But when the legislature met a 
few leaders began to urge thisamendment. Alargenumberof the 
Democratic members o f the leg isl iture proteste d against it, first 
nthe ground that they had pledged their constituents not to vote 
ranything of the kind, and next, on the ground that their con- 
stituents were opposed to it, and if it was submitted it would be 


voted down, The leaders continued to work and lay on the party 
lash. : 

At this juncture efforts were made to try to get the leaders, in- 
tead of submitting this proposed amendment, to submit another 


amendment, one to prohibit the colored man from holding office, 
but not prohibiting him or anybody else from voting. It was 
claimed that they had not pledged the people not to prohibit any- 
body from holding oftice. It was furtherclaimed that that would 
be constitutional bee: the fifteenth amendment did not use the 
words ‘to hold office.” but used the words ** to vote.” 

It was also } 
raised when the negro 
about one-third of the 
when the negro held office or aspired to 
and antagonism was or could be 

It was further 
county 


ust 


simply voted, because 


they compose only 
voters of the State, 


but that it was only 
office that race prejudice 
aroused. 

pointed out to them that the 
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| sion of the supreme court, 


| their own thinking since 


| stood, 
| scheme as this could ever be gotten through a Democratic « 
| or a Democratic legislature. 





| this, 


inted out to them that no race prejudice was ever | 


change made in the | 
government, putting the negro counties under a different | to minor election officers, but they have provided that the! 
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county government in accordance with the recent 
was sufficient to settle whatever n 
was: and if that did not settle it, 


then an am 
hibit the negro from holding office would sett! 


system, 


question there 
ment to prt 


vond question. 
They contended that it ‘* would he going too far” to prohi 


negro from holding office. Besides, they contended that su 
amendment would be unconstitutional. while at the sam 
they contended that section 5, which discriminated against 
negro’s right to vote, was constitutional. 

Mr. President, these ringleaders not only refused to suln 
amendment to prohibit the negro from holding office, but, on 
other hand, they explicitly provided in their amendment tht 
necro should be eligible to hold office. It is clear from tl 
the se politicians are carefully nursing and preserving the 

1e for in future campaigns 

lam told that there were many stormy meetings in the 
caucuses of that legislature, but the party lash was laid on { 
morning till night. At last, by a bare majority, as I unde: 
this dangerous and undemocratic measure was driven thr 

But, Mr. President, while a sufficient number of the n 
of the legislature were whipped in by the party lash to brea 
pledges and pass this proposed amendment, yet I am pro 
able to say that the masses of the Democratic voters have n 
whipped into line with the party lash and will not be. 

rHE PEOPLE NOT TOLERATE SUCH TREACHERY. 

There is not a more independent set of men on God's 
earth than the voters in North Carolina. They have been 
the last election, and the result 
they have decided that section 5 is dangerous and they art 
to vote against it. The Democratic leaders have discover 
and here they rush with a new device, to be known as sect 
that they think will hoodwink these voters or satisfy them to 1 
the risk of section 5. But the trick will not work. 

Mr. President, the masses of the Democratic party in = 
Carolina do not indorse the treachery of their so-called | 
They contend, and correctly, that the Democratic -p: irty in 
past has al way s stood up for manhood suffrage and that at 
they ought to be honest with the people on this —-, 
point to the late Senator Vance as the leader of the party { 
Democratic doctrine of manhood suffrase, for which he 
As long as Senator Vance lived no such disfranc 


iss 


use 


WILI 


ZEB VANCE DEMOCRATS AND MANHOOD SUFFRAGE. 

To illustrate how the rank and file of the Democratic part 
North Carolina looked upon Senator Vance as their leader, 
who followed him loyally while he was alive and who rever: 
memory now, I will read the following interview with an old-! 
Zeb Vance Democrat, given in the last few days, Mr. W. Hi. | 
grave, ex-Democratic representative from Haywood Count 
the general assembly of North Carolina. He says: 

Iam anold-time Democrat, and there are many in my section wl] 
of the same distinction. With some exceptions we are oppose: a to 
tempt to deprive white men of their pre rogative. 

| fought a similar measure when I was in the legislature eleven y: 

It was introduced at a midnight caucus, and for t hat reason the pro 
were never printed, asIcanremember. It was the warmest kind «of « 
but the measure was defeated byasmall majority. Sucheminent lL) 
as Judge Hoke, Lieutenant-Governor Daughton, and Mr. George Jo 
opposed the bill as undemocratic. Zeb Vance was not present at t 
but was known to be in sympathy with the opposition. 

No, we old-time Democrats do not intend to organize anti-a1 
clubs. We are going to make a “still” fight against the propos 
ment and election law. Let me tell you, the amendments will 
surprise when the returns from Haywood are turned in. 

Now, it may be asked, How is it possible for these sup} 
the amendment to hope to carry the State in the comin 
in the face of the past record of the Democratic party ! 
hood suffrage, in the face of these false promises and broken | 
in the last campaign, and in the face of the fact that rin 
cians who were the enemies of Senator Vance have captut 
machinery of the party? Indeed, the man whois now Den 
State chairman was by Senator Vance defeated for confir 
in this Senate for a revenue office. 

My answer is, they do not hope to carry the State: the) 
hope to get a majority of the votes. They know that an 
whelming majority of the voters of the State are opposed | 
amendment they have submitted and, besides, are det 
vote to repudiate them for their broken pledges and treac! 

They knew it when they submitted the amendment. kt 
Mr. President, they proceeded to take precaution: 
their legislature adjourned to provide a machinery by whi 
hoped to put it through. What was that? They gave | 
careful attention, these leaders who forced this amendmen! 
the rank and file, toward framing one of the most init 
election laws that any State has ever had upon its statut 

THE ELECTION LAW. 
They have not only given in it unlimited discretion an 
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no appeal to the court from any wrong, however great. Befor I submit that it has the earmarks of desiring the negro ques 
ve had appeals in North Carolina to some higher body than | tion ¢o stay in t n sin order t i t real : ind 
tla election officer when the law and the constitution were | t nable p liticians to appeal tor 
ited. It is not so with the present law. The fair and just | gument. This is the first ste} tr 
nlaw that we had upon the statute book when this legisla- | campaign, and this from as 
met provided that every political party in North Carolina; ment. This sar t t | 
| be represented on every electi mn board in the State. negroes to become candidates f < t he 
it fair and honest election law provided further that th might have a text from which to appeal to race pr ] 
should select their own officials to represent them and not | leave every Senator to form h Wn opinion u { 
some other party select them for them. Is there any such | the cause that needs to be pI 1 
sion in the present election law? If it had such a provision js iaivenian a . si <i 
the Democratic lead ors of the st ite would nev: r make a fight Me President thie w Se sae , : 
this proposed consti tuti onal amendment, for they would know . ‘ ee : 


: orth ¢ rolin: r) ¢ ry tump. and bef a tha Aic 
ula not be worth wl ile They would know before they be- | 7) OPO? \/arolina on every stump, an or 


+} 1 1 A 
at it would be defeate: i by from fifty toseventy-five thousand i 7 A 
: ¢ sition of Judge Brown t nstruct the 1 vy tod t 
ea tal . ee , constitutionality of section 5 as clearly as they hay en 
stead of a fair and just provision like the one I have referred | 5, |) inna a ea ae 
ing every party a repres ntati ve of its own selection on all ae "Pr eae ; a 
n boards and giving power to appeal to the courts when ax eee ree ee ; 
} » adonted +) 7 ae a : Is aiscu I, nere Ww I \ t t i I ) 
> to secure justice, they have adopted the machine met! 1 ball . i 
violence, and ballot-box stuffing are its only me nd t 
f tl he Ke ntucky law, ant d with cunning ingenuity have devised me 7 : 


neonle of North ( oliy ut not ro} ¢ ret 
hemes for manipulating and miscounting votes. oe of N Se eee “aE ae 





ve said this much. Mr. President, to give to those interested I _ gi : _ = i oeanae : f . eo ee : 
idea of the political situation now existing in the State. | ° “#4 Proven vy Khe welg eee —_— ' 

these conditions, We are preparing t » vote on the proposed | } .”, erent an ~— ee renee. . L have | 
iment. In spite of the election law referred to, if the peo- | | ak : a: eee a 


y wee “uctior ver observed by t irt t $ ce cx } } 
my State are of the opinion that section 5 is unconstitu- | ; ae bserved by ; Sa ‘ 





then the majority against it will be so great that I do not | 2 i that on inde EGS SHO SECTIONS V i stand, . 
the election law will save them to overcome it. Besides, ee ae ee eee ve 
who do not indorse t aa faith and treachery will vote to re- | C?S*Fanciised as negroes; tha roven that U EO} : 
the leaders who have violated their solemn pledges to the | ®'fe™mpt to amend the al : hdment at anot ssion of 
Lt eC agdop } \V ) 
Phe Democratic leaders in my State realize that the more this | ©°™ a aac - oe oe " 
roposition is discussed the more the voters will make up their | 7? )9 we OS : ; : , t 
that it is unconstitutional, and already that part of the bo oe eee ee rs eee ee 
an nd the pol iticians who are supporting it are declaring that | °° ae ae 
ndment should not be further discussed, but, on the other ae eine ES ied , a ; 
y are doing everything in their power to banish reason es Ng eee pt em aeye angi : : 


question the fact that the legislature that submitted t 1 
se prejudice and create a state of i ; ay ~ ; 
= ea . ; 13, | amendment got elected by making the m 
days ago a prominent citizen who opposed to this rere 
; . h} ee they would not attempt to disfranc invon 
ent gave out an interview in which he stated that he was | -.;; a eee : ic 
if they were trusted by the people and put into Ww Lt 


that a majority of the white voters of the State were 


excitement. 


the amendment and would vote against it if it could emery it would be a ee. ee ee eee 
iscussed upon the stump and the speeches pro and con Caro ae we rae that arc, Mr anecdote ene tor tag omc poicontinte 
i be put before every voter in the State. ts Ender mie = rampant ot aed 7 
that end, and to make it impossible for politicians who want | PO)'S5 uch ee = 
peal to race prejudice and prevent discussion from doing so, | MONGOM . ; s 
vested that the negro should not registeror vote in theconi- |, 2 nee See ee acres ee 
ection, but leave the proposed amendment to be discussed | ‘© Scheme ane against these poltielan 7 


tled by the votes of the white men alone. will ne ao a ane a ne eho : ' stag teste, teber-agdann : 
Would you not think that every Democratic paper and poli- ae aye elar esa “agosto gate --efracy Me ee 
who has appealed and yelled for ‘‘ white supremacy ” and coe es eee 
objected to negroes voting at all would have gladly in- 
| that suggestion to have one election in which the colored ay 
would take no part, but stand aside and let the white pe 0- Lae 
le it? It will surprise those who think so to be told that | ‘ The PRESII ee ee Withont ch “ 
the newspapers sup pie the amendment began to de- eo tote pees Re ene a 
the suggestion and redoubled their efforts to stop discus , : = re 
ind to appeal to race prejudice. are sa) 
One of the leading papers in the State supporting the amend- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re 
published at Raleigh, as a countermove to this proposition | eration of the bill (H.R. 1) to define an 
negro not to take any part in the campaign, proceeded to in t 


to maintain the parity of 
ew a negro and got an opinion from him for publication to | the United States, ind 
t that he did not approve of this plan. | Mr. TURNER obtained t ) 
editor, after stat ing the pl an, said: Mr. TELLER. WilltheSena ! I 
to the success of this plan, however, there is considerable room for Mr. TURNER. Yes 
Mr. TELLER. Itis1 1 
nd then proceeded to publish the following interview from a | ingly thin. 1 hardly t 


politician: W ashin 










v expect us to star ir liberties are in danget unless he wishes to do so. 
\ — and pert 1 ; ‘aa » they'll be badly Mr. TURNER. My remarks would] é 
We ll do noth yr of the Ww erve to be disira ‘ : = aat _ . ‘ “ ; . 
a; oar ae oe dp nde loesn't know where to turn or | UNtil about half past 5 0% la r 
but, mark my words, you'l r from him later on in the cam- | to go on 1f 1t 1s the pleasu1 r the senat 


also perfectly willing to defer my remat til to-1 t 
paper proceeds to comment on that negro politician's inter- | will accommodate the Senate. 
’ ais It llows: Mr. TELLER. [donot now whether t I 
their leaders wish it or not, the negro is going tobe very much in | Mittee on Foreign Relations { Mr. D . 
mpaign an executive session. I sup] 
above is from the Raleigh News and Observer of Wednes- | said; but I do not see him present a ( 
inuary 31, 1900. Mr. FORAKER. I would, say to the S r from ( 
President, I submit to the Senate and to a Ci indid public | that I think it is the desir the airman of t 
he editor of a newspaper, claiming to be in favor of remov- | Foreign Relations to have an executive n t ! 
negro from politics, yet who goes out to hunt up negro Mr. COCKRELL. There will be ample tim that 
ins and secures and publishes interviews from them to the are not going to discuss the financial bill this after 
that they are notin favor of sucha plan to leave the white | that we go to the Calendar. 
alone to settle this suffrage question, is not a fit man to ad- Mr. FORAKER. For how long atin 
* people how to vote on such a question or on any other| Mr. COCKRELL, For half an hour or t 
tiem. | hour. 








stand it will be more agreeable to the 
\ n {Mr. TURNER] to proceed to-morrow. 
executive session and go to 
i ! wara 
I g L. OW the Calendar now? 
DRI I do not if the Senator prefers that 
£3 t nished business may be laid 
Mr. FORAKER. Perhaps, in the absence of the chairman of 
he Committee on Foreign Relations, that would be better. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the pending business be informally laid 
le, and let u » to the Calendar. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Washington | Mr. T1 E} 
to be entitled to the floor at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 
TURNER. With that understanding, I yield. 


d 


Is there 


Unanimous consent is ask 
temporarily laid aside. 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
IDERAT THE CALENDAR. 
TELLER. Is the Calendar before the Senate? 
COCKRELL. The Calendar is now before the Senate. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not by virtue of any rule. 
rom Missouri [Mr. CocCKRELL] asks unanimous con- 
to the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The first 
» Calendar will be stated. 
RETARY. A bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act to 
for the tion of abandoned property and the preven- 
ids in insurrectionary districts within the United States 
; amendatory thereof, 
ALDRICH. I would suggest that when the Calendar is 
es Which have been heretofore objected to, like the 
i has just been stated, should not be called. 
KRELL. Let that bill be passed over. If bills which 
\voke debate have not been objected to. I object to them 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


s 
it the unfinished bu be rar 


The 


SiLICSS 
I 


CON IN OF 


Mr 
M1 
| 


» 
; 


7 
CO1LIC( 


t 
rer 
re 


Ca 
' 


(‘( 


r. ALDRICH. Any other course may lead to embarrassment 
surprise, because there are a number of objected cases on the 
ndar; otherwise we must have such bills go to the Calendar 
r Rule IX. If we do not do that, Senators will be obliged to 
here to object to bills like the one the title of which has just 
stated, to which a number of Senators have strenuous objec- 
[ would suggest, when the Calendar is called, as has been 
tom heretofore, that we shall take up the cases subsequent 
» those which have been passed over under objection. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let Orders of Business 18 and 36 go to the 
r Calend 


i 
en 


il 





Li¢ 
} 
l 


if. 
m one Calendar as well as on the other. 
DRICH,. Allright; let them go to the Calendar under 


t 


1 ( 
tal 


up 
h AL 
IX 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been the custom of the 
to commence with the consideration of bills where the last 
ise on the Calendar was left off. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That has been the custom, and it has also 


Ru ; 
] 


Lcd it ( 


aing « 
point which was reached when the Calendar was last under 
leration. I think it would be a very good idea to have that 
i contin . 
PRESIDENT pr 
lar will be stated. 

1 


+} 
ul 


? 


The next bill in « 


» tempor 
i 


rder on the 


t 
hu 


XTENSION O AWS OVER 


PUERTO RICO, 

to extend the laws relating to commerce, navi- 
‘chant seamen over the island of Puerto Rico, 
1 States, was announced as next in order on 


A 


1] Ss oan 
erhaa . ‘i? 


ind n 
lito the lt 
C 


1 ? ‘Y 
l iwi 


nhiter 
{ dendar. 
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» COCKRELL. That bill was objected to in the same way, 
and I object to it now. I object to all such bills. Let them go 


‘ 


to the other Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, They can be taken up on vote at any time 
on one Calendar as well as another. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If such bills are to be called every time the 
Calemlar is taken up, I shall object to them, notwithstanding | 
that 1 may be in favor of them. Let them go on the other 
Calendar 

THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


+ 
( 


Mr. TELLER. 


I want to say a word, not on the bill the title 
of which has bee 


*n stated, but I want to be in order so as to speak 


when there is something before the Senate. 

We have had a discussion going on for some time in the morn- 
ing hour which extends so far beyond the morning hour that the 
financial bill has been practically shelved. The time when final 


action is to be taken on the bill is getting to be very short. I de- 
sire to say that I shall feel it not only my right, but my duty, 
to-morrow, if any Senator insists on extending his remarks be- 
yond the morning hour, to object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam very glad to hear the Senator from Colo- 


+ 
\ 
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It will not make any difference, for they can be | 


tomary to print the Calendar with a statement showing | 





: 


) 
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| 


rado make that remark. I understand that, so far as to-mon 

is concerned, by unanimous consent, the Senator from Washi: 

ton [Mr. TURNER] has the floor at 2 o'clock, so that anythir 

| which may be under consideration before that time will hay 

| be set aside at that hour. 

| Mr. ALLISON. I want to make another suggestion in 3 

| ence to the financial bill; and that is that after a day or two 
ought to take up the financial measure immediately on the 

clusion of the routine business of the morning hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink that will be necessary in order to a 
Senators who wish to speak an opportunity to do so, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not begin to-morrow morning? 

Mr. ALDRICH. [have no objection to having an underst 
ing cr an agreement that we take up the financial bill to-mor 
morning by unanimous consent after the routine morning 
ness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I domake that request, that to-morrow m 
ing and afterwards, until the financial bill is disposed of, 
taken up immediately after the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhod 
land asks unanimous consent that the bill known as the fina: 
bill shall be taken up immediately after the conclusion oi 
morning business—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the conclusion « 
routine morning business, and taken up on ail subsequent m 
ings—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
sposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And continued from d 
day until finally disposed of, to the exclusion of all other 
ness. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isuppose if no Senator wants to speak « 
financial bill in the morning hour of any day, we can atte: 
other business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to t 
| quest of the Senator from Rhode Island as stated by the 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to give notice for whatever it 
be worth that as soon as the financial bill is disposed of, | 
move to take up for consideration the bill to provide a gover: 
for Puerto Rico, and for other purposes, being Senate bill 22: 
hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I trust that my colleague on the Commit 
Foreign Relations and the chairman of the committee re} 
the bill in reference to Puerto Rico will not interfere with t! 
| in relation to Hawaii. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave no disposition to do so at all. 
| contrary, Iam equally interested in that bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. IknowtheSenator is. I did not wish to: 
to take up that bill when another bill was under consider 
and proceed with its consideration an hour or two one day : 
hour or two two or three days thereafter. I should like t 
the Hawaiian bill taken up after the financial bill shal! 
posed of, and I think it will not take very long to pass it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt the Senator and I car 
upon the matter without any conflict at all, but I want th: 
Rican bill passed also. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order—the Cal 

Mr. SHOUP. 1 observe the absence of the chairman 
Comnnuittee on Privileges and Elections. He has given noi 
he would move on Wednesday to take up the question of 
Senator Quay. If that shall not be out of the way before t 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Illinois move the co 
tion of the bills named by them, I think it would be well f 
to yield until it shall have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous 
agreement nothing can be taken up after the routine busin 
morning until the financial bill shall have been disposed 0! 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. PETTUS. Would not unanimous consent set it a 
the time being? 

Mr. SHOUP. Butthe motions of which notice has bee! 
are motions to be made following the vote on the financ 
I do not think any measure ought tointerfere with the det: 
tion of the question as to whether or not Senator Quay is « 
to a seat in the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The time as to which the Senator is 5} 
is after the 15th of February. 

Mr. SHOUP. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us wait until the 15th of F: 
| comes. 
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And continued from day to day until 
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aura : a ae ary | it 
priated, for the medals above specifies 
umendment was agreed to. Mr. ALLISON. I: a1 ! 1 t r 
nt resolution was reported to the Senate as amended. and | that the conference re] 
iment was concurred in. sidered at this tin Ww 
leat _— } 1 ¢ ; } ’ > m ] T ¢ ’ \ 
int resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third The PRESIDENT \\ 
I read the third time, and passed. tary will read the re] 
‘ : oe . Win Cananebeawer wed sa 
GOVERNMENT FOR HAWAII Ane pecrerary I t 
1 (S, 222) to provide a government for the T« ( ~ 
as announced as next in order. 
KRELL. Let that be pa 1 over. ler I eed 
ne time in dehatir et 
RESIDENT pi Che \ { over, = ! 
CRS 
ll (S. 733) concerning the boarding of vessels was at 
las next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of t] 
proceeded to its consideration. 
| was reported from the Committee on Commerce wit 
Iment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘directed,” to insert 
time to time;” so as to make the bill read : 
ae ‘ That t} Saanat e 4 ' ‘ , + ~ 
fr i + tin pr i ‘ 
' T i _ ‘e: . 
ng of i 5 MI | rT I 
iOovV a tl i > 4 
: : 
That « t n g hr 4 ESIDEN' ry 
Let il] 1 t i ] t 7 P 
( { Ss es of 1 $0 
this a ‘ } uf " : 
. 
mendment was a 1 to Inada! ‘ 
l was reported tothe 5 nate ¢ ; amended and the amend- 
7" 
was concurred in. W 
was ordered to be engrossed for a t d iding, read 
i time, and passed. eng! ‘ 
ILI IS RIVER BI . 
] "fi + +1 + { } , } + } ) ] rie 
i >. JOL) Exte ling i m I commencement al . . 
I t railroad bridge ross [liz River. 1 age acr the East | 


Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad was | ong ind, now in 
red as in Committee of the Whole. act of Congress app 1. 





bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with | mittee of the W 
1dment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- Che bill was reported tot ena X 
to be engrossed for athird 1 
. uct appr 1 May 21, 189 St. Louis, Per ( 
1 t .. —S i "7 , 4 
ir GI in the State « ! I The 1(S. 1 f 
I a sidered ein ( + tt 
‘ i IT ' . ? Y or 
r cf ( ml f 
6. That t shall be null at , emmpe 
1 aut riz l eC I L innbien a al i complet LW il il )"* A 4 A ‘ 
1) the Canada m , as tor 11 r 


amendment was agreed to. Ste. Marie, Mich., to M n M 
bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- , 1879, inclusive, he having contracted 
Was concurred in. aus on 
, é bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read The bill was reported to the Senate with 
the third time, and passed. | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tin nd} l, 











M. D. CROW. 
| j { or the reli f M. D. Crow was considered 
n (Comn e 4 Wi e. lirects the Pasian General | 
edit the account of M. D. ¢ ile postmaster at Puel lo, in 
of ¢ yrado, With the sum of $1,032.62, being the amount 
i arily ex led by him in condu titan ties tae ness of the 
fice t P blo from April 1, 1 ~5,to June ), 1889, in exce SS 
amount allowed him by the Post-Oftice Department. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed fora third readit eadthe third time, and passed. 
W. H. L. PEPPERELL. 

The bill r the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell, of 
ce 1, Kar was considered as in Committee of the Whi c Tt 
directs the Postmaster-General to cause the accounts of W. H. L. 
Pepperell, late postmaster at Concordia, State of Kansas, to be 
( ed with . and that he cause the credit to be certified to 
t \uditor e Treasury for the Post-Oftice Department, being 

t of the sof $1,345 in postage stamps and $200 in 
‘ ds stolen from that post-office on August 27, 1887 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 

t é ed fora tl eading, read the third time, and passed. 
PERFORMANCE OF EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS. 

hie 1(s 1) prohibiting the appointment or employment of 
Senat nd Representatives to perform executive functions was 
imnounced as the next bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I object to the consideration of 
t} pill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
PI ud ‘ 

CATHOT CHURCH AT MACON CITY, MO. 

1 (S. 468) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon 

(i M was considered as in Committee of the Whole It di- 

e Secretary of War to cause to be investigated the alle ged 

nd occupation by the United States military authorities, for 

nment purposes, during the late war, of the Catholic ¢ “st h 

t Macon City, in Macon County, Mo., the actual value of such 

d occupation, and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 

ty the amount, if any, found to be due from the United 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 

io be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
sT. CHARLES COLLEGE, MISSOURI. 

The bill (S. 446) for the relief of St. Charles College was con- 
sidered as in Cominittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of War to investigate the alleged use and occupation by the United | 
States military authorities, for Government purposes, during the 

te war, of the college buildings and grounds of St. Charles Col- 

n St. Charles County, Mo., the actual value of such use and 
upation, and t he Secretary of the Treasury is directed to pay 
the St. Charles College the amount, if any, found to be due from 


United Stat 
















hoe poses, to 
% passed only in the event that it st 
Government being in no way commi tte ‘ed to 
language of the bill. 


‘e ssfull y withstands all the tests, the 
passing the boilers, under the 
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| to strike out the words 
| days after its enactment:” 
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es 
ie 
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! ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| to revoke and set aside, so far as they relate to Charles Stierlin, 
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The Supervising Inspects wr-General of Steam Vessels, to whom the bill w 
bsepaaph 










referred, reporte dth at he had noserious objections to the passage of th 

As the pure ha ser appears to have bought the boilers in good faith fr 
the Government, for a valuat sideration, and as there is great ‘ 
ll stean ship m: al at th it time, your committee feels tha 
i fied in w: Livit ra technical re it of the general law, and a 





rly report back the bill with the 
The bill was reported to the end without amendment. order 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass 


dation that it pass 


nen 


LIGHTS ON STEAM PILOT VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 732) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce \ 
1, page 2, section 3, after the word ** eff 
‘‘on June 30, 1900,” and insert ‘‘si 
so as to make the section read: 
take effect sixty days after its enactment 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1 
the third time, and passed. 
M. E. SAVILLE. 


The bill (S. 442) for the relief of M. E. Saville was considers 
in Committee of the W hole. It directs the Secretary of W 
cause to be investigated an embezzlement of quartermaste1 
commissary funds and stores at Fort Gill, Okla., discovered w 
M. E. Saville, first lieutenant, Tenth Regiment United States 
fantry, was quartermaster and commissary at that post, in 
and 1897, and if upon such examination he shall be satistied t 
Saville exercised due diligence and care. he is authorized t 
lease Saville from any further liability for the sum of $1,569 
and to refund and pay back to Saville whatever sums may | 
been withheld and deducted from his pay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pas 


CHARLES STIERLIN, 
2281) for the relief of Charles Stierlin was co 
It authorizes the Pres 


an amendment, in line 1 


SEc. 3 


That this act shall 





The bill (5S. 


tain special orders dishonorably dismissing Second Lieut. Ch 
Stierlin, Battery L, First Missouri Artillery, and to issue to } 
an honorable discharge as of date of March 16, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ol 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and ; 


LOUIS MILLER, 
The bill (S. 195) for the relief of Louis Miller was conside 
in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of 
to correct the military record of Louis Miller, late a mem! 


| the Sixty-second New York Infantry Volunteers, and to 


him an honorable discharge as of date August 4, 1562, from ‘ 
pany I of that regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. : 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and | 

ESTATE OF CHARLES M. ROBERTS, DECEASED. 

The bill (S. 188) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. 
erts, Pond hy was considered as in Committee of the Who! 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to thea 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Charles ]". Roberts, de 
$39,034.21,in full settlement of the findings o: the Court ot ( 
in Congressional case No. 71, House Miscellaneous Docuni 
108, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless some one can explain why n 
ment has been made against the parties who indemnifed the | 
States I should like to have the bill passed over. : 

Mr. STEWART. A similar bill has passed the Senate : 
times. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it, but that does not necessaril) 
absolutely preclude any inquiry in regard to it. 

Mr. STEWART. It has been thoroughly inquired 
there is a report here which makes it a very clear case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report does not say anything 
whether the Government has any recourse on those partie 
ought to have been required to give a bond of indemnity und 
terms of the contract. 

Mr. STEWART. The party is dead and th 
nothing. There is no recourse on him. 

Allow me one moment. <A contract was to be let to put 
pavement, and Roberts, the claimant, and Cook both bid 
Roberts bid 45 and Cook 284 cents per square foot. Roberts 


e estate is go 


| the exclusive right to lay pavements under the Schillinger P 


(he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, | 
BOILERS OF THE ALVENA AND AILSA, 

rhe bill (S. 1746) to provide for the inspection of the boilers of 
t { t and Avlsa was considered as in Committee of the 
\W ce 

Mr PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report accompanying 
the bil 

Pha PRE 7 DENT pro tempore, There is a report 

Mr. PLATT of ¢ ‘onn cticut. Is it a long or short report? 

Mr. ¢ OF KRELL. A short one. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a short report. 
~ PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear it read. 
P iE SSIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secyetary read the report (submitted by Mr. PENROSE, from | 
the Committee on Commerce, Janu: iry 11, 1900), as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to Whom was re ferred the bill (S. 1746) to 
pr efor the inspection of the boilers of the Alve and Ailsa, have con 
sidered the same, and req is follows 

Evidence filed nmitt shows that in 1897 the w 1e 
stenmers A -ew York Harbor and that in A at 
year the En the Army adve d for tl l 
Jobn W. Chitt ciated with Merrit in 
W king ( ider rthe pr e 
W ‘ ed it wo t ( ‘ 

Lt ) } re 1 to the ide? | 1 

\ \ f the n ateri ‘al \ was five boiler The ¢ t s (C} é 

bid w hig] id the amount of his bid for | rs W lucted 
from tlie ming to him for removing the Kage 

After ] asit g the boilers ‘and apply g for their Govern 
tir so th y i be used ina Ur ta ‘ssel, the p iser, 
Chittender that the United States no authority under 
exist t aes the inspection, as sare of foreign man- 
ufacture. The present bill is to pe rmit the inspection of these boilers to see 
if they sare sufticic ntly strong and suitable to be used for United States marine 

which end the usual tests will be applied, and the material will 


which afterwards went through all the courts. The are 


| the Capitol held that, inasmuch as it was cheaper and the 


had not established the validity of the patent, it would be fo: 
interest of the United States to accept the lower bid. ‘He 
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lower bid of Cook, disreg the patent. The irt held | sha un et 1 and t : serted 
it the patent was good went to the Supreme Cot \ i“*M hes I \ 
later the matter was referred to the Court of Claims to find fthe measure. That is w 
what the use of the patent was wort They found it would The PRESIDENT ( 
worth 45 nts; that that was a reasonable | 1, ] being a/1 ves ft lend t e] bY D1 I { s 
nsee under the patent. The matter has been thoroughly adju Manchester “ whe ritoce 
ited. The Supreme Court. in other cases, has held tl the | t is On agreeing to thea 
nt was good, and the Court of Claims have decided, th he pat The amendments were a i 
ng good, how much the Government saved. They think t l bill was reported as a1 1 
t to pay for the use of the patent, for which the Government | concurred in. 
| not pay. he bill was ordered to be e1 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the difference between 28} cents and 45 | the third time, and pass 
ts a square foot; that is all? | The title was amet lL so \ 
Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir: what would have been reasonable | Manchester, Conn., a} deliv 
the patent. I think it is a bill which ought to be passed. 
Mr. COCKRELL. This is only for the amount between 28: | . : 
ts and 45 cents a square foot?» |_ The bill (S. 2177) to extend the privil 
r. STEWART. That is all. Revised Statutes to the yacht 1 v 
ill was reported to the te without amendment. ordered | mittee of the Whol 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed Phe bill was1 rted to the Set without amet ent 
UNION IRON WORKS, AT SAN FRANCISCO, , © De engrossed 1 Laird read ' tir 
bill (S. 1894) for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San 
isco, Cal., was cons idered asin Committee of the W1 It i L(S. 251) tores Ber 1 t . 
rizes the Secretary of the Navy to remit to the Union Iron need as 1 wa 
s, of San Francisco, Cal., the = rsepower penalty imposed t 
‘the contract for the armored « defense vessel Montere I | 
the sum of $32,823 is approj winted 1 ead aiene ! ' 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered cu 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. t ; 
WILLIAM T, GODWIN, 
S. 395) to authorize the President to revoke the order Pd “Ge ( 


+ William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth n- 
wo nited States Army, and to place the sa S William T. | 
( 1 on the retired list with the ae. of first lieu tenant, was 
‘ed as the next case in orde ! , 
PE vig pg Decoy temp e to ask whether this is a nan kota obiect + wi Hl go vor writ t pt 
report Oo 1e iT \ tal omn Ss 
‘teen te : As ’ | Mr. HAWLEY. tl nator f 
‘RESIDENT protempore. The Senator m South Da- | 


y ; 
5 one ties a 





} 
es have the report re 
juires whether this is a unanimous report. | Mr. PET TIG EW. I obj 
HAWLEY. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris],who| Thea PRESIDENT pro ts 


las heretofore, and that on the ct t ( 


begin at the 


ted the bill, is not here. a I I 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the bill go over. Ge, ARKO: Scere Guid tha Genet 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South eration of executive be I 3. 
object? ravlo LE exe itl é bus 1e8s _ 
P r | | Mr. COCKRELL. o the bills w 
ITTIGREW. 1 object. M K L hoy } 


PRESIDENT protempore. It will go over without preju- 





WILLIAY HI Dé hich have beet ‘ ea I not 

I "Go | tT ' . r 

i a i dias ame ama ae _., |. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That directior 

ill (S. 792) for the relief of William H. Hugo was consid- | :,, +} oe at the desk. The tion nm the motior ‘ 
in Committee cof the Whole. It authorizes the President | Senator from Iowa. 


nate and, by ana with the advice and consent of the Sen The motion wae sessed ta: and theSonatet sudo tn ‘ 
ppoint William H. Hugo a first lieutenant of cavalry in | sideration of executive business. After ten mit 
y of the United States, and thereupon to place him on | eentiye session the doors were reopened, at it 4 
it 1 list of the Army. minutes p. mM. Tl sSenat ad our. j itl T mio! \W \ 
SPOONER. Will a Senator whois on the committee make | day. February 7. 1900. at 12 o'clock 2 


ment about this bill? 
Mr. PETTUS. There is a written report, but I can state the 





flicer served through the civil war, and he served with great | pepe tive » j 
iction on every occasion. He was brevetted twice, I believe. | ; 
\rmy record was perfect, both as a diligent soldier and as a NI 
lan in every respect. After the war was over a served in Henrv F. Severens. of M n.t ty 
ian wars and conducted himself in the same manner. He | for the sixth judicial circuit. + Wi 
uished himself in every engagement in which ne took part. | take effect March 15. 19 
the date mentioned in the bill hew as arraigned |} re a mili- 
irt-martial. It was in time of peace, in a garrison, and he | ays 
dto be the officer appointed that evening to attend roll Charles E. McChesney, of Sioux | >. 
( ind he did attend it, but he had been to dinner and had taken | the Indians of the Rosebud Agency, in South | 
ich spirits. He was tried for that, and that alone, and sen- | fect April 17, 1900, at the expiration oi 3] t ter 
be dismissed from the Army. It was the unanimous | (Reappointment 
1 of the Military Affairs Committee that t th it was an awful PROMOTIONS IN THI 
e for such an offense committed by such a man, and the Maj. « 
ttee were unanimously of the opinion that the bill ought to 


ssed. . 


umes P. Kimball, surgeon, ‘ i 
with the rank of heutenant nel, Fe 





. fri reTLY Ser 
, alr. SPOONER. How long ago was he dismissed. | ae ee sie 
Mr. HAWLEY, In 1881. the rank of major, F v1, 190 
fr. COCKRELL. This officer was in the volunteers during the ‘Cant. 1 labor & Boan. as 
( war and afterwards was appointed in the Regular Army, and | Doni of mai a . ak. ae Sic. 4 
\ li¢ utenant in the Regular Army at the time of his dismissal. al et a eee ’ eee Te 
the bill simply puts him back on the retired list in that position. | - 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered _ katie 
ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, CON LATIONS 
SOUTH MANCHESTER, CONN., A PORT OF DELIVERY. Executive nominat ed by the S te ] 


1e bill (S. 2114) to constitute Manchester, Conn., a port of t 


ery was considered as in Committee of the ‘Whole. David O. Watkins, of New Jersey, t ttor1 
ir. HAWLEY. The parties in interest desire that the bill ‘ States for the district of New Jersey. 
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’ There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid 
: t nav director in tion of the bill: which was ordered toa third reading ., read 
? d , hird time, and passed. 
: 1 ( a pa ctor i On motion of Mr. TATE otion to reconsider the vote 
ich the bill was passed was laid on the aoe 
j rhe SPE a in the abst nce of obiectio House wll 
similar in its provisions to the bill just passed, will be laid on t 
i iy. to a pay! tabl 
in ‘ 7 ; There was n » ob ction. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Tosenh An nv M / of Pennsvit tr Mz ee gk iE RALD of New York. Mr. Speaker, on Friday a 
ereEON 7 n } d dav of J lar ). | Saturday last [ submitted some remarks upon matters pertins 
1 KE. Sa of New York. to be a the flan woah ition bill, which was then under consid: 
the Ma ( s. from the 2d day of January, 1900. n. Leave to print has been given, but it is limited to five da 
news In consequence of absence from the city it will be impossible 
¥ BN I Li i - . - % “o 
a : ee me to file my remarks within the time specified. I ask 
n ‘ut. Preston i. Uberroth, of Pennsyivamia, to be 2 | mous consent, therefore. to extend my remarks in the Rex 
( in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United | without regard to the limitation of time fixed by the House. 
|} There was no objection. 
} 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Hit Yah . TW ppwe rh gv "Ro ‘ — 7 . 7 as 
OUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. CANNON. I rise to make a privileged report—the re; 
PurSDAY, February 6, 1900 | of a committee of conference—and I ask unanimous consent 
' ee Pra lade idle te | the reading of the report be dispensed with and that only 
’ onse rr t «4 IO clock “aver Vv (ne ‘ > : : 3 . 
the House met at I~ ociockm. Frayer by the Unapiain, Kev. | statement of the House conferees be read. 
NM ae ae N. COoUDI ». D. , _ | ‘There was no objection. 
Che Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. Ti 1e conference report (which was not read) is as follows: 
KUNE R AL OF GENER AL | AW rON, ; 1e committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hon 
The SPE ee R. With the permission of the House, the Cle “a 3 of the Senate numbe red | 5 and 26 to the bill (H. R. 62 
will read a t ram — the Secret: ry of War in regard tot ns tosu pply urgent deficiencies in the appropriatio1 
: lof ( HI | » June 30, 190% ), and for prior years, and for other 
i al ¢ u Lay ton. | r full and free conference have agreed to recom! 
Che Clerk ad as follows j » their resp ctive Houses as follows: 
Wak DEPARTMENT. February 5. 1900. recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
PEAKER OF THE Howse | House to the amendme nt of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the sa 
In making arrangements for the funeral of the late General Lawton, which fhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
it the Church of the Covenant next Friday at 2 o'clock. seats | Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same. 
aaa ger orag hg shila ail . Tana ar C J. @. CANNON 
reserved for the © Military Committee of the ‘3 Houses of (¢ a a? 2 
so the Indiana delegation in Congress. I desire to inform you, and L. F. LIVINGSTON, 


nbers of the body over whic we de, that seats will 


ithe! 





reserved fe pr all individual Senators and Members who shall bef 
l 1y noon 2 ing tha daiatant Shenaral at the aaron their desire t } 
t. The suggestion as to Senators and Members applic to the officers 
ite and House 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War 
COMMUTATION TO PETTY NAVAL OFFICERS, 


7 


Mr. TATE. I ask unanimous consent to 


and put upon its passage the bill (S. 2727) authorizing payment of 
cominutation of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who | 
served on detached duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 
1st 0, 


» bill was read, as follows: 
] enacted, etc., That the petty officers of the Navy who served on de- 
tached duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899, be, and he reby 
llowed commutation of ration for the time they so served. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like to hear the report read. 
The report of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs (by Mr. 
HALE) was read, as follows: 
he Committee on Nav Affairs, 
? ! ment of mutation of Pat 


10 


are, 


>»~ 


ferred the bill (S. 2727 
‘tty officers of the 


to whom was r¢ 


ito the p 


ved on detached duty betwee Sar h 1, 1898, and November 4, 

\ had tl ime under consideration, beg leave to report it back 
und 1end that it do pass. 

rhe committee append the views of the Navy Department upon the meas- 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 25 























Sir: [have the} onor to transmit herewith the draft of a bill auth orizing y 
| ment « mmutation of ration to the petty officers of the Navy who 
rved o1 1 de tac hed duty between March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899, and to 
1 id the same to the favorable consideration of the committee. 

"ent nber of petty officers among whom are 25 yeomen em 
in ‘tl o Navy y Department, who served from one-half month to nine 

nh months on deta ‘hed i duty ane were allowed to commute their ration. 
he accounting officers of the Treasury have held that under the decisi m of 
the ¢ ptroller of the Treast ury of October 19, 1898, the pro visions of the act 
f January 31, 1895, that | listed men and boys in the 3 Navy a ttac hed to 
iny United States ve lor station and do ngduty thereon, and ni aval cadets, 
hall be allowed a ration, or com tation thereof in money, under such limi 
ta and regulations as the Secr ry of the N avy may presc sinyn! do not 
inc] e these me the laces where they were employec d not be ing* itions*’ 











a nilitary sense, and, they hav been paid the amount of the cor mmut d 
yn, checkages of from $4.50 to$175 have been directed against their accounts. 
iv of th men 1 hs is been small,and they are not in such circumstances 
ir ace it ay be checked without injury to themselves and thos 
d nt upon ther m, and in some cases t ‘vy would be left in straitened 





ns ts unces. 














It was understood at of enlistment that these men would be en- ; 
titled to comm tiona I n, and the Department h as receive ithe serv- | 
ices of some wl therwise would have been unwilling to enlist. In view 

ft of the nting officers, on Novembt ite , the pay of petty | 
officer I hed duty was, by Executive order, increased $9 per 
nonth f t] 1 allowed in the Navy | 

A see draft, placing the proposed measure in form suitable for inser- 
tion in the appropriati 1, is also inclosed for the convenience of the com 
mittee, should that form be preferre d. 

Very rr spectfully, JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 


United States Senate. 


take from the table | 


Managers on the part of the H 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. M. TELLER, 

Managers on the part of the Si 


The state pment of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


n the part of the House of the conference on the disa 
» two Houses on the amendment of the Senate num! 
able the Naval Observatory to observe the appr 
ipse of the sun, submit that the action recommended i 
ing conference report will result inthe House agreeing t 

amendment and making the said appropriation. 

| J. @. CANNON, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON 


Managers on the part of the H 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word about this r 


| This is the urgent deficiency bill. The House made an am 





“lating 
| ing total ecl 


=5.000 to er 


appropr 


accompany 








| ment to the Senate amendment; and as to one item the Se: 
agrees; and the House by this report recedes from its disag 





ment to the other item. I am satisfied that from the stand; 
of the public service the matter agreed to ought not to be a} 
priated for. 


sun. There is another item in the bill, which was the p 


| 
| item and was agreed to, making an appropriation for obser 


the total eclipse of the sun under the authority of the Smith: 
Institution. This is an additional appropriation to enab! 
| Naval Observatory to make the same observations. 
| <Asthe Senate insists, your committee did not feel justifi 
| further holding out against the insistence of the Senate. Th 
makes available between fifty and sixty million dollars | 
public service where it is needed and which can not wait | 
If this matter had stcod by itself, — committee wou! 
have agreed to this item. AndI may say right here for th 
mation of the House that the scientific cok “and much of th: 
neering work and topographical work of this Government 
pretty bad condition, so far as the public service is con 
The work is being duplicated in many departments. 
The sum of money now in question is: small—only $5,0! 
it is money appropriated for no practical use, because on 
of surveyors and one corps of observers will be quite suf 
We have here a provision for doing this work under the 
Observatory. Strange to say, this work is to be done und 
command of the Navy, and generally under the command 
officer of the Government who does not know anything 
about astronomy than some of us do about heaven; and t 
not much, 
But here we have two separate machines, two separate or 
zations. If one is left out, that organization is inclined to 
and the sisters, the cousins, and the aunts of the employees 
members in regard to the matter. And so you go. 

| 1 make this remark for the information of the Hous 
somebody, the House or the Senate, or both, can perform 
good work if we could bring this scientific work necessary ' 
done in the various bureaus and departments under one mal 


? 


ment andstopduplicating the work, There is in this round € eal 


It carries $5,000 for observing the total eclipse o! 





CONGI 


me 
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—————— . . wats 
. 
lite en ugh to for the rvice fanv ver! ‘ 
' TY r t Se — 7 Y t } 
it hav rt ; l Pp: i ‘ 7 J 
, 7 Y , Y 
m« the l 1 of th é I 
conteret r Was agreed 
4 4 


JOY. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com re tl 
Accounts. ; 1 entieman tf \Y I NI 
Clerk read the following resolution, introduced December | ™ som I 
0 by Mr. BULL: Mr. DINSMOR Mi 


y xlous 
That the Doorke er the Hou be, and is here ,a i . ’ 
fifteen additior ‘ ‘ ‘ iv 
é it if I i 
1 at the re f $7 h 1 ¢ l ri 





’ 
s of the Doorkeey« ut er , ; I 
of the pre s i 1 
M INSM 
> “+o > +} ond - m 47 a 
umendment reported by the committee was read, as follow . 
a sige + hin rT 

eout “f n’’ and inser rtecr so as to} biid ‘ 

il folders ; 


SPEAKER. The question i n agreeing to the amend Mr. DINSM 
RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from | whether that incl 
uri whether this is not earlier in the session than this reso Mr. DINSMORE. Ye 
usually comes in? man from Colorado in that t 
OY. It is not. It usually comes in in January or Feb- Mr. HITT. If th 


















and I will say this year the documents to be sent out have | We might as well let \ 2 ‘ 
na great deal earlier than usual. Within a wee r the Mr. DINSMORE. \ I 
‘y bill was disposed of there were 300,000 d to be Mr. HITT. Mr. Spea ifter 
it. This resolution proposes to allow the sam« of | on the committee, the g f \ 3{/Mr. D 
s usually allowed in a Presidential year. l ask the Cha s Ly 
BARTLELT. One] : d to genet , 
TOY. One less in tk solution; but there isanother 1 concluded the genet l te t ay, l t 
providing for the assistant foreman. Itis in effect thesame | consideration of the bill 
s we usually allow. The SPEAKER. Unan 
ndment recommended by the Committee on Accounts | from Ilin that ge 
ed to. | objection? 
olution as amended was agreed to. | Mr. WM. ALDEN SMI 
ASSISTANT FOREMAN OF FOLDING ROOM, | from Illinois what proportion vu 
JOY. I present another resolution from the Committee on Mr. HITT. Forty minutes] 
s and thraa hanra nnan ¢) } 
7 : 7 — eee ree and thre nou eas aaeved 
solution was read, as follows: | Mr. WM. ALDEN SMIT! It ms 4 
per of the House b 1| to be re evenly divided, if therei 
ting stant f m | to del the bill 
a Mr. HITT. | 
H il ot who Ww 1 to speak yesterda I W t 
per da on thi le yesterday had t portur 
endment recommended by the Commit Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I si ’ 
member of the minitt I 
t 5 the eral deba ind I ! t 
; if I desire. 
imendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, Mr. HI rT ot vee : , 
resolution as amended was agreed to. ao WM. tT: EN MI HW] 1] , 
MILITARY HOSPITAL, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS., hen, if I need 
SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (H. J. Mr. HITT. 1 will n 
6) authorizing the Secretary of War to use $60,000 of the ap- The SPEAK Is 1 
] itions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Arm Ay pete ioe ; eM sash is 
scal year ending June 30, 1900, for the construction of a} ,, “24 SESE Oe eee Ge ; _- 
military hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., with Sen- " © Lommttee Of ne W 6 OURS OL Uke eS r 
1dments thereto. ee cee ¢s oe Dg ap} 
Senate amendments were read, as follows: os ee ean Saree Cae een Hee vane eer ae Seen. gam Wee 
J Une } l if. © 
+, insert ‘‘, or so much thereof as may be r sary The CHAIRMAN G ( 
a i,strike out * ved in said ‘ much the fas ma 
4 ind insert act mak propriations for tl p- | Understands 1 mited 
e rular and V r Army f t fis« yea hi J Mr. HITT 1 I 





ved March 3, 189% 


SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate | one side by the gentleman from Arkansas |} VW l 


f iments. the other by myself. 
Mr. CANNON. Iwant to know what these amendments do.| The CHAIRMAN. Thet 

the effect of them? Mr. HITT. The time for 

HULL. They do not change the amount at all; they sim- | tween the two sid f the House. 
it clear that it comes out of thatappropriation, and after | | Mr. DINSMORE. That w understanding, \r. | 
Is “‘ sixty thousand dollars” it inserts the words “ or so | that 1s correct; but ll presents this €1 t 

the reof as mav he ne essary.” } Mr. HIT r It was » stated. 

: CANNON. The limit of cost is $60,000: Mr. DINSMORI But incoming tothisa , 


HULL. Sixty thousand dollars. ing that there Was & lack OF <is} aa ewes 
Senate amendments were concurred in. | House to avail themselves of all the time. I stated ae 
there would be opportunit nt 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. House who desired to s1 
r clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles | The gentleman from Illinois w 
\ken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro-| th 


} vy + » time is taken ny? + , wit 3 
entire time 18 taken u ma y §l 


r 1 


minittees as indicated below: us sufficient time her 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Den- The CHAIRMAN. igzreem 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Chair understands it, was that general d 
~34, An act enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma | in furtherance of the a ent rea 
‘ Gulf Railroad Company—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | be equally divided, to be controlled alike by the 
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Ilia Mr. and the gentleman trom Arkansas [Mr. DINs- 
More}. and that dis1 irds the time that was occupied yesterday. 
Mr. DINSMORE. My understanding at the time 
Mr. HITT. That would include both days; but I will state to 
t] theman from Arkansas that so far as I know we do not ex- 
t to occupy all our time, and I shall yield to the gentleman for 


the House all the time that is not asked for by friends 


TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] 
re to occupy some of his time now: 
HITT. Mr. Chairman, | yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee |Mr. GIBSON | one hour. 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to take advantage of this 
ortunity to discuss the question of expansion from a national 
ndpoint; to show the various expansions in the history of our 
country from the very beginning. It might be stated generally 
that we began as a people to expand from the moment that the 


fect of our ancestors first landed upon the shores of the Atlantic | 
‘ f North ee a, and from that day to this we have been 
extending the a of our possessions and our influence until they 





have re hed th r pre sent extraordin ary limits. men,” which was one out of every six men capable of bear 
Or nary ¢1 he Louisiana acquisition is considered our first ex- | arms, And hundreds of women and children were massacr: 
pansion; and it was our first expansion from what might be termed _ victims of the tomahawk and the scalping knife of the m: 
a national standpoint. But it was not our first expansion as @ | jess Indian savages. 
] arte her} wen le of the Mississippi Valley, as well that That, Mr. Chairman, was war. There were no faint heart 
on. west side of the river as that upon the east side, belonged | that war, There was nothing said about the rights of the Fr 
toFrance. That vast domain re ching rom the Allegheny Moun- | and the Indians; nothing said about “the consent of the 
ee a ayo Mo -—~geaprndioer the west was hoe | erned.” No, Mr. Chairman, nations do not move forward in 1 
Undisputed POSsesslon OF PTAC. en ry BOW OCCnp?,| way. The children of Israel did not ask the “consent”: 
the States of Mississippi and Alabama was a part of the territory | Canaanites to take possession of their country, The army 
f France. What is now Tennessee and Kentucky and West} Joshua did not ask the consent of anybody when they crossed 
\ nia was a part of the territory of France. Western Pennsyl- | Jo;dan and planted the ark of the covenant in the land of Cat 
va ind all of Ohio, Indiana, Mlinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin | + 


were all carved out of what once was a part of the territory of 


FRENCH POSSI IONS IN NORTH AMERICA 


\s stated by Bancroft in his History of the United States, in 

France owned twenty twenty-fifths of the whole of North 
wrica, Spain owned four tweuty-fifths, and England owned 
only one twenty-fifth. In 1753 the area of the original thirteen 
colonic. was only 358,000 square miles, not as large as the State of 
‘Texas when annexed; and they were inhabited by only 1,165,000 

hite people, none of whom lived west of the Allegheny Moun- 
tains. In 1753 ae owned the whole of that immense area 
reaching from th e Allegheny Mountains on the east to the Rocky 
Mountains on the west, and no other nation disputed her sover- 
eiunty or her posses sion. But the spirit of expansion, the thirst 
of enterprise, and the love of adventure that have animated our 


| 
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inhabitants of the frontiers and made hideous by the warwhoops 


of painted savages and the fearful cracks of the deadly ritle. 


The people of the American colonies never looked backward. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


Looking backward is not one of the characteristics of our rac 


We have not only always looked forward, but have looked { 


forward. 
In June, 1754, the representatives of the American coloni: 


them out of the country west of the Allegheny Mountains. 
Mr. Chairman, that was a great day in American histor 


cy} 


y, 


) 


ilit 


in convention at Albany, N. Y., and agreed to unite in maki 
defense against the French and Indians. and in an effort to dr 


then and there we began to be one people; and from that day dow 
to the present, amid many trials, many discords, many vicis 
tudes, bees perplexities, and many dangers, have continu: 


be one people. And hence it is I call this great war the first \ 


of expansion ever entered on by the American people. 
OUR FIRST GREAT WAR OF EXPANSION, 


The American people, as I have already stated. then num! 


1,165,000, Bryant, in his history of the United States, say 


s 


during this war the Americans “lost nearly 30,000 of their y 


rhe earth is the Lord's, and the people of the earth are but 


tenants, and tenants at will, and He gave us this land to bl 


inheritance. 


This great war between the Americans and British on th 
side and the French and Indians on the other resulted in the 


throw of the armies of France, and the ten years’ war was br 
to a close by France surrendering all the territory east 


oO 


Mississippi and all of what is now Canada. By this surr 


there was added to the domain of the American colonies 
square miles, now occupied by the great States of Missi 


Alabama. Tennessee, Kentucky, West Virginia, Ohio, Ind 


Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, and by the western p 


| Pennsylvania. 
This was our first great expansion—530,000 square miles of 


race from the dawn of ae history, and that first brought our an- | 


Y fr mi the Baltic Sea to Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, 
then to the north of France, then from those regions to England, 


} 


and then from England to America, where they laid the founda- 


tions of their final empire, were still inspiring the hearts, ener- | 

ng the intellects, and propelling the footsteps of our ancestors. 
To roam, to explore, to occupy, and to build was their nature 
a 


Che Almighty had made them so. This decree He had written in 
their souls, and it was a part of their very life. 

Hitherto this new and vigorous and wonderful race had crossed 
eas and bays and oceans, but had never yet crossed mountains. 
The Alleghenies barred their way to the West. On the other side 


was the yet unconquered red man. On the other side was the | 


vereignty of the great Kingdom of France. On the other side 
were boundless forests, unexplored wildernesses, unnavigated | 


rivers, and unmeasured prairies. 

hese formidable obstacles, obstacles that heretofore in the his- 
tory of the world had been sufficient to divide people from people. 
ra mu race,and nation from nation, were no obstacles at all 
the descendants of those mighty adventurers that had bre: sted 


the tempests and buffeted the billows in order to lay the founda- | 


tions of their future empire on the continent of North America. 
WASHINGTON THLE FIRST AMERICAN LEADER OF EXPANSION, 


And so our ancestors began to cross the Allegheny Mountains. 
The French resisted, and who was chosen to overcome that resist- 
am It was George Washington. George Washington it was 
who led the first army of American expansion. George Washing 
ton it was who fought the first battle in the first war of American 
expansion. And George Washington it was who won the first 
victory ever won in battle for American expansion. 

Then came on the great French and Indian war, which raged 
from 1754 to 1763, the — and the French on the one side and 
the British and the Ame ricans on the other side; a war whose line 


} 


of battle was a thousand miles, reaching from the Plains of Abra- 


ham in Upper Canada to Fort Loudon in what is now East Ten- | 


nessee, a war waged by land and sea, a war waged by cannon and 
rifle, by tomahawk and scalping knife, a war whose zone of con- 


flict was illuminated by the blazing homes of hundreds of the | 


choicest land to be found to-day anywhere beneath the bright 


OREGON OUR SECOND EXPANSION, 
Exactly what territory was our second expansion may be 


ter of dispute. Captain Gray, in 1792, discovered the mout 


a 


i 


the Columbia River and sailed up that river and laid claim t 


unknown country of Oregon in the name of the United Stat: 


America, and that has always been the foundation of om 


to the Oregon country—its discovery by Captain Gray in 


Oregon is no part of our Louisiana purchase, and the maj)s 
United States, now issued by the Land Office, show upon 
face that Oregon was no part of the territory we purchase:! 
France in 1803. Our title to Oregon depends, first, 


discovery of the mouth of the Columbia River by Captain (1 
1792. It isa law of nations that any country that discove: 


occupies the mouth of a river thereby becomes entitled to 
unoccupied territory watered by that river. It was on th: 
trine of international law that France laid claim to the w! 
ley of the Mississippi between the Rocky Mountains and th 
ghanies, and it was in accordance with this law that we b: 
claim to all the territory watered by the Columbia River. 
The next ground of our title to Oregon was the treaty 
with Spain, whereby Spain. at the time she ceded Florida 


United States, quitclaimed to the United States all of that | 


tory north of what was then called Upper California, now 

pied by the States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho 

is upon those two acts, one of discovery by Captain Gra 

the other of quitclaim by Spain, that we base our titl 

territory of Oregon. And so Oregon is our second acqu 

The whole territory aggregates 299,000 square miles. 
LOUISIANA OUR THIRD EXPANSION. 


I now come to the Louisiana purchase, in 1803, whereby 
| consideration of $15,000,000 we acquired from France th 


territory reaching from Canada down to the Gulf of Mex: 
lying between the Mississippi River upon the east and. the 
Mountains on the west, including Texas, for I will shov 


it 


course of my remarks to-day that Texas was a part of the L 


ana purchase, and that in 1819, when we acquired Florida, 
dent Monroe and the American Government turned over 


i 


and the Americans in it to Spain as part of the purchase pri 


Mr. Chairman, the average mzn who has not investigat 


14 
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stion often thinks, in consequence of confusion of names, that nd fit at evet ner. In th ‘air 
] isiana weacqu 1 from Fr n 1s s ‘ S . I S the 
- of Loutsiana; but that is far 1 it Louis ’ x 
it we purchas if France 1. 1eay gy t lexas va i ty 
) square miles. and it ling T mtail 2 ’ | I I 
miles. Out of the Louisiana pu ise hay I rved I fawaiian ls 
States of Louisia Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, Minnesot y resolution 
Dakota, South kot M una, Wyar ge, Nebras t Lt 
Ll ¢ rado, and t 1 itor f Oklahoma and é 
rritory, all cary it of this mag nt domain Our n cau 3 ] 
vy Thomas Jeffers t the } I> } Isla das 
xt a ulsit n was Fioria Which we pul v ! and + 
S19, the treaty being finally c 1mm nis ’ ethene: Sheaka ; 
niry was turned over to us: and for Florida w ont! 2 00 « re miles to Q 
Spain $5,000,000, although as matter of fact the actual s spans ¢ 
00. By that acquisition ¥ red 70,000 squa h . Nort} 
territory. is Akt 
a rEXAS ¢ FIFTH X PA | I WV 1 ‘ ; : 
wquisition or¢ s Texas h we acquired | , : \ . 
by agreement between the then independent Republic : rhe : “s neste 
i the United States of America, the agreement upon o ‘ ; : 
ving been consummated by nt re ition passed by the | , i rther 1 I 4 ‘ an a 
fouses of Congress. In that day, as in this, there were men | y tilt I ithe] M < 
Congress of the United States fighting the further expansio1 — d the Blue | ’ i , é: t 
intry,and good men at that—wise men and patriotic men. | 4 ~ Moundads Phas 9 
» good and great a man as Daniel Webster opposed the a C! ae 1 those mountains. ¢ Ter 
of Texas. Henry Clay opposed the acquisition of Texas, | tucky and western Virginis A’ ’ 
h in 1819, when in acquiring Florida we sold Texes to | and the must adventut it tat 
ind sold many Americans in the bargain, Henry Clay then | ¢o oo west. until the M ; R i 
ed against the sale, declaring that Texas was worth five | ; the s i sun. as ¢ } e1 
at Florida was worth. In 1819 Andrew Jackson favored | yJa, “ 
er of Texas to Spain. President Monroe himself said | © When the banks of the Missi ni River v aa “a 
aim to Texas was as good as our claim to New Orleans, | the people of the 1 1 State: oe er i 
ssident Tyler, in his message to Congress in reference tothe | «7 7/; Tl] rhey believed that the M sh ta ’ 
tion of Texas, said that we were then reclaiming a terri- | | Ut of Ame territory: at ¢ 
we had once transferred to another country | we would travel the rugged road of dat ae 
1e annexation of Texas we acquired 377,000 square miles of | of Congress at that time. i R ; 
ry. and in the Senate of the Unit 
GAINES. Before the gentleman leaves the question of the | yp and protested that the ac ion 
ina purchase, I hope he willexplain that in the treaty mak Mississippi Rivef would result in the ul ; lesty 
purchase it was expressly provided that the Territory | eountry. and was so violative of the provisions of our ( 
made into States of the Union; and that is not even | that it amounted in itself to a dissolution or abandonn: 
plated, as I understand, either by the treaty with Spain or | Union. and relegated all of the original States to the 
igress with reference to the Philippine Islands or Puerto | to the formation of the Constitution. 
Mr. GIBSON, I will bring all that in at the right place. sie packs eiannctl i asin ihn aac oa 
TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleinan a question| Sut gloomy forebodings and warnings of danger and pr 
right there. Does he think there is any analogy—— | tions of disaster failed to deter the adventurous American expa 
GIBSON. Iwill come to the analogies after awhile. I] sionists. The heredity of expansion was in their heels and heir 
gentlemen will wait. hands and in their heads and in their hearts. and no danger 1 


Mr. TERRY. I should like to have the gentleman now 


alarm them, no @ifficulty deter them. no obstacle stop them. 


Mr. GIBSON. No; it does not fit in with my argument. Iam | The sons of the pioneers of Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, and 
to show that the objections that were made to the acyuisi- | the creat West moved down into Texas, rebelled against Mex 


Louisiana, and the objections that were made to the acqui- | raised the banner of independence, and finally annexed Texas to 
¢ f Texas and to the acquisition of California were exactly | the United States. This brought on a war with Mexico. durin 


me objections that you gentlemen are now urging in this | which we acquired Upper California, and thereby more firmly 








against any further extension of American sovereignty planted ourselves on the shores of the Pacific O 
t same. But do not be so tender under the saddle. Then it did seem that we had indeed reached the Ulti1 Thule 
TERRY. Wearenotatalltender; but youmust be alittle | of territorial expansion: that here on the shores of the 1 ty 
when you will not permit any interruption at this point. Pacific we were to set up the pillars of the god T inus, on 
Mr. GIBSON. It will be nointerruption when I get totheright | which should be inscribed the words ** Ne Plus Ultra;” that 
place; but gentlemen must not get too touchy. I have hardly | was no further beyond for the sovereignty of the great Amet n 
Mt iny motion yet in the direction in which you want me to} Republic. But those who adopted e those w | 
eed. I know that a horse with a tender back will flinch as | bounds for us previously. found themsel nistak 
s Syouputin anappearance. But the time for gentlemen on | Mr. Chairman, when Columbus discovered Am 
t er side to flinch will come a little later. English-speaking people on the face of the earth 1 
CALIFORNIA OUR SIXTH EXPANSION | $4,000,000 and occupied but 51, W) square miles of 
( ixth acquisition was in 1848, when we acquired California, | Many are we to-day? One hundred and forty-three 1 ~s 
By that acquisition we obtained 523,000 square miles of territory, | W' ossess 19.000,000 square miles of territ 
ch we paid thousands of lives and hundreds of millions of Ne habitable globe, and we are still exp oy 
rein prosecuting the war and $15,000,000 in hard cash to boot. Irresisilbie wave OF expansion, that rted l 
seventh acquisition was Arizona, made in 1555, whereby we | >€4 about two thousand years ago, 1s spread , 
1 46,000 square miles of country, sometimes called ** the | 4nd will continue to spread until it rol’s over ever 
en purchase;” and for that Gadsden purchase we paid | every shore In ail the world, . inh 
000. Anybody who has ever traveled over the territory be stayed. You ¢ in! er hx its bout wo N 
. d within that Gadsden purchase knows that it will not | suffice it. No one ocean can satisfy It 
. iny sort of seed that has ever been discovered, unless it be | it. No one hemisphere can circuimscribe its ] 
s ks, or some other vermin. [Laughter.] Prairie dogs, go- | 1tes. 
oyotes, and ratt!esnakes are about the only sort of animals | = 
| find in the Gadsden purchase, for which we paid $10,000,000 The world is its arena 3 the 


but that was all right, because it was done under a Dem- | boundary. Its destiny is to dominate ntire face « 

tic Administration. ncluding all race i ] 
ur eighth acquisition was Alaska, acquired in 1867. containing | tinents, in all latitudes, under every d 
0 square miles of territory, for which we r t 


paid $7,200,000, | carry blessings in our |} 


r ninth acquisition was the Hawaiian Islands, acquired in | out the bright rays of liberty, and t 
in the same manner that we acquired Texas. The parallel | the gospel of a higher civilization, a tter relig 
een the two cases is absolutely perfect. They are on all fours | life. 











; 
} mankind, a eI 
and whos place | 
‘ } , atre } 
i i wal ‘ 
] i Mr. Chairman, who believe that the race w 
t whether you call it German or whether you 
or Anglo-Saxon, or whether you call it American 
iat the race we belong to, the race that came from 
Sea | it Norwegian, Swede, or Dane if you will 
{ ! ice that came from the Baltic Sea, one branch of it 
( ng toward the west and the north, peopling Denmark, Sw 
( Norway, Holland, France, and the British Islands, and 
t e across the Atlantic to America: and the other branch 
to Russia, establishing itself in that country and giving 
1 nam | its inspiration—yes, these same Northmen, who, | 
t] Sea open to the west, sailed thence across two | 
( ins | und the world, finding this same sea closed on the east | 
| eatest unbroken stretch of land in the Old World, with | 
‘ ne fait n eir destiny and the universality of their em- } 
ldly took possession of its shores and undertook the gigan- | 
| seemingly impossible task of reaching the sea by a con- 
if mar of 6,000 miles across two continents, and now 
| ld them on the shores of China, launching their ships on the 
Pacific Ove und saluting their American kinsmen at the other | 
« { 1 3 I . 
RUSSIAN EXPANSIONISTS OUR KINSMEN. 
The Northen, ordinarily under the name of Varangians, not 
ve Russia her name but her start as the ruling power in | 
rtheastern Enrope and northern Asia; and when Russia finally | 


it Pacific through the Gulf of Pechili, one of her Varan- 
ms was realized, and once more the Russian sea kings | 
uld launch their ships upon the unbounded sea. 


In ¢ Ciulf of Pechili the descendants of those Northmen who | 
led west out of the Baltic met the descendants of their brother | 


1 who marched eastward from the Baltic, and when they 
hands their dominion girdled the globe and their conquest 

f the whole earth was assured. I say, Mr. Chairman, I am one 

ft » who believe that this race can never be confined to any 
quarters, however large. It despises barriers, ignores limits, and 
rebels against boundaries. For it there is no Rubicon, no Pillars 
of Hercules, no impassable Alps, no unnavigable sea, no impene- 
trab'e desert, no intolerable climate. 

This race, Mr. Chairman, born of what divine parents we know 
not. cradled in the Baltic Sea thousands of years ago, baptized 
with what baptism of glory we know not, the gospel of human 
liberty breathed into its nostrils as the breath of its life, and the 
badge of empire imprinted on its brow, it went forth commis- 
ioned to subdue and conquer the earth and to have dominion 
over every living thing. 

You may as well try to dam the floods of the Mississippi with 
ropes of sand, or to stay the mighty currents of the ocean with 
bags of chips, or stop the planets in their courses with cobwebs, 
as to try to stay the irresistible and all-conquering progress of 
that spirit of national expansion that has animated our race for 
the last thousand years. Like the ‘‘eternal spirit of the chainless 
mind,” no dungeon can confine it, no whip can subdue it, no 
difficulty can discourage it, no obstacle can stay it, no power can 
conyuer it, for God is its father and victory is its destiny. It is 
the master heredity of our master race, 





OUR RACE HAS A MISSION. 


Mr. Chairman, our race has a mission. No devout student of 
history can misread it. Weare the preachers of a new evangel 
of government; we are the missionaries of a new and higher civ- 
ilization; we are the apostles of the New World to the Old, and a 
part of our missien is to evangelize Asia and the Islands of the 
pea, 

The Genius of this New World, standing like an Archangel on 
the highest mountain on our Pacific coast, might well use that 
grand poetic and prophetic chant of Walt Whitman, uttered 


many years ag 














I< the world on my Western sea, 
Le} copious the islands beyond, thick as stars in the sky, 
Tel the new empire nder than any before, as in a vision it comes tome 
Tel t America, the m s, chant a greater supremacy, 
I chant projected a thousand blooming cities yet in time on those groups of 
sea nds. 
M il ships and steamships threading the archipelagoes, 
My Stars and St s fluttering in the wind, 
Con ! pening, the sleep of ages having done its work, races reborn, re 
Lives, 1 ks resumed—the object I know not—but the old, the Asiatic re 
newed as it must be, 
Commencing from this day surrounded by the world. 
? * 7 e * * 
The sign is reversing, the orb is inclosed. 
The ring is circled, the journey is done 


Mr. Chairman, the Philippine Islands have been lawfully and | 
constitutionally acquired. The President made the treaty of | 
acquisition, the Senate ratified it, and the House of Representatives | 
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| voted the money to pay for them, and voted 65,000 soldi 


hold them. 


And yet some complain of the President because he is obey} 
| the orders of Congress and the mandates of the Constitution, 


the President were to surrender these islands cr pause 
ment in the enforcement of our sovereignty there, he wo 
office. 

OUR POLICY IN THE PHILIPPINES 

In prosecuting the war in the Philippines the President 
only doing his duty under the Constitution and laws of the 
but he is doing what a large majority of this Congress and 
majority of the American people desire him to do; and in his 
act has shown himself not only a great President and pat 
American but a magnificent specimen of the true type 
grand race to which we belong. 

My individual views on the Philippine question are contai 
these resolutions, which I introduced in this House Decem 
1899: 

Concurrent resolutions relative to the views and purposes of Congré 
the Philippine Islands. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), T 
Philippine Islands are, and ever since the ratification of the , 
Spain have been, the exclusive and absolute property of the United 

that it is, and ever since said ratification has been, the cons 
iuty of the President to maintain the sovereignty of the United Sta 
said islands and to effectually suppress all insurrections against 
ereignty and other disturbances of the public peace in said islands; 
we hereby ratify and approve all that the President has done to n 
our authority and restore order in said islands. 

‘ 2. That as soon as the supremacy of the United States shall hay 
lly established in said islands Congress will provide for them su 
f government as will best secure protection to person and proper 
develop the arts of peace, giving to the inhabitants as large a share 
government as will be promotive of their happiness and welfai 
sistent with the sovereignty of the United States. 














Mr. Chairman, I want now to come a little nearer to the pr 


time. I want to show the character of the objections that 
terposed against any further growth of our country, and 
cially against the acquisition of the Philippine Islands. 
One objection is that they are too far off. They say th 
11,000 miles away, measured from one side of the count: 
7,000 from another side of the country. In these days, Mr 
man, distance is not so oftena question. If aman is goin 
here to San Francisco, he does not inquire how faritis. He 


to know how long it will take him to go, and what is the 
a railroad ticket; and that is all. We have passed the day \ 


distance has to be counted. 
PHILIPPINES NOT TOO FAR AWAY. 
The civilized man of the present is omnipresent and 





a! 


. 
AA 
guilty of an impeachable offense and would violate his oat 


omnipotent. Too far, they say! Why, you can go fro 


United States, from San Francisco to the Philippine Islan 
come back on a troop ship in two months. And yet wh 
acquired California it took six months to go there, and 
like going through_a hell to get there. [Laughter.] Y: 
to cross 2,000 miles of country uninhabited by anyb 
cept wild Indians, buffaloes, prairie dogs, gophers, and « 
You had to pack your water supply oftentimes for a h 
miles, and it is estimated that one out of every seven pers 
undertook the trip perished by the roadside. I have been: 
overland route to California, and on the right and on th« 
found the graves of the thousands of men, women, and c!} 
who lost theirlives in that awful overland journey of six 1 

Now, when you go to the Philippines, all that you have t 
to get on aship and touch a button, and the balance is ( 
you. You can play cards, you can read books and news} 
you can write sermons or political speeches, you can dance 
or sing, you can attend dinner parties, youcan doeverythi! 
you can do in your office or in your home on land; and a 
while the ship is steaming away across the ocean at the 1 
miles an hour, and you are put down at Manila without 
raised a drop of sweat, without having given a thought 
journey, without having lost a meal or an hour's sleep. A! 
in this day some of us Americans have become so effe! 
either through wealth, or through excess of civilization. or t 
the refinements of political or theological polemics, that the 
boarding a ship to goto the Philippine Islands, when th 
fathers girded up their loins, saddled their horses, packe 
mules, yoked their oxen to their own wagons, and took the 
and their children, traveling on foot 3,000 miles across pla 
deserts, across mountains and valleys, across creeks and 
among Indians and wild beasts, in order to reach Californ 
they were not afraid. 


JOSHUA AS A LEADER OF EXPANSION. 


To hear some of these men talk, Iam reminded of what 


place when the Children of Israel approached the promis 
They sent spies to look out the country, timid men. the 
crats of those days, and when these spies returned, what: 
say? They said, ‘‘Oh, it is an awful country. The 1a 


voureth the inhabitants, and the children of the giants a1 
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the Anakim and the Zamzummim, and we. in t] i 
t as grasshoppers.” That was the report of a Democrat 








iting « 1 ’ wid I Saviour w 
nd they are st ringing in the ver ! reports I \ ’ 
i ine all hos i t l 18 ari : I 
sed jordal 1d ed the country cet 
Chairman, I will just 1 youasum ry he objet 
i st the acquisit Louisiana 1 Californ I xas N \\ 
s were j as V isly urged in their day as art \ we t 
hs to tu juisit L h hilip} sin our da cy 
OBJ \S TO TH \ UISITION OF LOUISIANA 
. Territory too large ever to be peopled. WwW ' 
1d. Population too large and too incongrtous ever to be- My ae 4 r 
homogeneous with people of the original thirteen States. : aa erie aia i : : . Y 
Impossibility of ever making the inhabitants fit for | 4.00003. 4e J : 
in citizenship. . ( y ha 
th. Lerritory too remote from the Atl intic coast ever to | Who was P? 
ng more than @ Wlid ‘and roamed over Dy Wiid beasts and cai: ol Cees S37 
men. +h atin ee aie kia 1 
th. If ever peo ypled like the Eastern States. it will eventually | .2:44.°, cae at 
nate these States and overwhelm their civilization and laws. aan ‘Phas , ’ ak a ie 1 
rhaps their religion and liberty. esa ead: ARAL Clad 3 Eee 
th. The United States have no constitutional power to ac- Sr rsa rer be: ; 
the territory. ee Se ane s bay that mili 
nth. Parts of the territory are so remote as to be inaccessi- | ,),.., Respect ni te ye “ ay SS eoa Eee 
to the influences of civilization, commerce, or religion. (ioe ain alt Sc mee . om a= apie ; 
The expense of governing it will pauperize the people | F catia cesbiniiy Ania ocmeetas ra . ; ; aa a : ; 
ist, and no compensations therefor. aii aa ; ; 
Governing it will cost the lives of thousands of our sons. | >. 3 ccite Fe, en hes 
or by disease. eeehepren siege a cas 
aw + , : . » | Ja V ) l 
If ever peopled by white men, they will be as wild and | ¢...44 + ow dee ST evit 
ss as the Indians and as unfit for civilization and citizenship, | , Sc aaet 
will be a menace to the Eastern States, and mayin time | peri all com! 
te them, as the Goths, Vandals, and other barbarians sub- | ., - nd weat cod ad Tas ‘ 
| Rome. T] an aftidavit tl 4 af 1 ‘ 
OBJECTIONS TO ACQUISITION OF CALIFORNIA. to-day ] x1 sa standir 
Too far away; can not be reached in less than six months | cessor, \ im McKinle I 
land or sea. United Stat rall justly 
id. Population dissimilar in race, customs, traditions, laws, | tory [Applause 3 Ww 
gion. and where Thomas J I 
Impossibility of defending it against a foreign foe have to go back on the p1 lents they fut 
It will shift the balance of territorial power from the | Louisian: : and Florida. 
coast to the Pacific. | No, we have never asked for t! 
It will introduce into our population a race of mongrels, | set the consent of the M " (7 
r our civilization, religion, or liberties. fornia? No. Did we cet t t aie: Shvcnei Teenie 
The land is mainly composed of deserts and mountains, | annexed Florida? No. Well.1 [ wan ma t ’ 
rts blasted by unbearable heat and the mountains covered | whether the French and the M : i S ! : 
table snow. | as ge od p ople to cons it ‘ I ] 14 \ : 
there were kickers, too, in those days, but they kicked | the Philippine Islands, Ar Fr » be written . 
t the pricks and were forced forward in spite of themselves. | infants and incapable of givi1 nsent Are the S { 
they protested; in vain they predicted evil; in vain they | be written down as infants and incapable of givin: , 
bout the Constitution; in vain they abused Jefferson as | the Me ns of Upper California t I infar 
Louisiana, and Polk as to California; in vain they swore they | and incapable of giving consent? No. 
wol 1 never submit, The great mass of the American people, a a 
the fundamental law of their heredity, went on in their | ni ihe aapasinistar rar eheniccoden sha ; 
tions, with sub ime confidence in their destiny, and now Lhe question of consent S never be raised in any of our 
I the glorious results! | acquisitions until this late day; and I want to say th 1 
» to say it, but the American who belittles expansion be- | my side here may not agree with me in it, but I belies ‘ 
not only the mighty statesmen and grand heroes who have | true—I believe that if William Jennings Bryan had been ¢ ed 
dour country from the Gulf to the Lakes and from the | President of the United States instead of William McKi1 
A eny Mountains to the Pacific Ocean, but he belittles his | the Spanish war would have come on all the same; that Dev 
lf and takes from his own head that glorious crown of | wonld have sunk the Spanish fleet in Manila Bay all the ! 
hip which makes an American the foremost man in all the | that the United States would have acquired the Philippine Islat 
vi { |} all the same; that William Jenn s | \ by the aid of 
THE TRUE AMERICAN SPIRIT. | American army, would to-day be putting down Aguinaldo all ti 
v different the spirit now animating some men who think | same. and that every man on the De mocra side of ft Hlous 
ire good Americans from that mighty spirit of — ism | would be shouting * Hr ih!’ and **Amer “ 1 n 
ized up into one universal conflagration two years ago | this side of the House wo a i be] ir 
» Spanish war the world beheld a marvelous seaeteaie. It | pipes and smoke it. [Laughter 
saw the North and the South, the East and the West rally around This opposition to the acquisition ot the Philippine I : 
u ner of the Republic as the great object of their love and | political,and political only. So far as lam rned, Iv 
Fitzhugh Lee and Joseph Wheeler, mighty men who | the issue, because no party yet has ever lb e to stand u 
ttled for an independent Confederacy from 1861 to 1865, | against the great wave of American expansio nd nev 
ught side by side with the sons of Grant and Logan, and | until the time comes to write our epitaph, and not until t 
Congress of the United States men who served in the Con- | and that day may God in his wisdom and mercy put off forev 
‘slerate army joined the men who served in the Federal Army in Some say that we may have the right to buy land, but 
s men, money, and ships to uphold the cause of a reunited | 
s re 1s an inspiring lesson in the very names of the ships When we bought Louisiana, some 1 ibt said, ‘*$15,000,000 
y 


h wrought the ruin of Spain’s navies. At Manila the Olym- 
vii spoke for the great Northwest, and the Boston for the great 
ortheast. The Concord spoke for the old North and the Balti- d if he has any descendants (which I doubt, as cowart 
and Raleigh spoke for the new South, while at Santiago the | no « hildre n), they are not bragging about it. 

” spoke for the Pacific States. the Teras for the Gulf, the When we bought Florida did we not buy Ser 


for 150,000 redskins, a hundred d irs per ni” B 


s inited | no right to buy people; and they sar illy s that if we do 
ry, buy people, they ought to be worth more than $2 a head 
me did say it, no man has wasted paper in ]} rving hist 


pot Vall our Atlantic coast, and the Jorwra for the great Mis- bullfrogs, and mosquitoes? And the s ’ ned 
1 Valley. Every section and party of our mighty many-ir I 


loubt claimed that 
hundered and lis ghte ned in the cause of liberty and saiot 


t 
territory but its name, 
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When we bought California, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, and New 
M: he disgruntled politicians of 1848 inquired why 
We | r territories we had already conquered by | 
the sv i: and others wanted to know what use we had for terri- | 
t beyond the Rocky Mountains, when we already had a mil- 
lion square miles of territory this side of the Rockies, inhabited 
by r but Indians, buffaloes, and prairie dogs. 

And when a Democratic President bargained away Texas to 

pain, did he not bargain away the Americans then living in Texas 
wit t their consent? | 
’ ? i PHAN OUR INDIANS | 

Others, agair iv: “Are not the Filipinos as much entitled to | 
thei rty as we are to ours?” Force rules the world, and all 
oul ts ure based on force, Which is only another name for law. 
We VE ¢ i© Indians and robbed them of their lands, just | 

these Indians in their turn drove out a race that lived here be- 

re and thus race drives out race, one religion sttpersedes 
anotl one barbarism supplants another, one civilization gives | 
way to another, asa rule the better always superseding the worse. 

Did not Massachusetts destroy her Indians and murder King 
Phil who was an Aguinaldo in his day? Did not Virginia ex- 
terminate the Potomac Indians? Did not Nerth and South Caro- | 
linn and Georgia drive out their Indians? Did not we Tennes- 
eans eX} the Cherokees? Is Aguinaldo any nobler than was | 
Po Logan? or Tecumseh? or Osceola? or Black Hawk? or 
( - or Sitting Bull? or Geronimo? 

No; it ife to say that these great Indian chieftains were one 

| all the superiors of Aguinaldo, and the red warriors of their | 
tri vere far braver and greater lovers of liberty than the | 
vell aced soldiers of the Philippines; and are we not, to-day, | 

vernin 10,000 Indians right here in the United States without 
thei 1 nt 

\nother objection that is urged is that we have no use for the 
a I No use for it! That was said in 1753, when we started 


to acquire Mississippi, Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, West Vir- | 
‘estern Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
ind Wisconsin. Why, they said, ‘*‘ Wehaveplenty of country over | 
here on this side of the Allegheny Mountains. England, that is | 
nearly two thousand years old, is not thickly populated, and she 


wit \ 
i al \V 


has only 51,000 square miles, while we have got nearly 400,000 
square miles, and we have enough land on the east of the Alle- 


gheny Mountains to last us ten thousand years. Why, then, | 
send our young men off across the Alleghenies to fight the French 
and Indians and bring on war and cause blood to be shed and 
money to be spent?” 

But the spirit of expansion, the spirit of the Vikings, was in 
their hardy hearts, and we went forward, Then, when Thomas 
Jefferson acquired Louisiana, they said we did not need it, had no 
use for it, none whatever. So, when we acquired Texas, Daniel 
Webster said we had all the country we needed. All the Whigs 
all over the country said we had no use for it. 

Mr. ROBB. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBB. I would like to ask the gentleman if he believes 
we are authorized by justice and morals to invade a country and 
take it because we have a use for it? 

Mr. GIBSON. My friend and brother, nations do not go to 
Sunday school, If they did, you would to-day surrender all the 
property you have to the Indians—every dollar’s worth of it—for, 
from your standpoint, it has all been the result of robbery. 

Mr. ROBB. Ihave another question I would like to ask the 
gentleman. I would like to ask if he thinks that England is jus- 
tified in the course she is now pursuing down in South Africa 
toward the Boers? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ask me some question about Siberia. [Laugh- | 
ter.| It would have just as much todo with my argument. Such | 
a question is an admission that the gentleman has nothing sub- 
stantial to say. 

Mr. ROBB. I have another question—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
further to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. GIBSON. Not for such irrelevant questions. 
the country, no use for Texas, no use for Louisiana, no use for | 
Florida, no use for California, no use for Oregon, no use for Alaska! | 
Why, a member of Congress arose on the floor of this House and | 
offered a resolution to give $7,200,000 to any nation on earth that | 
would take Alaska off our hands. 

Mr. GAINES. And yet you did not think that they ought to | 
have a jury up there. 

Mr. GIBSON. I see that lam stirring up the animals, although 
[ have tried to keep very quiet. [Laughter.] No use for the 
territory! Iam one of those men who believe in Providence; I | 
do not know whether gentlemen on the other side believe in it or 
not, and I do not know whether everybody on this side believes 
in it or not, but I believe init. Ican not understand history any 

‘other way. I believe there is a Providence in this matter. Mr. 
Chairman, what would have been the condition of North America | 


| 
| 
j 
| 


No use for 





| Now see it 


| to send there? LD ; yc I ; 
| York, or even Ohio or Missouri will abandon their farms togo upon “n)) 
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if the English, the Irish, the Germans, the Danes, the Sw des. 
and the Norwegians had not come over here? 

Mr. Ross rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? : 

STATESMANSHIP LOOKS AHEAD ONE 

Mr. GIBSON, No, sir; unless my time is extended, I can 1 
yield. What would be the condition of North America? It w 
be one vast wilderness inhabited only by heathen Indians—n 
church, not a Sunday school, not a Bible, not a civilized n 
—the glory of the whole earth, the admiration ot 
nations, and the nearest realization of a heaven on earth 
achieved by the children of men. Of course it has cost blood a) 
cost treasure; it has caused injustice in individual cases; but wv 
do not look at what is to-day or at what will be to-moerr 
Statesmen look forward a hundred years, and looking forwa1 


HUNDRED YEARS. 





| hundred years, when the Philippines will be like anew Jerusalem, 


come down from the skies, glorified by Christianity, ennobled 
civilization, purified by the principles of liberty, and living } 
pily under a republican government, then what will become of 


; men who rise in this Congress and want to know whether 


right to go and take possession of the Philippine Islands wit! 


| the consent of the people there, just as no doubt four hun 


years ago there were men in England who said it was wron: 
come here and dispossess the red men? 
No, Mr. Chairman, we are moving forward and moving 


| ward, this great army of American civilization and Ameri 


progression. Under the starry banner of Columbia there ca: 
no such thing as legalized oppression, no more than there can 
darkness under the light of the midday sun or iniquity in 

courts of heaven. [Applause. } 





APPENDIX. 
Objections to the acquisition of Louisiana on the part of members of C 

The acquisition of Louisiana, in 1808, was vigorously opposed in C 
Senator Pickering, of Massachusetts, said: 

“It is declared in the third article [of the treaty] that the inhabita 
the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of the United 5 
But neither the President and Senate, nor the President and Congr+ 
competent to such an act of incorporation. I believe the assent of ea 


| dividual State to be necessary for the admission of a foreign country 


associate in the Union.” 

Senator White, of Delaware, said: 

‘But as to Louisiana, this new, immense, unbounded world, if it s! 
ever be incorporated into the Union, of which I have no idea, it can o: 
done by amending the Constitution. I believe it will be the greatest 
that could at present befall us. It may be productive of innumerabl 
and especially of one that I fear ever to look upon. * * * Thus our 
zens will be removed to the immense distance of two or three thousand 1 
from the capital of the Union, where they will scarcely ever feel the ra 
the General Government.” 

Representative Griswold, of Connecticut, said: 

‘The vast and unmanageable extent which the accession of Louisia 
give the United States, the consequent dispersion of our population « 
destruction of that balance which it is so important to maintain betw 
Eastern and Western States, threatens, at no very distant day, the 
sion of our Union.” 

Representative Griffin, of Virginia, said: 

“IT fear the effect of the vast extent of our empire: I fear the effects 
increased value of labor, the decrease in the value of lands, and the inf! 
of climate upon our citizens who should migrate thither. I fear 
this land is represented as flowing with milk and honey) thatthis Ede: 
New Worid will prove a cemetery for the bodies of our citizens.” 

When, in 1811, the bill for the admission of the present State of Lov 
the mere southern corner of the Louisiana purchase—came before th 
of Representatives, Josiah Quincy, of Massachusetts, said: 

‘To me it appears that it [the passage of the bill] would justify a 1 
tion in this country, and that in no great length of time it may pr 

‘‘I am compelled to declare it as my deliberate opinion that if | 
passes the bonds of the Union are virtually dissolved. 

* * * * ** * 

“This Constitution never was and never can be strained to lap 
the wilderness of the West without essentially affecting both the rig 
the convenience of its real proprietors. It was never intended to for: 
ering for the inhabitants of the Missouri and the Red River count 
whenever it is attempted to be stretched over it will rend asunder 

“ Why, sir. I have already heard of six States, and some say ther 
at no great distance of time, more. I have also heard that the mout 
Ohio will be far to the east of the center of the contemplated empire 

“I oppose this bill from no animosity to the people of New Ork 
from the deep conviction that it contains a principle incompatible v 
liberties and safety of my country. * * * This bill, if it passes. 
blow to the Constitution. It may afterwards linger, but, lingering 
will at no very distant period be consummated.” 

OBJECTIONS TO OREGON. 

When the bill for the settlement of Oregon Territory came befor: 
ate in 1843, Senator McDuftie, of South Carolina, said: 

* Why, sir, of what use will this be foragricultural purposes? I w 
for that purpose give a pinch of snuff for the wholeTerritory. Iwis 
we did not own it. I wish it was an impassable barrier to secure Us 
the intrusionof others. This is the character of that country. Who 
Do you think your honest farmers in Pennsylvat 


enterprise? God forbid!” . 

- opposition to the same measure, Senator Dickerson, of New 
Said: 

‘We have not adopted a system of colonization, and it is hoped ws 
shall. Oregon can never be one of the United States. If we extend 
to it we must consider it as a colony. * * * Is the Territory ot 
ever to becomea State, a member of the Union? 

* Never. 

‘The Union is already too extensive.” 


oO 
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Mr. DINSMORE Mr. Chairman, I now eld or ] r to tl 
in from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAM 
WILLIAMS of M Ssi] Mr. ¢ n. 1 eer 
ill the time the gentleman has de | ei 
uss d the Ph ippir antl x tes : 
to i { have hit oO at “4 
f the question, from the s t ar 
civilization. I shall discuss it lav fr s lower stan 
{ hate to discuss great questions from a groveling standar 
lars and cents, but there is as t of ommercialisn 
lin the land that absolutely demands that that pl fF thin 


n shall be met. 
in vesterday, while my colleague from Arkansas 
“was speaking, he was interrupted with a question f 
nd upon my right [Mr. BouTELL of Illinois] to this eff 





the will of the Filipinos were ascertained, and ‘ re 
Islands to annexed to the Ur ut : 
4 comm ial standpoint advantag 


I shall take that as the text of the beginning of what I have to 
14 1 think I can show from the standpoint of American 
ultural industry, and from the standpoint of the interest of 
an laborers, that the annexation of the Philippine Islands 

very Filipino man, woman, and child desired it, would not be 
ntageous to the United States and to its commerce. either ab 
yas anoriginal proposition, or in comparison with what w 

do under comparatively free trade relations with them by 


and when I say comparatively free trade relations, | mean 
e which shall give us aright to free entry into their 

t give them free entry to ours. 
think I can make it *‘ plain, palpable, and obvi 
t advantageous of these two positions is the position of giving 
people a protectorate for a time until they learn how to 
up and walk by themselves, while we take advantage of the 
that we have stretched out our great arm to help them, to 
such commercial expansion as we can, such commercial 
sion as I believe they will readily grant. Everybody wants 

rcial expansion. 

I believe they will readily grant perpetual free entry of Ameri 
n products to all their ports, and I believe in doing that we can 
he great question which is interesting a great many of you 
men on that side in your perplexity, namely, how to make 
part of the United States and at the same time, in con- 
tion of the decisions of the Supreme Court and all prece- 
* authority laid down by the Secretaries of State and the 
t publicists, fix one rate of import duty for New York, another 
‘ensacola and Nogales, and another for Manila. That is the 
uu are confronted with under your plan of colonial acces- 


n 
p 








\ 
s become definitely a part of the United States. 
ake thema part of the United Statesand thereby bring them 

ler the uniform-import clause of the Constitution, you can by 


y provisions obtain the utmost markets for our goods and | 
lant stations for our Navy, and yet avoid all injury to our 


ultural interests and our labor and also many troublesome 
iestions of citizenship. That is our plan. 

n pure and simple. 
But before proceeding to that I want to argue the commercial 
question from a present, actual, practical standpoint—the stand- 


nt of unwilling Filipinos protesting with arms in their hands | 


nst annexation and undergoing the process of military sub- 
ition. I hope to prove that annexation will be the death knell 
ie of our laboring men and to some of our agricultural in- 
s and a grave menace to others. 


& 
\ 


y 
I 

tornct 
L 


_Atthe very forefront of this question it is well to remember | 
we have in the Philippine Islands to-day, wearing the blue | 


+ 


rm of the Republic, 65,000 men. 

Ss well to remember that it has been estimated again and 
and it is a conservative estimate—that, taking the rank and 
e and officers all together of the Army of the United States, that 

Army ci sts $1,000 per annum per man. A thousand thousand is 


| t 


‘ssimilation,” as you call it, or for purposes of conquest and 
greed, as I call it. 
jut whatever may be the purpose, that is what it is costing the 
opleof thiscountry. Whatare yon getting asa possibility —not 
isan actuality? You might be getting as a possibility the entire 
le of the entire Philippine Islands in imports and exports. 
it is the utmost possibility. Of course, however, that is prac- 
Cally improbable, because there are some things which we sell 


+ 


Th 


that they do not want, and there are some things which they sell | 


Which we do not consume. 


oc oe entire archipelago, including all the imports and all the 
‘ports, that neither Spain, Great Britain, France, China, nor 


XXXIII—99 


rts 


us” that the | 


You can not hope to do this, as I hope to prove, if the Philippine | 
If you do | 


Commercial expan- | 


lon, and sixty-five thousand thousand dollars is $65,000,000. | 
Lare then paying now $65,000,000 for the purposes of * benevo- | 


But if you take it for granted that we could get the entire trade | 
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\ 
‘ Is 
ind 1 r 
At n | I Ww 
+} nt ¢ site ' ey vo } 
a X a ] rv T r ’ 
( .1f\ ( nd t s l 
But Ih 1 ma l ‘ 
s ( 1 the Philippines 
: ] 
men w ‘ ¢ : 
nd It k perhaps ‘ 
\me in so r 4 ( st 
cr 1 cost of subsister I 
for men and mui | 
IY \ i? id , \ ’ 
mes th Fi nt of ent I 
f the entire a ’ 
ais fs : ot ealtn 7 
Mr. BOUTELL | Vill i 
single lestion 
Mr. WILLIAMS of M W 
Mr. BOUTEL! | lha 
ing any gentleman in t! I t 
times we may a! v< 
change of though The 3 a gI 
just what course we s! pur 1 
mediate future 
I understand the chairman of \ I I 
that he believes that w hould it 
troops from the Philippine I] Is and ! 
lutely to their own devices. Now 
man’s remarks as to the expense of the 
I would ask whether in his view that would b 


for us now to pursue? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
a little irrelevant to the immediate point as d 
am always glad to be interrupted by a gentleman 
my friend from Illinois. 
I have given my opinion upon that question by introdu yr int 
this House a set of resolutions ¢ 


‘xpressill 


tp ing Ws A 
also by two speeches upon this floor, Sometimes a $s put in 
a position in which he does not want to be put. I hav Apu 
sometimes in a position in which I did not want to be pu 

Sometimes you find yourself in the midst of a fig] ind you 
must fight it cut, even though your better judgment te 1 
you ought not to have been in the fight, havi en mista ! 

| its incipiency, and that as soon as you can make your peace with 
your antagonist from any honorable standpoint, you had | 
doit. Still, you can not stand still and let him knock y: wn 
You would rather postpone explanations to / until 

| fight. Meantime youcanconsult yourownconscience. lamnow 





probing the American conscience and judgment. 

Now, let me leave that branch of the i 
men may say in answer tomy argument, ‘‘The Army will finally 
be drawn away from the 


at case and goon. G 


Philippines, and even if that cour 3 
| kept as a‘ part’ of the United States or as a ‘ possession’ 
pendency ’” (and [ care nothing about language—call it what ye 


please—let us differ about ideas if we differ at all) ‘‘ that A 
will be reduced or entirely done away with.” 





I do not believe it; and I have behind n n1 é f 
| history of the world. There is not a single insta 
white or European race has held in subj in A \ 
where it has not been found necessary to keep up an 
army of occupation, Great Britain has found it1 
East Indies and in Egypt. France finds it necessary in 
and in Madagascar. 
All nations have found it necessary whet 
| You may stamp out this insurrection except for a 
whackers here and there; but every th t 
afresh. Is my friend aware of the fact that Great 
fifteen years in subduing the hill tribes ica, a1 
little country not larger scarcely than a ¢ ty of Miss 
and that even then, in order to obtain permanent peac« i 
enter into atreaty and give those peo} I n rights ol 
autonomy? 
I say that when the so-called war is over you will haves to] 
| at least 25,000 men in the Philippine Islands f l tin 


army of occupation to prevent further insurr¢ 
sand dollars a man per year that is $25,000,000, : 
cent increase it is thirty-odd million of dollars per annun 





more tl ( to aj] the present import and export trade of 
the I I i with all the world. 

;, | want to be perfectly fair. Gentlemen may 
to that it the present commercial condition in 
{ es is not a fair sample of what it may be under the 
\ il when law and order a d peace : ind stice and civ- 
1 and all those things have been naan: whenit has 
bec he ew Jerusalem,” as the gentleman from the moun- 

tain rict of Tennessee | Mr. GLBSON| said a moment ago. 
Let us be ir. Now, my friends, one of two things is abso 
Int nd 1 want in this connection especially to address 
{ 1 ed in cotton planting, who have been 





led of by the arguments of some men with interested motives 
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Japs by the annexation of Hawaii, and now proposetoadmit 10, 
000 of pauper labor and their products to the freedom of trad 
freedom of travel, secured to all parts of the Union by the « 
stitution. For whose benefit? Labor’s? No! Syndicates 
capitalists with money to work paupers? Yes! 

Do the few hemp raisers who are yet left in the United § 
want to increase competition of that sort? 

W hat is the capacity to raise thesethings? Weare told 
ernment documents that only one-twentieth of their ara] 
is in cultivation. 

But now. my friends, in that connection I will go a litt! 
further. These are the things that the Filipinos to-day e 
but they are not the only things that they can export 
port when they were formerly in a condition of prosperity 
pared to what they are now. They then exported a large qua 
of rice. 

Do the rice growers of Georgia and South Carolina and IL 
ana want to annex that sort of competition? And that is1 
I find from this Treasury document, page 1313, that as far | 
1S18 these pe ople exported over $25,000 worth of long-staple 
Remember, they had then no cotton gins. Remember | 
were our own exportations at that time. 

Some time ago | was talking to my friend the gentleman 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] in the cloakroom, and he to!d me ot 
versation that he had had with one of the Philippine « 
sioners about raising long-staple cotton in the Philippine | 
[ thought it must be a mistake, but it put me upon ee 
consulted this document from which I have been quot 
which I have here, issued by the Treasury Saeertaent 
United States, and I find that in 1818 they actually export« 


ora 


LOW 


| amount of long-staple cotton. 


who h wanted dupe them into the belief that they would 
‘ na vast murket there for cotton and cotton goods, and who 
have 1 ed off also by some other nen who are not knavish and 
lo not desire to dupe them, but who are themselves ignorant of | 
thi uditions in the Philippine Islands and who, while duping the 
people, have duped themse:ves. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will my friend allow me before he enters 
upon that branch of his argume ye He has made a very interest- 

ne statement in respect to the money cost of holding the Philip- 
pines. would like to ask him if in the course of his remarks he | 
is prepared to speak of the cost in the loss of human life? 

Mr. WIL! MS of Mississippi. Iam not now. Iam now ad- 
dressing the spirit of ‘* commercialism,” and it unfortunately does 
not care a bawhbee for human life,and consequent!y I am not talk- 

t that at this moment. God knows there are higher 
t han this little money aspect of the case that I am discuss- 
il Ww ! s that 1] would rather discuss—but I am confining 
m\ to that a: spect of the problem to-day. 

Now. my friends, one of two things, as | have said, must follow, 
ind I want to ad = ss this especially to men of the class I have 

ilicated. Either commercial conditions in the Philippines will 
rem ib tant tally as they are, or they will be vastly improved 
under our flag. If they remain as they are, then if all the Fili- | 
pinus who wear clothes were to put into one gigantic order all the 


cotton they want for a year, and send it within one week to the 
city of New Orleans, it would not create a ripple upon the cotton 
market. 

Now if ntrary, weteach them to wear clothes, either 
in the schoolhouse or upon the battlefield, and we produce a con- 
dition of great industrial progression and improvement; if this 
dream that the brown man in the Orient can be imbued with the 


upon the ec 


energy, the industry, progressiveness and goaheadativeness of 
white men in the Occident, if that shall be realized; if we should 


succeed in bringing about a vast industrial amelioration of in- 


dustrial and commercial conditions by improved transportation | 


facilities, by the introduction of labor-saving machinery, by the 
equal administration of the law, and by all the instrumentalities 
that can bring that about, then we may possibly create a valuable 
customer. But how will he become a valuable customer? 

lfow, if not by first becominga better producer? Because, except 
aman have the wherewithal to buy, he can not buy, and except 
he produce something to sell he can not obtain the wherewithal 
to buy. Now, suppose that you put these people in a position 
where they progress more marvelously than Japan has progressed. 
Suppose they increase in productive capacity to such an extent 
that they are capable of increasing their purchasing power twenty- 
fold. Upon what lines of increased production must they increase 
their purchasing power? What will be the lines of improved and 
increased production? Why, to-day the main exports of the Phil- 
ippine Islands consist of sugar, tobacco, and hemp. 


Do the tobacco growers of Connecticut and Maryland want to 
produce that sort of ‘‘industrial amelioration” in the Philippine 


Islands that will enable men who are employed at 20 cents a day, 
even if their wages double, as they have done in Japan, to com- 
pete with them in the Connecticut Valley and along the hills of 
Maryland? 


Do the sugar planters of Louisiana want to get valuable cus- 





I find also that they exported ‘‘homespun fabrics of c 
on page 1310 of this document, which is entitled ‘Samm 
Commerceand Finance of the United States for November, 
On page 1311 I find this language: ‘‘The galleons used to « 
from there spices, cotton fabrics, silks,” ete. That led me t 
ther investigate this matter, and now I want to tell you 
looked into it. 

I come from a section of country that raises long-stap! 
ton. I am myself a producer of long-staple cotton. | 
Egyptian cotton has been coming in in larger and larger q 
ties, and during three or four seasons the prices of long- 
cotton have been cut down from between 14 and 16 cents, i 1 


| price, to between 7 and 9 cents by Egyptian competition, 


year the price went up again, owing to a small crop nto 


Such was the result of the introduction of law and or: 


tomers for the manufactured goods of this country by enabling 
these people after putting up improved machinery for sugar man- 
nfacture to sell fi v , ten, twenty, fifty, a hundred fold as much | 
sugar as they do nowince ompetition with the Louisiana man who | 
raises cane sugar? Does the man out West who has gone into the 
new industry of raising beet sugar want to annex competition? 

You have had an object lesson in Hawaii. We gave Hawaiian 
an yar free entry to our ports and capitalists went there, intro- | 
( “dl t best machinery, and imported from all parts of the | 
Wot ld J; aval se, Chinese, Portuguese, East India coolies, Negri- 
tos, and even Tagalos, to compete under the peonage contract 
system with our colored laborers in Louisiana and white farmers 
in Nebraska. Do you want more of it? 

Congressmen ha ve stood here loud-mouthing their opposition to 
Chinese immigration and to contract importation of labor, and 


these same lawmakers, because they think the people’s eyes are 


not open, have already admitted tens of thousands of Chinese and 


improved machinery and irrigation in Egypt, under thee : 1 
ministration of English laws, in producing competition 
doors. 

This thing went so far that a great many people down in 1 
section of the country, forgetting the traditions of a life!) 
were knocking at the doors of Congress for a protective + 
upon long-staple cotton; men who had spent their lives de: 
ing a protective tariff as a robbery of the great mass of the 
sumers for the benefit of some class found themselves willin to 
rob the general consumer a bit further in order to benefit | 
selves. sing a cotton planter, I received a great deal of 
sure to vote for a law to put money by tariff taxation int 
own pocket, as well as into theirs. 

It may suit the New England cotton manufacturer to ¢ 
long-staple cottons cheaper than he does now, but it happens to 
be our interest that he should pay enough for them to give us a 
profit upon our investments and areasonableliving besides. Sow, 
{ find in this book to which I refer (Foreman’s) the fo! g 
language, on page 361: 

Long- staple cotton was formerly extensively cultivated in the pr 
Llocos Norte, whence many years ago large quantities of good c ot 
were exported. This industry still exists. The cultivation of 
was, however, discouraged by the local governors in order to urg 
ing of tobacco for the Government supplies. 

I wish to explain to the House here how that came abou! 
Spanish Government instituted, as did many governm 
Europe, what is called the tobacco monopoly, the Gover 
and the politicians and the farmers of the revenue thus b 
directly interested in encouraging the growth of tobacco ! 
the Spanish colonies, so that the utmost profit possible 1 
made out of the tobacco monopoly. 

Orders were then issued, of course, from the home Gover 
and the local governors proceeded to discourage the cultiva 
everything standing in the way of tobacco and to encouras 
production of tobacco. This they did through revenue !a 
administrative favoritism, to the enrichment of the m 
This author furthermore says: ‘‘Cotton spinning and w 
still carried on on a reduced scale in the Llocos province.” 

I find, furthermore, in Fiske’s ‘‘Story of the Philippin 
page 66: 

The long-staple cotton could be easily cultivated, and at one time 3 
were cotton fields in northern Luzon. * * * It only needs enterpri e and 


a 


common sense to make cotton raising a valuable industry. 
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M ERRY. Will the gentleman from Mississ permit me of l t Y 
4 question the ‘ ! 
WILLIAMS of Mississij Yes l 
ERRY. Isit nota tha lucts 
rw 1 come in « nw rs in M ( ; 
will be raisea and pro Landsent her corpora tr Laced i i 
licates employing cooly la ‘ 
VILLIAMS Mississipp lt i nd Iam cor { ( 
t , wh . Wehay had s in Hav ! t ' \ 
RRY nd h I s here and l é 
cy tis wv 1 2 0 Lu and t i } 
aman hada1z onor1 d s'ca il } 1 tl , 
thing g there that t la 3 1 l 
never vel ted by the } l policy oit t 
t} ‘ 
LL AMS of Mississippi Why. I do not know T I i l t W 
ike it as strong asa million; but lam coming to that par | 
el ed I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Ididnot hear < ts d e as they |] j 
tly. rhe statement he ma accords with all Il have £ 
ard from Hawaii and the Philippines 
iy ir s, these long ple « 1} have been’ Loug g 
rhere. Lam nota protectionist lam not willingtolay Taney Llast i ! t 
r taxes upon any human being on the face of this gl | dents it will foun 
put an increased profit into my own pocket, but I will | weight or 
i how far I dogo alongthat line. Lam not in fay en a! 
ine of annexing oriental pauper competition a Atlant I ' 
al rel t } j 
sain, my fri nds, what sort of competition is this that we igar of the West m1 
it to annex people in the open markets of 1 int 
LACEY. Will the gentleman yield a moment to me? Now, to return to what I \ n : ¢ 1 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. rupted by th ntleman from lowa {Mr. La what " 
CEY. By free trade you would annex the pauper com- | competition and by what sor t.2 H 
the whole worid. page 3S3toft For 
YILLIAMS of Mississippi. eee reis not the | actually paid ina sus u id 
t danger of what you cail ‘ trade,” except when you | all my friends from sug an 
ng a political speech. A Dew cratic ‘‘ tariff for revenue” | that men employed three months—a ‘ 
trade” when you are moking political speeches. [Ap- |, sugar wareho 1 


n the Democratic side. | Besides that, free trade with | ployed in ordinary cotton-tield work. 
10 compete with agric ulture and labor alone is one thing, Let me give you what these men are paid. ¢ 1lal 
trade in all things—fair trade—is another. Give us free | ers, $1.50 per week for the season of 1 t 
th all the world and we will risk it, but do not give us high-priced ones, employedin “ hary tit 
.tion which discriminates against the people for who1 n I now | $44 month for the whol yea ind. 1] 


say further to my friend from Iowa that I heard my | whole year round. I find but ) men t 

i Mr. Bartety of Texas say rather a good thing the other | keep soul and body together, one a 1 linist, W $30 

Ss aid ‘his free-trade principles had never been remotely | month, and another a manager, who gets a salary of $1 

1 except by one thought, and 2 at was the prospect of Then I find this curious entry he | i for the la 

ition, not from the white men, who have a decent stand- | ing the whole time of service,” 145 |: ers, f ill these laborers 
living, but from the brown man and yellow man of the | for ayear, ‘*$2,000!” Som ng] than $15 api a year to feed 
: the whole business! I sup] the h p l fellows who got $6 
ygofurtherin my argument. When I examined this book | a month lived high, and that must have brought down the average 


\ 

















1an—which, by the way. I will commend you all to read, | for the others. That is the sort of compet n you are in 
by John Foreman, fellow of the Royal Geographical ] inne ly 
and entitled ‘*The Philippine Islands,” written _befo1 up from M 
ntroversy arose, and without any political purpose—I found s Why, some 
a very important industry growing up in copra oil, an nk st t ) 
ry of making oil from cocoanut-palm nuts. I found that dy | nd then starve 
is sent to exactly the same people in Europe who buy our 
d oil. Pay introduced a bill 
an illuminant and lubricant and atthe same time an edible I mendation, 
Litis be ing sent to France to mix with olive oil, and sent te id r ultra 
re to mix with the various other things which furnish nd youg d to dea 
See hamanity. ‘ ttee 
[found it a comparatively new industry. Beginning in 1890, the word United States” 
rt was 4,653 tons; in 1892 the exp rt had risen to tw nty- 
isand and a few odd hundred tons in round numbers; t Loa h, 
) it had grown to 37, 000 tons in round numbers; and in 1897 ) . 
h the war and trouble, it had grown to 53,750. In 1891a 
ut-oil factory, with modern appliances, was started near 1M 
. to > f rgott nN pay j i | ‘¥ 
of the cocoanut-oil factories, to use the language of our | ster, all the great masters of 
re‘ very rough rimitive est .blishments, built witheight | well h 
t supporting a nipa-palm-leaf roof, and cl lin at all 1e Suprem 
1 split bamboo. The nuts are heaped for ¢ ee nec y, th nts 
ntrate the oil; then they are chopped up, and a man atiy so that 1 unde 
board, with his feet works : a treadle, fr m whi h a rope | reported by ama 
: 1 over to work to and froa cylindrical block, in the end of | ‘‘ United Stat 
sfixed an iron scraper. He picks up the half nuts one at | States. Th f 
nd on applying them to the scraper in motion the white , because the Conne 
r pith falls into a vessel. These scr ipings art then pressed | out something. ‘The weste1 ! ) 
ge bl of wood to express the oil.” If they can ex- | see a litt rther than t 
}tons inround numbers of this oil compressed in this Louisian I 
manner, what amount could they not send out if our capi- | pile,” who was not as 
ts introduced our superb oil-mill mac hinery? waking up tot ries fro 
taxe either horn of the dilemma you choose, whether the men from this country had learned 


‘ppines remain commercially as they are, when even their en- | in that august tr theSuy 
rade is not a drop in the bucket to any one of the industries | to believe to be either ¢ Irupt or a politi 
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‘ i t nd it has stood so many times athwart 
t th of political ne sity and athwart the path of party am- 
bit 

ng nt} in to find out that the Constitution not 

ranteed freedom of trade between the States, but freedom 

ell as Ireeaom Ot lie, They began to find out 

t the great Chief Justice of this country had announced that, 
opnuon of the Supreme Court, when we annex a territory. 
moment we annex the land we annex the inhabitants, and 

when you annex them you annex them as citizens of the United 
ates entitied to all tl ivil and personal liberties and rights of 
citizens—not the power to vote, of course, because that is a priv- | 
ilege and not a right under our laws—but all the personal and 


civil rights. including the right to remove from Manila to San 
Francisco or New York. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what opinion does the gentleman find that 
ale n: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam going to cite that anda 
creat many more in a few minutes. I will cite them in a few 
seconds. Wo not be uneasy. The laboring men began to find 
out that cases had gone up from nearly every Territory when it 
was in its infancy, some of them involving the application of the 
eight first amendinents, containing the Bill of Rights, some of 


them involving the construction of the import clause declaring | 


that ‘* imports shall be uniform in all parts of the United States,” 
and some involving other personal rights of various sorts. 

But gentlemen say—and I want to state their position before I 
undertake to answer it—** We are not going tosubject our people 
to this competition; we are not going to make the Philippines ‘a 
part’ of this country; we are going to make them ‘a possession’ 
of the Republic, ‘a dependency’ of the Republic, ‘a colony’ of 
the Republic.” Words, idle words! Pure, unadulterated political 
wind! 

Why, my friends, you can not have an imperio in republica: you 
can not have an empire within the Repubiic. Wehave a written 
constitution, and that written Constitution created the Govern- 
ment. How can a government which is the creature of a written 
constitution legally govern anything in any manner except in the 
manner provided by the constitution which created it and gave it 
power within its own limits to legislate? Daniel Webster him- 
self said that no government upon the American Continent pos- 
sessed, in the European sense, sovereignty: that sovereignty was 
in the people who had created both the Constitution and the State 
and the National Governments. 

And when the people of the States created the Federal Govern- 
ment it was merely through the instrumentality of that Constitu- 
tion and within its limits, not outside of it, that they created it. 
It is barbarous and absurd to speak of a government which is 
a creature of the constitution which can, through its congress, 
impose laws upon a people. and at the same time deprive those 
people of the right to appeal to the highest law—its own creator 
and source—namely, the constitution itself; which gave birth to 
the government. 

On this question we are met by two different sets of men, giving 
two different answers. The rough soldier, in the person of Gen- 
eral Merritt, is reported in the newspapers as saying—whether he 


said it or not—‘* We have outgrown the Constitution; what is the | 


use of talking about it?” 

And then men like a distinguished Senator whose name I have 
in my mind, coming from a State whence good lawyers have 
come, made a long and elaborate argument upon the floor of the 
Senate to prove that every father of the Republic was wrong, 
that the Constitution itself was wrong when it said all powers 
not granted to the Government are reserved to the States and to 
the people, and that this is a government of delegated, not in- 
herent powers. This Senator undertook to show that in foreign 
affairs, atany rate, this Government has all the *‘ inherent” rights 
of Great Britain. 

But, my friends, with all due deference to both sides—the im- 
pulsive explosion of the rough soldier—to be excused because he 
entertained, of course, the habitual and professional contempt of 
the soldier for civilinstitutions—and the argument of the lawyer— 
all this is absurd. You can not hold the Philippines at one and 
the same time outside of the Union and inside of the Union. 

You can not legislate for foreigners if they be foreigners; and 
if they be not foreigners, then they must be inhabitants of the 
territory of the United States; and if that territory shall have 
been annexed, then its inhabitants were annexed; andif annexed, 
they were annexed as cititizens, because we can not have subjects. 
As the Supreme Court says—and I will refer to the language ina 
moment—the very moment and fact of annexation works a change 
of allegiance, 

On common-sense principles the opposite contention would not 
do for a people with a written constitution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow one question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How did the men who made the Constitution 


| 





| 
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iwest 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, for the easiest r 


the worlad— 


Mr. TAWNEY. How did they do it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, Mr. Chairman, wi 
| heard a dissertation this morning on the Instory of the | 
States: I do not want to gointo anotherone. The gentlem 
tainly knows that they never undertook to legislate for the N 
western Territory until after the States that had a titk 
Northwest Territory had ceded that territory to the gover 


effect. 


Mr. TAWNEY. But how did the men who made the C 
tion—the men who sat in the First Congress of the United St 


legislate for that territory? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, when they mad 
Constitution itself were they not legislating for Virginia an 
sachusetts and Connecticut? Were they not legislating | 
the parts of Virginia and Massachusetts and Connecticut 
when those States ceded those lands to the Government, 
the: Government have to accept the cession, and did t 
thereby become a part of the public domain—a part of the | 
and subject to further legislation? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Not in the judgment of the men who 1 


the Constitution, because they reenacted the ordinance otf 
making that territory a part of the United States, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Then it was not a part of the United s: 


before. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This reenactment was <: 
necessary. or at any rate advisable, because in the meanwhi 
had founded a new-Government entirely; a new Governnie1 
been formed by the accession of the various States, some of \ 


had former]y owned this land; and it became necessary that ¢ 
lands should become a part of the new Government as well 


the old. 


Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Lask it because I value the gentleman's 0) 
not with any desire to antagonize his views. 

I find in the United States Statutes at Large a treaty of a! 
between France and the United States, under the dateof Fe} 


6, 1778—eleven years before the Constitution was adopted—a t1 
which was annulled nine years after the Constitution was ado, 


That treaty contains in Article V this language: 

Conquests that shall belong to the United States: 

If the United States should think fit to attempt the reduction of t! 
ish power remaining in the northern parts of America or the island 
Bermudas, those countries or islands, in case of success, shall be conf: 
with or dependent upon the said United States. 


What did that mean? 


BENJAMIN FRANK 
SILAS DEANE, 
ARTHUR LEE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That was a recognitio: 
part of France and of the controlling authorities of the 
States that the United States, being engaged in war with 
Britain, had a right to make conquests—a right not disput 
any judge of any court. It admitted the right to acquir 
tory by conquest, which has never been disputed, I b 


anybody. 


France and the United States thereby entered into a | 


that these lands should become and remain, if conquered, 2 


the United States. I suppose the purpose upon the part of I! 
was to keep the United States from ceding them back 11 
treaty of peace to Great Britain and thereby arming her 


? 


hereditary enemy with additional territorial power as agai! 
Mr. HILL. But what would be their relation as depen 


of the United States? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They could not hav 
‘*dependencies” of the United States in any sense excluding 


from the benefits of the Union. 


sometimes use words which seem to mean one thing when ' 


mean to express other things. 


In a certain sense everything is a ‘‘dependency” of the U: 


That proves that even gr 


| States; but our Supreme Court has held that when a Te! 


| and its population become a ‘‘ dependency” of the United >! 


| 


it becomes a ‘‘ part” of the United States; that the popu 


| become citizens of the United States, and that they are—!a! 


people—alike covered by the Constitution as by a blank: 
every right guaranteed by the Constitution to anybody is gu 


teed to them. 


Now, gentlemen, I want to give some of these authorities. 
by the way, I will say to gentlemen who are seeking 10! 


tion that I bought a number of the Conservative Review (0! 


ruary, 1899. The first article which appears in it is entitled 


Constitution and absolutism.” 
wrote it, 


I do not know the man 


j 
i 


| of the Confederacy. That was before the Constitution went 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1=79 
sical jaan _ 
r heard of him un I id \ ‘ 
I 1 and ] il e€ Col { i a ] | 
iuthorities up th € ion ¢t t | Sa S , | | i 
i the beginning Ving t t eoing | t 
iblicist or states _ hon Blue ds aa 
iction ” sch eca their authority would carry litt t ’ ( 
it with a great Many men \ are 1m lis but t M 
is to quote Jay and Hami nand M ha Wi X WILLIAMS | 
tt and Dani Wel ster among | statesmen. and the Su- | 1 | 1 
Court, ‘ith it ling d | M tRIS 
he tak s up every ecision that Set itor PLATT referred to lt 
pe ch in the Senate and traces it back, and, with th ne | f m Dar We 
ir excepti mof an utterance In an interrupt pon t Mr. WILLIAM M N I 
Daniel Webster on the floor of the Senate, every « re in ut 
, is shown to be either misquoted or misconstrued ter I hay 1 
N w, [ will read you son ieof them. Al inder Ha lton th | Mr. MORRIS. Since vou 
rof Federalism, and through Federalism the father of the Re Mr. WILLIAMS of Mi 
an party. me if Lask him to tell v t 
exander Hamilton thus announced the rule for determining | 1 r? Wasitt S f . 
onstl tutio nal ity oia Pe op S€ d mensul Lis¢ ot ( { | 
hended in any i pow 1 go into my rema 
on , rela t la h MORRIS. I1 rtoa S é l 
ustit t may safely med to W States late rear 
pass of the national authori Mr. WILLIAMS aa 
Note the language. ‘‘If tl be comprehended within the | have I left? ] . suse | WA 
titution,” then the means need not be specifically stated. In | 


io W ll be « 


wer d b1 ‘me f I 


words, if you have the right as an end to acquire territory, HAIRMAN., 


you can acquire it by one means or another not necessarily 


» 
Mi 


mR 


T he 
Mr. 











, 7 RIS. I wi 1 t n 
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CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? stitution? 
M ee ae of Mississippi. One moment, sir Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi W hv. Mr. ¢ air 
1 right in that connection, Daniel Webster, in that same | jg not a citizen of the country to which he owes | 
speech, gave utterance to the thought that I mentioned amoment | that country be the United States. what is he 
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Why, they could hold a new constitutional convention, repeal the | American, then he is a citizen. Can t t 
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\ WILLIAY f Mississippi. Indians are recogn zed as for- 
r wardship or under our guardian- 
\inty, and we make treaties with 
{ v n powers. We do not pretend, 
tre s or authority pipe Pi treaties 
e1 power over t {ndian lands or the Indian people. 
MM LAN ° Will the ntlema Ly whi th rthey ar ibje 
ther Tl ecitizer 
WILLIAMS of M ippi. They are foreigners; I hav 
ou they ; rf t United States. Some 
of the ¢ ‘ n ne of them are citizens of 1 
{ eo Nat nd re bound by our authority only so 
a { have consented to be bound by it through 
( | we have forced om ¢ make treat 
ut \ LN yreed obedience under the pretense of treaties; 
we pretend exercise any at athority over them at all, 
pursuance of treaties made with them. They are called in 
utio " naiatl ie] t taxed.’ 
RAKE. Following up the gentleman's suggestion, I would 
mtoa -entleman on the other side if the proposition 
is to e to tl habitants of those islands the same status as the 
H ia 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They will not answer that. 
] The United States can not have any subjects. I 
! any nan on that side to say that the United States can 
e subjects. Ll have waited for a reply. No man has said so, 
ly ~~ Ly SO. 
in will get up and say we magna gor cgen ng iminrepublica, 
oO npire within the Republic, and yet, upon the other hand, 
not one of you who will rise in his seat and say—and I chal- 
ou to do so, and pause for reply—that he would be 
V s to admit these Philippine Islands, with their 10,000,000 
people, at any time as States in the American Union. I dare any- 
one to say it. ! dare you to go on record. Is there one of you? 
Not ne. 
Wi EKS rose, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, one sentence and then I 
will yield to the gentleman. Let us not play with fire; let us be 
frank and honest with one another and frank and honest with the 
country. If youare going to make subjects of these people, and 
make them an eternal, perpetual, imperial, military 
despotism, say so bravely, 

My friends, I state to you frankly and with a full intent to 

in all I say, that, as far as Iam concerned, when I hear people 
say, ‘‘ lam in favor of Philippine annexation, but I am opposed 
to imperialism,” my reply is that [ am much more opposed to an- 
nexation of the Philippines in its old, historic American sense— 
n 


subjects of 


Ine 


hat is, the expansion of our institutions over them and their part- 
erst uals with us in the Union—than I am to the new-fan- 
rled doctrine of imperialism, 

\s much as [ would hate tosee the Declaration of Independence 
th rowntothe winds, as muchas! would hatetoseethe old, historical 
landmarks of Washington's Farewell Address forgotten, as much 

| should hate t the Constitution amended so that we might 
have subjects, I would rather frankly change the Constitution, I 
would rather be relegated to the unwritten constitution of the 
Ione speaking race—the common law itself—than to admit 


‘rship as eq 


to see 


ish 


10,000,000 barbarians like those to share and share alike with me 
and my children and my grandchildren in molding the desti- 
nies of this great Repnblic—the last hope of all the ages for popu- 
lar freedom and for the demonstration of the fact that man can 


govern himself. 
Ah, | 


| Applause. | 
ut gentlemen tell me that these people over there are not 





to govern themselves. In what chancel of God were you made 

judges? I am willing to stand by them for five years or for 

n years until they prove they can govern themselves, if they can 
not now. But | tell you, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, that the right of self-misgovernment is no less divine than 
the right of rovernment. I am sure only that they have no 
divine or other right to govern or misgovern me, But to govern 
themselves; that is different. 

Whois to pronounce the judgment? Where will you stop if you 
mce begin to take people who can not govern themselves and say 
hat 1 must be governed by me and you or by Great Bri tain o . 
France or Germany or by somebody e'’se? Did not Admiral 
Dewey say that these people were more competent for self- 
rovernment than the Cubans, and do not you and I know that the 

Cu ns ar ore competent and ca} ible of self-government thar 
the Nicaraguansand the Costa Ricans and the Venezuelans? And 
yet we are not waging a war on Nicaragua or Costa Rica to estab- 
lish our military tutelage because they can not govern themselves. 


I have as high a regard for the white man as any 
existed. lam perhaps fanatical in my race pride. I believe that 
God has chosen our race as the instrumentality for the propaga 
tion of all that is civilized and all that is cultured in this world. 


man that ever 
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But at the same time, my friends, no man can ever learn self 
ernment when ld in tutelage. Lord Macaulay said, and 
well, that if you keep a man in darkness until he can stand 
light, he would remain in darkness forever. is with m 
apacity for self-government. I will now yield to the gent 
m Michigan, who wanted to interrupt me. 
Mr. WE! KS 3. Llwant toask the leman if, in the treat 

the inhabitants of Puerto Rico were not mentioned 
habitants, and did it not differ from the other treaties li 
treatv of Mexico? Now, did it not leave to Congress alon 
decisi n as to — should be done with these people? 

Mr. VIL LIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the 
word ‘* inba itants *inthetreaty purposely, lsuppose, becau 
did not want to tell whether they were going to hold them a 
ects or keep them as citize But that stands for nothin 
an inhabitant: you might be an American citi 
yet an inhabitant of Italy. I do not think 


? 
he 
ii 


0 It 


fre 
gent 


do pig 
aris, 


yp 





ns. 


body 


relevant 

Mr. WEEKS. Did not the treaty lea 

ettle the status of these people? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, 1 catch the gent] 
point. The gentleman now is going to the point of « 
that if the ordinary law of Congress is not superior to the ‘ 
tution, then a treaty, as a special sort of a law, is superioz 
Constitution. 

A treaty is butalaw. That question has also been set 
the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court has held that th 
stitution is the highest law of this land, no matter what 
sort of law may be brought into clash withit. I did not 
stand at first what the gentleman was talking about. 

Now, I go on with some of these authorities. 

There are some things here which are so strong that I w 
read the m to this House. Here is the language ot Mr. J 
McLean 


In orga nizing th e government of a Territory Congress is limited t 
appropriate to the attainment of the constitutional obj c 

No powers can be exercised which are prohibited by ‘the Constit1 
which are contrary to its spirit; so that, whether the object may be 
tection of the persons and property of werehasere of the public la: 
‘ ommunities who have been annexed to the Union by conquest or p 
they are initiatory to th lishment of State governments, and | 
power can be claimed or exercised than is necessary to the attainme: 
end. Thisis the limitation of all the Federal powers. 

And Mr stice Curtis said of the power of Congress over the Ter? 

‘IT can not doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of 
ritory, by such laws as Congress deems needful, until they obtain ad 
as States.”’ 

It isa striking fact that Chief Justice Marshall, in a memorabl 
finds the sole and entire defense of our system of Territorial gover: 
the same doctrine, namely, that territory held and governed ‘Dy « ‘or 
held and governed under the Constitution to be admitted into the | 
States. The decision to which we refer is the one delivered by t 
Justice in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake. (101 U. 129 aoe) 

In that case it was contended that the citizens of the Distric to 
not being represented in Congress, could not be subjected to direc st 
which the Constitution provides shall be apportioned, like Represe 
among the several States according to their respective numbers 
claimed that if the United States could impose direct taxes upon « 
siding out of the States of the Union and having no representati 
Government, such was clearly a case of “taxation without represe: 
which the colonies made the chief cause of revolt against Great B 

‘rhe question was here unmistakably presented as to whether t 
tution contemplated or permitted a colonial system. Chief Justic: 
having held that direct taxation could be applied to the District « 
Territories as well, found the reply to the above question in the 
statehood was the end necessarily intended and marked out by th 
tion for the Territories of the United States. 


Now, let me rez d another citation stronger even than tha 


During the interim between the decision in Loughborough : 
that in Scott vs. Sanford that tribunal had distinctly announced 
doctrine in the important and instructive case of Pollard’s Less 

3 How., pages 271, 223), and that case was in that particular fully - t 
1893 in _ case of Shively vs. Bowlby (152 U.5S., page 49), in which t 
asserted: 

“ The Territories acquired by Congress, whether by deed of cession f 
original States, or by treaty with a foreign country are held wit! 
as soon as their population and condition justify tt of being admit 
Union as States, upon an equal footing with the original States in a 
and the title and dominion of the tide watersand the lands unc ler t! t} 
by the United States for the benefit of the whole people, and : 
has often said, in trust for the future States.” 

In the same case the court, samming up its conclusions, adds 

“Upon the acquisition of a territory by the United States 
cession from one of the States, or by treaty with a foreign count 
d very and settlement. the same title and dominion passed to t 
States for the benefit of the whole people, and in trust Jor the s 
lo be ultimately created out of the were "yf. 

In Murphy vs. Ramsay (114 U. , page 45) to the same effect it wv 

‘The power of Congress ee e Territories is limited by the « 
poses for which it was conferred, and those purposes are satisfied 


re it to the Conger 


s eS 





Ju 


ea 





whi h prem ure the peoj le of the Territories to become States in the U 0 
The same doctr ine is distinctly laid down by Mr. Justice Field in 
Harbor Commissioners (18 Wallace, page 65), and it is notable that 


ater devisions contain express 

propositions they announce. s 
The views of the late Mr. Justice Cooley fully coincide with ¢] 

ated. In his Constitutional Law (pages 169 to 170), he says: 

“It could never have been understood that any territory wh 

, cession, or conquest should at any time come under the« 

d States should permanently be held ina Territorial condit 

new State s which have been formed of territory acquired by treat 

d to have been received into the Union in strict ccmnitants 
Constitution.” 
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In the early daysof the Republic the first judgesof the Supreme 
rt had announced substantially the same principle as that above 
i from Chief Justice Marshall. Inthe case of United States 

re it was declared: 





nstitu 1 was n f the benefit of every citizen the United 
I ere is nocitizen, whatever his ion, or wherever he may 
} yofl l ted States, who has not aright to its protect 
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mn the point under consideration the language of the Dred 














decision is explicit and decisive. Chief Justice Taney de- 
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‘ny right which it has reserved. * * * 
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sixth amer nts Phe « eld that t 
ments of the Constitution re rea to i 
Columbia, saying in part:” 
rt ha hiatar 
menta to dnetify the assertion that 
t pronert * W ant ‘ : 
i that ] 8s right 1 t 
{the United States 
The author of Absolutism, or tho Constitution, w 
conclusion: 
lf the powers Congress over t 
iry, abs te, untramnu “i } f 
maintained l ” Se 
t . r ‘ 
VV I rain a< ( 
+ P a > » | 1 
1 a i 4 1 1 
4 we iu i 
t y i 
T ‘¥V ’ t 
t it i 
T r . + Xf 
(Mr. WILLIAMS of M ! : i 
pian ] 





nesota 1 , Kl e 
Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chair n,itis1 I to-d 
territory growing out of t co! { 
‘ siti From the r the Ww 
. ling, and t ng lk 
L vy |} + + | 2 
rich? at 
5 ( 7 ¥ 
é I i t 
Lil i by t 
, nk will | i f 1 
grounds of our an rity t t 
untenable. It would seer | f 
framers of the Constit 1 t 
adopted it could t poss t 
tunes of war or the ne 38 3 ( ! 
might ing to us, and aiso nai ] ! t 


iI . 
1 absurd for them to require that sucl 
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1576 CONGRESSIONAL 
7 mat how i lapted its location or the char- 
‘ t condit sot statehood. But. be that as 

t f iisition under the ¢ stitution seems to be 

t alwa niversally admitted. 

That t { to whether not certain territory has 
iid } red is a political and not a judicial one, to 

| rmined y the political departments of the Sar ENE 

iti d the le itive dey nts and not the judicial, 
} firmly established by the j ions of our highest ¢ urt | 
to admit of controvers\ United States vs. harness, & Blows “d, 

154, and ca there cited; Johnson & rnham’s lessees 7 
MeIntosh, 8 Wh n, 545, S88; Jones United States, 137 U.S., 
202, 212, and cases there cited The question of the policy of our 
’ t acatis I think it is too late to discuss. That the cir- 
enn nees and conditions surrounding them, at least so far as the 
Philippine Islands were concerned, were entirely different from 
those which were presented e the acquisition of Louisiana and 
t adjacent territory must be admitted. And it may also be 

mitted that had the circumstances been different we should not 

we sought them as we did Louisiana. To my mind it is plain 
the face of the conditions presented, that we ought not to, that | 
we could not, have ted otherwise than we have done, And I 
have not the slightest doubt that if we had we would now be hear- 
ing from the other side of this Chamber even fiercer denunciations 


ian those to which we have lately become accustomed: that we 
would told how we had basely betrayed those who had trusted | 
how we had left them to their former inhuman oppressors or 


to the selfish greed of other European powers; how we had failed, 


the moral obligation resting upon us amongst the nations of 
‘earth, to restore peace and order when we had destroyed their 


only safeguards; how we had failed in the highest duty which we 
» civilization and progré how we had failed to grasp and 


ld that which to us is the commercial opportunity of the centu- 


ow ad tT 


ries: nud they would then be extolling the splendid achievements | 

of jefferson and his party in seizing every opportunity to extend 

the boundaries of our dominion and the b lessings of our civiliza- 
nas loudly they now vaguely proclaim the doctrine of the 


rer 


nt of the governed. But the que stion whether we could act 
therwise or not passed beyond the domain of discussion, at least 
far as Congress is concerned, 

id the appropriation for carrying it into effect. 
they became a 
un a the only thing left for us go forward in a manly and 
straightforward way. with hope and confidence and courage, to 
the performance of the duties which have devolved upon us. 

No one could take any exception to the course of any 
wie a when the treaty was under 
cation or of a member of the House who, 
for 


if th 


By that action 


is to 


when the appropriation 
arrying it into effec : was being c onside red, oppose -d the grant 
i¢ necessary funds, 
science that we were doing r something which we ought not to do. 
But the treaty having been ratified and ¢ 
only can no good be accomplished by criticism and fault-finding 
with what is beyond recall, but no sense of duty can command 
such a course. On the contrary, every impulse of patriotism 
ought to prompt every citizen to stand squarely behind those 
charged with the administration of the Government and lend 
every aid to the correct and successful solution of the difficrlties 
by which we are confronted. 


‘ 


freely and with all his might and main, but to do less is little 
short of treason. The treaty being ratified and carried into 
effect, what, then, is the duty of Americans, and especially of 


se who have the high privilege and duty of a voice in this 
Capitol? It seems to me there could be but one answer. 
these a — sitions. I have been able to find but one answer. I 

l have done my duty; I have spoken and voted against 
surse of ac ction: I have warned my colleagues and my coun- 
but they have not heeded my advice or my warning. 
They have thought otherwise. They have determined otherwise. 
‘The die is cast,and now [stand for my country and with my coun- 
trymen against all who would strike at the flag, who are in arms 


woul 
This « 


+> — 
rymen: 


against our authority, wherever they may be. This was the spirit 
of the brave men who, although opposed politically to Mr. Lin- 
coln, answered his call to arms in 1861. This should be the spirit 


of the patriot to-day. There can be no middle ground. ‘‘Choose 

mu this dav whom ye will serve.” If your country, shall you 
not do it fully, unreservedly, unstintedly? Should you not do it 
in word and deed?) Should you not,in the name of humanity and 
pe demand that your Government should strike hard and 
strike home, and should you not be ready to give every assistance 
to thatend? Idonot wish to sit in judgment on any other man. 
I only judge myself. But I do say that when I read the words 
of that noble hero who has given to his country the fuil 
ineasure of devotion, I felt that I would not be one of those who, 
since the ratification and exchange of that treaty, have found no 


ace, 


‘ 
just 





| whatever land he m: ry be. 
Senator | 
consideration, opposed its ratifi- | 
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for those in arms against us for all the wealth of all the Indies. |] 
would have felt that ev: ry such word had sped a bullet straight 
the heart of some American soldier. I would have fe't 
claiming, with the he: wiles ken, remorse-stricken Macbeth: 





at hands are he Inck out mine eyes 
A Nep ne \ ish i}1 l 
ptur 
iy hand? No; ivh 
tudinous seas incarnadine, 
green one red. 

How admirable the course of the President of the United S 
in comparison with that of his critics and detractors. Does 


one who knows his pure and exalted life, public and private 
for an instant that he is any less actuated by a sense of | 
than are th ey? Can anyone who remembers his readine 


nose 


sln 


days to offer his life for the cause of freedom and humanity 
pose that he loves liberty any less than these nursery st:tes) 


who talk about his intention to subvert it and set upa imonar 
Can anyone suppose that he has not as complete and ever-pr 
realization as they of the arduous task which is set bef 





,OF 


and us? 
Ah, no, Mr. Chairman. Hesees all, feels all, understand 
well as they, and with no less profound sense of duty, wit 


less stern realization of the magnitude and delicacy of the res; 
sibility, with no less ardent love of liberty and justice. B 
approaches that duty with no sign of shirking or evading 
sets about the task slowly and cautiously and tentatively, a 
becomes so great an undertaking, but hopefully, courageo 
He indulges in no ill-timed, academic, and axiomatic deliverar 
about liberty, but goes steadily on with the work of establis} 
and extending, not its theoretical shadow, but its practical 
enduring substance. He ought to succeed; he will succed. 
ought to be supported by the American people; he will b 
ported by them. And when the history of this Administra 
this brilhant, this wonderful Administration, comes to be writ 
like those of Washington and Lincoln, it will stand out 
and shining and glorious in the onward march of the na 
‘great in the arduous greatness of things accomplished,” 1 
bered ever for its splendid achievements and noble sacri 


| while those who, instead of supporting and assisting it, are 
upon the adoption of the treaty 


suring or carping and caviling, will be forgotten, or, if re 


| bered, remembered as to this part of their public careers 
ps irt of the territory belonging to the United States, 


with sorrow and regret. 
For my part, I place myself under the flag, behind the Adm 
ration of my country, by the side of the American soldie: 
I believe in my country. Ib sa \ 
the sincerity of those whom the people have called to 


guid 
destinies. 1 donot believe there throbs a tyrant heart a: 
| them. I Pt not believe there exists anywhere any sentii 


believing in his heart and mind and con- | 





| thus, 
‘arried into effect. not | 


| remains, the question of their government and control. 
And not only ought he to do this | 


hope or aspiration that does not make for the lifting up of t 
people whose destiny we have made apartof onrown. Beli 
I look forward, not backward. Iask myself, not w!) 
the past, but what of the future? I would wipe out no footp: 
that have been made, but make more certain and secure thy 
that are yet to be taken. 

The power to acquire being admitted, and acquisition bh 
complished and complete, we then approach that sub/¢ 
which we have to deal, the only real, practical question whi 
Of 
the immediate business in hand in the Philippines is th 
tion of peace and order. But in Puerto Rico the case is: 
and what I shull say to-day is prompted by the know!edge t 
a few days we will be called upon to legislate for that island 


| we here meet with problems totally different from any which 
I ask | 
myself what | would doif I had been amongst thos9 opposed to | 


ever confronted us before, and indeed different from a 
which any other government has had to deal. Problem 
complex, even, in these islands, with their enormous ares 
some of them their savage or semisavage population 
millions, and in all of them a people totaily unaccustomed 
institutions, than any ever presented to England in all her 
empire. It should be our endeavor to make no mistak 
few as possible. That we have made some mistakes in tl. 
when confronted by new conditions I think few will n 
and with the warning of these before us it behooves us 
and act cautiously and slowly, and inspired by the feelit 5 
what we do now may affect not only the present but many ; 
tions tocome. And we should be governed not by any spir 
partisanship or party advantage, but only by that ‘of th 
patriotism and the most unselfish devotion to the prin 
liberty and humanity. 

There is much talk about a protectorate for these islan 
me this would seem to be the widest and most inexcus 
parture from the settled policy, upon which we have 
more than a century, of minding our own business. 
that we have undertaken a limited quasi protectorate as_ 
neighbors in this hemisphere, going to the extent of forbi! 








It 


| any European nation to acquire, and extend the European sy>' 


words but those of condemnation for our Government and praise | to, any part of their territory; but this we have done for our 
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é n. not for theirs, and tial t ‘ t 
( tv, not tot l I Mi l 
test sense a minding iro W s \ : 
mn orexcu for exten he sla : I ! 
I to do nly ma surd a1 : l \ st I 
h nability ¢« ctrin If , extend to t} : 
ctorate 11 uu t te s be 1 I 1 
gt oniy with Ss, but with > atiairs f \ ttha ‘ 
r vation with whi leper s reignty tl 3 i ! 
ight in conta we shall | 1 to take px é | 
control of their constantly « ves t ind tl I 
ger of being e1 i er nat a t m S i] " s ] 
1 they may just ne of « neern. Surelyt ning 5 
be no question in ! t 9 l men that if wea to ex ! ! 
ive the responsibility of them, it would st to have ! I e not sitate \ I 
er equal to that responsibilit But if v m them ou and to their langu en 
all them our own, treat them as our own, they and all | express the pro é ! ! I 
ms will know to whom to look and with whom to reckon. nd to the Constitution lt { : f 
wh ' \ in them bou m jt x t é 
] 4 yelse’s. We ] en ve 1 L purpos { } 
ng as general guardian for all t lt ! : | ‘ 
k 3 1 peoples of th i ind I h ~ t t 
ever shall. But wherever our flag Hoats there it e syl OF fs t 
f our protection, our power, and our respor ty . eves | f 
Holding them as our own, there ought to be no est among 
isonable men as to our duty to their peopl The spirit of our eid a Un ts 
Government, the genius of our people, point the way wheth li mid a 7 
That we should lead them to civilization and fit them for sel 
vernment; that we should at the beginning confer upon them I 
h measure of self-government as their character and past and Let us firs rn to the ¢ 
sent environment will admit; that we should gradually from In the firs e itis n ry f nd the § 
e to time increase that measure of self-government; that in | w ind I sary toa 
years to come we should bring them, if it be possible, to that | of the meaning of the term * United used { ( 


lition of practical independence enjoyed by \‘anada and Aus tution 

a with reference to Great Britain: and for my part Ihope and D 

‘for the day to come when, reserving to ourselves only such rder to form a more perfect 1 
f 


nts of advantage as shall be necessary for the maintenance u 
ir commercial and international interests, we shall grant them | ica.’ 








} 


oft air and under the brilliant skies of their beautiful | might express it, enacted into law, 
ite, all the blessings of liberty and law, after they have | States acting through their respective representat 
t 


al independence, if they shall desire it and shall prove them people of United vi What 
ves fit for it and able to maintain it. How far off that time | pe Lined and ¢ ished W 

y benoman can now determine. That they will ever, after | States” mean here? T Constitution fra 

vy have fora time enjoyed in their fertile and prolific soil, and | the Federal Convention was ordained and established 


I I 
1 under the flag of this great Republic a safety and security | Ratification by the conventi ine St 
sweetness in life of which they have never dreamed bk fore, itsestablishment between the State yratifying it , evi 
re to depart from its protection and set up an independent | The people of the wester t vh had 
vernment and flag of their own I do not believe. But that we | been ceded by certain of st stot U1 : 


7 
uld, if it be possible. guide and lead them to the capacity to | under the Articles of Con eration, or which ha 


so, if they shall wish to, is to my mind our clear duty, as it lzged by Great Britain as belonging to the United S 
reyT) 


uld be our unceasing endeavor. Some people seem totalk about | part in its adoption. Furthermore, Article V l t 
ding these possessions as dependencies or colonies as though it | amendments might be proposed and adopted, and thatt l 


unworthy of us and degrading tothem. They seem to forget ecome valid as a part of the Constitution when ratified by t! 
tright upon our northern border there are a people as free and | leg: slatures or by conventions of three-fourths of the States united 
iberty loving and brave as we are who occupy that relation to | underit. And each amendment which | een a ted } 





| i 
Great Britain. They seem to forget that for nearly two centu- | come.as it was intended it should be, a part of tl 
i 8 we were in that condition ourselves, and that but for that | prescribed by that law, by the action « s of thes 
renticeship we probably would not have been fit for the task | so united. 
*h we have had to perform. But the business in hand now is In no case have the people ontside of the limits of the Stat 
sovern and control them as we find them. It is for us to meet | any voice or part in making s1 amen) t ’ 
responsibilities and leave those who come after us to meet | United States” could, then, mean nothing else tl th ! 
elrs. the States which should ratif i | ! 
Chat we shall abide by and enforce those great principles of | their State conventions or | latut | had ‘ 
rty and natural justice and right, which are, as it were, bred | the people of the United States, respectively 
he bone of our race and inseparably a part of our traditions | ‘‘ We, the people of the thirteen States, respectiv 


lof our habits of thought and action, 1 do not think any will | uncertain how many States would pt it). the 
eny, unless it be arare one here and there who having found |! the words ** United States’ was used lL ha 
er our institutions a liberty and freedom unknown elsewhere the same. There can be 1 lonbt, t that f 


v engaged in the self-imposed task of teaching us how to | States,’ first used in the prea e of t Const ! 
serve them. But that we shall be obliged in the outset to es- | the States collectively within which re ! ] 
sh in these islands a government in some respects different | establish it or amend it: and that in 1 it 


) 


n any we have ever before adopted for any portion of our ter- | must comprise the territory within those Stat I 

y ldo not doubt. The judicial system will probably have to It is, then, the peo; 
ome respects different from our own. No people can be fit | And what do they ordain and estab! Cor 

lat participation in the administration of justice to which | the United States of America.” ‘* T! t 
r our system every American is accustomed, without years, | for what? For the people of States 1 

haps generations, of training in the habits of freedom and self- | tainly not. For the States whicl 

traint and in that spirit which stands, above everything, for law | tory and its people belonging to the | tes? If 
order, and which dreads, above all else, the poilution of the | the States had refused to adopt it 

untains of justice. The revenue laws and commercial regula- rtainly would have arisen ) 
3 may have to be different from ourown. There may be other | tory. ¢ ld 
gs as to which we may have to adopt different princi | en, can be, for the States, colle 


e 





cles from those heretofore pursued by us. Surely at first we | there sh nd for t 
Wil have to govern with a firm, s:rong hand. admitte forming 

Let us, then, approach this problem from this standpoint and | sovereig he ler t : 
with the objects to which I have referred in view. At the very | have rati vill be he 
cutset it is a matter of the greatest importance that we should de- The ter es” in the } mn 
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| term ‘‘ United States?” 


( e name oO States, and under this 
: ‘ { within those States, and 
r turni uage and | 
ia r ] Its equiv- | 
i in aun i t bbTacing all 
f nd that utside tl] 3; well, over 
‘ Ur i States ext And this 
t t] ol rit is the preat thats 5 
tm, for 1 n Lf hat purpose the Constitution was 
If j ( 1 Was d by the we le of t 
10 { oe < hen it would s¢ l 
f-e\ nt tl lit tio1 ld o apply 
lt it a 1 was created 
\ pov i I m , 0 ” Among thes 
1 \ bid juiring teri y. Such ter- 
ne bee lired would belong to the United States, 
verned at ntrolled. Its framers realized this, 
yf { | oO yvern such territory would be as 
the power to re. Dut in order that there might be 
1 about tl r, after providing for the powers of 
i ment nation made up of the States united under 
th reference to those St , and placing certain checks and 
ibitions upon it in reference to the States, and upon those States 
with reference to it, they went on to provide, in the third section 
of 1 th article, that the representatives of the sovereignty 
of that nation—the Congress—should make all needful rules and 
pecting the territory belonging to that nation. Note 
ring to.” Territory might belong to that nation 
i { | | of the nation; its people subject to the Gov- 
‘ and control of that nation and yet not a part of the su- 
preme verning power. 
r now from the preambie to the body of the Constitution 
Li mendiments, we find that this term is used seventy times, 
I phra as the following: ‘* Congress of the United States,” 
President of the United States,” ‘* Citizens of the United States,” 
Che judicial power of the United States,” ‘‘ Treason against the | 
("n ted States,” **All persons born or naturalized in the United | 


. Officers of the United States,’ ‘*Common defense and 

ral welfare of the United States,” ** Within the United States,” 

Phronghout the United States,” etc. LIwillappenda note giving 
all of these phrases and their references. a 




































| to the nonratifying States. 





FEBRUARY 6, 


Examining these with reference to the context, it will be found 
that in all of them, with the possible exception of three, the term 
‘United States” has the same meaning as in the preamble, or ig 
used as the name of the sovereignty or nation creaied by the Con 
stitution and made up of the several States united under it in the 
Feleral Union, or, in other words, to designate the Federal ; 





ereign, and can have no other meaning. These three are the 
following: ‘* Throughout the United States,” ‘* Within the United 
States,” and ‘* All persons born or naturalized in the Unit 
States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof.” 
Now, it would seem that it would have to be presumed that if 
we have seen, the term ‘* United States,” as used in the mr 


ble and in all the other phrases in the Constitution, has one or 
other of the two meanings above given, to wit, (1) collectives 
United States, (2) Federal sovereign, it would also have one or 
other of those two meanings as used in these three phrases. A 
but for what has been said by the judges of the Supreme Court 
certain of their opinions, I hardly think there would be any qu 
tion as te the conclusiveness of this presumption. 
ions we will consider hereafter. Let us examine these phra 
now only in the light of the Constitution itself, the context 

the scope and object of the whole instrument and its various ] 

The phrase ‘‘ Within the United States.” as noted above, oc 
once in the original Constitution (Art. II, sec. 1, subs. 4). 1 
subsection prescribes what persons shall be eligible to the offi 
President: First, a natural-born citizen (the meaning of thi: 
will have to consider hereafter); second, a citizen of the Unit 
States at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, though 
should not be a natural-born citizen. And as to any one ot 
latter class, the last clause of this subsection further prescri 
that he shall have been fourteen years a resident ‘‘ within t 
United States.” Suppose only nine of the States had ratified 1 
Constitution, could there be any doubt as to the meaning of | 
This question puts it,beyond doubt t 
the meaning is the first above given, for we are obliged to rem: 
ber that the outside territory would not then have even belon 
to the States ratifying, but would have had to be the subject 
negotiation, and as the result of that negotiation might have g: 
The phrase also occurs in the t! 
teenth amendment. There the term can have no other than 
same meaning, if the words which follow, “‘ or any place subject to 
their jurisdiction,” are to have any meaning whatever. Ind 
does not the wording of this amendment show that its auth 


These o7 


} understood that the term ‘‘ United States,” when used to exp 


extent of territory, had no other meaning than that first ab 
given? 

The phrase ‘‘ throughout the United States” is used three tin 
each time in the original! Constitution. As used in subsecti: 
of section 1 of Article II, the term ‘*‘ United States” can have 
other meaning than the first. for it relates to the time of choos 


| electors and the day on which they shall give their votes, a 


electors are not chosen except by the States which compose 
United States. Would not this, taken in connection with th: 
dent meaning of the term elsewhere in so many places and i 
many different connections, furnish an almost conclusive 
sumption that it has the same meaning when used in Artic! 
section &, subsectionsland4. AndI think, in thelight of th 
text and of the scope and object of the whole Constitution, 
particularly of the whole of this section of the first article, w 
I shall presently consider, that presumption is made abso 
conclusive. 

In the phrase ‘‘all persons born or naturalized in the U1 
States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof” we would a 
from the facts above that, as the term has no other meaning « 
where in the Constitution than one of the two above giv: 
same must be the case here, and if it has either meaning it! 
have the first. But aside from this the words following. ‘ 
zens of the United States and of the State wherein they re- 
would seem to show that the authors of the amendment con! 
plated only the States, and this view is further emphasized by 
language of the thirteenth amendment, to which I have allu 
which was fresh in their minds and which some of them 
helped to frume. Besides, the amendment consisted mai 
prohibitions against the States, and the whole of it resulted 


| the conditions existing after the civil war, and was inten 


secure its results and to give certain rights to persons of 


| can descent residing in the States, and to prevent the States | 


taking away those rights. [Applause.]} 

Now, if the term ** United States” in the Constitution has 
one or the other of the two meanings above given. wheres 
occurs in that instrument, then it would inevitably follow that 
limitations of the Constitution, except those containing os 


| and express prohibitions, do not extend beyond the limits « 


States united by and under it, except so far as they may have \ 


| extended by the action of Congress. 


1 ongress of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 1, sec. 2, subs. 3.) 
Cj ns of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 2, subs. 2, sec. 3, subs. 3: Art. TI, 
c. 1 s. 4; fourteenth amendment, sec. | (twice), sec. 2; fitteenthamend 
I 1.) 
Se ‘ United States. (Art. I, sec. 3, subs. 1.) 
Vice President of the United States. (Art.I,sec. 3,subs. 4; twelfth amend- 
ment; four nth amendment, sec. 2.) 
President of the United States Art. I, sec. 3, subs. 5, subs. 6, sec. 7, subs 
: Art. II, sec. 1, subs. 1, subs. 7.) 
»under the United States. (Art. I, sec.3,subs.7, sec. 6, subs. 2 (twice); 
Art. Ll, se 1, subs. 2; Art. Vi, subs. 3; fourteenth amendinent, sec. 3.) 
| ury of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 6. subs. 1, sec. 10, subs. 2.) 
( non defense and general welfare of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 8, 
Chroughout the United States. (Art. I, sec. 8, subs. 1,subs. 4; Art. IT, sec. 1, 
On the credit of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 8, subs. 2.) 
Securitiesand current coin of the United States. (Art. I, sec. 8, subs. 6.) 
Servi fthe United States. (Art. 1,sec. 8, subs. 16; Art. II, sec. 2, subs. 1.) 
( ument the United States. (Art.I, sec. 8,subs. 17, subs. 18; twelfth 
¢ 
N nk ty shall be granted by the United States. (Art. I, sec. 9, 
W he United States. (Art. IT, sec. 1, subs. 4; thirteenth amendment, 
ul notr ve any emoluments from the United States or any of them. 
Art. Il e 1. subs. 6.) 
Constite n of the United States. (Art. II, sec. 1, subs. 7; fourteenth 
Arm i Navy of the United States. (Art. IT, sec. 2, subs. 1.) 
Offer +against the United States. (Art. II, sec. 2, subs. 1.) 
( 1 the United States. (Art. Il, sec. 2, subs. 2, sec. 3, sec. 4; Art. 
Vi } \ ‘nth amendment, se 8.) 
idicial power of the United States. (Art. IIT, sec. 1; eleventh amend- 
Loa f the United States. (Art. IIT, sec, 2, snbs. 1; Art. VI. subs. 2.) 
( troversies to which the United Statesshall bea party. (Art. LII,sec. 2, 
ere 
ib ] 
Treason against the United States Ill. sec. 3. subs. 1.) 
rl rritory or other property bel ng to the United States. (Art. IV, 
Claims of the T t States. (Art. IV, sec. 3, subs. 2.) 
I United Sta shall guarantee toevery State inthe Union. (Art. IV, 
Al f ull be valid st the United States. (Art. VI,subs.1 
under the authority of the United States. (Art. VI, 
( Uv 1 nendment.) 
n ut States by the Constitution. (Tenth 
n 
5 lor pr the United States by citizens 
of t I t 
\ rn ort ri ‘nited States and subject to the 
suri ion ther i’ 7 ndment 
Public debt of the United St imendment, sec. 4 
Neither the United States n sume or pay,ete. (Four- | 
teen imenudme c. 4 
| rrection or rebellion against the United States. (Fourteenth amend- 
ment, sec. 4.) 


Shall not be denied or abridged by the United States. (Fifteenth amend- 


ment, sec. 1.) 


In what I have tosay hereafter let the exceptions above refe TI 
to be borne always in mind. There the inhibition is against 4!'y 
legislation by Congress at all, either in the United States or 12 
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, orv belongir thereto As +} th rs. it ¢ nace . + + 2 + \ 
Rut wher t can legislate, ¢ l rant in t 
nor by ry im} then what ive t 
mita S pos l k ’ 
s now turn to and exa n t lig of th s 
their ado nand ‘ ' ta c tty be ‘ ‘ nh 
tt provisions of the Constitu conferrin ‘ : . 
( ress and resti ng the power so rred w ( ; 
I vy way thes ct now under discussion. 
ot Cons u nasaw e, we findt tits tra rs ee 
nad mainly « rned W 1 the cre on and org : 
he tl creat departments of Governmer the | ae 
cutiv ndthe judicia Article I « ites and orga ; 
lefines most of the powersof the legislative department, ; 
llthe executive, and Art -ifithe judicial. They always 1) ‘ 
red. however, and we must always remember, thatit was = ; 7 
1 Constitution they were making; a Constitution, it is 
reating a sovereign nation, but stilla Federal Constitut 
was to bea partition of the sovereignty which t . 
the several States would have exercised if, instead « ; 
z it. they had separated intodifierent and distinct nations. 7 
} people ot each State were to vest in the newsovereignty coat 1] ‘ , ; , 
i by the Constitution a portion of their sovereignty. Byit, |; : 
nternal and domestic relations. each State was to possess 7) ae , : 
wers of sovereignty originally vested in its people, except | : \ ‘ ; : 
7 ’ 


1s the Constitution should specifically grant to the Federal | .“\y;7y) ole F 
rnment; in all external and international relations, and in |” ****“°° ~ ) oon : 
e concerns Which could not without inevitable conflict and Ir 
ision be left to the States, every sovereign power originally | * 
iin the States not expressly prohibited by the Constitution, 

all the incidental powers necessarily implied therein, were | 


lin the new sovereignty. i 
Moreover the Federal Government was to exercise certain powers sing “ ( 
directly upon the pec ple of the several States. such as | 1 f that : 
Cor ora we the & 


wer of taxation and such powers relative to the general x eee 
as could best be exercised by a general government. | people of the several S 
as to the legislative department, it became necessary to | ative 


. grants and restrictions contained in the eighth, ninth, ye ne Senate of the | 
th sections of Article Land in Article III of the Constitu- | “<- pach State sha 
electors € i ) I ! 


these we find the following: ee suses show tl 


A specific enumeration of powers which would have been a : 

ised by each of the States if, instead of adopting the Consti- 

n, they had separeted and had become thirteen separate and itive a t ‘ 

endent nations, but which are conferred upon the legislative se 

of the nation to be exercised by it. (Article I, section 8; ~ ! s 

le III.) 

Certain prohibitions and restrictions upon Congress in the aor : 
se of the powers so conierred. (Article 1, section 9; Article 

ction 2. ) 


A prohibition to the States as to the exercise of certain 
powers, making those conferred upon Congress and prohibited to | ; ton rh tl i 
tates exclusive in Congress. (Article I, section 10.) tions to a more general government or to ot Che ter ed 

the remainder of Article I and of the whole of Article II, no | i general jurisprudence and by writers on | aw Tee oe ized 

1as any reference or application or can have any reference Metrics of Colaushin. am eG . ted States, is as 
lication to any territory outside of the limits of the States. | mucha State as any of those] t my t 
\rticle III, the practice of the legislative department of the | States. _ Were there no other Territory under the G ao 
rovernment and the decisions of the Supreme Court, beginning ar Crd la enanaih ‘la 
Seré vs. Pitot in 6 Cranch and coming uniformly down, have | is any less a State within that 1 r beca tates and 

















beyond question that it has no reference or application to | ritor ro & nder the § ul i ' 
ry outside the States. ee a t = Vite 
Pitot. 6 Cranch »- American Insurance C mpany vs. Canter, 1 TTr ed Sta 7 ' irt ay t ‘ \ 
Benner vs. Porter, 9 How.. 235; Clinton 1 c x brecht, 18 W 1 c ed T it tl > t r 4 
Reynolds vs. United States, 98 U.5S., 145; City of Panama, 101 U. 8 ind tl reaSt ; ! ) ‘ r \ 
ster vs. United States, 141 U. S., 174 but ] 1 that t act of ¢ ! 
fact that no partition was to be made of the powers of sov- wf t stat 
ty in territory outside the limits of the States would seem | s A 
‘itapparent that section 8, so far as regards its main object | 1 ul nit . 
». could have no application to such territory, for there ea ; 
no object in specifying and defining powers where every | Eo , 
1 power of legislation existed. Besides, one of the in It would m, from wl | 
jects of this secti is toprovide security thatthe United | that the |] tat 1 ( 
he exercise of ers, should treat alltheSt lke ernment in the ¢ ( 
sea ajority of light < ibinet yOppre 1m) rity peyona he lit tsof thes 
provision of this section as to uniformity of duti ation of the spe rant 
. l excises throughout the United $ f [ have alrea gy all t ¢ pI na 
ns for holding that the te1 United States” in tl beyond dou t 


l Lie 
n *‘*throughout the United States” as used intwo subst 
; + 4 








is § n,m mean the collective name of the Stat 
y only the territory within the States, and that view 1 
‘ it L! A irtmned y this aerati li \ i a id Ait > { pf ‘ i { 
{the wholesection. The legislativeand execu » ce t- | tion had 1 ee! lopt 1 S r 
re sovereign in th r nature, it bel @ 1 y th 1 aione th it té tan l a I ) 
vereign ot the United States could declare or execute its | Britain as belonging t e United St 
Congress, representing that sovereignty, undivided as to | tain of the States tothe U1 a States a1 A 


} 


‘he territories, would have full legislative powers as to them, | federation, would have belonged to all of the Sta 
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arilv have had to be divided between them, or be the sub 
. i treaty between the different States after 
The ¢ tution ! lopted, this territory (or a part of it, 
{ imal ( ta tine bein reater than nine and less 
hirteen) belor 1 to the States united by and under it, and 
\ l ha to be dis} dof and governed by the government 
ed by it. Pesides, other territory might be acquired under 
‘ it national pow of that instrument. Therefore the 
rel ns between the Federal Gionaran nent and the States, by 
rants of power and the restrictions of that power in the 
} eding articles of the Constitution, being disposed of, this 
rant of power was made. And in view of the fact that by th 
Constitution was to be created a sovereign nation, made up of the 
States composing it, a1 d with no divided powers of sovereignty 
a the Territories, and in view of the further fact that the | 
mers of the Con stituti mcould not possibly forecast the cireum- 
and conditions which might attend any future acquisition | 
tory. it must beapparent that this grant must be absolutely 
urestricted, and that its exercise must beleft tothe untrammeled 
udgment and discretion of the representatives of the national 
vel nt ind that the framers of the Constitution so intended. 


were the grants of power and the restrictions thereon as 





| extending the first act to the District of Columbia. 
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eral Government in its dealing with the States or their peop] 
and that the grant contained in the fourth article was abso ute 
unrestricted by those limitations, and the power therein cont 
was left to the judgment and discretion of Congress. 


III. 


The conclusion above arrived at would be easily reached, | 
by Congress and by the courts, and, indeed, it would seem 
no other could be reached, if we approached the conditi 
presented by our recent acquisitions only in the light of the « 
stitution itself, But, as I have said before, there are a number 
opinions of the Supreme Court in which expressions have been ) 
which seem to indicate an opposite view. These, I think I s 
be able to show, are mere dicta, and therefore not binding 
thority in the consideration of subsequent cases. 

Let us now consider these cases. The first one I call attent 
tois that of Loughborough vs. Blake. (5 Wheaton.317.) The 
was this: Congress had passed an act laying an annual direct ; 
of $6,000,000 upon the United States and had, as required by 
Constitution (Article I, section 9, subsection 4), apportioned 1 
tax among the States. Subsequently Congress passed anoth 


The } la 


| claimed exemption from this tax on the ground that the act t 


they existed in the Constitution as originally framed and sub- | 
mitted to the States for their ratification or rejection. When it 
came to be considered by the States, objection was made from 
many quarters that its limitations did not sufficiently safeguard 
the States against an improper exercise by the General Govern- 
meat of the great powers which had been conferred. This objec- 
ti was urged with such effect as to endanger its ratification by 
a sufticient number of the States, and such ratification would 
rrobably not have been secured had not assurances been given 
tT?) ¢ 


at the first ten amendments would be at once proposed and in- 
uponit. Accordingly the first ten amendments were pro- 
posed and submitted to the legislatures of the several States by 
the First Congress September 25, 1789. Thus, in considering their 
effect and the proper construction to be put upon them, they may 
he considered as though they had been originally adopted by the 
Federal Conve ntion and ra idea part of the original articles, to wit, 
ection 9 of Article I, and Article III, and what I have said as to 
the limitations in thi se articles apply equally to these amend- 
ments, 

Tt e eleventh and twelfth amendments need not be considered 


here, as they have no bearing upon the subject under discussion. 
The last three amendments grew out of the conditions existing 


at the close of the civil war and were intended to secure its re- 
sults. The thirteenth forbids slavery ‘‘ within the United States 
or any place subject to their jurisdiction.” The fourteenth in its 
first section defines who are citizens of the United States and 
places certain restrictions on the States. The other provisions are 
aimed at the States. This is made clear by considering the express 
poke of the whole amendment, and particularly the prohibition 
‘ontained in the first section, that no State should Sieanive any 
e rson of life, hberty, or property without due proc ess of law.’ 
That the general prohibition to that effect cont: vined i in the fifth 
amendment would not bind the States, as had been uniformly held 
by the Supreme Court, was known to the framers of this amend- 
ment, and so they put in these words as a protection to those per- 
sons for whose benefit and protection it was proposed and adopted, 
[ shall hereafter allude to these decisions in another connection 
as sustaining the views here contended for. This amendment was 
roposed by the next Congress after that which proposed the thir- 
eenth, and with that ame ndme nt and its peculiar language be- 


Ose 





reas them, and so was adopted by the States. In it were used the 
words, “All persons born or naturalized in the United States,” 
without any words, like those in the thirteenth, showing that it 
was to have any wider application than to the States united under 
the Constitution, and the words ‘‘citizens of the United States 

nd of the States wherein they reside” were used without any 
\ ls suggesting that any persons are citizens of the United States 
within the meaning of the Constitution except as they are such 
by having been citizens of one of the States, or by being made such 
by operation of the laws of Cong The words ‘and subject 


to the jurisdiction thereof” were evidently intende 1, as has been 


held by .o Supreme Court (United States rs. Wong Kim Ark, 
169 17 i419), to exclude from its operation the children of min- 
isters, an 1 others i in similar circums stan ces, born in this country. 
7) ] 


the fifteenth forbids the disfranchisement by either the States 


or the United States of citizens of the United States on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

Thus we see there is nothing in any of the amendments, either 
the first ten or those subsequently adopted, which can change the 
conclusions arrived at from a consideration of the original Con- 
stitution; that is, that the term ‘‘ United States” has. in the Con- 


stitution, wherever it is used, one of the two meanings above 
given, and no other; that the limitations placed upon the powers 
granted were intended to apply only as to the action of the Gen- 


| must be exercised throughout the United States. 


extending the tax to the District was unconstitutional. Wha 
effect of the decision was is shown by the learned reporter's |: 
note or syllabus to the case. It was this: That Congress has 
thority to impose a direct tax on the District in proportion t 
census directed to be taken by the Constitution; that the power o} 
Congress to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises is 
coextensive with the territory of the United States; that the } 
of Congress to exercise exclusive jurisdiction in all cases wha 
ever within the District includes the power of taxing it. ‘hi: 
was all, as the reporter viewed it, that the decision meant: and 
this had been all that the learned judge who delivered the opi 
of the court had said, it would not now be necessary to refer t 
case. But in the course of the opinion he used words havi: 
much wider and more far-reaching import and which, if they 
been necessary to the conclusion reached, would, unless su 
quently modified or reversed, settle the question now under . 
sideration. 

If the Chief Justice had said in the beginning of the opini 
as he did in the latter part of it, that under the power of ex 
ing ‘‘exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever within 
District,’ Congress had, within the District, all the power that 
had in any State and in addition the power of the legislatur 
a State and therefore had an unqualified power of taxation, with- 
out regard to representation by the District in Congress, and t 
in case that power was exercised the Constitution furnished a 
rule or standard by which the share of the burden might be j 
and equally determined and applied, that would have ended th 
matter, and the decision would have been what it was, no more and 
noless. But for some reason, it is hard to say what, he thoug! 
proper, in the first part of the opinion, to go furtber and say 
what was not at all necessary to the conclusion reached, and w! 
might have been omitted without in any way affecting that 
clusion. Accordingly he went on to use those words, which 
to indicate that the position which I have taken is unsouni, as 
follows: 

This grant is general without limitation as to place. It consequi 
tends to all places over which the Government extends. If this « 
doubted. the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which n 
grant. These wordsare, ** but all duties and excises shall be uniform t 
out the United States.’ It will not be contended that the modi! 
the power extends to places to which the power itself does not ext 
power then to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be exe: 
Does this term desi 
whole, orany particular portion of the American Empire? Certainly‘! 
tion can admit of butoneanswer. Itis thename given to our great 
which is composed of States and Territories. The District of Col 
the territory west of the Missouri, is not less within the United 51 
Maryland or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary on the prit 
our Constitution that uniformity in the i imposition of imposts, dutic 
cises should be observed in the one than in the other. 

It must be apparent from the statement of the case and fr 
latter part of the opinion to which I have referred bel 
this was in nowise necessary to the decision, and that it 
therefore be taken as a mere dictum. 

Let us see whether this dictum is sound and should be fol 
It can not be contended that the grant of the power of ta 
is not general or is limited as to place. And it must follow 
it extends to all places over which the jurisdiction of the | 
States extends. There can be no question as tothe extent o! 
power. The question is, however, not as to the power, but 
the modification of the power. And right here is the fault 
reasoning of the Chief Justice. Of course, no one would cont 
that the modification of the power extends to places to wll 
power does not itself extend. But it may be contended, 


contended, that the power extends to places to which the 1 mod 
cation does not extend. 


The power is to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excis' 


™ 
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‘ . \ e exe! ea,] wl y } n 4 
; extends. The modification ities, it 
s. and « ses st be ur rm throughou e | ted States < 
t does not necessarily follow from this that this modification 
st extend wherever the power extends, to territory outs ! af et ; 
es united under the Constitution, but which is subject to the ae Ear eta , . 
sdiction of the Government as well 5 the United Sta as r a sails : 2 ; 
r. It is true that the term ‘United States” may in popular ©Y*T ‘ted. We gums : 
ve and internationally used to designate the whole ‘‘Amer ee ee See 
in empire,” yet in the Constitution it is used again and again , ® S004 Dar. “Ane Who a ; 
Ww the two other meanings given above, and. indeed, seems no-  }**" nae een ne 
where in that instrument to have been given this meaning. This | "°C°™M* t ene AEE ee ee 
did not seem to have occurred to the Chief Justice at the time, nor ae ad ae a “i ‘ 
f -+] » fact th: ; 1e first act Conecress } eiven it anot) ~ hie idge in this opinion says 1 ’ + nd 
further fact that in the first act Congress had given it anothe1 mane a: Wiahibedts Senwadies ech amet oe 
in ng. : ae , ; : stat 1 how he could sav what he did wit * ontine 
Besides, there is a very striking inconsistency between the state- | 2)“ See rare ata ee vicar eo ee 
t that ‘‘it is not less necessary, on the principles of our Con- ee ne en eer re ee aa 
ition, that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, ete., should | MOTOUSE US. PARO 28 SO Sih ee ee Ce = o 
pserved in the one than in the other;” that is, in the Terri- | #8 Used in the Constitution. Mr. Webster maintained t 
s than in the States, and what he says subsequently.in the |‘ , aiwaye anae" oe es » whe PORESION NETO SARen, a5 iT one 
me connection as to apportionment of direct taxes. The Con- | 2 Mle Senate. We fin ARTE RS 1856 RS TOSS OSH MANO 
ition does not less require apportionment as to direct taxes | “Cette with Mr. Calhoun, in which MaVaTRgS Wi 
Si Al aie Ge aici Rtas mae te Se Bi ah Linde a a ai ry, | the side of the great lawyer, and n later on, in as 
in it does uniformity as to indirect taxes or imposts. ete. Yet, 


e he says it is ne essary to exercise the power t ) lay indirect answer to Mr. Berrien, of Georgia, 1 ‘ing use of these w 
es in the Territories if we exercise it in the States, and that we As to the power of | ess I ( ' 
st do it uniformly, he also says we need not exercise the power | C’Y. \oustess nas Tu ver over t t Ly ' 
lay direct taxes and apportion them in the Territories unless ; 
choose to; that we may lay direct taxes and apportion them to 





sundern itu ul 
e States, but we are not obliged to extend and apportion them And Mr. Benton ridiculed the idea of the Constitut 
» the Territories at all. ing tothe Territories as the doctrine of “the tra 
Yet the obligation of apportionment to the Territories, if there | Constitution.” 
such, exists as much, under the principles of our Constitution, And there is nothing in t} ise of Cross Harrison (16 H 
s does the obligation of uniformity. Would it not necessarily | ard, 164) in conflict with the view here contended for. In that 
follow, if he is correct in his first proposition, that he must be | case it was held that duties on for roods imported into San 
rrect in the second? And if the obligation of apportionment | Francisco were lawfully demanded l llected by t ( 
s not extend to the Territories, would it not necessarily follow | governor appointed by the President hile the war contin 
the obligation of uniformity also does not extend to the Ter- | and afterwards from the ratification ‘ 
ries? And would not the necessity and desirability be deter- | the revenue system of t] nited St \ ' 
ned in each case by the relative conditions existing in the States | in California under the acts of Congress pa 1 for that D 
i in the Territories, or any partof them, according tothe judg- | So far from holding that the Constitut Ww ( : 
nt of Congress? Surely there can be but one answer. [Ap-| vigore to such territory, it might be said indicate the tr 
use, | for from the time of the ratification of the treaty 
It may be further observed that the grant of legislative power | ernor received notice of it (more than two month 
over the District is contained in Article I, along with the other | collected as prescribed by the tariff, pres ed and ‘ 1 


nts of power conterred by the States, and might be regarded | ing the military occupation, and n t as prescribed by thi 
3 limited by the same restrictions as the other grants therein act of the United States, and this was sustained by the 
ntained, and especially as the District was at the time of the It should always be noted in considering the case of ¢ . b 
ption of the Constitution a part of two of the States, whereas | Harrison that no point was ma le by counsel or considered by the 
plenary grant of power over the Territories is found in asub- | court as to the rates of duty being different in California from 
sequent article (Article LV) and contains nothing to indicate any | what they were in the United States. The principal point made 
triction. 


; ; ; | and considered by the court, was that after the 
Having pointed out that this part of the decision is a mere 


; Seat : California by the treaty and before a law was passed making it a 
tum, and having shown the inconsistencies in that dictum, 1} collection district and providing for a collector there was no au 
v point out that not only has the case never since been cited | thority to prevent the landing of for 
























t reign goods or to charge duties 
sustaining this assertion of the learned Chief Justice, but, on uponthem. In other words, that our revenue laws covered only so 
the contrary, as to this assertion, it has, in a subsequent case, been | much of the territory of the United States as had been divided 
bstantially overruled in an opinion delivered by the same judge. | into collection districts, the contention going to the exten 
(he case is American Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, | claiming that out of such collection districts there was no au 
| In that case Mr. Webster, one of the counsel, in the argu- | thor ity to prevent the landing of goods or to charge duties on them 
nt used these words, at page 538: even though such landing had been made within the territorial 
What is Florida? It is no part of the United States. How can it be? | limits of the United States. It was assumed that the port of San 
3 it esate ad? Do the laws of the United States reach Florida? | Francisco was within the territoria mit f the United Stat 
nless by particular provisions wna 3 "ae in Nassine oO} } ontent 4 a oO ‘ 
» Territory and all within it are to be governed by the acquiring power, | A id it was in ee t eee ee aa 7 
t where there are reservations by treaty in the opinion were used which are being relied on by those ‘ 
the law of England, when possession is taken of territories the King, | ing the opposite view from that at which I have arrived Su , 
ron®, has the power of legislation until Parliament shall interfere. | ¢hig case will not be considered an authorit vy the « rts ina 
Congress has the jus coron in this case, and Florida was to be governed by zi : : oe eee aes 
ress as she thought proper j case where the quest on to be cons de read Wil be " "OF 
hat has Congress done? She might have done anything. She might | tional power of Congress in territory belonging to the United 
refused the trial by jury and refused a legislature. She has given a | States, but which, it is contended, is not a part of the U1 1 
ature, to be exercised at her will, anda government of a mixed nature, Sta rithi “a sii aat aed Elica 0 Cre t hah nies: eave Sate ans ‘ 
*h she has endeavored to distinguish betweer sand United States | * tates within the meaning ol the onstitution, and in \ 
liction, anticipating the fut erection of the T itory into a State court's attention will be particularly directed to tl ty} 
oes the law establishing the court at Key West come within the restric- | tion and an opinion thereon demanded as al utely n 
f the Constitution of the United States? If the Constitution does not } it oper decisi . 
i over this Territory, the law can not be inconsistent with the National | its proper Gecision. ic 
titution. | Let me not be misunderstood as to this matter of reven 
. we aos ‘ ls atio Ths irae 9 tion for nurnoses of the Gene lqG eTn- 
And in the opinion the Chief Justice says, at page 545: lation, That direct taxation for pury a ai’ 
Ws tea ines . fee ; + ahig | Ment will again be resorted to I do not think now et 
have only to pursue this subject one step further to perceive that this ee ee ape Ska’ hg 
. on of the Constitution does not apply toit. The next sent , mind of any member, and « ren ] ] | t resol 1 
that “the judges of both the Supreme and inferior court not to be su} pos d that it will be extended to these nd 
ir offices during good behavior.” The judges of the suy if extended, that it will be applied except by the rule 
da hold their office for four years. These courts are ni t and iust avi , cal T} a ie, ce i Snes 
rts, in which the judicial power conferred by the Constitutio and just apportionment. he direct taxes W 1 they W 
( eral Government can be deposited. They are incapable of rec to pay will be for the Support of their local governn t i 
ie uae ae in virtue of the g ne ral right : sover cover their local expenditures: and those t 3will.so fara 
Shty which exists in the sovernment, or in virtue of that clause which en aaa % Sonn St on Rig BEES roiclatiny > j ent l a } r 
$s Congress to make all needful rules and regulations respecting the ter- | et ontrolle a by our legisla ~ aoe be nn oe 
ry belonging to the United States. The juris ior ith which they are upon their people. As to tariff legislation, this, too 
po Sean: te power which is defined in the ao ar- | uniform as to these islands and their people; but the cond 
t © Constitution, butisconferred by Congress in the exercise 0 1982 | avic c as here <« irc nme} ; nol r I 
_eheral powers which that body possesses over the Territories of the United existing there and here, and our commercial policy, may 


ates 


Although admiralty jurisdiction can be exercised in the States in | necessary that there shall be one tariff for them and another for 
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| whicl 


t us le gislate that I am contending for. 
it to be st { that their tariff rates will be great er 
t 3, Or ey reat; on the contrary, it would seem tha 
{ t to be made mucl S. 

to the case of Callan vs. Wilson (127 U.S., 540). In 
the plaintiff had been tried and convicted, in the Dis 

t ( mbia, for the crime of conspiracy, without a jury, 
ii demanded. Hesued out a writ of habeas c us, 
i he restrained his liberty in violation of 
Constit n that had been refused the right of a trial 
y. 7 ( a ustained by the Supreme Conrt 
1 | ! he was discharged from custody. This 

de ? Dist of Columbia, and can be distin- | 
hed 3, either of which would seem to be con- 
( \ wd t the same would not “be the holding as to 
the Ter? First, the grant of legislative power over the Dis- 
t2 ? din Article I of the Constitution, along with the 
ts of 1 r conferred by the States, and was intended 
mited 1 same restrictions as the other grants therein 
t 1, wl . the plenary grant of power over the Territo- 
na subsequent article and contains nothing to indi- 
eany riction; second, the grant contemplates the transfer 
f 1 nle then within certain States to the United 
f for the purpose of a seat of government, and the conclusion 
tible that the States desired and intended to secure for 
y and its people the same protection as for the States 


‘ten 


oe 


Constitution once extended over 





{to extend over it; fourth, by the act of February 
the Constitution and laws of the United States were spe- 
tended to the District of Columbia, 
t th iT] od judge, Justice Harlan, in the opinion, 
rs. I d States (98 U.S., 145, 154) it was taken for granted 
nt to the Con stitut m secured to the people of the 
trial be § n criminal prosecutions; nd it had 
t \ : Wohater dec Re 1 (11 How., 43 160) that the eventh 
l cured t em a like right in civil actionsat common law We 
ik th the x tice this District -in that regard, le ghts 
thant accorded to the people of th  Territi es of the United Sts . 
But it will be noticed that the point as to whether the Constitu- | 
tion and its limitations extend ex proprio vigore to the Territories | 
was not raised in Reynolds vs. United States. Indeed, it could 
not be raised in that case, for the Constitution had been specific- 
ally extended to the Territory of Utah by act of Congress (9 U. 
Stats., chap. 51, sec. 17, p. 458). And in the cas se of Webster vs. 
Reid it was not decided that the seventh amendment applied to 
the Territories (although it was quoted, it is true), but it was 
stated that the provisions of that amendment had been extended 
to the Territory of lowa by the organic law of that Territory. 


it may be said further of Reynolds vs. United States that the 
ntion was that the act of Congress defining bigamy in the 
Territories and providing for its punishment, which act was in- 
tended for the suppression of polygamy in Utah, was in conflict 
With the tirst am ndme nt to the Constitution in thatit prohibited 
the free exercise of religion. The decision of the court on this 
point was that the law was not against that amendment, because 
i 

| 


cout 


did no such thing. But 
y dicta in the opinions of the judges, then the whole question is 
till an open one, for in the case of American Publishing Company 
s. Fisher (166 U.58., 464), which is quoted with approval in Spring- 
Thomas, in the same volume, Justice Brewer, delivering 
opinion, says, at pages 466, 467: 


itute 


ville vs 
the 


The Territorial 


was relied upon as authority for this action. Its 

































validity, therefore, must be determined. Whether the seventh amendment 
tothe Constitution of the United States, which provides that “in suits at 
‘ 1 law, where the value in controversy shall exceed $20, the right of 
trial by jury shall be preserved,” op ‘Ss ex proprio vigore to invalidate 
tatute, may be a matter of dispute. In Webster vs. Reid (11 How., 437 
an act of legislature of the Territory of Iowa dispensing with a jury in 
tain class of common-law : ms was held void. While in the opinion, 
on » 46), the seventh amen ent was quoted, it was also said: ‘*The or- 
ar of the Territory of Iowa, by express provision and by reference, 
extended the laws of the United States, including the ordinance of 1787, over 
h ry ur as they are applicable,” and the ordinance of 1787 , 
Il, ter prov sat **t) habitants of the said Territory sl 
be « d toth of habeas corpus, and of the trial by jury. ‘ ; 
validity may ha el lged by reason of the conflict he a S- 
al legislation fey mph heey ode ites (98 U.S., 145, 154), us said, 
in reference toa criminal case comin m the Terri tory f Utah ‘tha 
By the Constitution of the Unit 4 ‘Stat es (Amendment VI) the ace us ed 
was entitled to trial by an impar jury.” Both of these cases were qu 
Wilson (127 U. S., authorities to sustain the ru 
sin theC titut f the United States relating t . 
» District ‘olumbia. On the other hand, in M« 
es (136 U. 1, 44) it was said by Mr. Justice Bra 
] t for the Territories would be subject to 
} iti n favor of personal rights which are formu 
Fi mn and its amendments; but these limitations would 
; rat d the general spirit of the Constitution, from 
which C mngress ves all its powers, than by any express and direct appli- 
cation of its provisions.”’ 
= in McAlister vs. United States (141 U.S., 174) it was held that the 


stitutional provisions in respect to the 


sae of judicial offices did not 
ooply to Territorial judges. 


and } 


if this matter is to be determined | 


| considered by some to be a matter of great importance. 
| fore proceeding to their examination 


| and in the fourteenth amendment, 


| territories heretofore acquired. 


| 








sventh ame operate in and of itself to inva] 
a torial st ; ! “ess h as full control over the T. r 
ti spective of any express constitutional limitations, and it has leg 


‘espect to this matter. 
What has been said as to the case of Callan vs. W aaet a ap] 
with equal force to the case of Capital Traction Company rs, H 

reporte a in 174 U. 

T he case of Th: a son vs. Utah (170 U.S... 343) may also be cits 
zainst the position for - which Tame cadena ng. In that « 
Justice Harlan, delivering the opinion of pn 

The Constitution of the United States vi oT eet trial of all « 
ept in cases of impeachment, shall be by ju ry. ‘and such trials be he 
the State where the said crim 1all have been committed: but wh anno 

tted vithin any State the trial shall be at such place or places as the ( 
zress may by law have directed.” (Article ITI, section 2.) Andt yt tl 
ame ndme nt of the Constitu it is declared: ‘‘In all criminal pr 
the accused shall enjoy the to a speedy and public trial by haps 
jury o f tl i district wherein the crime shall have be« 

1 dis shall have been previously ascertained by aw. pe it 
rme dof t > natu a the accusation, to be confronted wit! 
: against , to have compulsory process for obt: Lining . Wilt 
r, and to have sth » assistance of council for his defense.” 
» provisions of the Constitution of the United States relat 
. ght ¢ of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Terri 
’nited States is no longer an open question. (Webster vs. Reid, 11 
; American Publishing Company vs. Fisher, 106 U. S. 464, 468; Sp 
. Thom: is, 166 U.S °9 Tu7.) 


And also at page 347: 

It is« ans b aul question that the provisions of the National Cor 
tion relating to trials by jury for crimes and to criminal prosecution 
to the Te rritories of the United States. 

A mere statement of that case will be sufficient to show that 
argument of the learned justice as to Article III, section 2, oi 
Coustitution, and as to the amendments, was wholly unnecessa 
to the decision of the case, and must therefore be regarded as ext 
judicial or a mere dictum. It was this: The law of the Terr 
of Utah provided that a trial jury in criminal cases should con 
of twelve persons. The crime was committed while this law \ 
in effect. Subsequently the constitution of the State of U 
provided for the trial of this crime by a jury of eight per 
The case was clearly covered by subsection 1 of section 10 
Article I of the Constitution, prohibiting a State from passing 
ex post facto law. 

I next call attention to cases relating to citizenship, which 
Bu 
it will be necessary 
examine carefully the provisions of the Constitution on that s 
ject. Those necessary to be considered will be found in Art 
[, section &, subsection 4,in Article IV, section 2, subsection 
section 1. Ido not conc 
that there can be any objection to allowing the same persons to 
naturalized in any of the recently acquired territories as in 
The expression ** throughout 
United States” used in Article I, section 8, subsection 4, has 
ready been considered in connection with the case of Lough 
ough vs. Blake, and what has been said there is equally applic 
here. As to the provision contained in Article [V, section 2, su 
section 1, it is by its terms applicable to the States, and wha 
been said as to the meaning of the word ‘‘ State” in the Const 
tion might be repeated here. But as to the first section o! 
fourteenth amendment two questions arise: 

First. Do the inhabitants of ceded territory become citi: 
the United States within the meaning of the Constitution. ¢ 
prio vigore that instrument, when the cession is complete: 

Second. Will all persons hereafter born in these territo 
citizens of the United States under the Constitution, « x pr 
vigore? 

it would seem that the answers to these questions are no! 
pendent upon the establishment of a civil government t! 
These territories belong now to the United States. They are 
subject to the sovereignty of the nation. The allegiance o! 
inhabitants has been transferred to the United States. Of « 
then, in the international and common law sense, they ar 
zens of the United States. But that is a different thing 
citizenship under the Constitution. The question is, Are 
islands a part of the United States within the meaning of t! 
stitution, and are persons born in them born in the United > 
and therefore citizens within the meaning of that instru 
The provision defining citizenship does not wait upon th 
of Congress; they are or they are not citizens by operation 
Constitution. 

Certainly a treaty of cession may stipulate that the inh: 
of ceded territory may, all of them or a part of them, 
citizens of the United States, either immediately upon the c: 
being complete or in the future, upon certain conditions or | 
tingencies. The treaties with France, Mexico, and Spain. f 
cessions heretofore acquired from them, all substantially prov! 
the same thing: 


eg 


asa 











ex 


















ites ant 








} 





avo 





rb) 


_The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the | 

the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according t 
principles of the Fe sderal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the 
advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, a 


of 


and in the 
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so by naturalization under Congressional legislation. | Statcinen 
is also clear that uncivilized natives, under tribal relations, | Says that the Clau LD t 
the same status as our own Indians or the uncivilized | was intended to+ ude from i perat 
f Alas! (See Cherokee Nation vs. Georgia, 5 Peters, 1; | SU; 3;0f foreien S ; 
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} ing to the latter, whatever they may be, are not intended 
to have anv addition protection by this paragraph of the amend- 
mH there are certain privileges and immunities of 
United States, which owe their existence to the | 
Government, its national character, its Constitution. or | 

wh no State can abridge, the privileges and immuni- 

ed and relied on in the argument to have been abridged 

which belong to the citizens of the States as such, and 


it they are left to the State government for security and pro- | 


tection, and not by this article placed under the special care of 
t foderal Government; and that, therefore, there had been no 
abridgment of those privileges and immunities of citizens of the 


United States which are protected by this amendment. 
it will thus be seen that it was not necessary to decide who were 


citizens of the United States, and whether or not persons born in 
the Territories are such by force of the Constitution. This ques- 
tion was not raised and was not decided. It was only contended 
that the privileges and immunities protected by this amendment, 
of citizens of the United States, whoever they might be. had been 


|, and the court decided that they had not been. It wascon- 
tended that there were no privileges and immunities belonging to 
t hi ens of the States as such, distinct from those belonging 
to citizens of the United States as such, and the court held that 
there were such privilegesand immunities of citizens of the States. 
that those were left to the State governments for security and 
protection, and that only those, if any, had beenabridged. Surely 
the dictum in this case will have little weight with the Supreme 
Court when it comes to consider the question of the citizenship of 
the inhabitants of Puerto Rico and the Philippines, which has been 
expressly, andit would seem purposely, left with a different status 
from that of the inhabitants of any other territory heretofore 
acquired, 

In the case of United States vs. Wong Kim Ark, above cited, 
which is the last which I have found on this subject, Justice Gray 
uses the following language: 

Che amendment (referring to the fourteenth amendment), in clear words 

{ inifest intent, includes the children born within the territory of the 
United States of all other persons (that is, except the children of members 

the Indian tribes and the children of ambassadors or ministers, etc., of 

ver race or color domiciled within the United States. 





It is quite evident from the whole opinion that by the phrases 
‘within the territory of the United States” and “ within the 
United States” the learned justice meant to include all the terri- 
tory, both within and without the States, over which the sover- 
eignty of the nation extends. But the case was that of a person 
born within a State. It never has been decided that a person 
born ina Territory isa citizen of the United States, within the 
meaning of the Constitution, by force of the Constitution, irre- 
spective of treaty or specific statute, or otherwise than in the broad 
international and common law sense to which I have referred. 

‘The questions here involved never have arisen as they are pre- 
sented by the status of the people in Puerto Rico and the Philip- 
pines, because in all the decided cases the territory considered has 
been that in which the provisions of the Constitution under con- 
sideration had, by treaty or by statute or by organic acts, been 
specifically made operative. 

In all these cases, which amongst those I have been able to find 
seem to bear most strongly against my contention, it is well to 
bear in mind the words of the great chief justice in Cohens vs, 
Virginia, 6 Wheaton 264, 399. 

it is a maxim not to be disregarded that general expressions, in every 
nion, are to be taken in connection with the cases in which those expres- 

ire used. If they go beyond the case, they may be respected, but ought 
not to control the judgment in a subsequent suit when the very point is pre- 
sented for decision. The reason of this maxim is obvious. The question 
actually before the court is investigated with care and considered in its full 
extent. Other principles which may serve to illustrate it are considered in 
their relation to the caso decided, but their possible bearing on all other cases 
is seldom completely investigated. 





es 

And it must further be borne in mind that in all the decided 
cases Which have reference to the subject now under considera- 
tion the facts and conditions have been entirely different from 
those now existing as to the people and territory of Puerto Rico 
and the Philippine Islands by reason of the difference in the treaty 
stipulations, and also by reason of the operation of statutes which 
had been passed by Congress extending the Constitution or the 
laws of the United States, or both, to the territory. 

ilaving now considered these cases, all of which I think I have 
been able to show are notapplicable to the conditions as presented 
by our latest treaty, I now proceed to present those which, in my 
judgment, fully sustain my position. 

And first let us consider the source of the power to acquire. 
Having fixed that, it would seem not difficult to find the source of 
the power to govern and the extent of that power. In American 
Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511), in which the ques- 
tion was directly involved and decided, at pages 541 and 542, Mar- 
shall, Chief Justice, says: 

The course which the argument has taken will require that, in deciding 
this question, the court should take into view the relations in which Florida 
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tands to the Uni 


nt of the 


ted States. The Constituti 
» Union the power of mak 
itly, that Government possesses the power of acquiring 


er by conquest or by treaty. 





This part of the opinion has been quoted over and over ag 
the Supreme Court, with approval, and has been uniformly ¢j 
with like approval, by all writers on the Constitution. Her 
power to acquire is derived from the powers to make war ; 
make treaties. 

But there is a long line of opinions of the same court, in 
certain powers are deduced from the objects and scope of the 
ernment created by the Constitution, and from the whol 


| and scope of its language, as inherent and implied powers « 


tional sovereignty; in other words, certain powers implied in 
necessarily inherent in sovereignty. 

Thus we find Chief Justice Marshall, in McCulloch vs. \ 
land (4 Wheaton, 316), at page 406, saying; 


Bat there is no phrase in the instrument which, like the Articles 
federation, excludes incidental or implied powers, ete. 


And in Cohens vs, Virginia (6 Wheaton, 264), at page 413: 
> g 


That the United States formed for many and for most important } 
a single nation has not yet been denied. In war we are one peopl 
ing peace weare one people. Inallcommercial regulations we are on 
same people. In many other respects the American people are o1 
Government which is alone capable of controlling and managing t! 
ests in all these respects, is the Government of the Union. It is th: 
ernment, and in that character they have no other. America has 
be, and in many respects, and to many purposes, a nation; and f 
purposes her Government is complete; to all these objects it is con 

And in American Insurance Company vs. Canter (sup 
page 546: 


They are legislative courts created in virtue of the general right 
eignty which exists in the Government, etc. 

Justice Bradley, in the Legal Tender Cases (12 Wallace 
in his concurring opinion, at pages 554, 555, 556: 

The Constitution of the United States established a Government a: 
league, compact, or partnership. It was constituted by the peo] 
called a Government. In the eighth section of Article I it is declar 
Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessa 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers and all oth« 
vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States, « 
Department or officer thereof. As a Government it was invested wil 
attributes of sovereiqnty. 

The doctrine so long contended for, that the Federal Union was 
ounpars of States, and that the States, if they chose, might annul 
gard the acts of the National Legislature, or might secede from the | 
their pleasure, and that the General Government had no power t 
them into submission to the Constitution, should be regarded definit 
forever overthrown. This has been finally effected by the national 
as it had never been before, by overwhelming argument. The Unit: 
is not only a government but it is a national government, and the only 
ment in this country that has the character of nationality. * * * 

Such being the character of the General Government, it seems to! 
evident proposition thatit is invested with all those inherent and « 
powers which, at the time of adopting the Constitution, were general! 
ered to belong to every government as such and as being essential to th: 
of its functions, 


Chief Justice Waite, in National Bank vs. County of Ya: 
(101 U. S., 129), at page 133: 


In the organic act of Dakota there was not an express reservation o! 
in Congress to amend the acts of the Territorial legislature, nor wa 
sary. Such a power is an incident of sovereignty, and continues until 
away. 

Justice Field, in the Chinese Exclusion Cases (1380 U. S., 5° 
page 604: 

While under our Constitution and form of government the great ! 
local matters is controlled by local authorities, the United States i: 


lation to foreign countries and their subjects or citizens are one nat 
vested with powers which belong to independent nations, etc. 


Justice Miller, in re Nagle (185 U.S., 1), at page 62: 


While it is limited in the number of its powers, so faras its soy 
extends it is supreme. 

Justice Gray, in Jones vs. United States (187 U.5., 2 
Navassa Island case, at page 212: 

By the law of nations, recognized by all civilized states, dominion 
territory may be acquired by discovery and occupation, as well as by 
or conquest; and when citizens or subjects of one nation, in its nam: 
its authority, or with its assent, take and hold actual, continuous 
possession (although only for the a dpm of carrying on a parti: 
ness, such as catching and curing fish, or working mines) of territ 
—_- by any other government or its citizens, the nation to whi 
belong may exercise such jurisdiction and for such period as it sees 1! 
territory so acquired. 


And Justice Story, in his work on the Constitution, 
1286, speaking of the cession of the Louisiana Territory: 
The friends of the measure were driven to the adoption of thi 


that the right to acquire the territory was incident to national sov 
that it was a resulting power, growing necessarily out of the aggregat 








| confided by the Federal Constitution; that the appropriation might ju 


vindicated upon this ground, and also upon the ground that it was ! 
common defense and general welfare. In short, there is no possi built 
fending the constitutionality of this measure but upon the princip 
liberal construction which has been, on other occasions, so earnestly ! 

And so I might multiply authorities. The italics above a! 
own. 





It must be remembered that in the early days after the a‘ p 


+ 


tion of the Constitution, and for a long time afterwards. the 
were those who, whenever it suited their purposes, contend¢ a 
so strict and limited a construction of that instrument that t 


“4 73 





















lever occur. But they do not participate in political power until they 
| me a State and are admitted into the Union as such. Until that period 
t erritory remains subject to the Government insuch manner as Congress 
| direct, under the clause of the Constitution now under consideration, 


In the last section he follows and uses almost the exact lan- 
guage of Chief Justice Marshall in American Insurance Company 
. Canter, supra. 
_ And in the case of United States vs, Kagama (118 U.S8., 375, 380) 
» Miller says: 
this power of Congress to organize Territorial governments and make 
r their inhabitants arises not so much from the clause in the Consti- 
n regard to disposing of and making rules and regul: 


itions concerning 

ory and cther property of the United States as from the owner- 

the country in which the Territories are and the right of exclusive 
suty, which jaust exist in the National Government and can be found 
e. (Murphy vs. Ramsey, ll4 U. S., 15, 44.) 

, then, there were no clause in the Constitution conferring 

+n Congress the power to dispose of and make all needful rules 






regulations respecting the territory belonging to the United 
8a Art. IV, sec. 3, subs. 2) (and it may be said of this clause 
t only strengthens the position and makes clear the intention 
makers of the Constitution), would not the power to acquire 
I n of its national sovereignty necessarily imply the power 
vern by reason of its national sovereignty? And would not 
wer be unlimited, unless so far as it is affected by stipula- 
in the cessions, as Judge Story has expressed it? It would 

-m that there could be but one answer. 


ution 


_+hose who contend that the limitations of the Constit 
fatal to 


, and who think that those limitations would be 
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held that there was no power in the General Government not | driven to the position that a \ 
ranted in express terms, and some went so far even as todeny to | Congress for them must ] 
«Federal Union the right ofself-preservation. Hencethe judges | that he 1 nt t 1 t \ 
naturally, as faras possible, sought in that instrument forsome | President, executed by t t SI I 
provision to justify any exercise ywer. But here wefind, | words, t W t i ( t 
nning with Chief Justice Marshall, a progressive interpreta- | on ind be 3 1 
jeriving from it necessarily certain inherent and implied | pr i by ¢ es 
rs, sothat when Justice Bradley said that the Government of } | ding as to any 
United States was ‘‘invested with all the inherent and implied | the President; that ter 
which, at the time of adopting the Constitution, were | p id in w s 
lly considered to belong to every government as such, and | | tund ] 
‘essential to the exerci its functions,” he but stated | free from tl I t 
, . i 
has come to be the accepted doctrine. iu ted period t t ute 
1so Chief Justice Marshall would only have stated what is | gress those ln » ¢ t 
» firmly established to be disputed, if he had derived t ipply to I n ! 
f acquisition not only from the power to make war and to | not exercising the ind powel J 
treaties, but also from those inherent and implied powers of | ] W r insu! but do apply ( 
reignty existing in every independent and sovereign nation. | that one department « eG rn} 
On no other ground can the right of acquisition by discovery and | t 3 ire yact d to territ l 
ition, recognized in Jones vs. United States, supra, be justi- | its limitations, while another is not 
I WV ild seem ol st vid it i 
lif the power of acquisition in the United States is derived | stitution, after peace has been restored treaty } , 
the inherent and implied powers of national sovereignty, | and acquisition is complete, bind all t ‘ ! 
m to every nation as such, would it not necessarily follow | Government, if they bind any; that if those | tio t 
by virtue of the same powers we have the right of govern- | ply to the Executive in his government ¢ juired ter2 
nterritoryacquired? IftheGovernment of the United States |} under these conditions, they would not apply to Con 
representative of the national sovereignty of the peopleof the | government of such territory. And this view seems t 
ted States as the British Crown and Parliament are the repre- absolutely conclusive by the fact that the Co1 ition 
tatives of the national sovereignty of Great Britain, would not | clause containing and implying 1 mita n ( 
Government of the United States, through its political depart- the power of governing such territory, while it nowhere « 
ments—the executive and legisiative—have the same power of .ee h power on the Executive, and such power has only beet 
governing territory acquired by virtue of its inherent right of | nized as pertaining to the Executive while in the ex se of t 
sovereignty as a nation as the Crown and Parliament of Great | belligerent rights of a conqueror or in the suppression « 
Britain have of governing British territory, or as the representa- }| rection and the restoration of peace and i 
tives of the sovereignty of any other nation would have? But when we say that the United States ; power to acqu 
Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution, section 1328, says: | territory by virtue of its inherent and implied powers o 
wer of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and | eignty, and after acquiring it has power to govern y vu 
sal, and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and | the same powers, we deduce at once the power in the Pr 
unless so far as itis effected by stipulations in the cession or by | ag the ré presentativ eof that sovereigntv. to ¢ rn intil 
linance of 1787, under which any of it has been settled. at s ’ z 1: hak? a 4) pes 
a. ; t tion 1324 gress acts, untrammeled by the limitations of the Cor 
Line ore cac se . . : b> 1 } 
5 SESER, Be HOCUON Loe: : | which are not in express terms made applicable to such t 
‘ e General Government possesses the right toacquire territory, either | and the same power in Congress as representing that sove 
uest or by treaty. it would seem to follow as an inevitable conse- | +} Congress c 3 to act 
that it possesses the power to govern what it has acquired. Theter- | WieN Vongress Comes to act. : 
loes not, when so acquired, become entitled to self-government, and In American Insurance ( ompany vs. Canter, supra, th 
t subject to the jurisdiction of any State. It must, consequently, be | savs at nage 541: 
! tat J | Says at page 541: 
the dominion and jurisdiction of the Union, or it would be without any | 2 . ee 
government atall. In cases cf conquest, the usage of the world is, if a na- rhe usage of the world is, if a nation be not entirely subdued, t 
not wholly subdued, to consider the conquered territory as merely | the holding of conquered territory as a mere military ipancy 
! military occupation until its fate shall be determined by a treaty of | fate shall be determined at the treaty of peace If it be ceded by tl eat 
But during this intermediate period it is exclusively subject to the | the acquisition is confirmed, and the ceded territory becomes a p 
nment of the conqueror. Incase of confirmation or cession by treaty, | nation to which it is annexed, either on the terms stipulated in the tr 
juisition becomes firm and stable, the ceded territory becomes a | cession or on such as its new master shallimpose. Ons tr 
fthe nation to which it is annexed, either on terms stipulated in the | tory it has never been held that the relations of ft nhabitants v 
ty or on such as its new master shall impose other undergo any change. Their relations with their former sover 
relations of the inhabitants with ea h other do not change, but their | dissolved, and new relations are created between t 1and the gov 
r ns with their former sovereign are dissolved, and new relations are | which has acquired their territory. The san W transterre 
ted between them and their new sovereign. The act transferring the | country transferred the allegiance of those who rema i t it 
ry transfers the allegiance of its inhabitants. But the general laws not | I be denominated political is necessaz hanged i 
y political remain as they were until altered by the new sovereign. If ulates the intercourse and general conduc t i viduals rema 
ity stipulates that they shall enjoy the privileges, rights, and immnu- til altered by the newly created power of the sta 
f citizens of the United States, the treaty asa part of the law of the . ~49 
ecomes obligatory in these respects. Whether the same effect would | And again at page O43: 
t from the mere fact of their becoming inhabitants and citizens by the | It has been already stated that all the laws which were in force in } 
n without any express stipulation may deserve inquiry if the question | while a province of Spain, those excepted which were p 





acter, which concerned the relations between the peop 

remained in force until altered by the Government | i 

Congress recognizes this principle by using the words * Law ft 

tory now in force therei No laws could then have been in it t 
| enacted by the Spanish Government 


ry iS a mere militar 
| occupation. When the acquisition is complete, however, by « 
sion, then the laws which were in force while the territory wa 


| subject to the absolute and untram 


successful government of these islands and their people, are | ing the laws of the former s 


That is, until the territory is ceded by the treaty of 


peace, it 
considered that the holding of such territ 


part of another nation, those excepted which are political in th 
character, as, for instance, those attaching to the ligati 
allegiance and protection, remain in force until Congress a 


| After complete acquisition, and until Congress acts to cha 
them, the former local laws apply, and the President admi 


| them through his agents. 


And there is nothing in Cross vs. Harrison (16 How., 164 
conflicts with this. This is a very different thing from thei1 
meled 
During this time, if the laws of the for 
vision for juries or grand juries, the limitations 

: ‘ 


Amendments V, VI, and VII could not be in force vy 
mitting criminals to go untried and unpunished, andrights w 
under our system, would be tried in suits at common 
without a remedy, for there would be no way : ! 


under the law. 

I donot think anyone would contend that tl 
require or permit any such result must 1 
tations apply to the government by the P1 ler 





yvereign,. And wouldit1 
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to say that the President could administer the laws of another 
eign free from such limitations while he could not so admin- 
ister laws passed by our own sovereignty? The only escape is to 
that t e limitations do not apply, and that as we have the 
i juire by virtue of the inherent powers of national sov- 
erciznty, so We have the right to govern by virtue of the same 
pow that the Constitution only confirms and strengthens that 
right by the express provision of the fourth article; and that in 
the government of such Territory we are as free from all limita- 
tions, not by the Constitution expressly made applicable, as Eng- 
land or any other nation would be. [Applause. | 
It would seem to be impossible to harmonize the position taken 
by the Supreme Couri as to courts in the Territories and as to the 
clause of the fourth article, above referred to, with any other 
view than that which I have taken. I have already cited and 
quoted from the case of American Insurance Company vs. Canter. 
1 now call attention to the following opinions, and I might cite 
others: 
Story on the Constitution, section 1328, page 230: 
r of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and 
d their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
i, unles ) far asit is affected by stipulations in the cessions, or by 
nance of lis7, under which any part of it has been made.” 
Pitot (Cranch, 035, 336), opiniou by Marshall, Chief Justice: 
»wwer of governing and of legislating for a Territory is the inevi- 


ETE 








table con rence of the right to acquire and tohold territory. Could this 
position be contested, the Constitution of the United States declares that 
*¢ ; shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States.’ Accordingly, we find Congress possessing and exercising the 


and undisputed power of governing and legislating for the Territory 
n Congress has given them a legislative, an executive, and a 
jud y, with such powers as it has been their will to assign to those 
depart ments, respectively.” 








Benner vs. Porter (9 How., 235, 242), opinion by Nelson, judge: 
-distinetion between the Federal and State jurisdictions, under the 
Cc tution of the United States, has no foundation in these Territorial g 
ert ts; and consequently no such distinction exists, either in respect to 
the diction of their courts or the subjects submitted to their cognizance, 


They are legislative governments, and their courts legislative courts, Con- 
gre in the exercise of its powers in the reorganization and government of 
-the Territories combining the power of both the Federal and State authori 
ties. Their is but one system of government or of laws operating within 
their limits, as neither is subject to the constitutional provisions in respect | 
to Federal and State jurisdiction. 

‘They are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject to its com- 
plex distribution of the powers of government as the organic law, but are | 
the creations exclusively of the legislative department and subject to its 
supervision and control. Whether or not there are provisions in that instru- 
ment which extend to and act upon these Territorial governments it is not 
now material toexamine. We are speaking here of those provisions that 
refer particularly to the distinction between Federal and State jurisdiction.” 

National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. 8.,12 supra). 

Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 0. S., 15, 44), opinion by Mathews, judge: 

*'The counsel for appellant in argument seems to question the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to pass the act of March 22, 18#2, sofar asit abridges 
the rights of electors in the Territory under previous laws. But that ques- 
tion is, we think, no longer open to discussion. It has passed beyond the 
state of controversy into final judgment. The people of the United Statesas 
sovereign owners of the national Territories have supreme power over them 
andtheirinhabitants. In the exercise of thissovereign dominion they are rep- 
resonted by the Government of the United States, to whom all the powers of 
government over that subject have been delegated, subject only to such re- 
strictions as are expressed in the Constitution, or are necessarily implied in | 
its terms, or in the purposes and object of the power itself; for it may well 
be admitted in respect to this,as to every power of society over its members, 
that it is not absolute and unlimited.” | 

United States vs. Gratiot (14 Peters, 526, 537), opinion by Thompson, judge: 

* And the Constitution of the United States (Article IV, sec. 3) provides: 
‘That Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States.’ The term territory, as here used. is merely descriptive of 
one kind of property, and is equivalent tothe word lands. And Congress has 
the same power over it as over any other property belonging to the United 
States. And this power is vested in Congress without limitation and has 
been considered the foundation upon which the Territorial governments 
rest 

Shively vs. Bowlby (152 U. S., 1, 48), opinion by Gray, justice: 

“By the Constitution, as is now well settled, the United States having 
rightfully acquired the Territories, and being the only government which 
can impose laws upon them, have the entire dominion and sovereignty, na- 
tional and municipal, Federal and State, over all the Territories so long as 
they remain in a Territorial condition.” 

_ ‘Talbott vs. Silver Bow County (139 U. S., 438, 445, 446), opinion by Brewer, 
justice: 

‘** But the whole argument fails when applied toa Territory. It is nota 
distinct sovereignty. It has no independent powers. It is a political com- 
munity organized by Congress, all whose powers are created by Congress, 
and all whose acts are subject to Congressional supervision. Its attitude to 
the General Government is no more independent than that of acity to the 
State in which it is situated, and which has given to it its municipal organi- | 

| 


zation.” 





Endlemen vs. United States (86 Fed. Rep., 456, 459), opinion by Morrow, 
justice: 

‘* The answer to these and other like objections urged in the brief of counsel 
for defendant is found in the now well-established doctrine that the Territo- 
ries of the United States are entirely subject to the legislative authority of 
Congress. They are not organized under the Constitution nor subject to its | 
complex distribution of the powers of Government as the organic law, but | 
are the creation exclusively of the legislative department and subject to its 
supervision and control. (Benner vs. Porter, 9 Bow ., 235, 242.) The United | 
States having rightfully acquired the territory and being the only govern- 
ment which can impose laws upon it, has the entire dominion and sovereignty, 
national and municipal, Federal and State.” 


See also Utter vs. Franklin (172 U. S., 416, 423). 
It will be seen that Chief Justice Marshall, remembering what 
he had said in Seré vs. Pitot, supra, made use of the language used | 


| 





in American Insurance Company vs. Canter as to the Terri: 
court in Florida. These cases have been uniformly follow 


of the court is that ‘‘the judicial power of the United States 
vided for in the third article of the Constitution means, a 
ing to the decisions of our highest court, the judicial power 
Federal Government as exercised within the territory con 
within the States, and has no reference to the judicial powe: 
cised under Federal legislation in the Territories; that th 
of the Territories are created in virtue of the general righ 
ereignty which exists in the Government or of the clause 
fourth article authorizing Congress to make all needful ru! 
regulations respecting the Territories belonging to the | 
States; that Congress may by virtue of these powers est 
there such courts as it may see fit; may give to them su 
diction as it may deem proper, including admiralty and ma 
jurisdiction, notwithstanding the provision of Article IT] 
subject; and, notwithstanding the provision as to life tenur 
provide for the appointment of judges whose terms of offi 
be limited and who may be removed at the pleasure of 1] 
pointing power. 

Surely here are some of the limitations entirely disregard 
all on the ground that they are not constitutional courts, | 
organized under and by virtue of the general right of sov: 
which exists in the Government, or the needful rules and 
tionsclause. Here, too,is a case of the exercise of power und 
clause independent of the limitations in other parts of th: 
ment. 

It would seem that this ought to be conclusive. But m 
what is said as to the Government of the United States, 
Constitution, having the entire dominion and sovereignty, na 
and municipal, Federal and State, over all the Territories. 
them there is no partition of sovereignty. It is all in the | 
States. In legislating for the Territories Congress has the | 
both of the Federal Government and of the State govern 
In other words, as to the Territories it has every sovereign | 
of legislation. 

Now, note the decision of the Supreme Court in Barron 
timore (7 Peters, 243), which has been uniformly follow 
approved. (Fox vs. Ohio, 5 How., 410; Withers vs. Buc! 
How., 84; Twitchell vs. The Commonwealth, 7 Wallace, °). 
ward vs. Elliot, 20 Wallace, 532; Pierson vs. Yewdall, {5 | 


uu 


approved, and from them it is clear that the established doc; 
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294; Davis vs. Texas, 139 U. S., 651; Talton vs. Mayes, 163 U. 
376.) In all these cases the doctrine announced is that the lin 


tations on the powers of the General Governmentin the Constitu 


tion, expressed in general terms, are not applicable to the 
but were adopted to quiet the fears of the States, and as | 
tions upon the exercise of the powers of the General Gover 
in reference to the people of the States adopting it and 
under it. [Applause. ] 

Now, if the General Government, in legislating for th 
tories and their people, has the legislative powers bot! 
General Government and of the States with respect to tl 
ple, in virtue of the general right of sovereignty which « 
the General Government, or in virtue of the plenary-power 
of the fourth article, and if the States in their legislative p 
their own people are not restrained by the limitations ex) 
general terms in the Constitution of the United States, wo 
not necessarily follow that the General Government in le: 
for the Territories is not restrained by those limitations 


would not the conclusion be inevitable that Congress, in its |! 


lation in respect to the Territories, would have those a 
and plenary powers of undivided sovereignty which, at th 
adopting the Constitution, were generally considered to be! 
every government as such? There would seem to be but 
swer. And thus we find that in the thirteenth amendment 
those other provisions to which I have referred, where it 
tended that the inhibition should apply wherever the so. 
of the United States extended, words are used which 


dinectly, and without any possibility of mistake or miscunsirc- 


tion, that meaning. 

The following question is sometimes asked by those ta! 
opposite view, and they seem to think that it is absolutely 
sive of the matter: ‘‘Can the Government of the United 
the creature of the Constitution, having lawful existenc: 
virtue of the Constitution, go anywhere in the exercise of il 
ers and jurisdiction unaccompanied by the Constitution’ 

It would seem at first blush to be hard to answer, and y' 
been answered, and answered completely, in the case 1n 1 
(140 U. S., 453). 


The case was this: Ross, a seaman on board a United =! 


ship lying in the harbor of Yokohama, Japan, killed on 
the second mate of the vessel. He was arrested and cv 
jail in Yokohama, and was subsequently tried, convicted 
der, and condemned to death by a consular court, sitting 1 
hama consisting of the United States consul-general 3! 
associates. During the trial motion was made on his bela 


~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1DS7 

















After his conviction and t 
] i om . 
bar N.Y wis 1 | j ~ 
tiary andt inca l : ( I 
me years n was made | > L I 
s fur his discharge, ont ! I ! 
and impri ment wel 33 lL? ! 
h n rt denied the 1 I 1 that « \ 
‘ in appeal was taken to the Supreme ¢ wh i v ’ 
I l the low er court Was affirm 1. § l s sla Ss, Was 0D i t n 1 
1thority under which the consular court was organized | meaning of Cons 
‘ ‘ i was derived from treaties between the United States | th uch per v I s 
an, wherein it was - vider i that Americans committing | privi sof t S L 
in Japan were to be t ed | the Americ: h cons il-g neral, entit I »the re | 
ul, and punished accordi: ng to American laws, and from | All of it wa } te iter d 
the Congress of the United States investing ministers and | the jurisdiction of th irt: and it 
3of the United States to Japan with judicial rover | an nent 5 ( 
s, providing for the organization of the con rt umbrance in the repor t hig 
scribing the manner of procedure in which that pow: 
be exercised. . 
: ipt has been anes So Creengnamts tetedene by giving ythe Having exai ed the provi l the C tu 1 and ft! 
re of the court the meaning that the Government of Japan | opi sof the Supt Court t t 
rised the American consul to exercise jurisdiction 2 rding | cussion, [ might now cite a great nu r of \ 
orm of procedure which his Governn t 


I 
y required that the punishment shoul 





to American law, and that in the procedure, in arraignment xr, Ides oO to t [ 
al, the lawmaking power of the United States had the per- ot | ’ 
m of Japan to prescribe such regulations as it might think d ur y | g tot iS t 
r, the lawmaking power of the United States acting in this ates, after the I the Con ind t t 
t for the Japanese Government. This would seem to be tio1 regard 1 ‘i 11 





ngly farfetched. But the fact still remains. and it would | is instructive, and perhaps somethi t] t to be startlit 
m to be a complete answer to this posit ion, that the court was | to those who in these days areinv: ng strongly ith a nst 
inized and its procedure was had under a law of the Congress r right to acquire and our ty 
ie United States. thos Who are in the habit of dk r Mr. J 


an not better give the real meaning of the decision 











in this A very brief exami nation of tl \ t 
than by quoting the words of Dr. Talcott Williams, of Phil- | prominent stat ’ hat pet , =o 
: , : ¢ will show that 7 } Vv 
Iphia,in Annals of the American Academy, Supplement, May, | sress will show that none of th : oe 
t - ‘ f aw cr 
He says: with the exception of Mr. Jeffers 3 : 
y confusion on this subject arises from failing to discriminate between of : acquisition, and that ul oe nee ad #, 
ts of sovereignty and constit utional jurisdicti . : Sover- | tions of government and as to whether the t ty-ma 
y Jusiedict n y be coterminous. Either may exist whet the | could, under the Constitution, provide in t 
sabsent. The sovereignty of the United States sentenced in Japan to a a TT i soacntias b tarrit 
‘ y Of : the admission into the Union of acquired tert 
th, and provid d for the imegheunmnent of Ross for life in Albany, a Pee eee al ec saad ae ie Amvethces. 
er case than the finding in Japan, because the sentence had to be exe- | COMMercial privlieges to ports 1n such territory, and { ’ I 
: 


“within our constitutional limits. but n ) one will pre — that the con- | without a clear violation of that instrument. foreign t 
nal jurisdiction of the United States a; ppl lied in e r case, because | a 9 i Ate ‘ ea 1) 

: | admitte o the st s of States ata 
la jury would have been necessary, and the Suprem e Court wisely | COUAG VE a Imitted to the status of Stat tb all. 


» authority for dealing with the lite an i liberty of | ‘The purchase and cession of that Territory was a polit lever 
not in any spe of as great,if not far great l 








an American 
lgran of power to Co 3s, but in the necessity for the 






















e of the iternati ao. wwers of anl plependens noverclenty 7 v ind I + 
. : : e fir rson. as t 
» Constitution ec reate a constitution: ul jurisdiction within certain do- We fin sae ‘Mr. Jefferson, a s ; 
limits, to wit, the ates which formed the Union. It also createda | Was a direct violation of i 
sci ie tose internat ne 3 needed — demanded | y anin- | the Constitution has made I 
sndent nation, recognized and acting as such under the law of nations 
4 : s : ; |} territory, ar t shot I 
* When this national sovereignty acts within the sphere of constitu- | t = ry, and that it , 
al jurisdiction it is limited by constitutional provisions. When. asa na- | Jefferson’s Works, volume I 





































| sovereignty. it acts within the international field, it has whatever | iar security is in the vo ‘ f t 1 C } ! 
rs are needed for its work as such, ; ‘inciple established by along | 45+ wa chon! . nmin 26 « ttlemie manne ke eomate 7 na 
3s of decisions (Fong Yue Ting vs. 1 “1 States. 149 U.S.. 712.) Sov- that we sh = 1 noe panes ; Ss ae 7 j } cs Bie a 
vy isex sreised over conquered territ « constitution: cautioning that, if it must be done, it sl l » done a 
, but asa partof the rights inherent ation created | as possible, and signifying his willingness to a 
Constitution. Legislation by treat 1erican Insurance | fyje: eshanild nn. serves: cattis this a +, a, ary 
uny vs, Canter, 1 Peters, 511) dee am tutional uri i os fon might be oe See 
LV US, anter, t i 1G W uvIOnNaAL JUrIsal nnates o a 4 a enevanté sinc 34 a F 
ull be coterminous with this national sovereignty, ete. * . construction mignt | —- 1 wen 1 ee . 
reignty, in short, moves with the international acts of the nat (Letter to Nicl Jefferson's Works, ' ime 4, page 
( tutional jurisdiction travels with the municipal law of the United On the other 1 oy we find Mr. Gallatin laving down t 
, and is created by a treaty because it is a part of thatlaw. Nor does | , rin ae ful s heart ae i es a eae tes 
ision, not even that cited referring t a — ia, tray- | Goctrine since so lully sanctioned by the decisions of the supreme 
distinction, for the simple reason, if no other, that : eaty annex- | Court: 
tory without conferring civil rights that S, oxte nat ng constitu- 1) That the I tod Stat } y r , 
urisdiction in greater or less degree—has never yet been before our | 4..0:. 000 ‘ os that oe 
. i . € Ai ‘ ‘ 
s. I submit, therefore, that in dealing with territory thus annexed | authorities in whom the trea . . 
may be found a power wide ee Sane eee ul rules aly Le 4 . ‘ : ; ; - "¢ = S 
culations respecting t territor and other property," to wit, the broader | a aaae 4 some he ; : tecce ; 
al power which permits an ation itself, though the Constitution | %¢" an ‘ Rr Seen . ce ¢ of t 
; , - ‘ . at | ‘ ‘ 
s no provision for thea “t, and under which powera long series of stat- | of making reculat f ; ’ t ’ | f 
ive been passed and even juryless courts ¢c1 ated as part of national ‘Ibert Gallatin. = ae "Ese \ : 
gnty, and not part of our municipal constitutional jurisdiction. — 
aes : ; } is. that— 
1e course of decisions in regard to the Indian tribes, subject | And Mr. Nic holas, that 
as they are to the sovereignty of the United States and living in There is nothir the Cor t the treat , 
. . san? tha ‘ } . + 4 
ry subject to that sovereignty, are also suggestive. In re- | om ptt anh eae ; : : 
p to them it has never been considered that the power of Con- s 


*s was limited by the Constitution. These ‘semi-independ nt| Jefferson subsequently uit 1 in Mr. Gallatin’s views as t 
es have always been recognized as exempt from our laws, | the power of acquisi iti Wr tings Albert Gallatin, volur 

r Within or without the limits of an organized State or | page 115), and when the matter r ] Congress t mie rs 
. Territory, and in regard to their domestic government left to their | also seemed to have adopted them, and there was s nt no 
own rules and traditions. (Ex parte Crow Dog, 109 U. S., 556; | question raised by any member of eithe eat |} 
United States vs. Joseph, 94 U. S., 614, 617; United States vs. the day as to the righ ‘the Pres nf 1s : to 1 
uma, 118 U. §., 375; Talton vs. Mayes, 163 U.5., 376.) | treaty n 
Now, if Congress can establish such courts and provide such thus bring that vast territory under the sover« d the | 
‘ocedure as that established and provided for the trial of Ross in States. 

1 territory, and can provide for or permit such procedure As to the right to make a treaty of acquis 
Ly rie required by the rule sand traditions of an Indi an trib loiph, Jetter i 

: r own territ ry, unrestricted by any provis ion ol the Consti- | dispu es as to boundar 
tut surely the reasoning which I have given should not be | aries; Nicholson, Jeffer nl 
cor aidenedl strained and artificial to show that the constitutional had a right to acquire new territor 
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*; that the right must exist somewhere 
nt vereignty; Cesar Rodney, Jetfer- 
that there was no reason why within the fair 

provision (the general-welfare clause) 
power of increasing territory if necessary for 


pend 


S nel 


t eneral welfare or common defense; that the words of the Con- 
tit m which give Congress the authority to make all laws | 
W all be necessary and proper for carrying into effect the 


vers vested in us every power necessary for carrying 
ha treaty into effect; that as for the special privilege of trade 


rded to New Orleans, it violated in no way the Constitution; 


FOUN, poy 
ace 
Pay] 
lutions, that it was derived from the war power and the treaty- 
making power; Breckenridge, Jeffersonian Republican and mover 
of the Kentucky resolutions, that it was derived from this source, 

On the other side, the Federalists all admitted that the power to 
acquire territory was vested in the Government under the war and 
treaty-making powers and also by the inherent right of sover- 
eicnt They only contended that there was no right to admit 
foreign country as an associate in the Union without the assent of 
each individual State, or to give the port of New Orleans special 
privileges over the other ports of the country. To these conten- 


ye 
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that in the Territories Congress is unrestrained by the limitati: 
of the Constitution. 

Shortly afterwards, on the h of March, 1804, a further ; 
was passed for the government of this Territory. By this bill 
was divided into two parts, that north of the thirty-third para 
to be known as the district of Louisiana and subject to the T 
ritorial government of the Indiana Territory, that south 


Ot 


~wJL 


| parallel to be known as the Territory of Orleans and to be 


ir, Jeffersonian Republican and mover of the Virginia reso- | 


tions Nicholson replied that the right to acquire territory was one | 


thing, but the right to admit that territory into the Union quite 
another thing, which he refused to discuss not before the 
House; that as to the privilege to the port of New Orleans, this 
territory was purchased by the United States in their confederate 
capacity, and might be disposed of by them at pleasure; that it 
wis in the nature of a colony whose commerce might be regu- 
lated without any reference to the Constitution. And Randolph 
replied that the stipulation as to the port of New Orleans was a 
part of the price of the territory; and as to the admission of new 
ussociates into the Union, so far as the Constitution was con- 
cerned we might admit Great Britain or France; that the only 
reason we could not was because we could not. 

And it was on this subject of admission tothe Union afterwards 
that the speech of Josiah Quincy so often alluded to was made, 
not as to the acquisition of the territory. So, also, we find Gou- 


as 


verneur Morris, who drew the third section of the fourth article of | 


the Constitution, approving the acquisition, but condemning the 
clause of the treaty pledging the admission of the territory into 
the Union, and saying that he always thought that when we 
should acquire Louisiana, as he always thought we would, it 
would be proper to govern it as a province, and that in drawing 
this section he had gone as far as circumstances would permit to 
establish the exclusion. (Letters to Henry W. Livingston, De- 
cember 4, 1803, and Jonathan Dayton, January 7, 1804.) 

The first legislation for the government of this Territory was 
the act passed October 31, 1803 (2 U. S. Stat., 245), which it may 
not be amiss to note was approved and carried into effect by Mr. 
Jefferson. 
dissatisfied, and provision had to be made for their government 
and control. By this act the President was given absolute power. 
tle was authorized to take possession and maintain the authority 
the United States, and to make use for that purpose of the 
Army and Navy of the United States and of the militia to the 
number of 80,000, and to vest in such person or persons as he might 
appoint all the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised by 
the officers of the existing government, to be exercised in such 
manner as he might direct. 

Mr. Jefferson immediately appointed one person, Governor Clai- 
borne, to exercise all the powers both of the governor-general] and 
intendant, which had theretofore been vested in different individu- 
als, and the latter of which had to some extent been a check upon 
the former. He thus made him substantially a temporary king, 
and intrusted to him the administration of a system of laws 
entirely unknown to and in many respects in violation of our 
Constitution. It may be noted that there was a religious estab- 
lishment, and that canons and curates received salaries from the 
public treasury. Nobody but John Quincy Adams had made any 


Oo} 


The people of that Territory were restless, uneasy, and | 


erned as prescribed in the act. In this government the peo) 
Louisiana, numbering 50,000 persons in an old and established 
society, were to have no voice, and were in no way consult 
about it or asked to consent to it. The governor, secretary, 
legislative council of thirteen, and judicial officers were all t 
appointed by the President. In the selection of none of these 
cers were the people to have any voice, and the governor and 
islative council were invested with full legislative powers. 

This bill was reported to the Senate by Breckenridge, of Ken- 
tucky, Jeffersonian Republican, and mover in the legislature 
Kentucky of the Kentucky resolutions. This bill was vio! 
assailed in the House by members of both parties and was ame 
but was passed as it came from the Senate, with the exceptic 
the time of its operation was limited to one year from the | 
of the following October, to which time the act of October 31, | 
was to remain in force. It may be said of this act also that it 
only to be operative for a limited time, and until Congress s} 
provide for that Territorial government which was afterwaris 
into operation and remained so until the admission of Louisia 
a State: but it may be pertinent to inquire whether, if Congress had 


| the right to provide for the government of this Territory |} 


two acts for nearly two years, it would not have had the right to so 


| govern it fora longer time; and if so, for how much longer tim 


| ent from that of any subsequently acquired. ) 





Who could determine that but Congress itself? 

Was there any consent of the governed, either in the negotia- 
tion and ratification of the treaty or in this legislation passed to 
make it effective and to govern the people of the acquired te: 
tory, when the Louisianians had shed tears, as was alleged in 
debate, when the American flag was raised in place of the F: 
And on what ground could either be justified other than tho: 
which they were justified—that the power was an inherent } 
of the sovereign nation created by the people when the Con 
tion was adopted? All this was done by the Government o 
United States in the complete control of Jefferson and his pa 
And I have alluded to it not because I think Mr. Jefferson or |iis 
followers were infallible or even authoritative interpreters of tle 
Constitution, but in the hope that it may challenge the atten! 
of those who in these days are accustomed to worship at 
shrine of Jeffersonian idolatry. 

Thus we see that the view which I have taken was the on 
tertained by statesmen like Gallatin, and indeed all the states: 
of the early years of the century (with the possible excejition of 
Jefferson, who at least acquiesced), before there had been or could 
be any judicial decisions on this subject. (For we must re1 
ber that the status of the Northwest Territory was entirely di! 
And not onl; 
they entertain this view, but in their legislation they did not s 
to give to the principle of ‘‘the consent of the governe |” 
meaning now sought to be attached to it. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that there is not one of us who dovs not 


em 


| thoroughly believe in that principle announced in the ut 


effort at amending the Constitution to fit the case, and he had re- | 


ceived not only no encouragement but positively hostile action 
from the Jeffersonian Republicans. This bill was reported by 
John Randolph, of Virginia, the chairman of the committee, and 
when the Federalists objected that the powers conferred on the 
President by it were unconstitutional, he defended it on the 
ground of necessity and maintained that with respect to this terri- 
tory the United States possessed the powers of European sover- 
elgnty. 

Others defended on the ground that Congress have a power in 
the Territories which they can not exercise in the States, and that 
the limitations of power found in the Constitution are applicable 
to States and not to Territories. Thus defended by the Jefferso- 
nian Republicans, the bill passed. It is true that this was a tem- 
porary measure, intended rather for the taking possession of than 
for the government of the Territory. But it is well to note the 
grounds on which it was justified and the doctrine announced— 


| structive of all organized government. 


| structible Union. 





| 


Declaration. But there are some of us who believe that the 
sent should be at least first expressed in a legal and orderly and 


| unmistakable manner by a people capable of its intelligent «x- 


pression, and that it can not be inferred from the will 


| minority or from actions instigated by the intrigues and di « 


influences of ambitious, designing, and selfishly interested 
viduals, and that, except with this qualification, it would | 
If its meaning hai | 
construed in the past to be that which is now claimed for 
some persons, we would not now have one undivided an: 
Life, liberty, and the pursuit of hay; 
These are the essential things, and these they shall enjoy as ' 
have never enjoyed them before, 
Vi. 

I conclude, then, Mr. Chairman, from an examination of the 
Constitution, the opinions of our highest judicial tribunal. «1 
history of our country and its legislation on this subject, th 
have clearly the same latitude of action in regard to our r 
acquired possessions that England has in regard to her de} 
cies, save and except only as I have herein indicated. 

Whether forbidden by the Constitution or not, surely no m 
of this body will ever wish, or even dare, as to them, to aut 
or permit arrests by general warrant; or authorize or | 
excessive bail to be required; or authorize or permit any ! 
sonable delay in the trial of a person held to answer for ¢ 
or authorize or permit one accused to be deported for trial out»! 


the district fixed by law; or authorize or permit secret trial; oF 
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authorize or permit one accused to be deprived of the right t I belong to a party 1 

















have counsel, to be informed of the nature and cause of his ar- ples upon which the Amer ! l 
nment, to confront the witnesses against him, and to have f lonial dependen : t { hur I 
ulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor; or au- | 1 il er ssiss ‘ 
or permit him to be compelled to give testim I area lat t 
lf; or authorize or permit him to be prosecu the human fa t ! 
for the same offense; or authorize or permit the im] in ot words li WW ( 
cessive fines or cruel or unusual punishments; 01 s the source « il 
rmit property to be taken for a public purpose wit} decreed 
ist compensation therefor; or authorize or p In the sideration « 
rty by general search warrants; or aut! classes, royalt I 1 
to be quartered in any house in time of peac tramps 1 slay itt 
nt of the owner, or in time of war except law and ru nduct 
suthorize or permit any person to be de} ( Throng tallt oe : 
rty without due process of law; or authorize national greatness I portion 
inequal taxes tt » be imposed. people, resulting in t 
If any such there ever shall be here, he will be found only | yet experience of freemen 
mngst those who are accustomed toexert every faculty of brain | lishment of government is ve 
and energy of body to devise methods by which others may be de- | | es 
prived of rights which they themselves claim and enjoy, orelse | History imparts to us a desire to] m l 
ngst those who are the beneficiaries of such methods. He | love for the liberty w oT g 
not come from the great State of Minnesota, which I have | whic! su gard for the ) 
the honor in part here to represent, nor from any of those great t ir ap} t ¢ 
es where it is the pride and delight of all to enforce equal | that ‘‘t } ern! 
and equal and exact justice for all. 3 of the g rned : t 
\nd to whom can all this subject be more safely committed than | patriots d it t c : 
Congress, responsible always, as it is, to a constituency satu- | : the \ 1} t ght 
| with the traditions of liberty, jealous of any exe rcise of arbi- | rent can « e digt 
trary or unwarranted power, and watchful tocondemn carelessness | n when t t ibje 
ullousness in the exercise of power by their representatives? | s be ‘ 
Indeed, it might be said that on almost every limitation of the | a Poy t ir 1 
Constitution little controversy could possibly arise, on account of in dk tha ! 


the universal readiness to concede the lareest measure of freedom 
| self-government. [Applause. | ack man he right ol ttt 
[t may be necessary, Mr. Chairman, to provide different tariff | time denounce the Republican party for tryi rn 





laws and commercial regulations from our own for these people, | brown man without his cons 
not for their oppression, but for their benefit and support, and I am one of those who believe t1 
r the enforcement of a commercial policy which will redound 
to their welfare and our own. It may be necessary for a time, 
til the habits of freedom and the elevating influences of educa- 
tion and the experienced blessings of law and order have fitted 
them for a better system, toestablisha judicial system not strictly 
cordance with those to which we have been accustomed (to 
s rapidly as circumstances will admit Posie rane into full har- 





the right to work for whom he will and ft 
| just, and in addition thereto uld have 
in the framing of the law which shall cont 
pay. 
Mr. Chairm: 
serve members 
nation because : 





mony with our syste m), not to debase, but to improve and purify | out due process of law, and in the sam t id l 
t quality of justice and mercy. It may be necessary to place | tration for shooting salvation i submiss \ 


certain restrictions upon their inhabitants, not for their oppres- | man because he wants to be free. 
nor degradation, but for their and our security and protection. The prophet of Bagdad said, ‘‘Go with tl word and 
That the inhabitants of these islands shall enjoy every funda- | with the Koran, and he who will 1 t my 
ntal and inalienable right, such as protection by the Govern- | him do’ wn.” When we contrast w 

ment, the enjoyment of life and liberty, and the right to the 

pursuit of hap ypiness and to ac quire and « = joy property, subject 

nly to such restraints as may be prescribed for the public good, | next. 

lofusarefully agreed. Thatthey Sie aaharoneeanaanaak Nations should have the same right a ut t 

me toa realization of blessings of which they have never even | have among men. The right to life, libert 


n policy of “ben volent assimilat \ re le 


he present Administration of this Government 





—- 

















glimpse before I for one have not the slightest doubt. It | happiness is as dear to t} lack and brown man 
uld not possibly be otherwise under the governm: nt and c ontrol | as precious to the poor a 
a people in whom, as I have saidin the beginning se things | to the educated; as sacri the 
ed in the co a race and people liberty 1 rola liberty | app icable to nations as t 1 the nat 
rving, and liberty exten: ing. | Loud applause. ] verts such right os for roverned who 
Mr. DINSMORE. 1 yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman | takes the law in his owt 
from Nebraska [| Mr. NEVILLE] And it is a gratification to1 that the liber 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas his not fif- | from all countries are flocking to the standard of tl 
teen minutes to yield. | help crush out that infamous doctrine that large na \ 
Mr. DINSMORE. Ithought I had more than that. right to subjugate small ones. 
Mr. HITT. Iwillyield to the gentlemanfrom Arkansas fifteen | Aside — its relation to rectitude, what does a 
nutes, |} mean to this country? The love of freedom is 1 asil 
Mr. DINSMORE. My understanding was that the time to-day | ated after once having been sought by a humar g 
was to be equally divided between the two sides. } ing army, vt n sufficiently lar lda ‘ 
CHAIRMAN, The ge ntlem 1an from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] | check, but never eradicat t Amer g 
; s fifteen minutes to the ‘gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dins- | afford to abandon civil gov t for tar I 
E| |}man family not yet realize it a larg y ari 
DINSMORE, - ry well. I will yield that tothe gentleman | bodyguard for kings and tyrants a1 
from Nebraska {Mr N NEVILLE] | perpetuity of free institutions? 
Mr. NEVILLE. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this bill it Only a few days ago a biil passed this H 
my purpose to dwell upon the policy of this country in relation | tary post at Des Moines, Iowa; an int ’ 
iman rights, and especially those involved in imperialism | reason advanced by the Secretary of W 
mpted under the cloak of expansion. desire to lo ate th: Art Ly neat 
> ques stion as to the right and wisdom of this country enter- | where many railway lines converge. In t L 
hg upon a colonial policy is intensely political cad ban already | the humblest wage-earner in the land k: 3 what th 
I hed the 1 bitter state, yet there isa difference of opinion among | A republic based upon a declaration of equality to 
1 ‘mbers of each party, and I have no doubt an honest one, as to | zens and operated by the co nt of the m f | 
the duty of this country in the matter. | only needs sufficient soldiery to police and defend in emer 
_ Variety of opinion is sure to exist where there is a variety of but whe rean 1inority class seeks to throt ! l 
interest considered separate from their relation to justice and | in subjection and slavery force is required, and sta 
patriotism, is the most suggestive and the most potent. We n 
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| Can you not now se 


v prov f Euro- 
+ \ how \ Ve i 
ly t] y and 
t t 1 l 
4 in} ) 
\ it 4 ir assertion of 
» t] f } 1 the r 
iin the war with Me » It saved 
e struggle bet i the St 
is admiration of the world in t 
\ ; he war to subjugate the nati 
i hilijy is the citizen soldiery of Nebraska, from a 
pat Al in valor, increased the record ft 
nb ry witl t the incentive of a just cause 
| , the emblem of liberty an 1 prot tor of | 
man rights has been hitherto followed by a patriotic de “votion 
, because the American people firmly be- 
l tha I nted iiber justice, and good governmen?; | 
nd when the American flag rig matly tands upon any spot of the 
ar i id e of sovere ignty “justly obtained the American | 
( d | its right to stand there, and all other nations 
will know enough to re yh its purpose; but when the American 
fla le to loak for greed, avarice, and oppression, 
W tr wri t it from such degrading tendencies care 
it ell ** Traitor!” ‘‘Copperhead!” 


We are willing that the British lion should have a monopoly of 


t y of randizement and expansion by subjugation and 

riminal aggression, but let us hope the day may never come 

when the American eagle will abandon the patriotism and hu- 

manity of a Washington _ da Lincoln for the greed and avarice 

of a Napoleon and an Alexander or the brutality of a Tiberius 

a Nero. Has it come to this in learned America, that the 

tin; a patriotic people must be goaded by such stirring 
‘Who shall dare pull down the flag?” Humanity in | 

f a just cause never needed a lash. 


Was the flag 


never hauled down? There was a time when it 
waved over the City of Mexico as an evidence of supremacy, and 
he whole Mexican army lay vanquished at our feet. Who was 
it tl uid, ‘* Who shall dare take it down?” That element of 
\n n citize! who believed the Declaration of Independ- 
el l not apply to the black man said, ‘* Let it stand; ‘it will 
make 7 more States, 14 new Senator ,and the proportionate num- 
be Cong inen to urge the doctrine that one man may own 
ina « ate al he1 

But the big-hearted advocates of human rights said, ‘‘ Take it 

if left there it will stand for conquest and aggression 
against justice and liberty.” Who were the ‘‘ traitors” and ‘‘ cop- 
perl then? I pause for a reply. 

The venerable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] charges 
that our conduct makes the suppression of the Phi lippines cost $2 
wl would otherwise suffice. In speaking solely for myse Hf, 
Mr. ( rman, let it be distinctly understood that so long as I be- 





vea prof er of 


l freedom justly due would end hostility I will 

not « trying to thwart inhumanity because of the cost to the 
butcher 

! pledged my constituents that if elected to Congress I would 

ver vote one dollar of public money to help the Sultan of Sulu 


upport 12 wives and 


3 146 slaves; and while upon this branch of the 
subject I would be 


glad to have the members upon the other side 


is House answer the following questions: 

First. Does the Administration intend to permanen tly hold the 
Phil ne Island ; American territory or colonies? 

s d. If it does, or does not, does the Administration intend 
to recognize slavery and polygamy in Jolo so long as it holds the 
Philippines as United States territory or colonies? 

Third. If the Administration intends to stamp out polygamy 
and oa at some future time, was the concession for a present 
continuance thereof necessary to secure peaceable control? 

i urt! 1. If the object of the Administration was to get peaceabie 
control by binding this Government tosupport polygamy, slavery, 


and Mohammedanism, was the acquisition worth the cost? 


Fifth. If the Admimstration did not intend to be bound, was 
the cunning and fraud up to the proper standard of American 
manhood in dealing with an ignorant and unsuspecting people? 

But, Mr. Chairman, these are not all the complications. We 








| 1m] 


lave upon our statute books a law known as the Chinese-exclu- 
sion act, and some m — ago General Otis, in an effort to enforce 
this iaw, refused to allow a shipk * of Chinamen to land on the | 
Philippine Islands. These people had mingled and intermarried 
for a thousar 1 years. They were next-door neighbors. Their | 


habits and customs were the same. They were akin by all 
ties of broth erho d. What happened? China, after consulting 
vith other Pp ywers, demanded an explanation of the United States, 
and what was the explanation? The Administration telegraphed 
Otis “‘ to let. em land,” 


the | 


| assassins, to prevent by 
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i SI d to relax the rigor of ee D 
vera itizen see the e1 sschain? Willi ad to An 

1 civiliz nin the Philippines or Mongolian a librium 

1? ica: 

Who shall say that the people of an American colony may 
mingle and trade i aster country? 1all Puerto Rico, 
Territory of the United States, be allow - haa amiliar 
her wants to represent her upon this floor with a view to ul 
mate statehood, or shall she be governed as a colony to aug 
that part of our possessions over which an American Presi 
may pose as a 2} > 

Let me = t brethren, my Democratic fric 


an d conscientious Re pu ns all over the land, to wei; = wi 
tendency of American doulas ition under the cloak of Christ 
duty, industrial and commercial benefits. 
Youpenetr ate »d the hypocritical mask covering Republican { 
cial intent only in time to discover you ha i slept upon your ri 
» the tendency of the Republican part 
the Army whan sufficiently large, with the aid of ar 
force a lawful transfer of the rei: 
slightest pretense is available? [Lou 


utilize 


coverument when the 
plause. | 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Ray of New \ 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message | fy 
the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, announced that 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which th 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

5 An act authorizing the construction of a bridge a 
the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa; 


. 2477. 


S. 704. An act for the relief of the County of Custer, Stat 
Montana; 
5. 329, An act to provide for the purchase of a site and th« 


tion of a public 
Wyoming; and 


building thereon at Evanston, in the Stat 


5. 26. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the « 


tion of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of N 


Hampshire. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
amendment joint resolution (H. J. Res providing fi 
distribution of compiled s ero ete the District of Colum) 

committees of the Senate and House of Representatives; in w 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was request: 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed \ 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section « 
act to change the time and places for the district and circuit « 
of the northern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; in w 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requ¢ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed vy 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of 
act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, granting to the 
Hot Springs, Ark., certain lands as a city park, and for « 
purposes 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. SHERMAN in the 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas { 
time. 

Mr. DINSMORE. 
CocuRr 


136) 


I yield to the gentleman from Missou 
AN] twenty minutes. 


{[Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the committ 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, the bill und 
sideration makes an appropriation for the consular and 
matic service of ourcountry. No more important measu! 
be presented for our consideration. Very little attention h 
far been given in debate to the specific provisions of the b 
result of patient and laborious care on the part of the com 
and especially commendable to the distinguished and abl 
man. 

Many suggestions have been made by members of the co! 
tee and others during its preparation, looking to the improv 
of the foreign service; and I have no doubt whatever, but 
rule which prevents new legislation on general appropriation 
some of these suggestions might have met with favor. 

Notice was given to the committee of my desire to incor) 
a new provision in the bill authorizing a minister resident 1 
Orange Free State and the South African Republic, not 

purpose of adding to our perplexities, but because of the gro 
ortance of our relations to those countries and the desi! 
afford to the ae nt, whenever he might think prop 
wider latitude for diplomatic relationship. 

Realizing the hostility of our committee ‘to this plan in the 
ent bill, and the fruitlessness of such an effort in the fac 


| single objection, which I am advised will be forthe oming, 1} 


and word went out to the newspapers | concluded not to press the matter in violation of the rafes, 
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ry mem is sup] be f 2 
bringing ina 1 
s dis 
I ect Dd] f Lo g 
Ss em} e 5 I y 
I al O} nh t 
rished idea e nt G t to s ( 
the Aime { n. wv ~ 
for the aski l defeat ut pur 
Sen »ty } i y , m ¢ th ( r . \\ r AT 
n peace ana re ] S of < West Ind i I 
stinguished representative of this Government in the { i t } 
in isiands under the Administration of President Hart 1 ] 
nd at acritical juncture in the affairs of that Pacific t \ t | r 
sed the American flag with the concurrence of the author- | VV i t sfythem. The} 
the Hawaiian group. h intry \ read nd want 
» islands had long been under the care and protection of our | The D " 
European powers understood that our interests were | a nd al You 
int there, and no other government regarded the islands | part f nezat t-fit , a l 


1 to cong Ue ST. 





The attitude of our country was hailed with | You I e4 { t under t \ 
ind satisfaction by the people there, ant 

thems t 
x public 


“aves reieveu 


order, ever 














ent Harrison promptly submitted a treaty of annexation | 1 my. 4 
nate, but before it was acted upon t Administration | « ide this ( \ 
1. The Democratic party came into power; the treaty of ( la 
tion was withdrawn and a commissioner with paramount | to \ h } y 
ty dispatched to these islands to connive and thwart the | stitution, you 1 ( i 
t purpose of his predecessor. the South Af ( 
country well remembers the unjustifiable conduct of the | advic W he 
itic party at that time, and it disapproved this backward | and *‘ the only answer is 1 
So soon as an opportunity was presented, the wrong done You use us of maki n : 
mission int was remedied, and these inds came | Th n ) l 
effectively, permanently within the legal limits of our | heart or mind of a 
mnty. Applause. | less, unworthy its auth nd in 
e we wise in this action? Everyone now admits it. The | crow to alarm timid pe 
r of hostile attack upon our western coast has been re- The only alliance known to n n! { 
i, and no foreign fleet hovers about this Pacific stronghold | States was dissolved 
red todash upon our coast at the slightest provocation le bef 


and hope and expectation of our stat 



































| men, strate- y. pl t 
nd sailors received its final consummation when annexa- t 3 
ume an accomplished fact. Is therea man upon the other | nol y regrets its demise, 
of this Chamber who has the temerity to now rise in his lh ewith England! |] 
and say that he regrets the course pursued by the Repub- | cination, born in the smal! bi i 
party in this matter? | politi purposes in this campa \ ! 
n the last revolution of the Cuban yple was at its height; ! ral ek is l 
they were entitled to belligerent hts under every rule of | p e have been arou r 
tional law; when they had held at bay 200,000 soldiers, the | tia now ng zed by I i ! 1 
of the Spanish army, and had driven back to Spain every | meeti een held, 1 itions of 
t general who had been sent over for the purpose of ac- | funds raised to ameliorat fering l dist 
ishing the pacification of the island; when they had main le, praiseworthy manifestat f t 
t la separate government for upward of three years and the | and humanit iter 1 hu y,t igh sea 
was torn with war, devastated with fire and famine, and | tinents separate. Ay is 
lated with disease and starvation fromend toend; who was Demonstrations of this cha ter are cos 
pposed their recognition as belligerents? Why.of course, | Americans, nativ l n 1, but wl Du ( 
a Democratic President, and his action was sustained for | man, Irish, Scandinavian, Pol nt, y 
months by his party in the Congress of the United States. | one anotherin uphold he 1 t n 
i yer of the struggling, the parched lips of the dying, thecry | 7 ] t V 
s from women and little children, were not heard until | t I > ’ 
t ocratic party was retired from power and the Republican | with t 
I lace. [Applause. | native soil d l at 
in What source 3 this wail of political opposition to the | a country, sa t ( 
pine Islands come? Whois it that finds | where the bright bow of pro lured t ! t 
fault and is loudest in denunciation of our conduct? No | they were, they have been tt l 
rsonage than the late leader of the Democratic party in a | storm and trial. 
s Presidential contest, who,if my memory serves me right, I have the honor to sel t I 
it be acrime, particeps criminis in our action in this re- | Americans than any mbe1 
I r he not only enlisted in the Army to put down the power | citizens of our m1 
. knowing that the fruits of war would dispossess ber of | frugal, they plod the 
itory wherever it was the disposition of this Government | ing star and faith in t 
but he could scarcely wait to be discharged before hi Sirs, Iw 1 n 
} ff to Washington to advise the hesitating and halting | if fora m tIy it 
rats in the United States Senate that they should ratify the | zealous or did any act that 1 
treaty of peace, which provided that the Philippine Archi- | « try in a fa in 
. Puerto Rico, and the island of Guam should become part | struction of tl iry d ! 
territory of the United States [applause], and providing | the feeling of security now enjoy 
r the payment of the $20.000,000 agreed upon in this con- | ship. A man in the private walks of hfe i 
vention. How often since, with a brazenness and effrontery 


unequaled, has he berated the Government and its high officers 


conscience—may give expression to his f¢ 


‘ those charged with official responsibility m 


ao 
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1 pro-Boer, itis his bounden 
cd j ( l nt » uphold to b Op ily 
I Al \ ause 

( ( this Chamber mistake tl 

i I ithe B nd underestima 

t I nd 1 America if they think the 
! unt imperil our tutions or Impai1 

i of our h the ] f our fi or cast d 

( ipon « G by y, unwise, unlawful, 

h e act 

esterday upon this floor the heat of debate, a distingui l 
tble Rep ve.a leta ¢ the conquests of England, 
( ith iat t! i War in South Africa might WOrk 
{ innit the British Empire. Shame! Shame! 
\\ u come t fa ’ vast empire, bringing wreck 
i in Uj 1 mil f peasants and yeomanry who are 
! mporarily represented by a sgn secretary, bent upon 
l | nt unholy mission lar, far more preferable be it said 
eph Chamberlain misinterprets the will of the English 
Publ ntiment does not sustain him at home, and the 






































| has been urged again and again to mediate in this con 
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the charge of unwarranted meddlesomeness. We do not k 
that our offer would be acceptable to either party. The B , 
who have shown a disposition to take care of themselves, | 
not asked us to interfere, while Great Britain bears her 
without complaining. Where does our duty lie? 

Much as we deplore war, sincerely as we would welcom 
the war is not of our making and our sympathies must 
permitted to involve us. 

While Secretary, Daniel Webster thus wrote to the Pr 
in 1852, as follows: 

It has never been the pur} the Governme nt of the Unit 
interpose, dire y or indirect ulairs of the State sof C 
i with a view to settle the « ersies tween them by - y 
whatso¢ ver exercise i by this Government without their reques 


Mr. Everett, Secretary of State, in writing to Sir Edward 1 
ton, the British minister, in September, 1879, apropos of the 
osition to join with Great Britain and Germany in offerin 
mediation in the war then pending between Chili and Peru, 1 
the following statement: 

lam able to say, however, en and ar 
its good 


readiness of the | 


that our ministers have given 
attention to the wishes of this Government to procure 
favor of peace at the earliest indication of the 
to consider such good offices acceptable. 

Our course is plain. We must await events or expose o 
country to criticism and possibly obloquy. The Boers in 
Africa seem amply able to take care of themselves. [App! 
And I hopeand trust that no falsesentimentality will prom; 
country to enter upon any other course than will be credit 
it now and in the future. I would not have England cru: 
Boers; neither do I wish for England calamity within her | 
| legitimate domain, and I do not believe the most ult 
rin the United States wishes any such destiny for th 
Empire across the sea. 

Why, Mr. Chi uirman, what does it mean? It means tl 
licy of the colonial secretary, Mr. Chamberlain, is to brit 
upon the heads of the common people of England the failur 
fall of their country and their Government. Any man or 
or set of men who would wish such an end for the British E 
isthoughtiess indeed. Are you talking for mere party adva: 
How unjustifiable. Who constitutes the British Empire: 
Sir Joseph Chamberlain alone, but Sir William Vernon Ha: 
as well and those whom he represents as the great leade: 
many thousands of Liberals who oppose and think unwis 

policy of Mr. Chamberlain in this crisis. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, would the gentleman from Misso: 
CLARK] bring down ruin upon the common people of Eng 
Great in her history, great in her sober, steady yeomanr: 
not the mere temporary representative in power, but i 
common people behind that representative, for whom I spe: 


col 


ne 
ctiit 


| 


Hoe 


po 








much as my sympathies go out to the Boers, much as 
England to be wrong in this controversy _ much as I belie 


history will hold her forever the unlawf al aggressor in the 
her present military operations, still I do wish for Englan 
fame, and renown as a country, because I believe in the 
glorious destiny of the Anglo-Saxon race. 

Mr. Chairman, I am well aware of the fact that the P: 


The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHarrotH] holds 
has this power of mediation at any time. A close reading 
ternational laty throws doubt upon this proposition. h 
he goes according to the rule of nations, he must wait m 
of the parties to the contest or both of them ask him to: 
or intervene. 

I find in this resolution which [hold in my hand, passed ! 
1,000 citizens of my home city at Grand Rapids, at 2 } 
meeting, sympathizing strongly, as does every lover of i 


| world over, with the Boers—I find in the closing paragra| 


| for our country and for others, 


' . . 7 ‘ 
| tion with reference to Cuba. 


arraignment of Great Britain and her course a provision | 
President shall be requested to mediate and offer his go¢ 
‘whenever it may be done within the rules of internati 
and I am ready tv await the action of the President. a au 
to follow in his lead. He can be trusted to do what is rig! 
should they ask medi: tic m. 
Many of us recall how we urged the President to take 
Committees were appotut 
this House to wait upon him and urge him that civilizai 
the people of the country wanted him to act. But h 


| with thoughtful hesitation, not wishing to be rushed undul 


WW i irci Viti ipprovi il. 
| try ov epped wht nthe y undertook tointerferein the 
1 rsof the South African Republic. I need not go to 
r side of this Chamber for witnesses. I can summon to 
ir of ] ( many foremost statesmen of Eng- 
Take e, the uncontradicted statements of James | 
W. T. Stead, of Sir William Vernon-Harcourt, the great 
lea yf England and formerly in the cabinet of Glad- 
W \ 
called, of 1881, 1 1 to Great Britain tl 
th gn § y,in regard t 
! ed La r deg the nternal 5 I 
e Transvaal State, | it as Lord De rby, who was 
t i ated (I give his words), “Ir all « ther respects en 
rded not inconsistent with the rightsexpressly 
‘ t f |b f Wn h re—it was in that 
n of ISsi the independence so limited was expressed by the 
iinty, a vague Vv l, but one which was employed in that con 
! t! \ 1 Y 1 havi a convention in Vi h the 
\ izer t ] dis: 1 \ have a reservation of the ntrol 
nt over the treaty re lol t the nsvaa ind what wa 
t Ww nvention rhe result ¢ new « vention was i 
} d Der! ind ww tl isn very e nt He sa 

By the or 1 tl -arti sit f 1881, whicl igned 
to Her Ma \ the British Governn c powers and tun 
t un | hi nternal government and tl z lations, your 
( ul free t ern the coun ut interference 
‘ duct it tic er >and shape its f icy, subj ) 

I I el lied in the fourth arti > new draft that an 
treaty with a foreign state shall not have effect without the approval of the 
Pa’ 
oa I think y may take it with abs te certainty that the new 

f issiw this: It kept the control of fore ign at I al sunder the 
tish Governme: 3] in l affairs 

\ word * i r I veople of th 
1 . solut lan ru for the ‘mselve 

W should we d pi we In the prean 
| s4the word uinty and i und ing any of th 

f that« v Thi m rath alto you, } t it 
\ sat the bott 1 what i t issue to-day. a 

Mr. W. H. Smith, who was the respected leader of the House of Commons, | 

epresenta e of that Government, said: | 

! of London ma in 1884 between Her Majesty and the | 
\ Republic contair y)express reservation of the Queen's righ 
I ul th h Her Majesty retains under the convention the 
refusing to sanction the treaties made by the South African Re- | 
foreign states and natio1 anc with certain native tribes, the 
‘ ciple of that settlemer mark this] was that the internal gov- 
1 |e ition of the Sout} Mt rican Republic shall not be inter- 

‘ What is the use of t Iking ‘ f the existing of suzerainty over 

1 it ilaffairsr rved in » preamble of the convention of 1831 
lone away with by the cor vention of 1884? 

Clearly ne legal right « isted in Great Britain to regulate the 

ffrage laws and fix new qual ifications for electors. This was a 
domestic affair, to be regulated by the Government of the Trans- 
Vaal, 

In his dispatch of December 31, 1895, Mr. Chamberlain defined 
th uth African Republic as ‘ta foreign State which is in 
frien treaty relations with Great Britain.” 

Again, on May 8, 1896, he said in the House of Commons: 

i war V Pre thruge. rtoforce 1 m n 
tert ‘ ! Stat h st s plac 
have repu ull right « t hat w i be a course of actio 

immoral as it would 1 in wise 

To whom shall he now answer for this deplorable war, with its 
feartul loss of life? To high heavenand his country and mankind. 
nee aroused, the common sense of England will hurl him from 
his high office and, oe the ¢ ee Gladstone, ‘* whose 
Ww m still rules us from its urn,” will halt her troops, wherever 
scattered,and bid them ret sruhethnchaan stitutional: und le val limits 


of her lawful domain. 

Gientlemen upon the other side have upon the rostrum and in 
this presence said it was our duty to interfere. 
from Colorado | Mr. SHAFROTH] says it is our duty to offer medi- 
ation. Mr. Chairman, such doctrine is unknown in the law of na- 
tions, and such course upon our part would properly subject us to 





The gentleman | 


| ask me to act. 


ascene the end of which no man could foretel!l. And 1 
how, sitting around his Cabinet table one day, members 
House urged him to act promptly and vigorously. 

I know one gentleman, now in my hearing, who said to 
‘*Mr. Pre sident, these torpedo boats are upon the high sea 
will soon menace our harbors. We must have protecti i 
coast cities. We think it is time for you toact.” Irecallt 
ply, as do others sitting near me, when the President s: 


You say you are afraid of the torpedo bi ats ROW 
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the sea and headed for our countri G urself 


siness, sir. While I do not propose to go to war if it can 1 
led, while I pray to God that we may be al ved from this ter 
thing —I know what war 1 Ww lL shal t shrink from it 

t comes, but W ya] l hes ived from 1! f ssi] ] if th t “pe 

ts come to our « ntry our Ame n Navy will tal r 
sir. Give yourself no uneasiness upon that poin \ 

And so they did: and I recall with what splendid cor STATE 

lent*awnit final outco while many we criti 
him. Indeed, in some sectior 





seems to | capal i inet ev y tion th 
| the country with match t and great ity, v ! 
1 our country with glory and imperishable renown A 
|] That we were wiser in his leadership than we sh l 
een without it everyone now cor es. That he w 
v right and met the full measure of his responsibility 


, Mr. Chairman, in this exigency, when he is asked to in- 
e, wnen ol ask 


he i ked to mediate, wl ® is to take 
shail we await the ripened judgment of his splendid 
1, equal to every emergency, or we undu force him 
itis unnecessary? For my part, lam willing to follow t 
lent 


If he ever sees the time when he thinks it will be appropriate to 
tervene, so may it be; but until that time comes | do not 
there is a single citizen of my district or State, I do not 

h ° aa >» * 
in his heart, would have the President act otherwise than 
rding to his own best judgment. He has led the country 
ugh many a perilous period. He will do it again. Thank 


1, l have never yet in the course of my life felt called upon t 


there is a single person in the United States, who, down 


ticise in severe or harsh language any President of the United 
ites. My respect for that high office prompts me to pause, and 

respect for its present occupant would not permit severe criti- 
m or abuse to be hurled at him without making an attempt in 


lefense. 
He is our President, no matter what political party puts him in 
wer. He is the President of the whole people; and it ill be 
nes any citizen of the country to abuse him without cause 
\pplause on the Republican side.| The burden of the President 
f the United States is heavy enough without ouradding greater or 
more onerous ones for him to carry. The people of my district 






» not desire to embarrass the President, and our Democratic 
riends on the other side should not do so merely to meet the re- 
iirements of political exigencies, [Applause on the Republican 


le. ] 
Mr. Chairman, why do not our Democratic opponents criticise 
mething in the Administration of President McKinley at hom 
ta single word of criticism upon the tariff law, which aspecial 
session of Congress put upon the statute books, reviving industry 
i giving employment to labor; not a single criticism about any 
ur internal affairs chargeable tothe President. Instead, th 
ry us far out into the Pacific and to the Sulu Islands. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
juestion? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The farther away their inquiry i 
irected the better the excuse for heaping opprobrium upon the 
President and his party. 


+} 
Li 


Mr. RICHARDSON, Will my friend allow me to ask hima 


lestion? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand you are ready to follow the 
sident on the questions of the day. I want to ask the gentle- 

man if he is going with himin recommending free trade for Puerto 

Rico, or is he going to vote to tax them at 25 per cent? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you will not go with the President. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes; I am with the President, 

and follow his leadership, because I believe it inspired by the 
chest wisdom and loftiest patriotism 


Pi 


Mr. RICHARDSON. He has recommended free trado, and tl 
committee recommend 25 per centtax. Are you going to vot 
iF 


ny to vote tor 
that, or are you going to vote for free trade and be with the Presi- 


_Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam going to sta 1 with the Presi 
dent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all right. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH (continuing). The leader of our 


? 


party and the embodiment of more wisdom than will ever be 
gathered up from all the cohorts of the Democracy of the North, 


East, South, or West. [Applause on the Republican side and in | mony among the 


the galleries, ] 


| 
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CONSULAR AND DIPLOMAT APPI 
The committee resumed its on, Mr 
Mr. HiT rs Mr. Chairm m.t yi ld t] rel 
to the gentleman from Micl in [Mr. He» ( 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman. I 
an ¢ icle in the Washington Post, of 1 
on 3 occasion, 
HE VOICE ¢ HAMBYI AT ‘ 


Through that ar 
y t 
find that this same 





ticle—and I hope there v 


Smiths, especially of r St 


Sir William Harcourt conte: 
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we 



























fought « to i 
] ! r 
airs 11 
( rse, and 
( (im in Republic 
th plete if we should 
( n » Germ every where, | 
1 1d prosperity. Suppo 
3 nd |} lt thandtheright a 
j Lo uered us \ n we were col 
id declined to submit to live under the dor 
ran that Empire, which it rts every whe t ha 
l 1 | I we hi ved, for instance, t 
I ud we had there builded ourselves homes; we 
there carved out farms: we had th raised our children, and 
re | and pe ible and contented, pursuing educati 
cement in culture and civilization, and that E nglan l 
lon and had taken possession of our farms and little 
had driven us from them. 
we had peaceably surrendered those homes and what 
W i hud gone on, say to Missouri or Minnesota—and the | 
ibont the same—and had there carved out new homes 
had started again to rear families. to have an education, to 
| ne have quiet, and the English had discovered that 
e ind of ours there was gold. If inthis new land of 
ours there were diamond fields; and if they had come to ask us to 
I on, to leave those homes and those diamond fields, would 
\ t have fought to maintain them? 

ne I want to say that in my State the civilization that we 
har uivancement that we have made, the progress we have 

tained we owe largely to the splendid, progressive, and hone 
German blood. I believe that it will grow stronger with time; 

nd I believe that if we are to tie up to any power, we ought not 
tie up to the decaying power of Eng): and, but we ought to tic 

up to t progr ve, the strong, the growing blood of the Ger- 
in Empire 

Tl irticle in tl st further states 

r prowess of Br arms has long been af ir in th Jems ld 

. England | mmanded , te 
» But h her ps making ¢ 
ins inst Japan, the h 
find 2 i ¥« r 3 
t) pe le, 1% ch offic 
le im t defeat f tl 
i ‘ 3 , i terven 
} come at thi inst the Boer 1 
mber he npire ie at a triu mph of re 
istice woul he re car genuine sympathy for Eng 
ywhere: She has ever been an oppre : laug ht erer of savages, a 
f the weak, the most relentless of m uste “s, 
| Boers, fighting fo their homes and their freed m, have the admira- | 
! t world. The y lose the uneq iI battle, for England's millions 
| money m ntually trit but the strug will write an 
page i ’ tory of Br rreed and injustice. 

Mr. SIMS. Wi hy do not the Smitus from Michigan introducea 
Y n expressive of our sentiments on this subject? 

M IENRY C. SMITH. Isupposed thatthe other Smiru from 
our State would do it; otherwise lshould havedoneso, [Laugh- 
rine 

Nr, HITT. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
m1 i the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of the 
W) on the state of a » Union had had under consideration the 
(ij 1atic and consular appropriation bill, and had come to no | 
resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the | 
sam 

L Re " An act authorizing the Secretary. of War to use 
$60,000 of the appropriation for the support of the Regular and 
Volunteer sirens ’ for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for the 
construction of a modern hospital at Fort ‘Le avenworth, Kans.; 

Hi. R. 947. Anact tocreate ; new division in the eastern judicial 
distri of t] State of Tennessee: 

Beh An act to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partments c* the District of Columbia; and 

H.R.5491. “nact toamend section 4843 of the Revised Statutes. 

The SPEA«.ER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 2727, An act authorizing payment of commutation of rations 


to the petiy officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tween March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899. 


| wh 
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UN T 3 ( ID \S, 
Mr L, ANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
s table, for the purpose of concurring in an amendn 
ena bill (H. R. 5076) to amend first section 
to ch he time and place for district and circuit cou 
for ihe nort district of Texas, approved June 11,1896. Iw 
that I ain authorized to make this motion by the Comunit 
the Judi 
There being no objection, the bill was taken up, and the Sena 
nauments we read 3; follow 
age 1 in tor l follows and insert ‘“‘t 
1. ] ‘ Texas” d n to and 
rt in line 10 
ir. LANHAM. I move that the House concur in the am 


ments of the Senate. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LANH AM, a motion toreconsider the vo 
ich the amenc im nt were concurred in was laid on the tab! 
Mr. HITT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agré ed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 


minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE C OMMU} NICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com: 
ni ations were taken from the Speaker's tz uble and referred 
follows: 

\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a co 
of a communication from the Chief of Division of Loans and ‘ 
rency submitting an estimate of appropriation for canceling ma 

| chines—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
| printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting ac 
munication from the Secretary of War submitting an estimiute 
appropriation for improvement of Charleston Harbor—to the ¢ 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting ac 

| of acommunication from the Secretary of the Navy submitti 
an estimate of appropriation for the naval service for the ) 
ending June 30, 1901—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a co 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submit 
an estimate of appropr iation for deficiencies in the naval servi 


ts 
+ 
t] 


} 


om- 


tic 
Lit 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a « 


of a communication from the Postmaster-General submitting 
‘stimate of appropriation for an assistant superintendent of 
free-delivery system—to the Committee on Appropriations, a 
ordered to be printed. 





Ni 
iii 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the f 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivers 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named 


REPORTS OF BILLS <A? 


follows: 
Mr, H AUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to w 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7662) to carry into ¢ 
the stipulations of Article VII of the treaty between the I 

| States and Spain concluded on the 10th day of December, 1° 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re) 
(No. 212); which said bill and report were referred to the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to w 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7771) for the allow 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the | 
States Treasury Department, reported the same without am 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 213); which said 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred I: 
bill 7408, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8127) author 
the Secretary of State to pay the claim of the Cuba Subm 
| Telegraph Company for compensation on account of expens' 

curred in repairing the damage done toits cables and propert 
United States forces during the war with Spain, accompani 
a report (No, 221); which said bill and report were refel 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio 
= MAHON, con the Committee on War Claims, to w! 
is referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1066) to indemnify 


’ 


State of Pe aneyiveni a for money expended in 1864 for m 
called into the military service i the governor under the pr 
lan oe on of the President of June 15, 1863, reported the same 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 222); which said 


| and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hi 
' on the state of the Union. 
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ENRY < M pp! ’ ( > + \\ 
was reierred t lll OT t ! 
, ’ ft i ( 
i e prev n t 
{ ted l a 
i hie L y A ‘ 
‘SS OF COMMITTEES ON LIVATI 
RESOLUTION: 
‘clause 20f Rule XIII, private bills and res ‘ 
ng titles w » severally reported 1 CO! es. ; 
i to the Clerk, and referred to the Co1 tt the Wt £6 : 
; follows: oimpanie 
DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to wl : 
erred the bill of the Hous H. R. 32k to corre 
record of Thomas Dunn, reported the same wit mend- 
‘companied by a report (No. 200); which said l 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
also, from the “9 committee, to which was referred th 
House (H. R. 405) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser. |. .:, : : 
rted the same without ‘onaniie nt, accompanied by a report | py ee ee ree er es ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 4). ; a oetenn wn -s I 
( ws : ' 
ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred the | > ; sar - : 
the House (H. R. 1197) for the relief of Edward Kershner = 
l the same without amendment, accompanied by a report CTTAY = 
2); which said bill and report were referred to the Privat ; 
‘ 7 ‘ \ I ? In 
», from the same committee, to which was referred tl t t 
the House (H. R. 2465) to grant an honorable discharge to on red 
( e W. Shank, reported the same with amendment, accom- A 
| by a report | (No. 203); which said bill and report were re A Vv 
| to the Private Calendar. War—WOMmivt¢ ee 
HENRY of Mississippi. from the Committee on War Claims, | ‘ —— ttee on War Claim , 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7485) for the . 1. ty. rant \ . 
of James T. Ellis, of Rankin County, Miss., reported the | V*Weso, ans.—' I 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 206); which | tO te ‘ Littee On IN - 
ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


BRENNER, from the ¢ ae War Claims, to which PUBLIC BILLS. RESOLUTIONS 





= red the bill of the House (H. R. 4099) for the relief of INTRODUCED 
“ion Trust ( Susie aeliaimaieeainnne ait tao clade at Samuel oo € Rule XXII 1 
. deceased, reported the same without amendment, : m- the { vil tles v 
: ( 1e LLOYV icS we n ya La 
{> a report (No. 207); which said bill and report were r ; aaa ss . 
} - bent ' oOlLOWS 
| to the Private Calendar. = MM ) 4 TP 
MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which Se ; ; See 
. oa 4 hel > 4o° Paw +} . > .¢ | Crease Ol 1 l Mi { 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4275) for the relief of | ; a» Teme 
Atlantic Works, of Bostor \ss.. reported the same with | “®,0"* 2s 
ee eee, Sees ere coe eee ee ie Sis, CER i H.R fixing 
dme nt, accompanied by a report (No. 215); which said bill - : nese ese : 
: ; ‘ al col nsation l he chie! ust t 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. ae aoe Oe Cae 






ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-| ~ 4 74') ) Sa ee eee ie Oa re 


i the bill of the House (H. R. 5220) for the relief of Charles | 224 O!ahoma—to the Committee on 
; — By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8126) t n ON 
nnerly, reported the same without amendment, accompa- € the United States Re ray rer : : ; : 
ya report (No. 219); which said bill and report were re-| ¢ yyy Seer Rg me 
to the Private Calendar. ae Pog aa ee oe o “6 WwW ‘as 
t a from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 7 Mr. eee ee rd ee ae Claims: A 
: bill of the House (H. R. 150) for the relief of Edwin | (HU. R. 8127) authorizing the Secretary of State to pay the claim 
1d. of Gray, Cumberland County, Me., reported the same | @* S36 \ 20a 8u = ee , wa pee Beage Pectots: agg wmetpearemait on 
ut amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 220); which | eee een har Tieite,] Gtathcs 4 ee eee ee 
. ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. eearcelbyr eg! al ate’ Be tus a 
METCALF, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which ‘Bs Mr. (1 SHM \ Nr. 4 “H.R R199) ¢ tahlich Hoht.] 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 1616) to correct the a cea : ] at By ; ma “'D ae ee Y c, eeu 6h 7 


record of Jose ‘ph Pitt. alias Joss ‘ph Marr. and to erase the eee — = 3 1 wns : n . 1n 18 N 1 ) 





tery ‘ y I ’ 

f Joseph Marr and substitute the name of Joseph Pitt on ; aa +. ‘ 4 . a > arany 4 : ’ 
rds of the United States Navy, reported the same with | ¢ 7. Oy) puerenaeree ; : aes ; 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 223); which said bill | Oo f°) SO Os & ot ame - 

ort were referred to the Private Calendar. ee ae 





74 } ’ _+ ears 4% 
. . . at ad i a 41 14, iS9S—to the Committee on Naval A rs. 
», from the same committee, to which was referred the By Mr. CALDWELL (by reauest \ bill (11.R — 


the House (H. R. 163) for the relief of Henry O. Morse, re- > 








the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report liste arene od th + . the mus eee eee : 
1); which said bill and report were referred to the Private a : aa ae a War ( ~ 9 ela al ‘ 
- By Mr. GRAHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 8131) p 
‘ allies ; for the naturalization of foreign-born citizer to t C 
ADVERSE REPORTS. n Immigration an  Naturali 
nder clanse 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to| | By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 8132) to amend 
K, and laid on the table. as fo 11 Ws: 1386 of the Rev LS t t ( 
RENNER, from the Committ e on Claims, to which was | tee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 
t the bill of the House (H. R. 145) for the relief of Col. By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A 1 H.R r 
W. Bishop, of Buffalo, N. Y., reported the same adversely, | evidence may t I 
‘ompanied by a report (No. 208); which said bill and report | se1 
. ordered to lie on the t able. h 3 wk ¢ ) pel 
HAUGEN, from the Commi ae on War Claims, to which | Comn ; 
TET } D> 





ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 3950) for the relief of By . WM. ALDE I 
U. Armin, widow of Frank aaa, reported the same for a minister resident t tt e South A 
: 'sely, accompanied by a report (No. 209); whic h said bill and | Orange Free State, and to appropriate th un 1 
teport were laid on the table. | to the Committee on Foreign Aff airs. 








CONGRESSIONAL 


| 


\ HLA OTH: A bill (H. R. 8195) to preserve the abo- 
i nd historic ru on the public lands—to 
1 ! ? i Y 1c Li 1 
{ I »\ () \ bill (H. R. 8196) confirming the 
l Indians to certain lands, and providing the 
lencumbering the same—to the 
( Indian Affairs 
i bill (H. R. 8197) to provide for th ile of the unsold 
portion of the Umatilla Indian Reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of W nsin: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
lf yauth e members of the Prairie band of Pottawatomies, 
in the State of Kansas, to sell their allotments to purchase lands | 

State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
I Indian Affairs. 
LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 133) author- 
he payment to George C. Randall the sum of $252.80 from 
1—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 
the Nowing title introduced and severally referred as 


were 


ty Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8133) toremove the record | 
( ishonorable discharge from the military record of Robert 
] verald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8134) for the relief | 
of the Presbyterian Church of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
‘By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 8155) pensioning Elijah Pat- | 
rick at the pensionable rate of a captain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 8136) to pay Elijah Patrick, of Salyersville, 
Ky., for two years’ service in the late war as captain of a com- | 
pany of volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8137) pensioning Mrs. 
Payard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8188) for the relief of the | 

hodist Episcopal Church at Saulsbury, Tenn.—to the I 


Eliza | 


“\T 
mittee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8139) for the relief of the First Baptist | 
Church, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8149) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. M. A. | 
Walker, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committees | 
on War Claims. 
By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8141) granting a pension to | 
Mrs. Sarah J. Peddycoart—to the.Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 8142) to remove the 
‘rtion from the military record of James May—to 


charge of dese 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8143) for the relief of John R. Brown, Rob- 
ert T. Thorp, Richard A, Wise, and William F, Aldrich—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 8144) granting that the name 
of J. W. Shepherd be placed on the pension roll—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: <A bill (H. R. 8145) for the relief of the 
if Peter De Haven—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 8146) granting a pension to J. N. 
De Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 8147) for the relief of Oak Grove 
Methodist Church, at Reams Station, in Dinwiddie County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) for the relief of W. H. Wesson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8149) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Mpiscopal Church at Dinwiddie Court-House, Dinwiddie County, 
i.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8150) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Godfrey, of Lawrenceburg, Ind.—to the 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8151) for the relief of Levi H. 
Hendren—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of Jasper N. Cooper—t 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


heirs 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 8153) for the benefit of the heirs of James D. 
McKenzie—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8154) for the relief of Henry P. Bottom—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) for the relief of Jonathan Jacobs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8156) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns., 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 8157) granting an increase of pen- 
gion to T, C. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


—_ we “a et 
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By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8158) for the reli 
the St. George’s Episcopal Church, of Fredericksburg, Va.—to 1 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8159) to relieve the Italian-Sy 
Agricultural Colony from the internal-revenue tax on cer 
spirits destroyed by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8160) locating certain land ; 
in the name of Antonie La Pierre and others—to the Co: 


on the Public Lands. 


sy Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 8161) granting a pens 
Annis Bean, mother of William H. Wood, late of Comp 
Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Iny 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8162) for the re! 
James Baker, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on (1 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 8163) for the relief of Ha 
Schroeter, daughter of Jacob Krider or Creider, who was a P 
sylvania soldier in the war of the Revolution—to the Comm 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8164) for the 1 
John D. Sullivan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8165) granting an increase of pension t 


uel A. Parrish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8166) gray 
an increase of pension to Jerome B. Cassavant, of Ponca, i 
State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H.R. 81 
the relief of holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sal: 


| tificates—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


sy Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8168) to remove the cha 
esertion and grant an honorable discharge to James Perkin 


7 


ai 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8169) granting an incr 


| of pension to James H. Stevens—to the Committee on Iny 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8170) removing the charge of desertion 
the military record of Edward 8, Conkling—to the Committ 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8171) granting a 
sion to Thomas 8. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8172) to correct the military record of ° 
M. Campbell, and so forth—to the Committee on Military A! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8173) to correct the military record of ( 
Jordan, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8174) to correct the military record of > 
man P. Tennison, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8175) for the relief of Frank Swanson 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of Reinhart Brem 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8177) to extend the pension laws to © 
Skoemaker’s company, Provisional Missouri Militia, and so! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) to pay the findings of the ‘ 
Claims in the case of Edward W. James—to the Comm 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8179) for the relief of James H. Wi 
the Committee on War Clains. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) to correct the military record « 

W. Piles, and so forth—to the Committee on Military At 
3y Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. 
granting a discharge to Peter Wilson, of Kentucky—to t 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
3y Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8183) t: 
the charge of desertion from the record of Michael Fitz 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8184) to remove the charge of deserti 
Charles Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8155 
relief of William B. Payne—to the Committee on War ‘ 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8186) for th 
of the occupants of the town of Flagstaff, Coconino County, ¢ 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8187) to amend th 
record of Francis H. Staples—to the Committee on Mi 
fairs. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 8188) to amend th: 
proved March 3, 1899, for the allowance of certain claims | 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the pro 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly know! 
Bowman Act, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 81%" 
relief of Richard Berry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 8190) granting a pension % 
Henry Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Fa 
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so.a bill (H. R. 8191 granting an increase of pension to Adam 
»—to the Committee on Invalid P ensions. 
so. a bill (H. R. 8192) authorizing the Secretary of 
theclaim of Margaretta Ex hat for ] 





Ww ar to 


, bout tv 





s 4Vea ‘ ‘ ss *’ ‘ 4 
r husband, Frederich cues tIhardt, decease to the Com- | 
on Military Affairs. | 
by request), a bill (H. R. 819 or th ief of holders 
rtain District of Columbia tax-sale certificate to the Com 
e on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 8198) to remove the charge 


n from the military record of Lewis Camplain, late of 
ny G, Ninety-first Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
ler clause 1 of Rule XXII, the f 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Mr. BELL: Resolutions of Cherry Creek Grange, No. 58, of 
, favoring a gene ral free mail delivery—to the Commit- 
n the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
protest of Local Union No. 55, Brotherhood’ of Carpenters 
iners, Denver, Colo., against the ceding of public lands to 

; and Territories—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Mr. BULL: Statement of Michael F. Shea, of Newport. R.I., 
ve to the metric system—to the 

Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Hon. T. B. Reed, Wheeler H. 
Peckham, and other leading lawyers of New York City, for relief 
for the law library of Congress—to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the P assage of House bill No. 887 
r the promotion of exhibits in the Philade siphia museums—to 





Committee on Coinage, 


By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento, Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 3988, 
t organize the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agri 

ture, 
so, petition of J. F. Farnsworth and other letter carriers of 
Stockton, Cal., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4911, to 
ease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of A. E. Else and 52 other citizens 
of Deland, S. Dak., favoring the passage of House bill No. 996, pro- 
= ng for free homesteads—to the Committee on the een 

lso, — to accompary House bill No. 1944, for the relief of | 
Eli C. Walton—to the C ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GORDON: Petition of H. F. V ortkamp and other drug- 
ists of Lima, Ohio, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, per- 
fumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee — Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the National Association of 
Postmasters, favoring ce rtain amendments of the law governing 

arrying of seco nd-class matter in the mails—to the Commit- 

n the Post-Office and Post-Ro: us, | 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of C. C. Markland and other post- 

» clerks at Columbus, Ind., ranad the passage of House bill 

No. 4351, for the classification of post office clerks—to the Com- 
ittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of G. T. Shanks and 47 other citizens 
of South Londonderry, Vt., urging the passage of House bill No. 

, relating to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
ct of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Ohio Woo! Growers’ Association, Columbus, 
Ohio, against the ratification of the treaty with the Argentine 

uble—to the Committee on Fors ign Affairs. 

Mr. HARMER: Petition of J. Seldon Sands aud other drug- | 
gists of Philadelphia, Pa., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, | 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
vy Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions adopted by the employees in | 
the Bureau of Animal Industry stationed at Louisville, Ky., for 
provision to grant them the usual leave of absence with pay—to 

mmittee on Agriculture. 


. 
), resolution of General Hancock Post, No. 22, Department 

va, Grand Army of the Republic, Samananaia sage of House |} 
No. 2585, giving veterans p reference in employment—to the 

( mittee on Reform in the C ivil Service. | 
Sy Mr. HITT: Petition of Frank Gilroy and 2 other clerks in 
st-oftice at Belvidere. ill., asking for the passage of House 
No. 4351, for the classification of clerks in first and se cond 


| 
7 post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 
Mr. KNOX: Petition of Frederick C. Kean and other post- 
: oe of Woburn, Mass., favoring the passage of House 
Will NO, 4: 


Also, petition of Joseph F. Egan and other substitute letter 


wa riers of Lowell, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 1051, 


Office and Post-Roads 


grade substitute letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 





| 

} 

lowing petitions and papers | 
| 

} 

| 

| 

| 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 


| 
- : 7 as | 
01—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | 
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iV rotest o I & n and near O 
Bliss t the bill t rt I t 
of El Committ | l 1 

B Rem I 

and 
lus a pa ( 
the Post-Office and Post-R S. 

By Mr. LYB RAND Petition of E 

nklin, and other post 
Uhlo, 1n tavor of the pass 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. McALEER: Pet n of H. K. Mulf 
Robert A. Hance & C s, of ] iia. 
the passage of House bill No. 5765, modifying the existir 
revenue law—to the Commit n Way l Mea 

Also, P tition of F. Humphreys, M. D., of New York ( 
the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi 
mittee on Ways an i Means. 

a3 f the Nat Board « I 
Pa., in laying of | g l to ( 
t! C< l > OT nN 4 Affa Ss 

Also, pe onsof H. K. Mul & Ce A. | orn ¢ 
Burt Br I ce | & W International Navi ! 
pany, and C. Este, of Philad 1. favoring the passag 
bill No, 887, in the interest of manufacturing and « 





dustries ye Po ag A rstate and Foreign Comme 

By Mr. MCDOWEI Statement and papers to accompany 
House bill t corre t the mi ry rd hn G@. W« 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS ‘of Ind ina: Statement mpany Hous: | 
to correct the military record of John D. Sallivan—to the C 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY of Mass: setts: ] Helen G. Shar 
hawk, suggesting the adoption of a national song—to the Com 


mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petiti {f G. N. Wickwire, of 
Angola, Ind., relating to the laws of Alaska—tothe Comunitt 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUCKER; Petition of 151 citizens of Higbee, M 
voring trial by jury in injunction contempt cas to the ¢ 
mittee on the Judici ary. 

By Mr. SHAC KLEFORD: Petitions of the publis} 
Florence (S. C.\) Argus: Las Vegas (N. Mex.) Opti: 
(lowa) Times; Portsmouth (N. H.) Gazette; Great Fal Mi 
Leader; Richfield (Utah) Reaper; Victor (Colo.) | as 
Oreg.) Journal; Wichita (Kans.) Commoner; Alva (Okla. ) | 
rier; Keeseville (N. Y.) Rep ubl ican; Ellendale (Mo.) Leader: 
Springfield Gazette, Chagrin F alls Exponent, West Union Scion, 
State of Ohio; Broken Bow Chief, Wymore Wymorean, State of 
Nebraska; also Georgetown Journal, Middletown New EI 1, Mil 
ford News and Advertiser, State of Delaware; Vort Jeffe 
Echo, Nunda News, Canastota J« =, News, State of New 
York; Brainard Arena, Hastings Democrat “ye Paul Tiding ; 
State of aon Ocala Ws tness, O1 lan lo Sentinel-Reporter 
Sanford Chronicle. Ocala Sta 
West Inter-Ocean, Monticello 


n 


. Bro oksy rille News Ri gister, K 
Constitution, Tampa Times, State 
of Florida; Cresco Times, lowa; Chillicothe Bulletin, Lacon, 
Democrat, Pinckneyville Democrat, State of Dlinois; Waller Ad- 
vance, Fort Worth De spatel h, San Angelo Enterprise, State of 


Texas; Yankton Freie Presse, Elk Point Courier, Wanbay Cli 
per, ese SEEN, State of South Dakota; Bloomington Pr r. 
ress, Indi na; Oregon Republican, Muncie Sewn. Illinois; Ha l 


Journal Vv isalia Del ta, San Francisco Wasp, Santa Cruz Sentinel, 





San Diego Tribune, State of California; Tow: inda Argus, Slating 
ton News, Mauch Chunk News, Lock Have 1 Express, Lancas 
Express. Williamsport Sun, Meadville Democrat and Mi 
Renovo Record, Couders sport Democ rat, Dunmore Pioneer. ‘Hal 
fax Gazette, Chambersburg I tepos tory. Birdsboro Dispatch, Mid 
diesburg Post. Bellefonte Demo rat, Greenville Record, Girard 
Cosmopolite, McKeesport T mes, Reading Adler, Read 
gram, Hanover Record, Lewisburg News, San Lak 
Johnsonburg Press, Danville News, S f Pennsylvan 
| the repeal of the tariff on printing paper—to the Commit n 
Ways ‘and Means. 
Also, petition of James H. Wilson, of the State of M 
praying reference of his wat claim to the Court of Claim 
| Committee on War Claim 
By Mr. SHERMAN Pr ( alu M i y ana 
of Taberg, N. Y., for a law subjecting food l dairy prod 
the laws of the St: ite or Territory into which they are im} 
to the Committee on Int sealahe aad Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Albert Duling and other clei 
| Nashville, Tenn., post-office, favoring the passage of Hous 
No. 4351 to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of Susie A. Porter and G 
of the North Attleboro, Mass., post-office, in favor of | 
No, 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and P 


3y Mr. STARK: Petition of G. H. Van Horne and 5 otbers, of 








on 


5$ 


i 


Ga re 
the | Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of citizens of Min- 


8 





County 
the 


mm ttee on 


Neij . Minn., in mass meeting assembled January 28, express- 
ng sympathy for the Boer Republic in its present war—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, resolutions of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
in e passage of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits 
the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Appropria- 
ti 


By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 


the military record of Thomas Saville—to the Committee‘on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
ty Mr. WHITE: Petition of N. F. Mossel and 113 others, pro- 


testi 


against the crime of lynching and mob violence—to the 
Cominittee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. JAMES R. 
bill to remove the charge of desertion against the military record 
of Michael Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military 

rd of Charles Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, paper to accompany Honse bill correcting the record of 
Robert McKowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNGof Pennsylvania: Petition of Tarrow Brothers 
druggists, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the 
stainp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


re 


and other 


Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to 


the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5433, 
to remove the charge of desertion against William R. Cox—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2913, to remove the 
charge of desertion against the military record of William Leh- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Lewis Camplain—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany Honse bill No. 6045, granting a pen- 
sion to Rosanna Wavell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 7, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, When, on motion of Mr. Linpsay, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 2727) authorizing payment of commutation of ration 
to the petty officers of the Navy who served on detached duty be- 
tween March 1, 1898, and November 4, 1899; 

A bill (H. R. 947) to create a new division in the eastern judi- 
cial district of the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 5042) to provide for improvements in the tax de- 
partinents of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5491) to amend section 4843 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use $60,000 of the appropriation for the support of the Regular 
and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, for 
the construction of a modern hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Golden Eagle Lodge, 
No. 78, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Sedalia, Mo., 
praying that all the reinaining public lands of the United States 
be held for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of 
title to any of these lands should hereafter be made to any but 
actual settlers and home builders on the lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Higbee, Mo., 
remonstrating against the use of injunctions, and praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for a trial of indirect contempt 
by jury; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry employees of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry residing in Kansas City, Mo., praying that 
they be granted annual leave of absence with pay; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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WILLLAMS: Papers to accompany House 
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He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adopti 
of the pneumatic-tube system; which was referred to the Co) 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Missouri 


| praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; wh 


was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of the Furniture Board of Trade 


| St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to en 


competing cable companies to lay and operate submarine ca 
from the United States to Cuba; which was referred to the C 

| mittee on Foreign Relations. 

| He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of sm 

| pro-Boer citizens of St. Louis, Mo., relative to the war in thes: 

| African Republic; which was referred to the Committee on | 

| eign Relations. 

|. Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry stock and bond 

| brokers of Louisville, Ky., praying for theenactmentof levis!a1), ), 

| to remove the internal-revenue tax of $50 imposed upon them as a 
license: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of the Belle City Man 

turing Company, of Racine, the Smalley Manufacturing Com} 
| of Manitowoc, and of the La Crosse Plow Company, of La () 
all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of | 
lation providing for the construction of anew Patent Office bui'd 
ing: which were referred to the Committee on Public Build 
and Grounds. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of sundr: 
zens of Gatesville, Penn Yan, and Halls Corners, all in the » 
of New York, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
| posed treaty with the Argentine Republic; which was referre | to 

the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of V. H. Laederich, of Ne 
| braska, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Nicholas Lochboehler, o! 
District of Columbia, praying that the sum of $600 be granted |im 
in settlement of his claim against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 'Tunk- 
hannock, Pa., praying for the establishment of an Army veteri- 
nary corps; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks 
New Castle, Pa., and a petition of sundry railway mail cer! 
York, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-ofiices 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietury 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred tt! 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 207, Car) 
ters and Joiners’ Union, of Chester, Pa.;and a petition of L 
Union No. 7100, Kindling Wood Workers, of Austin, Pa., pra) 
ing for the enactment of legislation to preserve the public lan:s 0! 
the United States for the use of actual settlers and home buii ers: 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commer 
Pheenixville, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation | 
crease American shipping; which was referred to the Comm tt 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wi) kes- 
barre, Pa., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua ‘ 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsy!y "4, 
praying for the repeal of the tariff law placing 15 per cent duty on 
raw hides; which was referred to the Committee on Financ: 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerc 
Pittsburg, Pa., praying that acharter be granted to the Lake ! me 
and Ohio River Ship Canal; which was referred to the Commit! 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry commercial, maritime, 
and trade organizations of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the erc- 
tion of a permanent light-house to mark the extreme southern oni! 
of the breakwater of the national harbor of refuge, Delaware ! 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of the Bateman Manuf: 
ing Company, of Grenloch; the Murphy Varnish Compa?) 
Newark, and of John A. Roebling’s Sons Company, of Trea‘ 3, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment o! '°-!» 
lation providing for the construction of a new Patent Office 
ing: which were referred to the Committee on Public Builuinss 
and Grounds. 
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Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Federation of Labor | amendment submitted by him on the 6th instant, proposing t 1 
Galva. Ill., and a memorial of Federation of Labor No. 7241, | crease the appropriation f salary of n t Ch ‘ 
:ndee, Lil., remonstrating against the cession of public lands | China, from $2 yto $3 ), inten t roposed by h to 
several States; which were referred to the Committee on | the diplomatic and « r reported fav y 
Lands. thereon. and moved it it rel 1 ( 1 
also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Brain- | propriations and printed; which w 
i, lll., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation for Mr. LINDSAY, from the Commit »y whom was 
further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of | referred the bill (S. 1191) granting ar reas ntoOrpha 
imbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District | W. Reynolds, reported it w 1am wi la 
Columbia. | report thereon. 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper-| He also, from the same committee, to w was 
ance Union of Chenoa, IIL, praying for the adoption of an amend- | bill (S. 1127) to in se the pension of Ha G. St 
t to the Constitution to prohibit the manutacture and sale of | ported it with amen ments, and subi eda rt 
holic liquors, etc., in our new possessions; which was referred | Mr. QUARLES, from the Commit on 
the Committee on Education and Labor. | were referred the f wing 1 . reported 
iulso presented petitions of the Rock Island Plow Company, | amendment, and submitted reports there 
tock Island; the U.S. Wind Engine and Pump Company, of} AA bill (S. 299) grantin nsion to Susa Ms 
tavia: the Moline Wagon Company, of Moline; the Deere- | <A bill (S. 139) grantin nsion to Adk es n 
n Company, of Moline; the Keystone Manufacturing Com-| A bill (S. 1600) grantir 1 increase of pe nt noe 
of Sterling; the Grand Detour Plow Company, of Dixon; Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to w 
Union Malleable Iron Company, of Moline; the Rock Island |} was referred the bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mrs. FP 
Company, of Rock Island; the Joliet Manufacturing Com- | C. De Russy, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 1 
ny, of Joliet; the Moline Malleable Iron Company, of St. | thereon. 
s, and of the Heller & Merz Company, of Chicago, all in Mr. VEST, from t Comm 1 Commerce, to wh ¥ 
state of Illinois, praying that an appropriation be made for | referred the bill (S. 2925) to author Frank Hitch t ns 
nstruction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which | and maintain a bridge across Fis x Creek, within t bou y 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | lines of Edgecombe County, N. C., reported it without an 
FRYE presented the petition of D. M. Kilpatrick, presi- | ment. 
f the Chamber of Commerce; J. C. Murphy, president of | MAP OF THE UNITED STATI 
e Sugar and Rice Exchange, and of Lazare Levy, president of | Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Con ‘ ; 
Produce Exchange, of New Orleans, La., praying for the | poof ts whom eee ene ee ore ene aa 
sage of the so-called merchant-marine bill; which was referred | seoeidiae gag sage rand ona d a ‘sti : a has fe Us tea ‘ae Y 
to the Committee on Commerce. maps, to report it with a substitute for the original joint lu 
MAPS AND VIEWS OF WASHINGTON CITY. | tion, and I ask for its present consideration. 
Tg ~ hating » ahiectior he Senat sa ‘aw 7 , ha 
Mr. McMILLAN, I present a paper, being alist of maps and eo eee ae eae Sais Se RORENS, OS Sh CREED OSE 
views of Washington and the District of Columbia in the Library | The 7 a a tina acme Piacente coe ; 
: a a ae : 1e amendment of the Committee on Print was, to ke 
f Congress, prepared by P. Lee Phillips, F. R. G.S., superin- | nat all after the rceolvine clause and inaer' 
ndent of maps and charts. I move that 500 copies be printed | —— ay ee ee es 
r the use of the Committee on the District of Columbia. eee nee ot the Venton Shahan puathes © = . 
The motion was agreed to. seatinend ot tine boner and shall be distributed by tl 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, eeienarae ae at Delegnies. Dragiicehion te their dint 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were | prevented, ond in all cases recipients shall be informed upon w I 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without | ““?*°SPPiem — die Baca ; 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: | Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne 















\ bill (S. 2216) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers; and 

\ bill (S. 196) for the relief of William B. Reaney, surviving 
partner of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
Te! 


a report thereon. 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


re 


Y 
} 


referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 

ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of Flora A. Darling; and 

A bill (S. 1336) for the relief of William Leech. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Manafactures, to whom 

is referred the bill (S 

ciation of Manufacturers, reported it without amendment, and 

submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims, re- 

ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 1710) for the relief of Alphonso M. Potvin, 


W 


vt 


r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 1905) granting an increase of pension to 
Lillian Capron, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
(5. 1906) granting an increase of pension to Agnes Capron, 
rted it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


whom was referred the amendment submitted by him on the 6th 
istant, proposing an appropriation of $2,000 to pay the salary of 
the consul at Berne, Switzerland, intended to be proposed by him 
ab y thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
-\ppropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


rred the bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- | 
beth W. Murphey, reported it with amendments, and submitted | 


erred the bili (S. 226) for the relief of heirs of Philip C. Rowe, | 
orted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were | 


. 2692) to incorporate The National Asso- | 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to | 


to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported favor- | 


York, the chairman of the committee, if this publication includes 
map which the newspapers have been announcing for sever 
months would be published, containing a map and des 


‘ription of 
the islands? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unfortunately t! nnouncement went out 


from the Interior Department that sucha map was in preparation, 
and we have been flooded with applications for it when it does not 
exist. I shall be gratified to know that it i ut tobepublished; 
ut I should like to have the Senator certain that this is that map 
Mr. PLATT of New York. It is the map that is reco 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is all very tru We have been pub 
lishing maps recommended by him; but I refer toa mapincluding 


the new islands—our island possessions, as they are called. That 
| map, it has been reported, was being prepared in the office, and 
| we have been getting applications for itfor along time. I should 

like to know if it is that map that this resolution authorizes to | 


published, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I can notstate positively asto that. 
It is the map prepared by the Interior Depart 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, we have published 
different editions of that map. I suppose this is the 1 ir 
of 1898 or 1899. I take it for granted that it is; and I ; 
will Le no applications f under the name of the 
was to be issued, with the islands described on it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The questi 
the amendment reported as a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate : 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be e1 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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THE GOVERNMENT 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam dirt 
Printing, to whom the subject was 
joint resolution, and I ask for its immedi 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) increasing the 
the new building for the Government Printing Office 
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increased prices of building materials, and to permit of making 
the south end of the power-house ext ae eee same height as 
the main building, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows 
/ / “a I Jlowse f i tati f th United Stat s.of 
1, That tl ! of ex f the new building for 
the Government Printing Office, authorized by the sundry ci vil act approved 
M 1s00. } na increased by $429,000, or so much thereof as 
! essary, to meet the increased prices o building materials and to 
l } r tl ! the power-hot ex sion, for a depth of 
‘ { from G 1 v\ t 1 l ta he main building. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


PIUTE WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. STEWART. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referr «l the bill (S. 2385) for the settlement of Piute war claims, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

] i. That the bill (S. 2385) entitled “A bill for the settlement of Piute 
war ¢ ! now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
paper aun ithe same is hereby, re ferred es ) the Court of Claims, in pur- 

1@ provisions of an acte ntitled * act to provide for the bring 

ts against the Government of the U init ‘d States,” approved March 

3. USSG \1 d the aid court shall proceed with the same in accordance with 

provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith 
ROBERT ADGER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2688) for the relief of Robert Adger and 
others, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill 2688) entitled “A bill for the relief of Robert 
Adger and others,’ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accom 
panying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, 
in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the | 
bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,’ approved 
March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in accordance there- 
with 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that those two resolutions, the one 
reported by the Senator from Nevada and the one reported by the 
Senator from South Carolina, may be printed, so that we can have 
them and see what has been done, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed. 


ESTATE OF PAUL M’NEEL, DECEASED, 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1259) for the relief of the legal erro 
of Paul McNeel, ceased, of Pocahontas County, W. Va., re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous Se and agreed to: 

Res solved, That the bill (S. 1259) entitled “A bill for the relief of the legal 
represe nt: Seen s of Paul Me Neel, deceased, of Pocahontas County, W. Va., 
now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And 
the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8019) for the relief of James Bigler; 

A bill (S. 8020) for the relief of James J. Cox; 

A bill (S. 3021) for the relief of Secor & Co., 
Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 8022) to provide for 
lessening the number of appeals in applications for patents: which 

vas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3023) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of € letennbin toceuieuy a certain par- 
cel of land in the District of Columbia to Lewis Tillman, trustee: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3024) for the erec tion of a 
new public building at Burlington, Vt.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 
5426, 


and 
Perine, Secor & 


3025) to amend sections 5424, 5425, 
5428, and 5429 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
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| under Title LXX, chapter 5, crimes against the operation of tho 
| Government: which was read twice by its title, and referred + 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also introduced a bill (8. 3026) for the relief of Sarah Jay 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to ¢) 
| Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3027) for the relief of C. E, 
| Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, with the aceo, 
| panying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices ; 
Post-Roads. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 3028) to require administra 
| action to be taken upon the acc -ounts of the registers and receiy 
of certain United States land offices within the State of Kans 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
'the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pu 
Lands, 
Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3029) for the rel 
Samuel Ryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred ¢ 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which wer, 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committe 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3030) granting an increase of pension to Henry G 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 8031) granting a pension to Elizabeth Woerz; 

A bill (S. 5032) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shea; 

A bill (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to William J, 
Wallace; 

A bill (S. 
Glaze: 

A bill (S. 3035) granting a pension to William C. Travis: and 

A bill (S. 3036) granting a pension to Henry Justus. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Aff: irs: 

A bill (8S. 3037) granting an honorable discharge to William \V 
Johnson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3088) for the relief of Jacob Burkhardt (with a 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2039) for the relief of Foreman S. Wells (with a: 
panying papers); and 

A bill (5. 3040) for the relief of William 8. Laney. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S, 3041) granting @ pension to 
Benjamin F. Bell; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8042) to correct the military record 
of J. B. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3043) making the proceed- 
ings of the Grand Army of the Republic a part of the public rec- 
ords of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3044) for the relief of William L. 
Ellsworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to th 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3045) to incorporate the Lake Erie 
and Ohio River Ship Canal Company and defining the powers 
thereof, and to establish the canals and works herein auth orized 
as military post-roads; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3046) for the relief of 
estate of N. D. Shinn, deceased; which was read twice by its 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 8047) to increase the p nsion 
of William Mullevy; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pe: 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3048) for the relief of E) 
beth Galbreath; which was read twice by its title, and referr 1 ti 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3049) granting an increas 
of pension to Mary U. Wilmarth; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3050) for the purchase 0! a 
oil portrait of Henry Clay; which was read twice by its title, om 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also ititroduced a bill (S. 3051) for the relief of H. C! 
| Kee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8052) for the purchase 0° 
site and the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 1 ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3053) relating to officer 
the retired list of the Navy who served iia the rebe lion; whicl 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pal 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

ALLEN submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
for the erection of a public building at Norfolk, in the 
f Nebraska, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
ropriation bill; which was referred to the Com on 
uildings and Grounds, and ord 


red to be printed. 
;ROUGH submitted an amendment proj 
te $1,200 for an electric-lighting plant at the Devils Lake 
Dak. Indian School, intended to be prop sed by him to the 
| appropriation bill: which was referred to the Committee 
» Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment inten 
1 by him to the bill (S. 2426) to prevent the 1 
ated foods; which was referred t 
ires, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
1 was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
rinted. 
also ee d an amendment intended to be proposed by 
to the bill (S, 407) to promote the efficiency the clerical 
e in the es of the United States, to organize a clerical 
ps of the Navy of the United States, to define its duties, and to 
e its pay; which was referred to the Co:nmittee on Naval 
s, and ordered to be printed. 
JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted an amendment 
led to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 13 for the refer- 
of certain claimsagainst the Government of the United States 
Court of Claims: 
ms, and ordered to be printed. 
MASON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
m to the bill (S,. 2426) to prevent the manufacture of adul- 
ted foods; which was referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
es, and ordered to be printed. 


osing to 











led to be pro 
1anufacture of 
» the Committee on Man- 


to 


of 


1 


AMENDMENT TO THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Ir. VEST. I present an amendment to the financial bill and 
ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa re- 
ts the reading of the proposedamendment. It will be read, 


' The Secretary read as follows: 


lat the end of section 7 the following: ° 


vided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be 
red Treasury notes to the amount of §200,000,000, said notes to be in 
form and denomination as the Secretary may determine. and to be full 


gal tender for all debts, publi 


ind private 
graved upon each of said note 


s the words 
said note is a full legal tender 


xhe Secretary aball cause t »be 
‘bond note’ and the statement 





«d shall bear the same rate of interest as the 

mats and said bonds so deposited with the Treasury shall ly be re 

i by the original depositors of th r their assigns by surrender 

ng to the Treasury bond Treasury notes or other legal-tender money of the 
United States of equal amount with the par value of said bonds and accrued 


bonds upon which they 
on 
same 


e PRESIDENT protempore. 
lie on the 


é The proposed amendment will 
table and be printed. 


PUBLIC-SCHOOL STUDIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. STEWART. I submit a resolution and ask 
nsideration. 
Che resolution was read, as follows: 


for its immedi- 


tec 


lved, That the Commissioners of the 

rm the Senate what course 

f the District,and whether 

hg. writing, grammar, arithmetic 
t r branches of learning; 


Ir.GALLINGER. Mr. President, I perhaps am not well in- 
formed about this matter: but I should like to ask the Senator 
trom Nevada whether the Commissioners of the Dist: rict of Colum- | 
bla prescribe the curriculum for our public schools? 

Mr. STEWART, They will have some knowledge on that sub- 


District of C 
of studies is prescribed for the pr 
a thorough instruction in spelling, read 
,and geography supersede t« 


aching of the 
and if not, why not. 


t 
' ir. GALLINGER. It seems to me that that is asking some- 
_ ng y the Commissioners really have nothing whatever to do with. 
ik perhaps if the Senator would send the resi lution to the 
{ yvY it 


mittee on the District of Columbia for investigation he might | 
ich the result he desires. 
Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will excuse me, is the 
rintendent of schools here? 
-GALLINGER. Certainly. 
r. HAWLEY. 


niatters? 


» 


Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably. 
XXXIII——101 


re nota 





which was referred to the Committee on | 





as aforesaid; and he shall loan, un ler such 

and regulations as he may prescribe, said notes to any person persons, 
poration in sums not less than $100 « n their depositing in the United | 

states Treasury at par value ; and in sums equal to the amount of bond Treas 

otes issued to such applicant or applicants: said bond Tres asury notes 


Jlumbia be directed | 
iblic | 


| 
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r HAWLEY. Let the inquiry 1 rected to him, then 

Mr. ALLISON, The 1 1 of trustee I th has control 
over 1 . ls of the District of ( 

Mr. G AL Zi INGE} ee % 

mat. STEW AR Then 1 1 t rd 

tru s I think tl v 

iution so as to direct 1t tot ra t 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to ‘ 8 
|} adopt the suggestion the Senator from Nev 
Mr. STEW ART. oe well; let it go tot 
Mr. HOAR. Le 1 direct the Committee on t | 
Columbia to in aa nto the « f prima 
| tl » District of Colum a and re tt 
|} Mr. GALLINGER. I think that « s hett 

Mr. STEWART. LIaccept that suggest 

| Mr. STEWART I I I 
| tion of inquiry directing the Committee on t District ( 
bia to make inquiry and report to the St t 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore l sO I ean 
amendment to it. 

Mr. STEW ART. I will er the ar ! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Perhaps the Set 
ter withdraw the resolut nd pres it later in an ame? | 
form. 

Mr. STEWART. a rv well. 

The PRESIDENT mpore Are f t 
or other resolutions? 

Mr. STEWART subsequently subm 1 owil s 
tion: which was considered by unanil ( é nda 

hye I it the C« 1 om 1 e | ( i 
rected to make inquiry a1 nform the S ‘ 
prescribed for the pul ac} € the TD \ : 
phy supersede teachir t r i ul 
arid 

SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIM 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following 1 1 was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasu 1 

Line ‘ int between the United Stat t : t 
the claim for 1 x 
» Florida war of 183} and 1s to re] 

utes as follows: 

First 101 was paid said Sta by t l 1 
claim, stating date of } ayments, and under what @& ( i 
ments were made 

Second. What amount of interest was paid said State ‘ ~ 
on said claims. If no interest was paid, wha int w 

{on June 30, 1901. In thecomputation of interest ap; \ 
to wit: 

‘Interest shall be calculated up tothe tims ny pa l 
interest the payment shall be first applied, ar t ex 
the balance shall be applied to diminish the } ‘ . 
short of the interest, the balance of interest shall 1 I e] 
pal so as to produce interest.” 

NEUTRALITY IN SOUTH AFRICA, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution: which w 

referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
1 r stal hed a Li 
and Port lin j é East 
eth n Great B t nd ] 
contiguous to tl | 1 
ted ites the du 

stri t nations while: 
a sso ovine 

al s Afr n | 

erents while maintaining her c¢ il 2 ts Vv P ul a 

nations: Therefore, - 

Re 1, That the President e United Sta 
from any of our squadrons, her« “oad ha 
judgment may be necessary to effect thes I 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. NROSE. The bill (S. 2947) to indemnify the Stat 
| veaeeotoutie for money expended in 1864 for militia called into 
the military service by the governor under the procl: 
the President of June 15, 1863, intr: — by me, was improperly 
| referred to the Committee on Clait I move that the Com 
tee on Claims be discharged from its further consid n, and 

| that it be referr d to the Committee on Military Afi 


| 
| 


Would he not have some direction of these | 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. TURNER. On the 20th of December, 1 . Lin 
bill (S. 1941) for the relief of the Lower band of the ¢ 


dians of the State of Washington, and it was referred to the Con 
mittee on Claims. I find that such bills are being referred t 
Committee on Indian Affairs. I move that the Con 

Claims be discharged from the ra of t 


further considerati 
and that it be referred to the Committee on In 


Affairs, 
The motion was agreed to. 








‘ONGRE 


SSLONAL 


PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
\ EPEW dent, on the 3ist of January the Sen- 
ator from 1 | ta | Mr. PETTIGREW], in the course of his 


n, made the following remarks in 
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| Dewey. Ut 


| the sta 


| facts, not a full, fair statement of the whole question, as i: 


I lent of the Philippine Commission, President 
f ¢ ‘ niversity. He said: 
Chicago i ' t s the only authority I 
‘ ts) A 1 %) 1899. sa 
{ ( Aug Ue 
! st ilt xt 
! t whet nt ral ¢ 
( an, pa } 
i to bribe th nsurgents. as near 
ld not take gold for pe 
| ( f the Ser from South Dakota was brought to 
4 tior th president of Cort nell, and I have from him the | 
\ y ter, Which I will read. I do it for the purpose or 
having the Recorp corrected by his statement: 
UNILVI ry, OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Ithaca, N. Y., February 3, 1900 
w: I see, fr pa Lu of the CONGRESSIONAL RE« 
EW, speakir f 
that he ied ents, as near as 
but th N : 
is it has he 
| 1 that it I 
J. G. SCHURMAN. 
y MW. D kW 
' Hi j dD. ¢ 
I ‘ nt, at the time this speech was being made | 
Pi urinan was in this city upon business connected 
eport and the report of his commission on the Philip- 
pin itter. tle was at that very hour in conference with the 
President at the White House, and therefore competent to be 
’ | 
[t seems to me that the alleged facts which have been brought 
rward by my friend the Senator from South Dakota in order to 
tantiate his contention that the President of the United 
States is a tyrant and that Aguinaldo is a patriot fail in theim 
rtant consideration that his alleged facts never turn out to be 
true, 
lie has summoned the two witnesses who were more competent 


than 1ers to testify on the question of the original under- 


tanding had with Aguinaldoand of the position of the Philippine 


iny ot! 


people, one Admiral Dewey an : the other President Schurman, 
the president of the Philippine Commission. 

Any evidence, any stateme at in regard to this matter made by 
Admiral Dewey would be received at once by the people of the 
United States without further question, and the same can be said 

nt made by the president of Cornell University. 


of any statem«s 


But instead of presenting his evidence by calling the witnesses | 
themselves, he calls others for the purpose of proving what they 

\\ Admiral Dewey here in the city, his house well known, 
himself the most accessible of men, he reads, as proving what 
Admiral Dewey has said and what his position is, an alleged 
prochunation of Aguinaldo, translated by an unknown translator 
nd publish ed without any certificate of its authenticity in a New | 
England newspaper; — instead of ascertaining, when President 

rman is in the ci , What his views really are and what he 

really did say and what he really did do, he reads a report of an 

ionymous interview with an anonymous and unknown reporter 
in a Chicago newspaper. Admiral Dewey at once branded the 
tat nt affecting him as absolutely and unqualifiedly false, and 
now ident Schurman repudiates the testimony attributed to 
hi 


*, President, that having amid the mass of news- 








paper reports, of anonymous remarks, of testimony of no consid- 
eration and no value, subpoenaed the two greatest and most prom- 
in itnesses in the country, he has done it in a way which 
discre dit all the alleged facts which are presented on his side or 
the contention which er PETTIGREW and ‘his friends en- 
deavor to make in be half of Aguinalde and in discredit of the 
President and of the Philips in Pp ot of the Administration. 

These facts, or alleged fact S, ited 1 y the Senator from South 
Dakota, are li ke the ‘army of he uina do. ienasenee the U nit d 
St roops appear, there is no army of Aguinaldo, And when- 
ever the truth is let t in, as Admiral Dewey and P reside nt Schur- 

in let it in, these alleged facts vanish in thin air. The basis of 
their whole contention has no better foundation than the seat of 
the Aguinaldo government, which, as far as I can ascertain, is 
nowhere except in the hat of Aguinaldo. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I suppose this debate is 


proceeding by unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 

from New York. 


It is, if it proce eds at all. 


) reply very briefly to the Senator 


I desire t 





| chusetts [Mr. LopGer}], 
/ read a portion of it, not reading the damaging 


| out the whole letter. 
| partment show that independence was expected and reli 


FEBRUARY 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? Thx 
hears none, and the Senator from South Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President. if it were not forthe a: 
proceeding by unanimous consent, I should be very glad 
fully into the question with regard to the letters of Ad: 
the circumstances I will simply reply bri 
tement of Mr. Schurman and the letter of Admiral D, 

Mr. Schurman was chairman of the Philippine Commis 
We received from him a brief report previous to the election. 
have got part of anotherone now. It was well understood thr 
out the United States that we offered a sum in money for rif! 
the insurgent uld surrender them. It is well understood ; 
we got no rifles, because they would not surrender them for 
Occasionally a gun was delivered, when it was found aftery 
that they were guns which had been captured, that were c 
and surrendered by Filipinos who had been hired by some « 
soldiers to do it. 

What is more, Mr. President, the report went out thro 
this country that our peace commissioners offered Aguina 
position equal to $5,000 a year and were unable to secu 
services. 

Now, have we been trying to get the facts? I introduced 
olution asking for facts two months ago, and noreply comes. 
were told all summer that this was a matter for Congress t 
pose of, and when Congress meets the facts are withheld 
only are the facts withheld, but what are sent to us are ; 


} 
der 


Ss wo 


bound the Executive should have done; 
portion of it, is sent to us. 

I charge, Mr. President, that we attacked an ally; I char; 
we have made an alliance with slavery; and the answer fr 
Schurman is that it is not true that he offered Aguinaldo 
I do not suppose Schurman saw Aguinaldo; but that the off: 
made with his consent there can be no question. 

The answer of Admiral Dewey is that he did make an al 
with the insurgents. Admiral Dewey says, referring to 
naldo: 


not all the truth, 


directly or indirectly, independence for 
nas anally, except so far as to make use 
i ‘rs to assist me in my operations against the Spania1 
never uttered the word ** independence” in any conversation with n 
flicers. The statement that I received him with military honors o1 
the Filipino flag is absolutely false. 

Sincerely, yours, IGE DE\ 
Well, w if it is not an assistant asians 
mon foe? ; 

I simply want to read one brief extract from Lieut. Car 
Calkins, of the United States Navy, published in the Ju 
ume of the Proceedings of the United States Naval In 
Touching the relations with the insurgents after the batt 
author says: 

The Raleigh and ¢ ones wd were sent to Subig Bay, where they e 
capture of Isla Gra ud e,and turned the plac © over tothe Fili pinos. : i 
the troops and navi ilo ficers composi ng the garrison. This was 
approach toa direct alliance during the cz ampaign. 

They marched Aeasiiiin. Aguinaldo’s ships and sailors 
ships and sailors made a joint attack on Subig Bay, and, | 
captured the garrison, turned the troops and the garrison 
Aguinaldo’s forces. If that was not an alliance as plain 
tinct as it is possible to make one, then certainly the Eng 
guage is at fault, for there is not a dictionary in our tongu 
does not define such acts as an absolute alliance. 

With regard to the word ‘‘independence,” Aguinaldo 
ever used any Other phrase. Here is a telegram dated Ho1 
July 22, 1898: 


1ever promised him 
pi I never tr ed hit 






i his soldi 


GEO! 


haé is an ‘‘ally” 


val 


HONGKONG, J 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, Washington: 
The ollowi ing is for the Secretary of War: 
‘Aguiraldo declares dic tator(ehip) and martial law over 
ople expect independence. Recommend Cc hina ponies. 
“ANDERSON, ( 


That was on the 22d of July, 1898, and I read from the lh: 
the Secretary of the Navy, volume 2, page 117. 

Mr. President, it is exceedingly unfortunate, it seems 
that Admiral Dewey ever wrote this letter, and that it w 
tunate was evidently comprehended by the Senator fro 
for when he first used the lett 
stateme 
Afterwards the det ane 
Admiral Dewey's s reports to the 


declares that there was an alliance. 


On July 17, 1898, Admiral Dewey forwarded a decree iss 
Aguinaldo to the Filipino people, with the following indo 
U.S. FLAGsnip OLyMptrA, Cavite, J 
rwarded for the information of the Departmen 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear- Admiral, l 
United Slates Naval Force on Asiatic © 


spectfully f 


Commanding 





CONGRESSLON AL 





transmi 1 by on the 1lith of J 
vet he sends a letter here saving that the word l 
was never used ott and Acuinaldo. I do1 
he veracity of Admiral Dewey, for it is barely 


conversations between Aguinaldo and Admiral Dew 
| ‘independence ” wasnever used, The evasi 
the Spanish word for 

not the case, t 


‘independence was used; but even 


here were five or six cases where the « 


};- 
\ il 
04-3 +] lirect | sla the clain , 
nection, the aire Knowienge oO 1@ CiaimM lis 
lhetrans 
esha? ¢ 

i wha 

lerson’'s tel 
nsurgel 
; . } 
ind I 





; 1 the leave of th 
oask the Senator from New York 
uestion in regard to the letter he read, though 
regard to the point he made. 
New York Independent, I think it was, a journal of high 
bil am sure—and I have no doubt it was the Inde 
was reported an address of President Schurman t 
University, after hisreti romthe Philippines 
ress he says that he think inaldo an entirely 
tian. He accompanies that statement, I think, by saying 
does not regard Aguinaldo as a man of great intellectual 
using the word ‘‘ weak,” or something of that sort: but he 
s emphatic testimony to Aguinaldo’s honesty. 
ve — that statement in public, and I agree with th 
rfrom New York in having the highest respect 
residk nt ; ‘aaa but has the Senator from New York any 
mation which questions the cnteaie a or correctness of that 
of President Schurman’s state! : about Aguinaldo’s in- 
y? If he has, I should wish at once to withdraw my aftirma- 
sed upon that report if I have done any injustice to Presi- 
Schurman in that particular. 
. DEPEW. If the Senator will permit me, I have no infor- 


1 on the quest 


Lin — ‘e to myself, 


» His 
{ 





3 


~+ 








10M ¢ 


resident Schurman, 
1 directly to the remar f the Senator from South 


« 


HOAR. He ad 


no denial of that p 


ntally to this matter. tl 

ir point in the letter. I put this 
*may be President S ine ‘mal 
eanateke respect. Heisaman one se 





L 
him to the regard of every person in the 
ed it very important testimony, after such 


1 abo 1t the insurgent leader in our press 

the chairman of the Philippine Commis- 

he fullest knowles ion 

id been charged against Aguinaldo as an act of corrup- 

pronounced him, as several of our military commanders 
ainan of integrity. 





< 
~ 
~ 
J 


ps this observation of mine may attract President Schur 
ention. As I have said, he was reported in peech to 
ts—a verbatim report in the New York Independent, I 
» have made that declaration. 
COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR W EN. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has been notified 
S a vacancy in the board of directors of the Columbia 
for Women and Lying-in Asylum, which, under 
filled by the Presiding Officer of the Senate. ui 
to that vacancy the junior Senator from Maryland | Mr. 








THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


L-ESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is con- 
nd the Chair lays before the Senate, by virt of the 
onsent agreement made yesterday, the unfinished 


vy nole, 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. resumed the consid 
of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 1 of value 
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{ S i 
\I rTIGREW | 
l 
+t ~ 
i PRESIDENT 
l ! veste i 
™~ 1 finar 
< ne 
’ , S 
. 7.7 . 
I Prod 
uently S 
\ ls 
rhe PRESIDENT 
Sena r desir I \ 


eA i i 
i 3 
biGais , 
Ww Se 3 ’ 
t 5 \ , 
] t . 
senate on 1 W 
. 
’ \ 
Ilr. ALI . | 
} >] \ 
j | i i’ i i - 
i ital I 
' ‘ 
Ble LULEN y 
re u n lit | 
1 hil i I . 
senate at i ) 
th 1 slit W i i 
The PRESIDENT 1 
consent gyreement t! e was 
financial bill should re v 
aqusposition Of tT regular I 
tions coming ov rom V 
morning Dusihess, 


Mr. HOAR. Rg 
Mr. ALLEN. I should !ike 
Mr. HOAR, Ib rdon 
Mr. ALLEN. Then. if t h 
the disposition « 
he PRESIDENT pro tempor 


the Senator from South Dak 
lutions be permitted to ret n 
that has been assented 
Mr. ALLEN. Very 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to 





Chair } Is that res \ 

ST se resolul ns | 
routine morning l I 

| PRESIDED I 


. r from W I 

riven 1 L \ ud 
Senator from Ten t M h 
from doing D is 
derstood—tha S 

Sena might »] 

until next Thursday, wl the 


t rcumstance | 
>} } Ti 
rom NuOod iSia svi! 
tor desired to s} ’ 
é 1 to pre l V 
+1 QD 


eak 1 the pend 
Mr. Tt RNER. ir. Pi 


ne 


tives and the substitute drafted 


rise to a parliame 


yf that resolution, 


wy 
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Committee of this body and reported to us by the latter in lieu of | rather than on the intelligent voice of the common people of 
the o1 albill. The provisions of both measures are identical in | land. 
t! ence, and are intended to effectuate precisely the same THE TWO BILLS ARE ONE. 
hiects Hhe only difference is that the language of the substitute Mr. President, I shall address myself to the task of showing } 
i little more subtle than that of the original bill, and accom- | an analysis of these measures that the foregoing generai sum: 


i} 


es by the indirection of necessary but veiled construction some | of their purpose and effect is well within the limit of their ) 
the objects which the House bill openly and candidly avows. | visions, and in so doing I shall make good as I goalong my si. 
{ think L shall show the essential agreement of the two measures | ment that the House bill and the Senate substitute are in efi 
before Lconclude my remarks, and, since the House bill may in | one and the sane thing. There is a declaration in each meas 
the end prevail against the Senate substitute, I think it safer to | that the gold dollar shall be the standard unit of value and 


address iny remarks to both measures rather than to the Senate | two declarations are almost identical in terms. There ar 
substitute alone. visions in the respective measures making all forms of » 
OBJECTS OF THIS LEGISLATION issued or coined by the Government redeemable in money ot 


The first and most important object of this legislation.asI read | standard value, namely, gold; and these provisions, while 1 
it. is to fix and fasten on the American people forever the single | identical in terms, are so in effect. The House bill, after pr. 
gold standard, and, by removing from the arena of contention the | ing for the redemption in gold of all interest-bearing obliga: 

nly nation whose voice in favor of silver might compel the re- | of the United States, and all United States notes and Trea 
pect of other nations, to fasten that standard on the world for- | notes, and all other public obligations of the Government, m 
ever. this provision concerning the redemption of silver money: 

The next great object is to establish in favor of the national| sec.4. * * * Andif atany time the Secretary of the Treasury « 
banks of the country a monopoly in the issue and control of all | it necessary in order to maintain the parity oat equal value of all the 1 
money save gold, and thereby to establish the great trust of vant auer anata cee ce aa een 
trusts, around which all others shall revolve, paying homage to it 


in time of prosperity and drawing sustenance and support from | ae ee ee Se ee. ' _ 
it in the hour of adversity and threatened disaster. | obligation to exchange gold for any other ** form of money is 


These are the two great primary objects of both the House and | ©f coined by the United States” is, of course, as everybody ki 
the Senate bill, Ta-devisine the mackinere to andsedich tam an obligation to redeem that money in gold, and everybody k: 
™ . - > - e : i S ileawic sly ig P } et. = nd eS ae 
it has been thought proper to decree several other results which, | like - it be ae ten ‘States of _ S wy = rte : oe 
in the light of the primary ends sought, may be called subsidiary, cea y tl > a - ‘tl : a 1 - Te _ eo bill — ome ; 
but which are so startlingly brazen in their disregard of the rights | - it cna ie “" wi aan as the tritici ante it with : 
of the people that, if they stood alone, they would command — i aa aoa ee a ere ~ pide ee a 
amazed an ion: ‘ anti Pe verv cary of hic — Sec. 1. That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tent! 
a - i ag oer ae ge f — — cor of a shall, as established by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of the | 
and his Kind, or instance, 1 has been thought proper to strike | states, continue to be the standard unit of value, and all forms of 1 
down and reduce to the condition of token money the $600,000,000 | issued cee ws pet ran shall be es at a parity o! 
of silver money in the country. now coined and in circulation. thus | with this standard; anc : nitec States notes am reasury notes issued 
changing by a stroke of the pen an asset of $600,000,000 belonging the act of July 14, 1890, when presented to the Treasury for redempti 


: <a 5 : , : t be redeemed in gold coin of such standard. 
to the United States and its people into an indebtedness due from 
} 


; ‘ ; oe This is a direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to take 
them for that stupendous sum. Our Republican friends are not | steps as he may deem necessary to keep silver at a parity \ 
content to give the simple quietus to the white and shining hand- | ,,14, and it means, as he will understand, and as it is meant 
maid of civilization for whom they lately professed so much love, | he shall understand, that he may, at his discretion, establis) | 
but the dagger, after being driven into her heart, is to be turned | practice that silver when presented at the Treasury will | 
round so that the wound will give to the world evidence of the | Geemed in gold. It has been claimed heretofore by the Secre: 
ferocity which dealt it, and thus cow into submission the timorous | o6¢ the Treasury, notably by Mr. Carlisle, and, if Lam not mistake 
voices which otherwise might lament and denounce and clamor | by Mr. Gage also, that the act of November 1, 1893, repealing | 
against the cruel deed, : purchasing clause of the Sherman Act, conferred the power on tl) 

Another subsidiary result decreed is the increase by a quarter | Secretary to redeem silver with gold when it declared it 
of a billion of dollars of the market value of the interest-bearing | to be the policy of the United States to continue the use of both 
obligations of the Government in the hands of their individual silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and silver intomone) 
holders. This is to be done not by legitimately appreciating the | intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to be secured throu; 
credit of the Government and thereby benefiting the holders of | national agreement or by such safeguards of legislation as will ins 
our securities—no one could complain of that—but it is to be done ear at oueee ee ae eee 
by giving up and surrendering a valuable option in our favor de- : ee 
clared by the almost unanimous voice of the Government to exist As matter of fact, this declaration is very far from conferrin 
as early as the year 1878, and which we expressly declined to sur- | @ power of redemption on the Secretary of the Treasury. |) 
render at the time of one of our later bond issues, although then | gold and silver, according to that declaration, were to cont: 
offered $16,000,000 to give up the option in connection with that | “4s standard money” and to be coined into money of *ejua 
bond issue. trinsic and exchangeable value,” and this was to be done ei! 

Another subsidiary object decreed is the contraction of the cir- | international agreement or the safeguards of Congressicna! 
culating medium of the country to the extent of more than $900,- | lation. Moreover, the Congressional legislation contem)!:\: 
00,000 until such time as the national banks may have increased involve the expedient of redeeming silver in gold, because t 
their capitalization sufficiently to enable them to supply the deficit. would have been to discontinue silver ** as standard mone; 
thus incurring the certainty of great loss and inconvenience and | Would have had the immediate result of destroying the 
the very great risk of irreparable disaster. intrinsic and exchangeable value” of the money coined fro! 

Another most remarkable means to the accomplishment of the | two metals. The difference between the declaration of tl: 
ends sought is the vesting in the Secretary of the Treasury of the | 1893 and the provision on the same subject found in the 
power. in executing the main purposes of the law. to issue, at will Senate substitute and the far-reaching effect of the latter 
and ad libitum, the interest-bearing bonds of the nation. The | readily seen when the two are contrasted. The languase 
people of the country will not soon forget the extraordinary course | act of 1893 was a declaration of governmental policy. 
resorted to by Mr. Cleveland to extricate his Administration from | this proposed law is a direction for administrative x 
its financial difficulties, when, instead of using the $500,000,000 of | The act of 1893 proposed to maintain, by and through t! 
full legal-tender silver money then lying in the Treasury, he in- | ence of legislation giving both metals a fair show, the « 
creased the interest-bearing debt of the country to the extent of | ‘Tinsic value of both silver and gold. This act propose- 
more than $250,000,000, by borrowing that amount of money in | that silver money shall be maintained at a parity of va 
gold and issuing the bonds of the Government therefor. With | the standard money, leaving it to the’discretion of the Ex 
the same amount of silver money still in the Treasury, it is now | Department to adopt such means as it may deem expe! 
gravely proposed to confer on the Secretary of the Treasury, as that purpose, and indicating the means by providing fort 
an ordinary everyday prerogative, and for the very purpose demption of other forms of Money In gold. Finally, th 
of destroying the debt-paying quality of that silver, the power | 1898 was a declaration that silver should never be dishonor 
which Mr. Cleveland exercised in the last resort and as a desperate that its rank as one of the standard money metals w’ nal 
expedient. And all this in the face of a record of Republican tained by this Government by every means at its commans 
clamor and abuse and objurgation against Mr. Cleveland only six | act has for its prime object the purpose to degrade ani 
years ago, in both branches of Congress and in the public press, and dishonor silver; to strike it down absolutely as ¢ 
and of protestation in favor of silver and of denunciation against money; to deprive it of its character of money at all and 
those who would debase and degrade it, which ought to estopand | 1 simply a representative of money. 
conclude any political party from proceeding in the same direction A REPUBLICAN BUBBLE. 
now, and which would conclude and estop any party not calloused Our Republican friends will fail, 1 apprehend, when t 
to criticism by a reliance on the power of wealth for its success | before the country and claim that this proposed law is 5! 
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ffir ferred by it 
na ‘Secretary of the ee is one +a h he has had and 
-h he might have exercised at any time since the year 
1+ is well that this bubble should burst before 
blown. To more completely explode it I hope some Senator will, 
he proper time, offer an amendment to se eti on 1 of the Senate 
stitute, providing that nothing therein contained shall be con- 
ed as authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem at 
Tr asury, or elsewhere, with gold, any of the outstanding sil- 
ioney of the United States. If our friends shall acce pt st uch 
me ndme nt, then, while I shall not admit that I am mistaken 
the effect of their proposed measure, I shall admit that I am 
pret sc as to the effect which its framers intended it to have. 
they shall refuse to accept it, their action will be a confession 
+ both the actual and intended effect of their guarded but skil- 
ily worded legislation is suc h as I have described. 
\Ve have, then, in both of these measures, not only an ee a- 
n of the single gold standard, but provisions designed to clinch 
that affirmation for all time by destroying absolutely and in toto 
character of silver as money. When either measure shall 


> 1000 
of 1893, 


silver as money, because a token of much less marketable value 
nd of infinitely greater convenience can be found to take its 


lars on thick clumsy paper costing 60 cents per single sheet when 
paper equally as good and much more convenient for the purpose 
could be obtained for 60 cents per thousand sheets? Yet, when 
silver is degraded to the position of token money and made redeem- 
le in gold, that is what we will be doing, in effect, if we con- 
tinue its use as money. Better call the silver all in, melt it down 
into bullion and sell it for what it will bring in the market, and 
make all our token money both cheap and uniform by the exclu- 
sive use of paper. 

[do not mean to argue that a place is not left for silver as a 
subsidiary token coin. The necessity of money of minor denomi- 
nations for change and small transactions which this bill creates 
will leave that money a place in the business of the country, but 
it isa most insignificant place, and one which will still further 
dishonor and degrade the white metal. 
which a very small volume of coin will adequately fill, and we 
may well dismiss a consideration of it as unworthy of serious re- 
gard, 

BANKS WILL CONTROL. 

Now, to proceed a step further. Both the House bill and the 
Senate substitute are in substantial accord in the provisions de- 
signed to accomplish the second primary object described by me, 
namely, to create and establish in the national banks a monopoly 
in the issue and control of all money save gold. While neither 
the House bill nor the Senate bill makes provision against the 
reissue of silver coin when it shall come into the Treasury by 
exchange, redemption, or otherwise; yet, no longer being standard 
money, and deriving its value largely from the redemption quality 
attached to it, it can not,in good faith, be paid out to ordinary 
creditors; and if it should be so paid out at one counter of the 
Treasury, it could, under the operation of these proposed meas- 
ures, be immediately 
gold. Noone will want silver money, both because of thel egislation 
discrediting it and because paper is more convenient to handle, 
No one will want silver certificates, payable exclusively in silver, 
because in order to turn them into gold, the money now which 


te them into silver dollars and then by a second exchange 
transmute thé silverintogold. This can all be done by preferring 
he gold itself, or, if paper be desired for convenience, by insisting 
on the gold certificates which both these measures alike permit 
to be issued. Indeed, the very first fiscal operation the banks will 
undertake with the Government after the passage of either of 
hese measures, unless they have put off the dross of humanity 
ind take on the unselfishness of immortality, will be to transmute 
their silver dollars and silver certificates into gold certificates. 
They can first surrender their silver certificates and obtain silver. 
= en they can exchange the silver for gold. They can then de- 
osit the gold and obtain gold certificates. As the outstanding 
cilv dollars and silver certificates amount approximately to 
> 00,000,000 and it is now proposed to increase the gold reserve to 
©!09,000,000, this raid of the banks would require the Government 
to pr ovicle iteelf with $650,000,000 in gold. Itnowhasin the Treas- 
pproximately $250,000,000 in gold. It would be compelled to 
rs vide $400,000,000 more gold. The only way todothat would be 
] 
ni 





issue the 3 per cent bonds, which both of the proposed measures 
; de for just such an emergency, and to borrow on them the 
ed gold; so that the currency will not only be contracted 
!,000,000 immediately if either of these measures be passed, but 
people will have been saddled with $400.000,00 0 more of bonded 
‘btedness to the profit of the banks and of the money changers, 
se intervention seems necessary whenever the Gove rnment 
needs to borrow money. Should the Government ever succeed in 


Ww! 


Moreover, it is a place | 


taken to another counter and exchanged for | 


all must have, you must by one process of exchange first trans- | 
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it has been fully | 


have passed it will be the sheerest folly to continue the use of | 


ice. What would be thought of a policy of printing paper dol- | 
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ag the silver into circulation. this eration « 11 
repe: rand over again until we ibsorbed allthes s 
a 1d in the orldand mortgaged ours s ther I xtent 
whit Seethercerakibhh ‘nm nor our children’s children would ever 
see the end of. The ability to repeat this endless lin perform 
ance is the only thing that will ever aga i 8 vond tl 
Treasury doors, and the certainty that sil l 
used for that purpose is the safe and ul it 
banks that after it has once been redee1 wil S 
the lig cht of day or ever again be pert l to vex found 
them in their schemes to corner the money of t t So 
much for the silver money, both the coin and the ites 
Our paper money, outside the gold and silver cer tes 1 
very few currency certificates, is composed of § ( ( 
United States notes, commonly called greenbacks. and $93,518,280 
in Treasury notes, issued under the act July 14, 1890 th 
amounting in the aggregate to $440,199,296. The Honse] itl 
Senate substitute, while not identical in terms, are in substantial 
harmony in the provisions made to retire these forms of money 
from circulation. The language of the Senate substitute is 
tes, and Treasury not ssued under the act Tuly 
ted tothe Treasury for redemption, shall be redeemed 





Ww he n this paper money 


has thus gotten into the Treasury, sec- 
tion 2 of the Senate substitute makes it the duty of the Secretary 
to use it in the following manner: vias, to exchange it for any 
gold coin in the general fund of the Tr y: secondly, to ex 
change it for any gol { which individuals m ay ( oft r at the Treas 
ury for that purpose, and third, to purchase wold with it in the 
ypen market at such rate of discount as may then prevail in th 
market. Now, since individuals may under both measures pre- 
sent their gold at the Treasury and obtain gold certificates for it, 
it is certain they would not part with their gold for a less satis- 
factory form of paper money. The only way.then, which this act 


leaves by which we may get the paper money in circulati 


h again 


is to go into the open market and purchase gold withit. This 
| would immediately place gold at a premium, and no Administra- 
| tion would either wish to do that or would dare to do it if it had 
the inclination. 
GOLD AND NATIONAL BANK NOTES 





While the Senate substitute does not expressly declare tha 
paper money shall not be again paid out in the ordinary course of 
business, that is undoubtedly its purpose. The express mention 
of the manner in which it shall be dealt with by the Secretary 
the exclusion of every other means of dealing with it. Expressio 


18 





unias, est exclusio alterius. Sothat the Treasury notes and green- 
backs, having once got into the Treasury, are there for all timeand 
might as well be sent to the macerater at once. The House bill 


does directly and certainly what the 
tion, but with no less certainty. It provides: 


The notes and certificates so redeet 
constitute a part of said redemption fund, ¢ 


Senate bill does by indirec- 


ned or exchanged shall 








from nor disturbed except in exchange for an ale nt t 
in which said notes were redeemed, or exchanged, et 

The amount of money, then, which it is proposed to retire by 
this legislation is as follows 
Silver, appr roximately .. nindae matibia Meat $500), 000. 000 
Treasury notes and greenbacks t4 1 2065 

WON hunkacdecans ; . : aod ‘ 4), 199, 296 

This will be to withdraw from circulation almost one-half of 
the money in the country. If it were to be permanently with- 
drawn, everyone knows that the results would be frightful. I 
shall not accuse any person of desiring to produce results so bane- 
fuland sinister. Our Republican friends are simply endeavoring 
tocreatea hiatusinto which the national banks maystep. Theidea 
in this regard isto vest them with the function heretofore exercised 
by Congress of regulating and controlling the money supply of the 
nation. This haslong beena favorite idea with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. We ali remember his appearance before the Honss 
committee more than two years ago and the exposition of his 
policy at that time. He wanted to fasten the gold standard onthe 
country and to vest the power toissue paper money ia the banks, 
where it would be controlled by the law of supply and demand 
The incident made a deep impression, becauseit was so soon after 
the Presidential election. in which the Republican party had 
pledged itself to secure bimetallism by international agreement; 
because we then had a commission in Euro] leavoring to 1 
gotiate such international agreement, and because when that 
commission returned its chairman excoriated the Secretary whil 
complimenting the President on his steadfast adherence to prit 
ciple. Butit appears now that the Secretary was better ac juaint 
With the purposes and views of the President than the d 
guished Senator from Colorado who was chairma the Mor 
tary Commission. Note now what the President in | 


annual message, observe its agreement in every res] { { th 
analysis which I have madeof the provisions ot! 
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nd de n the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Se f (‘vlorado. The President says: 
l banking act scemed t > prove a reason | 
v h viditions to the circulation could from | 
‘ Cha zs conditions have apparently rendered it 
to tl I | } in in bond securities required, | 
i pren s which ¢ ment bonds command in the 
x « i or | ting together, appear to be | 
l i p \ 

( rT is respect invited to this important matter 
rta whether « such reasonable n ications | 
itiona ink ict as will render its service he par 

Y I vet _ i again urge | 
in} a edt ganiz t f $25,000, | 
! ! l support tl gold standard, and to 
I ‘ the two m« and silver) and the | 
ill times in the m irket and in the paymes it of 
the Seeret the Treasury be given addit mal power and charged | 
ty t li United States bonds and to employ such other effective 
ye i to these ends 
i ude the power to sell bonds on long and short 
may ind should provide fora rate of interest 
d by the act of January 14,1875. While there is now no | 
! i t which withdraws gold trom the Government, but, on the 
wh Ww spread confidence that gold seeks the Treasury, demand- 
hange, yet the very situation points to the present as 
i make ade iate provision to insure the continuance 
i lof pi confidence in the ability and purpose of | 
1 it rations in the money which the civilized | 
t Che tinancial transactions of the Government 
i na goid bas 


United 
aining the 


\\ Ve 1 it 


i wesell 


States bonds and use gold for their 
t Weare maint 


parity of all the money issued or coined 
fthe Government. Wear ing these things with the means | 
Happily at the present time we are note ompelied to resort to loans } 
it has been done in the past, however, and may have to be 
hooves us, therefore, to provide at once the best 

‘y when it arises, and the best means are those 
economical. Those now authorized have the 














ror economy 

ed one of the causes of our financial plight and 
rs 1893, 1804, 1895, and 1806. Our receipts now | « 

nt revenues no longer create alarm. Let us 






remaining cause by conferring the full and necessary power 

1 Seer the Treasury, and mae se upon him the duty to uphold 

e pres l tandard and preserve the coins of the two metalsona 

arity with each other, which is the re pe ate <dly declared policy of the United 

ate 

lin this connection I repeat my former recommendations, that a portion of 

t] id holdings shall be placed it a trust fund, from which greenbacks shall 

be redeemed upon presentation but when once redeemed shall not thereafter 
he paid out except for gold 

REPUBLICAN PERFIDY. 
Mr. President, no one in the Republican party any longer pro- 


fesses friendship for silver. Even the President, who thinks it | 
the part = wisdom, if not of statesmanship, to follow where others | 
would lead, has seen his way clear to advance to the position of 
the Secre ent of the Treasury, and, throwing behind him the pro- 
fessions of an entire lifetime, has thought it well to recommend 
to Congress legislation designed ‘*to support the existing gold | 
tandard,” No one, however, who has studied the tendencies of 
the Republican party of late years and the peculiar character- 
istics of our honored Chief Executive is surprised, unless we ex- 


cept the junior Senator from Colorado. This exception appears | 
to be necessary in view of the warm and impassioned eulogy 
which that Senator, on returning from his fruitless trip abroad, 
delivered on the President as an earnest and ardent friend of the 
cause of bimetallism. So clearly do both of these measures prove 
the abandonment by the Republican party of its former professed | 
friendship for silver that the majority of the Finance Committee 


became alarmed, after reporting their substitute to the Senate, at 
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the clear evidence of Republican perfidy thus afforded, and on yes- 
terday they reported an amendment reviving the old farcé of 
international agreement which was used with such dishonest 
etfiect in 1896. That amendment reads: 

_ That the prov isi ms of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
th ay of the l 


mplishment of international bimetallism, provided the 
same be received by concurrent action of the leading commercial nations of 
the world, and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value 
between gold and silver. 


But the people of the United States can not be longer deluded 
with such chi ff, The Secretary of the Treasury came to the con- 
clusion more than two years ago that it was a worn-out expedient. 
The President has nowevidently come tothesameconclusion. The 
House of Representatives indorses both of themin that view. And 
before the dog daysare done the Finance Committee of the United 
States Senate will be reluctantly compelled to see the matter in 
the same light. 

Mr. President, it will be observed from my analysis of these 
neasures. and also from the recommendations of the President's | 
message, Which both measures were framed to carry out, that I 
was justified in stating that the second primary object of this leg- 
islation was to vest a monopoly of money in the national banks, 
In anticipation of that result both measures make provision for 
increased facilities on the part of the banks to add to their circu- 
lation. The provisions in the House bill to that end are the most | 
marked and pronounced and many radical changes are there pro- 
posed. The Senate substitute, pursuant to the policy, which | 

appears to have been thought wise, of muddying the waters, is not | 
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quite so radical. 


on them. 
ishing point or expand it to the bursting point at will, and 
man little understands human nature who imagines that 


will exercise this great power with any other view than that 


their own enrichment. And the enrichment of one set of 1 
through the delegation of sovereign power means the impover 
ment of everybody else. It always has been so on this earth 

always will be so until the millennium, and I fear, if this 


posed legislation may be accepted as indicative of the averay. 


human thought and purpose toward our fellows, that that be 
state of the world is still far in the indefinite future. 

Mr. President, to be strictly accurate, the money to be ret 
from circulation under these measures in kind and amount 
follows: 





Silver dollars in cirenlation-.--..-.-- iu iiss bac caelah ceusdea eth a 
—, ertiticates outstanding, re pre sent ing ; 
er dollars in i the Treasury sae ial sian ata telat lade aaa teed toca {12 
acon note act July 14, 1890 Kaclea bicase hdecdnauanaene panda a3 
United States notes, greenbacks.......-...- Stitt tepeseebavees banaue oti, ! 
cs ox SOR ee _ 95 


ada to this $1: 50,0 000,000 ) gold reserve, to be maintained 

Treasury at all times, and this will require the Governme: 
the immediate future, to come into the possession of $1 2076,5 yi 
in gold. Of this sum we now have in the Treasury $283.75!) 
Wew ill be required then to provide, in addition to the lok na 
sum, $792,767,289 more gold to meet the demands on the Trea 
These figures are stupendous, but the gold can be procure ool 
have not sufficient in this country to supply the amount 1 


| but our credit is good, and the entire world stands ready tol 


yur requisition when backed by the bonds of the nation. 


| the Senate bill and the House bill are full in their provis 


authorizing the issue of bonds tomeet the necessities of the 1 
to bec reg ited by this great drain on the Treasury. I quote | 
section 2 of the Senate bill, so that the country may see how 
the authors of that measure realized the necessity of resort 
loans to meet the demand created by their bill: 

If the Secretary of the Treasury is unable to restore and maintain t 
coin in the reserve fund by the foregoing methods, and the amount 
gold coin in said fund shall at any time fall below $100,000,000, then it 
his duty to restore and maintain the same by borrowing money on th« 
of the United States, and for the debt thus incurred to ) issue and sel! 
or registered bonds of the United States in such formas he may pres: 
denominations of $50 or any multiple thereof, bearing interest at th 
not exceeding 3 per cent per annum, payable quarterly, etc. 

Mr. President, this process of retiring our own money i! 
to give the banks a monopoly of furnishing the money su 
will require an issue of bonds to the amount of $792,767,2s 
3 per cent per annum, the amount fixed by each of 
measures, this will cost the taxpayers every year the s: 
$23,783,018.67. If we adopt twenty years as the aver age | 
the bonds, the taxpayers will have paid at the end of tha 
for the privilege of further enriching the national banks a: 
vesting them with autocratic power the sum of $475,660 
These ‘things come high to the taxpayer, but in this day ar 
when our financial institutions are found contributing §$15,! 
to one political party in a single political campaign, the in! 
of the taxpayers, who have nothing but votes to give. an 
can be bamboozled into giving them, area secondary consi 

GOLD FOR ALL OBLIGATIONS. 

Mr. President, I proceed now a step further in my anal 
these measures. When it comes to an explicit direction 1 
all the obligations of the nation payable in gold coin, t 
measures are somewhat variant. Section 2 of the House! 
the bull by the horns and provides in express terms: 


That all interest-bearing obligations of the United States for the 
of money now existing or hereafter to be entered into, and all U: 
notes and Treasury notes issued under the law of July 14, 18%) 
deemed and held to _ be payablein the gold coin of the United Sta 
fined in section 1 of this act, etc. 

The Senate measure is not nearly so explicit. Its auth 
parently could see no virtue in being so direct and incrimi! 
After making silver to be redeemed in gold it did not seem ' 
sary to their minds to make further provision directing th 
gold in paying the bonds of the nation. When the holde: 
take their silver and demand gold for it, it would simp; 


| avoidance of clumsy circumlocution for the Secretary to es 


the practice of paying the bonds in gold in the first in 
Moreover, the bulk of our bonded debt is approaching mat 
and it was easier and far less embarrassing to make a re! 
those bonds the vehicle for introducing the gold- paying 
than to apply it directly to the present outstanding bonds. 
House bill does. Accordingly, we find the following ¢la 
provision in the Senate substitute for the refunding of ou 


| and 5 per cent bonds: 


Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized t 
at the Treasury any of the outstanding bonds of the United States 


However, it is sufficient, and under its provi 
ions, if adopted, the banks will have no difficulty in adjustin 
themselves to an execution of the sovereign power there confe rré 
They can contract the circulating medium to the y 


, 
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) r t per ar I el ‘ | 
Ur i States ng interesta 4 i nr \ 
and any bD is e states sta . ‘ 
payable Augu l S, ant iss il i t ‘ 
bonds of ( i States, in s y att ra 
AtiONS . i] “§ a : e i ih 2 
' 1 paya arteriy pDava t : 
t ted S i vy 3 t am e Senate s 
gold i limmediat v 
iva ana t x I t iv! i taxes or To e ext ist 
Sta ! y form by nder State ; 1] 
+? tsta ng ne ii St 
l l per i Sa 3 Shas Ly s are tol i 
less than pat f Tha is when is : . a 
numbered cons I r ss and w ( ary ol t 
s ast n t en 1 ind t S$ oO! ra of 1 i s t 
fed 1 anh Sateen Ay Of the out- | necessari b 
{ ; etary of t For mor 
v, scret I in t Treas not | conceT! 5 ¢ ah 
it ‘ the: wv tw ‘ ] : al 
i’ — au Vil } i i 
il ! itstanding bonds ? a rdat 
s of this act and their par va 
Pre sident. the pr sent worth ot the outstanding bonds of 
scriptions mentioned in the foregoing section is, on an ave1 
out 1.12. This would entitle the holder of each outstand- 
1) bond to receive in exchange a 2 per cent gold bond for < 
The income from this $1,120 bond, giving it an average 
twenty years, which, as it is payable any time at the pleas That resolution passed both Hou ‘FC Ss s i 
f the Government, is a fair average. would be as follows: majorities, and it ré ed the vote. 1} \ R ’ 
-est at 2 per cent on $1.120 goo 4) | then and now in public life. U1 r it. and th full kn 
premium of $120 into 20 annual ; and each terms. every Governn nov ul ) 
a o 4 6. } , t by ts h ley \\ } irs In Silve 
gp i 4} Cr as \ NN , \ Dp \ + 
eerie marge RN ENEI OTT | in that kind of n t 
s equivalent to exchanging at par the present coin bonds | 6 some reason t aes 
lid bonds bearing interest at the rate of 2.840 per cent per | parable in either meta ‘ Q . 
in, ornearly 5 per cent. nz inthe market at from 10 t , 
ALLISON. Would linterrupt the Senator if I called 1 varving according to the interest rate and #4 ‘ 
m to another portic n of the bill, which he seems to have | ponds may run. Whvare wi esee'a tian ; t 
oked? ven . to strike down silver is to su 1, we t i 
. TURNER. Not at all. the only standard mon nd n 
ALLISON. That is, that there shall be no more of the ridiculous and absurd 
issued than the bondstaken up. So it is impossible to have | , ' 
ven hundred and twenty dollar bond as suggested. | Wow. how much are we paving in this matter 
cea se sien ee ak E Now, how much are we paying in t matter 
TURNER. The bonds are to be taken up that are then out- gold whistle? In the spring of 1895 Mr. Clevela ' 
nding, at the market value, and if you take up a thousand- | poo, oe ego 215.435. and delivered 4 per cer iid 
Us VL ~* A etl, « £4 UC) t ‘ ‘ s 3 » 
ir bond worth $120 premium on the market, how are you to 


‘a ‘ — } ’ , } +* + . nid ’ nr + YY 

t without issuing bonds to cover the premium? — a 1a fond, 7 tt .s <e ae = rs Sa ee 
Mr. ALLISON. By paying the difference in money. It ex-| (8 Oe weet are pee, a a ee 

sly provides for that. I merelv call the attention of the Sen- tl Sani aaa ae Pe oe 

to the fact that the bonded debt is not increased under the | “© SUM OF PA¥,teaeee  D 


o 


1770. Here is what Mr. ¢ 


ir. TURNER. It is wholly immaterial whether it is paid in a ee eee op gliaas 
ey or in bonds. 














\ ym ully made payable in gold i pr V 
Mr. ALLISON. It may be immaterial, but it is a fact. never- | three-fourths of a cent in annual int i 33 
theless, that it is not paid in bonds. aeons egealic eat sae mye eam nler persia ah sane ae 
Ir. TURNER. 1 apprehend when you go into this business | would be #39 :mountin; t 
in not get this extra $120—-- | bonds, to $16,174 
. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? | Congress, however, declined, even for 1 pl red sav to 
TURNER. Certainly. | degrade silver by making the bonds payable in gold, and none 
ALLEN. Mr. Gage, in his testimony before the House | were more vehement in den cing pos n than the R 
\ittee two years ago, said it would increase the bonded in- | publican Senators and Represe en In pu life. Now, 
iness of the United States by $90,000,000, if there be the same proportional difference in value between all 
ALLISON. But we have expressly provided here that it | our outstanding coin bonds and strict gold bonds, and it is hard 
not. to see why there should not be, it is a mere matter of mathemat 
ALDRICH. The Secretary of the Treasury was discussing | ical calculation to determine the value of 1 right a 
her act, one framed upon a different basis. giving up. The pr rtion that 16,0 rs to ) 
lr. ALLEN. Itwas substantially the same. applied to our entir nded tedness, amounting to § 
ALDRICH. Not substantially the same, because it pro- | 000.000, gives us as a result, roughly speaking, $325,000,000. That 
i to issue an additional amount of bonds. | sum, then, is the value of our option to pay in silt ' h we are 
TURNER. More than all that, our friends on the other |} making a present of to the holders of our bonds, If it 
n not be assured that their own substitute is going to pass. | that to them, it is worth that to us. 
ouse bill is to be considered here as well as the Senate bill. | Yes, Mr. President, to speak broadly, it is worth ten 
ll we have here may not be the one which ultimately is to | sum to us, because if we retain it we will be in 
‘ the law. | maintain silver as a money metal, to enter on a p \ 
\LDRICH. The House bill contains no provision of the | support and uphold its dignity and sus pul 8 
nothing in regard to refunding. | paying power. In the enhanced value w :su m0 
TURNER. I think itdoes. Ithink myanalysis hasshown | nance of that policy would give to our product 
it perhaps the Senator was not here when I was on that | future the sum of $325,000,000 would, by ; 
t. | bagatelle. But Iseenowherein either of these: 
method of exchange provided and the rate at which the | tionthattheinterests ofthe people of t! 
nge is to be made is, as I said, equivalent to 2.840 per cent | ered. The Republican party sla 
ium, or nearly 3 per cent. It is fully equivalent to 3 per | ests, and those interests rv 1 i] l dea 
not more, when we consider that the holders are to now | but dear money and cheap goods; t equi tana 
the premium in a lump, instead of having it spread out | of money and anenhancement of prices, but ucity | 
& long series of years, and that this premium lasts until the | and a decline of prices. Letit beso. 1 lcome this evid 
$s are paid, and is paid when they are. instead of suffering the | the solicitude of that party for their very dear friends. It « 
‘lation to which the premiums on ali bonds are subject as | at an opportune time. My only surp that the Re 
itter near maturity of payment. As we have been able at | party, with its record of shiftiness on this question, « 
time during the last ten years to float 3 per cent coin bonds | own consent to come out into the open in a Px l 
ir, and even above par, it will be seen that the only difference | in advance of the casting of the votes 
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A NEW SLAVERY. 


the fight made in this country to preserve silver 
only issue we have had since the abolition of slav- 


Mr. President, 
money 18 the 


ery which has appealed to the higher sensibilities of the human 
mind and aroused to life and energy the nobler emotions of the 
human heart. Thisisso because the question involves the never- 


ccasing conflict of interest between aggressive power, panoplied 


il 


with all the aids that make for success, and impotent weakness, 
naked and helpless before its confident and ever-pushing adversary. 
In that conflict, bottomed as it is on the selfishness of human na- 
ture, strength is always advancing because it can and weakness 

eceding r because it must, and if there were not a power some- 


where to throw its force into the scale and restore the equilibrium 
the process would go on until there was absolute dominion on the 
one hand and abject slavery on the other. It always has been so 
where power could work its will, and it always will beso. The 
overruling foree that intervenes when the process has reached 
| point that provokes the attention of the world is the enlightened 


conscience of mankind. Such a conflict has been going on for 
the last twenty-five years throughout the entire world, strength 


being represented by the wealth of the few and weakness by the 
poverty the many. The struggle has been to enhance the 
purchasing power of the money controlled by the former and to 
diminish thereby the selling power of the commodities produced 


ot 


CONGRESSIONAL RE CORD—SENATE. 


i ee TE 


by the latter. I would not say that any single individual has con- 
sciously acted on sucha view. Weare allof us prone to associate | 


our own interests with those of our country, and this conflict has 
been going on between strong and weak nations as well as be- 
tween strong and weak individuals. The creditor nation wants 
dear money and cheap commodities, the same as the creditor in- 
dividual. And even the weak nation, like the weak individual, 
may feel called on to submit to the exactions of power, and to 
conform its fiscal and commercial policy to that of its neighbors, 
lest it meet with further aggressions, which might lay it helpless 
ind prostrate at the feet of its adversary. So that men of every 
nation are always able to bolster themselves with the satisfac- 


| 


FEBRUARY 


effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield a fixaa 
returnin money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and w: 
gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other species 
property. If, as the most reliable statistics ‘attirm, there are ne: arly $7 40K 
0.000 of coin or bullion in the world, not ve ry unequally divided betwe 
gold and silver, it is impossible to strike silver out of existence as ' 
with: jut results which will prove distressing to millions and utterly disast, 
to tens of thousands. (From speech in U.S. Senate February 7, 


Mr. McKinley, in a public speech at Toledo, Ohio, as late 
February 12, 1891, said: 

During all of Grover Cleveland's years at the head of the Governm: 
was dis honoring one of our precious metals, one of our own product 
crediting silver and enhancing the pric eof gold. He endeavored even be! 
his inauguration to office to stop the coinage of silver dollars, and afterw 
and to the end of his Administration persistently used his power to that 
He was determined to contract the circulating medium and to demo 
one of the coins of commerce, limit the volume of money among the pe 
mi ike money scarce,and therefore dear. He would have increased the 
of money and diminished the value of everything else—money the mast 
everything else theservant. He was not thinking of “the poor” then. H: i 
left “their side.” He was not standing forth in theirdefense. Cheap co: 
cheap labor,and dear money! The sponsor and promoter of these profes. 
to stand guard over the welfare of the poor and lowly! Was there evern 
inconsistency or reckless assumption! 


Between these speeches and before and since our political litera. 
ture has been enriched with a wealth of discussion and illustra. 
tion from Republican sources, and all in the same line. from 
which I would quote if it were not to weary the Senate with 
iteration of things which it has heard so often and knows so we!), 
I will content myself with the statement that almost every Ke- 
publican statesman in public life to-day has at one time or an- 
other given utterances in this or the other Chamber, or on thie 









STR. } 


| stump, to language showing the most perfect familiarity wit! 


| 


tion of believing that their action, however selfish it might be | 


if it concerned their individual interests alone. is really based on | 


a patriotic conception of that which is best for tne interests of the 
country at large. But, however, it is the leaven of self-interest at 
bottom, scarcely perceived, perhaps not perceived at all, that turns 
the se ale, and the individual generally finds himself acting with his 
own class and as his and its interests seem to reauir 

This conflict, I say, has been going on for the last twenty-five 
vears, and it has taken the form of an attempt to lessen the supply 
of metallic money in the world in order that that which remains 
may increase in purchasing power, and thus further enrich its 
owners by an unearned increment to be paid by the masses in 
cheapened products. The governing powers of Europe, with this 
end in view, determined more than twenty-five years ago that silver 
should cease to be money, and they kept up the struggle until in a 
very short time every nation in Europe of any consequence had 
ceased to coin silver. We ourselves in 1873, through ignorance of 
the import of our action, forbade silver free and unlimited access 
to our mints, and thereby joined the coalition of the classes against 
the masses. But our statesmen soon realized what they had done, 
and then a struggle began to right the great wrong, which has con- 
tinued with varying fortunes ‘down to the present moment. At 
times it has seemed on the point of succeeding, but ignorance, 
weakness, and selfishness have always had the power to postpone 
victory,and now it would seem as if acombination of those forces 
was about to fasten the great iniquity of gold monometallism on 
the world for all time to come. 

The Republican party does not lend itself to these forces in igno- 
rance of the nature of its act or of the consequences which will 
ensue. Onthe contrary, it is proceeding with open eyes and in the 
light of long-continued discussion in whichit participated, of legis- 
lative declarations which it helped to make, and of solemn party 
pledges which it may now ignore, but which will ever rise up to 
accuse and convict it of perjured faithlessness, 

Mr. Blaine said in a speech in this body as long ago as 1878 

I believe gold and silver coin to be the money of the Constitution 
the money of the American people anterior to the Constitution, which that 
great organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. No 
power was conferred on Congress to declare that either metal should not be 
money. Congress has, therefore, in my judgment, no power to demonetize 
silver any more than to demonetize gold; no power to demonetize either any 
more than to demonetize both. * * * Few persons can be found,I appre- 


indeed, 


hend, who will maintain that Congress possesses the power to demonetize 
both gold and silver, or that Congress could be justified in prohibiting the 


coinage of both; and yet in logic and legal construction it would be difficult 


to show where and why the power of Congress over silver is greater than 
over gold—greater over either than over the two. If, therefore, silver has 
been demone om zed, lam in favor of remonetizing it. If its coinage has been 


pre hibited, am in tavor of ordering it to be 
rivted. I a in favor of having it enlarged. 
* * * * « + x 
I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countries 
for asingle gold sts undard would, if successful, produce w idespread disaster 
in the end throughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver as 
money, and establ ishing gold as the sole unit of value. must have a ruinous 


resumed. If it has been re- 





| the 


true reason for the crusade against silver and the fullest con 
hension of the baleful results to ensue to the people if that 
sade should in the end be successful. 

In 1888 Mr. McKinley, then chairman of the platform co: 
mittee of the Republican national convention, reported to the 
convention and procured to be adopted on the subject of bime! 
lism, the following plank: 

The Republican party is in favor of both gold and silver as mone) 
condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its efforts 1 
monetize silver. 

In 1892 the Repubiican party adopted this platform on the sub- 
ject of bimetallism: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism 
Republican party demand the use of both gold and silver asa sta: i 
ane vy. with suc i restrictions and under such provisions, to be deter ed 

by le gislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values 

two metals so that the purchasing and dept-paying power of the 
whether silver, gold, or paper, shall be at aJl times equal. We comm: 
wise and patriotic steps taken by our Government to secure an inter! | 
conference and adopt such measures as will insure a parity between gold and 
silver for use as money throughout the world. 

It is evident, then, that the Republican party is not now pro- 
ceeding in ignorance of the principles underlying the question. or 


| of the effect which must sooner or later ensue, should the present 


efforts of its leaders in Congress be successful. Our Republican 
friends have simply turned a deaf ear to their own teachings. and 
at the dictation of the selfish interests to which they have surrvn- 
dered have abandoned the people to the evils they have so often 


foreto!d and which they foresee now as plainly as at any former 
period in the history of their party. 
BOASTING OF A BUNCO GAME. 

Mr. President, the silver question is not dead, but if it were 
so, as Republican orators and newspapers tauntingly proclaim, 
it might be written on its tombstone, ‘‘Dead in the house 
its friends, and murdered by the author of its being.” So 
tain are our Republican friends that it is dead that they hay: 
gun to quarrel over the question of who delivered the ¢ 
grace. It is assumed that the money plank of the St. Louis con 
vention, that skilfully constructed juggle of words deta gnel to 

read all things to all men, did the business, and two distingw 


cer- 


Reoublions citizens are proudly claiming the authorship of that 
plank. Thecontroversy waxed so warm that itinvolved toa greater 
or less extent most of the shining lights who were at St. Louisa: issist- 


ing in that pious fraud, and nearly all of them have now spoked, 
giving such lucid testimony that both distinguished ¢ itizer 
fully confirmed thereby in the honor which they have claimed. 
For my part, speaking merely to the truth of history, and witout 
desiring to disturb the satisfied equanimity which any man 1 \y 
feel in his achievements, I should as soon boast of a successfu! con 
fidence game practiced on some confiding innocent as to ‘ 
credit for the tinancial plank of the St. Louis platform, beca 
a bunco game was ever successfully played. one was per) 
when the people of the United States were induced by that | 
to vote Mr. McKinley into the Presidential chair. If the = 
question be dead, indeed, and these measures of legislati 
intended for its burial, let it not be forgotten by our Repu! 
friends that all must die, and that thereis a resurrection mor! 
all shall stand before the great white throne, the deserving to 
of the water of eternal life, ‘* But the fearful, and unbelieving 
abominable, and murderers, and whoremongers, and sorcerers 








1900, 
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idolators, and all liars, shall have their part in the lake wh 
burneth with fire and brimstone.” 

No Republican to-day denies the principle, laid down by politi 
cal economists without exception, that the general level of prices 
of all commodities is determined by the volume of money in « 
istence, and that to decrease the volume of money is to decreas« 
the general average of prices, and to increase the volume of money 


is to increase the general averaye of prices. They can not deny it, 
because it is too well established and has been too many times 
illustrated and proven in the history of the world. But they say 


that the output of gold has increased so enormously of late years 

at that metal is sufficient to bear the burden formerly borne by 
both gold and silver, and they point to the present alleged pros 
perity of our country in confirmation of their contention. But 
our prosperity, such as it is, is only comparative. It is based on 


a range of prices for all the products of the workshop, the forge, 
and the farm, which are 50 per cent less than those which pre- 
yailed twenty-five years ago, when silver was first struck down. 
Such a result, succeeding the true prosperity of that dav, would 
have been starvation then; but succeeding a long period of starva- 
tiou now, it May in a sense be called prosperity. 
OUR PROSPERITY 

Without stopping to discuss the effect which the war with Spain 
and the present war with the Filipinos may have had in produc- 
ing such prosperity as we now enjoy, or the influence thereon of a 
repeated failure of crops in other countries while our own have 
been bountiful, it is sufticient for the purposes of my argument to 
say that the claim of increased prosperity by reason of the bounti- 
ful output of gold, or the admission that that has had influence in 
that direction, is the highest confirmation of the correctness of 
those who in 1896 laid our evils to the striking down of silver, and 
who insisted that it could be corrected by again restoring silver to 
its full function as one of our money metals. It is striking proof 
of the fact that prosperity depends on the possession of an ample 
volume ot primary money, capable of paying debts everywhere 
throughout the world. Now, with this fact conceded and empha- 
sized, how can any fair-minded man, desirous of promoting the 
happiness and prosperity of our people. get his own consent to 
proceed to the final and irremediable destruction of silver money 
by the passage of either one of these measures now before Con- 
gress? Who can say how long this increased output of gold is to 
continue? And when it ceases, as it must do, sooner or later, 
what barrier are we then to interpose against the renewed appre- 
ciation of money anc the renewed depreciation of all other forms 
of property? When that process shall again commence and pro- 
ceed as far and as rapidly as it did from 1573 to 1900, our farmers 
will be serfs, our mechanics bondmen, and our laborers slaves. 
With the immediate past behind them and its les-ons graven on 
their minds, with the prospective future before them and its con- 
sequences so clearly pointed out, to assume that the silver question 
is dead so long as the masses of our people have votes to give isto 


slaves. 
THE FIGHT FOR THE RIGHT. 

Mr. President, both our great political parties admitted for 
years that the striking down of silver was a crime against human- 
ity, and both declared im their platforms time after time that 
our nation was strong enough to undo the crime, and that its duty 
to its own people required it to do so. 1 do not mean that they 
so declared in terms, but that was the effect of their declarations. 
Yet, notwithstanding these declarations, no matter which politi- 
cal party succeeded in securing the votes of the people, nothing 
was ever done to restore silver. At last, in 1896, when the condi- 
tion of the country had become deplorable, public interest was 
roused to a pitch which demanded not only a decisive declara- 


made would be crystallized into law. The Republican party was 
the first to meet in national convention in that year, and instead 
of meeting the just expectations of the people by an explicit state- 
ment affirming ifs former declarations, making good the profes- 
sions of its leaders, and exemplifying its long and illustrious career 
s the champion of human rights, it ingloriously surrendered itself 
0 the selfish interests against whose aggressions the people were 
-amoring, adopted a juggling and deceptive platform, and then 
minated William McKinley thereon for President of the United 
ites, 
The Democratic party was the next to meet in convention, and 
never did a political party in this country more gloriously respond 
the demands of an imperious situation or the just expectations 
an insistent people. The note which was then struck vibrated 
ith the accents of earnestness and truth, and the great leader put 
orth was himself an inspiration and a platform. ore than that, 
it_ party pulled down from their high places and expelled from 
the Democratic temple the unfaithful stewards who had so long 
stood in its way and stultified its most solemn and binding declara- 
bons. It did that which few political parties in their decadence 
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say that they do not deserve to be free and that they ought to be | 


tion by both political parties, but the nomination of candidates | ‘ 
whose history and personality would insure that the declarations | >." 
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have ever had the power » Itrene ts vouth, rejuve ! 
tself, dedicated itself \ s rty Lhuma 
It nade s lt all k L s I s 
tl s es « he l is il I 
plesof Abraham Lit | that t 
| tical party, your r r 
at the taithlessness i l 
adopted its platfor und its 
sands of men who had never vot ar ! t blican 
ticket. moved by the manifest pt i tr ry 
n their own party, of whicl 1 
which thev had d ne I 302 
drop from their eyes and sprat 
erected by the lovalty and r: i I i 
noble, an inspired, and a godlike Demo 
It is not necessary to recount the struggle which followed 
Everybody knows that the will of ; i 
force, by fraud, by intimidation, by corruption w it para 
in the history of the country. But the gallant fight is to 
newed on the same lines and under the same leaders \nd 
now that the Republican party has come out into the open, re 
canted even its hypocritical professions made at St. Lou 
the open advocate of all the industrial trusts, and made i f 
father of the great monetary trust erected by the measures n 
pending and under consideration—the trust of trusts, which is to 
crush the lifeblood not out of labor alone, 1 out of every pri 
fession, avocation, and pursuit not allied t tself—who can doubt 
that theenlightened conscience of the nation will at last triumph 
over the force and fraud and corruption which before stood in its 
way and which will be again opposed to it st and humane de 
mands 
Mr. President, I have here a discuss Mr. Brvan upon the 
questions to which I have adverted in 1 remark Withou 
reading it, I ask that it may be printed as rt of my ! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCoy n the chair In 
the absence of objection. it will be so ord 1 
The paper referred to is as follows 
BANK-NOTE DESPOTISM 
William J. Bryan in the New \Y 
The advocates ] gold standard have a 
sire to make gold the only legal tender for the pay 
private. I have discussed this questi n former i ‘ 
| that the necessary effect of sucha| ruld be i i 
for gold, which would then be the mor ivaila 
|} ment of debts, and thus aid the money-ow! ind injun 
producing class. 
Che second purpose of the advocates of the gold standard i ba 
notes the only credit money 
In response to your invitation. I beg tosubmit a few argumer uy} 
of the greenback as against the bank note I reenback i the 
Government, and the volume of such mon err people 
acting through their representativ: I Ss ( I held that 
ch a money can be made a legal tender. W i ul iS xg I ks in 
his pocket be has money which is availa for 4 f s s 


he bas bank notes, his money is only good when t editor is W ne te 
accept the money. 
During the war, when 
culated on a level with 
reason being 
reenba 
“d by the bs 
hear the 
d silver were i premium of over: 
esty of a debtor, whether the debtor bean individual or tl 
vho would redeem his obligations in anything but the 
The bank note has } 
the greenbacks issued by the Govern 
to stand behind the bank note, it is good enor 
bank note in front of it 
A national-bank currency is obj 
extended to a few. A 1 
Weights, and Measures i 
Fin that the Tre 
lemption of greenbac and 
Treasury have authority i 
percent, tosecure the gold to maint 
banks be allowed de bor 
of the bonds 
duced. If this pl 
individual and the national } k 1 
are to be retired and bonds issued 
pay the interest upon the bonds 
ileges will find his taxes i 
special privileges, will find 
cond. If the individual buysa bond at par. he will lose tl 
y and must conter 
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bank notes to the face value of the bonds 

estment, and in addit 
l In other words, the individua 









































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 7, 





policy of bimetallism, which has been coeval with the establishment 
of the Federal Union, which is called for by no expression of the 


| public voice, rendered necessary by no condition of the public 


| this time? 


\ 





was persistent that he had 
hy th bankers who desired to secure this 
( be in summing up the work of Jack 
vit] natior bank, and compared his 
( ving that when he destroyed the bank c 
} saved Rome by overthrowing tl 
i € fa wl iva 
| from a s} I } 
ly 
wo! rr r tly arranged ent 
1 I \ hands to do d fil j 1 
! pital, « y larger and 1 e secur 
i Oy Ww vy, wickedly and selfi v g 
ved labor into discont . 
l ’ ind tield to field, and gathered 
y ha ft i ruined land. 
i fit ( n. therefor ul lustrial nation is: Where ought 
t inw » hands can this almost omnipotent 
! ( p t il economy, from Aristotle to 
1 the y alters the price of every 
ird l ve of land. Whom can we trust 
' ! \t pr iks and the money kings wield this 
yard make it longer or shorter, as they 
ry j an ake it heavier or lighter | 
pla mysterious tothe common people, 
hot money vy rich, even while those who trade 
bankru 
itional banks of issue is that the moment the na 
k } t ltoi 1@ money, that moment it becomes, for pecu 
ny of any Government paper 
ive irging that the issue of paper money is a function of | 
’ t Government o t to go out of the banking business 
of money is a function of government and that 
! > vo out of the governing business. The Government can 
I | i u ) nancial interest hostile to the exercise, by the 
‘ rht to issue and control both the metallic and paper 
i lation rests upon Government bonds, and can not 
um of bonds outstanding. Hence,if the banks 
! imount of currency to meet the needs of increas 
id ness, the national debt must perpetually increase. 
lr. BATE. Mr. President, the legislationinvolved in the House 
{ al bill and in the Senate substitute, as well as that which 
F the outcome of a conference of the two Houses, it seems to 
me, is, after all that has been said, the naked triumph of that 
Democratic faction which in 1896 polled less than a quarter of a 
m Lof votes for the gold standard—in fact, only 133,554—while 


over 14,000,000 yotes were cast for bimetallism. 

Instead of this measure being legislation for the people. it is leg- 
islation against every expression of the public will. There has 
been no expression of the public opinion in this regard since that 
voiced in 1896 at the Presidential poll. Then nearly six anda half 
millions of Democratic voters declared for independent bimetal- 
lism; at the same time about 7,000,000 of Republicans declared for 
international bimetallism, and a beggarly 133,000 Gold Democrats 
voted, amid the derision of the people, for gold monometallism, 
not even, I believe, getting a precinct in the United States, 
‘| 


he stone which the builders rejected with scorn this Congress 
makes the corner stone of our financial superstructure; and that 
faction which, because of utter insignificance as a political factor, 
vould have passed into absolute forgetfulness has been exalted 


into the directing force which has brought the Republican party 
to abandon bimetallism and establish the standard of gold mono- 
metallism, with all its attendant evil and depressing influences 


on the energies, the industries, the property, and the indebtedness 
of the people of these States. 

As an illustration of the fact that a discredited Democratic fac- 
10! 


tion blazed the way to the gold standard when the Republican 
party at St. Louis lost itself in the intricacies of international 
bimetallism, I will read an extract from the Indianapolis platform 
which, without a party behind or before it, has dictated the gold 
standard to the Republican party, and which again emphasizes 
the proverb that the tail may sometimes wag the dog: 

Realizing these 


truths, demonstrated by long public inconvenience and 
» Dk 


imocratic party 
Meaning thereby the omnibus load which made up the Indian- 

apolis convention, so called— 

in the interest of the mass 

he legislation of 


‘ments 


If that is true history, then the ‘existing gold standard” of 
President MeKinley’s message antedates all Republican legisla- 
tion, was of legal age when the crime of ‘73 was perpetrated; 
survived every law enacted since 1853: was unknown to the 
Supreme Court when the legal tendership of greenbacks was 
sustained; in fact, was hid from all the rest of the world except 
that ** baker’s dozen” of bolting Democrats which at Indianapolis 
laid down the lines which the Republican party have followed in 
their financial scheme. 

A recapitulation of the arguments, facts, and statements which 
in 1896 convinced six and a half millions of the voters of this coun- 
try that gold monometallism would follow the abandonment of bi- 
metallismis not necessary, now that the fact has been accomplished, 
as evidenced by this bill under consideration. But from the advo- 
cates and supporters of this radical departure from the financial 


r s and of equal justice ‘to all, practically estab- 
t 


1IN34 and 1853 the gold standard of monetary 





lished by 


IDCAUSULE 


a a 


business, but is interjected into our financial system at a time 
when its supporters have rendered themselves hoarse with ac- 
claiming prosperity all over the land, we are entitled to know 
what existing public exigency calls for a change of financial policy 
against the expressed voice of 14,000,000 voters. : 

Yes, what is it that demands such legislation, and especially 
If, as you say, we are prosperous, why change tly 
financial system of the country? An analysis of the original bill 
as it came to the Senate is now useful only as showing the anim 
of that portion of the Republican party which controls legislation 
at the other end of the Capitol. But for all practical purposes t 
original bill has been emasculated in the Committee on Finan 
of the Senate by its substitute proposing to draw the black line 
criticism, if not condemnation, through every section by “ strik 
ing out all after the enacting clause and inserting the part printed 
in italics.” as reported by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr 
ALDRICH]. 

But notwithstanding, the work and labor of a specially consti- 
tuted Republican caucus committee, whose labor at the seashor 
and mountain resorts was heralded in the press during the su 
mer and fall, is now black-lined by the Senate wing of the Repu 
lican party. A short and condensed analysis of the product 
that labor may be of use in the future as a warning and exam] 
for the consideration of our reading and thinking people, and | 
give it in a brief way: 

Section 1 of the now defunct House bill provided for the go 
standard, repealed the silver-dollar unit of the legislation of th 


a 


| who founded the Government, and brought our country to t! 


level of an imitator of the British standard and British finances, 

Section 2 declared all bonds and other Federal obligation; 
whether issued already (ex post facto) or to be issued hereafter 
to be payable, principal and interest, in gold; thus repealing t 
statutory provision of redemption in ‘coin’ under which eve: 
obligation had been bought. 

This House bill declares all greenbacks and Treasury notes | 
be redeemable only in gold, thus giving a black eye to silver. 

It restricts silver certificates to denominations of one, two, a1 
five dollars. 

It creates a division of issue and redemption in the Treasury 
and practically reduces that great Department to a bank. 

It establishes a permanent reserve fund of gold equal to 25 | 
cent of the total of greenbacks and Treasary notes outstanding. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain that re- 
serve by selling 3 per cent gold bonds, running twenty years 
swapping noninterest-bearing money for interest-bearing. 

It prohibits the reduction of that general fund of the Treasury 
(for redemption of greenbacks and Treasury notes) below 3) 
000,000. 

It redeems greenbacks and Treasury notes in gold, and : 
thorized their reissue for gold only, and thus strikes down silv: 
It provides for ‘* parity ” by a reserve fund to be created by 
Secretary of the Treasury by exchange of gold for any other n 
issued by the Treasury under this process and under this relia: 

Will there be any ‘‘ parity’ money? 

It receives subsidiary, worn or uncurrent coins for coinag 
repealed all laws limiting the issue of such coins to $50,000, 

It provides for a note currency to be issued by the Treasur 
denominations of not less than $1, as the Secretary may prescr 
A reproduction of ‘‘shin-plasters” not expected at the openin 
the twentieth century. 

It increases the note issues of national banks by repealing 
90 per cent limit and authorizing an issue to the full par val 
bonds deposited to secure circulation, a manifest help to s} 
lators on the exchange, but of questionable aid to the peo) 
their business. 

It repeals the 1 per cent tax on national-bank circulation. 
requires a tax of only one-fifth of 1 percent. This section and 
preceding unite in increasing profits and diminishing taxes 
only to benefit national banks; all others must follow the oli 
rule of taxes increasing as profits increase. Here under this 
taxes decrease as profits increase. 

It authorizes the incorporation of small national banks of $. 
capital in towns of 2,000 and over of population. 

But, Mr. President, the House bill and all that long 
which followed elsewhere are overshadowed by this Senate su 
tute, which after weeks of debate in this Chamber will fin’ 
quietus in a conference report, the purport and scope of whic! 
human intelligence can define. The substitute provides insect! 
that the gold standard is fixed, with a sort of mental reserva 
that it is not now new, but has been in existence, unknown to 
people, since the enactment of section 3511 of the Revised Statu 
and this substitute only ‘‘ continues” that ‘‘standard unit 
values,” and incidentally to maintain all forms of money 4 
‘“‘parity” with the unit standard of value, and to that end 
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rv obligations, issued under the act of July 14. 1890, shall 
em ue din gold. 
bstitute establishes ‘‘a resery lof $ 0 i 
for re t u ily 
stitute the Secretary of the Treas 
1 stat 1 with them to retire and 
equal notes for that purpo n] 
iving Ss . rail f gold ti st ndard 
what confusing to ascertain of what tie silver dollar is l 
lin this section. 
resident, the manner in which the silver dollar, of v 
ss and sacre iness w heard so muc was 1 a 
coinage and how it came to be made the essenti a- 
ir national currency is a matter that would dou s 
Lib LO Blve the 1! dent as legs ndary iore, thouca 
be that years agone it appeared in Niles’s Register, It 
ting not only for revealing the history of the making and 
n of our ‘‘dollar,” but becomes more so because of the per- 


of those who st od godf athe rs at its birth. 
ose two grand characters who figured so conspicuously in 
rmation of our Government, Alexander Hamilt nm and 
is Jefferson, both members of the Cabinet of Presiden 
ington, were its sponsors. It is said that eve ry morning 
they came around the Cabinet board they were in the habit 
ting on opposite sides of the table, like two game cocks when 


land trimmed and put into a pit ready for battle; that es- 


++ . 
LLIC*, 


y upon all matters relating to the police regulations and 
spective jurisdictional powers of the States and the General 
uent they were constantly antagonistic, but that there 


ne question upon which the) 
money of the country. 
story relates how those two distinguished gent 
, nted by the President in 1792 a committee, 


agreed, and that question was 


lemen were 
so 4 Spe ak. ior 


purpose of seeing what should be the ‘* dollar account,’ 
t should be *‘ the unit of value” in this country: wh it should 


system of weilg 


n, 


shts, and what of measurement. 
with alacrity and great painstaking, attended to their 
and they first established the yard stick according to the 
ish rule, a lopting the old metallic yard stick, which had been 
e long in Santen and kept in the exchequer with gold tips, 
ch, When measured at a certain temperature Falrenheit be- 
en the gold tips, would measure exactly 36 inches. They 
pted that as the standard of measurement. 
rhen, as to the pound weight, they adopted that in use in Eng- 
saying a pound was a pound, whether of lead or of iron or 
eathers. They agrecd as to these, but had some trouble when 
y came make _money -this dollar, this almightv dollar, 
t is sometimes called. When they came to the consideration 
that question they invited into consultation two gentlemen, 
Bowdrich and Mr. Rittenhouse, who were practical business 
and understood all the transactions of every-day business life. 
se gentlemen were called in. They sent for an assayer, and 
ly decided on getting 1,000 Spanish milled dollars of different 
sof coinage for an experiment. At that time Spain was not 
tshe is now. She was a great power, was in the vanguard 
itions, and her money went abroad to a greater extent than 
ff any other nation. Her money was used in Mexico and 
us in other places; it was current here; 


Those gen- 


to 


1 America, as well : 
ouly so, but the Spanish milled dollar was then the pre- 
nant money in this country and had been in colonial days. 
was then agreed, advising with these eminent business men, 

rich and Rittenhouse, that in order to arrive at what should 

tute a dollar they would make an experimental test. They 
| that they would get 1,000 Spanish milled dollars of differ- 
lates and have them thoroughly cleansed of all extraneous 

r, and have an assayer take them, melt them down, and ex 

ll the alloy therefrom in their presence. So they took a 
sand Spanish milled dollars thus prepared and had them 
n {and had this residuum weighed. They then divid 
um by 1,000 and the product of that 
was exactly 371 
rains the ‘* 


en so ever 


division thus ascer- 
1 grains of pure silver, and they made that 
dollar of account,” the ‘‘ unit of value,” and it 
since. 
the time of the adoption of that standard, April 2, 1792, 
untry has grown into avast area, with untold strength and 
and capabilities and all that constitutes true greatnes 
. he 2d of April, 1792, this dollar has stood the test of 
{ wars, of politics, and of revolution, and that dollar still 
ined its value until the assassin struck it, by stealt 
nd its veritable ghost has lin gere “lon the stag 
nd will not down: at the bidk ling: and now its former 


irien 


Ss, 


this bill, seek to give it the finishing stroke and put it out of 
iy by a statutory burial. 

it seems to have been the condition, and it was so stated in | 

m party 

United | 
exist- | impoverishes the other. 


various resolutions which were adopted here and 
‘ttorms until we were informed by the President of t 
ates in his recent message that the gold standard is the * 


iv 


that | 


the | 


L.ECORD—SEN ATI 


— 
=~ 
A 
ery 





ing” standard in 
Wi i was ? , 
T ’ “.) 
Mr. P lent 
mig lolla | 
A V ‘ met \ 
exists in 
y exists or n \ , 
ch is predom 
throug] the coun 
entatives and S i 3 
1 nt, all Eto % 
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ver and dem d : Tl | 
ma yt senior Sena rom ¢ Mr. I 
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ict ied q I 1 vill i LO} : i i 
which was 1 ijured by 2 standa 

In further f this I t x 
Statistics, W ire ( t I 1 I 
that great ] r, Eng WW $ to the he 
of this offense, and i 11 t ! I 
com nofthesu t] Ki lo say 
ne L a. hed a \ ] ily m Wildl 
ver money, g her istful island lf ai 1 d 
present condition of I ne and'sinew, the labor populati 

In i816 England demot it Was ( 
power we know of int ern times 
action: and wl he did it, what was | n l ) 
statistics, and you will find that 60 per cent i 
tion, the plain people. as Mr. Lincoln ca ’ 
of their own homes and lived under th vn 1 é 

Look there again, twenty years later, and an « t 
statistics ee ul of GO per cent, t 
per cent who owned their own homes under the i 
tralizing power of th e single gold standard, and from t 
on during every decade the per cent of ownership of hom 
lessened, until now you can rarely find a man who | s for] 
bread—the man who tills the soil, or the man w we 
great factories in the cities—who is the owner of the house in wh 
he lives. Such has been the inroad, such has been the course and 
curse of the single gold standar L.. 

It is centralizing in it s power; it makes the rich richer and the 
poor poorer. That has been the history everywl the sin 
gold standard, and it will in the future m our } ulation b 
comes more dense, be so with us. Therefore, w ight, with all 
the power within us, strive to maintain our silve1 lar with 
its 3714 grains, as adopted by Jefferson and Han n, with t 
aid of Rittenhouse and Bowdrich. Let us hold to it, Mr. Pres 
dent, as to an anchor of safety. 

Again, look at France. While all this was going on in Eng 
impoverishing the people and taking away from it 
co across the f1 tial Engl sh Channel in I ce, an 
you see? You see upon tl inny banks of the Seine, v 
ture smiles in beauty, and upon the vine-clad 3 the R 
where the grape Cc ustersand y l tol n es 31i I 
sweet go there,and what d nD Phe v 
owns his own home and sl nder l nd 
vates his own garden and vineyard, and there is 1 molest 
or make him afraid. 

They are small farmers as a neral thin 
came, when the storm of wa une With its ai 
| upon them, when the hordes of Germany Vv t 
gates of Paris in 1570, with the cry « vict 
millions in coin or blood, what did they do? They did tha? 
no other people on earth could have done in so t 
the milliards as a ransom of their capital, 
silver coin. Those owners of their | ! 
pockets and the women from their st 
thrift and economy had, under the s | 
vogue in France. enabled the tol aside { ra 
were then free from the grin x pow rold sta 

Now. | might cite other co t sti t but 
tent not to tend my cri I this direct 

lace, as Lhave, in contrast, these two great European pow: 
shows that when a nation demonetizes silver and « 
single gold standard it disturbs the proper business t 
ing advantage to money over labor, and ent i 








I have, Mr. President, rather parenthetically gone out of the 


line of what I intended to say; but to resume my criticism, this | 
substitute of which I am speaking also provides for deposit of 
rold coins and the issue therefor of gold certificates. 

| believe the first bill that was framed and given out touching 
this very vital question was prepared by a select committee of 


Republicans in vacation, which was presented to the House Repub- 
lican caucus and discussed by it and molded into the shape of the 
House bill now before us; which in turn has been superseded by 
the substitute of the Senate Finance Committee, which is also 
before us for discussion. It will be observed that in each and 
every bill the destruction of silver money as a standard and the 
establishing of gold as asingle standard, together with the conver- 
sion of coin bonds into gold bonds, are leading features. Indeed, 
they are the essentials in each bill, and should be so regarded. 

The House bill passed the House by Republican votes, and the 
Senate substitute, differing in some respects from it, will doubt- 
less pass the Senate substantially in its present form by Repub- 
lican votes, bringing about, as no doubt originally designed by 
their authors, a conflict which will result in throwing the House 
bill and Senate substitute into a committee of conference of the 
two Houses, and this is the diplomatic condition, no doubt, 
intended from the beginning of this discussion in which to place 
this contention, In this conference committee such changes will 
be made as the power behind the throne may desire, and on this 
report the final issue will rest. In this report the danger lies— 
the main features, if not the form, of this report are doubtless 
already understood by the controlling spirits of the Republicans 
in the Congress, and will finally work out, as originally designed, 
under party discipline. My grave fears are that it will pass in an 
ugly form and be detrimental to the rights and interests of our 

veople. 

It this substitute—provides against the issue of United States 
notes and Treasury notes in denominations less than $10, and for 
the cancellation of all such notes of less than $10 when received in 
the Treasury and also that silver certificates shall not be issued for 
more than $10, and all such certificates of greater value than $10 
shall be canceled when received in the Treasury, thus decreasing 
the circulation, for an increase of which there is somuch demand. 

The substitute also provides for further issues of Government 
bonds to be exchanged for outstanding bonds. That is a most 
startling proposition. Why,I ask, should that be done, convert- 
ing them into gold and giving, as I shall show, longer life to the 
banks? Mr. President, why is this done? Why is it necessary at 
this time, when they say that prosperity abounds in the land? 
Why, at a time when the President in his message tells us we are 
paying gold in all of our transactions, is it necessary to place upon 
the statute books that which will condemn the silver of the coun- 
try and result in the issue of bonds that will be payable, principal 
and interest,in gold? I have heard no sensible reason, and I think 
none can be given. 

But there is a reason which is behind the scene. 
curtain and vou can not see it exactly, but it is so. 
wasit that brought this bill about? Wasitnot the national banks 
of this country? No sensible man denies that fact. What was 
the situation of the banks then before the issuance of the bonds 
by Mr. Cleveland in 1894-95, amounting to $162,000,000? Let me 
read for a moment from the Treasury report. We had then and 
have now how many bonds? 

The amount of bonds outstanding July 1, 1896, was as follows: 
Four and a half per cent bonds continued at 2 per cent, $25,000,000; 
4 per cent bonds of 1907, $559,000,000; 5 per cent bonds of 1904, 
$100,000,000. Then come the Cleveland bonds—4 per cent bonds— 
$162,000,000; thatis all. It makes about $847,000,000. Itis known 
to every intelHigent man, especially those who have read with care 
the bank act under which the national banks are now doing busi- 
ness, that the banks are required to have money issued only at 90 
per cent on the dollar. They could not go beyond that. This bill 
provides that it shall go to the full face value of the bonds. 

It was essentially provided in this law that they should take 
these bonds of the United States—not State bonds or corporation 
bonds, but bonds of the United States—upon which they are to 
base their operations, and which are liable for any forfeiture or 
any failure to meet the obligations of that bank in any form. 
That now isessential. They had,exclusiveof the Cleveland bonds, 
$685,000,000. How many banks are there in the United States? 
More than 3,500, with a paid-in capital of more than $605,000,000. 
So when the bonds due in 1907 are taken up, there will be but 
little left to bank on. They could not get a sufficiency of bonds, 
and the banks are increased in number and enlarged as our coun- 
try builds up and the business demands it. Therefore more bonds 
were necessary in order to sustain the banks and give them a 
safe basis of operation, or an additional capital upon which they 
might do business. Therefore the banks must have more bonds. 

I shall not, even by intimation, accuse Mr. Cleveland of doing 
that demanded by the interests of the banks when he issued the 
$162,000,000 of bonds, but nevertheless it so operated that it gave 
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additional strength to them. Mark you, the point to which | 
wish to especially direct the attention of the Senate is that these 
| bonds expire by their own limitation in 1904 and 1907—and they 
are all coin bonds, every one of them. They all expire then ex- 
cept the bonds issued by Mr. Cleveland expiring in 1925. 

There are then of the bonds which fall due in 1904, $100,000.09 
they are 5 per cent bonds. There are also $559,000,000 of bon 
which fall due in 1907, and there are only $25,000,000 of 2 per cen: 
bonds. They extended these last-named bonds by grace; they haye 
been continued over; they are overdue and are retained by ¢ 
holders at 2 per cent. There are $25,000,000 of those. I do not 
know whether they are subject to use as sources of bank circula,. 
tion or not. 1 suppose, as they are overdue, they are not. |; 
cluding the Cleveland bonds there were only $847,000,000 subj, 
to being used as a basis for banking operations. Take the $1: 
000,000 off, and you have only about $685.000,000 upon which the 
banks can operate, and nearly all those will be due in 1907. 

Now, the banks see that they would have to go out of business 
in 1904 and 1907 unless there is a new supply of bonds. There 
have been a hundred and ninety-eight million dollars of bonds ; 
sued during the Spanish war by the President which might he 
operated upon, but five hundred and fifty-nine million will go out 
in 1907 unless renewed, and this would leave the amount required 
insufficient and the banks would have comparatively nothing to 
operate upon. They must either quit business or convert their 
bonds into those of longer life. 

They seek in this bill to renew the life of the bonds. They 
make it a bond for twenty-five or thirty years longer, It is the re- 
newal and extension of the life of the bonds they are after, so that 
the national banks of this country may flourish under existing 
laws. That is, in my opinion, one of the main secrets of this | 
The banks are at the back and bottom of it. They are, doubtl:ss, 
instigating those who have fashioned the billin this shape. That 
is not in the interest of the main body of the people of this 
country. 

I object to national banks for various reasons. They are the 
greatest of centralizers, and one of the great dangers to this coun- 
try is centralization. Yes, sir, it is going on and on, and through 
the instrumentality of national banks in part it is being done, and 
another mode by which this centralizing movement is being 
effected is the establishment of one money metal instead of retain- 
ing both silver and gold. 

The authors and promoters of this bill have the power in the 
House; they have it in the Senate; they have the Executive. All 
official influences are upon their side, and I believe that the Execu- 
tive will approve the bill, should it pass, notwithstanding the 
President has been regarded asa self-announced bimetallist.  Leg- 
islation in favor of enlarging and extending the powersof national 
banks ought to be checked. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, the substitute also provides for 
increasing the issue of national-bank notes to the par vilue « 
bonds deposited to secure circulation. It reduces the taxation | 
national banks from 1 per cent to one-fourth of 1 per cent + 
half year, or one-half of 1 per cent yearly—that is, one-hali as 
much as the present law requires. 

I observe no provision in the substitute for smaller national 
banks. If allowed at all, they should be allowed in the coun! 
well as towns and crossroads if wanted and the law conforme! 
to, and not concentrate them in cities, as this billdoes, with larze 
capital, thus centralizing financial power. 

It is surprising that the initiation of a monetary policy thus 
fraught with so many departures from the principles and pr 
dents of more than acentury of our financial history should have 
been accompanied with a panic in the stock markets little |vss 
disastrous than that which made ‘‘ Black Friday” a memwral'e 
day on our financial calendar, so much so that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, whether rightfully or wrongfully, did goto the rliet 
of the bankers of New York and, as they boastfully say, relieved 
their panic, showing that when you undertake to establish th 
gold standard and to exclude silver from circulation and les-«! 
your currency, as this bill does, the very motion excites the «ian 
of the speculators and the money dealers of the country and }r°- 
cipitates a panic. 
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But these national banks, permit meto say, have the als 
power to precipitate a panic at any time. he touch of an « 
tric button in New York will get its response ina half hour 
less from San Francisco upon the Pacific coast, and between ! 
there can be a panic precipitated on the country. We are put 
ourselves in the power of the banks, and they can give flush 1! 
or hard times at will, We should legislate against any 
power, ; 

Thus at the first serious intimation that the Congress int: 

| to abandon every promise made on the platforms of both po 

| parties and inaugurate a standard of value on the princip! 

| single money of ultimate redemption, we see developed i! 
money exchanges a storm center from which came the © 
which swept away the values which the alleged prosperity 
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sented to have firmly established. It lit almostinaday, who has not ir sed 
verv large amount. T iw is t 
[bus the very first appearance of gold 1 met smin this ar ed toit 
ress Was accompanieu With ti wn: i t eatening sue of g t 
return of one of those cy¢ les of isines d sitv which ft i hep ins l 
close on the heels of factitious perity. And the sett I n t they I 
t of accounts on the sist of D mober, 180, was overshadowe Mr. Cleveland s« ‘ 
Bers in the prices of all investments, whether of the Sena 
anent « aera ve character. $16,000,000 advanta 
M ” President, ‘*coming events cast their shadow before,” th u Ll bonds, and t 
us prosperity upon which so many hopes have been as we Dem its 1 1 
d may prove to be the hectic flush and not the ruddy glow 1 want gold n | t ! \ 
turning health to the body politic. The enor is expendi- | change! we find our Rey i 
of the Government incident to the war with Spain, as well cating not only iss y g s mia 
se which keep pace with our Army in t Philippines, has single standard 
ulated some business enterprises and given an impetus to ri ired ( f | ed St oser t 
le in certain lines without spreading prosperity over the States. | Congress w: trengthen the 
se in all prices followed by a general advance in values of | bonds were payable in co i it ! 
rty are the indicia of genuine prosperity, os & partial ri lars Was no violat pu de 
es in certain articles, with stagnation in the s of pro} nv right of the pul { wt t 
imposes a higher cost of living without seen ngthe means | the purchasing clause of S é 
meetipg its demands, l ired here and ¢ ! tov 
Five years after the crime of ‘73 had been perpetrated.and when | our se caucuses on side, al } W t 
was in the green and tender state, Mr. Blaine said: were balanced in this Chamber s I ind t 
etl now going l intry i trie tre les Came upol in Is nd f hima | t 
gle g i would, if su stu roduce w read d ter ir r Democrati it least. have b len 1 for \ ) 
= = spiegnsin pach banemekad peal the Sherman law, Tennes s net ! 
That, my fellow- Senators, on the oth r side of this Chamber, is | instances: for the Democratic \ rs there ha \ et r 
t the expression of the convic tion of a Democrat: it is not the | gjjver hay ng equal rights wit | t 1 ld 
phecy of a Populist, but the well-considered judgment of the | gtandard 
n whe was in his lifetime the leader, the Henry Clay, of the Potiticians. under the influ f an Administration remar 
ublican party, and whose words were the golden apples for | able for its strong personnel cing patronage from it \ 
‘ich Republicans scrambled over each other on every utterance. | ing pow and then a little t that tlatters vanity, do so imes 
Mr. Blaine could revisit the ‘ glimpses of the moon” that | ¢o too far in trvine to keep in with the Adm yn and are 
ruck the Republican party when it formulated this tinancial | forgetful of the riehts of their constit ts 9 ently are 
policy, What would he say? One can only infer from what he | eondemned by the people for so deine. No one remembers all 
predicted of legislation like this that | those troubles in 1893 more than the Senator from Iowa {M1 
e destruction of silver as money and establishing gold as the sole unit | ALLISON], whom I see before me an 15 tly one thie 1aers 
mee of his party then and now, as do other Senators preset gr 
ew what the bill does— our friends the enemy, on the other side « ( 
ilue ee would i n a disprot orti mate ind unfair advar tage ver every Sherman Act of 1S), it was agai “ de clared ay » be the 
repeciesol property Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second the United States to continue the use of both gold and s 
n, volume 7, part 1, page 571 standard money ™ as well for the bondholder as for the citizens 
When those words were uttered by Mr. Blaine there was no | Then the policy of the Republican party was to ‘‘ strengthen the 
reater political insult that could be offered to Republican or | public credit” by paying bonds in silver. Now, the financial 
emocrat than to charge him with being a ‘‘ Gold Bug.” scheme under consideration, whatever form it may take, propos 
At the same time that Mr. Blaine uttered the language I have | to change the public policy of all previous legislation, and by that 
ioted, the Republican party in Congress further enacted what | change in redemption from ‘‘coin” or silver dollars to gold, t ve 
‘known as the Stanley Matthews resolutions, in the Forty-fifth | to the present holders of bonds that increase in value which gold 
mgress, Which were as follows | has over silver. 
Senate coneurrent resolution No. 22. What magic words! Four little letters—to substitute one for 
Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- | the other—what difference it makes' Coin” has four letters; 
as oo pr vi led u a Ge lared that the faith « f the United “go ‘has four letters. Substitute one for the other, and what 
of all inte ei  Lreermng A. ; eae , Tai ad Bint, asa ; pt a eee does it do? It puts $60,000,000, accord ng to Mr. Mc LI AN, ot 
re the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly p1 New York, into the pockets of the bondholders as a bonus Phat 
that es anne shall be paid in lawful money or other than gold and sil- | is what the change of these four little letters from coin to gol 
Whe — iautt tiie ob tat) nited States author | means. Substitute one for the other, as in this wicked bill, and 
ich * Aa Gat to netting the vatindiic of {AG 1 nald ; you see the result. Iam againstsucha change. Ido not believeit 
14, I870, by the terms of said act Ww ‘re declared to 1 redeemable in c n best and proper for the country in its commercial, social, and bus 
ae standard value, bearing interest payable semiannually | ness relations. or in any other way that will benefit the vast 1 a 
Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the of taxpayers and nsumers who constitute the bone and W 
titled “ An act to provide for the resumption of spec payment,” ay of our country. 
United St nian deserted quired to be of the same description of bonds | — As said, it has been estimated to amount to $60,000,000 (by Mr 
a “An aa uname wine there funding of the ni al debt aad 8% | McCLELI AN of New York, in the Ho f Representatives) alot 
V reas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, upon the issue of bonds maturing i Wea) Those are the ¢ t 
the a f way I oe the we n gh a eater f tandard land bonds, a handsome preset t l mAY i t t } nal lder 
t entitled ‘An act establishing a mint. an d regulating the coins of the | Saved by ke eping in the word ‘‘coin” instead of taking it 1 
i States,’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their nominal putting in the word ** gold.” There are someti scertai 
for any sum whatever. — s sa) | and there are certain other policies embodied in the same 1 
{ will read the resolution itself; it is short; it is very clear,and, | ment. One of our misfortunes is that we can not always 
f parr arhanc _ 7 ghiice aa . ease : . ys = + a 
oe d out, pean no resolution whi h has om vagy introduced in bottom of the well. There are policies that are open nd a 
neress in modern times could have more effect: | board, but there are others which we can not see and can nct find 
eg een ae wt. 7 | Until too late. 
is of the Unit ak Aisin ead ce wate aed & SS tacod lin bad Never before in the history of the country did a MI 
& Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and interest, at | party so openly abandon the policy of *‘ strengthening 
n of the Government of the United States, in s Iver dollars of the cre dit” for one incre ising the profit f rl it l T 3 
ge of the United States, containing 412} grains of standard silver: and | .. s ea Aa —e : ' 
t restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in payment of | what this bill does for corpora = sear edes. as , . 
nds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith nor | is wort 1y of 1 1ote that the Stanley Matt W ul t 
gation of the rights of the public creditor. made th e lx mds redeemable in i it mad ns 
Language could not be put together stronger or more clear and with silver dollars, and recited those separate acts of Cong 
conclusive. Not only that, but the Republicans indorsed the bill | sepport of the provisions of th resolutions, viz., th 
in th e Senate and in the House, and those who were present voted | March 18, 1869; the act of July 14, 1870, and the act of Jan 
With him upon this question; and it has been said here, and I be- | 1875, each an Lall of which made me. financial policy of t 
‘eve truthfully said, that you can not find a leader or a man who | try to be understood as declaring er the equal of gold as 1 5 
posed as a leader of the Republican party to-day or since that time | of redemption for Government Ghtign tions. 
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kee] ith the Constitution. ‘‘Coin” is 
{ the ¢ ition,and that instrument itself in- 
{ f yin” when it says no State shall hav 
iV) t of debts but gold and silver—not one 
ikes no distinction between them. 
nd why the constitutional p ~~ could not be 
matter r you 1 not by: f Con gress de- 
ll and complete debt payer in the States. The 
{ ition itself forbids it. You have to do away ese 
titution befor i can destroy it. Any del 
can be paid in silv il tender, for the Constitu- 
vst hall make thing but silver and gold legal 
tends 
| fit which Mr. McCLeLLAN estimated for the bonds ma- 
tur 1 1925 apple tally to all of the United States bonds 
vou ling, which are 
per cent 1d ntinued at 2 per cent --- $25,364, 500 
1] nt bond 1 1907 sstwta oe oa bo -. 099, 636, S50 
’ ‘ it bonds due 1 | . ~ 100, 000, VOU 
cent bonds due lo . be oichensnets . 162,515, 400 
{ t il 1 war bonds _-.... 198, 000, 000 
‘| N00 000,000 of oie: pasalte Sa Cnn tiaia tiie: 
beer in value to the holders by percentage vary- | 
i mit ) per cent. 
| tind that the time will not be very long before some of 
th r bonds will be issued. I doubt very much if it will be 
het t! les of next November, for reasons best known to the 
Republican party; but vou will find that the remainder of the 
10,000.000 of bonds that are authorized will be issued, and they 
i e sold bonds then. under this law, if you pass it. 
rhis fin |! scheme not only mortgages the resources of the 


iscountry to pay gold bondholders a profit not ‘* nomi- 


1 tin the bond,” but adds to that unnecessary burden that of 
ming in gold $98,026,280 Treasury notes issued under the 
Sherman law of July 14, 1890, as well as the greenbacks legal 
ders, amounting to $346,681,016, together aggregating $455,- 
» And further, the Secretary of the Treasury, by either 
wing of this financial policy—the House bill or the Senate substi- 
tut may, in his discretion, redeem silver dollars and silver cer- 
tificates in gold a a _roundab ut process, and that notwith- 
standing Treasury Circular No. 123, of 1806, declares, in substances 
that 
r dollar tandard coir f the United States, are not redeemable 


Why are 
and } 


they not redeemable? Simply because they are stand- 


t ng a standard, you can not redeem them, for they 

Uready stand at the highest point. The language used in that 
Creasury circular is: 

( Leo ! l r dollars, being standard coins of the United 





But, Mr. President, the 
thes 


advocates of 
silver d 


this 
and 


bill say they will go 


in some of that the bill proposes 


aouars 


t. Well, I may very pertinently ask, For how long can that | shot ld include tl 16 power to sell bonds on long and short time, as c 
] Do youprovide by this bill the right to purchase silver or in | ™#y Te quire, and should provide for a rate of interest lower than t 
: : et ener 7 , _ por emeg paar | by the act of January 14, 1875. 
n her way to prepare to coin if, as was formerly done? Do you While there is now no commercial fright which withdraws gold fr 
let t owners = silver go and submit it to the mint to be coined | Government, but, on the contrary, such widespread confidence tl! 
fre or by payn ¢ for doing it? No. Do you propose to keep q | Seeks the Treasury, demanding paper money in exchange, yet the v 
ia eae th i ee N Th = ee cla | ation points to the —— as the most fitting time to make ade 

y by any m ans whats vers INO. én, JUST as SOON aS YOU | vision toinsure the continuance of the gold standard and of public cor 

ust the little amount of silver you have on hand, no more | in the ability and purpose of the Government to meet all its oblig 
tandard silver dollars can be made, the money which the civilized world recognizes as the best. The 

ari Sar eee — ns of the Government are conducted upon a gold basis. W 

ee ‘ mde aan earene — ndar sticar Nase Aa. | actions 0 eGovernment arec ductec 90D a gold basis 
ps vue rtificates ar ECR pts : for standat 1 ilver ds ae SO rold when we sell United States bonds and use vold for their paym 
posited Lat ‘deemable in suc h dollars only” m om this finan- | ar seclatniaton tea parity of all the money issued or coined by aut 
cial scheme makes them exchangeable by the hocus cus of its | the Government. We are doing these things with the means at har 
66 ix on of issue and redemption.” in House bill - ite ‘‘ pogerva | Pily at_the present time we are not compelled to resort to loans | 

ae n of issue and mo . puon, sn House bill, or f TESCTVe | cold. It has been done in the past, however, and may have to be d 
fund r its ‘‘ general fund of the Treasury,” in the Senate sub- | future. 

titute. Every provision of the scheme runs the advantage It behooves us, therefore, to provide at once the best means to 1 

: : } , | emerge Ses, § es ans ar se which are | 
| profit of the bondholders, who are the stockholders of the na- | °™e’£ency when it arises, and the best means are those which a 


1} we 
nai DANKS. 


The criticism of President Cleveland by Mr. McKinley on the 
tendency of the former toward all that was harmful in financial 
policy reveals the i inconsistencies of men and parties when in the | 
evolutions of politics they abandon pledges and principle. 

[ have the highest r aaa personally for the President of = 





Kinley, but he is but mortal. and sometim«s 


he makes mistakes. Anyhow, he was upon one side of this ques- 
ti some eight or nine years ago and is now on the other. I 
make a witness of him now as to the correctness of our position 
t und the ror that the other side of this Chamber are mak- 
i vhen they pursue the course that they have marked out in this 
bill. 

Mr. McKinley d at Toledo, Ohio, in February, 1891, not so 
long ago, but long after the act of 1853, which, it is said, did away 
with silver and iblished gold as the standard—I will read what 
Mr. McKinley suid, and I tell you this is very sharp criticism. Itis 
not exactly personal, and it is not that which ought to be stricken 
rc m the speech of a Senator because it is scandalous or too per- 
sonal, but, my fellow-Senators, it is about as strong and rough as 
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language can be used against the policy whi 
here, and it is by the chief of your party, t 
United States. Hereitis. I read it: 


+h you are pursuing 
the President of th 


During all of Grover Cleveland's years at the head of the Governm 
oring one of your precious metals ~one of your own produ 
lver and enhancing the price of gold. “He endeavored, 
| iguration into office 





land did, s 


Inave of 


ays Mr. McKinley— 
} 


silver dollars, and ever 
Lhis px 


1 afterwards and to the « 
l »wer to that end 

He use od hie power to tl hat end. Does anyone dare say th 
President is not now using his power to that end? You will 
when this bill is presente dt to him whether he will approve it or: 
I believe he will. It isthe very same thing which this Adminis} 
tion is now doing alongthesame line. Continuing, Mr. McKin 
said: 

He [Cleveland] 


evize oO 





lb pel hntliy us 


was determined to contract the circulating mediu 
» of the coins of commerce, limit the volume of 
. make money scarce, and therefore dear. 

Th: it is the language Mr. McKinley applied to Mr. Cleve! 
when President, and pray is he, President McKinley, not 1 
doing the same thing in a more aggressive and objectionable fi 
Mr. McKinley continues in the same censorious style: 





Ol the people 





He [Cleveland] would have increased the value of money and dim il 
the value of everything else—m« one y tl - master, everything else th 
He w: is not thin king of **the poor” the He had left their side. He 
gforthin their defense. Ch ama ats, cheap labor, z vad Geer | m 
spons rand promoter of those pr fessing to stand guard over the w 
of the po yr and lowly. 


But the finish of this has the most poisonous sting to it. 
concludes his tirade on President Cleveland in the following t 
pungent, and epigrammatic style: 

Was there ever more kless assumption? 

IT answer, Never!—until this Administration and this finan 
policy became the pet scheme of President McKinley and his 
ministration, when the ‘‘mote” in the eye of Grover Clevel 
became the ** beam” in that of Mr. McKinley. 

Mr. McKinley in 1891 was the ardent advocate of silver, 
passionate defender of bimetallism, the earnest opponent ot 
monetization of silver; but he has lived and learned to follow 
footsteps and adopt the measures of Grover Cleveland. Inhi 
message I find this extract, which Grover Cleveland might 

| written without the least recantation of previous opinions 01 
least ground for any charge of inconsistency: 

I urgently recon 


Was the goldstandard ema oA 
Toledo speech was made?- 


inconsist 


ney or rec 


mend that to support 


the existing gold standard 


existing “then than it was wh: 


i urgently recommend that to support the existing gold standard, 
maintain ‘the parity in value of the coins of the two metals (gold and 
and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the market and 
payment of debts,” the Secretary of the Treasury be given additional 
and charged with the duty to seli United States bonds and to emp 





ctive means as may be necessary to these ends. The aut 





ertain and economical. Those now authorized have the virtue 1 
directness nor economy. We have already eliminated one of the « 
our financial plight and embarrassment during the years 1893, Isvt 


18%. Our rec ~— now equal our expenditures; deficient revenues 
create alarm. Let us remove the only remaining cause by confe 
fulland necessary power on the Secretary of the Treasury and im 


him th » duty to uphold the 


present gold standard and preserve t! 
the 


wo metals on a parity with each other, which is the repeatedly) 








policy of the Uni ted States. 

In this connection I repeat my former recommendations that a 
the gold holdings shall be placed ina trust fund fr: m whicl . 
be redeemed upon presentation, but when once redeemer t 
be paid out except for gold. 


Mr. President, every great Republican party leader throu 
the political conrse of that party has been the opponent 
gold standard, the supporter of bimetallism, the friend of 
hacks and Treasury notes, and not one would recognize thei! 
of Republican finance in this bankers’ bill for the establis 
of gold monometall sm. 

What does this financial scheme, whether of the House 
ate, do for any other interest than that of corporate and ac 
lated wealth? There is not a feature in any section ot 

| House bill or Senate substitute that carries a sympathetic » 
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Iships and sufferings of any but those capa f recipr 
favors when the Presidential election comes aro <a 
L aud planting interests of the pe in many of tl 
ve ¢ i ed the rise in the pr sof nearly they ( 
it ving any e il prices for 
s Ch vit s the ro ts swellin t \ 1 1 
y's exports, but they do I e an eased : 
their purs 3 
ndarad S i t fact, sofay irmers f 
| iy swell th 30 ilators in g ) l S 
ts, cotton, rice, and her agricultural ( r 
) rt f to the agriculturis It m ho rhes ) \ 
tor the lessinge of a 100-cent « lal t1 t Ss I 1 S ’ 
r tn rt L« ‘ t pl bai t I 
ind hov iat promis ¢ pt Low . 
at pre n there is not ig to provide tic f ul 
im odo tl isiness of the country es ¢ t pe 
ancial ibandonment of th \ ir curt ( ( 
ls rf illism le on man} Ha \ 
Sand ay rotestation in every Repub- money w \ 
2 rests on no greater sanctity | s r \ 
ton whi f bimetallism was solemn h 
How long will the pledge of parity be kept t can be | é 
1 by the repeal of t law, and it will be abandoned | tion in 
powers behind this bill make that demand Parity and | i n 
n ism can not live together in the same monetary | tl te 
It requires two metals of standard value in order that | ] erit the } \ 
may exist. ~ While th 
1 take this away from silver, how can you have parity? | metailism, as I h 
paration will not be compelled prior to the next Presiden- | and ins t 
on, but with the return to power of a Republican Admit l A 
iad Congress th vorce an ,et thoroy 
‘resident, the only hope for silver as a money of ultimat ment l 
ion rested on the possibility of free coinage by the United | d& hereafte 
That } pe this financial scheme destroys cert uinly for a | the Indiana; sc 
nd it is too much to expect that gold monometallism will If thatch t 
rry the burden of ** parity” with a depreciated coinage. | in the va if the \ 
ir when parity will be abandoned wiil come and co) ples of finance was t 


ifter the reelection of a Republican President and Con- | bonds already bought on n ba \\ 
l, 


should that occur; and parity repealed, the holders of sil- | for making a present of 
id silver certificates will realize the loss, while the more pru e present ho s 





eculators, always alive and alert, will pocket the profits ot But two Congresses past 1 P 
1 standard. for authority to issue gold son 
lver certificates float only on the promise of parity, and of dollars would be s ltot | ar on 
sists only in the statutes, repealable | 


e] 
i 


by Congress; and with | the country was to hay : 


er Republican Congress and Executive the power behind this | the country and the | 
will assert its authority and compel the full fruition of gold | to issue d bonds. It was then stat if 
ometallism. would net the Treasury : 

m one of those who believe that silver is not dead. It seems nt n bond, but the ¢ the t 

you may strike it down, and yet, like the antique wrestler,in | it was a step in the \ 

ympian contests, it rises the greater for the fall. Silver b pu ins voted a ns : 

to the people; it is domestic; it is the friend of the poor; it | Not for prof 

ndmaid of charity; it belongs to commerce; it belongs to | char from coin to I 
rid; it is recognized by our Constituti it was given us by | sca f S65 Yof 3 per 





1. sir, we can not strike it down so that it will not rise | ort people ta tl 






Whenever hard times come, when speculations have 1 | part R 
this country, leaving, as is generally d Lc red anil t t i 
ned track, and the people have become embarrassed and | 7 itot 
ened, then they willturn about. and. remembering what w 
re isinsilver, will brincit k again, through the bal! t , 
renew this tb f It has not been dead in 
t few y 3s. Itis not id 1 . You can not kill silver 
1 God-given life. It is more useful than 1. . It sles ( ’ 
me mountains with gold, is found in the same rocky bed 
lnot remain separated. There must be bimetallism. Itis 
iry for the success of the commerce of this country, as for That was said in H R 
usiness and social relations. in 1892 it decl 


monometallism, ‘‘the standard of the most enlightened 

s,” that is the phrase of the Republican | 

ed the purpose now avowed in this financial scheme to These extracts from ] 
n bimetallism. There has been some dispute in the public | the House by 1 









to t iuthorship of that platform. I will not speak at | declarations « t 
pon it, but whoever he may be he illustrates again that | faithfultothis 
Talleyrand which employs words only to conceal purpose. | gold bonds, 
is the United States maintained by parity two metals in But, Mr. Pre nt, 
ney it was, according to the Republican platform, out- | holder, not thet 
nlightened nations. bond over a 
order to bring in tl pale, this Administration nly t 
i that practic: f an it tional silver c r- | stockholders 
hich France united with the United States in the agree- | in other 
8 to silver, and the joke took a serious outlook. But Eng: | classes at t 
saved the day for gold monometallism, and bimetallism 4 ‘J reen 
to be no longer practicable, since the most ‘‘ enlightened | own when a 
»’ Old Mother England, refused to unite in maintainingsil- ind 


an equality with gold. the fi 
ngle standard of gold had been her policy for more than | tional banks may | 
ntury, and under its operation the world—all other en- | and may still further increase t 











o ’ + 
FOLO 
profit ther To the profit on a gold over a coin bond, said to 
he 25 per cent, since a5 per cent gold bond would sell for more | pealable law. 
than a 4 percent coin bond, there is added by this scheme the 
profit ef increased circulation, and both profits go to the stock- 
} rs of the national banks, 


What part the money power in this country has taken in the 
preparation and passage of this financial scheme is known only to 
those who enjoy its confidence and share in the contributions of 
its wealth, But there is one feature in this financial scheme, an 
earmark of the money power, which can not be mistaken. 

‘The power given to the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds 


at his pleasure effectually sidetracks the Congress, mortgages 
every interest of the people at the discretion of a single officer, 
who, from his official duties, is far more connected with and inter- 


ested in the money power than in the popular prosperity. That 
power never came from the people and 1s not likely to be used for 
their benefit. For the ‘* endless chain” of greenbacks this bill sub- 
stitutes an ‘‘endless chain” of bonds running uninterruptedly 
from the Treasury to the banks and back to the Treasury. 

Qn the 6th day of December, 1809, there were in the Treasury 
S238 065, 588.87 of gold; there were in circulation Treasury obli- 
gations amounting to $483,870,133 for which gold could be de- 
manded and must be paid under this bill. Such a presentation 
and demand would leave $245,804,544.13 of notes to be redeemed 
after all the gold had been paid out and require a sale of $200,000,- 
000 of gold bonds to raise the amount required by the provisions 
of this financial scheme. 

Thus it is placed in the power of the banks to create an ‘‘ endless 
chain” of bonds payable in gold and bearing interest in gold, and 
all proceeds going into the bank vaults and leaving no returning 
tracks therefrom, lessening the amount of circulation. 

The power of the national banks, already far too great, is in- 
creased by this bill, which turns over to them the right to issue all 
the paper money of the country. That creates a great bank trust 
and gives it a monopoly of the paper currency and increases the 
profits of the banks. 

The voice of the people calls upon this Congress to suppress all 
trusts. combines, and syndicates of every character whose opera- 
tions hinder the great law of competition in anything in which 
the people are interested, and both parties say it must be done; 
and now this financial scheme, shutting the issue department of 
the Treasury, shuts also that of the State bank and opens wide, 
without competition of the Government or State banks, the issue 
department of the national banks, and compels every man to make 
obeisance thereto. The power to establish small banks of $25,000 
capital in country towns was provided by the original House bill, 
but has been totally abandoned in the Senate substitute, leaving 
the large banks in commercial centers to monopolize and control 
without competition. 

As for myself lamin favor of State banks. 
government. National banks are not consistent with local self- 
government. They can bring about a panic at will by touching 
a button in the East, whose effect will be felt in the western or 
central portion of the country; can advance or lower the price of 
stocks and bonds at will, and destroy the price of property, and 
then bring flush times by agreement, and thus precipitate a panic 
at any time. That is one of the great objections to this bill. I 
believe in State banks, and I believe in repealing the 10 per cent 
tax upon their issues. 

Let them issue the money and have itat home. This bill is not 
local self-government, but it is centralization in operation and 
effect. With the State-bank system, based upon proper securities 
and under proper regulations, if a panic should occur it would be 
limited and less disastrous, 

This financial scheme in either House bill or Senate substitute 
contains no help, no relief, no aid, and no assistance to any class 
of people but the rich and influential. It is another illustration 
of *‘taking away from him that hath not and giving to him that 
hath.” making the rich richer and the poor poorer. 

The motives which underlie a financial scheme so utterly desti- 
tute of public sanction and approval must be sought elsewhere 
than in that ‘‘ general welfare” for which this Union was created 
and its Constitution ordained and established. There existsin the 
public mind an apprehension that the last Presidential election 
was won not in the forum of argument and debate, but was 
wrested from the consciences and convictions of the people through 
their fears and apprehensions, and not by fair and legitimate 
means, 

The candidates and supporters of the Democratic party were 
held up before the people as a gang of socialists, red republicans, 
anarchists, and nihilists because their platform boldly declared 
against ** government by injunction” and refused to accept a rul- 
ing of the Supreme Court as final and conclusive against an in- 
come tax which previous decisions of the court had sustained. 

The Democratic party demonstrated to the people that with the 
mints of the United States open to the free coinage of silver as 
well as gold, the parity of the two metals would be self-acting and 


re 
) 


I believe in local self- 
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self-adjusting and no longer dependent on the provisions of a , 
We advocated an abundant supply of good mo»), 
not ‘‘cheap” money, but a supply of metal money equal ty ; 
needs of the whole country, rather than the ‘‘ dear” money wh 
a gold standard compels. 

We, the Democrats, contended that property and the movem, 
of trade should regulate the quantity of money rather than : 
the business of 75,000,000 industrious people should be ha 
capped and cramped by a supply of money controlled in ¢) 
terest of the manipulators of banks, trusts, and corpora: 
We, the Democrats, have stood and stand square to every y 
that blows for both the silver and the gold coins of the Fede 
Constitution, and denied the authority of the Federal Cong) 
to divorce the two metals. We held that the right of legal te 
of either silver or gold coins was so secured by the Federal ( 
stitution that it was without the power of Congress to make eit 
coins the sole legal tender in business or trade. 

We, the Democrats, demanded that bonds payable in coin i 
bought with that knowledge on the part of the buyer should ; 
main redeemable in coin, at the option of the Treasury, when 
sented for redemption. We, the Democrats, opposed the issi 
interest-bearing bonds in times of peace, and that carried 
moral obligation that Congress should neither create nor recom 
the necessity for issuing bonds in times of peace, whether ; 
were to be payable in coin or gold. 

We accepted, as graciously as we could, the ruling of th 
preme Court that under the constitutional power to* coin mon 
Congress could authorize the Treasury to issue notes as curr 
and that it was a plain principle of political economy that a 1 
interest-bearing currency provided by the United States was })) 
erable to the notes of national banks based on an interest-vearne 
bond. 

We, the Democrats, deprecated that ‘‘financial servituide | 
London,” which this financial scheme inaugurates: and w: 
lieved firmly that the United States, now recognized as the most 
powerful nation on earth and as the wealthiest and most | 
gressive people, could have and maintain its own financial policy 
of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and that there was no 
power, either material or political or commercial, that could 
make us afraid to pursue our own policy on our own convi 
as to what was best for our own interest; we felt that this eres 
country, with all its wealth and power, was able to stand «lor 
and face the frown of any power, interest, or potentate. 

In that glorious pride of country we failed not before the reas 
and judgment of our fellow-citizens, but we succumb to what ws 
believe to be the most stupendous fraud of the ballot and the m 
unprecedented apprehensions that our patriotism and our pric: 
country would not keep from wreck and ruin this mighty govern- 
mental fabric, freighted as it is with the hopes and fortunes « 
our too patient people. 

This bill is the result of that defeat at the polls, and its patrons 
both in and out of this Capitol hope that its gold standard. it 
fostering care of national banks, its making an endless chain 
bonds, its corralling of the greeubacks, and its manifest dec! 
tions that the Republican party is prone to give its aid to those 
who can return, in kind, the benefactions which this financial 
scheme distributes with a most liberal hand to corporate wealth 
will find its recompense and reward in the to-day of 1900. | say 
to our friends the enemy on the other side of this Chamber, 
‘* Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest not whata 
day may bring forth.” 

When the near-by canvass of 1900 lays bare the ugly quest’ 
which are shaping up to it; when the open policies and th 
concealed policies and the no-policy course of the present Ac: 
istration, having control of all branches of the Government. is 
held up before the calcium light of public criticism; w! 
new departure from doctrine long adhered to and sanctified | 
being in platform after platform, as is shown by this bill: wi 
employees who win bread by labor feel the weight of accu 
lated taxes; when the small commercial enterprises that have 
been crushed by combines under this Administration raise their 
ghostly forms as witnesses; when trusts, unprosecuted by th 
ministration, have become rampant and defiantly rear thei \- 
perialistic crests, overawing trade; when the countless columns 
of countless millions of dollars expended by this Administra’ 
are made to confront the taxpayers in this 1900, it will be in: 
for the authors and promoters of this silver-killing bill toexc:aim, 
‘** Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest not wiia! 
day may bring forth.” ms 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President. the time is rapidly approac!ins 
when this measure is to be voted on, and whatever may be sii 1 
its support or in opposition to it must be said speedily. 1 have 
not had time to make as close an analysis of the measure as | 
hoped to make, and therefore will not consume much time " 
cussing it. It is so radically different from my ideas of wiv’ " 
great monetary bill should be that it is very difficult to finu inl 
anything that commends itself to my judgment. 
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The money question—and I use the expression in its most en-| Mr. SPOONER. A potato bug can destroy a potato, but it can 
ed sense—is an important question, I believe the most impor- | not create one. | Laughter. ] 


hefore the American people to-day, and it will continue so Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not care to have the course 
it is finally settled upon a sound, honest, and scientific basis. of my remarks interrupted by matters that are calculated to cre- 
aman adherent of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to1. If) ate diversion. 
be those who have heretofore advocated the free and unlim- Mr. SPOONER. I beg pardon. 
| coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 who have receded from Mr. ALLEN. This is a serious question with me: it I a 
io not know them and I am notof them. If the doctrine | laughable matter to those concerned. I do not like ti ide 
cood in 1893, it has been good every hour and every day from | the butt of jests of that kind. They have no plac é 


t time to the present and it will continue to be good through- It was argued upon that side of the Chamber, and it was bk 
the ages; and no mere change in commercial or industrial | lieved, if not argued, by some upon this side, that there was no 
litions—ephemeral, false, and deceptive as they are—can | power in law to create or affect values. I now understand the 
inee the conviction of the American people on the subject of | leader of the Republican party, the Senator from Rhode Island, 
relation of gold and silver. Nosuch fleeting change will ever | to admit that they were wrong in 1893 and that my position 
se the eyes of the American people to the fact that there has | right now. 
n a studied, constant, and sustained effort on the part of those Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President. if the Senator will permit me, 
rged with administering the affairs of the Government to dis- | I never occupied any such position in 1893, and I do not know of 
lit silver and to injure the industries and the industrial classes | anybody upon this side of the Chamber who did occupy sucha 
ur country, thereby to promote the interests of gold and the | position. 
terests of the advocates of the gold standard. Mr. ALLEN. I have been looking up the discussion of 1893, 
It isnot pleasant to think that any man or any class of men | and I find by examining the REcorp that the Senator from Rhode 
red with the legislation or with the administration of the | Island was present, giving aid and comfort to the enemies of the 
(government would be so far forgetful of their duty to the public, | people on that occasion. He was one of the gentlemen who voted 
even to the humblest citizen of the land, as to be actuated by low | to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act of 1890; and 
| base motives; and yet I have never been able to bring myself | by his vote, by his associations, by his influence, and by what he 
» belief that there was a lofty thought or motive or a pure | said, he gave currency to the thought that it was not within the 
purpose in the advocacy of bills such as the one now before the | power of Congress to create or affect values by legislation. Now 
Senate. The measure is wholly selfish, sordid, greedy, sinister, | he admits that it is. The progress is somewhat slow and possibly 
and untrue to the interests of the people, and, if put in operation, | painful, but nevertheless marked. 
will bring to this country more distress, want, and suffering than I was about to say, before engaging in this side discussion, that 
the wars and pestilences and famines through which we have | that question seems to have been settled by those who formed the 
passed in our national history. Constitution and adopted it; for Congress is by that instrument 
Mr. President, permit me to say that I am not an advocate of | given power ‘‘to coin money and regulate the value thereof.” 
silver because I believe silver to be better money than gold. I be- | Certainly it must have been in the minds of those who framed the 
lieve it to be equally as good, but I advocate the use of both gold | Constitution, and in the minds of the people who adopted it, that 
and silver. Iam not theadvocate of either gold or silver, because | it was within the power of Congress to regulate the value of 
[ believe either of them to be better than paper money, for I be- | money. 
lieve a well-regulated and limited volume of full legal-tender paper What does ‘‘regulate value” mean? Can not regulation be car- 
money to be as good as either or both. ried to the extent of creating and destroying? ‘ Toregulate ” cer- 
I utterly repudiate the idea that there is any such thing as com- | tainly means to affect, to change, to move from one standard to 
mercial value in money as money, but I will not discuss that | another. If the value of money were a thing fixed by trade, then 
question. That has passed into a conviction with me long ago. | it was a work of supererogation in the fathers of the Constitution 
It is not open to debate any longer in my mind. I believe it is as | to invest that power in Congress. The power to control the vol- 
well established as is any other established fact, yet I realize that | ume of money, to issue money, and to regulate its value is a sov 
a great many men hold to the barbarous doctrine—the monstrous | ereign power which no Government has a right to alienate or to 
doctrine, I may say; the il'ogical doctrine—that we can not prop- | abandon. You might as well say, if you havea right to turn 
erly use anything as money unless the material upon which it is | this power over to the national banks or to private institutions, 
stamped has a distinct commercial value equivalent to the value | that the power to tax the people, which is also a sovereign power, 
f money itself. may be farmed out to private individuals and exercised by the few 
I have heard repeated here, over and over again, that it is im- | to the detriment of the many, as it was in Rome at onetime in her 
possible to create value by legislation. I heard the distinguished | history. 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] proclaim it in this The power toraise armies and navies, which is part of the power 
Chamber some years ago. to make war, and essential to national preservation, is a sovereign 
Mr. ALDRICH. Never. power; yet Congress has as much right to turn over to private 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator now enters a denial. individuals and private corporations the power to make war, to 
Mr. ALDRICH. I never proclaimed any such doctrine. conclude peace, to raise armies, and to construct navies as it has 
Mr. ALLEN. Iam rejoiced to know that he is improving. to turn over the power to coin money and regulate its value. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; I am not improving. Whenever we concede that Congress has the right to abandon 
Mr. ALLEN. And that he now occupies a different position | one of these powers to be exercised by private institutions or in- 
from that occupied then. dividuals, we admit that Congress has the right to abandon all 
Mr. ALDRICH. I never occupied such a position. sovereign power and to turn over the Government in its entirety 
Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator now admit that legislation can | to private interests and to the few, and therefore, because this 
affect values? bill is an abandonment of the sovereign power to make money 
Mr. ALDRICH. He does. and to regulate its value, I am opposed to it. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like togetiton record. Letit bespoken In 1893, when we were discussing the money question here, an- 
loud enough, that the ReEcorD may contain it. other argument was made by the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Mr. ALDRICH. I never held any other position, and I never | Island; and I refer to him because he is the general tipstaff and 
expressed any other opinion, here or elsewhere. major-domo of his party. That argument was that silver should 
Mr. ALLEN. In 1893, when we were discussing the bill to re- | not be coined on terms of equality with gold because the silver 
peal the purchasing clause of the Sherman silver law, in which the | barons would make money out of it, and all over the country that 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island participated extensively, it | argument was used by the advocates of the gold standard. They 
Was argued upon that side of the Chamber and by some upon this | said it wou!d not do to coin silver on terms of equality with gold, 
side that there was no power in legislation to affect or create | because if we did the silver miners, the silver barons—they b 
aines, came barons after a time— would make money out of it. And we 
Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing—to “create values.” all recall the drivel that was sifted out from the hustings about 
Mr. ALLEN. No; it is not another thing. If you can affect | the 50-cent dollar, as though such a thing as a 50-cent dollar were 
Vivues by legislation, you can create and destroy, because that is | possible. 
What it means, How stands the argument in respect to this bill? Who is pro- 
Mr. SPOONER. Well testing upon that side against turning over to the national banks 
Mr. ALLEN. But, Mr. President, put that aside. I am glad | the right to make, by the issuance of their currency and by the 
now there is progress even on that side of the Chamber, al- | retirement of the different forms of paper money and silver, 1 
: ugh it comes slowly. | money than the ‘‘silver barons” in their wildest dreams ever ex 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield to me? | pected to make? It waswrong in the owners of silver mines in 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 1893 to make money out of the people. So said our friends upon 
Mr. SPOONER. The power to destroy does not involve the | that side of the Chamber. It was wrong to put them where they 
pt Wer to create, | were before thecrime of 1873; and it was a crime against civiliza- 
Air. ALLEN, It may not—— tion and against the rights of the men, women, and children of 
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this country, let it be sneered at publicly or privately as it may. | ration as that contained in this section, that all private and py 
If it was wrong to coin silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 at that time | contracts shall be payable in the standard created by the bill rat 
because it would result in a benefit to a certain class of our citi- | than in the money of the contract, and if there be a disparity 
yens much greater in number than the beneficiaries of this bill, is | tween gold and silver and paper money and the debtor is : 
it not fora like reason wrong in 1900 to pass this measure because | pelled to pay in the dearer money, costing more sacrifice, m 
its only beneficiaries will be about 5,500 banks? Iam not the | his property, more of his labor to obtain a dollar than form 
enemy of legitimate banks. I realize as fully as any man the ne- | what is that but confiscation? So this ought to be termed ‘a 
cessity of banks of discount and deposit. In our complex civ- | to confiscate the property of the people” rather than be nam 
ilization they can not be dispensed with; they are necessary. | it is. 

But when they perform those offices they perform every func-| There is another thing about this bill which is vicious ani 
tion that properly pertains to legitimate banking, and when they | excusable. It is a bill to perpetuate the national debt. 
are } rimitted to issue their notes as money they are invading the | Mr. TELLER. It increases it, too. 


sovercign power of the people of this nation, There is whereI| Mr. ALLEN. To increase and to perpetuate it. Tomy 
draw the line, and there is where I believe the people will draw it | surprise I heard a distinguished New England Senator sa 


forever. | years ago that it was never the intention of the railroads t 
Mr. President, this is a bill for confiscation. Our Constitution | the principal of their debt. I was so much surprised that | 
provides that ‘‘no State shall * * pass any * * * law) at my desk and asked himif he spoke seriously, and he sa 
impairing the obligation of contracts.” So the framers of the! did. I want to put a question to the Senator from Rhode Is 
Coustitution said. And yet this bill by its express terms impairs who has this measure in charge, and to whose door much 


the obligations of all contracts, public and private. Now, is there 


i ' S the wrong it will inflict upon the people will be brought. Do yc 
any doubt about thaty It may be said that while the Constitution 


pect to see this nation pay off its indebtedness? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Lhope so. 


prolibits a State from passing laws impairing the obligations of Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly do. 
contracts that it does not prohibit the nation; and I admit that| Mr. ALLEN. When and how? 
technically that statement is true, Sa | Mr. ALDRICH. That isa question which I suppose eve? 
Mr. SPOONER. There is a moral pre hibition, anyway. ator will have to answer for himself. 
Mr. ALLEN. TheSenator from Wisconsin very truthfully says| Mr, ALLEN. Will it come in the lifetime of the Senato 
there is a moral inhibition against it. Technically Congress can} Rhode Island? 
pass a law impairing the obligations of a contract and destroy the 
contract, because to impair its obligations means to destroy it in| Mr, ALLEN. Does the Senator expect it? 
part or in whole. Is it wise for the Congress todo that whichthe || Mr, STEWART. The mode of paying it off under this 
Constitution has prohibited the States from doing in this respect? | to provide for its perpetual increase. 


[f there is an obligation on the part of the legislatures of the sev- | 
eral States of the Union to preserve the binding force of contracts | 
and their obligations, does not that obligation extend to the nation | 
as 2 political entity? Yet, by the express terms of this bill the 
obligations of contracts are to be impaired and violated. I will 


Mr. ALDRICH. Theexpectations of a man’s life are som: 

as to which no man can answer with respect to time. 
Mr. ALLEN. Iam afraid the method of paying the deb 
| be very much like the case of a man I once knew who cam: y 
office and said, ‘‘I ain getting out of debt pretty rapidly. | pail 


i o a a : ae Hille Seer : : : sp 

read section 2 of the House bill: | $2,500 to-day. I will soon be out of debt.” I said, “How did 
, Fhat all interest-bearing obligations = the oe mgr ye nw Een | you doit?” He said, “I gave a new note.” That is the p 

of n oO Ne v . how existing ‘ r hereaft« r to % ente red in 0, —< Uni ed Sta 08 of this bill—to renew our debt. By a system of renewals sa 
notes and Treasury notes issued under the law of July 14, 18%), shall be deemed : : ‘ : 

ind held to be payable in the gold coin of the United States as defined in sec- antly called refunding, the national debt has been perpe' 

tion | of this act; and all other obligations— for nearly forty years, and according to the terms of this b 

Note the words— | are to issue bonds that will not mature for thirty years. Then 

public and private, for the payment of money shall be performed in conform- | When the time comes and they mature, and the Senator [1 


ity with the standard established in said section. Rhode Island and I shall have passed away and others are on th 
There it is, an unblushing provision, impairing the obligation | scene of action, they will find this Government in such con iti: 
of contracts. Mr. President, under the terms of that section it | that it will be impossible to pay the national debt, and it 
would make no difference that a citizen had entered into a con- | renewed, and the principal and interest will bear upon | 
tract payable in so many silver dollars or so much lawful money | generations as a heavy burden for endless time, That is th 
of the United States. He will find when this bill shall become | pose of the bill. 
a law that every one of his obligations is transformed from an| _ I have no hesitancy in declaring as my solemn convictio: 
obligation payable at the time the contract was made in the | it is the purpose of this bill to perpetuate the national deb 
lawful mouey of the country into an obligation to pay in gold | its authors have no idea that the time will ever come wh: 
according to the standard fixed by this measure. debt will pe discharged. So the 75,000,000 of our people anid the 
Mr. STEWART. Does that include all taxes? millions that are to come are to be saddled with an interest-bear 
Mr. ALLEN. Everything. ing, perpetual national debt to eat up their substance in order that 
Mr. STEWART. All taxes? the idle few, the gold gamblers and the money sharks, may live, 
Mr. ALLEN. All taxes. at the expense of the toiling masses, in idleness; and this b: 
Mr. STEWART. Then what becomes of silver, if it will not | the Republican party is the debtor of this class of people for p- 
pay taxes? | litical and financial favors past and present, and to be rendered in 
Mr. ALLEN. It is gone. That is the purpose of the bill. I | the future. 
supposed the Senator from Nevada understood that. Have we come to the time in the history of this great nation 
Mr. STEWART. I do understand it, but I want to chip in| when we can not rise above our sordid surroundings and say w 
here to make it a little more emphatic. The Senator from Ne- | will put national banks aside, giving them their proper consid 
braska understands it; | want the public to understand it. It is | ation, and everything else aside, and legislate upon money mt 
very important to be understood that the silver dollar will not pay | ters and upon other subjects in the interest of all and in jus' 





| 
taxes any more. | to all? It would seem that we have come to the parting of ! 
Mr. ALLEN. It goes out of the category of money. | ways, and to follow the direction marked out by this measure \ 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is speaking of the House bill. lead to where the few are to have all the benefits of les 


Mr. ALLEN. Of both bills, only one is a little more artfully | and the many must bear its burdens. 
drawn than the other. Whoever drew the House bill had the; It is not an uncommon thing to hear men say that a na‘ 
courage of his convictions and was willing to take the responsi- | debt is a national blessing; and every once in a while you wi 
bility for it, but the man who drew the Senate amendment had | up a paper or a magazine containing an article which attempts 
great craft and no moral courage. to demonstrate that a national debt is a national blessing, 10! 

Mr. President, it embraces not only taxes but every obligation | that when the people are kept busy earning money to pay t" 
that a private citizen, or the United States, ora State government, | taxes and the interest upon their debts, they are prevented {rom 
or a municipality, can enter into, All of the vast body of indebt- | getting together and agitating public questions and grum).!! 
edness, national, State, municipal, county, and private, is con- | I understand in some sections of the country it is held 
verted into a gold indebtedness, regardless of the terms of the] crime to be an agitator. They look upon a man who is cal! 42 
contract creating that indebtedness. We have no assurance that | agitator as a man who is fit to be expelled from society 4 
this measure will not become alaw. It has passed one body. It} prived of his citizenship. 
is here; and while the Senate committee have stricken it out, they | I thank God I aman agitator. I delight in being called 
have left the substance of it beneath the hidden folds of the| tator. Agitation is life, motion, energy, and success. 
skillfully drawn amendments that are presented here. point me to a man who iscalled conservative, I will point } 

Mr. President. I never expected to see the time come in the his- | man whose powers, mental, moral, or physical, are on the r 
tory of my country when it would be guilty of spoliation—an act | senility and decay. A man who does nothing and never ' 
against the people which it prohibited the States from doing. I| except when provoked by abnormal circumstances, who is *\"* 
doubtif there can be found in modern legislation so bold a decla- ! fied with himself; a man who does nothing and thinks noth'»s,°" 
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sught and acted to thirty or forty years ago and quit think- 
-acting and has not engaged in the occupation since then, is 
ilue in this world and will not be inthe next. He isinthe 
of the minister's son when caught swearing. A man said 
‘‘Tthought you were a preacher's son; that your fatherisa 
in.” The boy replied, ‘‘ He is, but he has not been work 

t his trade for a good many years.” 
it many such men who claim to be conservatives have not 
intelligent thought pass through their minds in a third of 
tury. .They are mere inert matter, a drag, a dead weight. 
esire to be considered conservative. It is more polite to be 
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rvative than an agitator, you know. Every evolution in | 


and physical science, every discovery in the various de- 
nts of progress that has been made, has been through agi 
and investigation. Agitation is investigation, and investi- 
sagitation. But the conservative gentlemen, who know 
rand think nothing and care for nothing except themselves 
ir particular friends, would have it understood that every 
who does not believe as they do has simply water running in 
ns. while their veins are surcharged with the finest and the 
t aristocratic blood. So, Mr. President, I am an agitator 
I assail the provisions of this bill. 

re is the monstrous purpose of saddling upon the present and 
: generations of our country a debt they will never be able to 
| there is no expectation of their ever being able to pay it; 
t a majority of the Senators, representing every State in 
Union, will sit here silent and —— this crime to be con- 
ited without a protest, simply because the people will bear 

| its burdens rather than rise against it. 
s bill not only creates a perpetual national debt, but it turns 
the power of taxation to the Secretary of the Treasury. By 


mr 


st upon those bonds is merely perfunctory, because the 
lation for the taxation bas been laid by the mere caprice of 
xecutive officer, and the taxation can not be escaped. 
Mr. President, who has asked for the passage of this bill? 
Mr. STEWART. That question never will be answered. 
Mr. ALLEN. It will never be truthfully answered in this 
|. Itmay be in the next, where it is said things are finally 
ht; and probably, after all, it is well that the Bible doctrine 


e future rewards and punishments is not entirely destroyed, | 


that the law of responsibility is to be eventually enforced 
nst us. 


Who has asked fora change of the law? I defy a Senator in 


to 


; Chamber to point to one petition asking for this change 
‘h has come before this body from what may be termed the 
ple, as distinguished from the plutocrats—the common, plain 
e, as distinguished from the aristocracy of wealth that smells 
eaven. Notafarmer or a farmers’ organization; no organ- 
tion has asked for its change except those organizations that 
nfluenced by the bank trust that sought to foist this measure 
the country some years ago. The people are silent about it 


use they know but little about it. They will experience its | 
ts within the next year or two, when its provisions get into | 


tive operation among them. 
Mr. President, where was this bill framed? That is important 
now. It was framed in 1897, at the Indianapolis monetary 


nference; not exactly in the language we find it here, but in | 


stance. It was framed by a conference of national bankers 
| those interested directly in national-bank management. It 
a self-constituted organization of financiers, like the Pod- 
sand Veneerings, who thought all financiering consisted in 

t percent. They met together in Indianapolis, I think possi- 
two years ago last January. They were not an efficial organi- 
n. They came here and began swarming all over this city, 
instorming the White House and the halls of Congress to have 


this measure put before Congress and enacted into a law at that 


W 


nw 


but the Republican party was a little too cunning to be 
at that time with this measure. They looked it over. 
pose,” they said, ‘‘ we put it into operation now, and it proves 
merang before the Presidential election of 1900: it will do 
re injury than good, and probably destroy us.” So the tariff 
m was put forward and discussed in 1897, and this measure 
held back until the closing days of the present Administra- 
that it might get into operation and the evil consequences of 
ictment could not be known until after the next Presidential 
we not a doubt that for the first few months after this bill 
go into operation the thoughtless of the country will be 
ed to believe it is a measure of great value, The currency 
¢ inflated like a balloon filled with gas to the point of burst- 
there will be apparent prosperity throughout the land; but 
the time comes, as come it will, after the Presidential elec- 
nls over and the enemies of the Government are enthroned in 
ower for four years more, then will come the slow and deadly 


bdicate that power, for when we say that the Secretary of | 
Treasury may issue Government bonds ad libitum, as he sees 
as this bill provides, then the question of taxation to meet the 
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process of contraction; then will come ashes and ruin, bankrupt 
and decay, to the nation and to our homes. and the great bod 
ur lin sti y yr, wealth tizens 
pa our vé he e, will } l hand 1 y 
a chain of indebtedness created by tl far isn 3111 rom 
| which they can never escape. And nobody but il led 
| Indianapolis convention, the outward exponent hel é. 
| has ever asked for the passace ¢ th 
| Mr. President, I should like to hav ! : VI ws 
| all about this question—and there are many of 
| side of the Chamber who think they do—tell me w n ba I 
rency is superior to full legal-tender paper money issued 1 ) 
Government. If itis superior, [should hketo knowit. Is 
| honorable Senator from Rhode Island, and of course, being 8 
| head of the Finance Committee and having studied the matt 
| thoroughly. he knows, and I should like to hear from himif he 
| believes, and if so, why he believes, that bank currency is su} 
rior to greenbacks or to legzal-tender notes. : . 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, Ipresume the Senator does not 
| ask me that question with the expectation of an answer at this 


| time. I will say to him, to relieve what seems to 
hension in his mind, that this proposed’ law does n a 
status of either. It does not give to bank currency any additional 
rights or privileges over what it has at this n he Sena- 
tor seems to feel as though we were doing something for the 
banks. 
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s4EN. Itis a harmless sort of bill, is it? 
: 





4 hould not describe it as harmless, but as 
| beneficial. 

Mr. ALLEN. Th uink this inquiry is not 
| germane to the disct ¢ in the bill to 
prevent the use of s and differen 
forms of Government paper money. Why President, the 
very purpose of this bill is to impound an é y gree? 
back and every Treasury note and every form of Government 


paper money. That has been the cry which has come up from the 
| bulls and bears of Wall street for the last three years, and has 
been even occasionally echoed from Princeton, if there is ar 
life left there. The greenback is sought to be impounded and de- 
stroyed, and if you do not destroy if utterly and literally, why 
we are to build a wall around it by legislation, put it in a prison 
from which it can not escape, and let it die as the prisoner in his 
rayless dungeon dies to earthly things before the breath leaves his 
body. 

The very purpose of this bill is to retire the silver dollar, the 
greenbacks, and the Treasury notes, amounting in round num- 
bers to about a thousand million dollars, and to turn over the 
field now occupied by them to national-bank currency for that 

amount or more, and that currency is to occupy the channels 
which have heretofore been filled by these different forms of Gov- 
ernment money. Whyshould that be done? The greenback has 
cost us nothing. There are men who are to-day gray whe have 
done business upon nothing during their natural lives but upon 
greenbacks. They have known no other money. 

Mr. President, the greenback was the money that carried us 
successfully through the struggle from 1861 to 1865. It was the 
money that preserved the life of this nation and permitted you to 
occupy that chair and me to occupy this desk. It is the sacred 

|} money of the common people, and now by this bill, without ex- 
cuse, it is proposed to destroy it. And destroy it for what reason? 

Destroy it that private corporations may have the power of issu- 

ing certificates of indebtedness of their own and forcing them 

into circulation among an unwilling people, and forcing the peo- 
ple to pay large sums of interest upon those certificates of in- 


| debtedness issued in the form of national-bank currency. 

| Mr. BUTLER. Money that will support a nation in time of 
| war certainly is the soundest money that a government ever had, 
| is it not? Does the Senator think that any country could not sup- 


port itself in time of peace on money that would save the country 
in time of war? 

Mr. STEWART. Did gold ever do that? 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Nevada is right, as he is always 
right on the financial question. 

Mr. President, there is no history of a war in the last one hun- 
dred and fifty years where -both gold and silver have not at the 


first opportunity gone out of sight during hostilities, and that was 
the case inthis country. This Government forced its soldiers to 
take $16 a month during the civil war in greenbacks for thei 
services, money worth at that time about 33 cents on the dollar in 
comparison with gold. The greenback was in universal cire 
tion among all classes of people, and now, forty years after its 


issuance, when there is no popular demand for its destruction. 
when the people upon the other hand are clamorons that it shal 
| be retained, the Republican party proposes to humble itself at the 
r r 
« i 


| feet of this money power and give it the right to usurp the field 
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| so long occupied by the greenback. 
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There is not ingenuity enough upon the other side of the Cham- Mr. ALLEN. 


ber to invent a theory or a respectable subterfuge that will de- 
ive the commonest American mind upon this subject. 

Is there not anything in this measure that appeals to the sense 
of honor and to the patriotism of legislators? Are the vast mil- 


ly , 
ho! 


ci 


under the provisions of this bill, turned over to be robbed by the 
financial concerns of the country? Will not some effort be made 
to prevent that creat calamity? 

Mr. President, the Republican party professes to be and to have 
been the friend of silver. In 1888 the distinguished gentleman 
who now occupies the White House drafted the silver plank of 


the Republican platform, denouncing the Democratic party for | 


an attempt to demonetize silver. In 1892 the Republican party 
declared in favor of both gold and silver as standard money. In 
1806 it declared in favor of international bimetallism and in favor 
of the gold standard until that could be brought about. 

W hat has it done to bring it about? Nothing, absolutely noth- 
ing. It may be said that under a law passed shortly before the 
close of the Fifty-fourth Congress a commission was appointed 
and sent abroad to negotiate international bimetallism, and so it 
was: but, Mr. President, when that commission went abroad, 
when they were in London, Berlin, and Paris, the Indianapolis 
conference was in session, doing its deadly work, and two hours 
before the close of the extra session of the Fifty-fifth Congress 
the President sent us a message advising us to pass a bill along 
the lines pointed out at the Indianapolis conference before the 
adjournment of that session. 


Before L read from that message I want to emphasize the fact | 


that when Congress had agreed to adjourn, had fixed upon the 

date of final adjournment, and after that and within two hours 

or les 

this message. 

To th 
” * * * - 

Another question of very great importance is that of the establishment of 
our currency and banking system on a better basis, which I commented upon 
in my inaugural address in the following words: 

* Our financial system needs some revision; our money is all good now, but 
itsvalue must not further bethreatened. It should all be put upon an endur- 
ing basis, not subject to easy attack, nor its stability to doubt or dispute. 
‘The several forms of our paper money offer, in my judgment, a constant em- 
barrassment to the Government and imperil a safe balance in the Treasury.” 

Nothing was settled more clearly at the late national election than the de- 
termination upon the part of the people to keep their currency stable in value 
and equal to that of the most advanced nations of the world. 

The soundness of our currency is nowhere questioned. No loss can occur 
to its holders. It is the system which should be simplified and strenghtened, 
keeping our money just as good as it is now, with less expense to the Govern- 
ment and the people. 

A notable assembly of business men, with delegates from 29 States and 
Territories, was held at Indianapolis in January of this year. The financial 


What did he say to us? Let me read it: 
d States: 


Congress of the Unite 
oe “~ 


situation commanded their earnest attention, and after a two days’ session | 


the convention recommended to Congress the appointment of a monetary 
: loummant this report to the consideration of Congress. 

This sabject should receive the attention of Congress at its special session. 
It ought not to be postponed until the regular session. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 24, 1897. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of that message, and who 
signed it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is signed William McKinley, Executive Man- 
sion, July 24, 1897. I think it reached here, as I recollect it, 
about two hours before we adjourned. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will theSenator allow me to ask him whether 
he understands that as recommending any system of currency 
legislation adopted by the Indianapolis convention, or only as 
adopting the recommendation for the appointment of commis- 
sioners to investigate and report? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would hardly say that the President of the 
United States would recommend the work of the Indianapolis 
conference unless he thought that work ought to be enacted into 
law. 1 hold in my hand the proceedings of that conference. I 
will not step to read it, for it is long. 

Mr. ALLISON. They did not recommend any plan, I believe. 

Mr. ALLEN. They recommended the adoption of the gold 
standard. There is no question about where those gentlemen 
were and how they stood. They were in favor of the single gold 
standard and in favor of the retirement of greenbacks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand from the President’s message, 
which the Senator read, that the Indianapolis convention recom- 
mended the appointment of a governmental commission to take 
into account all these questions; that that was what the President 
recommended and not any plan that was unfolded at Indianapolis. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, Mr. President, that would not be my un- 
dersianding of the recommendation. I presume itis open to either 
of two constructions. But you will remember, as I do, that that 
commission visited this city and had copies of their bill in print 
and circulated it among members of the House and Senators, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Not at that time. 
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sof men, women, and children to be bound like slaves and, | 


sof the moment of final adjournment, the President sent | 
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Before that time: I beg your pardon. I wa: 
recipient of a call from them myself before thattime. There 
be no mistake as to what their purpose was or what the pur} 
of this conference was. 

Mr. President, it was understood then that this Indiana 
conference was a meeting of the agents and friends of the nat 
banks who sought to destroy silver, the greenbacks, and the | 
tender notes, and I have yet to hear a man offer a reason for ; 
destruction of either. They have served every purpose of m 
| Mr. President, they are money, as they circulate as a univ: 
| medium of exchange and are everywhere received for servic: 
property and have the legal-tender quality, and such a mein 
exchange is money, regardless of the material upon which 
impressed or stamped. 

Not one word has been said against the greenbacks in 
Chamber, and this old friend the people have been familiar \ 
for forty years is to be stricken down in the dark, not at thei) 
hest, not because the people called for it, not because they ¢ 
| protest against it, but because the allies and the friends 0: 
Republican party demand its destruction as a considerati 
their support; and everyone of them will be found suppor: 
the Republican ticket this year,as they have in the past. \ 
President, they will shed their gold in this contest as a pa‘ 
would shed his blood in a war for humanity and in defe 
his country. 

The general subject of money I do not propose to discuss. As | 
said, that has passed into a conviction with me and is no lo 
epen to discussion. 

In 1890 the Republican party began to get a little uncert in 
the halls of Congress on the subject of silver. It wanted t 
| with the hare and hold with the hounds, and it undertook ' 
so, but failed. It professed undying loyalty to the cause of bim:1 
| lism in its conventions and by the utterances of public men. whi); 

secretly in legislation it plotted against silver. Soit injected into 
the act of 1890 a stump speechin this la guage: 
It being the established policy of the United States to maintain t 


metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or su: 
as may be provided by law. 


| That was an anomaly in legislation, and language of that kind 





is absolutely foreign to correct and honest legislation. It stand 
without a precedent in the history of our country to that tiny 
But, Mr. President, it was a falsehood upon its face, ani it 

ought not to have deceived any intelligent man. How are we to 
| maintain a law of equality between two things when we strike 
| down their.equality? Parity is a law of equality, and the parity 
| between gold and silver referred to in that act was the dv! 
| paying and purchasing power of these two metals when coined 
| a fixed ratio. 
Since 1873, on all occasions and at every opportunity, tle Re- 
| publican party has stealthily stricken down silver, and that party 
alone is responsible for the condition of silver to-day. In 
when the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was repealed. a 
majority of Republican Senators voted forthe bill. They had it 
in their power by voting the other way to have defeated that bill 
and save that clause, and it will not do now to crawl out of sight 
like a cuttlefish and say that Cleveland and his mere hanidiui oi! 
rag, tag, and bobtail are responsible for it. 

But, Mr. President, the Republican party in 1893 did more than 
to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. They voted 
for the Democratic platform; and, with the exception of a few 
words omitted, this language occurs in the Democratic platform 
of that year: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to « 1 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both ¢ nd 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such + t 
to be secured through international agreement or by such safeguards‘ + 
islation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the f 
the two metals and the equal power of every doliag at all times in t 
kets and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further decla 
the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the est 
ment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all ti 
equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in t! 
kets and in payment of debts. 

I have called attention to the fact that a commission wis se"! 
abroad shortly after the inauguration of the present Chief | 
tive to negotiate international bimetallism. There were, u! 
nately, those who believed that this declaration, which ti 
precedent in the act of 1890, was intended to be carried out. | !\"¥ 
| supposed that it was made in good faith, and that as soon >‘ 
Republican party was in power some steps would be taken 1 

bring about international bimetallism. 
| Now, Mr. President, turn back if you will to the time 
| that commission, composed of the junior Senator from Cori) 
| (Mr. W« org ex-Vice-President Stevenson, and General ! 
| wasabroad. 7hat was transpiring in this country at tl. 

At the precise time when they were abroad undertaking to !+° 
tiate an international agreement for international bimet:: 1" 
this Indianapolis conference was in session, receiving the a) 
comfort of the President of the United States; and at that \™ 
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the present Secretary of the Treasury, for whose conduct the 

ident is to be responsible as long as he occupies the position, 

a ; te fore the other House with a bill drafted in his Dep. irtment 

to commit the country to the single gold standard, accord- 

his own evidence and as he expressly, declares in his testi- 

! to a national debt payable in gold, that should never | 

ture except at the option of the Government, and toa debt 

re the creditor should have nothing to say respecting the | 

d ofits maturity. In his evidence before the Committee on 

C n age, Weights, and Measures in the other branch of Congress | 

he declared that it was his purpose to fix the gold standard more | 

firmly upon the country; and he was doing that while our com- 

missioners were abroad endeavoring to negotiate international bi- 
mit tallism. 

[he President was giving aid and encouragement to the pro- 
ceedings of the Indianapolis conference of monetary reformers (?), 
id the Secretary of the Treasury was before the Committee on 

nage, Weights, and Measures of the Houseof Representatives, 
with a bill drafted by his able solicitor, of the same purport and 
rift of the measure before Congress at this moment, undertaking 
to commit the country and his party to the gold standard. 

W hy, sir, the commissioners were undermined at every step. 
Everywhere they went in Europe—as was said by the chairman of 
the commission, on their return, in a speech on the 17th of 7 1u- | 
ary, 1898—they were met with the declaration by those with whom 
they sought to negotiate that the press of this country was de- 
claring that the policy of the Republican party was the policy of 
the gold standard; that the President was giving encouragement— 








¢ 


he Senator did not say that, but that was the fact—to the adop- | T 


t 
tion - the gold standard, and that the Secretary of the Treasury— | 
he lid say that—had appeared before a committee of another 
branch of Congress and advocated that the oe nt and tho | 
Rey pi vablions party should be committed to the single = standard. 
Wi as there good faith in all this? Do you hope t o make the 
1erican people believe that this was good faith and that the 
tepublican party has sought in good faith to bring about inter- 
national bimetallism? It was asham anda pretense. There was 
no purpose, no hope, no expectation when that commission went 
abroad that anything would come of it in the nature of an agree- 


ment for international bimetallism, It was only to comply ina | 
perfunctory way with the declaration of the Republican platform | 
of 1896, 

But, Mr. President, the Republican party was not to stop when 
it failed to secure international bimetallism. According to the 
declaration in the act of 1893 I have quoted, it was to go on and 
secure bimetallism by legislation if it could not by an international 
agreement. What has been done even in the way of introducing 
i bill to bring about the free coinage of silver in accordance with 
the declaration of the act of 1893? 

The Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Iowa 
voted for that bill. If you will turn to the REcoRD yon will find 
that they committed themselves to its provisions. They were | 
} und, too, by the platforms of their party. What have you 
gentlemen on the other side done, or what has your party done, 
to bring about bimetallism by legislation? I speak of the Sena- | 
tors from Rhode Island and Iowa because they are in many re- 
spects their party. You had not done a thing until yesterday, 
when the Senator from Rhode Island, in the closing hours of this 
interesting discussion, introduced a proposed amendment to the 
bill now before the Senate. I will read it: 


Ay 





endment reported by Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to 
t ill (H. R.1) to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the 
parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the U nited States, and fe r 
ther purposes, viz: Add the following as an additional section: 


Src. —. That the provisions of this act are not intended to place any ob- 
stacles in the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism, pro- 
led thesame be secured by concurrent action of the leading commercial 
tions of the world, and ata ratio which shall insure permanence of rela- 
value between gold and silver. 

It is not intended to obstruct, so the Senator wants the country 
elieve, the accomplishment of international bimetallism, when 
re is not a thought or expectation of taking one step to bring 

about international bimetallism and there never has been since 

return of the monetary commission in 1898 or even before that 


+i 
a 


t 


} 
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*. President, do you suppose, does any sane man suppose, that 
the r ( people of the United States are to be deceived by this declara- | 
tior Whenever ac ourt of last resort wants to overrule a decision 
and wants to appear to be consistent with itself it always says in | 
its opinion, ‘* This opinion is not in oe pom t with the opinion in 
t € case of Smith vs. Jones in such and suc h a report,” namingit. | 

the Senator from Rhode Island, speaking for his party, know- | 
g the inconsistency between the professions of that party for 
bin etallism and the provisions of this bill, wants an official dec- 
= r ition made by the Senate that they do not intend to obstruct 
the obtaining of international bimetallism. It is not a question 
bstruction. It is a question of what you will do. Why does 
not the Senator in the use of his constructive genius invent some 


t 


| cial word to the fox that he wanted him to come am 


| tracks that lead up from this bill to justice and equality 
| the people, and not try to deceive those whose backs are burdened 
| with toil from morning until night, from year to year, and from 


| us have an adjournment at this til 


| Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 
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nethod of bringing about international bimetallism? Why is not 
ence ll or resolution introduced in this body or in the other 
branch of Congress to bring about internati bimetallism? 
Why does not the Republican party do tl ept t t 


o} 





nt upon this subject: 
. BUTLER. I suppose they mean they will not obstruct the 
effort of England to force it upon us, 









Mr. ALLEN. No; it isa mere cheap method of trying to get 
votes, and very cheap at that. 

This measure contains the single gold standard in all of its pro- 
visions and reduces all debts, public and private, tothat standard. 
It fastens upon the country a perpetual national debt; and that 
man does not exist whose imagination is so fertile that he can 
foresee the time when the people of this country will be relieved 
from that debt. Yet in view of these expressed purposes of this 

| measure, the Senator from Bh de Island wants the p t 


lieve that he is the friend of bimetallism; but the p ople 
be deceived. 
It is said in a Grecian fable that at one time the lion pretended 


i 


that he was sick abed and waeaed all his neighbors to com: 


t tos 


him. He is avery poor kind of aman who will not go to see a 

sick neighbor, and it is a poor sort of an animal who will not go 

= neighbor when asked to do so. The lion sent sp 

1 see him 

because they had been rivals andthere had been hostility between 
them. 

The lion made out that he was upon his deathbed and wanted 


a reconciliation with his rival before the hour of his demise came. 


to see a si 


The fox, it is said, relented; but when he called at the lion’s den, 
he looked at the approach and he saw all the tracks going in and 
none coming out. Hundreds of animals had gone down into the 


den, but not one had come out. The fox did not pursue his jour- 


| ney farther in his neighborly call upon the lion. And the people 


will not be deceived by tracks like these seen upon this bill that 
will lead to their utter destruction and not to their relief 


Mr. President, will the Senator from Rhode Island poin tthe 


i 


decade to decade. into the belief that this measure is a 
for them? It is a crime to take advantage of ignorance. 
best is a ceaseless struggle from the cradle to the grave for the 
strong, and how much greater to the weak! The great millions 
are engaged in industrial pursuits and have little time to give to 
the consideration of measures like this and know nothing of them 
until they become laws. They should not be deceived. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator desire to conclude his re- 
marks this evening, or would he prefer to proceed to-morrow 
morning? 

Mr. ALLEN. Tecan finishin about half an hour in the morning, 
if that will be satisfactory 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator r prefer to do that and let 

@? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould preferto finish my remarks in the morn- 
ing, if that be satisfactory to the a ate. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: a at 5 o'clock and 17 minutes 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Feb 
1900, at 12 o'clock m. 











HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, February 7, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House joint resolutions of the fol 


| lowing titles, the reference of which was by unanimous cons 


changed from the Committee on Ways and Means to the Commit- 
tee on the Judi iary: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) proposing an amendment tothe 


| Constitution auth rizing a tax up m incomes: 


Joint resolution (H. J h » Constitution of 


tes. 78) to amend 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 99) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution in relation to income tax. 


? 
| the United States in relation to income and succession taxes: and 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following tit] 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appr 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 26. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec 
tion of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 


5. 
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S, 329. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- | 
tion of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of 
Wvromir to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
S. 704. An act for the relief of the county of Custer, State of | 


tana—to the Committee on Claims. 


BRIDGE A OSS LUMBER NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BELLAMY. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeast- 


RIVER, 


ern Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across | 


the Lumber River within the boundary lines of Robeson County, 
aM. 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. [wish to inquire whether the bill has been re- 
ported unanimously by the appropriate committee? 

Mr. BELLAMY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. And ithas the approval of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. BALLAMY. Yes, sir. It has been submitted to and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, and it has also been favorably 
reported by the committee. It is very necessary for the people of 
our section of country that the bill should pass. The road has 
been completed on either side of the stream; the bridge is ready 
to be put up, the iron laid on either side, and they are now only 


iN 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


waiting for the action of this House to legalize the structure, so ! 


that it may be finished. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- | 


ation of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Qn motion of Mr. BELLAMY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


COMPILED STATUTES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the 
distribution of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to 
committees of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 6, after “standing,” insert ‘and select.” 

Lines 7 and 8, strike out “ not now supplied therewith for its use’ and in- 
sert “on the requisition of the chairman of such committee, and to each 
justice of the several court f the District of Columbia, on his written 


8 OL 
fon 


request. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would like the gentleman to state the 
effect of these amendments, 

Mr. RAY of New York. In reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [ would say that these compiled laws of the District of 
Columbia have been already printed; a large number of copies 
are in the custody of the Secretary of the Interior, who has writ- 
ten to me saying that there is no law at present under which com- 
inittees of the House and Senate can be supplied with these docu- 
ments, and that legislation of this kind is necessary. He sent me 
2 joint resolution, which I introduced, which passed the House and 
went to the Senate. The Senate amended it for the reason that 
they desire, and the justices of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia desire, to be supplied with copies. That will take 
n or eight copies. They also amend by saying that these 
s are to be supplied on the requisition of the chairmen of the 
various committees of the Senate and of the House. In no other 
respect is any change made. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


And then, onmotion of Mr. HITT, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
Juge 30, 1901, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the Clerk may proceed to read by 
paragraphs. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Colorado rise? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iwish tomakearequest. Yesterday morn- 
ing, at the time of entering into the Committee of the Whole, 
when an agreement was about to be reached as to the limiting of 
the debate, I asked the gentleman who has charge of the time 
upon this side |Mr. DINSMORE] whether he had included in his 
calculation the amount of time that I had requested to use, and 
he stated that he had. Through some misunderstanding between 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt} and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore], that time was not forthcoming. I 


pi 


\ 
c'( pie 


Mr. Chairman—— 
For what purpose does the gentleman from 





I move that the House concur in the | 





would like to have that time, forty-five minutes, for general do- 
bate this morning, if I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit that asa requ 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks un») 
mous consent that he may address the Committee of the W) 
for forty-five minutes as in general debate. Is there objectio; 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado is 1 


| nized for forty-five minutes. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, last week, I had occasion 
offer some remarks, on what I deemed was the duty of this G 
ernment, relative to the conflict now taking place in South Af; 

On accountof my time being limited, I was not able to finis] 
talk, and I therefore avail myself of this opportunity to do so 

Since that time the treaty of The Hague has been ratified b, 
Senate, and so far at least, as this nation is concerned, is the | 
of the land. 

By that treaty, it ismade the duty of the nations, strangeist 
controversy, to mediate between combatants and suggest ar! 
tion of the differences betweenthem. Theimplicationis plain 1 
upon refusal of such offer by one of the contending power 
moral sympathy of all the nations to the treaty will be with : 
one willing to comply with the terms thereof. and against thy 
refusing so todo; and, further, a moral duty exists on the p S 
at variance, to comply therewith, and thus carry out the evi 
object of the treaty. 

This duty to mediate exists in every case, irrespective o! 
cause of the war. With how much greater reason, then, ougii 


| United States to offer mediation, when a gigantic power havi 


empire of 400,000,000 inhabitants is about to crush two litt! 
publics, having a population, exclusive of the native tribes an 
landers. of less than 150,000 people and having standing arm 
times of peace, which aggregate less than 900 men. And 
clear does it become our duty when the great power is wa 
war of injustice and oppression, and the little Republi 
attempting to maintain their liberty and independence. 

In my remarks last week I tried to demonstrate, that ( 
Britain had no more right to interfere with the internal aff: 
the South African Republic, than has the United States. Ish | 
by the language of the treaties between England and the: 
African Republic, that the little State was as free to man: 
internal affairs as we are to manage ours. 

I further showed from the declarations of the Right Hon. ° 


| liam E, Gladstone, Lord Derby, and Joseph Chamberlain hi: 


that no power was reserved by Great Britain tointerfere wit 
internal affairs of the Republic. 

I now want to take upa branch of the subject, as to wh 
Great Britain had a right to interfere with the internal aff: 
the Republic, on account of the alleged grievances of its cit 
or, as some people claim, in the interest of civilization, whi 


| volves an examination into the specific complaints of t] 


landers. 

The right of a foreign power to make demands upon a1 
relative to its internal concerns, exists only when the liber' 
property of the citizen of such foreign country is involved. 
even in those cases, the violation of the right must be clea 
such right exists for political grievances, for the reason that ‘ 
is no such thing as political rights in an alien. Assoon 
alien is naturalized, he renounces his allegiance to his 1 
country, and terminates his relation therewith. 

The principal grievances of the outlanders, on account 0! 
Great Britain has interfered with the internal affairs of the > 
African Republic, were five. 


i 
THE NATURALIZATION LAWS OF THE BOER REPUBLIC. 


The outlanders complained, that the naturalization law 
oppressive, and they caused England to demand that those |: 
amended, so as to permit citizenship upon five years’ reside: 
cluding past residence. 

The naturalization laws of the South African Republic ! 
quired fourteen years’ residence, and that period, upon th 
plaint of the outlanders, had been reduced to seven years. 

In order to understand the reluctance with which the 
granted liberal terms of citizenship to aliens, it must be r' 
bered that upon the discovery of gold at the Witwaters: 
thousands of fortune seekers poured into the little Repub! 
it was not long, before they far outnumbered the Boers. It 
that at the time of the commencement of hostilities, the outlin™ 
were more than three times as numerous as the citizens 
Republic. 

he great mass of the outlanders, did not go to Johannes’ ""= 
to permanently reside, but to stay there only until they made t" 
fortunes, when they expected to return to their native lands. 
must not be forgotten, that the Boers had settled in the cou‘) 
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» it was a wilderness, inhabited only by wild beasts and sav- 
men: that their hardships and privations had been the most 
e of any pioneers of modern times, and that they jus stly 
cht they had the best right to make the laws and administer 


same 
: weekl result in the turning over of the Government to the 
inders; and as the English predominated among them, 
ld mean the transfer of the country to the British Empire. 
is not strange, then, that the Boers were reluctant to 


five 
ral terms of citizenship to the outlanders. 
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an readily be seen that to grant very liberal terms of citizen- | 


Can we, the people of the United States, believe that even the | 


illiberal of their naturalization laws, were not justified? 
‘ondemn such laws, when we have upon our own statute books 
w, which even goes much further—a law which absolutely ex- 
ies from our shores Chinese, unless they come for purposes of 
ition or travel? If to have a fourteen years’ naturalization 
y is repugnant to civilization, where do we stand with our ex- 
ision act? 
, every government has the inherent right of self-preserva- 
and self-protection. We have exercised that right in the 
Chinese-exclusion act, and any other nation has the same right 
) preserve the independence and integrity of its government. 
But even upon this demand for naturalization on five years’ resi- 
nce, as unreasonable under the circumstances as it was, Paul 
Kruger yielded. 


why 


But, Mr. Chairman, England contended that the law granting | 


nehise upon seven years’ residence, did not give the right to 

» for a member of the upper chamber of the Volksraad, nor for 
tice of President, and she demanded that full franchise be 
civen. Sir, with what grace does this demand come from Great 
Britain, who does not give a naturalized, or even a native-born, 
yen, a voice in the selection of the members of the upper cham- 

of her Parliament, nor of the chief executive of her Empire? 


A Government that recognizes the divine right of kings, and the | 


t only of the sovereign to appoint new members to the House 
Lords, is not in a position to insist upon the extent of the fran- 
e given by an independent nation toa foreign citizen. But, 
withstanding that, Paul Kruger yielded upon this point. 
Mr. RIDGELY. Willthe gentleman allow me an interruption? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. My time is limited, but I will. 
Mr. RIDGELY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Colorado, 
itis not true, that Great Britain also demanded. that English 
ubjects should have the right of franchise in the Transvaal Re- 
public, without relinquishing allegiance to Great Britain? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I was just coming tothat. The most out- 
zeous of all the demands, was that made by Great Britain, that 
her subjects in the Transvaal on being naturalized, should not be 
juired to renounce allegiance to the Crown. 
What nation on earth permits a naturalized citizen to retain 
giance to his native land? 
Does our Government permit it? No; we say as Paul Kruger 
1: If you help run the Government in times of peace, you must 
fight for it in times of war, even where the conflict is against the 
mother country. Is there anything wrong in that? Does not 
England herself require from every one of her naturalized subjects 
renunciation of his allegiance to his nativecountry? Of course 
With what justice, then, can demand a different 
rse from the South African Republic? 
pon this point, Paul Kruger said, to yield tothis demand. would 
i surrender of independence, and that he would never do. 
W hat lover of justice and fairness can fail to honor the old Presi- 
dent of the little Republic, for this determined stand? 


IL. 
DEMAND FOR INCREASED REPRES 


does. she 


ENTATION IN THE VOLKSRAAD 


» second demand made by Great Britain, was that the Johan- 

urg district, should have ten representatives, in the legislative 
body of the South African Republic. 
lr. Chairman, upon what ground, did Great Britain predicate 
‘right, to demand an increase of from two to ten representatives 
m that district, in the Volksraad? It was upon the ground that 
the outlanders own the mines at Johannesburg, and pay five-sixths 
of the taxes of the state. When was it, sir, that England became 
hampion of the principle, that taxation entitled a people to 
sentation? It surely was not during the Revolutionary war, 
vas it up to 1832, when she had 56 boroughs, having a popu- 
lation of less than 2,000 each, represented in Parliament by 56 
members, while one “district having as many inhabitants and as 
much wealth as the entire 56 boroughs combined, had only one 
representative in that body. 

u all remember the terrible arraignment of the British Gov- 
ios nt by Lord Macaulay, for the inequality it permitted in 
representation in the House of Commons. One borough, as I re- 

ber it, was represented in that body for years, when it did 
teven have an existence. The territory had been encroached 

n by the sea until it was entirely covered with water. The 


Can | 
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only way in which a member of Parliament could be se 5 
by taking a skiff with tw - three persons, who ha V 
lived in the borough, rowing ou re t t 
once extended, and there holding ( ral i 
tive to the body that legislates for the britis mpir 
With what consi stency does it become England lemand full 
representation of a district in a foreign land, to t | ve 
1 any of that country, when it has been guilty of miuch 
inequalities, and when it to-day refuses to give to Ir 
re soninaeiaaien in Parliament, to which it ntitl 
At the time the negotiations were going on bet, ] th 
Chamberlain and Paul Kruger, relative tothe differen 3; between 
their countries, there was filed in the colonial office at L ‘ 
petition by 3,000 Dutch residents of British Guiana, which 1 1 
| these circumstances: That there were 3,000 British subjects in 


| 





British Guiana, and a like number of Dutch 
although most of the Dutch inhabitants were b: 
they were not entitled to hold an « 
tive, le gislative, or judicial } 

Here was a g 


resid ; tha 
rn on the soil, yet 
under either the execu- 


ranches of the government 


Ho 
mice, 





rrievance, much stronger than that which existed 
in t 1e Transv: aa and yet this} petition must slumber, as toitsown 
colony, while England must interfere in a less equitable cause ina 
foreign state. 

And yet, even as to this demand, Paul Kruger yielded. 

IT 

DEMAND THAT ENGLISH SHOULD BE USED IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Mr. ¢ hairman, cactus grievance of the Outlanders, was, that 
the schools aided by public moneys, wer® taught in the Dutch lan- 
guage, and hence their children had to go to private schools,in 
order to obtain an education. Th oe »y demanded that the schools, 
also be taught in English. 

This demand was not that the English language be taught ina 
co schor I, ; ut that all the branches of the hool course, be 

aught in English, as well as Dutch; in other words, that there be 
ors iblished Snali 1 public schools, at the expense of the Dutch 
Re] sublic, 

Sir, what would we think of a demand from our Russian or 
Italian naturalized citizens, that a Russian or Italian school be 
established and maintained in our country, at public expense? 
Would there be a single American citizen,in favor of the sam 
Would we be subject to the criticism, that we are uncivi tin 
refusing such a dé mand? We must remember, that the language 
of the Boers,is as dear to them, as our language is u Wi 


must take into consideration, 
people. 

Such a demand, upon the South African Republic by the English, 
means a great deal more, than a similar demand from any foreign 
ers,inourcountry,uponus. The Transvaal is almost entirely sur- 
rounded by English colonies. Ever since fifteen years ago, when 
Cecil Rhodes placed the palm of his hand across a map of the 
southern portion of Africa, and said that it was the dream of 
his life,that all that territory should be British dominion, there 
has been dan: ger of the little Republic, not only being forcibly an- 
nexed, but also absorbed by this mighty power. When the Eng- 
lish, in such large numbers came into the Tran isvaal and openly 
advocated annexation to Great Britain, is it any wonder that the 
sturdy Boer, whose rights had continually been encroached upon, 
saw in the demand for the establishment of English public schools, 
the danger of Anglicizing the entire peoy le. and the ultimate al 
sorption of their Gove rnment, by the English residents. 

No one, it seems to me, in the light of their situation, « 
the Boers for refusing such a demand. 

iv. 
TAXATION rHE OUTLANDERS. 

Another ground of complaint on n thep art of the outlanders, was 
that they were taxed enormously, because they owned the mines 
of the Transvaal. 

It is claimed that five-sixths of the taxes of South African 
Republic, are paid by the British subjects and corporations. I 
presume that is true. But, Mr. Chairman, the rea they pay 
that proportion of the taxes, is because they own five-sixths 
property inthat country. The lawsof that Republic are uniform 
and the taxes are i sed upon the net products of all mines, irre 
spective as to who own the same. 


the influence of a language upon a 








an blame 


OF 


the 


son 


my 


The Outlanders came to that country and bought from the 
Boers, for a song, some of the richest mines in the world, and un- 
der the laws of that Republic, located others, at a nominal cost. 
Should the state not get a revenue from this great source of 
wealth? 

The Transvaal is a barren country; its plains are arid; its ] 
is not fertile, and its onl) sourc : of wealth. is its diamond { 
and gold mines. The Boer loves his country,and looks forv 1 
to the building of a great commonwealth th He kt 
in order to do so, it is necessary that great institutions should 
founded, requiring immense revenue, that fine public buil 
and vast internal improvements must be constructed, at enormous 
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ry establishment maintained to command | 


cost. and a large militar 
res in that part of the world. 

} ees that most of these diamond fields and gold mines have 
passed into the hands of a few corporations, whose directors and | 
oflic nearly all are citizens of, or reside in other countries, and | 

ive 10 common interest, with him, in building up a great repub- 


iTrica. 


He sees the only wealth the country possesses, be- 
. usted and shipped to foreign lands. 

Instead of the proceeds returning to his country, he finds this vast 
wealth is used in building magnificent structures in foreign cities 
and gorgeous palaces on the shores of the Mediterranean Sea. In 
the meantime he still lives in poverty, in his unpretentious cottage. | 
Is it any wonder, sir, that he feels that such wealth, before it is 
entirely exhausted, must be made to yield at leasta part of the rev- 
enue, with which to build his great Republic? 

The tax imposed by the Boers, was 24 per cent upon the profits of 
themines. Itisan output profittax, notataxonthemine. When 
we take into consideration, that one company declared dividends 





to the ainount of 675 per centin one year, and another corporation 
made a profit of over $2,000,000 in twelve months, out of ores dug | 


n Transvaal soil, is it possible that they should not contribute 
«a paltry 24 per cent, to the maintenance of the Government and | 
the upbuilding of the State? 

sut, Mr. Chairman, it comes with ill grace from English citi- 

ns,to demand a lower tax. Great Britain has a colony on this 
continent—the brightest jewel in her crown—Canada; yet when 
an American goes to British Columbia or the Klondyke region to 
mine precious metals, he must not only pay 24 per cent but 10 per 
cent of the profits of the mines. If it shows an utter lack of civi- 
] +} per cent tax, how much greater lack of 


lization to impose a 2 
civilization is shown by the imposition of a tax four times that 
amount! 
. 
rik DYNAMITE CONCESSION, 

Another complaint of the English outlanders was, that the South 
African Republic granted a concession to a company, for the ex- 
clusive manufacture and sale of dynamite and other explosives, 
which paid a large revenue to the State, and resulted in doubling | 
the price of dynamite in that country. 

As dynamite was used very extensively in the mines, which were 
mostly owned by the English, it operated as an additional tax on 
the British corporations and subjects. 

But, sir, has Great Britain been free from the granting of con- 


| Imperial Government. 





cessions? Does her past history not show innumerable instances 
of such grants? And did she then regard that such conduct, on | 
her part, relegated her to the position of an uncivilized nation? — | 

As reprehensible as the granting of such concessions may be, 
let us see whether the South African Republic has any reasons, 
peculiar to her situation, for justifying such an exclusive privilege. 

It must be remembered, that dynamite, is perhaps the most vio- 
lent explosive known to man; that large quantities of it and other 
explosives, in the hands of the enemies of the country, might be 
used to accomplish the destruction of its armies and citizens, and 
the overthrow of the Government itself. 

The situation in the Transvaal was very peculiar. A foreign 
population, composed largely of English—the old enemies of the | 
Boers—seemed almost instantly, upon the discovery of the mines 
at Johannesburg, to take possession of the country. They largely | 
outnumbered the citizens of that Republic. They had scarcely 








taken up a temporary abode, before they began to openly advocate 
annexation of the territory to the British Empire. 

In 1890, Paul Kruger, the President of the Boers, visited the 
magic city of Johannesburg. While there, the flag of the South 
African Republic, which floated over the public building of that | 
city, was pulled down and torn to shreds. 

On another occasion, upon the arrival at Pretoria of Sir Henry | 
Loch, the British high commissioner of South Africa, President 
Kruger went to the station to receive him. The two were hur- | 
ried inte a carriage, the box was mounted by two men who un- | 
furled the union jack, the horses were removed, and a large | 
crowd of men drew the carriage through the streets of that city, | 
singing ‘‘Rule Britannia” and ‘‘God save the Queen.” Presi- 
dent Kruger protested violently against such an insult to him and 
his country, but all in vain. 

\ few years later, in 1896, a conspiracy was organized by Cecil 
Rhodes, Dr. Jameson and others to overthrow the Republic and 
place the Transvaal under the dominion of Great Britain. They 
armed a large force and attempted to seize Johannesburg and take 
possession of the Government. 

It was called the Jameson raid. The Germans and other mixed | 
population of the Rand, refused to join in the war, and hundreds | 
of English and Cornish residents fled from that city. Dr. Jame- 


son called his countrymen who fled poltroons and cowards, and 
said that Johannesburg thereafter would be known as “ Judas- 
burg.” 5 

The raid failed, because of the valor and vigilance of the sturdy 
Boers, in defending the independence of their country. A battle 
was fought. and the English were defeated and captured. Instead 


| of the South African Republic. 


of hanging the prisoners, as the Boer Government had a right to 
do,they were handed over to Great Britain, to be dealt with by 


| that nation, as its conscience should dictate. 


is it any wonder, Mr. Chairman, that this little Republic, 
order to protect itself against such a numerous enemy, within t 
limits of its own land, shou!d have desired to maintain the m 
perfect control, of thesaleof dynamite and other explosives, witi 
its jurisdiction? Can it be blamed for wanting to keep the ex: 
sive sale of such explosives, in the hands of a friendly compar 
which would not dispose of the same, except for legitimate mini 
purposes, and where the most perfect inspection could be ma 
by the Government, as to the sales, and as to the character of t} 
persons, purchasing any large quantity of the same? 

Subsequent events have demonstrated, that if no restraints | 
been imposed upon the sale of dynamite and other explosives, to- 
day there would be in the field, in the very heart of the Transyaa), 
an armed force of British outlanders, which would threaten 
destruction of the armies of the South African Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the principal grievances, of the F) 
lish outlanders, against the Boer Republic. They had come 
earn a living, that they could only make with difficulty, in t 
own land. They made money, and many of them made fortu 

In view of their own disturbing actions in a foreign coun! 
have they a single complaint of wrong well founded? 

The subsequent conduct of the outlanders themselves, has «1 
onstrated that their grievances were more imaginary than rex 

War exists between Great Britain and the South African | 


| public, and yet nearly all the outlanders, other than of Brit 


nationality, not even content to remain neutral, have joined | 
army of General Joubert and are fighting heroically for the {| 
of the little Republic. Even the English outlanders themsel\ 
are not found in large numbers, in the armies of Great Brit 
and yet if they had suffered oppressive wrongs. all of the « 
landers, of all nationalities, would have been in the ranks of Lor) 
Roberts and General Buller. 

What fairer proposition to England, as a last resort, con!d ha 
been offered than that proposed by President Kruger, to sul) 
their differences to arbitration? And yet it was rejected by 


Then, sir, President Kruger, tired of yielding specifically t: 
details of the demands of the British Government, in path«! 


| tones, ever to be remembered by his countrymen, said, ‘* 1 wil 


yield all, all, all, except independence.” 

A close examination of the causes of this war, shows con: 
sively, that it is a war of oppression and greed on the part of Gr 
Britain, and a war for the maintenance of liberty and inde} 
ence, for the defense of homes from foreign invasion, on the } 

: [Applause on the Democr: 
side. } 

Mr. RAY of New York. Willthe gentleman yield for a qu 
tion? 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Colorado has evi 
dently satisfied himself and perhaps many others that Eng}an‘ is 
all wrong in this matter aa that the Boers in South Africa 
all right. Now, I want toknow what remedy he proposes. What 
does he want the United States to do? Does he want us to in' 
fere? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, I do not want any armed intervent 
I want the United States simply to exercise the prerogative an! 
privilege given to it by the third article of the treaty of | 
Hague. That article provides that powers strangers to the 


| troversy, even during hostilities, upon their own initiative. should 


mediate between the contending powers with a view to a | 
ful solution of the differences by arbitration. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, right 
That Hague treaty which you speak of has not gone into 


| and effect, has it? 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand it was ratified by the 5” 
of the United States on yesterday. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But it is not in force until ra‘ 
tions are exchanged between the different governments, is 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not know the exact condition of it. ')"* 
I apprehend that it must have been ratified by several of t! 
nations, if not by Great Britain herself, as she has had a P 
ment in session since the treaty was signed. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you know of any such thing 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not; but I apprehend that every nation 
whose representative signed that treaty could not consider as 4 
unfriendly act that which international law has never regar!! 
as an unfriendlyact. It is true that the United States befo 
signatures of its representatives reserved the right of the U i 


States not to interfere in the internal affairs of Europe; but ' 
was only a reservation on our part, and mediation is not Ini! 
ference. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Has the English Government 4s 
for our good offices in this matter? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no: and perhaps she never will. 








1900. 


Mr. RAY of New York. 
such a request? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. It has not; but let me tell 
that whenever either one of those nations— 
Mr. RAY of New York. If there is a treaty which is in force, 
f the Hague treaty applies, will it not be time enough for this Gov- 
rnment to act when the English Government or the Transvaal 
(yovernment, one or both, asks for our good offices? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I want to say to the gentleman that our 
overnment will not recognize diplomatic agents from the South 





Has the Transvaal Government made 


ask for our mediation. 


But there is much less cause for offense when a nation, acting | 


lependently, offers mediation than if we wait until one asks us. 
(hen it will appear as if we were taking sides with the one that 
isAs. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

ir. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What effect do you think this action that 
you propose on the part of our Government would have upon our 
leas of the Monroe doctrine? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will say, in answer to the gentleman from 

wa, thatif intervention were made by our Government, it might 
nterfere with the Monroe doctrine; but where mediation is ex 
tended, it is simply a request that the parties submit their dif- 
ferences to arbitration, not to be followed by force if refused, 


African Republic, and hence there is no means for that Republic | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IHOUSE 


ll the gentleman | 


ut simply relying upon the moral effect which would surely | 


follow, namely, that the sympathy of all the nations, parties to 
the Hague treaty, would be upon the side of the one, offering to 
irbitrate and against the one, refusing so to do. No nation, that 
isa party to that treaty, could equitably refuse to comply with 
such offer of mediation. 

Mr. Chairman, although the Boers have been successful so far 
in this conflict, I feel that the British arms will triumph in the 
end. They can not withstand the unlimited resources and innu- 
merable men, which Great Britain can use in this war. And un- 
ess some of the powers, bound by the provisions of the treaty 
of The Hague, come to the rescue, you will find that in the end 
there will be a total annihilation, of the brave, honest people of that 
little Republic. 

Should not the Administration, at least. use this power to estab- 
ish peace between these nations, and thereby prevent the further 
destructive results of a bloody war? [Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE A. 

AMBASSADORS AND MINISTERS 


Ambassadors extraordinary and plenipotentiary to France, Germany, 
Great Britain, Mexico, and Russia, at $17,500 each, $87,500. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

[ have listened with great interest to the speech of the gentle- 
man from Colorado upon a subject that is not before the House, 
that is not before the country, and, so far as I know, can not be 

efore the country upon this measure. I wish the gentleman had 
tated for the benefit of the country, because certainly his speech 
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wo? 
1; and the statute of limit r 
it R i ed it t 
latir ype stood an that 
Not only so, but recently t ‘ wn y 
Turks, and a terrible outrage, in my judgm iS perpetrat 
The overwhelming power of a semibarbarous nwa ight 
to bear to crush the life out of little Greece Litwas hut vied 
taken possession of by foreigners, and finally su ted t 
graceful and degraded position of a power witl any 
independence or self-control. Then the Arm W 
| dered by the Turks, : 111 the nations of t} 1st i 
looked on; and my fri m Colorado, so far as I rem er, 
was absolutely silent. Now, I have in my Congressional trict 
| some Finlanders; and I want to speak a word forthe F 
ers—and I have Greeks in my district. and I have Armenia 
my district. [Laughter and applause. | 
I have in my Congressional district, Mr. Chairman, some H 
garians, and I want to know by what authority Austria | 
squeezed the life out of the glorious independence that Hungary 
had under Kossuth and the great leaders of that day. [Renewed 





laughter and applause.| I have some Polacks in my district, and 
I call the attention of the gentleman from Colorado to the fa 
that the blood of Pulaski, the brave Pole who fell at Savant L 
the defense of American liberty is never yet been avenged; and 
| Poland has been destroyed, and »men of my district look to1 
to vindicate the integrity of their country. [Renewed laughter 
and applause.] Notthat alone. If 1 had tin but I donot wish 
to trespass upon the time of the House—I could name several 


was not made for the benefit of the House, whether either of the | 


ntending parties in South Africa has asked of this Government 


ny interference: whether the Boer Government has requested | 


ur Government to in any wise interfere by any suggestion to 
Great Britain, or whether Great Britain has made a hke or any 
suggestion to our Government upon the subject? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam putting a question to you, 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I could not hear it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. My question is whether one of the con- 
nding parties has asked of this Government any interference. 
Mr.SHAFROTH. Theyhavenot. Isostatedinmytalk. But 
the third clause of The Hague treaty says that ‘‘ powers strangers 
to the controversy should upon their own initiative offer media- 

n to both parties.” 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But that treaty has not been exchanged 


+ 


Mr. SHAFROTH. It was ratified, I understand, by the Senate 
on vesterday. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the ratification has not yet been ex- 
changed. We do not know what may happen before that is done. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. But the moral effect would be the same. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ButI want to goa great deal farther than 
e gentleman has. I sympathize with every nation struggling 
vt liberty, and I hope that my countrymen here on this floor will 
Jive patient attention for five minutes to a few suggestions I want 
’ make, supplementary to those made by the gentleman from 
jorado. There was a little, peaceable peop'e in Europe known 
‘is the Finlanders. Their nationality has been wiped out and 
cestroyed. A greater outrage, in defiance of human rights, was 
never perpetrated, unless, perhaps, it was the destruction and dis- 


others. 











Mr. HOPKINS. And Germany t Alsace and Lorraine from 
France 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And then came t great nation Ger 
many, that in the great struggle among ns inmany cases isa 
leader; but in the same way it took th tw sutiful pr 1ces 
of France, Alsace and Lorraine, and took those people a ind 
carried them over to a country that they do not belong nd 
here we are standing silently by. God Almighty is lookinga 
[Laughter and applause.| Why donot we goand y Germany 
And Mr. Chairman, there are Germans in my district, there a1 
Frenchmen in my Congressional district. [Great langhter and 
applause.] There ought to be something done abou 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Has there been a single word 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex} 1 
{Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimon ns 


that I may have five minutes more 
more on the time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimon 
consent that he be permitted to have five minutes more time. 
there objection? [Aftera pause.| The Chair hears none 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Willi the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman fr 
gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly not: there is nothing to an r. 
Nobody can answer that any more than I could have answered 
the gentleman's argument. [|Laughter.| It was a terrible humi 


, and I will not trespass 


m Ohio yie 


18 


iation to France when the German army came there and marched 
| its victorious columns through the great Arche de Triomphe at t] 

head of their beautiful street, the Champs Elys¢e, and camped in 

the woods of Boulogne and destroyed that magnificent forest n 


went to the various historical places at ud and Fontait 
bleau and desecrated the temples of French history. It was an 
awful thing, and we stood by and never said a word, and t] 
are Frenchmen in my Congressional district. shter. 
Mr. Chairman, let us rise to the occasion. Let us appoint a 
commission—I would suggest a commission of 25 


Se. © 


(vreat laut 
I 


», not more than 





13 of which shall belong to any one of the parties in this House; 
their salaries ought to be $20,000 each per annum—and let that 
commission go forth to the world and see what has been 


wrong, and wherever a wrong has been committed : 
people let them come back and report to tl H 
any of the members of this House have any of 


tnos | 

their Congressional district, and if they have, let us got 
once and exterminate them. [Great lanchter 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimou nsent 
that I may have two minute 

Mr. HITT. I object. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I only ask for two minutes, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last tw 

| words. Mr. Chairman, I have just taken from the post 

Bridgeport Post, in which I find t} uotati a 





speech of Mr. Bryan in the city of Hartford the day before 
It is as follows: 


QUEER COMPARISON 

The speaker early reached the money question and annour 
tion of speaking straight to the financiers of This s y 
of Hartford.” 

“I am conservative,” he said, ‘and I am mors nservative is 








1626 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 7, 





Christ. who drove t money changers out of the temple because they made } 
¢ a den of thi 

When I want to be severe juote the Nazarene, who spoke as no man | 
ers of Hartf« 










rd: 





rie i touch wpon but one question in Hartford to-day I should choose 
ey g m. Financiers of Hartford, do not imagine that you can 
* 
fr upied the speaker's attention for an hour, | 
1 he dealt exhaustively witht ‘ther issues in his usual manner, | 


Mr. 


4 + +} 


Chairman, I want to say in reply to that single quotation | 
capitalists of Connecticut are the working men and the | 
vorking women of Connecticut, and that the foundation of their 
capital 1s their energy, their thrift, their economy, and their indus- 
try. They wantno Mr. Bryan to prescribe the financial basis upon 
which their wages shall be paid. 1 want to say, furthermore, to 
the people of Connecticut from this standpoint, and to the people 
the country, that they want no such proposition as I hold in 
my hand, presented authoritatively by one of the leading Demo- 
cratic members of this House. | 
[ will read it to you in a moment that the country may see, and | 
the working men and the working women of Connecticut may see | 
what would be in store for them if this man, who is ‘‘ more con- 
ervative than Jesus Christ,” was in power and authorized to 
carry out this proposition. Whatisit? An entire repeal of all | 
national banking laws of the country and substitution of legal- | 
tender Treasury notes. How issued? Under the regulations to | 


of 


be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that is all there is 
of it. Talk about trusts—talk about money trusts! The entire 
money issue of this country to be placed absolutely, without re- 
straint, under the control and direction of one man, to be issued 
and withdrawn at his will! This is the diet that the Democratic 
party proposes to hold out to the people of this country in the 
next Administration, should they be successful. 

Mr. LIAMILTON. Isthereany method of redemption provided? | 


Mr. HILL. No method of redemption, no method of with- 
drawal, no method of issue; simply legal-tender Treasury notes | 
shall be issued at the will and dictation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, issued and withdrawn at his caprice; 
and this bill was introduced by one of the leading Democratic 
members of this House, not only a leading Democrat, but one of 
thi 


oldest. 
\ Memper. Whois it? 
Mr. HILL. Judge McRag, of Arkansas. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. HILL. I have concluded my remarks, and they ought to 
convince anyone. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That proposition is already pending. The 
Chair will recognize the gentleman in opposition to that motion. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
has attempted to turn into ridicule what a vast number of people 
think are violations of liberty and violations of solemn covenants 
on the part of Great Britain. He pretends to think that I have 
spoken on what I conceive to be the duty of our Government in 
the Transvaal conflict because that I may have some persons from 
Holland in my district. Mr. Chairman, I do not know of a single 
person from that country that resides in my district. If they ure 
there Ido not know them. When liberty is being destroyed and 
independence violated anywhere in the world, I can not see why 
it isa crime to mention it in this House. Nor will the gentle- 
man's ridicule prevent all people who love justice and right from 
sympathizing with the brave, God-fearing people of the South 
African Republic. 

The gentleman intimates that I want to declare war against 
Great Britain. Have Isaid anything in the course of my remarks 
that can be construed in that manner? Have I not said that there 
is one duty, and but one, for us in this matter, and that is to offer 
mediation? And have I not shown by the article in The Hague 
treaty that that is not only proper, but is enjoined upon the na- 
tions strangers to the conflict as a duty? 

That treaty is before me. It uses the word ‘‘should” mediate. 
The gentleman says there have been various countries that have 
cominitted outrages, and there have been various wars, and that 
we did not intervene. We are not asking for intervention. We 
are asking for mediation. 

But Ll want to say to the gentleman that there has been hardly 
a War—not many, at least, in the nineteenth century—when some 
nation has not only mediated, but has actually intervened. In 
the Crimean war there was intervention; in the Turko-Russian 
war there was intervention; in the Austro-Prussian war there 
was intervention; in the Franco-Prussian war there was interven- 
tion; and more than that, they were interventions which produced 
good results, without a resort toarms. The Russian army was 
within one day’s march of the capital of the Ottoman Empire 
when it was stopped by an intervening power. Intervention is 


| question? 


cecenceinetecaeaemesiieriiian nai LLL LLL 


far different from mediation. Isit possible that we will not make 
some effort to have the contending nations arbitrate their differ- 


| ences and thereby stop bloodshed and destruction? 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me a 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I cannot yield; I have but a minute or two 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Just one moment. Does the gen- 
tleman know that mediation has not been offered? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not know. If it has been, God bless 
the man who has offered it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Why does the gentleman make | 
statement so strong? Doesthe gentleman knowit has not been? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mediation is not ordinarily offere: 
with a brass band, but through the regular channels of diplomacy. 

The parties might reject it and the Government be placed in 


| most embarrassing light. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. 
offered? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 


Will the gentleman assert that it has been 


I know that the kindly offices 


| this Government are at the disposal of both or either of the par- 
| ties in this conflict. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman answer the questi 
whether he thinks that mediation has been offered? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not represent this Gover 
ment in Great Britain norinthe Transvaal. But I do believe tha 
[have as much right and more authority to assert that our friend 
offices are at the disposal of those contending parties wheney 
they ask it than the gentleman from Colorado has to assert tha‘ 
our position is one of hostility. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not say that. I simply say, here a: 
the provisions of the treaty which says that it is the duty of so 
nation, strangers to the conflict, under these circumstances t: 
offer mediation. If the United States has offered it,God bless t} 
United States. That isall Ihavetosay. If Germany, or Fran 
or any other nation has done it, well and good. Such a measure 
is in the interest of peace, in the interest of humanity, in tke 
terest of stopping bloodshed and the destruction of human |i 
And the step ought to be taken by some power. Whether 
Europe or this country makes no difference. 

I do not make any accusation as to whether the President 
acting properly in this matter. I know that the Chief Executi\ 
of our country has grave responsibilities resting upon him ani 
must be extremely careful in dealing with the questions presente! 
tohim. But it seems to me that at some time, before there is 
total annihilation of the people fighting in that country, so: 
Government—the United States, if no other—should throu 
mediation ask these countries to settle their differences 
arbitration. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the formal amendm: 
will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 
$1 Consuls general at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $5,000 « 

5,000. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wish to ask the chairman of the commit! 
whether these consuls-generalat London, Paris, and Rio de Jan 
have any additional compensation provided by law beyond t! 
appropriated here? 

Mr. HITT. ‘They are restricted by the law to this exact sum ‘is 
compensation from the Treasury. As Government officers t! 
are allowed to perform notarial acts and to render unofficial se: 
ices to citizens of the United States, for which those citizens can 
pay them, and they retain the money thus received; but all 
paid to them for official services as consuls of the United Sta 
they have to turn into the Treasury. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have seen it stated in the newspapers ' 
these consuls-general at London and Paris are in receipt 0! 
annual income vastly greater than that of the President of ' 
United States. I will ask my friend whether there is any wa: 
which the fact as to that matter may be ascertained? 

Mr. HITT. The consul-general at London receives the sa 
indicated in the bill—$5,000; and during the year ending Jum 
1898, he received for services, notarial and otherwise, $7.32 
Besides that, he was entitled under the law to one-half of the ! 
collected at the consular agency at Dover, amounting to $1' 
his proportion being one-half of thatsum. Out of these amou! 
he had to pay a considerable sum for clerical service, because ' 
acts enacted by Congress in past years have not provided suffic 
clerical force to discharge the enormous business at the g! 
consulates. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What are the facts as to the fees at 
consul-general's office in Paris? 

Mr. HITT. In Paris last year the consul received the salary 
the bill, $5,000, and in addition, for notarial and other servi: 
there was paid the sum of $8,376. There are no consular agenc'' 
and that was all that he received. It should be stated, in justi 
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+> these officers, that the business of that office is so vast that the 
es »aid into the Treasury from the Paris consulate last year were 


\'r, DOLLIVER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 
Mr. HITT. That will explain what I said as to the need of so 
ny clerks. The allowance which we make in this bill for clerk 
at the Paris consulate is inadequate, as I suppose it is always 
idequate at these great consulates, and the consul takes from 
wn compensation for other services and pays the clerks when 
essarily employed. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no complaint to make about the ag- 
regate amount of their receipts, and I am obliged to the gentle- 
an for making the statement, which corrects an impression 
hich has been circulated for many years in the country that 
official receipts were so great as at least to warrant an 
on the part of Congress to divert a part of them into the 
asury. 


fr. HITT. 


Fort 
h As to Rio Janeiro, about which the gentleman also 


fees, The amount received by that consul last year was $372 and 
ne-half of $290 from agencies. 


[ ought to add, in explanation of the popular impression, that 


ere has been some basis for that impression in the past. For- 
merly these fees were very much greater than they are now. The 


lirect income of the consul used to be a great sum of money, 


it cut off two-thirds of that income, so that the income of all 
se great consulates is very much reduced. Everybody has 
rd of Hawthorne, and how that great literary man went over 
sconsul and a fortune dropped into his lap at Liverpool by these 
fees. There 
London, Belfast, Sheffield, etc.; but those fees have been cut down, 
is I have just stated. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Isuppose the notarial fees, outside of the offi- 
l consular business, are regulated by local laws. 
Mr. HITT. The notarial fees are regulated by an order of the 
tate Department, which fixes in a schedule the amounts acitizen 
n be required to pay for notarial services, as in taking an ac- 
knowledgment of a deed, or certifying to a will. That is all set 
forth in an order of the State Department, which requires the list 
fees to be kept posted in the consulate. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I make that inquiry for the reason that one 
f my constituents has complained to me that he was compelled 
to pay, I think, four dollars and a half for a notarial service which 


ist 


were regulated. 
Mr. HITT. If that were done to a citizen who would submit it 


tant, it is quite probable that that consul would soon hear of it. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Iamnot prepared to say that the fees charged 


nsul actually rendered. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to call the attention of the 
ntleman from Illinois to the fact, if I am right, that consuls 
ive urged the State Department that they ought to have the 
tht to charge for their notarial and unofficial work the same 
es that are fixed in the country in which the work is done, 
ich, in most cases, would be two or three times greater than 
he table of fees allowed by the State Department. Is not that 


Mr. HITT. Thatis the fact. The list of fees fixed by law in 
: District of Columbia is the one that is generally followed by 
e State Department in fixing the schedule of fees. The fees 
revailing in foreign countries and the fees in legations and con- 
lates of foreign countries in this country exceed those allowed 
der our laws. Our passports, for example, cost a dollar. It is 
the same in other countries, 
Clerk read as follows: 
nsuls-general at Berlin, Montreal, 
at $4,000 each, $20,000. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
us consent to go back to page 10. 
t the Clerk read the paragraph. 
Mr. HITT. The gentleman was not present when it was read? 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I was not present. 
Mr. HITT. Then I have no objection. 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
nanimous consent to return to page 10, for the purpose of offer- 
~anamendment. Is there objection? 
there was no objection. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment I wish to offer is tochange ‘‘two thousand” to ‘‘$5,600,” and 
make it read ‘expenses and salary of a commissioner ” instead 
ply ‘* expenses.” 
‘he CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman either write out his 
endment or state it more specifically? 


The 


Yokohama, Panama, and Mexico 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
While I was out for a mo- 





nquired, I will say there is almost nothing in the way of notarial | 


ida few years ago our committee brought in a measure here | 


1ave been other instances of large fees. as in | 


this country would have cost him, probably, a half a dollar, | 
id I was a little interested to know upon what basis these charges | 


with the proof to the State Department, and the fee were exorbi- | 


re not proper, because I know nothing of the service that the | 





7 ant 


Mr. HITT. I must say, Mr. Chairman, that at is su toa 
point of order, but if the gentleman desires to Make a sta 
I will not press the point, but will withhold for a mol 
that he can make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will gentlem M ts 
either send up his amend1 or stat so that the ¢ < can 





note it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 7 

| after the word ** ex] s,” the words ** and 
page 10, and, instead ‘two thousand d 


thousand six hundred dollars.” 


mse 


I will very briefly state th isons for ¢ 41 
| Mr. HITT. reserve the point of ord 
| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from I 3 resel 


point of order. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusett 
modify the opinion of i 
present, as is well known, a commissioner of the Unite 
the International Prison Commission, who the gentleman 
formerly our colleague here from Massachusetts, Mr. S. J. Bar- 
rows. I letter from the Secretary of State recom 


have here a - 
mending this very amendment which I now suggest, which I will 
read: 


s. I trust my st 


l ts, ru ate 
the gentleman from Illin 


ment will 
There is at 
d States on 


1S. 


is 
ri} 
u 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
If” +e} ‘ le “> TSo9o 
| y 3, 1 











r the information and con- 
s f the United States on 
j : ai tof his work 
} : 
} x W 
| % y* 
Depart 
ate and 
rmatior 
har } ? , 
ind s p 
Ww i ti ex i i 
i 
t n simplv if 
4 rnecessary 
a t Veparth 





} Ly ful 
n ’ reased »pr 
t » ore ten I rf i 
| sion and the expenses and compensa f th : i 
| under the direction of the Secretar f State, $5. 
| The previous report of the commiss will be din Senate D nent 
No. 181, Fifty-fourth Congress, first sessior 
| I have the honor to be, sir ob 
HIN HAY 
Hon. GARRET A. HOBART, 
Vice-President of the United States, United States Senat 


As this letter indicates, Mr. Barrows has for several years per 
formed the duties of his important office with great ability and 
| fidelity, and without any compensation. »,000 allowed for 
expenses was used last year as follows 


The $2, 





Subscription of the United States to the International Co ssion $350. 00 
Subscription of the United States to the Offi Bu i 00 
Trans s, clerical labor, and 1 arch eee 
rypew g, postage, session laws wean 426.59 
Expenses of commission abroad 438. 82 
Total .. sa labios . ‘é _ 2. 000.00 
The very modestsum appropriated by the commissioner to his per- 


| sonal expenses bears witness to his economy and conscientiousness, 


and the work he has accomplished proves his industry. It is of 
great importance to the country that this growing work should 
not be abandoned or diminished and to insure that it should be 


fairly compensated. 

There are fourteen nations which unite in supporting this com- 
mission, and every commissioner except ours hasasalary from his 
own government. As each of our States has its separate penal 

| system. it is of great importance that the nation should have at 
least one central bureau of penal information and suggestion, 
where the differing systems of the States can be compared and the 
varying results noted and foreign developments collected. Sta- 


tistics. methods, and experiments shonld all be gathered I 

and there is constant correspondence and interchange of views 
and results with foreign nations. There should also be prep 1 
a digest of the new criminal laws passed by Congress and all the 


States. 


The Sixth Quintennial Prison Congress meets next July at Brus 
sels, which it will be the duty of t American comm ! oO 
attend, and he must report the proceedings for distributi in t 
United States in a document whose preparation involves much 
labor. 

In recognition of the very valuable service which our commi 
sioner has rendered in the past. and as a moderate compensation 
for the important work which he might accomplish this year by 
devoting his whole time to the subject, I hope the amendm 

| will be adopted. 
| Mr. HITT. Mr, Chairman, in the discharge of my duty 
committee, having been put in charge of the bill, I am compelled 


| to make the point of order. 
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T) iA IR MAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, The | Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order, 01 
( will read reserve it, on this amendment. I will say, in answer to the gen- 
The Clerk read follows tleman’s inquiry, that Monterey is a provincial office in Mexico, 
i: ante. ‘Constantinonia: Deseien: Goearacun: The City of Mexic 0 is the capital. and the business of Monterey is 
} va, | "Petersburg. $ ngapore, Cape Town (Africa not as great as the business of the City of Mexico, nor ns arly a 
t. Gall, a MW each, $54,006 great. True, it has recently risen very rapidly. It was nothin 
>AY of New Yor! Loffer the amendment which I send | but an agency a few years ago, then a consulate, and then raiss 
to the Clerk’a desk. to consul-general upon the opening of the — Now, I would 
rhe amendment was read, as follows call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the compensa 
' ee — tion of this consul-general is not only $2,500, but that he gets ha 
sds es ak ene in = , ar ane of the fees of these consular agencies. 
f the consulat ne aerencing tn Paricay, Gee Meliss. aed te Mr. DOLLIVER. My information is that there is practically 
i 4, the sum of $1,000, « much thereof as may be necessary.” no income outside of the salary of the consul-general. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I will have to reserve the point of — HITT. It is over $200 in the returns, and they are incom- 
ordet! hit do. h to pre 1 rentle i “ro aking Neve, 
his stateme at a ee ee Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, I will ask the gentleman if the State 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the | Department has made any suggestion to the committee in respect 
point of ord . . to the salaries of these two great consular offices of Mexico? T} 
Mr. | R AY * New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I | ConSul-general at Monterey has the territory practically of t! 
had no opportunity before this bill was reported to present this | Whole north half of Mexico, with duties scattered and expens: 
matter to the committee; and I trust that if a point of order | STeater than are now incurred by the consul-general’s office at th: 
would lie that it will be waived. The consul-general at Constan- | City of Mexico, with an income hardly one-half of that provid 
tinople is one of the most efficient men in the service and has done | for the salary of the consul-general at Mexico, and that practical, 
a great deal to promote tl ’ interest of the service at that place | there is no addition arising from the fees of those supposed c 
and throughout Turkey. Within the last year he was directed by | ular agencies which had no business. 


the State Dep: sions nt to make an examination of those consulates, 
and later on that order was revoked, for the reason that there was 
no money available for the purpose. It standsin that way now. 
Now, this appropriation of $1,000 for this purpose, or s0 much 
the reof as may be necessary, would not necessarily incur any ex- 


| ‘to the Government or take any money from the Treasury. 
It \ pauae 3 imply furnish the money to make it available in case 
the ‘Stato Department here see fit to order that work to be done; 


and at the same time, if the work is necessary and if they see fit 


to order it to be done, a want of funds ought not to stand in the 
way of that service being performed for the Government of the 
United States. If it in any way directed this to be done, I would 
not ask it, but it is entirely discretionary with the State Depart- 
ment and simply makes that amount of money available in case 
the work is required. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order, I will 
make one remark in response to the very reasonable request made 
by my friend. I think that expenditure is a just and proper one, 
and it was because the committee desired to provide for it that 
they inserted on page 6, line 14, the words newly found in that 

aragraph, ‘* for inspection of diplomatic and consular offices.” 
Below that is an appropriation which by this bill is $150,000 
and which under the present law is $128,000. Now, a provi- 
sion of $5,000 had been made from year to year, until last year, 
to provide for the inspection of consulates and embassies. Last 
year it was omitted; and that was the reason of the fact stated by 
the gentleman, that there was no money in the State Department 
to provide for the expenses of this consul in making the inspec- 


tion, an inspection so necessary. That is the reason we have made 
this provision. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 


man will permit me a question, I am to understand that the 
money appropriated or to be appropriated by this bill, on page 26, 
under the head of ‘* Contingent expenses of United States consu- 
lates ’"—— 
BiTT. 


Mr. No. Page 6,line 14, ‘‘ For inspection of diplomatic 
and consular offices.” 
Mr. RAY of New York. That provision will furnish the money 


that might be applied to this particular work, if it is directed by 
the State Department? 
Mr. HITT. Itwas for that very purpose that it was inserted. 
Mr. RAY of New York. It does not pay some old bills that 


have been carried forward? 

Mr. HILL. It must be a bill incurred after the 30th of June, 
10800, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, I think that 


with that explanation, and with that provision in the bill, I will 
withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York will be withdrawn, [After a pause. ] 
‘The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consul-general at Monterey, 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the word 
‘*two,” in the first line, and insert ‘‘four.” And in connection | 
with that amendment I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee upon what theory the salary of the consul-general at Mex- 
ico is made $4,000, while the sal: iry of the consul-general at Mon- 
terey, whose territory is larger and whose duties I believe are 
more arduous, is given a salary of only $2,500? 


at $2,500. 


Mr. HITT. The recommendations of the Department, whi 
I have here, are not in alphabetical order, and I can not answ 
the gentleman offhand from memory as to whether Monterey ha 
been recommended for increase or not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the gentleman that the Stat 
Department has informed me of their intention to recommend an 
increase in the salary at Monterey, and, anticipating the point o! 
order being sustained, I will take this occasion to urge upon t! 
chairman of the committee to consider the recommendation of t! 
State Department, and, if possible, in the progress of this measur 
do justice to the consul-general at Monterey. 

Mr. HITT. I would be glad to give that consul and ma: 
others more ample compensation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois infor 
the Chair whether or not the statute fixes the salary of the consul- 
general at Monterey at $2,500? 

Mr. HITT. That is the law at present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that there is 1 
law upon that subject except the custom and habit of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HITT. I hold the law here in my hand, Mr. Chairman. It 
was approved February 9, 1899, and it has been decided by t 
Chair many times that having been once established by the House, 
creating a salary, is a sufficient justification for renewing it by 
the committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does my friend from Illinois mean to 
that the salary was fixed by any general law of Congress? 

Mr. HITT. It is fixed by law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By an item in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HITT. By the appropriation bill, and that is the usage 
which salaries are fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Illi 
nois is in error in his statement that it has been held that wher 
prior statute has fixed the salary and an appropriation bill char 
that law the item in the appropriation bill governs; but w! 
there has been no statute fixing a salary it has been held that the 
appropriation bill is the law which establishes that salary. 

Mr. HITT. I may say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no ger 
law establishing the salary for this post. The post was created 
about three years ago as a salaried office. The salary was raise; 
the title was changed. It was a consular agency, then a consu 
late, and then was made a consulate-general, : 

Mr. DOLLIVER. All laskis that it be given the dignity and 
emoluments that go with increased duties. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the statement of the gentleman | 
Illinois the amendment is not in order, and the Chair will sustain 
the point of order. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fo!! 


Consul-general at Stockholm, $1,500; 
Total, $110,500, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, in line 6, after the word “ 
ge neral,” I move to insert ‘‘and secretary of legation.” 
done with the assent and direction of the Committee on F: 
| Affairs. The minister at Stockholm and the consul-gener: at 
confirmed by the Secretary of State, in a communication se 
| the committee, have requested that this addition to the fun 
| of this officer be made by law, so that there may be some 0! 
| Stockholm to take the place of the minister of the United S‘a‘'s 
when absent. 


Th 


There is no increase in the pay at all. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


6, page 12, after the word “consul-genera insert t Ww 


tary of 1 tl 








The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
_ which the Clerk will read. 
Phe Clerk read as follows: 
we 12, after line 7, insert the following: **Consu il at ¢ 
pag > line 8, strike out tl x da ind lie I f 
rd *twelve;” also, in line &§ str it t y tiv ind! 


he amendment was agreed to. 


t 62.500 per annum. 
rentine Republic: Consul at Buenos Ayre 





ia: Consul at Reichenberg 
sium: Consul at Brussels 
azil: Consuls at Santos and Pernambuco 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
endment, which J] send to the Clerk's desk. 


fhe Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, in line 10, page 14, af 
Mr. HITT. 


er the word ‘* Santos,” the word * Bahia.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

he CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved. 

r. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, this amendment seeks to 
the consul at Bahia in the schedule at $2,500 instead oi 

I call the attention of the chairman to the fact that this 

rease of salary has been recommended several times by the 
ate Department. This consulate, as relates to other consulates, 
is out of proportion in the allowance of salary. We have already 
n the preceding portion of this bill arranged for salaries to con- 
sulates in that country whose receipts are far less than at Bahia. 

At the consulate at Buenos Ayres, where the salary is $2,500, 
the receipts are but $1,400. At Pernambuco, in the saine line, the 
receipts are less than $1,000, while the salary allowed is $2,500. 
At Valparaiso, which has just been passed, the official receipts 

nounted last year to the inconsiderable sum of $112, while the 
amount allowed for salary is $3,000. At Callao the receipts last 
year were $948, while the salary of the consul is $3,500. At Mon- 
tevideo, where the salary is $3,000, the receipts last year in fees 
were less than $1,000. 

The living expenses at this Brazilian port, Bahia, are greater 
than at any of the consulates I have named. The consul is com- 
pelled out of his own purse to make provision for clerk hire in 
excess of the allowancs of the Government, for the reason that 
the Government requires an English-speaking clerk; and the mer- 
cantile houses of that town offer better inducements for English- 
speaking clerks than the American Government offers in the shape 
of the salary of a consulate clerk. 

Taking into consideration the greater expense of living and the 
fact that the money in which the consul is paid is not on a par 
with the money of the country in which the duties are performed, 
the inconsiderable increase of salary which my amendment pro- 
poses is by no means disproportionate. 

| appreciate, Mr. Chairman, that the chairman of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee has the privilege of consigning this amend- 
ment to the grave by his point of order; but I inquire whether it 

s not true that this is the only way in which these salaries can be 
increased and whether it is not often done? I appeal to the gen- 
tleman to withhold his point of order in view of the enlarged 
duties imposed upon the consul at this post and the increased ex- 
pense of living, and in view also of the fact that this increase of 


M 


<2 OU, 


salary has been recommended repeatedly by the State Department. quiesce in the decision. 1 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the remarks just made by the gen- | before us is not shall 
man from Indiana contain much that I recognize as true in | 


4) 


rer 
I 


ard to the inadequacy of the com 
officers, especially those in these unboal 
sideration. 
ncumbent upon our committee is laid down in mandatory form 
the rules; and if the chairman of the committee should come 


vensation of our consular 
thy places now under con- 


} Congress no one 
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venant 1 General Bat VW 
polygamous Mohamm Ss I S thorizing 
nuance of human slavery in tl ith par 1e Philipp 
In 1861 to 1865, with their principal backing in New | 1 
they were marching and singing as their battle hy1 
Int beauty of t} I Christ was 
As He died to Mak t 
Now their propaganda is that civilization and ¢ visto 
be carried at the point the bay t,a thatint ! 
bl ins and not int Wiite ss t Lily ¢ i 
across the st What would ¢! 
change? ‘*How have the mighty falle irea 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I forn i 
to strike out the last word, and | would t V 
| cupying ten minutes. 
Mr. HITT. Imustobjectto that. If g ma 
five minutes he will be able upon another moti 
ond five minutes, and I will be wiliing to make sue] 
But I have been obliged to refuse these requests f 
| time upon the other side, and I must be consistent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will 


( 
roceed for five minutes. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in the last 


was more decided than myself in the convi 





that the permanent acquisition of distant tropical territory 
a large population was most undesirable. I willread one sentence 
from a speech I made then in this House 
To our isolation and ess Wwe owe I f our s 
strengt! yextend J S S t le g nent t x 
vulner: vi we 1 hay idevel i resources e suff 
ur e! vy for ar t en 5 I x1 4 t I 
+ wer z tl aracter i t i 
peria X pansion t reak I to ex} ’ 
t reign ¢ ny ate 1 war. al ‘ I pire a 1K OF 
heavy taxe orrupt administratiot a g y 
Those opinions I still hold. 
I opposed expansion mainly on selfish grounds, because I 


thought it was antagonistic to the best development and security 
of our own country. Yet I thought, too, that in this case selfish- 
ness was the most entightened and eifective philanthropy, and 
that America could better promote the cause of civilization by 
purifying her own administration, assuring her own deve! 


+ 





pineL 
e . : 
and exhibiting to the world an ideal example of republican self- 
government, than by lifting up occasional degraded people at the 


risk of her own security and progress. 

Nor will I deny that I was somewhat influenced by the argn- 
ment that in abstaining from all permanent territorial aggran- 
dizement we were not only promoting our own welfare, but 
were also proving to the world the sincerity of the professions 
with which we began the war and exhibiting a self-restraint and 


| magnanimity and philanthropy quite new and unprecedented in 


international affairs. 
But the decision was against me. The President and Senate, in 
whom the Constitution vested the power, have legally acted, and 


| Puerto Rico and the Philippines are ours, and how they could 


I am aware of the facts in these cases; but the duty | 


here and, following his own judgment, should pick out posts | 


here and there and ask the House to make increases of salary, it 
would not be fair treatment. If the gentleman from Indiana has 


d this case correctly, the amendment he suggests can be | 


pted in the Senate committee; and, representing the House, 
. !pon these statements which will appear upon the record, I will 
try not to be unjust in conference. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not true that the State 
s recommended this increase of salary? 
‘ir. HITT, The State Department recommended a salary of 
U0 for this consul. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
Mr. TERRY. 
majority of the Republican party! What a change has come 
r the spirit of their dreams! In 1861 they were engaged ina 
reat propaganda and crusade against human slavery. Now 


Jepartment 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
t 


legally be again separated from us is already a matter of dispute 
among constitutional lawyers. 

No party is alone responsible. Neither in Congress nor in the 
country was opinion at first divided on party lines. The Repub- 
licans did not even have a majority in the Senate, and if half the 
opposition there had voted against the treaty, it could have been 
rejected or modified. 

The question, however, is now settled, and while the events of the 
past year have not weakened my first impressions, yet I now ac- 
recognize that the only question n 
we have them, but how shall we 


Ww 


rovern 


them? 
Nearly twenty years ago Mr. Gladstone said in the House of 
Commons: 






To disapprove the annexation of a cout hing: t it 
annexation 1s another rwedo st I ) 
legitimate consequence s B ex e 
contracted new obli Lust Ka 4 ns 
I i t n 41 
t at [ 
} \ Ww t 4 
tlit 
And so we have legally assumed new obligations which + at 
meet, which it is now too late to escape: and wher t 
task is before us I think it is wiser to spend our time an 
} in grappling with its difficulties than in 1 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent ian has e ed. 


Mr. Chairman, what a change has come over | 


Mr. HITT. I move to strike out the last tw: 


to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
information I can find I do noi 
it, 
during our lifetime. 
Will the gentleman permit a question 


Mr. Chairman, fre 
believe the Fil ni 


of self-governme ‘ely to be capable of self 


or are lil 


Mr. LENTZ. 
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GILLETT of 
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ask whether it would not be appropri- 


to get some of that information, to ask the 
i end a commission to Washington of such men as 
t t ect to present their case here untramme}led and | 


‘husetts. I think we had better wait 


(;ILLETT of Massac 


re not at war with them before we make such a request. 
LENTZ. You say they are ours. We want information. | 
\\ that bea good way to getit? Wouldit nct bea fair way 
{ ‘0 
GILLETT of M husetts. I see no objection to that, 
ho I think the first thing is to subdue this insurrection. 
Mi. LENTZ. I notice that Admiral Dewey was willing to have 
t) help and their suggs ms, 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I believe that they are much 
minots, that they are not capable of making a contract, that 
{ t he the wards of some nation for a long time; and the 
it { were ceded to us without consulting the wishes of 
itants does not to me at all impeach the validity of the 
They must long be treated as minors, incapable of mak- 
ntracts—wards of some other nation; and if we could 
necvotinte an exchange with England of these ten millions for the 
. ns of Canada, I should consider the transaction at once 
legal and most desirable, and would gladly throw in Puerto Rico 
we are at present in a state of war with one tribe of these | 
people—a war wh existence and active prosecution were pro 
vided for by the Army bill last year—and it seems to me that 
persons forget the limitations which war legitimately im- 
| upon both expression and conduct. That the war is most 
deplorable we all admit—deplorable not only for the lives and suf- 
f and money it is costing, but for the lasting hatred it must 
te. It certainly did seem at first that wemight reasonably 
nd expect that diplomacy would avert conflict and make us 
W mo as friends and protectors. But I do not sympathize 
with the spirit that casts on our officers all the blame and exoner- 
ites the natives. On the contrary, while I presume there may 
have been fault on both sides, yet after the breach has occurred, 


in the uncertainty and doubt and vagueness of the evidence, I do 
not hesitate to take the side of my own country and believe our 
own witnesses, andclaim that the unreasonableness and aggressive- 
ness of our opponents forced the conflict. And while the war con- 
tinues—a war which the fundamental law of nations compels 
every citizen to support with his life, if necessary—I would not 
Wittingly do or say anything which might weaken our force or 
give aid or comfort to ourenemy. It seems to me bitterness of 
feeling has in some places led to much indiscretion of statement. 
The war to us seems sometimes so trifling, so far away, that we 
discuss it academically, as if it were in another planet. But to 
the men there fighting it for us, at our command, in our stead, it 
must seem very real and serious, and they must wonder that any- 
one whom they are representing at the risk of their health and 
comfort and life can wish for their failure or contribute to their 
difficulties and dangers. 

Until this war is ended I for one would not like to do or say 
any ng which by encouraging our foes might prolong the con- 
flict a day or cause the death of one more soldier. And I incline 
to believe that the great majority of my constituents, whatever 
nay have been their first predilections, recognize that now the 
ask of governing these distant and half-civilized people is for the 
resent inevitable, and approach it not as desirable, as easy, or as 
achosen path to greatness; not with a jaunty self-confidence 
or an eager and greedy ambition, but soberly, determinedly—as 
a burden which can not be shifted, and to which they hope they 
may find an adaptability which has thus far never failed them. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

lr. HITT. Is the gentleman for or against the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN, He bas been recognized against the amend- 


ment 


1 
1 
} 


cluding remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. G1L- | 


LETT]. This country is at war. It is a serious war, and as long 
as that condition exists every American in this Chamber and out- 
le of it should stand by the Government. An American army | 
sin the'Philippines, and all of us favor strengthening and sup- 
porting it as long as hostilities continue, always with the under- 
standing that the Republican party and the President are respon- 
sible forits conduct. I believe it is the sense of this body, without 


regard to politics, and of the electorate all over this country, with- 
out regard to opinions, that all requisitions for the men and money 
necessary to the vigorous prosecution of the war should be forth- 
coming. Up to this hourthe President has found Congress ready 
to act upon his mere suggestion in reference to these matters. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I believe this war in the Philippines could 
have been and should have been avoided. As to who was respon- 


: santeaitemininiiiclah 


Certainly; though I have | 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I fully sympathize with the con- | 
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sible for the beginning of t 
ae 


eabita 


his conflict it may be that, as has bey 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], we az 
in the dark. But as tothe year of bloody strife that has followed 
it seems to me it is not difficult to fix the responsibility. Con 
sive and admitted facts stand out prominent in the discussio 
Vhen the first collision between the American troops and t¢] 
‘ilipinos occurred at Manila the commander of the Filipinos s 
representatives through our lines deploring the conflict and lb 
ging piteously for a cessation of hostilities. The Filipino 


1ander disclaimed acts committed by privates, and offered to 
ire with the Filipino forces to a sufficient distance from Mar 
to guarantee the restoration of peaceful conditions pending a < 
| tlement of the matter by peacetul methods. Acceptance of t] 
| proposal would have restored peace. It was rejected, and the w 

was the result. The answer of the American general was that 1 
| conflict having begun,it must goon to the bitter end. This is 1 
history of the outbreak as preserved in the archives of our G 
ernment. 

I submit that with these admitted facts staring them in the f 

the American Government must admit that we, not the Filipi: 
declared war. It was the general commanding our armies 
Manila, who, acting, doubtless, under instructions from Washi: 
ton, declined peace when peace was offered and declared tha 
mere brawl between the outposts of two armies which had 
emerged from a successful campaign against a common en: 
was to be made a pretext for a war which must go on to the bi 
| end. 
Mr. Chairman, these cruel words, these fatal words, sh: 
| never have been spoken. If we can in any way recall the 
we can end this bloody business by treating with these nat 
and arrive at a peaceful solution of the Philippine controy: 
we ought to doit. If through its authorized agents this Gov 
ment needlessly brought on the war, the great Republic sh 
tind a way to end it without going on to the bitter end—the 
termination of the civilized population of the islands. 

Mr. Chairman, we can afford to be generous with these peo; 
We should take into consideration the fact that if they er: 
judgment it is because their judgment has been perverted by t 
centuries of wrong, oppression, and despotism. If they are 
picious and not willing to trust us, albeit that suspicion ma 
unjustifiable, still, let us reflect that it grows out of the fact 
their former masters made many promises which were not | 
Three centuries of injustice, robbery, and cruelty had rend 
them desperate. The overthrow of the Spaniards made then 
lieve their dream of liberty and independence was abont to be: 
areality. The edict of our general portending, as it did, the 
vent of a new master, filled them with despair. These are 
facts, gentlemen, and we may as well face them. The ma 
most important is not who began the war, but who insists 1 
continuing it? No matter who began the war, we can and « 
to end it. 

Mr. Chairman, Republican leaders and organs say that w 
legislators, have just ene duty to perform. We must stan 
the President. They insist that to dare to question his judg 
is akin to treason. The President of the United States was 
merly an honored and distinguished member of this body. 
any member of Congress then forego his personal judgment 
cause, forsooth, William McKinley sat here asa Congressman 
has been called to a higher civil position now. Does that a 
his capacities or give greater value to his opinions? He ca: 
with him to the office of Chief Executive every imperfect! 
judgment that characterized him here. He is entitled to t) 
spect due to his high office. But when he was a Congres 
he was surrounded by his equals, and not unfrequently met 
who were his masters in intellectual and moral endow: 
What was true of him ther is no less true now. Becaus' 
member of this body has been called to a higher sphere, i! 
not follow that all the others should renounce the right to 
for themselves. It is the duty of every member upon this f! 
study every grave question presented in this body and, | ; 
| done so, to pronounce his own individual judgment upon it. 
| ‘This is not a one-man government. It is not a governm: 
| 
' 
| 
| 


| V 
| I 
I 
I 
t 


the President. Itisa government of the people, who speak th 
their Representatives on this floor; and when they speak, t! 
of the occupant of the White House is to obey. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. RIDGELY. 
Mr. HITT. 


The time of the gentleman has expir 
I ask the gentleman be allowed ten m1 
I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks ™ 

} mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Miss 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a p2 
| The Chair hears none. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. What is the supreme quest 
| this Filipino controversy? It is whether the United States 
continue in perpetual sovereignty in the Philippine Islands. 

gress must finally determine that question. Why have w 
| entered upon an effort todoso? What standsin the way‘ + 
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’ 
ration says nothing can be done until the end the w I | a m 
essage to Congress at the beginning the present sessio 3 t i \ 
ient said the war had ] uly terminated. The Fili- | magnetic eloq 
ve been scatt i and driver the hillsand mountains. | men on the } t 
l bands of natives are now in the field. If Congress is 
ne the question, wha he meaning of steps 1 tly | t g c] ey 
the Executive i : 
President is about toestablish civil government through Mr. Chairz 
1 of Luzon. Is this not a barefaced usurpation of t! 3 empil ( 
e Congress? If rp? time has arrived for definitiv nd April 7, 1 
he neue ‘rs and no > President should act. American country th i i 
st that Congress owes it = the country and owes it to the | and citizen, that 
to declare what shall be the policy of this Government | our form é 
If we int nd finally to concede to the Filipinos the same | and gave 
hat are to be c needed to the Cubans—and I believe we | carry f ) 
then let us say so. the fir d rtu 
; Congress would decl are that sabotaged ace shall have beenre- | induced by the ul 
when a governmentrepublican inform and capable of pro- | statutes as follow 
ite end promesty shall be organized i a itis W ASA 
ntion to withdraw our mil tary forces, ré tainn ng only a 
tion, and allow the people to govern themselves, I be 


1at upon public ation of ~ good tidings in the Philippines | giving wheat. flour . 
{bloodshed wouldcease. AmImistaken? Possibly. Ifso, | India: 'T! : 
m would result from via theexperiment. If I am right, 


i blessing could thus be bestowed, not only upon the Filipinos, | jereby. aut! ites smhae ante 
yn ourselves as well. port of New York a : 
what do the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber | 5tates best adapted for 

Why, they tell us to stand by the President. This Con- ny og eine ae os 
ike the last, is to be content with passing appropriation | American st 


Having done this, we will return to our homes. Again we | the same purp: iT t 
ing to ‘‘givethe President afree hand.” At thelastsession | poo S oO : ‘a ; n 
eress this course was justified by Republicans on the theory “Appl ai 
the war would soon end, and this would pave the way for Y 


nt legislation. Now, when, according to the President's 


; Sone . . Congress, With not a sit solital Side 
ge and dispatches that come to us daily from General Otis, | g¢ainst it rhe} ethak 
r has practically terminated, the majority in Congress shows | ¢4 the wretchedness in India by yrtit nd passine. w 
; sposition to act. I I 


Ye crats, this resolut l 
long will you procrastinate? How long is your President ' Mr Hi iL] ae Na OR ii 
allowed to exercise the powers of an absolute monarch? Is Mr. GAINES. Certainl 
1estion involved so momentous that you feelincapable of solv- Mr. HII 
If so, it is too important to be dealt with by a single indi- | ;, Tndia to the gold standard 
Again | decl are that the mere fact that a politician has Mr. GAINES. Ido, and to the imperial 
evated to the Presidency adds nothing to his capabilities. land th t cares not how many slaves she 1 
( reiahomeard not the President, ee determine finally all food and radu mt from them. 
stions of public policy. Upon the Republican majority his > r Rah taeaal So eae 
and the Senate devoives th 1e duty of settlin: g the fut eter a ] Mr. sari ate a a 1 - a nee a - “ ] - . 
ants ? tleman attribute the plague and tamin » the ¢ i standa 
1e Phi per 8. : 


Mr. GAIN TES. I attribute the condition of that country 
England's imperial dominat I 

Mr. HILL. I would sug : ntleman ft) he fam 
and plague both began in India under the silver standard, and 
before the gold standard was adopted 

Mr. GAINES. I donot agree with the gentle: 1 in his } rv 
of India 
I want to read now from good Republican authority print 


15 De when there was non CSSILY ¢ inse l 


| the ver 
Loe cll eis ‘ 


rentlemen, why do you hesitate? If you have a policy—if you 
w what you are going to ae »—why do you not declare it? Itis 
{ as to whether our troops or the Filipinos 





to bandy word 

» the first assault. What difference does it make? The war 
ulted. It has cost many lives and millions of treasure. It 
es no difference » how it began. As towho is responsible for 
auguration may be an interesting historical question, but for 
nt purposes it cuts no figure in thiscase. What thecountry 
nds is that a way be found to end the conflict, and what it 


, : : effect of the gold stan lard. 
ts at the hands of Congress is the fearless discharge of its tiles re the hammer fe 
tut ional duties. [Applause. ] 


ron ss ' : : Mr. SH ATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I ask that t ntlemat 
CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri Tennessee have ten minutes more. 
cpired. I . Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to o 





» at ROTH Mfr o_o . ask unanimous conse — 2 pa ; © 

r. HAFR TH. Mr. Chairma ask unan mous consent fhe CHAIRMAN. The amendments on this paragra 7 
may be allowed t tend my remarks in the REcorpD. hausted. If there is no object the formal amendments w 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- with: wrt : 


consent that he may extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
bj jection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears non: 
.GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
Mr. ¢ hairman, Icould not hear all that the gentleman | 
Connecticut | Mr. HiLL] said this morning, but I gathered 


Mr INES. Does the gentleman fron 
Mr. HITT 

The Clerk having read anoth: 
Mr. GAINES. I move to ar 


Yes: Lob t. 








eaaee ; ; ; I want to read tomy R in bre 
h toimpress me that his remarks were denunciatory of what predicted by a Republican authority, Dr. Lit mat 
n J. Bryan is doing up in his country—that is, discussing a time. unlike nowadays. when it was! ! ssar 
lism, favoring bimetallism, and condemning imperialism. the never-t resent and al ways-in' 
airn nal 1, | want to call the attention of this House just a ard. ~ What does he sav? On pa 
nt te » the condition of one of England's colonies, one of her tarv of the Treasury for 1X7 ‘4 W 
ndard imperial victims, India. I shall read froma splen- | tye Director of the Mint 
thority, the Philadelphia North American of February 5 a tral cad 
- 5 11s oe ° 7 Th il adopt 
ng Republican sheet. Could anything be more horribl ation 
vu iis? Tread from this paper: hat is 
R > ’ Indeed. i 7 ; : 
REDWING, MINN., February ] yt erties * 
ived in this city from Mrs. C.C. Lenth, a missionary | Der Sy 
tof tl famine and appe: ling for I S| Sta ther I 
cis dreadful. Food and clothing are needed. The | appreciate it 
r 1d we are giving food and work to as many as w aed - ; 12 3 
cup of flour. Men work fors and women for 2 cents ihe goid v é ys now goiad a¢ i 
‘ ften with infants strapped on their backs ee e of arti les measured by 1 a Lj 
t, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of that empire-ridden pre ited in price;” that silver has fa 
n 


a4 


cho SO We i represents the great Eastern sentiment derides | here is a frank statement of th: > ef ct 


lial dependency, India; and yet tl he distinguished ge ntle- | the; oak olan lar and imperialism are ibined. Mr. ¢ 
( f of th 
iam J. Bryan, in that he opposes imperialism and the gold | foisted upon us in 1873 by fraud, when the Am 


\ 
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not expect it or demand it, passed through Congress by fraud. 
Wi) n Mr. Blaine, who then sat in the chair as Speaker of 
th y. stated that he did not know when he signed the bill 
t it stopped the coinage of the silver dollar, and he afterwards 
tueed bills here to remonetize that dollar. 
ther part of the same report, on page 477, I find this lan- 
fr he d 1 rold and 1 from silver 
it is Can ( wit it s barrassme! 
V i herwi 
! es adopting gold as the e measure of value hav isa neces 
‘ » x la il I lve! r svsten 
he use I 1 ases that of silver for the sar 
pury or, in wore ee value of the one and depreciates 
t! th 


Bankruptcy and starvation, it was prophesied before 1873, would 
lemonetization of either gold or silver. 
in 1878, in effect describes India’s condition of to- 


ollow the 
Mr. C 


day. Ile 


irlisle, 
said: 
rding to my views of the subject, the conspiracy 
hia wen formed here and in Europe to destroy, t 

. three-sevenths to one-half of the metall 
rigantic crime of this or any other age. 


ately entail more mi 


which seems to 
»y legislation and other- 
ic money of the world is 
The consummation of such 
y upon the human race than all 


y 
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t ‘ pestilen ind famines that ever occurred in the history of the 
' 

I} the gentleman from Connecticut now has ancient his- 
to 1873 to IS78—and modern history of the present day, clearly 
showing that where there are slaves there is imperialism and 
the gold standard; where there are colonies or imperialism, bi- 
metallism is absent and Americanism is unknown; there we find 


penury, there we find poverty, there we find hunger; and the good 
women of that unfortunate country, that colony of England 
India—are perambulating the highways and the byways begging 

r the small wage of 2 cents a day that their little children, 
trapped upon their backs like the savages of the Indian Terri- 
tory, may not starve. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the formal 
endment will be considered as withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

msul at Viadivostock. 

Mr. 


PRINCE. I move to amend by adding after the word 
‘* Vladivostock,” in line 8, page 15, the words, ‘‘ Switzerland: Con- 
sul at Zurich.” 

Mr. Chairman, the salary of the consul at Zurich, as fixed by 
this bill, is $2,000. 
this consulate from Class V to Class IV and fix the salary at $2,500. 
Zurich is one of the largest cities—in fact the largest city—in 
Switzerland. The duties of the consul there are onerous. There 
are many persons traveling there, especially from our own coun- 
try, who call upon the consul and require of him the performance 
of many duties in their behalf. The trade with our country from 
that place in the silk industry is of importance. In view of all 
these circumstances it does seem to methat the salary of this con- 
sul should be increased from $2,000 to $2,500. I trust that the 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to raise the point 
of order against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is late in rais- 
ing his point of order. The amendment has been debated. 

Mr. HITT. I tried to get the attention of the Chair at the mo- 
ment when the gentleman from Illinois rose; but, as to the merits 
of this proposition, I will say that I think the amendment offered 

I have, however, no 


“1)) 
ali 


Russia: C 


by the gentleman has a great deal of merit. 
authority from the committee to accept such anamendment; and 
I must ask that the point of order be ruled upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair can not recognize the gentleman 
to make the point of order after the question has been debated. 

Mr. STEELE. Not upon the statement of the gentleman that 
he sought to obtain the attention of the Chair, but could not? 

Mr. HITT. I did my duty, and I will leave the matter to the 


Chair. The Chair acted in good faith, and 1 tried to act in good 
faith. The matter itself is one in which we can not go wrong, 


even if we should follow the lead of my colleague [Mr. PRINCE}. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take what may 
appear to be any undue advantage of my colleague. I will say 
frankly to the House that I talked with him about this proposi- 
tion and he told me that he would have to raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not see the gentleman from 
Illinois rise to make the point of order— 

Mr. PRINCE. Ido not wish to take advantage of the chair- 
man of the committee, even to secure an advantage in favor of 
my proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Mlinois states to the 
Chair that hesought the tloor in order to make the point of order 

Mr. HITT. The Chair was at the moment conversing with a 
member, and did not seem to observe me, 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon that statement the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman as having raised the point of order, 


rN) 
Lili 





} 
| 
j 


The purpose of my amendment is to change | 
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Mr. HITT. And now I ask a ruling upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must sustain the pcint of ord 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Germany: Consuls at Breslau, Freiburg, Hanover, Mannheim, and Z 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
turn to page 16 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Do.L.i\ 
asks unanimous consent to return to page 16 for the purpos 
offering an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. After the word “ Palermo,” in line 14,11 
to insert the word *‘ Genoa.” 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the merit o 
motion made by the gentleman, I know very well the conii: 
of affairs at that consulate, but I must raise the point of ord 
While I admit that a good deal is to be said on behalf of th: 
tion, [ shall have to ask for the ruling of the Chair on the | 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no such office created now 
statute? 

Mr. HITT. The office exists, but the amendment puts 
another class, and would be new legislation and a change 
salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the statement of the gentleman f: 
Illinois the Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk will 
tinue reading the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sweden and Norway: Consul at Christiania. 

Mr. HITT. Mr, Chairman, on page 20 lines .13 and 14 


r 


In 


| stricken out by a previous amendment, to insert Christiania i: 


consulates-general, on page 12. That motion included the strik 
ing out of these two lines on page 20. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will make the correction, 

Mr. HITT. Those two lines should be omitted. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, if in order, I should like ¢ 
move that the salary of the consul at Batavia be increase: to 
$2,500 per year. 

Mr. HITT. 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cairo, Cologne, Constantinople, Huddersfield, Aarau, Mayence, M 
Nottingham, Odessa, Para, Pernambuco, Tampico, Vera Cruz,and Zur 
$600 each, $8,400. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend |; 

serting the word *‘ Bahia” after the word ‘‘ Para,” in line \) 
age 22. That will increase the salary of the clerk there f: 
$500 to $690. 

Mr. HITT. I raise the point of order. 
of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois state what 
is the existing legislation? 

Mr. HITT. The statute reads exactly in the language of 
bill, and the insertion of Bahia at this point would be an add 
to the law. It is provided for in an entirely different manne: 
existing statute. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will sustain the point o! 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Berne, Demerara, Florence, Genoa, Malaga, Mannheim, Naples, an 
gart, at $480 each; $3,440. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 17, 18, and 19, page 22, and insert the following 
Demerara. Florence, Genoa, Malaga, Mannheini, and Stuttgart, at $'> 
and Naples at $1,000; $4,360. 

Mr. HILL. I offer that subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HITT. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HILL. My offer is made subject to the point of o: 
recognizing theright of the chairman of the committee, of c 
to protect his bill, and my right to offer the amendment. It pro- 
vides substantially that where $480 is now allowed for clerk lure 


I would have to make the point of order a 


That is a plain cha: 


| at Naples, which every gentleman knows is entirely inads 


for the clerk hire at such a consulate as that, I ask to ra’: ) 

| $1,000. Ileave it to the judgment of the chairman of the 

mittee. / 

Mr. HITT. I believe that consulate is inadequately prov).c! 

with clerk hire, but I do not believe this is the way in which we can 
change it, after the bill is reported. I must raise the poi! 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


order. 
Mr. HILL. I recognize the right of the gentleman to do t 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, there should be a change 10 


the 
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sin the note at the end of the bill, toc 1 to certain Mr. R ARDSON. Iw 
nents which have been made. this 1, OF ne i n re, : 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will mal } Si com ’ ; 
>the gentleman from Illir ; Mr. JO} 
rhen. on motion of Mr. HITT, the committee rose: and t} M LICHARDSON | ( 
wing resumed the chair, Mr. St tAN, Chairman of th Mr. JOY. It ; ; 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported M ICHARDSON v 
mmittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. ARTLETT. Iw 
<ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular sery- | reported the re tition from the ¢ 
al year ending June 30, 1901, and had directed him | time a nstead L 
t the same back with sundry amendments and with t a Ww tin t ( l 
ndation that as amended the bill do pas fairs. The imit n t . 
{1TT. 1 move the adoption of the amendments reported | clerk last sessi he uirmal ( 
Committee of the Whole. | that the com wanted ¢ 
mendments were agreed to. ment to the committee and ing 
las amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird | the las ssion t 
1 was accordingly read the third time, and passed. to this time, it has not had 
ion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote Mr. RICHARDSON. | ut 
i on the table. gresses, and I supposed 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. | The resolution was agreed t 
BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported CLERKS TO COMMIT } NS NOS 4? ; 
, had examin i and found truly enrolled a bill of the f | Mr. JOY. Also the 
‘ wT} lark: r } f 
6073. An act to amend section 4 of the act of Congress Ahe Clerk read as i a 
1 June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., | I 
lands as a city park, and for other purposes. t Election Comr 2 N } are eacl erized to 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. tf H 
nanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Mr. BARTLETT. Does that pr ; , otk? Read 
M indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. that again. 
STANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. | Mr. DINSMORE, It provides for an annual cler} 
JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present several privileged Mr. BARTLETT. That was not t the « { 
> att 


Ll call t 


tee 
riv- | fact that it was intended that these should be rks, and 
il j 

} 

I 


from the Committee on Accounts. 





SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri submits a} t t was 

report from the Committee on Accounts. ot annual Clerks, 

Clerk read as follows: Mr. JOY. Il wiil ask that that be amended re 
!, That the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs ana | Was intended to be imended so as to read ut th 
y, authorized to appoint an assistant clerk for the Committee on TheSPEAKER. Theresolution will |} d 
A ff so that they will be session instead of ann 


d Irs 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I call att 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Icouldnothear the resolution. I should | provides for annual clerks, at $2,000. 
) have an explanation of it. | Mr. BARTLETT. ‘At the rate of. 
Mr. JOY. lask that the resolution be read again, Mr. RICHARDSON. But a session clerk gets $6 a d 
e resolution was again read. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution as 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Would | amended. 
arry the pay back to the time that the clerk was actually The Clerk read as follows 
nted, or only from the date of the passage of the resolution? } ?, That Election ¢ mittees N > and 
SPEAKER. That is a question that does not come up as a | employ a clerk at a compensation during t 
mentary inquiry. epRceens pra , 
JOY. I would like to state that, under the law, the pay Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend that resolu- 
un from the date certified by the chairman of the committee, | tion by striking out “at the rate of $2,000” and inserting ‘at the 
led the employment was since the appointment of the com- | rate of $6 per day during the session. 
ttee itself, on the 18th of December, Mr. JOY. Llaccept that amendment. 
Mr. HULL. That is all right. Mr. BARTLETT. That was the intention of the committee. 
resolution was agreed to. The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be 





ada ftar ao nanee Tha (hair hoara na onl — he 
SISTANT CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, made, — r a pause.}| The Chair heat eg ion. The 
ae “ ; oe Sains.“ oy } Clerk will now report the resolutions as amended, 
JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- | ~ qi, Clerk read as follows 


wing, which was read by the Clerk: 





a : : i. n ‘ That Election Committees N 13 are each authorized te 
That the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and he | employ a clerk at a compensation iy ‘ , 
wuthorized to appoint an assistant k to his committee during | the House of Representatives, to be paid ou t ; 
s of the Fifty-sixth Congress Hou t therwise provided f 


Tré co] i r< orTree ia e fe ' , + . ; 
the resolution was agreed to. Mr. BARTLETT. It should be during the sessions of the Fifty- 
NAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN | sixth Congress. 
COMMERCE. The SPEAKER. The question n agreeing to th 
Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, also submitted the | as amended. _ 
ing resolution, which was read by the Clerk: Mr. WEAVER. Dol understand the re tion as amended 
That the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | Provides tor pay Guring the sessions Of th H e, or during the 
‘authorized toappoint an additional clerk for said committee | sessions of Congress? 
y shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House The SPEAKER. During the sessions of Congress. at $6 per 
Lhe resolution was agreed to. day. 





| ~ ; ia a : 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. on oe was agre - to. 

{ Ty , £ 1 : . | 1é resolution as amended wi ay a 1 
_ Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- | ee 
i ; resolution, which was read by the Clerk: ASSISTANT BOOKKEEPER TO SER P . 
: That the chairman of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws | " , a San +} , sai 

ereby is, authorized and directed to appoint a clerk for said com Mr. JO’ . Lalso: Se followi 

¥ e paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at the rate of 36 | The Clerk read as follows: 


g the present Congress, until otherwise provided for. 





+he resolution was agreed to, Resolved, That the Ser sania t-Arm he H 4 1 to 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. a oat i ceed ‘ 
Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- | $75 per month 
resolution, which*was read by the Clerk: Mr. JOY. One moment. I did not get permission of the 
That the chairman of the committee on Pacific Railroad: is Speaker to be recogniz for that,and I withdra 





"1ZA d to appoint a clerk to said mu ee for the sessions of the r ‘pr "OD tr 1 —y 17 
: ? a - rth gece? apr oe esr uty. Vitnout objection, 1t Wlil be withdrawn 
ngress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at | Th PEAKE! Withou “s Wi , 


ate of $6 per day. | There was no objection. 
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I I ng. 
u i i 
il? T v 
»\ M pea iad e to W raw that resolution 
| et rie n [did 1 now that wa n th 
i ] A yt! ( I 
KER Withou ion, tl W be withdrawn 
i i ERALD Mas hu I obje to the with 
ay i t 
| ht to offer it, as I had not obtained the 
t it. I rose for another purpose. 
I} ‘report of the comiittee is unan- 
~ Pe ld give an explanation why 
} i ’ the resolution at this time, for the 
1} the Speaker's co1 ent to present it. 
ITZG \1.D of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, would i 
r to ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
ed nov The gentleman from New York who 
ration is not here. The matter has been 
1 | the committee. It provide in extr 
) cratic side of the House; and,inasmuch as 
no obje non the part of the committee, I can not st 
i to havi t matter considered here now. 1 there- 
col or its consideration. 
KI D> the gentleman from Missouri say that 
t ‘e lKé 
: hie ast two resolutions were sent up by mistake. 
Ld is e Speaker's consent to present them at this time, 


i 
to presen 


those resolutions on the qu 
While I approve the resolution and 
[ do not wish to take advantage of the 
* the House cs by as king c nsid tic li 
! request for that purpose. 


ation been recommended by 


n unanimously recommended, 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
mous consent for its consideration. 
M: issachusetts. Then, Mr. Speaker, l ask 
the resolution may be now considered. 
entleman from M: ichusetts asks unan 
resolution may be now considered. |] 
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ought to pass in waitecl fairness to the 
This is in addition to the employees 
the Housein this and in previous Houses? 
jual to this was allotted in the last Con- 
olution and ought to pass. 
there objection? [After a pause.] The 
rer at P 
'ZGERALD of Massachusetts, a motion 
te was laid on the tab! 
ir. Speaker, in n to th eman 
he ought to that the resolution whicl 
I 1a ) i c- 
t Arms | ta l » ¢ disposed ¢ 
both considered together and both dir l 
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» submit tl 1 n Speaker 
I will su itatala day. 
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t r files he do 3 
lut ae of n ( “ se ane ¢ k 
I m ra hority ofa it 
fourth ¢ believed t A 
in i ¥ ¢ $n 

an additional clerk, and we tl ry 

versely, and rec end th: l i 

The recommendation of the c om! Litte © Was agreed ti 

On motion of Mr. DINSMORE. a motion to reconsider { 


dation of th 


. : ; ares 
whereby the recomme! 


laid on the tab! 


Inmittee was agres 


And then, on motion Mr. PAYNE (at 3 o'clock and 17 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’c} 


TIVE NI ‘ATIONS, ETC, 


| } . AY » > BR) Se eh an } } . 
Under clause 2 or Khule AALV,@ letter the § 


COMMI 


iron 


the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication 1 
Se tary of War submitting an estimate of appropr 

deficiency for improvement of Yellowstone National } 

taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committ 

propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


I, bills 


BILL 


Tinder clance 9 of I 


tule XI] and resolutions of t] 


ing vere severally reported from committees, de! 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars the 
qs lows 

Mr. BURKETT, from th Cor nmittee on the Public ] 
whic h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2955) pr 


i 
ou Wes 
wen ite ol N 


4 


To ) resurvey 
s ‘th ‘principal me! 
reported the same 
No. 225): which said 
mittee of the Whole 
Mr. RUCKER, from th 
President, and Rep 


1 the joint resolut 


of township No. 8, of range No. 
idian, in Frontier County, 
with amendment, accom 

bill and report were 1 fe rre 
House on the state of the Unior 

»Committee on Electi 

ives in Congress, to wl 
‘the House (H. J. Res. 28 


rese ntat 


on of 


ng an amendment to the Constitution providing for the 
f Senators of the United States, submitted a report 
part ich said report was referred to the House Cal 


PRIVATE 
UTIONS. 


REPORTS OF C ee ON BILL 


>r ¥ 
RiEsOL 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. —— t, from the C 
on Patents, to whk h was referred the bill of the Ho 
O40; for the relief o the heirs at Saal t ia Seeman ni 
25a 


il, reported the same with amendm«e 


* which said bill and r 


nt, accompanied I 
No. 226 port were referred to t! 
Calendar, 
RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUCED. 
lause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, olutions, 
tles were introduced and severally r 


PUBLIC BILLS, AND MEM 


res and 


43 


By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8199) . to prevent m 
trusts, and to secure free competition in trade amon 
and Territories of the United States, ma for other pur 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8200) to provid 
moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District 
bia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8201) for the 
and enlargement by the United States of the Erie C 
State of New York—to the Committee on Railway 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8202) to p1 
erection of a public building at Greeneville, Gr 
* nn. —to the Con eon Pal lic Buildings and Gr 
Mr. - ITTLE: bill en a 
are commi te Fi Civilized a 
» the Cor aha Aff 
A bill (H. R. 8204) ioameed 
ir routes—to the Committee on the P 


nit 
ey 


ae 
» of Indians—t 


ACHESON: 





. 7 
inole trib 


By Mr. 
( fy nal al me sts 
Post-Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8205 


to provide for the extension 
mail delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
By Mz NEVILLI 3: A resolution (H. Res. 1 
Speaker to app 1dditional Committee on I 
because of the in bili y of the present commiitee to 
bills bef re it—to the Committee on Rules 
: 


AND RESOLUTIONS INTR‘ 
Rule XXII, private bills ; 
were introduced and severally 


PRIVATE BILLS 

Under clause 
the following titles 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H, R, 8206) for the recognition 
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» de Baca, administrator of Fran >» de Baca, d M 2 
the Committee on War Claims tt t I 
p Pw T 1 IT 4 4 . 
. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8240) to carry out i \ 
> Court of Claims in th f Adin I. Hurd mit \ ) 
a a + } : + , . > 
Robert M. Clark, deceased—to the Committ on W auditing payme! 
Committ Claims 
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Minneapol linn.. favoring arbitration of the dispute between 
G: | Republic—to the Committee on 

l 
(] N: Papers to ‘company House bill relating to 
{ ? f W.S. A. He ivainst the Government for certain 
r the us harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, 

the Committe ( 
PEREA: Petition of Anastocio de Baca, administrator 
‘ Ler 4 rat isco d | wa, a d ot New Mexico, ior 
eof war ¢ ms to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
\ ( L111ns 

{ Mr. SUACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers of the 
| 1 ith (N. H.) Journal, Olympia (Wash.) Standard, Mun- 
fordville (kK News, Brainerd (Minn.) Tribune; also Rushville 
limes, Monticello Bulletin, Lawrenceville Herald, Woodstock 
BY ra Rantoul News, State of Illinois: also Higginsville 
j I e Advertiser, Lexington Intelligencer, State of Mis- 
1 » Chester Democrat, Somerset Democrat, Pennsylvania; 
Wi tland Gazette, Maquoketa Record, Osceola Sentinel, Malvern 
lownn, State of lowa: Nocogdoches Plaindealer, Warrenton Clip- 


per, Madison Advertiser, Thomasville Times-Enterprise, Carters- 


ville News, Dalton Citizen, Griffin News and Sun, Greensboro 
Herald-Journal, Dawsonville Advertiser, Eiberton Star, Cederton 
Standard, Tifton Gazette, Talbotton New Era, Lexington Echo, 
Decatur New Era, Moultrie Observer, Monroe News Messenger, 
Savannah Press, Columbus Enquirer-Sun, Valdorta Times, Quit- 


ress, Savannah Tribune, State of Georgia, for the re- 
riff on printing paper—to the Committee on Ways 
und Means. 

sy Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7186, 
the relief of Sylvester Doss, alias Harry Doss, late pilot U. 8. 
ram Lancast to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, memorandum for subcommittee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, to accompany House bill 7842, in favor of increasing the 

lary of the United States marshal for the southern district of 
Ohio from $4,000 to $5,000 per annum—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

by Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. W. Ford and other citizens 
of Fairfield, N. Y., for legislation relating to dairy or food prod- 
ucts and their transportation from one State or Territory into an- 
other—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of W. A. Leslie and clerks in 
the post-office at Newcastle, Pa., in favor of House bill No, 4851— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STARK: Paper to accompany House bill for an increase 
of pension to James W. Black, of Belvidere County, Nebr.—to the 
Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the Chamber 
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of Commerce of the State of New York, asking for legislation for | 


the improvement of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also. resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, in favor of a commission to study and report upon the 
industrial and commercial conditions in China—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also 
New York, relative to changing the location of the general post- 
oflice in the city of New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, F% bruary 8, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minburn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Scott, and by unanimous con- 
it, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


Sel 


WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway 
Company for the year ended December 31, 1899; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE 


FROM THE HOUSE, 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNtna, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
136) providing for the distribution of the Compiled Statutes of the 
District of Columbia to committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 


resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of | 


| ducers’ Association of California, praying that an appr 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: | 
A bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- | 





pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber Ri, 


within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C.; and 

\ bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the dij 

and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the S; 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resoluticr 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5076) to amend the first section of an act to cl 
the time and places for the district and circuit courts in the n 
ern district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to amend section 4 of the act of Cor 
approved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Sprin 
certain lands as a city park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6237) making appropriations to supply ure: 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending Ju 
1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) providing for the distri] 
of the Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to co 
tees of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Mr. President, I give notice t] 
next Tuesday I shall ask leave to deliver some remarks « 
financial bill. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ipresent a joint resolution adopted b: 
legislature of California, urging the passage of a bill by Cor 
to provide for a submarine cable across the Pacitie Oc 
cable to be made by an American company in the United > 
[ ask that the joint resolution be printed in the RECORD, a 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was refer 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATE CAPITOL, Sacramento, Cal., Februar, 


Hon. Geo. C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


In accordance with provisions of Senate joint resolution No. 3, I 
certify that the following is a true copy of same as adonted this d 


senate and assembly. By Senator Wolfe, senate joint resolution N 
ing to construction of Pacific cable and requesting that Congress r« 
same to be of American make: 


yhereas there are now pending in Congress measures for the | 
ibmarine cable from some point in the State of California across t! 
Ocean; and 

Whereas the construction of the same will be of great benefit tot 
States and to this State; and 

Whereas if the cable is made by an American company in t! 
States it will favorably advertise our manufactures abroad and give 
ment to a great number of our citizens: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate and the assembly, jointly, That our Senator 
gress be instructed and our Representatives therein be requested 
to vote for and use all honorable means to secure the passage of a! 
ingg the laying of such cable and also requiring that the cable be ma 
American company in the United States; and be it 

Further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded by t 
to Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, and that he be requested to deliver 
the same to each member of the California delegation in Congress 

F. J. BRANDON, Secret wry of 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry railwa) 
clerks of Los Angeles, Cal., and a petition of sundry railwa: 
clerks of Oakland, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and seco: 
post-oftices; which were referred to the Committee on Post ‘ 
and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers a1 
ducers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., praying for 1 
actment of legislation to prevent the adulteration, misbr 
or imitation of food, beverages, etc.; which was referred 
Committee on Manufactures, 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers a! 








be made for the continuation of the hydrographic work 
United States Geological Survey; which was referred to th 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Com 
the Territory of Alaska, praying for the enactment of certa 
islation needed for the welfare of that Territory; which w 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Taxp® 


Alliance of New York City, praying for the construction 
Harlem Kills Canal, connecting the Hudson River with ¢! 
water of Long Island Sound; which was referred to the ‘ 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorialof the board of dir 
of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of Detroit, 


relative to the construction of a competing cable to Cuba; W 


were referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 


Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of sundry railway | 


clerks of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legis 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and seconu 


dink ma 


Speaker of the H 


FEBRUARY 8, 


\ 
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i . 
ell heel Naot ccc ici ; ae 
fices: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices Mr. PETTUS. fromthe Committ Military A 
Mnct Roads. was referred t Q ‘ ect ' 
presented the petition of Philip Walker, of the District t ve \ 
mbia, in support of Senate bill No. 264 ‘the relief of | w h was agreed i 
te of Gottlieb C. Grammer, deceased: which was referred Mr. AW LEY, from 
mmittee on Claims. whom t subject wa I oD ! 
FOSTER presented a petition of the Young Peoples’ S vat 5. 4) toa ect \ 
f Christian Endeavor of the First Christian Church of r inc? ing the effi t 
1, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to p1 ind f ther pui ‘ ove ! 
the sale and manufacture of alcoholic liquor and the con- | twice by its title 
of gambling and the opium trade in the Hawaiian Is- He also, from the sam ? tt t 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands | following bills, reported adversely th 
‘uerto Rico. postponed indefinite! 
r, VEST presented a petition of sundry citizens of the Second A bill (S. 8) to pr the num f 
essional district of Missouri, praying for the enactment of | ularand Volunteer Army. and to fix their pay 
ition relative to proceedings in cases for contempt of court: A bill (S. 1086) to an is f 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. or increasing the eft *y of 1 Army the United Stat 
PETTIGREW presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. | for other purposes.” approved March S90 
rranting an increase of pension to Eli C. Walton; which was ir. HOAR, from the Committee t I N : 
d to the Committee on Pensions. referred the petition of leading lawve1 New ) 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. a a a : 
iW lldbral ; S, ask g I 
BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, | ther consideration. and that it be referred to the Committ 
m was referred the bill (H. R. 7739) to aménd * An act} Library: which was agreed t 
¢ appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whor 
f certain public works on rivers and harbors. and for other | referred the bill (S. 254 rantiz i] n to Nellie A. WV 
ses,” approved March 3, 1899, to report it without amend- | reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report the 
Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee or Offices and Post 
‘PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | Roads. to whom was referred the S for the relief of 
( ndar. John M. Guyto eported it without amend: t 
Mr. BERRY. I move that the bill (S. 2708) to amend an act ; sta ra 
ng appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- ae 
tion of certain public werks on rivers and harbors, and torother| Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice that on Sat 
ses, approved March 3, 1899, being Order of Business 193 on | after the routine morning business. | l ask leav 
the Calendar, be postponed indefinitely, and that the House bill | some remarks to the Senate in connection with H N 
reported by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the | the financial bill 
La ndar. REMOVA oO LEVEE LINI 
fhe motion was agreed to. as 
Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committ Con r 
ferred the bill (S. 2683) to provide for the construction of a| to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2> ting pel 
nue cutter for use in St. Mary's River, Michigan, reported it | and authority to the Orleans levee board to 1 W 
i amendments, and submitted a report thereon. tothe United States, the existing line of levee f 
Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was | marine-hospital property in New Orleans, La., to report it w 
erred the bill (S. 738) to establish the department of commerce | out amendment. 
industries, reported it with an amendment, and submitteda| Mr. McCENERY. Iask unanimous consent for the pr 
rt thereon. sideration of the bill just reported from the Committee on Com 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was | merce by the Senator from Arkansas 
rred the bill (5S. 2366) to authorize the establishment, at some There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t 
nt on Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of a station for the | Whole, proceeded to consider the bi 
stigation of problems connected with marine fishery interests The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
e Middle and South Atlantic coast, reported it without amend- | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
nt, and submitted a report thereon. Mr. BERRY. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask to have printed as an appendix to that | referred the bill (S. 596) granting authority to the Orlear re 
mmittee report certain letters from biologists of various State | board to move, without cost to the United States, t xisting 
versities over the country urging the establishment of this | line of leveein front of the United States marine-hospital property 
‘ine laboratory at Beaufort, N. C. The report of the commit- | in New Orleans, La., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
is just been sent up, and I ask that these letters be printed | postponed indefinitely. 
in appendix to that report. CAPE NOME DIST! t , 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- ee ee : 
quest of the Senator from North Carolina? The Chair hearsnone,| Mr. PLATTof New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
it is so ordered. | Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub 
Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | mitted by the Senator from Washington | Mr. Foster], to provi 
m was referred the bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right | for the printing of extra copies of the report of the Director of t 
iy to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company through the | Geological Survey, submitted to the Secretary of the Interior, 1 
enal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa., reported it without amend- | lating tothe Cape Nome district, in Alaska, to re] t ( 
ind submitted a report thereon. amendments, and I ask for its present considera 
P ir. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom The Senate, by unanimous consent, pt eded 1 er | 
Was referred the bill (S. 2947) to indemnify the State of Pennsyl- | concurrent resolution. 
i for money expended in 1864 for militia cailed into the mili- The amendments of the Committee on Printing we n lit 
rvice by the governor under the proclamation 16 Presi- | to strike out ‘* twenty-five thousand” and insert **t , 
June 15, 1863, reported it with amendments, and submitted | five hundred;” in line 6, to strike out ** five t 
rt thereon. | **twenty-five hundred;” in line 7, to st e out ter 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | *‘ thousand,” and insert ‘“‘five;” in line 8, to strike out 
red the bill (S. 1935) for the relief of the Globe Works. of | fore ‘* thousand,” and insert *‘ five;” and, after line, f 
. Mass., reported it without amendment, and submitted a! the remainder of the resolution in the following wo1 
rt thereon. i Authority is hereby grant to ¢ J | t 
a DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | ee , 


i the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 





maecnts, and submitted reports thereon: concurrent resol ? 
by Jt (S. 1787) granting an increase of pension to Maj. Joseph | | 
+. Pope; and there be 1 ( ; 
\ ] ‘ a . ‘ ‘ logical Survey submitted t S 
i (S. 1872) granting a pension to Hiram J. Reamer. | Cay "Memne tieteich. ta 
- DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | copies forthe use of the Ser 
i the bill (S. 2636) granting an increase of pension to Mary | Tesentatives, and 5.00) bAOE at vey 


‘Ww, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report! The amendments were agreed t 
nee OUR | The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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IN TH NE ISLANDS. Mr. SHOUP intr duced a a (S. 3078) granti ing a pensi 
\ LA’ N Y¢ ft Committee on Printing, to Charles Weitfle; which was read twice by its title, and ref: 
he r¢ mitted by Mr. Hoar on the | to the Douwltes on Petaiones 
dit without amendment: and it was consi | He also introduced a bill (S. 3079) granting an increase of } 
‘ vornne’ 4 3 follow | sion to William Oliver; which was read twice by its title 
Senate 5,000 extr ; | referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
( ffairs | Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 3080) for the re} 
| Salvador Costa; wh ich was read twice by its title, and refer: 
BILLS 1 DUCED | the Committee on Claims 
| ( it luced a bill (S. 3055) to ratify | He also introduceda bill (S. 9081) for the relief of JohnJa 
n the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes | which was read twi by its title, and referred to the Comm 
nd t mit f Indians; which was read twice by its | on Claims. 
tit i referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs | Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
Mr. PLAT New York introduced a bill (S. 3056) grantir granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; which was read 
ner n to Giles W. Taylor; which was read twice } by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
I with the nupanying papers, referred to the} Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 3083) for the relief of \ 
C SI ort: which was read twice by its title, and, with the : 
i! al 3. 3057) to authorize the reimburse- | panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Aff 
( l m the Army and Navy for medical ex- Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3084) authorizi: 
ng leave furlough; which was read twice | restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter —. ca} 
{ nd, with the accompanying paper, referred to the | Sev nteenth United States Inf: untry, to the rolls of the Art 
Con ttee on Military Affairs. providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers; 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3058) granting an increase | read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Me 
farriet E. Meylert; which was read twice by its Affairs. 
nd, with th companying papers, referred to the Com-| He also introduced a bill (S. 3085) to place James W. Fol 
n Pensions. | commissary sergeant, upon the retired list of the Army; 
so introduced a bill 3059) for the relief of Charles Davis, | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee o 
f Augustus D. Saylor, deceased; which was read twice | tary Affairs. 
| ts t , and, with the accompanying papers. referred to the | Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3086) for the relief 
Cornmittee on Claims. | Finley Smith, administrator of David Smith, deceased 
\ FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3060) for the relief of James | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ 
C.D which wa read twice by its title, and, with the accom- Claims. 
Wh papers, referre it » the Committee on © laims. | Mr. _ LISON, On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Gra! 
Ile also introduced a bi S. 3061) makir n appropriation for | is still confined to his house by illness, I introduce sundry 1 
ntinuing the ¢ — tion f the Lake Washington-PugetSound| ‘The followin r bills were severally read twice by their 
Canal and Naval | ,in the state of Washington; which was | and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
ul tw by its t id referred to the Committee on Com-! A bill (S. 3087) granting an increase of pension to Ma 
ere | Merritt; 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3062) to remove charge of | A bill (S. 3088) granting an increase of pension to Edw 
lesertion from the record of Samuel Critchfield: obi’ was read | Slai; 
twice by = a ». and, with the accompanying papers, referred to A bill (S. 3089) granting a pension to Thomas Glynn; 
the Com ec on Milit: wy Affairs. | <A bill (S. 38090) granting an increase of pension to J 
Hea inti uce di i bill (S. 3063 hor the rel ‘lief of Charles Hurrle; | Slippy (with accompanying papers); 
which was read ts by its title , With the accompanying | A bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to Hannah C, Smith 
papers, referred to the Committee on Mi litary Affairs. | <A bill (S. 8092) granting an increase of pension to Dorus } 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3064) fixing the date of the | (with accompanying papers). 
restoration to rank of ( apt. Te nace Te n Eyck; which was read! Mr. ALLISON (for Mr. GEAR) introduced a bill (S. : 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military | the relief of B. Moody & Co., or their legal represent. 
\ f} | 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3065) to amend an act enti- 


ed **An act to authorize the construction of a bridge ACTOSS the 
Li ippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,” approved April : 4, 1888; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on ( mmerce 











He also introduced a bill (S. 3066) for the relief of James W. 
Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Ile also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 

\ bill (S. 3067) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
1) (son 

A 1 (S. 3068) granting an increase of pension John L, 
Finley 

Lb S. 3059) granting a pension to Joseph Adams 

S. 3070) granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbisl cey; 
3071) granting a pension to Thomas J. MMe Bride (with 
ipanying paper): and 

\ | S. 8072) granting a pension to George W. McKenzie. 

Mr. BAKER (by re _— introduced a bill (S. 3073) authoriz- 
ing J. H. Arter and Da Hill to construct and operate telephone | 
syste? the Indian Territory and Oklahoma; which was read 
tw \ title. and referred to the Committee on Publ 

1 so introduced a bill (5 i4) for the relief of Platoff P. 
Bus v h was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3075) granting 

» of pension to Marie J. Blaisdell; which was read | 
1 v its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

) PERKINS — ed a bill (8S. 3076) to provide for an 
inerea f pay of certain employees of the Government; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3077) authorizing the President to | 


aT 


ippoint Lieut. Ral ert Plat to the rank of 


ymmander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


f t, United States Navy, 
cr 
Committee on Naval Affairs 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
on Claims. 

He also (for Mr. GEAR) introduced a bill (S, 3094) to rem 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles M. A: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom) 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which v 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comm 
Claims: 

\ bill (S. 3095) for the relief of Margaret J. Parks; 

A bill (S. 3096) for the relief of the trustees of Gaylesville 4 
emy and Methodist Episcopal Church, of Gaylesville, Cha 
County, Ala.; 

A bill (S. 2097) for the relief of the estate 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3098) for the relief of the Oak Bowery Ch 
Cherokee County, Ala. 

Ir. WELLINGTON introduced a joint resolution (S. 
| enlarge the powers of the United States Postal Printing 7 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referr: 
Comunittee on the District of Columbia. 


of E. R. Ker 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


| Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment in tended { 


| posed by him to the } bill (S. 2627) granting equal privileg 
diem employees in the United States Navy outside of \\ 


ton, D. C., with those employed at the Executive De 
Washington, D. C.: which was referred tothe Committee 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Lé DGE for Mr. DAVIS) submitted an am i ent I 


ing to appropriate $1,200 for clerk hire at eS ' 
be pro ro sed by “him to the diplomatic and consular aD] 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreigt 
| and ord ered to be pr inted, 
He also (for Mr, Davis) submitted an amendment pro} 
appropriate $3,000 for consul at Rotterdam, Nether): ind l 
to be } rroposed by him to the diplomatic and consular : 
ation bill: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign - 


| tions, and ordered to be printed. 


1 iv 
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7 ey enbmitt 1 ar )) iment pr p sing toa ropi it M AL \ Mf I @ ~ 
con sation of the commission¢ the International | ev i ~ 
Conrmission, intended to } posed I to the aly I is c 
nd con lar appropriation }t which was , 1 to ‘ y v ¢ 
7. a 1 the } ? ) ry Y S i to the ¢ m i l | 7 I 
Foreign Relations ’ 
fr. MCENERY submitted an amendment int i to be p1 S92 
y him to the bill (S. 2264) to ide a government for the in Vv 
of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes: which was referred | I 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, and or Phe Repul 
nted 
EBOE submitted anamendment proposing to appr 
>a consul at Bres!an, Ger! iy, intended to I 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation | which ch ) 
rred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered | vy 
: 
tad ‘ 
» submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate | New \ i 
r secretary of legation to Guatemala and Hond - ) \ 
» be proposed by him to the diplomatic and ip te] 1 
» ill: which wu f lta 4 : 
n bill; which I r to mi 
and ordered to be printed { t 
CULLOM submitted an amendment proposing t pro In 1802 1 Repu 
1) to pay the salary of the consul at Mazatlan, Mexico, 
to proposed by him to diplomatic and 
n bill: which was referred to the Committee on F% 
itions, and ordered to be printed 
»)submitted an amendment 1 ive to the establishme1 
nsulate at Zurich, Switzerland, intended to be p1 “d by Tis Tien Bh heed 
the diplomatic and consular appropriat t which wv tru , 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to g 7 
1 
ie Siv ¢ j 
BIG HOLE BATTLEFIELD, IN MONTANA med from tit e . 
ARTER submitted following r n; wi » cael 
by animous ¢ and agreed t 
\ W I 
tot S Ss ( \ 
z Hole, i una, was foug n 1877, and what a Se 
rsho i to} I mark t rra h PY 1 1 
t I to aon 
lecvisla y ' 
[a WAR legisilati 1 
: this moment Rep I 
\CKRELL submitted the following resolution; whi Chamber and i: 
— : 7 ~" nal r i i l 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed ¢ to be in i la bill f the 1 
Remetars ot Wart 1 he is hereby, autho: by | t restor t 
i ida thea I wl V ¢ a 
i ( to J. A. Wa hese tute ¢ eC) ~ 14 ~ other we : | 
» | b M ( I ium t ard n it it i 
l Stat A for expens l r and ma uls used tion. it has 1e 1 I 
‘ Riv M ( utional « 1 Now. Mr. P aa 
i is i by 1 vater r » yt } | 
Somate tine a4 fa f it 1 just and upon the strengt f d ? 
kKamination and auditing ne nev fulfilled and ne i LAT V i 
GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO, garded as reprehensible in 1 \ ust t 
rr . 1 ali — , : wai . . {wh 1A reat No] | n] rt 
RAKER submitted the following resolution: which was 
. . ? 7 > L Ta 
} \ . hor A ©0 es Vv i 
» the Committee on Printing: R : 
‘hat there be printed for the use the Senate 2.100 additional i 
> . ~ - as : ic ntad 
Senate Document No. 147 and 2,000 additional copies of Senate Doc- | “ ‘ 


REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION to occupy, this p rm ¢ 





LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- | 45 S@2Gare mot .s : 
the Committee on Printing: f a 
it the } pl if } +3 a 7 : Pe 101 iil ; ‘ ; 
nt room, 5,10 additiona \ ] t of 
e Commission mM 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, equaity, gold 
H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomat ame ‘ 
lar service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, was | ‘4° Te¢emption of the ciler 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 1 ; ne 
' L sa OL 
i J 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. ; iS 
sage from the P: lent of the United States, by Mr. O. L. | cilver and to 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had enla it a 
nstant approved and sig he act (S. 2727) au 5 ’ 
ent of commutation » the petty officers of | ] 4 
y who served on detacl tween March 1, 1898, Mr. P | 
mber 4, 1899, I ! t 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. | to u rstand, 1 supy 


"RESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning busi- | 0! 8° Nation, thatl 
not, the Chair lays before the Senate House bill No. 1. ; 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | @¢Vocate th 
the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, | COWeTuice Tati , 
intain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by | ¢Titical hour of : 
’ United States, and for other purposes. en es ; 
r. PETTIGREW. Do I understand that the resolutions which | ¥@5 OP! : 
n the table are to retain their place without speaking of it | 804 Stanaara u 


norning? a eens 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. That request was made yes-| We are Sean Saas 

as the Chair understands, and it was agreed to. The | Boones asres big eerste “pe ~ 
iator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is entitled to the floor. | existin , gold standard must be preserved 
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I} 1 hat ngh een done to promote inte 
I ¢ d attent o the fruitless urne 
( after the wiguration the Pre 
were engaged st delicate n 
r nternationa lism the Indianap- 
l-standard conference. the President, the 
L | 1 the Secretary of t Treasury were dis- 
! Ml { rv nd declat that the Repul 
} mitted to th old standard 
{ n at the Republican party ntented with that 
r i rt Impt. 
| j e »doubt of the utter good faith of our commi 
th rm work in that behalf, nor have I the slight- | 
t that t r¢ ts were neutralized and rendered ineffec 
tu the deliberate plan at home to discredit them and their 
eft 
i President, in his letter of eptance in 1896, used this lan- 
al 
i | 1 Lvor in international agreement 
} \ I ty toe y all proper means to 
And t only means employed, the only thing done, to bring 
ntcrnational agreement, as I have said, was the appoint- 
f commissioners, Who had no sooner left our country and 
abroad than they were discredited at home. The junior 
n Colorado [ Mr. WoLcorr], the chairman of the mon- 
( mmission, felt the force of this situation in this country, | 
lar s remarks in this Chamber on January 17, 1898, gave ut- | 
1 to these Wor s 
ewhat « irrassed by thestatements of representatives 
rs in England, who ught access to English officials 
! timent which had formerly existed the 
‘ neta f 1; that the com s was 
We l eans: that the t 
! \ lent of the United S s 
Ww rss it in support of them the 
‘ i at nts of the Director of the M 
! stra l e ( iptroller of tl Cur 
y pre legacy, now ou e ymblic service i trans. 
( ink, and } ended its in | ar 
the Treasu the effect that 
é tl bimetal ind favoring the 
{ ! ird Nobod n } rope ared a ray 
' hot iF i uuntry 
. f the ber the Rep ican | 
t ‘ rel epresented by a Cabinet 
That the language of the chairman of the commission sent 
abroad to negotiate international bimetallism, and that gentle- 


nan said in his remarks on his return from Europe that the plank 
with the promise of international bimetallism was represented by 


bankers and others abroad as a sop thrown out to catch Western 
Republicans. Whatis the meaning of **sop thrown out to catch 
Western Republicans It means no more nor less than that it 


wis a promise made with the intention of breaking it or of never 
fulfilling it. Itisa polite way of expressing the fact that it was 

ntentional falsehood on the part of those who inserted it in 
the platform and of those who represented it to the country. 


On the 28th of January, 1898, but two years ago, the President, 
iu lis remarks at a reception in the city of New York, used this 
l t 
not suffice r citizens nowadays to say simply that they are in 
i i That is not enough. The people's purpose must | 
Vil | law 
And in his 


annual message of last December he said: 











\ } wn mmercial fright which withdraws gold from the 
( m ft , such widespread confidence that gold 
y demanding paper money in exch , yet the very situa 
e present asthe most fitting time to make adequate provision 
tir f the gold standard and public « dence in the 
‘ pury f the Government to meet all its obligations in the 
which tl ‘d world re ; the best 
rhe President was not always a gold-standard man. There 
Was a time when in the other House of Congress he was the fore- 


most adv 
lemnoed 


cate of bimetallism; there was a time when he con- 
the Administration of another gentleman for trying to 
the country to the gold standard. On June 14, 189, in 


ryrit 
commit 






the House of Representatives, the Hon. William McKinley said: 
Iam fort biggest use of ver in the currency of the country I would 
I would give it credit l honor with gol I would: d 
I would ut both metals as money and discredit neither 
| th » standard 
Mr. President, it is impossible for language to be plainer than | 
this language of that distinguished gentleman. He decried the | 
policy of discredting either gold or silver. He wanted them to | 
stand upon an equality as the money of our nation 


When did the 


subiect? 


President change his opinion on this important 
When did the scales fall from his eyes, and when was 
he made to see that bimetallism was wrong and the gold standard 
right? What argument was used, and by whom was it used, to 
convince him that his life service to the cause of bimetallism was 


| of the present President of the United States! 





NATE. 


FEBRUARY 8. 


an 


error, that he should retrace his steps and become the forem 


advocate of the gold standard? What was there in the histo) 
the country, in our financial or in our industrial condit 


this remarkable Ni 
lutely nothing. 

[ am not prepared to say that this is not the honest convi 
of the President. I would not do that, for I recognize in him 1 
right and duty to change if subsequent events convinced 
that his former position was wrong. But [ subinit that w] 
ever a man changes the convictions of a lifetime upon any pu 
question he ought to be bold and brave enough to stand be 
the world and admit 1t, and say why he changed, and giy 
reasons fordoing so. But the President has said nothing and 
given no reason for this remarkable change of front. 

At Akron, Ohio, in 1891—I can not give the exact date 
Honorable Wiiliam McKinley, in a public speech, used this 
cuage in speaking of the gentleman who was then President 
the United States: 

During all his years at the head of the Government he was dis} 


produce change? thing, Mr. President; 









one of our precious metals, one of our own great products—discredit 
verand enhancing the price of gold. He endeavored, even before | 
gur n to office, to stop the coinage of silver dollars, and afterwar 
to the end of his Administration persistently used his power tothat er 
was determined to contract the circulating medium and demoneti 
the coins of commerce, limit the volume of money among the yx 
money scarce, and therefore dear 


He would have increased the value of money and diminished t} 
everything else—money the master and everything else the serv 





Mr. President, how aptly this language applies to the att 
If the Hon. 
liam McKinley in 1891 was capable of delivering such a phili 
against his predecessor for an attempt to demonetize silver: 
was then convinced that his predecessor was determined to m 
gold the master and everything else its servant; if he then b 
that the adoption of the single gold standard would bring 
and misery to the country, what has taken place since then io 
vince him to the contrary. and when did it take place? Why 
he not give the country the benefit of his reasons for t! 
markable change of opinion? Yet he says nothing, and thos 
represent him are silent when this question is called to their at 
tion. 

In that speech the President went further and said: 

He poor then. He had left their side. Hew 
standing forth in their defense. Cheap coats, cheap labor, and dear 1 
the sponsor and promoter of these professing to stand guard over t 
and lowly. Was there ever more giaring ivconsistency or reckless as 
tion? He believes that poverty isa blessing to be promoted and encout 


and that a shrinkage in value of everything but money is a national 
diction 


was not thinking of the ] 





Mr. President, how aptly these words apply to the present 
pant of the White House! But toexpand upon this view or 
large upon this utterance of the President will serve no u 
purpose. When we appeal to our friends upon the other si 
the Chamber to inform us why the President of the United » 
has changed his convictions upon this subject, what reason | 
for doing so, they are silent. There is no response to the in 
and, Mr. President, in my judgment there is no intention 
that side of the Chamber to enlighten the country respectin 
thing. This bill, sir, is to be driven through by mere im 
force, by mere force of numbers, regardless of the propriet 
the occasion, regardless of reason or of logic. 

What is to be gained by the adoption of the gold stand 
Weare complacently told that it is the money of civilizativor 
all the great civilized nations, or great powers, to use a p 
expression—an expression popular in this Chamber, but 
ought to be offensive every where—have gone to the gold sta 
and therefore it is necessary for us to do so. 

Mr. President, there have been more panics, more financi 
asters, more lockouts, more strikes, more depression, and 
wrong during the existence of the gold standard in this c 
than in all the eighty-one years of domestic bimetallism. 

Gold is not the money of civilization. There is nothing i! 
nature of gold that makes it superior to silver as money: 
nothing in silver or gold that makes them superior to a 
volume of full legal-tender papermoney. If anything can | 
to be at rest and free from discussion, it is that money is ac 
of law, simply and solely a creation of law, and that any m 
that can be limited, that is not easily counterfeited or ea- 
stroyed, can be used as successfully for money material 
and silver. But I shall not discuss that question at this t-n 

Within a few weeks we had a financial panic in New Yo 
call money ran up to 168 per cent, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and eighty-six per cent. 

Mr. ALLEN. One hundred and eighty-six per cent the S« 
says. The Secretary of the Treasury was compelled to x 
aid of the bankers of New York to stop the panic. Wes 
have fallen into the notion that every time the bulls and | 
Wall street get into a fight among themselves and underta 


| destroy each other, it is the duty of the Secretary of the Trea- 


of the United States to go to their assistance and to afford th 
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and the Senator from Rhode Island seemed to think that the | 


an ! 
ncial relief; and I suppose we sha told this dis t 
1s tl this course ( S S 
4 sett he 1 t N st t 
lly reileve t } n $ ca 
Sir. there never Was a tyra n of t th who did \ The S 
ng that was W! Y it ) mn i ex : 
I n, uniimited reti s i veryt tT i I ; nt 
is disgra d tl t { | \ s n 
Secretary of the Trea y, Witl r Ince O1 ss than 
ue the | Is ple of s com n s r ind ness eat 
first step to a perpetual nati é v I t I rest a A 
t power to inte se cher I rn Cong ss.t rduly ? 
tuted authority; and tl ul 1 ntends t eS Ziv or t 1 
sely that } wer. \ t ua l 
Lask an gentl anon tl ther nd I 1 myqu } t es m R l l 
ficaily to the Senator trom Rt sland {| Mr. A i} w ih UT ate 
ar me—I ask that Senator, as the represent of his par t é lw 
s chairman of the Committee on Finat Is iny ches I it h a i N 
s bill upon the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to redit of the [ ted Stat i é 
e bonds except his mere discretion and pr 7 blind irtisan s 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly there is iuse the issuat 
Mr. ALLEN. Where is it? nextent that the tax 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is too big a question for me to answer | enough to pay the interest on our ol itions. 
rically, but every provision in regard to tl sue of bonds Why d not return tot first prin eof finat \\ 
ited for a specific purpose and can only be used fora speci! 1 Lnot permit the power t i : to 
lr. ALLEN. That is no answer at all, but it is about ft} ver to less than 4 rations intr \ 
r I expected to get: and I am not disap] ed b r < ex ; 
) never and as often is the lancua eory ry l, the dis \V { t ne 1 hess $7 { ny \ I 
n of the Secretary of the Treasury, he may issue bonds and | tion? These questions are unansweredand willremain una 
m upon the market. 
ir. ALDRICH. Oh, no; there is no snch thit n tl ll, Mr. | ident, t has ly m ru ir" 
Mr. ALLISON. Read the provision, and that ow. { the is calculated to promote es th ) 
ALLEN. Iwill put this bill inthe Recorp asa part of my | m thiscountry. It suri 
ind the people can read it and see for themselves money power, and is in 
ir. ALDRICH. That is the safer way. business has f 
Mr. ALLEN. They will read that provision which applies par- wal lit rr 
iTrivT » the cold reserve, That s where the | l ruace is used, nai Da (x ls 
not occupy the attention of the Senate in reading it at tl st sti W 
Che Senator has it in front of him; and will turn to | sidiary coir 
sion respecting the gold reserve he will find the language Phe greenbacks and the Treasu 
quoted. Government paper 1 1 
ALDRICH. Idonotwish tointerrupt the Senator's speech. | destroved by this mea nd the 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not want that languagein the | ance of a thousand million dollars 
Mr. President. When the population of this cou | 
Now, what check is there to be placed upon the Secretary of the | expanding; when thirty years sha 
ry? None whatever. Of course the mere ipse dixit of t lation of tl ‘ tY t 
tor from Rhode Isiand is not going to be taken in oppositiot re necessity for an ¢ 
» plain provision of the bill. ‘There its Mr. Presiden edness of the 1 \ 
ten in words so plain that no man can be deceived by it I tion,and tf I ! 
Whenever a raid shall be made upon the 7 ry, upon the | thou 1 million, will be t 
reserve, and that has become reduced to $50,000 then t rg ul s can then 1} 
tary of the Treasury, as often as he may see fit, and at his A n quite ef 
on, may issue bonds without limitation to supply that ition ito « t 3 
‘iency. You have turned the whole power of co t Union. 
al policy of this nation into the hands of Ss vO ir. J ent, there sat t s count 
freasury, who, according to precedent, has becn dictated t whet rt is SO! at 3 
tofore by the national banks; and it is not conceivable that | there was an attempt t ict law f 
n will occupy that position in the future, if matters con-| ple. There has been a decade \ 
; they have been, unless he is a national banker or the serv- | the t when men high 
r agent of such institutions and more friendly to them | li fortunes, are compe | ! 
is to his country. y Congress that ought be spur f 
this bill is to go through. I suppose. The decree has gone vithering curse and s dl ut 
Every effort will be used to strengthen the weak places Mr, CO RELI Mr. P1 
are any weak places in your lines, and every vote that can | House bill } t { 3 t 
tained by the party whip, by threats, and by cajolery will be s lthen to « the p é es 
l to pass it through speedily and have it signed and become | ( mittee on Finance 
Y Sect the H ( r 
s said the American people can stand anything: and,inagen- | « 1 nit ths fine a1 
nse, I think that is true, but I know of no people or the pe pure gold and 2.58 alloy, the s 
»nation who could stand the direful consequences which it makes a standard u1 ! 
st flow from the enforcement of this bill if it shall become ajit. English. ‘‘ you know fter 
The back of labor must be bent a little lower, the lines of | never been coined. Au fva 
must be driven a little more sharply into the features of those see or1 
l, and their state of civilization will be lowered rather Section 2 makes all t ter r 
raised. Weare to raise upa great army of industrialand ernment for the payme f mo 
ultural serfs to dig out of the soil and to carve out of wood | be entered into. and all ( Ls note 
iron by their daily toil the money to pay the idle and indolent | Treasury no ssued unde 
s of bondholders; and one of the arguments used and urged the gold coin ned s 
t strongly by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island in be- | then declares ‘a t 
f this bill—and I noted the peculiar smile of intelligent joy | payment of money ull be v 
h lighted his face at that time—is that it is to furni sy, | standard established said 
, and reliable investment for those who have money st. | does ‘* shall be perf I 
at was one of the arguments used in favor of it. at nk shed in section 1°° m It is 
lef argument—certainly the chief argument th: m-/|s uid in ro rd 
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silver coin, a tender in pay- 


thing shall bec re d 
-tender qui ality of the silver dollar” i 
ght of the pen pe rformi ince. It professes 
y of - dollar, and } 
ig tion for ew nt of money, public or 
; ich it can be 


as a legal 
» eres ons can be — not even 

iliti ; i whatever. 
Tre asury, ¢ 
r impounded and he 
yment of any o 
nt« xisting or hereafter created 


e silver dollars is ‘to pay ‘them at 
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backs is t inoue end 


‘ ive n in the House bill to re issue 
xr with either silver 
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to an individual, 
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Is it in the interest and for the benefit of the great producing 
classes of our country? 


How can they be benefited by such legislation? I chalk 
you to show how the great majority of our people can be benefit: 
by this proposed legislation. It is easy to see how largely t! 
holders of accumulated wealth, the owners of bonds, mortyag 


and debts of our nation, States, municipalities, corporations, ar 

individuals will be benefited. All such obligations are ma 

ible in gold coin only, while fully one-half of the legal-tend 

| money of the United States is deprived of that quality and ri 

ind can no longer be used to pay such liabilities. In truth 
T 


a 
al 


verity, the rich are made richer and the poor poore1 
Section 3 creates under the United States Treasurer a divi 
f issue and redemption to keep all records and accounts relat 
) issue demption, and exchange of the several kinds of mot 


To this “divi ion the is to be transferre d from the general fu 


Tr 
1 the Treasury of the U1 nited States and to be taken up on 
ks as a redemption fund the gold coin and bullion represent: 
| standing gold certifi ates, the greenbacks or United Stat 
notes represented by outstanding currency certificates, the sil 
lollars represented by outst ailing sitver cietiiiedtan aaah ine ly 
dollars a ilver bullion represented by outstanding Treas 
notes i -d under the act of July 14,1890, and anamountof g 


amount both of the United States notes or greenbacks and Tr 
ury notes issued under act of July 14, 1890, outstanding. the g 
and silver coins transferred from the general fund in the T 
ury to be increased or diminished in accordance with this act a1 
in no other way. 
this bill to have been the law January 1, 1900, t] 
| following would be the operation: There would be transferred fr 
| the general fund in the Treasury to this division of issue and 1 
demption $161,122,797 in gold coin and bullion, representing « 
st tandi ng certificates in the general fund of $236,909,230 in gold « 
and bullion; $11,980,000 United States notes, repre sented by « 
rency certificates, act June 8,1872, leaving $16,431,651 United Stat 
notes in the gene val fund; 395,040.816 silver dollars, represent 
utstanding silver ce: rtificates, leaving 10,740,478 silver dollars 
» general fund; and $86,934,351 in silver dollars and silver |} 
n, re presenting United States Treasury notes outstanding, | 
ng $1,385,929 in such Treasury notes or silver bullion in the 

al fund; and, finally, an amount of gold coin and bullion eq 
to 25 ver cent of the amount of both greenbacks and Treas 
notes outstanding, which would be $101,300,929 in gold coin : 
bullion as a reserve fun qd, a gold-reserve fund, to be increased 
diminish d only as provided in this act, and leaving $135,608, 
in gold coin “a bullion in the general fund. The operation « 
pleted, there would be left in the general fund in the Treasu 
$164.161,359 of all kinds except subsidiary coins and national-b 
notes. 

Section 4 prescribes the modus operandi between this divi 
of issue and redemption and the general fund in the Treasur: 
maintain intact the gold reserve fund. 

To do so the Secretary of the Treasury may transfer to 
gold reserve fund any moneys in the Treasury not appropriat 
or may exchange any funds in this division for other funds i: 
general fund in the Treasury, and, in addition, whenever i: 
judgment it is necessary to maintain the gold reserve fund 
can issue and sell United States bonds bearing not exceeding 
cent per annum interest, payablein gold coin at the end of tw 
years, but redeemable in gold coin at the option of the United St 
after one year. These are the three methods to maintain in! 

is precious gold reserve fund. 

This section then particularizes what further acts the Secr 
may do or not do. No transfer shall be made from the get 
fund in the Treasury to the issue and redemption division v 
will reduce the general fund below $50,000,000 gold. N 
have two gold reserve funds, remember—one in the divis 
issue and redemption and one in the general fund of the Treasu 
and that in the general fund of the Treasury must not ¢ 
$50,000,000, and that in the issue and redemption division mu 
25 per ce ont of all the outstanding greenbacks and Treasury 1 
rhe United States notes and Treasur y notes presented for 1 
tion shall be redeemed in gold coin at the will of the holde1 
silve rcertificates shall beredeemed in accordance with exi tin 

Vhi at is that? Upon their face that they would be ré 
in silver dollars, which had been deposited in the Treasur} 
upon which certificates had been issued. That may be the: 
ing or it may not. That will depend upon the discretion of 
‘etary of the Treasury. The Secretary is required to u 
reserve fund in maintaining at all times the parity—swect 
ing word to the gold-standard advocates—and equal valu 
every dollar issued or coined by the Government, and if he ‘ 
it necessary to so maintain such parity and equal value of 
money of the United States, he may exchange gold coin t01 ir 
| other money issued or coined by the United States. 
That embraces everything on top of the face of this green ea! 


coin an d ‘bullion as a reserve fund equal to 25 per cent of 
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d, or } nto circulation by au rity of the United 
There cal no mist is i uag Ww ] 
tes” here not only en st urrer a 
h referred the silve rtificat 3 we 

Ss ana cel € m ct two W ! s 
tes so redeemed or exchanged shall be held in and 
part of the redemptio1 1, but shall not be withdra 
in nor disbursed except in excbange for an « 
f the coin which they were redeemed or « y 
in t ct to1 the requu ent of the cJu 
t no gz iter or less amonnt ¢ such note i t t 
catany time t i the Cost ¢ t Ss lve bu nd ver 
ned th then held in the Treasury purchased by 
35 und rize the silver bu n in 7 SUT 
1 into subsi ry co and an equal amount of T1 
tired and can 1, the recoinage of t rn and u 
diary \ in the Treasury, and the repeal ny 
on t le Lil 1! t it sid ry SS i st , De 18s 1 
thatis av vod | ision—and 1 enback 
n hereafter issued or reis ito be of denomina 
t } lar, and ver certificates 
ire to n der \inations ¢ two i fiv 
Lal te rtil gC 1 iT1Ss ae it t i 
icks and silve ertificates for t ma os t ng} 
s distinction among our people created by iss dis- 
1 your law. The financial scheme is in operati It 
on now. 
livi 1 of issue and redemption we now havean ai 
coin and bullion equal to al tstanding gold certi 
United States notes equal to the outstanding curren 
tes, standard silver dollars equal to outstanding silver 
;. and silver dollars and bullion equal to outstandin: 
I s, and the ld-reserve fund equal t » per cent 
inding greenbacks and Treasury notes, now agcregat 
5,000,000. And the gold re erve fund n ust be main 


intact in this division, while at th same time the gold in 
ral fund of the Treasury must not be reduced below 
feold. Itisnow$135,608,301; its minimum, $50,000,000 
tes bonds are the dearly loved objects of the holders 
d wealth, and every proceeding necessary to secure 
»taken. And the Secretary of the Treasury h: 
scretion to ened sell them, bearing interest 
x3 per cent at par, above or below par, or at any sum he 
willing to accept f 
no limitation, no restr ricti nin the bill in regard to the 
iat he shall accept in payment of the bonds, and he i 
1 to use the gold reserve fund to maintain at all times tl 
1 equal value of every dollar issued or coined by the 
nment, which necessarily includes greenbacks, Treasury 
ver dollars, and even silver certificates, payment of 
1ay be demanded in gold. Remember also that the na 
inks, with the increase of their circulation, must neces 
sely increase their gold reserve. 
sixty millions of greenbacks and Treasury notes, either 
1, are presented to this division of issue and redemption, and 
ked and paid, and the gold reserve reduced to forty-one 
s, and the sixty millions of United States notes are ex- 
from the redemption divhien to a general fund in the 
y,and being in the Treasury the redemption fund is re- 
25 per cent of the sixty millions, or fifteen millions, leaving 
hty-six millions intact, and forty-five millions are trans- 
rom the general fund of one h undred and thirty-five mil- 
- gold to restore the r ve fund intact at eighty-six mi 
i thus the gold in the general fund is reduced to ninety- 
ns. Progress to bonds is made. Another raid is made. 
millions of silver dollars or silver certificates are pre- 





] 








1 gold payment demanded. Ther soups n, to main tai n the 

ind equal value of every dollar issued or coined by the 

nt, sixty millions of gold are | nid out of the gola re- 

the redemption division, and it is then reduced to twenty- 

ms, and to restore it back to eighty-six millions intact 
sak al 


ions of gold in the general fund of ninety-five million 





isury are exchanged with the redemption division. a1 
eral fund in the Treasury reduced to thirty-five millli 
millions below its minimum, which must be raised. 
forty millions of greenbacks are presented for r 
ind redeemed out of the eighty-six millions of rt 
division—now reduce d to forty-six millions; and if 
millions redeemed greenbacks are transferred to the 
fund in the Treasury and remain there, then the redemp- 


on would only require thirty millions in gold from the 


ive millions in the general fund to raise it to seventy-six | 


iS—25 per cent of all outstanding greenbacks and Treasury 
. and the general fund of gold in the Tre asury would be 
1 to five millions, forty-five millions below its minimum, 
nds would be issued and sold at whatever price the Secre- 
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a nd nds in excess of that amount to reduce their 
cil tion as p? { v law It authorizes existing banks hay- 
' n ¢ ind su eafter deposit such 
} n ‘ mount not exceeding the par or 
face ( 8 bonds—that is, dollar for dollar of the face 
Vv ! na 
- ection f the act of July 12, 1882, extend- 
irporate existence of national banks, so as to authorize 
banks upon a deposit of bonds, as described in sections 5159 
and 5160, to receive from the Comptroller circulating notes not 
exceeding the face value of their bonds, such notes not to exceed 
1 nount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock, and 
repeals sections 5171 and 5176, Revised Statutes of the United 
states. 
Section 10 requires national banks to pay to the United States 
Treasurer, in addition tothe taxes imposed by act of June 13, 1898, 
a tax semiannually of one-tenth of 1 per cent upon the value of its 


franchise—that is, upon the aggregate amount of its capital, sur- 
plus, and undivided profits—being an annual tax of one-fifth of 1 
per cent on capital, surplus, and undivided profits, and repeals 
tions 5214, 5215, 5216, and 5217, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, but does not repeal any liability for taxes or penalties al- 
ready incurred, and imposes penalties for failure to pay the taxes. 
Section 11 amends section 513%, Revised Statutes of the United 
State » that no national bank shall be organized with less capi- 
tal than $100,000, but gives the Secretary authority to organize 
banks with not less than $50,000 capital in places having not over 
6,000 population; and with not less than $25,000 in places with not 


over 2,000 population, and no bank to be organized in a city with 

a population exceeding 50,000 with a less capital than $200,000. 
No one can question the fact that these provisions ‘are in the 

interest and for an increase of the profits of national banks. 
Under existing law a national bank with a capital of $100,000 re- 


et 590,000 in notes and loans same at 6 per cent and receives 
$5,400 interest, and $4,000 interest from the Government on 4 per 
cent bonds; receipts $9,400; and pays a taxof $900, 1 per cent, 
ke ving receipts $8,500, 


Under this bill the same bank receives $100,000 in notes, loans 

them at 6 per cent, $6,000 interest, $4,000 interest on bonds; re- 

eipts $10,000; and pays a tax of one-fifth of 1 per cent upon its 

capital, counting it without surplus or undivided profits, being 

$200, leaving receipts at $9,800, instead of $8,500; clear profit $1,500, 
cy ual to 1.3 per cent interest per annum on its capital. 

Why shall the national banks be selected as the only ones to 
have their taxes reduced? 

The creation and issue of money is purely 
function of government—of sovereignty. 

Without a government, a sovereignty of the people with au- 
thority to legislate, there can be no legal-tender money among the 
yt Why then shall this great corstitutional Government 
abandonitssovereign right to issue the paper currency for the people 
and delegate it to corporations—national banking associations? 
Why shall they alone have the authority to make this Govern- 
ment issue and deliver to them the entire paper currency and be 
responsible for its final redemption? 

Why shall individual citizens holding the same kind of bonds 
as the banks not have the same? 

If this great Government can not maintain coin redemption of 
its own notes, how can it maintain the coin redemption of the 
national-bank notes? 

Now. Mr. President, I pass to a more interesting question, I hope, 
to the Senate, and that is to the amendments proposed as a substi- 
tute by the Senate Committee on Finance. 

Section 1 of the Senate amendments provides that the dollar of 

grains of gold nine-tenths fine, as established by section 3511, 


and necessarily a 


onie, 
! 





I evised Statutes of the United States, shall continue to be the 
standard unit of value; and all forms of money issued or coined 
by the United States shall be maintained at a parity of value with 
this standard. And United States notesand Treasury notes, when 
presented to the Treasury for redemption, shall be redeemed in 
gold coin of such standard. There is no chance to mistake the 


meaning of this plain language. 
It means and can only mean that 


' the gold coins, all of which by 
weight and fineness and 


denominations are described in said sec- 


tion 8511, are the only money of final payment and redemption, | 


the only standard unit of value; and that all forms of 
issued or coined—mark the words—issued or coined—all 
paper money or currency, the United States notes or 
the Treasury notes, and the national-bank notes are issued, and 
all forms of silver, nickel, and copper money are coined—-shall be 
maintained at a parity of value with the gold standard coins. In 
plain American words, shall be redeemed in such gold coins when- 
ever demanded, 

Thisis the unquestioned interpretation given by all gold-standard 
advocates to the word * parity ” ever since 
July 14, 1890, agreed upon in conference committees. To main- 
tain the parity of value of all forms of money with gold coins, all 


money 
forms of 
greenbacks, 
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forms of such money must. at the option of the holder, be rede: 
in or received in exchange for gold coins. 
To clinch this, and yet at the same time to throw a thir 


me 


list 


ubt as to the redeemability or exchange of silver dollars in | 
for gold coins, the greenbacks and Treasury notes shal! be 


deemed in gold coin; no discretion left—they can beredeemed o1 
in gold coin and innothing else. Thelegal tender of the standa: 
silver dollar is taken away—now, let me finish the sentence 
nullified absolutely as to greenbacks and Treasury notes. Y 
can not shake your head now. I willrepeatit. The lega! ten 
of the standard silver dollar is taken away, is nullified abso! ut: 
as to greenbacks and Treasury notes, and the option of the holde: 
to have them redeemed in silver dollars is taken away, absolut 
denied, 

You can not shake vour head at that. Even the standard sil) 
dollars coined from the same silver bullion purchased with t! 
Treasury notes can not be used in the redemption of such not 
even on demand of the holders of such notes. This section c 
tainly makes glad the heart of the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr 
Gage, who on the 16th and 17th of December, 1897, before | 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, said: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the objects I have in 
in the series of provisions offered by me are four in number: 

1. To commit the country more thoroughly to the gold standard. ren 
so faras possible, doubts and fears on that point, and thus strengthe: 
credit of United States at home and abroad. 

2. Tostrengthen the Treasury in relation toits demand liabilities, in w] 
are included greenbacks, Treasury notes, and the incidental obligati 
maintain on a parity, through interchangeability with gold,so far as may 
necessary, the present large volume of silver certificates and silver do! 


3. To do this in such a way as not to contract the volume of circulation 
the hands of the people. 


To take an initial step toward a system of bank-note issues without t 
conditional deposit of public bonds as security therefor. 

A gold-standard advocate, a Democrat, or mugwump, as j 
may prefer, taken into the political family of the Republican Ex: 
utive in the second and most potential position, Secretary of t! 
Treasury, in fraternal recognition of the quasi obligation for t! 
votes and support of the gold- standard Democrats in the Pre: 
dential election, has forced upon the Republican party a to! 
abandonment of bimetallism and the adoption of the single sta: 


| ard of gold as the only money of final payment and redemption 


of all forms of money issued or coined. 
This bill is the literal embodiment of the first and second of his 
four objects, boidly proclaimed in December, 1897. The Senator 


3.” 


in hisspeech of January 4 last, in explanation of the bill, referri 
to the increase of the reserve fund to $150,000.000, said: 

The reason for this is found in the rapidly increasing amount of notes 
certificates which, under existing pledges for the maintenance of the 
of value, are directly or indirectly a burden upon the fund. 

On November 1, 1899, the total amount of notes and certificates, inclu 
national-bank notes, outstanding was $1,054,000,000, and a reserve fund 
$150,000,000 would be 14 per cent of this amount. 

This $1,054,000,000 includes $394,976,239 of outstanding sil 
certificates, the cufrency certificates, the greenbacks, Treasury 
notes, and national-bank notes, This he must admit. 

And the distinguished chairman of the Finance Committ 
being present, can not deny it. These are his own figures, and 
these are the only items in the financial statements of the G 
ernment that can make the $1,054,000,000. 

Now, 1 want that remembered. 

The Senator from Rhode Island further said: 


It is true we do not propose to makeall outstanding notes and certifi 
a direct burden upon the gold reserve. National-bank notes, throug 
method of redemption in lawful money, are indirectly a burden wv 
fund, and so, in a certain sense, are silver certificates and silver dollars 


He further said: 


Both silver dollars and silver certificates are by law receival 
public dues, and as long as the ordinary receipts of the Governu 
more than $600,000,000 per annum it is very evident that silver cer 
are not likely to go to a discount. 


Mark the language: 
The Government itself, in the absence of a positive injunction 


bound to maintain the value of this torm of currency—mark the word 
form of currency 


Now, mark the words— 
through the ordinary business channels of exchange for self-protecti 

The Government is bound to doit. Therefore, you do n 
it in the bill, for the Government is bound to maintain silv 
tificates, silver dollars, and national-bank notes at a parity | 
gold by the exchange of gold coin whenever demanded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No other interpretation can be given t 
That is the legitimate interpretation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 5 ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see. The Senator further said: 

The committee believe that under these conditions, or, in fact , und 
are likely to arise, there will be no difficulty in maint uinit 


without directing the Secretary to ae gold coin for silver dollars atthe 
demand of the holder of the silver 


} 
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it is to say—mark here is no1 ssity t ect the S I 
urv to ¢ ange gold in the reserve fund rs g 
mand of the holder of the silver s tary is M LDI 
idv bound to do it and will do it. There is no question on 
point. r 
ALLISON. Bound to do what ther win 
COCKRELL. Bound t t] rity by that. Ss 3. . 
d: and that is the only m by w can do it I \ \ 
» necessity, because t ! d 1 
protection to maintain parit l gold for | t se of 
r. silver certificates, and silver dollars, a ming Treas- | S s 
tes, greenba ind national-bank tes in gold dollars, Mr. COCKRELI I 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri put his own con- | this l. for ¥ s 
on upon the last part of if Mr. ALDRICH. N 
COCKRELL. That is exactly the construction that ir. law. 
tary of the Treasury will put upon it, and it is what every Mr. COCKRELL. W 
tandard advocate outside of this Senate Chamber, when tl Mr. ALDRICH. W ie J \ 
ull have become a law, will say it means. There can be no | lars, in accordance with s 
tion as to that. Mr. COCKRELL, 1 l 1 i 
1 trying to deal with exact fairness, and I have quoted the | deem the greenbacks. t reissued. It is 
nguage of the Senator from Rhode Island. I say that the | tween tweed mand t t 
tary of the Treasury will not hesitate a momer he has al- | or ex nze. When a man i 
leclared his purpose—whenever silver dollars, silver cer- | lars, silver certificates, or Treasu 
s, greenbacks, Treasury notes, or national-bank notes are he gets it, and he does not care w i 
dad and gold demanded, to exchange go!d for them: and | exchange. 
r you call it redemption or exchange does not make any Continuing, the Senator from R e Islar Lid 


ence, { ‘ 
Mr. ALDRICH. I know the Senator from Missouri wants to * gisiative pro / x 
fairly with this question. Shoes Shak keaiicton - ; 
COCKRELL. Certainly. unt? rafts upon tl 
Mr. ALDRICH. Dol understand the Senator to say that the Well may vou ha 


may l LV l i 
5 tary of the Treasury would be bound to pay gold from the | bill into law you rea . 
ve in exchange for silver dollars or silver certiticates? passed. Thes tati ‘ 
r, COCKRELL. Under this law? has the right. and will certainly re 
Mr. ALDRICH. Under this law. leg:slative direction, to redeem silver 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is his interpretation of it. rold or exchange gold for them on t 


fr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not have read the second sec 


; za : : - | the silver, to maintain the parity of 
f the bill, which provides that this gold shall be used, and | gold coin. 
ly, for the redemption of United States notes and United I now come to section 2. whi 
States Treasury notes, | It can not be used otherwise. prompt and certain redemption of t ls ee 
M OCKRELL. But that does not nullify the provision that | Treasury notes.” the Secretary of the T) aha 


ve got to maintain the parity. the Treasury a reserve fund of $150,000 
ALDRICH. I underst ind that. ‘used for such redemption purposes on ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. We have got totake the whole law together. redeemed the Secretary shall use them to1 
.ALDRICH, The Secretary of the Treasury can not usethe | such reserve fund as follows: First. by ex 
eserve for any other purpose except the redemption of | any gold coin in the general fund ot 


i States notes and United States Treasury notes. It is un- accepting deposits of gold coin at the Treasur r at ar 
edly true that the Secretary of the Treasury now and here- | treasury in exchange for the greenbacks so redeem«e 
has, by the use of the clearing house and by other methods, | procuring gold coin by the use of said notes in accordar 
! tained the parity between gold and silver, and so long as the provisions of section 3700, Revised Statutes of the United’ 
f equal value the exchange in the ordinary course of Fourth. If the Secretary be unable to restore and 1 ‘ 
sof the general fund in the Treasury affects nobody un- | gold coin in the reserve fund by the thr methods name ind 
rably, either the holders of silver or of gold. or the producers the amount of such gold coin reserve fund at anv time fa elow 


er or of gold, or any other citizen of the United States who | $100,000,000, then the Secretary shall restore t ume ti 
general interest in it. imum of §150,000,000 


Mr. COCKRELL. We shall see when we go further along. I} United States: and for the debt thus incurred shall 1 ! 





is ill Iimrea shail ; 
\ to establish the fact—and it is established by the language | coupon or registered bonds, in such form m 
e read—that the reason a clause is not put in this bill to re- | denominations of $50 or any multiple thereof, bearing not « 
by explicit words, the Secretary cf the Treasury toexchange | ing 3 per cent interest, payable quarterly, payable at t1 Oo 
| for silver and silver certificates was that he already had that | the United States after one year from date, principal and interest 
rity by law, and everybody knows he will exercise it. payable in gold coin of the present standard va ( 
Mr. CHILTON, And thatis the reason for increasing the gold | exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of tl nited 
ve $50,000,000. States and from taxation in any form by or under State 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Rhode Island admits that | pal. or local authority. 
speech which I quoted. The gold coin received from the sale of the 1 ha red 
Mr. ALDRICH. He can do it indirectly, but not directly. first into the general fund of the Treasury and then excl aoe 
_Mr. COCKRELL. It may be done incidentally; and when it is | before provided for an equal amount of the note redeemed 


identally, what is the difference? It is only the difterence | held for exchange, and the United States notes es iged fi 
en tweedledum and tweedledee. the reserve fund into the general fund of the T1 
ALDRICH. The purpose of the Senate committee amend- | reissued as provided by law. And th l 
n increasing the gold reserve was to enable the Secretary | fund, together with the redeemed notes held for 
lreasury, under any circumstances, to maintain the parity | vided, shall at no time exceed the maximum sum of 
rms of money issued or coined in the United States. Suppose, for illustration, the Senate amendments ar 
COCKRELL. Certainly it was; and to do that he must | such law there are two funds in the Tre: 


mall the other forms of money just the same. He must | fund and the general fund. 
m them to maintain the parity. | On January 1, 1900, there was in the T1 
, wit ALDRICH. The Senator uses the word “redeem.” | bers, the sum of $236,000,000 in gold. 
COCKRELL. Well, then, exchange. I have used the To establish the gold reserve fu 1 


“exchange” in regard to silver and silver certificates and | are transferred to it from the t undr 

ni” as to the others. in the general fund, leaving in the get nd eight 
r. ALDRICH. ‘ Exchange” is the proper word, but redemp- | lions of gold. 
1s not the proper word, because the Secretary of the Treasury Of the greenbacks, Treasury notes, and currency certifi 
xchange any of the forms of money in the general fund of | standing there were four hundred and seventeen m 
‘reasury at any time when he thinks it is to the public inter- | able only in gold, and termed by the Senator f2 hh 
orfor the purpose of maintaining the parity. a direct burden on th: rve 
r. COCKRELL. It does not make any difterence whether you | Of the silver dollars and certificate tand 


it redemption or exchange. When a man goes there with | hundred and sixty-five millions, noless a burden upon ther @, 
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beca theix' with iust be maintained and can only 
be é r th n de mand of tin holder 
‘ 4 t t tary has the clear right to do and 
y 
re t hy forty-two millions of 
i indirect . burden on tl Serve 
t. iust redeem them and then look to the I 
! And if re 1 in enbac} then ne 
bye yp ntead i ler iL} l Tha T 
1 i than the greenba Thea egate t 
t 1S per cent of the! r vabiiti 
\i ls are wanted by the gold ari icy. and they raid 
| i ese! backs and JT iry notes to th 
e-erve 3s re i to ninet }ili 
l l ¢ i d from 11¢ neral nd to 
‘ 1 i l I} only i t Ly six I lli 1 5 
i fe t r rail of sow Pence ing 
} ! ! ed to nine mi and t! wenty 
1 ithe neral 1 is itt sod tania MAKING 
{ and millions, and n ld in ti reneral 
‘ tt y million duces the gold reserve to eighty- 
1 millions below the minimum, and no goid 
d. And now ty-four millions of gold must 
l } he reserve fund to one hundred and fifty 
the four manners named inthe bill. The first 
j nthe general fund for the leemed note 
| ‘ 1 1, and there is no gold in the general Treasur 
And a7 land fifty millions of gcreenbacks and T 
ithe Tr ", excepting such greenbac Dias 
| ied in defraying the expenditures of the Govern- 
J Lis the voluntary deposit of gold coin by its holders 
! 1c greenbacl This is impracticable, because 
t holders of the greenba etc., Who have demanded gold 
them, and when such a process of presenting greenbacks and 
ot jilities for redemption in gold has been going on, no 
] of gold will make such exchange 
hird—and I desire to call the special attention of the Sen- 
i » the third é “epee ure gold coin by the use of said 
notes, as author n section 3700, Revised Statutes of the United 
Sta I wilt Lthi ction 
' t V t i ly pur \ coin with t 
’ he T’nited ; papa 
he may deem! t ivan »pu ri 

This law was enacted March 17, 1862, in war times and extremi- 
1i ithe gold standard is bringing us back to the enactment 
( W ha necessary in times of war and extremity, be- 
ca t is producing monetary war and monetary extremity 
more istrous to the country and the world than the devasta- 
1101 war, 

Is it possible that » Rept wb ican Administration, a Republican 
3 e, Senate, wy one ive, wi l,in order to maintain this 
1 tom o id standa and the parity of the full legal-tender 
( l Stat tes, Treasury ane standard silver dollars and 

tes with gold coin, not only sanction but directly and 

y authorize their gold-stan lard Secretary to purchase 

cold coin with the legal-tender United Stati s notes 

tes 1 upon such terms as he —— deem most advanta- 

t »S it public auction, or in the open market, or 

ile United States greenbac a: at such rates or prices 

1 such terms as he 1naydeem most advantageous to the 

pu ts—that is, the sold standard = its maintenance. 

Ast notes bear no interest, and if they an not bes - for 

ri 1 must be sold, no holder of gold 

y t » r the bon * Then the Secre- 

h x fa | inethods named to restore the 

\ t 1 y to restore the reserve to its 

} muin of one h ty millions by borro wing money 

dit of t and for the debt thus incurred 

and sell United $ per « b 3 iy as described in 

tic l coin ; h rates or prices as he may deem 

best-—at par, above par, or below par—and to such an amount as 
W its m m. 

When this has been done, and the greenbacks, silver certificates 

nded in the Treasury have 1 reissued and 

l for appropriations made 1e sup] rf 

ment and other « Ss are wanted, 

t d n pl 1 the r¢ ve 

©x La $ u in wiil con- 

tinu 

it can be and will be worked as I have indicat and just 
as has been done in past years 

The gold-standard trust, composed of the holders of th e accum- 
ulated wealth of Europe and the United States, and having in 


their control and power most of the rich gold mines of the world 


by certificates, be 


will not 1 


for 




















and the existing stock of gold and many billions of the debts an 
obligations of the gove rmments, state municipalities, c rpora 
tions, and individuals of the whole world, have the power und 
this } prop sed law to do ji as 1 have pointed ont; and not o1 
aad rok “os = er, but it is also to their pecuniary inte: 

When they have forced the issue of a few hundred millio: 
dollars in bonds, and are keeping the endless chain in opera 
thecry will be raised, ‘* The credit of the Government at hom: 
ibroad mus i ‘and can only be done by can 

ind destroyil nbacks and making the silver « dolla 

liary coin, legal tender for a small sum, and gi ing to t] 
the absolute control of ail the paper currenc y of the count 
There is what your legislation leads to 

Section 3 requires the Secretary. as fast as standard silve 
lars are coined under the act July 14, 1890, and June 133 
irom the bullion now in the Treasury, to retire and can 
equal amount of the Treasury notes issued in its purchase v 
ever they come into the Tre: sury ind to issue silver certificat 
uch dollars—a very good provision. Under the act of Ju 
1898, the Secretary can coin it all as rapidly as the coinage « 
ity of the mints can issue the dollars. 


He can coin it if he w vill in avery short time. He is requi: 


coin not less than a fixed sum, but there is no maximum sum 
scribed over which he shall not coin. If he chooses, he car 


that bullion rapidly and substitute silver and silver certif 








for Treasury notes and w Ee e the Treasury notes out of exis 

Section Sec — of the Treasury to r 
deposits of gol “oin in sums not less than $20 and to issu 
certificate 5 th ‘refor not less than : $20, and to hy ee 


such certificates to be 
all public dues, and when so r 


ci titi 
taxes, 


ates only ; 
and 


neh 
UCL 


payment of s 
— for customs, 


t »reissued. The authority to issve such certificates sh 
uee dec 1 whenever and so long as the gold coin in the r 
fund falls and remains below $100,000,000. 

One-fourth of such certificates at least shall be in denomin 


of $50 or less. 

The Secretary may issue 
$10,000, payable to order. 
3, Revised Statutes of the United States, autho 
the Secretary to issue certificates in denominations not les 
) upon deposit in sums not less than $10,000 of United 
notes by national banks, is repealed. 

These gold certificates of large denominations, of not 9s Ss 
$10,000, as a matter course can only be used in the c 
houses and in large banks. So far as the gold represented | 
is concerned, it is practic ally out of circulation among the 1 
transacting the business of the country. It is simply in the 
ing houses and in the large banks, and is transferred by ch 
draft, but it is not part of the money of our country—the 1 
of the people. 

Section 5 requires all United States notes and Treasury 1 
be in denominations not less than $10 and all silver certifi 
$10 and less. 

The result of this will be that all the silver will be repr: 
‘ause the people always prefer the cert 
to the silver dollar—that is, the great bulk of them do—a 
an advantage to the Government and to the people to ha 
certificates circulating instead of silver dollars, for if t 
dollar is lost it is gone, but if the silver certificate is 1 
stroyed, the silver dollar representing it is still in the 
and belongs to the whole people, to the country. What 


such certificates in denominatio: 


Section 51 


$5.0 





ol 


loss to the individual is the gain to the mass, 

Now, you make gold the only money of final payment 
oo mn, which will cause great difficulty in many pla 
count , Whe re an eX — 1ate creditor, for instance, 
nold 6! his debtor, and on aly gold. The great bulk of the 1 
of the people will be the small notes. There will 
where anyone will be bound to exchange gold for them, 
the exchange can only be compulsory at the Treasury 


at a subtreasury of the United Sta 
1k will be compelled to exchange them. T! 
2 compelled, in the first instance, even to red 
own notes in gold; they can redeem them, first, in gr 
and then, as a matter of « , the nbacks gotot 
That is the way the b ink notes are maintained. 


They 
ae 
their existence, ¥ 


ilidity, and circulation upon th Je 


1ited States or 
tional baz 
’ 






murse goret 





| bility by the United St: it 8, JUSt as the greenbacks are red 
and th » Gove rnment is — as directly bound for th 
tion as it is bound for th e red: mpti n of the greenbacks. 


r demp ti on of the greenbacks the Government has th 
population and property of the United States to call up 
tion, and for the redemption of the national-bank notes \ 
hi hve the bonds which they have deposited with us. 
ection 6 authorizes the Secretary to receive any 
$95,009,700 of bonds bearing 5 per cent interest, payable 


, 1904, ‘and the $545,345,350 4 per cent bonds, re Doomatl e al 


an 
au 


or 
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3 the United States Governme -er issued anv 1 
Ns running lor than rt re | 1 
S WY UUU bond it is true | Ting I l i i 
ning forthirty \ rs,andthent nlyint be l : 
1 4 . ’ , ed a 4 
Ww id have « { al I \ ld 1 nu 1 l L ‘ 
ns of bonds not maturing until 1925 and o1 nd ( 
1 17: ii : ! ‘ | 
ht millions Spanish ri ls pti R 
rs from date. ( 
bill b yin tl rm t 1 
nia +} | ? 4 
I iev yf 1 outsta 
7 «erhiel > i — 
vhichn are < y drawl 3 
i L t Treasu t Ur 
; ve > 
r the Gover! nt then w l 
million rs pay: yj 25 l 
1 4 ‘ oo ¢ ‘ 
A L i I 7 
62290 HNN 00 21) a9 ( ! 
. = 
langing those bonds. Tl ne t 
| 
‘ Government. H $a Mov _ L i 
¢ init move! nt. for e nel tra 1 , th 9 
f+ —T 1 Sins battins . 4 ‘ f Clr i + 
‘ Un) A t S l ation ¢ t v ‘ 
a+) at } : ~ . ; ‘ } 
nation shall be bound down for ages and ag ! 
st-bearing obligations which the people az indantly | 1 i 
i will be able and will be anxious to exting 
Ta . * 7 
y ay , t . y »+ + } tora 4 ‘ t 
+t weakens this Government to that extent, G sLINGER. 
y+ « Aen 1 . * 4 . . 4 4 
se€Ot among the nations of the worldis the greatest I ] l 5 ! 
rnatio ~« neaped 2 \enene ¢ ca , ; “ ; + } EY + +} 
J ation can possess, Itis power, it is prestige, and it t tothe H ! he I I 








CONGRESSIONAL 








RECORD—SEN AT 





Mr. FORAKER. 





One-third for the government, one-third f 


| the Crown, and one-third for the people. 


| 
imme ! it « he ind went to the Committee on Commerce, 
1 al t the ¢ inittee on Commerce to report the bill 
h the recommendation that the House amendment be 
1 j As t is a somewhat arevat enables: I ask for its | 
te ¢ ierat n. 
| RESIDENT 1 The amendment of the House 
of | tatives will he ited 
| RETARY. | Hl se oO Re preset ntatives propose to 
Lew ctl the llowin 
ad Secreta Treasury is hereby authorized to refund, 
i ; t i t d es vh oh bar ? 
t - I ring ports of th 
i ‘ x f the t 
p. ribs il June 19 S 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 


ate coneur in the amendment of the House of Representatives? 
Lhe amenament was concurred 1n, 
LANDS ON OAHU ISLAND, HAWAII 


CLARK of Wyomin 
nt for the present 
withdrawing ¢ 


Some days ago I asked unanimous 
onsideration of the joint resolution (5. R. 
ertain lands on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, from 
hie domain, which I then reported from the Committee on 
Pubtic Lands. I that both of the Senators who had some 
questions about it on that day are present to-day, and I again ask 


Bee 


for present consideration. I deem it a matter of sufficient im- 
portance to make the request. 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 


nanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the joint 


olution a lby him. Is there objection? 

There beit » objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, pro i 1 to consider the joint resolution 

| PRE DE NT pro temporg. The joint resolution has here- 
tofore been read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator to explain in 

\ ed can, what the object of the bill is? 


Mr ARK of Wyoming. It is simply this: 
ro bably a hundred and twenty thousand square feet of land 
it suburbs of Honolulu which has been for many years dedi- 
cated to the purposes of a royal mausoleum. It has uponit build- 
ings built by the Hawaiian government, and the 
y solicitous lest it shall become a part of the public domain of 
the United States and either be divided up or let out for show 
purposes, It may be a mere 
very solicitous about it. 
tot upthe matter 
from the public dom 


FORAKER. 


) 
} 
ilt 


to the island 
is manner 


and on my vis 
and I do sointh 
ln. 


The Senator — Wisconsin 


ake 
mh 


Mr. 


to withdraw it 


asked one of the 


questions I wanted to ask. There is another he did not ask, and 
it is one which has not yet oe nm answered, There are about 

0,000 square feet. Can the Senator tell us whether it is all oc- 
cupied or all in use That is a considerable tract of ground for 


the _ yal family alone to have for burial pury 
CLARK of Wyoming. Itis not sovery large when youcome 
to « cake the dimensions. I think perhaps it is 250 feet on the 


poses. 








street, extending backward so as to contain in all about 120.000 
feet. There are upon that ground one or two buildings, one a 
building for the caretaker of the grounds, the other a mausoleum, 
a Gothic building of stone, and one or two subterranean vaults. 
The land is all needed for the purpose for which it has been re- 
served, and is all properly cared for and set ont in walks, with 
trees, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the depth of it? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator's arithmetic will tell 
him. Ishould say it is 250 feet in front. The dimensions are all 

ven in the joint resolution. That would make it 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not hear the joint resolution read. In 
fact, it has not been read to-day. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There are 120,000 square feet, and I 
think it is not more than 250 feet in front, extending back 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is there anything more than a reasonable 
space around the mausoleum and the buildings? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Ithinkitis only a reasonable space. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to inquire what 


was the condition of the title before the annexation of the islands 
by Congress? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It was public land. 

8 » FORAKER. Was not this a part of the Crown land? 

. CLARK of Wyoming. No; it was a part of the public land. 

Mr FORAKER. It was part of the land set asi ide originally 
for t 1e government. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. For the government. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that originally the public do- 


main was divided into three classes. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyom Three classes—the government one- 
third, the Crown one-third, and individuals one-third. 


Ing. 


There is a tract | 


people there are | 


sentiment = their part, but they are | 
I was asked | 





Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
and was taken over by our Government the same as the 
lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is one matter which troubles m 
and probably the Senator from Wyoming can readily explain 
This relates to a mausoleum for the roy: al family of Hawaii, ; 
the bill provides that the ag shall * * * be forever 
served for the purpose to which the said lands have been here 
fore dedicated.” { presume we are not going to have a ro) 
family of Hawaii continued in that possession which now belon 
to the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New Hampshire would: 
be unwiiling to allow those who are of the royal family to 
buried where their kindred are buried? 

Mr, GALLINGER. 
25 or 80 acres for that purpose. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

or 6 acres. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 





Oh, there are probably not oy 
I have not figured it out. 

Mr. TELLER. There are about 24 acres. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why make a dedication of it now? 
to strike out all that part of the bill which dedicates it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no part at all that d 
cates it. The land is simply withdrawn from the public doma 
so that aconstituent of the Senator from Missouri ora constitu 
of mine from Wyoming can not goin and file on it for a ho 
stead whenever the public-land laws are extended over it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like toask the Senator from Wyomi 
f this land was not dedicated by the existing government for th 
purpose? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Nothing has ever been done } 
existing government in regard toit. I will say to the Sen 


Lm 


| that it has been kept up by private enterprise. 


Mr. TELLER. There are less than 2} acres, as I underst 
from the statement: somewhere in that neighborhood. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from New Ham 
figuring it out. 
Mr. TELLER. It is less than 3 acres, anyway. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is very small, but it is on 
those matters of sentiment which I think ought to prevail. 
Mr. TELLER. There are less than 3 acres, 


is 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to reserving the | 


from sale, but I object to dedicating it and keeping a guard at | 
tomb. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The bill does not do that. 

Mr. TELLER. Does this billdo any more than allow the P 
dent to withdraw the land? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The bill simply withdraws th 
from public sale under the land laws. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does provide for withdrawing the land | 
ever. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let the joint resolution be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will | 
read, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the joint resolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Pass over the description. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator from ‘ 
that this description is taken from the official records, 

Mr. FORAKER. We assume that it is right. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Area, 119,610 square feet, be withdrawn from sale, lease, or other 
tion under the public-land laws of the United States, and that said lands 
under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 1 
time to time prescribe, be forever reserved for the purpose to whic! 
lands have been heretofore dedicated and for which they have been ly 
fore used. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is it sufficient to answer the purpose « 
Senator to simply withdraw the land from sale or lease? 

Mr. CULLOM. Strike out the word ‘ forever.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. In pursuance of that suggestion, I m 
strike out. in line 15, all after the words ‘‘ United States; ”’ 
the land will be ‘‘ withdrawn from sale, lease, or other dis} 
under the public-land laws of the United States.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I donot think the portion prop 
to be stricken out is material. I am satisfied with that au 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment propos 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In line 15 it is proposed to strike out: 


And that said lands shall, under such rules and regulations as th e 
tary of the Interior may from time to time prescribe, be forever res 


S 


FEBRUARY &. 


This belonged to the public lands. 


Certainly not; but they would hardly want 


—~ 
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urpose to which the said lands have been heret 


} } ‘ HENRY BIEDE! x AND S 
i they have been heret fore 


us‘ 














:mendment was agreed to. PR ill (‘ vee 8 10) lace Henry Bied ins R F , 
‘int resolution was reported to the Senate as ided,and |. _— is Long, an Sere oe ae rea i 7 sted 
endment was concurred in. a ce var Army Sones or cores Se a u mmitte the \ le. 
joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third Fr eos eae ea gp ee eng ee ee 
read the third time, and passed. 3 — a a . : “s }, and Ma aric : nnell, survi\ 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. geants of the Signal Corps of the Army and to pla hem on the 
Senate, as in C oa of the Whole, resumed the con- | -», a) —— _ ae eee P SP crcelosceaeisleay ng mm and 
n of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of inven "who } ok sbcergglien q ae is rge | 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or | , ae “A i been retit atte! l 
vy the United States, and for other purposes. The] 1 2 Siaiaeiiial thin i ak ’ 
= LISON. Mr. President, I have observed that frequently | , be e! none sed for att { - = tha third tit at 
e given of the time when Se nators desire to spe o a“ ‘ treading, read the third time, and 
iding bill. I wish to give notice that on Saturd y, if an | RICHARD KIN 
nity occurs, I shall be very glad to: address the Senet I I Hill /< ° ; ep Irie 
tand the Senator from New Ha mpshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has } .. a. oa aS id : ano - ne l 
iven public notice of his intention to speak on that day, Me SP ty INE — re h sarin A : : t ; 
not wish to interfere with him; but after he shall have |) sy p04) cea mabey ogre aa ; ; 
|. if no other Senator wants the floor at that time, I shall | "yy. "CL ARK of Wyoming. If the Senator from Wisconsin will 
| to take 1 li ten t ym for a moment I can ext sin it ieee ile : Seite ee 
Mr. TALIAFERRO rose. Se hae : eleithae San ee hate pbae 
ALDRICH. If there is no other Senator ready to proceed | ee eee ee eee end the eatin the fas ‘sion of 
discussion of the bill at the present time, I ask that it A on ae m hy, ee a a — Con - ee on 
laid aside temporarily in order that we may go to the I = 7 , : t 3] l ¢ - Phere ‘ A - y me 2 = = 
RESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the re- | eas predic al ; alls oe ee ecco ay ae ee 
t of the Senator from Rhode Island? oa. * sper ag _ —— ea “ - : e ( mm! Dn lilitary Affairs, 
Mr. TELLER. I wish tosay a word. There are several Sena- ae Pe ‘ON el - ly New I Mi oe be ; muniittes 
have expressed their intention to speak upon this bill} 4). CLARK 7 Wy eee a a ees 
have not given any notice, and with the notices already given |. ~ a a ni ee ee i ee ee ee ee 
ire not ready to speak to-morrow they will vers likely be | War Dey alia aes anita soca ly a matter upon which 
it out, unless they come in under the ten-minute rule M SP DONER wall t stage ica p86 lal 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Arkansas know of any | _,~- Pe : ‘OONER, ah WHO HeNAalor wD letail tl 
senator on the other side who wants to speak on the bill to- ore ARK of W mit I will 
i . 4A I \ hing. Wiil DTI AeTA 
" Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I have not been notified of anyone | ,4 citizen of Wyoming. one fine Se arg. ROGGE 3 
~ — > tho i ae | pote nig oo ee a Lon F 4 Du C oa U a 4 
> ) rP|aAdyT @ Ci rO ) o- | ween awl $,1n yo ns 1¢ ort hesni ‘ tah At p 
2 a XLLER. If there is anyone ready, he can go on to of United States cavalry were passing along the route and certain 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Rhode Is- | hunters had been detailed to get provisi le es ee 
not press the proposition to proceed with the Calendar | Comes from my own town, ie Neck eee re ee ened 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] has had an op- | The first thing he knew he ball, yee “ta of a Winchester, and 
portunity to present to the Senate a request for unanimous con- | 34 the s The. moment felt the ball, which passed entirely through 
: nt. He was on the floor at the time. him. The two soldiers who were hunting came up and said to 
AS DRICH. I did not intend to cut off the Senator from | him that they mistook him for an antelope and shot him. They 
F but simply desired to withdraw the bill from considera- | Went on and joined their command,  tieahe coe 0 RENE DRCE BSE 
t to allow other matters to be considered that the Senate might Being fearful of the consequences Of Pon ir action, they 1 ace no 
see fit to decide upon. report at the time when they rejoined the column, and | think it 
was the next day before either of them made any report, wher 
surgeon was sent back. 

In the meantime this man had managed by one way and 
other to crawl to his camp, where his wife was, and he was 
up for ‘many months in the hospital, and incurred an expend 
of over $600 for medical attendance. His sheep were scattered, 
all the property that he had on earth was gone, and all his misfor 
eventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him | tunes were caused through the fault and neglect of a soldier of 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now | the United States Army. 
recelving, This bill is in line with many other appropriations which have 

1 ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | been made. The Senator will remember one case from his own 

ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, | State. 
Mr. SPOONER. What case was that? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; it was in Minnesota, at Fort 


JAMES J. HOLLAND, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
|(S, 2943) granting an increaseof pension to James J. Holland. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
nsion roll the name of James J. Holland, late of Company E, 





CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 





PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island Snelling, where a man was injured by the car lessne¢ ss and the id 
asks unanimous consent that House bill No. 1, the financial bill, | aim of a soldier who was hring at a target, the citizen « 
porarily laid aside, and that the Calendar be proceeded | within range of his shot. Ther re have numbe 

dents for this relief, and I hope the Senator will not raise any 


VW 


Mr. ALDRICH. Under Rule VIII. jection to the bill, in view of the circumstances of th ise, and 
[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII. Is there | it having already once passé 1 the Senate. 


The Chair hears none, and the first bill on the Calendar Mr. SPOONER. The fact that a bill has already once passed 
stated, | the Senate is not by any means conclusive evidence that it t 
LOG ENTRY OF COLLISIONS, | ever to have passed or that it ought to he passed now. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But it shows that it 


5. 731) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 


' ; sidered here. 
) log entry of collisions, was announced as next in ord: 








Mr. SPOONER. I had the honor and the very great lal 
landaar « . . ‘ a4 » 4 . 7 SLT. + 4 uit. i 1e | ran I 
- Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, |. >... } eat Se er eee ee ea eel ee ed 
| | : : | a number of years to act as chairman t ! ‘ cE 
| to its consideration. wd ty oor hw nend section 4290 l and Juring th y vears it w the settled polic 4] Sey ea 
«til au Li 10S YCarisS it so U1 Liet ‘ s ye i I l 
Re vis eC S , + o: S * e : : 2 , 
1 tatutes by adk ling the fol lowing } the House of Re pres ntatives not t ) pass any bill which admitted 
a every case of collision in which it is practicable so to do, the | liability upon the part of the United States for injuries rest J 
a mmediately after the occurrence, cause a staten 1 ae . ia - Z : 3 4} : 
umstances under which the same occurred, to from t! anton or negugent a 


g book. Such entry shall be m ae Se eee 
and failure to make such e nary shall subj 
ibed by section 4292. 





the public service. 

en And, Mr. President, while the case stated by the Senat 
lace 11 was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | Wyoming is one which of course appeals to the sympath 
ve engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | right-minded man, it is one which in my judgment ou 
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oe in the Army, in the Navy, or in any other depar 
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pl nt by Congress. There have occurred | 
’ \ tens of thousands of such cases—in 
{ \ the | iment They will occur again, because 
lministration of the Government must be carried forward 
J Governm can only act through theinstrumen- | 
agents; and if the Government of the United States isto | 
h liable for injuri esulting from the carelessness or 
l ence of its agents. we will simply bankrupt the Treas- 
ry of the United Stat: These soldiers, according to the state- 
f the Senator, were not at the time of tMs ident in the 
harge of public duty They were hunting. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyomil Phe S« t from Wisconsin cer- | 
{ 1 od 2 ment. It was the tran 
( 1 Sta t ps from one post to an 
t letailed t ure meat for the command. 
M | \\ hat makes no difference, a 
l t Senator. The Senator himself s 
1 his constituent seeks compensation w: 
tori nee upon the part of a soldier. 
1 I ize, one of v most heartrending [ever heard of 
my life, tl is pre | by the Senators from New Hamp- 
hire, and which, out oe ard for the public interest, the Com 
mittee on Cla felt obl cod to report adversely. There was a | 
con y of colore | eelieeveten , as Lremember it, at Portsm onth 
Ha n tl i f an island upon which there were black} 








1 ‘ lass of people used to go from Portsmouth | 
t ind—men, women, and children to: ither ber1 . s. The; 
li-rs one day, shooting at a target, shot and exploded shell !1 
f toward that island. It was in broad aay fight. They 
| ad every reason to suppose, that there were people 
island. A woman and her children, frig) tened by 
} n ught the little boat which took them over there 
» bring them back, and after they had started from th 
ell fired by this company exploded and destroyed tl 


by killed one of the children, injured the woman and made her 
ly lin é 


i havoc 


and wrought 1 in in the family. 
Chis was an application by the husband for damage It was a 
wanton act upon the part of the soldiers, and the committee felt 


1, with all the sympathy that men could feel in such a cas 

o decline to recommend the bill for favorable action by t 

Houses of Congress. 
Agents of th 


Government, soldiers, are negligent somewhere | 

> ‘ a ° | 

every day. Agents of the Government who work upon the rivers | 
and harbors of the United States are negligent. The drivers of 


mail wagons are negligent. Thereis absolutely no limit to claims 
ol 


‘this kind if the doors of the Treasury are once opened. 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit | 
me, I will state that during my service in the other House I pressed 
with g rreat pertinacity this New Hampshire case, but I found after 


2 good deal of experience and labor that the policy of the Govern- 
ment was not to pay claims of this character, It was abandoned 
and has not been renewed. It was as the Senator from Wisconsin 
states. I was surprised, I think in the last Congress, when this 
mentioned, to find his familiarity with it. It was a case 
of extreme suffering and sorrow. The case now under considera- 
tion does not at all compare with it in magnitude, and yet it was 
not = ywed, and I do not suppose it ever will be presented to Con- 


case was 


gress again. 

Mr. 'SP OONER., _ There were during the war thousands, tens of 
thousands, of cases—cases which occurred to soldiers who were 
locat lin the North of injuries by negligence, sometimes wanton 
injury. A great many of such claims came to the committee. I 
repeat, Mr. President, notwithstanding the case is one which ap- 
peals t » the s ympathy of Senators, if we open this door, if we make | 
y recedent of thi s kind, there will be absolutely no limit to them. 

» PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's five minutes | 
have expired. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 


Mr. SPC YONER. I object. 
The ae NENT protempore. The bill will be passed over. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Without prejudice? 
The P i ESIDENT protempore. Without prejudice 
bill on the Calendar will be stated, 
Mr. SPOONER sul — ntly said: 
jection which I n 1ade to the consit 


The next 


I did not intend by the ob- 
leration of the bill for the relief | 
zen of Wyoming to have it lose its place on the Calen- 
k unanimous consent that it may retain its place on the 

Calendar, notwithstanding my objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair an 

— retain its place without prejudice. 
. SPOONE R. I did not hear the announcement of the Chair. 


. oht 


Le 





nounced that it | 


All, 


BENJAMIN W, 
Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask consent to call up at this time | 
Senate bill 281, which was passed over yesterday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New York 


LORING, 





| jamin W. 


| Who 


vided by law 


| public lands for actual and bona fide sett 





FEBRUARY 





asks that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill 
in his absence yesterday, was P assed over without prejudi 
Mr. PLATT of New Yor! tis the bill (S. 281) to resto 
Loring to the Reve inane utter Service. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
‘I as being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe: 
| ded to consider the bill. It authorizes the P) 
to couchblesia nm First Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring, now on 
manent waiting orders list of the United States Revenu 
Service, a captain on that list with the pay of that gra 
for officers on permanent waiting orders, 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
FREE HOMES ON PUBLIC LANDS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill 
will be reported. 
The SECRETARY. 


wl 


rocee 


and 


on the ( 
A bill (S. 17) to provide free homes 
lers,and reserve tl 
lands for that purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is « 
goes over Without prejudice. 
REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

to promote the efficiency 
Cutter Service was announced as next in order. 

ALLISON. From the indications at the desk it 

ne that that is a bill rather too important to be passed wm 
five-minute rule. Ido not know but that it is a meritori: 
I hope it will be passed over without losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over 


prejudi 


bjec ted { 


re 
i 


=~ 


The bill i2 


(S. 


of the R 


PROOF IN PENSION ( 

The bill (S, 1881) defining and regulating proof in cert 
sion cases was considered as in Committee of the Whol 

vides that upon the consideration of any application for a 

under any the United States fact that the : 
was accepted and mustered into the military or naval 

taken and held as prima fa 


ASES. 


avy thea 
law ¢ vile 


the United States shall be 


»' that such applicant was of sound body and mind at th 


Was so accepted and mustered. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
ANNA M. COLMAN, 


The bill (S. 447) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, t 
cute a claim, was read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope some Senator will explain th 
of that case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEwa 
ary 15, 1900, as follows 

‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S 
mit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prosecute a claim, have duly 
the same and submit the following report: 

A similar bill was favorably reported from this committee in 1 
third, Fifty-fourth, and Fifty- fifth Congresses, and passed the S: 
Congress, and 8S. 253, Fifty-fifth Congress, was favorably rep 
House (House Report 264, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session 

A similar bill, presented in the House (H. R. 10052, Fifty-second 
second session), Was favorably reported from the Committee on \ 
by Mr. Cobb 

The case is set forth in said report, which your committee ad 
of this report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The report made by Mr. Cobb in the last Congress is as f« No’ w 

‘The Committee on War Claims, having had under considerat 


,and 





(No. 10052) entitled ‘An act to pe rmit Mrs. Ann M. Colman, \ 
cute a claim,’ 1 -ctfully report that they find that Charles D. ‘ 
h usband of claimant, was appointed by the President, June 





marshal for the first district of Missouri; that Colman had ther 
a lawyer, enjoying a iucrative practic e, in St. Louis; that on |! 
1865, he had on deposit a sum of $30,049 in money an d Govern! 
that one James iL. Baker, acting as provost-marshal-general 
money and bonds and conaed over the same to Capt. John Hamil 
ing and disbursing officer, and a fine of $700 was also assesse A ag 
a court-martial, which he paid to L. C. Easton, chief quarte 
Department of Missouri. 

‘The seizure and conversioh of thi 
fine, Colman claime« iw as illegal and an act of mere arbitrary 
still asserting his claim to have it vebeuaee to him, he di d, be 
his will this claim to his widow, the claimant. The questi 
of the seizure and of the fine is one, in the opinion of the 
this claimant should be permitted the right to have inve 
upon by a court of competent jurisdiction. The facts, as 
committee, seem to entitle her toa full and fair hearing « 
legal proof, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass.”’ 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think that bill had better go over. 
to me that it establishes a dangerous precedent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over 
prejudice. 





is money and securities, as Vv 









,/t' , 
nthet 


JOHN L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 


The bill (S. 186) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer 


J. Pelz was announced as next in order. 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask that that bill may go over. 





si de 
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: a 
STEWART. Without i ce ite s ite! ‘ aoa . 
ALLISON. Without prejudi » se tone ; : 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will er. retain- | tired list ns Aon 
D TO NAT N MW 2 
S. 79) to conus tal i i 
i n wa read 
DRI Is ut j t 1a pla 
in KnOW t wa T » ( I t 
i States to build roads 111 = in one 
t] Un is T it et t t 
I yf the Governm ld lad ‘ 
Tennessee | Mr. B i the ‘ 
‘ if. 








S.148) to remove the charge of desertion from the record : = od fr A ; ‘ 
. Bell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It tai ee 
» remove the charge of desertion now borne on the re : : ; 
re n e the - —s € : : Mr. GALLINGI t that 
War Department against the name 3 B. Bell, oe ee 
member of Company E, Fom Regim West Vir- £NO PANEL J 
nteers. 
was reported to the Senat ! 1 e 
1 forathird1 ng,readt t a! s = 
rre'< 5 nm ‘ ft ’ 
MIGR RI ntin ; la ;, M 
. _ . , + 2 i ‘ . - ‘ AT.1 
S. 233) to amend the immigration laws of the United ; wid of t ite Li Col. Na Mel 
announced as next in order. ind emoluments that would hav ee] ind ] 7 
-AWLINS. I think that bill had better go over. tha il. McLean 4jor from July ~ 64, to t 
,ESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without | his reinstatement, Mat 
found due by said adjustment 
- r } + } { 
SOLDIERS’ HOME AT CHARLESTON, Ss. C. Phe | > i 
‘ — 7 ? TO é ssed t ? 
S. 1018) to establish a branch home of the nal 
r Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Castle Pinckney, in | VNEI 
n Harbor, South Carolina, or some other eligible site in The bill (S. 12 for the relief the 
t city, for the use of disabled officers and enlisted men | . : S 1 ( \ 
inteer Army and Navy of the United States, was an- | ]¢ directs the claim of t , 
as next in order. | Bergen. of New York. Be n H. M ma 
<RELL. The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. freight, tow, and ] l t £ 
desires to be present when that bill is considered, and | eo)ijsio; th t 17.3.3. ] t} 
} - . a COL AUil i . ‘ i 
it may be passed over, retaining its pla on the Cal- | mac River. o1 yout tl th : eo 
- ferred te rt of Clair to heat id 
ATT of Conn ut. Let it be passed over. | judgmer h the richt « .3 in ot! 
SESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over | shail be brought under the visions of this act 
idice, from the date of its passa 
LOUISA M. WRIGHT. 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without a1 
S. 1353) granting an increase of pension to Louisa M Ul 


i ai. 


ii Oo engi S l ra I re L112 bil i} ‘ 
vas announced as next in order. | “VISTOLT?Z 
| 


in + ling i ¢ third ¢i7 j 
Liita LOCAL 


ALLINGER. Let that bill be passed over temporarily. 


i 
senator from Connecticut |Mr, HAWLEY], who is in- 


it, is not in the Chamber. 
RESIDENT protempore. The bill 


EUNICE TRIPLER. 


S. 147) for the relief of Eunice Tripler. widow of Char! 





hs l \ \ l 
- ; eon eo Mr. AL H. Is l have to t | é 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It] a of under ‘ : 
) pay to Mrs. Eunice Tripler, widow of Surg. Charles | se gy ; 
iy to Mrs. Eunice Tripler, widow of Surg. Charles | “47. py Id + understand a 
+ “ es . . ‘ ‘ u ALIUe 1 A 4 
United States Army, $3,000, for services by Charles S. Mr. ALDRI r The hill ievalwen 4 ‘ ‘ 
1: > ° . . . ; , + It, fiial rl. i A iTLVOLVeOS Lilt ) 
1 his lifetime, in preparing, superintending, and direct- | £4) ee ba4 ok Wttektnees 2 
li : ° ‘ 7 1 7 ’ s , ot ne i Cc I ‘ l ul 
lication of a manual for the medical officers of the} — | tean not 
G ox | lu ( i i { S A 
Giants - ; lanatn wetihirned } + aedor | minute rule, 
| was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | ““y;. EOQRAKER. The bill has been sever 
.2 . 2 9 g° : . : - vi Pui. 11© A > VOEM sey { 
ssed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Oe eee ae is a 


FRANCIS W. SEELEY. sbout $1,100. 
: NRC t maw involve } . hry ’ , 

S. 1387) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list | . 7; AUDRICH. | It may involve many Wes 
riny was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It a ra 
s the President of the United States to nominate and, by Mr. E 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Francis | Mr Al RICH Sete Ree 
y, late a captain in the Fourth Regiment United States | 23) 0 fo 4) en ee 

a captain of artillery in the Army, and to place him on | “) °4y oO ee ee tee 


} 


>] vw , I’ + 
: : : : Phe PRESIDENT pt i | 
list with that rank and pay, the retired list being AT} A] DRICH. Witl ] 
I ; . 7 : svyit. JAS \ i c 
‘ y increased in number to that extent; but from and after Mr. FORAKER. It Se ( ; 
_ es > 2: . i ry » ve i 
intment under the provisions of this act no pension shall | .) qcpctand 
him, Gai... anieaeeeniodiael 1 
yn os ils . The PRESIDENT pro ten ) 
ul was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ; , 
stossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Gl : 


BVT. COL. THOMAS P. O REILLY. 


The bill (S. 1934) for the relief of the G W ork 
ill (S. 1394) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly 


Mass., was announced as next rder 


ee 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Mr. ALLIS IN. Let that bill go over. 
ent of the United States to appoint Thomas P. O'Reilly, The PRESIDENT pro tempor Phe ¢ ey 








CONGRESSIONAL 





| 
{ 


determinati 


few moments the l be allowed to lie over. The Senator from 
Wyoming |Mr. WARR reported a bill for the Globe Works 
t} ! the Chair has sent for that bill to see whether 

| \LDRICH I think t bill had better go over, Mr. Pres 

The PRESIDENT pro t or The ¢ ir did not mean to 
! nt it direct n. The bi will Oo Over 

OWNERS OF THE BRITISH SHIP FOSCOLIA 

TI 1 (S. 189) for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo was considered us in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SP*% co R. Ishould like to inquire if the report shows | 
that tl _ bill has been referred to any of the Departments of the 
Gove nent f rexamination and recommendation? 

The PRESIDEN I'protempore. Thereis areport fromthe Navy 
Dey irtment. 

Mr. SPOONE Recommending the passage of the bill? 

Mr. | ERKINS There isa recommendation for favorable action 
on the bill, which will be found on page 2 of the report. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the ; 
Department has recommended it. 

Mr. CULL M Are there any indications of the cost of this 
hip, cargo, et 

The PRE SIDE NT protempore. There is a report accompany- 

the bill. 
Ir. CULLOM. I think if there are any reports connected with | 


h bills for the settlement of large claims, they ought to beread, 
iat we may hear the facts. 


T) PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 



































































The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
WARREN January 17, 1900, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 189) for the 
relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo, having carefully 

nsidered the same, submit the following report 

A similar bill to the one now under consideration was favorably reported 
by this committee last session and passed the Senate. The Senate bill was 
it favorably reported by the House Committee on Claims 

As the committee's report (Senate Report No. 1625) made last session fully 
sets forth the facts in the case, your committee adopt said report as their 
report and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5000) for the 
relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo, beg leave to rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill for the reasons set forth in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy and accompanying papers 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 11, 15 
SIR onse to the committee's request, contained in its letter of the 
9th it for the views and recommendation of the Department in regard 
to the ate bill 5000, for the relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia 
and cargo. I have the honor to state that on the 28th of May last, at 7.30 p.m., 
the U.S. S. Columbia, while engaged in patrol duty jast outside the harbor 
of New York and about 12 miles southerly and easterly from the Fire Island 
rht- ship, came into collision with the British merchant steamer Foscolia 

( imbia was not seriously injured, but the Foscolia suffered much 
‘ ize and sunk nine hours after the collision. There was no loss of life, 
t he ticers and crew of the Foscolia being taken on board the Columbia and 
cared for and brought into port, but the Yoscolia and her cargo were a total 
1 

it appears from the finding of a naval board of inquiry, convened to inves- 
tigate and report upon the circumstances attending the collision, that at the 
t t occurred and for an hour anda half previously a thick fog had pre- 
vailed; that the vessels were both running at reduced speed on account of 
the fe that a proper lookout was kept on both vessels; that the Foscolia 
was exhibiting the usual lights and sounding the fog signal, but that the Co- 
lu t had all her lights screened and was sounding no fog signal. It also 
appears from the finding of the court that no fault is imputed to any of the 
othe or men on board the Columbia, and that, aside from the screening of 
lights and discontinuance of the sounding of fog signals, everything that 
‘ i have been done by them to avoid the catastrophe and to minimize its 
consequences, when it became inevitable, was done 

lhe testimony adduced shows that the lookouts on each vessel sighted the 
otheratabout t 1e time, the two vessels being about | \) yards: apart, and 
that the Columbia was so maneuvered that a glancing blow only was received 
from the Foscolia, and doubtless little injury would have been caused either 
v but for the fact that the bow of the merchant steamer was caught 
uj f the projec z after sponsons of the cruiser 

Upon careful consi ation of the facts reported by the naval court of in- 
quit bove . n the Dey artment is satisfie -d that there is at least rea- 
sonable g ‘ :tention advanced 1 he owners of the Foscolia 
that t iol lave bee navoide dhi id the ¢ umbia shown the lights 
and sounded the fog ils usual under such coma ons. The lights and 
signals were, however, dis] ed with by the Columbia on this occasion for 
the reason that the Spar fleet under the command of Admiral Cervera had 
I it time been located and the cruiser was ther engaged ul patre lduty 
n the ) of the me im} rtant ports of the country, Ne E 
Philad . the point ‘tween Ww h she was cruising bei 
light and Delaware Breakwater, and that itw as deen ede 
extraore ry precautions, even to th Y irring 
guard ns bilities whi 

A . 
sta 
vi 
stear y 
ently ry! t a 
it we t) nt theret d not bea 
to re fa pr te vessel, but that such losses sh« 
the cx : e by the United States, provide 1, of course, that i hal 
be judicially determined in the courts of the United States that the fa ‘tsare 


as hereinbefore outlines 





{ the 








| crew of the 
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Entertaining thes: smuch as it appears that the : 
provides simply for of all matters of fact in the « 
\ t States distric » southern district of New Yor 
a ir t payment of such amount onl) 
i ged to the clai of such court, the Dep: 
mends ‘billto the leration of the committee, se 
| vill ing pr mpt payment of the amount 
urt may tind tol le ied proper inv lew of the fact 
eign owm pof the vessel lost and the desira ty of avoiding 
case the de which would result from a resubmissiot nof the matt 
sress for the necessary appropriat 
In this connection I desire to s » that. under date of the mts t of J 
this Department addressed letters to the Committeeson Nava! Affa 
Senate and House of Representatives, respectively. recommending 
action in th iatter of the claim of the owners of the Foscolia and « 
The i sures of your communication are herewith returned. 
Very resvectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG 
Hon. H. M. TELLEI 
( ti in Sena Committee on Claims, United States Senate 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, Jun: 
GENTLEMEN: Complying with the request contained in your cor 
tir f the l4th instant, I transmit herewith a press copy of th 
the court of inquiry which recently investigated the collision bet 
U.S. 8S. Columbiaand the steamer Foscolia. The Department's act 


date upon the case is as follows 
*The findings of the foregoing court of inquiry are approved 
“With res} to the claim of the owners of the Foscolia for dar 
Department will request Congress to authorize the submission of 
to the United States district court for the southern district of New 


mig 
JOHN D. LON 


“t 
ect 


Very respectfully, 


Messrs. COWEN, WING, PUTNAM & BURLINGHAM, 

45 William street, New York City. 
FINDING. 

On the evening of May 28, 1898, the U.S 
in latitude 40° 20’ north, longitude 73 west, and about 12 miles + 
and easterly from Fire Island light-ship. At7.50 p. m. the course wa 
S., and her speed 6 knots per hour. <A thick fog had prevailed sinc 
and the Columbia had all her lights screened and was sounding no {i 
The British merchant steamer Foscolia was at the same time approa 
a course E. } S., at a speed which had been reduced to 7} Knots on a: 
fog. At 7.38 p.m. the lookout on the Columbia and the man in 
ward chains sig rhted the Foscolia on the starboard bow. 

The officer of the deck of the Columbia sounded the steam whist 
put the helm to starboard, and signaled the engine room for full sp: 
The commanding officer of the Columbia, coming quickly from t 
gency cabin, repeated the order for full speed ahead and sounded t 
the collision occurring at the same moment. Whenthe Foscolia wa 
the two vessels were about 100 yards apart. She had her starbou 
and masthead lights set, yet none of these were visible to the Colu 
after the Foscolia’s hull was seen. This is accounted for by the fact 1 
fog was very dense and daylight had not yet entirely disappeared 
colia sighted the Columbia at about the same time that she herself 
The Foscolia’s engines were at once reversed and given full spet 
Her helm was put hard aport for starboard, but the distance w 
that her headway was probably not stopped until the collision « 
The Foscolia struck the Columbia at the aft sponson on the star! 
her stem cutting into five compartments above the protective deck 
siderable portion of her stem was left in the Columbia’s side, 

Measures were promptly taken for the temporary repair of the 
to the Columbia, and two of the Columbia’s boats were sent to the 
of the Fuscolia, The Columbia remained in the locality nine hours 
Foscolia sank. There was no loss of life, the crew of the Foscolia b 
on board the Columbia and cared for and brought to port. The da 
the Foscolia, occurring through the collision, caused her to sink. ‘I 
finds that the fog whistle of the Foscolia had been sounded for 
half an hour previous to the collision, and that the whistles were 1 
on board the Columbia until after the vessel was sighted. Th: 
shows conclusively that the captain, officers, and men of the Co/u 
attentive to their duties previous to and at the time of the c 
same is true of the master, officers, and men of the Foscolia, 


OPINION. 


The court is of the opinion that when the two vessels sighted 
the distance between them was sosmall and their speed and relat 
were such that a collision was unavoidable. If the lights of the ¢ 
been displayed it is impossible to state positively whether they 
been visible to the lookouts on the Foscolia before the Columbia 
sight, but the court is of the opinion that the hull would have | 
covered. The opinion of the court is, therefore, that the absetr 
lumbia’s lights is not an element in the causes which produced t 
Notwithstanding that the fog whistle on board the Foscolia wa 
on board the Columbia, the court is of the opinion that the Co 
whistle might have been heard on board the Foscolia had it b« 
The court can not, however, express a positive opinion on the su 
to well-known instances of sound being diverted under certain at: 
conditions. : 

The court having taken into consideration the instructions in 
the loss or grounding of aship of the Navy, as directed by the pre« 
cons sider it necessary to call all the officers and crew before it, be: 


.S. 


Columbia, on patrol 


(%) 








Ww 


+ 





fact that there had been no loss or grounding ofa Navy vessel. a] 
H. Sands, of the Columbia, had received positive orders from ! 
officer in —— ind of the northern patrol fleet to cruise wit 
The ob ject of this order was to ‘ ‘onceal the presence of his ship f1 
sels of a nation with which the United States was at war. (See 
the United States Navy Re atic ns.) Captain Sands directed fox 


be suspended for the same purpose. The court is of the opin ik 
justific od i in soe. The court is of the opinion that the collis: 
Colt tand the Foscolia was, under the circumstances s of wa 
the fault or neglige f any of the officers or me! 
U.S 8S. Columbia, and therefore it is of the opinio1 
ther proceedings should be had in the matter. 

WIL als IAM P. Mc‘ 
United States Navy, Reti 

DOU GLAS ROB EN, 
United States Navy, Retired, . 


Mr. CULLOM. I think there has been enough of th 
ead to justify the position which the Secretary of the Na 
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spect due ia 
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Com modore, 
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»premises. The screening of those lights by the Columbia | THE WI 1 AMP s [PANY 
it seems to me, justifi s the Se retary in recommending the fr. STEWART. I pe eae er , Weis 
age of the bill, as the vessel which was sunk could not know | the bill (S. 795) for the relief of the W ma eS 3 
it it was approaching; and, so far as I am concerned, I with- | ang Engine Buildin nnn ont lolnhia. Pa. wee } 
.w the call for the further reading of the report | to under a misapprehension. it being supposed ¢! , rie 
Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask if the committee consid- | an c ld class to which the other bill were ot 
| the question of whether this ship was insured or not? If she | put that was a recent t 
: insured with the collision clause—which is the custom with | : atter « f i litior a oon ; 
rwriters—then the own: rs of the ship have been paid and | oress to the Secretary Tavw a 
bursed for the loss of the ship and cargo, and we now propose } mending that the claim be refer ( ( 
a bill paying them again the same amount. I think that | not want to have t . : 
ion should be considered in connection with this bill. There | js jp 
question that we are liable if the U.S. S. Columbia wasat!] Mr. LODGE Mr. President. I have 1 hic 
and any ¢ oart of admiralty would have awarded damages | to Senate bill 795. to which the Senat aa te : 
st that gs} ; it Nc and 1 a : ( i Ran sie 
sitive Wachee heaiein nded so as to provide, in the event | for the relief of the G W Atlantic W 
being insured, that the money appropriated should go to | ton. Mass.. are exactly as merit 2 an ‘ 
—— rs, and not to the owners of the ship. foe ienper be TI Sin i sonsag andl the Slat I 
RESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- | they are perfectly cood and proper , iit 
Shlect to the farther chastdetation of th bill? lL onekt ta be ted. ft aocwnt botliaws’ i: thet 
Mr. PERKINS. Ithinkit is the part of prudence to let the bill | ja5 owed the monev for a long while is anv reasona 
the PR 10t losing its Place on the ¢ nd ir. ae bjection. If those bills are to be put ov rdeyon Son 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. bill goes over without jection, as the point was raised that it was better to pu 
| lice. | claims over, I will submit. f course—I shall havetosubmit 
BILLS PASSED OVER. event, and I submit to that very gladly—but I do not see w 
bill (S. 1744) for the relief of the Atlant'c Works of Boston, | other bill should be picked out and given the preferen 
ss., Was announced as next in order. really is of the same general class 
ALDRICH. I think these bills had better all go over to-| Mr. STEWART. Well, [have simply made the 1 
r. Objection has already been made to one of them,andthe | The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The next bill on the ‘ 
senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] who reported the bill | will be stated, 
s not appear a in his seat at this moment. YLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEAI 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. | ‘The bill (S. 156) to amend ees aie aa a a: ; 
The bill (S. 795) for the relief of The William Cramp & Sons | ots 4 Statut elle bie vere an ii, ha lor ay esto adie an 
Ship and Engine Building Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., was | (° a ee ee 
unced as next in order. ae A SeUEEMEIVETEREE Tok thie Slt a 
_ ALDRICH. Let that bill go over. | id CEE coats tie cee in 
[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. - en ee ee ae ee ee 
JOHN O'’KEANE, | EXECUTIVE SES ’ 
The bill (S. 102) for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of | _Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed 
Washington, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | tion of executive business. 
proposes to pay to John O’Keane, of the State of Washington, $45, _ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to th 
is balance of salary due him for services as a farmer in charge of | 8! deration of executive business. After forty-tw nut 
Tulal p Indian Agency, Wash., for the month of October, 1882. | in executive session the doors were re« pene 1, and (at4 ] c 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Frida 
ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, | February 9, i900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. oars 
bill (S. 2258) to authorize the Union Railroad Company to NOMINATIONS. 
nstruct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, | fyeentive nominations received by the Senate I 
was ann vunced as next in order. ; 
. PENROSE. [ask that that bill may go over. SURVEYOR OF Ct 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of custom 
ALBERT C. BROWN. port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa. Reappointed Mr. 
7 - if office nnder his nrecent mmission v p 
The bill (S, 256) for the relief of Albert C. Brown was consid- | /wnan's term of office Mnder tis present comm sages 
sin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Capt. | ~° “" ~ ™ aaa 
Albert C. Brown, master of the schooner Alexandra, $1,000, in APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
mpensation for fitting out his vessel and rescuing and Doctor Joseph A. Murphy, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to ul 
rting — the s sae end of the island of Kadiak, | assistant surgeon in th N ivy from the 3d of Januar WO, tof 
Alaska, to Wood Island, Alaska, the crew of the Americanschooner | vacancy existing in that corps. 
C. G. White, which was wrecked on Kadiak Island April 13, 1895, | Doctor John T, Kennedy, a citizen of Connecticut, t ean 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW GEDDES. 


The bill (S. 41) to authorize the President to place Andrew 
Geddes on the retired list with the rank of captain was announced 


assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 15th day of Januai 
to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 


e CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senat. 

as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

resumed its consideration. aes 7 See 
Mr.GALLINGER. That bill has been read heretofore, Col Albert D. Chamberlin, of Inez, Wyo., to be 1 r of the and 
re were some objections made toit, but the objections have all | office at Douglas, Wyo. 

withdrawn. I hope it will be passed promptly. SUPERVISORS OF THE TWI1 iH : 
ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered William B. Reed. ir.. of Centerville, Queen Anne Count) 
engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. | to be a supervisor of the Twelfth Census for the Secor 

visor’s district of Maryland. 
Mr. Thad A. Thomson, of Austin, Tr County, to 

Twelfth Census for the Tentl | 


ADOLPH VON HAAKE, 


ill (S. 8) for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, 


tad “pa oa 7 een ae aes visor of the 
' jor Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer : 


is ‘ ; 
lt ntry, Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It di- | Texas. . 10% ‘ Sm KAW 
tects the Secretary of War to amend the records of the War De- mOLTOS F 
I ent so as to show that Adolph von Haake was mustered into Commander John F. Merry, to 1 1 captain i 
service a major of the Sixty-eighth Regiment New Y: Tk Volun- | the 2th day of December, 1899 (su t tl 
t Infantry on October 25, 1863,and was mus ste red out of service | q1 po by li LW 
s of that grade on June 10, 1865; and he shall be held aa con- sieut. William F, F ullar 1. to be a lieutenant-com1 
sidered to” have been continuously a major between the dates | wa avy, from the 29th day of December, 1809 | 
fied. | 0 —— required by law). 
; bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry H. ¢ l ; 
- engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | the Navy, from the 29th day of December, 1800 








| ( Uriah R. Harris, to be a commander in the 
Na lay of Di ber, 1899 

M William G. Farwel » be a medical director 

} ? ary l 7 
D \. Bertolette, to be a medical inspector in the Nav 
i of January. 1vUvU, 
Inspec Daniel A. Smith, to be a pay director in the 
from the 20th day of Jar wary, 1900, 

fey. L. Paul Rennolds, a citizen 6f Maryland, to be a chaplain 

the Navy, from tl Ist day of January, 1900. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
PHURSDAY, February 8, 1900. 

tr} yuse met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
ee I N. Ce 1} pp dD. 

Journal the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

\ND INTERNAL, REVENUE IN THE ISLAND OF PUERTO RICO, 

Mr. PAY NE Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
War nd Meat »yreport back House bill 6883 to extend the laws 
relating to custo ind internal revenue over the island of Puerto 
Rico, ceded to the United States, with a substitute. and the recom- 
mendation that the substitute pass. 

SPEAKER. Ordered printed and referred to the Union 
( ir 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the views 

{ of the minority, and ask to have them printed with 
{ ie majority. The views of the minority are signed 

V SIX members. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed and referred to the 
Union Calendai th the report. 

Ir. MCCALL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit individual view 
on tl Same matter 

i SPEAKE] Ordered to be printed with the others, and 
1 red to the 1 n Calendar. : 

ir. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, doubtless a large number of these 

ts. with the views of the minority, will be calied for. I have 
msulted with several members of the committee, and I ask 
Inanimous consent that 10,000 extra copies of the report and the 
views of the minority be printed and placed in the folding room 
to the credit of members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, asks unanimous consent that 
10,000 extra copies of the report of the majority, with the views 
if the minority, be printed and put to the credit of the members 
in the folding room of the House. Is there objection? [{Aftera 

1S¢ The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to give notice that I shall 

ull up this bill on Thursday, the 15th of February, and ask the 
ton for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 

Committee on Ways and Means, gives notice that he will call 
t! | up for consideration on Thursday next. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. WEEKS. lLrise to a question of personal privilege, and I 

< that the Chair direct the Clerk to read certain extracts from 


spapers which I have handed to him for that purpose. 
PEAKER. The Clerk will read. 





















The Clerk read as follows: 
From the Virginian-Pilot, of Norfolk, Va 
WISE-YOUNG CONTEST—REPUBLICAN GUILTY OF BREACH OF FAITH. 

WI the report was submitted to the House this afternoon there was an 

ter g e WEEKS to have it considered. and heasked 

se. Itis probable the House would have 
a t resentat ive BURKE of Texas, who is to make 
t mit 1e report of the maj: y was submitted to 
t { lay last, it was ¢ xpress) ulated that ter 

\ W ty in which to prepare their report, when 
both w » House simultaneously 

BREACH OF FAITH. 

There is a breach of faith in the matter which a member of the committee 
is resp efor,a t created considerable surprise when the majority re- 
port was submitted this afternoon. Rumor says it was the purpose « ; the 
Rey cans to take ar ivantage of the Democrats by reason of what was 

Ip} i to be Repre ive BURKE'S absence. However, that gentler nan 

} 
happened to be ‘ “oom of the House, and when hx heard what was 
Ol n he} i uncertain manner tothe majority for 
i vir? } He succeeded in gaining his full time—ten 
day :% cl rt; I ta certainty that the House will 
idopt the rep of the majority 

From the Norfolk Public Ledger 
THE WISE-YOUNG CONTEST. 


pecial dispatch to the Public Ledger. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 2, 1900. 
_The breach of faith on the part of Representative WEEKs of Michigan 

with Judge BURKE of Texas, on the matter of allowing the latter ten days in 

which to prepare a minority report in the Wise-Young contest, is severely 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


} 





FEBRUARY 





Cc! 


ritic icised to-da 
1 port of 


But for the accidental presence of Judg 
lection Committee No. ‘ 


3U RKE yeste1 
} might have been rushed throt 


E 















e seat awarded t » Wise with ut ahearing before the House. Palast 
| detecte 1 Wi EKS in his dishonor act and severely excoriated him, ¥ 

t resul t the it by unar imous co nt of the House he was allowed th: 

‘ if This is regarded as a favorable omen for Mr. Young, an i i 

more t i af robable that WEEKS's sneaking act may result in turning s 

R n votes, or in others refraining from voting. 

[from the Richmond News. ] 

IN FAVOR OF SEATING WISE—REPORT SUBMITTED TO THE HOUSE IN 
YOUNG-WISE CASE—THE REPUBLICANS ACTED UNFAIRLY—FAITH 
KEPT WITH THE MINORITY IN THE TIME OF PRESENTING THE REP‘ 
PROBABLE ACTION ON IT. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 1, 1 
ative WEEKS of Michigan to day submitted to the Hou 

r of Elections Committee No. 3 in the Wise-Young c 


district. The maj ority of the committee ail report in 
The report, in substi ance, Says: 





“Tl : evidence in this contest is of the same character as in the cont 
two years agi rhe mass of fra uncovered by the contestant’s testiz 
leay es no dout bt in the minds o ¢ the committee that he is entitled to th 
by a large majority.” 

VOTE OF NORFOLK. 


ort procee ds to an analysis of the vote of the city of No rfo ] 
‘he evidence overwhelmi ingly esti ablishes the fac t that th: 

i in Nort: lk were inc n with the interests of the cont 

ngview are also questioned by the majority of t 

ly rejected. The report states that the returns fr 

‘inct “can notstandfora minute.’ Thecorrect retur 

orm rare declared by the committee to be: 








1 
olln 



















415: Wis 26. The returns from Powhatan precinct are r 
on ount of manife st frau d, and the correct vote for James City is a 
to be, Young, 25; Wise, 287. The various prec incts in Nansemond ( 
are figured in t: abl es in the report, with little comment, and the sum: 
the majority of the committee gives Young 49 votes, Wise 1,171 vot« 
majority of the committee make the vote of Princess Anne County 
Young, 281; Wise, ¢ In Sou thampton County the majority of tl 
mittee give Young votes and Wise 625 votes. Warwick, according 
con ttee, ga wanes 174 and Wise 211. York C ounty is made 
Young 64 vot 1d Wise 715. Portsmouth, as the committee hasc 
the vote, gives Young 1,189, Wise 418. 
THE TOTAL VOTE. 
Williamsburg is made to give Young no votes and Wise 117 votes 
iv Si r mittee foot up the total correct vote as Youn 
W , 4,5 ( r d returns from counties of Cha 
1 Eli , Norfolk C an d city of Newport News, wl 
Your 3 and Wise 2,697 tes, the committe 2 figures that t 
rr would be, Youn 4.816, and Wisey 20. 
A lingly, they make out t Dr. Wise has a clear majority o 
3 from Surry w re allowed to stand as they were repc 





ndsthat Dr. ise would still have a majority of 1,947 v 
report was submitted to the House this afternoon ther 
esentative WEEKS to have it considered, and ! 
that p urpose. Itis probable the House wi 
* Representative BURKE of Texas, who 
— repor When the report of the majority was = 
nittee on Wi dnesiday ] t was expressly stipulated _ 
uld be granted the minority in whic ‘h to prepare their report, 
uld be submitted to the House simultaneously. 
BREACH QF FAITH. 
breach of faith in the matter which a member of the « 
e for, and it created considerable surprise when the ma 
ubmitted this afternoon. Rumor says it was the mob 
‘ans to take an advantage of the Democrats by reason o 
{to be Representative BURKE's absence. However, that ¢ 
happened to be in the eloakroom of the House, and when he heard 
going on he paid his c« mpliments in no uncertain manner to th 
forthe unfairnessthey hadshown. Hesucceeded in gaining his full t 
days—in which to report; hence it is not acertainty that the House 
the report of the mz jority. 
Mr. WEEKS. Now, Mr. Spe iker 
Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Michigan will a 
to state that my colleague from Texas [Judge BURKE] is n 
ent this morning. 
A MemBer. He is in the cloakroom and will be here i 


ment. 
YHAM. 


Mr. LAN 
cloakri om. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has sent for Judge Burk! 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker; I have no nines 21 wit 
BuRKE on this subject. But I learn from reliable sour 
this alleged ‘‘news” has been telegraphed all over the > 
Virginia. All its newspapers are full of it. Now, J 
Speaker to direct the Clerk to read from the record of this 
showing what did take place on the occasion referred to, v 
as chairman of the subcommittee, under instructions of th 
committee, presented the report of the Wise-Young cont 
election case. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows from the proceedings of Feb: ' 
1900: 





ade by 





ad it not bec n 





mn ist it 


isa 
17 

l 
ort Was s 
. styl 
sepudik 


of) belt be 





I am informed that my colleague i 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE VS. YOUNG. 
WeEks. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committe e ( 
tile the report of the committee in the contested-electior 
again st Young. from the Second district of V irginia, and ask that at 
be fixed for the hearing before the House. 
The SPE AKER. The gentleman from Michigan submits a privile 
which the Clerk will read. 
The C lerk read as follows: e 
‘Report of Committee on Elections No. 3in the case of Wise against } 
The SPEAKER. The report will be printed, and the case will go 
House Calendar. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from M 


Mr. 


W + 


No. 3to 


n | 


1Cast 
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kK} 
EEKS. 7 ald r \ I | 
FAKI V t W @ 4 ; 
ae : , ae Ay 
( \I 
WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, the record as read shows p sely - An 
urred. Now, I have no faultto find with Judge B ~ ; A} 
‘ish to make any animadversion upon the conduct 
in this matter save those who are responsible for publis] : (n 
‘news ” that has been read from those Virginia papers Ss. 4 \ M 
Sneaker. I desire to denounce the state: t enews Ss. \ ( ’ 
as absolutely false wherein h a 5 
ng, breach of faith, or oth in th = \ 
t know who the author of those telegraphic gems of ». IS \) 
iy be, but he is evidently heerful and willing pre- | Fra Oo, 
| hope I use proper parliamentary language. Som S. S 
ewhere would denounce the sender out of such news S. 2114. An ) Ma ( 
her name, but I hope to use diplomatic and | ‘ \ . 
erms in this great presence S. 2177. At 
t know in whose interests this kind of slanderous newsis | Revised Statutes tot 
t. but leave that to the House and to the public to decide. 5. K. 67. - t 1 lut 
delay the public business with any extended remarks. | tributionof United States 
now before the House are sufticient f vy pur S. R. 83. Joint resolution i 
ll venture to remark that. while I do not object toreason- ! lding for the G 
en unreasonable criticism within the lines of truth upon 
[ may say or do in this House, this is neither reasonable of the] er 
sonable criticism, nor wit] of truth. Be- |! 1 I 
in assault upon a member of the House in an official mes Iso a 
ng conduct not only unbecoming in a1 1 . but 1(H. RA 
e as to require attention. Furthermore, it is an at- | tl to the New Orlea ! 
e members of the m rity of the com mittee, as mem t ted Stat t g 
louse, inasmuch as the chairman of asu mimitt t rtvy in N 
o the things charged wit] their connivar i 
thus an assault upon the very integrity of the Ho ng 
i A t 
too. sir, that this is an assault upon S} é 
se such a thing as is alleged in those newspa s : 
take place without the Speaker knowing some } : 
His long experience as a parliamentarian upon the fiooi . 
ise would render him so alert, so ready to take n ‘ 
ing on, that such a thing would be impossible 
l ross violation of the reportorial privileges of t MI SKER. f1 : 2 
eranted tothe r sentatives of the p1 and in 3 
nee of the thing a matter which the Honse should |, a 
tself and its members against by putting the seal of it : 7 ty ii D 
ition upon it. . mak ; 
and honorable body, the greatest in the world of | ¢ . 
can not afford to pass in silence such base and slander- | 19; n ' 
Its upon its officersandmembers. Criticism is criticism, 7 , ‘ 
lying, and slander is slander.andI am unwilling to sit | ,¢ Gam ' aa aha 2? ( a 
permit this thing to pass without a challenge and a | 4h Senate and House of Re 
hatic denial. [Applause. ] ” 2 AR Ae ack te edeamdl the fe 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. he t ind places for th 
ige from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, | ~~ Mecsas acti beltinnggs 
i that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions : s 
wing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of M ta pr ! 





Joint resolution authorizing the President to appoint | 1 I 
commissioner to represent the United States and t I 
, S ty of the Daughters of the American Revolutio ry Mr. J 
f the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in Pa 
\n act to authorize the construction of a bridg: I < 
River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 1 , 
i 24 . i SrmHAKN rn i I t 
An act for the erection of a public building at Selma , in aeidien anil 
: : a j < On n n of Mr. JOY 
An act increasing the limit of the cost of the public | ye yy BS ne 
it Salt Lake City, Utah; ee ee 
!. Joint resolution recognizing the able and gallant 
; Capt. Francis Tuttle, Revenue-Cutter Service Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, | 
ind men of the Bear; also the heroic services of Lieuts. | wish to call the attention 
I. Jarvis, Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, com- | 3718, reported from the ¢ 
the overland expedition to Point Barrow, Arctic Ocean, | placed nj ( 1 ( 
relief of imperiled whalers; state of the Union, where, | l 
An act concerning the boarding of vessels; belong. The bill does not 
An act extending the time for the commencement and | neither doesit carry an ap} f 
t fr 7 7 


on of the railroad bridge across the Illinois River, near | reference, whi will be t Hi Ca ‘ 
n, Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad; The SPEAKER. The Chair, u nspection 


>’. An act extending the time for the completion of the | that the proper place for it is the House Calendar; and 
across the East River between the city of New York and | objection, the change will be made, 
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na ion will be handed down to future generations in the form of the, to 
quaint old battle ship which first made our nation famous on the seas 

i h e Secretary of the Navy, urging the speedy consideration and p: 
of this bill, submitted the following: ; 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, December /, 

Sir: The Massachusetts State Society United States Daughters of 1s 
informed the Departm¢ nt that it desires to restore the old frigate ¢ 
tion to a serviceable condition, in order that she may be again plac 
mission and used as a training ship, or insuch manner as may be deer 
by the Secretar y of the Navy, the cost of such restoration to be de fra 
popular subscript ion, and the work to be done at the navy-yard, B 
Mas bs and carried on and « “comple ted to the satisfaction of the De part: 
The society has also, in pursuance of this object, requested the Depart 
to recommend the passage of an act by the Congress granting the ni 

uthority in the premises 

The Constitution as she exists to-day is a relic of the glory of the N 

| its early days, and the fact that the memory of her prowess is still ¢} 
among the people is a gratifying evidence of patriotism that shou 
couraged. The restoration of this old man-of-war for the Governn 
voluntary contribution from the people, under the auspices of this 
would be an object lesson of great value to the nation. 

I have the honor, therefore, considering also the serviceability to the > 
of the ship should she be restored. to recommend the early passage 
authorizing her rehabilitation in the manner proposed, providing, hoy 
that the work shall be done under the supervision of and as directed 
Department. 

Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONtG 
Ne 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 

In view y of the above facts, and the further fact that the Massa 
State Society United States Daughters of 1812, in raising the funds t 
the expense of such refitting of the Constitution, will present to the } 
object lesson in patriotic devotion of great value, your committee rec 
that said bill do pass. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I | 

| there will be no opposition to the consideration of the bill w 


Mr. CANNON, Does the bill provide for any charge upon the 

¢ ury 

| DAK . The Chair will have the bill read for the in- 

f t if the Hou 
1 las f mw 
{] I rva of tl riga ( t1 

I x 3 he 

; } DY umé y 

‘ "y I 

by lassachusett tate society 
ites D ind 4 lisposal for the purpose 

Mr. CANNON, Lhave no objection to this bill going on the | 
Calendar indicated, by unanimous consent; but it does seem to me 
that it provides for an expenditure. At least,it employs Govern- 
Ml oitice It provides that the Government shall be reim- 
bursed. While that is true, it does involve a public expenditure, 
a 1 tom ievertheless 

[ have no objection to its going on the Calendar by unanimous 
consent; but as a matter of right, it seems to me, it ought to be on 
the Union Calendar under the rule, 

Mr. PAYNI | would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that he ask unanimous consent to take up the bill for con- 
Blueration now. 

Ir. BUTLER. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that after consultation with the Speaker of the House it was un- 
derstood that we would move for the consideration of this bill on | 
the call of committees. With that understanding, while I thank 
i! entleman for his suggestion, we desire to wait and take our | 
chances under the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. <An inspection of this bill satisfies the Chair 
that it lays n ee upon the Government. The money to do 
this work must be provided for, in the first instance, as the Chair 
understands th inn guage of the b ill, by other means than through 
the Treasury of the United States; but as the House Calendar is 
to be taken up at once, if the gentleman will ask unanimous con- 

nt, the Chair will submit a request for the immediate considera- | 
tion of the bill. 

UTLER. Then, Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent 
for the present considerat ion of the bill. 


TheSPEAKER. The 
ious consent for the present consideration of House 
which has just been read to the House. Is 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, 
should like 


bill 
there objection? 
before consent is given, 
to have anexplanation of the bill. 


3718, 


we 


It has been impos- 
sible for us to hear what the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
said, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I wili endeavor to speak suffi- 


ciently loud to enable the gentleman to hear me. I fully appreci- 
ate the great difficulty of hearing on one side of the Chamber what 
is said on the other side, in the confusion that sometimes exists. 

With the permission of the Chair, I will surrender the floor to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBERTS] who intro- 
duced this bill and can answer all the questions which any gentle- 
inan may see fit to put. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ROBERTS]. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take the time of 


the House upon this measure unless members desire information | 


concerning it, in which case 1 would be very glad indeed to fur- 
nish all information within my knowlédge. 
A Member. What is it about? 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, 
also the report accompanying it, 
formation to the members of the House. 


Task that the 














; bill be read, and | them than all else is the grand old hulk of the Constitut ic 
which I trust will give full in- | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- | 


| of Massachusetts flocked to Boston to join in honoring he1 





The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that the bill having been 
read, if there be no objection, the reading will be confined to the 
report. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as f¢ anowe: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
TLS) to sathorise the Secretary of the Navy to place the » frigate Constitution 
in the same condition as regards her hull and rigging as she was when in 

tive service, } ie to submit the following report: 

‘i onstitution, better known as * Old Ironsides.”’ is now moored | 
toay he Boston Navy-Yard, where she has been since her removal | 
from 1. N. H., in 1807. Her hullis protected from the weather by 
at ot has attacked her once staunch timbers and they are fast 

n The achievements of “Old Ironsides” during the war of | 

, is they do so proudand glorious a page of American history, have 
end ed this grand old shir ry i1denshrined herin the affections | 

patri f achusetts State Society United 
rs of S12 we lici » of furnishing a sufficient sum of 
v thes re cost of placir 16 Constit fronin the same condi 
her hull and rigging as sh i. was when inactiveservice. Itis 
rk of patriotism with these ladie s—it isa labor of love and rev- 


a legitin 


hey feelthey have 





ate claim to the honor of carrying it | 
ny of themare the tdescendants of the men who helped 
l , fought upon her de ohn, and commanded her whenshe gained 
her epoch-m: aking victories. The Gove rnment will be at no expense what 
ever under the ] len prop osed for the resto m and a servi ation = ke es 
famous vessel the patriotic impulses of our pe ple will imulated, 


has been reported to the House by the gentleman from Pen: 
vania who is on the Naval Affairs Committee. The legis! 
proposed in this bill seeks to give to the Daughters of Eig 
Hundred and Twelve the right to rehabilitate the grand old f: 
Constitution without any expense tothe Government. It w 
privilege during my first term in Congress to obtain the pa 


| through the House of an appropriation sufficient to put this 


in proper condition to make the trip from Portsmouth to Bost 
the occasion of the one hundredth anniversary of her constru 
The citizens of Massachusetts have a just pride in the hist 
this great ship. The waters of Massachusetts Bay were tl: 
to greet her. She was built by Massachusetts mechanic 
during the greater part of her historic career was mann¢ 
Massachusetts sailors. Atthecelebration which was held in Lost 
in October, 1897, fitting honors were paid to this monument of | 
naval victories of the war of 1812. People fromall parts of the > 


ous deeds, and the occasion was one which will live in the: 


| ries of those who witnessed the events of that day. 


The Daughters of Eighteen Hundred and Twelve have t 
deserved pride in the history of the vessel, and are anxious t 
her refitted and put in the same condition as regards her hu! 
rigging as she was when in active service without any ex] 
the Government. Itis an undertaking which I know will r 
the plaudits not only of this House, but of the people of the 
country, who have a proper appreciation of the grand wor 
has been accomplished by this ship for the preservation \ 
Union. In every war since the foundation of the Govern 
until the present day the sons of Massachusetts have « 
aid of the Government in a magnificent manner, and en 
monuments are raised to-day in all portions of that State 
valor and brave deeds of her sons. But I think that dé 


ome 


now lies at the Charlestown Navy-Yard and which not on 
fies the heroism of Americans of a century ago, but will sta 
all time as an a entive to greater deeds and greater glor) 
hands of the American youth of future gene rations. 

The SPEAKER. Is there o! bjection to the present consid 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti: 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTS, a motion to reconsider the ! 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
The SPEAKER (at 12 o'clock and 35 minutes p.m.). T! 
will call the committees. 
The Clerk having proceeded with the call, the Committ: 
Judiciary was called. 
COURT IN THE 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bil 


2936) changing the place for holding court in the ue d 
of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, and for 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


striking and curious object lesson of the develo pment mr growth of the | purposes, 
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aaa ee ra se aca acne al as 
| 
rT $ . +? ° . ro 7+ an € + , , "+ - 7, el na tT) ] < - ] + ? 
The original bill was read, with an amendment recommended The bill wv read, as follows 
the Committee on the Judiciary, ks follows: 
Strike out all of the original bill ar rt y 
5 s Sta t Larg 
See an ' : 
t r Vv, ar \ 
T tr 
4 i pat 
I f} r uta , 
ae aaa = .« oth 
W ( : When engag t 
t i 1 — i = 
r ul ns 
and 1 esses, ré si i : ! 
= ; ; ; 
l sferred to shall be mad t ‘ ng ne % y bates } 
il » force in said irt at Poteau ted States l to Al v 
} \ 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield to th eet, aed Ps 
tlamay? rise Ss} iMr } Ixcl ten minnt if ha da exes $ ; 
Se ee ee eT ie es, 2k eee ie te 
Ss that e. le tod —r mwmit+ on ee + : 
; anareearee . ; iorted by the Comn 1 Me nt Marin 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. | inde 5 ane 
The amendment recommended by the commit was agreed to. | ainne at «, a +) 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird | o¢ aon. ; aa hove 





ae collisions on inland wate re is no] j 
and it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. hteve bi calaik Crean Reads ik Vek wicemaiees 
On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last vote Thi ‘mas kes the United St it : Shia eal 
lesa A ea His nak the n ed $s Trecuila n ( 
laid on the table. | other nations, especially Great Brita 
DEPOSITIONS DE BENE FSSE. The bill was ord it ng 1 f t 
nee sed. it was accor y read the 1 


: — a ; b rener lit was rding 
\[r. RAY of New York. Mr. Speak rel ulu} nem H R. 92 On 1 vie e AT, rv RAND 
1end section 864 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, |. wiyieh the hill was nacead wae laid on tha ¢ 
elation to taking depositions de bene esse. : r ; j 

Che bill was read, as follows: LOG ENTRY 
wcted, etc., That section s#1 t R Ss t t Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. 8 f 
and the same is hereby, ame ‘ + met ‘ + " 4 ) + > as 1 wy 

sid. Every person deposing as p1 amend , et 

ned and sworn to ‘ 
estimony shall be 








ier his personal supervisio r by hin | 
i shall, after it has been reduced to writing 
y the deponent.”’ . 
} P-) ry ve +1) . r e 
With the following amendments: 
, strike out the words I li t eu i k. S$ 
is *‘ officer taking the depx s a iilure t 1 
after the word “by” i is “the dey t," a mre ‘ V 
strike out the word “m and insert in lieu thereof Ssec.2. TI ike ¢ t t 
flicer’s,"’ and in the same line, after the w e 


“and by no other person.” oe The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 


MI AYNE ] ] } ] 11 en reported, and is not yet upon t! Calet 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the bill will be read as it DR ae eae 
P : hinks that unanim is consent I ne fi Sse s 
will read after it is amended. € onaideration 
Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimo 


I N desires to have the bill read as it will read with the : as ORS © 4} Fa) 
present consideration ¢ he bl 
ndments agreed to. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill as it will read © ¢ha hill) After a 1 


the | ra paus The Chair hears 1 
v n amended, ; . . : : 
mended ihe Dill Was ordered to be engrosst 


Clerk read as follows | ng engrossed, it was accordingly rea , ! 
sé. Every person deposing as pr t ling section s] On motion of Mr. FORDNEY, a1 to 1 
tioned and sworn to testify the w truth.a mit a ie tee : “en 

estimony shall be reduced to writn ‘ ; ien é Dlil Was passed Was lald on 

e dey osition, or by some per t ; 

eponent himself in the officer's j1 Ls t \ I 
l,after it has been reduced to writing or typewriting 1 DESERTI 

ee Mr. FOSS (when the Committee on Naval Af 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would say for the in- Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit 
tion of the House that this makes no change in existing ] 
epting to provide for the taking of depositions in typewriti 
il as in pen writing, there having been some question raised to ar 
. diversity of holding as to whether or not a deposition could I ft ‘avy and Marine ( 
taken in typewriting. It also changes the word “ magistrate” ss noes 
ficer.” The person designated to take a deposition is not 2 rae pied 
ys a magistrate, and for that reason 1t is more appropriate Navy and Marine Corps from tl 
iy the “ officer” taking the deposition. t 14, 1888, 1 it ! het 
he amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judi- tpt 
ry were agreed to. ted upon 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a Mr. STEELE. Mr. S 





. - 1 pea I [ Vv 1d t 
i time; and it was accordingly read the third time,and passed. | oe ey 
mn motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider th Mr. FOSS. ee ee ee 


ast vote was laid on the table. Mr. PAYNE. From what Il could e of 7 


CUBAN VESSELS. to me to extend some privilege, and I 


Mt ~pACVENAD ‘ ; ; strictly belong to the House Calendai | 
r. GROSVENOR (when the Committee on Merchant Marine | j;, ; | a eee ead - 
12: eclipsed , Sah eA ae ae the time in which something is to lon 
isheries was called). Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the | 7. 8 Se eee ee eR 
Commit . . . 7 ther right. I did not catch the 1 
‘ mmittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to report back the Me PORG, I will ask for the 1 
H. R. 5074) relating to Cuban vessels and ask that it lie on | .,° 0 ey ye ane! 7 
h] th t will exp iin the b 


table. A bill in that regard coming from the Senate has been | Mr PAYNE. In x eae , iSite acke kee 
sed by the House. 1} na # a : 
the SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 


’ 


ere was no objection. 





ttl il 
LIGHTS ON STEAM PILOT VESSELS. The report (by 


Mr. LYBRAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5288) | ,,, (Be Committee on Nava tos 
relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. the Navy and Marine ( fr 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pres 
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Mr. DAYTON. Exactly the same. 
,| . Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, as I un- 


; arge. derstand the proposition er ee the House, this act gives to th 
l h | men of the Navy the same privileges as are now accorded the m 
wi n 


inthe Army. I would like to ask the gentleman from West Vi 
n . was subject to reasonable | ginia if this is so? 

fers d es Mr. DAYTON. Exactly the same. 

was, by a proviso to section 3. limited | Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then, Mr. Speaker, | 








mous support of the House. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentlem 
Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I gather from the reading of | from West Virginia if he has examined the law and knows th 
the report the bill would give these men, if the charge of deser- | the s same limitations are placed on the men in the Navy who 
tion were removed, back pay or a right to pension, and that would | charged with desertion that are placed upon soldiers in the An 

i charge upon the Treasury. Ido not think the bill is on the | whoaresocharged? If they are, there can be no harm in the bi 


i ‘all practical purpose Scan certainly hope this bill will pass. I think there are many deser\ 
| ing casesof men who haveserved honorably in the Navy, but wh 
: a. »be ey - st a ent, ws Sheets ns. | for some reason or other, are unjustly charged as deserters. 
. ales. Shes thes eanarr Gaedl tienen haem with a leere I have knowledge of two or three cases myself where men, aft 
private king to remove these charges in individual cases, | four years of faithful and honorable service in the Navy duri: 
oe al c — by reason “1 _ the | the war, were separated from the service without discharge, 
ration, or if reported by the committee more often fail of | Many men after the war was over left their ships immediate! 
House | so as to get home to their families, and never bothered about 
e the time limit for lication contained in the act | discharge. Hundreds of cases of this kind occurred, and I thi: 
ee ee Navy's power to dispose of thes | the Secretary of the Navy, who has access to the records, is mu: 
J y be pert ided that sim lar bills have been unanimously rec better able to handle ag ess than Congress. 
t mmittee in the Fifty-four th anc d Fifty-fit ey ongresses, I certainly think the Navy has justified this confidence in : 
Se acide tes nenaheae oF vt upon Gracnauartl ee ie | periods of our history, and hope this bill will receive the una: 
| 








per Calendar. but if it leaves it entirely to the discretion of the Secretary of t 
Mr. FOSS. es j > Sp aker, I will yield to the gentleman from | Navy, so that he can discharge Jones to-day and not Smith t 
West \ inia, who prepared the report and who is more familiar | morrow, then it is a very dangerous bill and it may involve t] 
with the subject tt] han I am, | Treasury of the United States in a vast sum of money which oug 
Mr. PAYNE. The point of order is pending, Mr. Speaker. | not to be paid to men who did not make an honorable record. 
Phe SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman from West | Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker—— 
irginia on the point of order. The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from West Virginia yi 
Mr. DAYTON, I desire to say a word upon the point of order. | to the gentleman from New York? 
[think if the gentleman had carefully examined the statute he| Mr. DAYTON. Ido. 
would have ascertained that the point of order is not well taken. | Mr. CUMMINGS, I had the honor of reporting this bill in 1 
This is not new legislation that will give any new or additional | last Congress from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I will sa: 
privilege to the 1 arti: 3, but it simply, under existing legislation, in response to the gentleman from Indiana Sa STEELE], that t 
removes the restriction of time in which an application can be | same limitations exa ‘tly apply here as are placed upon the sold 
na [ hope the gentleman will note the distinction I make. | in the Army. This bili simply proposes to give the Secretary 
‘he law is onthe statute book. This enables all these parties now | the Navy the same power as the Secretary -of War. When t 
provided for to file their applications at any period of time. original bill was passed it limited the power of the Secretary 
Mr. PAYNE. I want toask the gentleman a question right | the Navy to five years. That limit is passed, and to-day the in 
ther itable result follows. We have in the Committeeon Naval Affa 
Mi . DAYTON, Very well. | over 100 private bills for the removal of the charge of desert 
Mr. PAYNE. Now they can not get any right, unless you pass | against sailors and marines. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to 1 
this legislation, to draw back pay or apply for pension. If you} that the Secretary of the Navy is more capable of judging of 
do pass the bill it removes the disability and allows them to get | merits of these cases with the record before him than is the ( 
back pay an d pension that they are now disabled from getting. mittee on Naval Affairs, It is unjust to the Committee on Nai 
Mr. DAYTON. So far asthe question of back pay is concerned, | Affairs not to give the Secretary of the Navy the same power t 
Ido not think there is any possibility of that question arising. | Secretary of War possesses in similar cases. 
» far as their position to apply for a pension is concerned, that is Ir. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker—— 
i relative question, as the law of 1890 extends to these men a pen-| TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia j 


nyhow. If they have engaged in other service of the Goy- | to the gentleman from Georgia? 


ernment they can apply for pension. | Mr. DAYTON. I will yield to the gentleman from Gi 
‘ir. PAYNE. They can apply, but can not get pensions on ac- | |Mr. Mappox] 
count of this charge standing against them. | Mr. MADDOX. I want to address a question to the gentl 


Mr. D - TON. This strikes out the five years’ limitation that | from New York [Mr. Cummincs]. If the Secretary of War 
was placed in the original act, and would leave it with the same | the right to remove charges of desertion, why do we have som 

trictions now applicable to the Army. We are constantly | bills upon the Calendar to remove charges of desertion? 
passing bill after bill to remove these charges of desertion, and| Mr. CUMMINGS. The bill differs in no wise from the A 


the whole of that kind of legislation can well be relegated from | law in such cases. 
he halls of Congress and placed in the hands of the Secretary of | Mr. MADDOX. I understand that the object of this bill 
Navy, as it is now in the hands of the Secretary of War. confer a like authority on the Secretary of the Navy that 
Mr. PAYNE, The gentleman is speaking on the question of the | by the Secretary of War. 
merits of the bill. The point that I make is that it is not on the Mr. CUMMINGS. Exactly. 
proper Calendar Mr. MADDOX. It has beenalmost impossible to hear what ' 
Mr. FOSS. I hope that the gentleman will not insist on that | going on on the other side of the House, and as it seems to 
point | very important bill we want to get at the object of it. 


Mr. PAYNE. Ido not see that I can refrain from making the Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the gent! 
point. We he » this order, and I think we ought to conform | from Georgia that there is no excuse, in my opinion, for an) 
strictly to it. This bill should be on the House Calendar, in my | being presented in this House to relieve a soldier from 
opinion. charge of desertion, if he was not a real deserter and ought 

The SPEA K ER. The Chair overrules the point of order, believ- | have the benefit that soldiers have who made an honorable r 
ing this a es not impose any burden on the Government; it is | for the Secretary of War can remove the charge. 


mpl} extending the time within which application may be made Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 
fc r the removal of the charge of desertion. Effacing the record| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
of desertion is the thing aimed at by this bill. Non constat that a | floor. To whom does he yield? 
dollar is due to anyone. The assumption is entirely too remote, Mr. DAYTON. Iwill yield in a moment to my friend f1 
and it seems to the Chair clear that if any bill can properly be on Indiana. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. M 
the House Calendar this can be. DOX | 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would Mr. MADDOX. I want to say to the gentleman from In ii 
like to ask the gentleman from West Virginia if this bill gives the | [Mr. STEELE] that he ought to come here . Friday night and te! 
men in the Navy the same rights that the soldiers in the Army | committee what he has just stated in regard to Siena bills fc 
have? le desertion, 
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Mr. STEELE. Ihave done that a dozen times. I think it an /it } been 1 \ st ty 
MADDOX. I agree with L. Mr. TALBERT Does ‘ s in 
STEELE (continuing). That pension bills and bills fi : AY TON. O1 sted . 
ters should have the same privils n this House. ‘ l B 
r. MADDOX. Lagree with you. I think this is a proper bill, nav ari ecaeern , 
t proposes to put the thing where it belongs. see . ea 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana | “"\y) 4 wrox 
iat I also agree with him in this matter. toveaw Tite: Pani 
Mr. Rosinson of Indiana and Mr. GROSVENOR rose. \ PARKER Tine ‘ 
Mr. DAYTON. Ipromised the gentleman from Ohio and the | ¢, th 
ntleman from New Jersey that | would yield to them, and I a Na 
vield to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Grosve: 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield tothe gentleman from Ind ’ n : ; t 
Mr. ROBINSON }. proper form to set s 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What I wished to ascertain was | While serving as chain t ry Aff 
hether there are not many cases presented over which the mil tee, having jurisdiction 1 
iry or naval authorities have no jurisdiction. to find how many : ‘ I 
Mr. STEELE. I think there are many such; but they arecases , they re marked deserte1 wl 
ch ought not to be presented in the House; becauseif the per- | have reenlisted, whet y t t wa 
ns were notin fact deserters.in my opi n the Secretary « eft the service after the w Was ove? nev i out ft 
Var is empowered to give relief in all meritorious cases. they were technica t St iti } 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think I can throw a little | application for a pens t f I ves so disg1 
ht onthis controversy. About 1889, 1 think—somewhere about | There are cases of that s this da nd som th are t 
t time, perhaps earlier—a bill was passed in Congress- very best men wl erve \1 [ will go further, a1 
Mr. DAYTON. The act was approved August 14, 1888. iy tha } I ent. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That bill was passed with the declared Mr. TALBERT. Wi W m 
itent and purpose on the part of Congress to cover every meri- | question? I w: t kK, 1 passed that preve1 
rious case where a man was improperly marked on the record | the introduction here of privat \ he cl 
a deserter. The bill was very carefully prepared; the friends | of dest 
f the soldiers who had been complaining were heard; and ever) Mr. PARKER N ten they 
sible case deserving of consideration was covered by the bill. | covered . it t n . 
‘he Secretary of War was authorized to remove the charge of Mr. TALBERT f it 
sertion upon proof that brought the case within any one of six Mr. PARKER of N 3 ; l { f 
even classes named in the act. Now, I wat i { \ ) 
Now, that law had a limitation in its operation. In my judg- | t u n | \ 
nt, all the men who deserved to have their records set right | honor to i 1 1 V l 
uld have come in under that law and obtained relief. Buta ured the passag 
at many are now making application who could not come | the case of a man who had lef : 
ler that law—men who would come under the condemnation of it on the march from |] 
who passed that law. Yet there are meritorious cases | Yet his sergeant 1} 
re the parties did not hear of this law, did not know of its | of War said tha r th 
ence; so that years passed without their having the oppor- | record, although he was sat 
y to have the charge of desertion removed from their military There are ¢ res that ‘ 
1. I do not think there are very many such cases; and [ | cover tl | { 
¥ i almost indorse the statement of the gentleman from Indi- | p! for ali just cas 
Mr. STEELE} that those men who, from 1865 down to this | s ses by general lawins 
have stood by and never made any successful effort to get | | consummation ut 
cts of their cases before the War Department when it was | gentlemen th sid l l 
n the jurisdiction of that De partment to give them reliet 1 do now, by provid 3 
very little merit in any application they may make now. tary ot the Navy and asks h 
DAYTON. Justone word. Theact by which we gave this | that he did not know of it re, and re ti 3 
to enlisted menin the Navy and Marine Corps of the United | Secretary of the Navy to say 1 t no ] 
s was approved August 14,1888. The provisionsare thesame | limit o1 t moved. Wehavei \n 
‘e been stated by the gentleman from Ohio. Theonly trouble | and it ought to be removed now as to the N 
tthe matter was that this proviso was attached to the fifth Mr. DAYTON. Iyiecld three minutes t ! 
n: Maryland [Mr. P ; 
1] applications for relief under this a Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker ISsiol ( 
Secretary of the Navy withi period me a recollection th t to 1 AT! l 
nd all applications not so made and ‘m | limitation of time during wl 1 n mig 
irs shall be forever barred, and shall 1 i 1 or l expung 1. I 1 y refer 3 acts ¢ n t : uN 
wv, the purpose and object of this bill is simply to repeal that | proved in May, 1586, the limitation ° ma ve yeal In 1%! 
ind enable parties to apply under the law for the relief | Congress passed another act, exte1 Y Y 
the act contemplates, though they may not have filed their | th t und 
itions within five years from the passage of theact. This | that way for two years longs I 
s found to operate beneficially; no complaint ever arose | time which had previously be i W t 
t; it removed a vast burden from the shoulders of Con- | plications fon re t] 
in the consideration of these cases. Application after appli- | was absolu las fai 
of men who desired to be relieved from these charges of | and the Mex were « 
n has been made to the Navy Department and has come As I un I 
here with the stereotyped reply that the Department is pow- | place the s Ma ( 
s to consider the case because of the proviso which I have | soldiers of f 1861-18 M . 
ad. matter of simp ce, and I ca t 
h to say that the Secretary of the Navy in at least three of | objection whi be 1 e to t 
. treports submitted by him to Congress has recommended the | sailors an 1 the Ur : 


l marines of e | 
f this legislation. It has been earnestly sought for by the Mr. DAYTON. I yield th n 
\dvocate-General's Office, because almost the same labor | Indiana [} LOBI 
ed in passing upon and determining the merits of these Mr. ROBINSON of I M1 
tions for the removal of the charge of desertion has been | expressed by the gentler from Mary] M 
y that Department anyhow. After going tothe Depart- Iam heartily in accord with t I t the f! t 
€ party comes to the halls of Congress asking relief; and | say that I hope that some bill will « t 
it is granted we ask the advice of the Department, together | the law, which by limitation expired. pert 
the record of the man,in order to determine whether we | of this relief to the soldi the war 
stant the relief or not. So that I think, under the circum- | pose upon a Department so much bett 
8, there can be no reasonable objection to this measure. ject the labor that is now upon the shoulders of I 


-‘s my colleague on the committee [Mr. CuMMINGs] has stated, | this House in granting relief in meritor 3 case [ t : 3 


oo 
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pon this subject could be accomplished than by 


legi on i! ct line with this measure, which concerns only 
certain branches. I hope it may be extended so as to give relief 
to the soldiers in the Army along the same line as the law which | 
has expired by limitation. 

Mir. DAYTON. LIyield so much time asthe gentleman may 
desire to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] 

Mr. CANNON, I think a minute is all I want. I am not 
familiar with the provisions of this bill. I understand it gives | 
certain power to the Secretary of the Navy to remove charges of 
desertion. ‘There is a class of cases in which that power ought to 
Le lodged somewhere, to remove a charge of desertion. I have a | 
case in point, a bill now pending before the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A farmer boy, of good habits, a private in an Indiana regiment, 
ou the march of his regiment to Stone River, was taken very sick 
and was seemingly in extremis, so that he could not march farther. 
Two comrades left him by the roadside, satisfied that he would 


die. In more than thirty years he never had been heard from, 
iough the family exercised great diligence for the first two or 
6, years in trying to find his whereabouts. There is no doubt 
my mind and in the minds of the people who knew him that he 
died. Yet the charge of desertion is there. Now, there ought to 
be power somewhere to remove that charge of desertion other 
than by legislation, because, suppose there are a hundred cases of 
that kind, you can not hope to pass a hundred special bills. I do 
not know that I can hope to pass this one. 

You may say it opens the door to unworthy people, who might 
I lieved from the charge of desertion. I do not know how 
much danger there is of that, but it seems to me some gencral 
legislation might be enacted that would take care of such cases, 
‘ there was no actual desertion. 

DAYTON. I call for the passage of the bill. 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. 

Qn motion of Mr. DAYTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will proceed with the call of com- 
miuttees. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of committees, 

LEAVE ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Waite for one week, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 1 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Passaic River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


lat 


tter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Martha A. Payne, administratrix of Samuel H. Payne, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting acopy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Nathan Tanner against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
log entry of collisions, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 251); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to | 
which was referred House bill 6883, reported in lieu thereof a bill | 


(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 249); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2864) to create a 
commission to make settlement and adjustment with the Sioux 
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| City and Pacific Railroad Company of its indebtedness to th 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 252); which said bill a 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on ¢] 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands. ; 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 985) providir 
that those who have heretofore commuted entries or who hay: 
perfected title to tracts entered as homesteads may avail th 
| selves of the provisions of the homestead laws, reported the 


| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 253); which s 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the W] 


House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole H 
as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1711) granti: 
increase of pension to Charles L. Green, reported the same wit 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 227); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 1712) granting a pension to Armin 
| Davis, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 

report (No. 228); which said bill and report were referred 1 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referr: 
bill of the Senate (S, 2219) granting an increase of pens 
Mary F. Hopkins, reported the same without amendment, a: 
panied by a report (No. 229); which said bill and report wer 

| terred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referré 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1829) granting a pension to Mary Jack: 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a rv} 
(No, 230); which said bill and report were referred to the IP: 
| Calendar. 

| He also, from the same committee, to which was referr 

| bill of the Senate (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Strat! 
| reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 1 
| (No. 231); which said bill and report were referred to the Privat 
Calendar. 
| 


BILLS 


AN 


Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 539) granti: 
pension to Louisa 8. Wilson, reported the same with ameni 

| accompanied by a report (No. 232); which said bill and 1 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referr 
bill of the Senate (S. 236) granting an increaseof pension to ) 
Ellen Lauriat, reported the same without amendment, : 
panied by a report (No. 233); which said bill and report ws 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
| bill of the Senate (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to ‘ 
ler D. Sanborn, reported the same without amendment, : 
panied by a report (No. 234); which said bill and report w: 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 526 
ing increase of pension to Joseph M. Waddell, reported tli 
without amendment, accompanied by 2 report (No. 235); \ 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer 
bill of the Senate (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to - 
F. McMahon, reported the same without amendment. 
panied by a report (No. 236); which said bill and report we1 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referr 
bill of the Senate (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a1 
(No. 237); which said bill and report were referred to the P 
Calendar. 

Mr, COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on [n\ 
| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. lt 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Hanson, report 
same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 25); \ 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

| He also, from the same committee, to which was refert 


bill of the Senate (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension t 
M. Morse, reported the same without amendment, accom 

| by a report (No. 239); which said bill and report were refert 

| the Private Calendar. 

| Healso, from the same committee, to which was refer 


rari { 
2CU 


| Government of the United States, reported the same with amend- 





} 





1900. 


———a 


of the Senate (S. 1469) granting an increa 
ip P. Getchell, reported the sam thout amet 


nied by a report (No. 240); which said bi 


rred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to whicl 
ill of the House (H. R. 541) granting a pension to 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied 
- which said bill and report were referred to t 


naar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the‘ 
was referred the bill of the Senate 
John Bailey, reported the same without amend 

, report (No. 242 
he Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. 

nsions, to which was referred the 


S. 1058 


‘omniittee on Invalid Pensi 
grantit 
ment 


; which said bill and report were ref 


bill of the Senate 
inting an increase of pension to William H. H. Nevitt. rep 


@; sian ¢ 
, I l t ion ) 
ime? acco! 

1 report were 


referred t 

en Norwood 
y il ort N , 
he Private Cal 


ms, to which 
ig a pension to 
ompanied 


erred to 


SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 


“SS 


rte l 
) 


e same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 243 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on 
vhich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 


Invalid Pensions, 
1771) granting a pen- | 


To 


ion to Ellie Kee, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


11 
~ tt 


panied by a report (No. 
erred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOFFECKER., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 992) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick Auer, reported the same without | 
which said bill | 


rmendment, accompanied by a report (No. 245); 
nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6284) for the relief of 


; which said bill and report were re 


James Crawley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 


by a report (No. 246 
the Private Calendar. 


; which said bill and report were referred to 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3167) to grant 
increase of pension to Thomas H. Cook, Company I, Seventeenth 
{llinois Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amendment, 
vccompanied by a report (No. 247): which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOFFECKER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5949) grant 


ine 
Ine 


a pension to Frederick Weber, reported the same with amendment, 


‘companied by a report (No. 248); 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


which said bill and report 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DINSMORE, from the Com- 


mittee on Accounts, to which was referred the resolution 


H. Res. 


6) providing for the appointment of a person to prepare Senate 
and House bills for binding, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 254); which said resolution and report 


were ordered to lie on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


the 
1 


ipon referred as follows: 


onsideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


A bill (H. R. 6506) to place the name of Edith Lockwood Sturdy 
on the pension roll—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


\ bill (H. R. 3985) for the relief of Julia McN 
the late Guy V. Henry, late major-general, 


Ariny- 
re 


e Committee on Pensions. 


INTRODUCED. 


. Henry. widow 


United States 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 


Un ler clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8246) 
els in the fresh waters of the United States 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
. By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8247) t 


4 


numittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


» amend an 
in act to authorize the construction of a bridge : 
ippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,” approved April 24, 1888- 


to regulate the fishing of | 


to the Commit- 


act entitled 
across the Mis- 
to the 


y Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8248) to authorize the Secre- 


] 


ty of the Treasury to contract for the collection of money with- 
— by any corporation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
y Mr. ESCH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8249) fixing the times 


When, regulating the manner in which, and declaring the charac- 
? ‘ * s ‘ 
of the accounts between the United States and the several 
vlie-land States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales and 
other 


oe disposition of the public lands made and to be made therein | _ 
vy the United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified | Committee on War Claims, 
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to the Treasury Depart1 f v1 ( 
the Pubhe Land 
By Mr. TONG \ 1.R.s ( 
Ba .Un l _ s I ) I 
Affairs. 
Bv Mr. MORRIS: A ! 
I I prel m ] ‘ ) ‘ ’ I 
( intr. Mir + e ( m lt e } 
mere 
By Mr. HULL: Aj ym (H. J. 1 
the e1 n of barr l i I 
With t } ta ] s ( 
on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. JONES of W ston: A concurrent re ition (FT. 
Res. 16 providing for the printing of les of ** T Lou 
na Purchase by the ] » Com t ( 
Land Office—to the ¢ tt P 
By Mr. MIERS na: A I. R 
to considering bi nthe Pi te Cale Sat 
Committee on Rules 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 





Under clause 1 of Rule XNII, private lis and 1 it 
tl yr titles w ntroduced and severally ri 
follows 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8250) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John J. Troxell—to the Committee on Milita ry Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8251) to remove the irge of 
desertion from the military record of Jesse P. Brown—to the Com 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. 

the military record of Josiah‘ 

tary Affairs. 


: ; : 
RK. 8252) t lesertion from 


Inmittee on Mil 


By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8253) for the correction of 
the military record of George W. Currier—to the Commit n 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8254) to increase the pension 


of Marie L. Apgar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. $255) t rrect 
the military record of Michael I. Pryor—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8257) for the relief of Lorenzo D. Haw 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) granting a pension t 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) granting a } 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8261) granting a pension to Mary A. O'Brien 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8262) for the relief of Henry C. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) to pension Lula M, Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8264) for the relief 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8265) granting a pensi: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) for the rel 


7 
v1 ill 


Martin Fassnacht—to 


» J. L. Herrick—to 


> ; + “ligval +hy + uF 
ension to Elizabeth Stew 


of Christ Schrey—to the 
nto Mary E. McNie! 


ief of J. E, Walters—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of Eliz: 
Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. &268) for the 
relief of Levi L. Reed—to the Committee o1 i Affair 
Also. a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of J. Eftinger |] 
good—to the Committee lid Pensi j 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief Herman Von M 
late a lientenant of Company D, First Maryland Cavalry—to t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8271) for the relief of Ja 
to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H (2) for tl 
heirs of W. L. Waddy—to the Committee on War 
By Mr. GASTON: $27 rant 


In 
on in 


Sarah S. Hammond—to the Committ n Invalid P 
By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 827 r ing a] ‘ 
C. Ricketts, of Fairfield. lowa—t he Committee o1 


Pensions. 
3y Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. 

Mary J. Secor—to the Co1 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8276 

ling—to the Committe 
Also, a bill 


R R975 yrantit 17 
on Invalid Pensions. 
eranting a pension Coll M 
e on Invalid Pensions 

H. R. 8277) for the reliet of Solo 


imittee 








1662 


A 
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and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be exhibit 
in the Philadelphia museumis—to the Committee on Interstate a 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Papers to accompany House bill granti) 
pension to A. C. Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of the Goodfellow Shoe Company and 
other firms of St. Louis, Mo.. favoring a bill providing for the 
classification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committ: 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, MCALEER: Petitions of John Lucas & Co., Joh 
Bailey & Co., Robert D. Smith & Co., E. K. Tryon, jr., & Co., 
of the National Board of Trade, Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing H 
bill No. 887, to provide for adding toand completing specimens 
] uctions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadelphia museur 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of Washing 
D. C., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather 
ciation, of Boston, Mass.,and Ziegler Brothers, Philadelphia 
urging amendment of the treaty with France—to the Comn 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the United Confederate Veterans of C] 


; ton, S. C., favoring marking position of troops on the battk 


Also. a bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Hudson M. Harris—to 

i Fi wit? \T rv Affairs. 
\ Al 1L.K.8 ranting a pension to samue 
( n Invalid Pensions 
: ) ’ ng a pension to Samuel D - 
Pensions 
1(H.R yremove the chat des*rt stan 
t tl I ol unuel Cochran t} Committee « 
LEVY ré \ 1 (H. R. 8282) for t reli 
l re Wi a } York—to the Committe Wa 
( 
LYBRAND: A bill (H.R. $283) for the relief of H vi 
Th 1d others, men ‘s of the regimental band of the Fourtl 
( ! rin try—to the Committee on War Claims 

Mr. OTEY: A bill (TI. R. 8284) for relief of I. O. B. Palm 
of R ce, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

\ a bill (H. R é for the relief of Z. B. Moorman, of 
{ ( rg, \ to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. QUARLES: A bill (H. R. 8286) to increase the pension 

| ab Harman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Kiso, a bill (H.R. +) for the relief of the legal representative 
of | McN !,of Pocahontas County, W. Va.—to the 
‘ i on War ¢ ims. 

i bill (H. R, S285) to reimburse the trustees of the Presby- 
Church at McDowell, State of Virginia—to the Committee 
r ( 1s, 

By Mr. SIMS (by reauest): A bill (H. R. 8289) authorizing the | 
Com ioners of the District of Columbia to convey a certain 
parcel of land in the District of Columbia to Lewis Tillman, 
Ut t e Comittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 82980) for the relief of T. L. Owens, adminis- 
tratot bonis non, with the will annexed, of the estate of T. G. 
Owens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8291) granting increase of 
pel n to Catharine R. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions, | 


By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8293) for the relief of Addi- 

n Tennis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8294) for the relief of Montgomery Pattor 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 8295) for the relief of D. K. Ponder, of Ripley 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William A. Carr—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8297) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Buck—to the Committee on 
Invaiid Pensions 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 8298) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Walter Allen, of the United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A resolution (H. Res. 136) to pay William 
Gardner for services as folder—to the Committee on Accounts, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

by Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of C. J. Lynch and 


other clerks of Bangor, Me.. post-office, favoring the passage of 


y 
i 


liouse bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 


Post-Roads. 
by Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Colonel George F. Smith Post, No. 


Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DENNY (by request): Petition of William K. Tubman, 


asking for investigation and redress on a certain claim against | 


the Eastern Railroad Association—to the Committee on the Judi- 
c1ary. 

Bv Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the facuity of the University 
of Minnesota, protesting against the passage of a bill known as 
the Gallinger vivisection bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GARDNERof New Jersey: Petition of Ezra L. Bartlett 
and other citizens of Philadelphia, favoring legislation to pension 
the members of the Life-Saving Service who shall become en- 





of Gettysburg, Chickamauga, Shiloh, and Vicksburg—to the | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Statement to accompany Hous 


| No. 4951, for the relief of Barton P. Spencer—to the Comm 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Comm 
New York, favoring the appointment of a commission for ex 
ing trade with China and the East—to the Committee on F 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the St 
New York, urging certain legislation for the improvemen 
development of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territori 

Also, petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of Washi: 
D. C., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc. 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also,resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Philad: 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the pron 
of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committ 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of Cornelius Turk ani 
citizens of Caroline, Tompkins County, N. Y., favoring t) 
relating to dairy products—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, petition of Burt B. Hyde and H. G, Carr, of Afton. N 
with reference to a change in the present revenue law: 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill No. 8044, to ir 
the pension of James W. Barrett—to the Committee on I 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of D. J. Doughty and others, of | 
ington, Mo., asking that the names of soldiers who served i 
Missouri State Militia be placed on the pension rolls—to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of the publishers « 
Shenandoah Herald and Freeland Press, of the State of Per 
vania; Denison (Iowa) Bulletin, Valley Falls (Kans.) Vind 
Tyler (Tex.) Democrat-Reporter, Patchogue (N. Y.) Ad 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 5029, relative to t! 
entry of wood pulp imported for use in the manufacture 


| per—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, | 
for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on | 


By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany Hou 
No. 725, to correct the military record of David Coates, of 
well, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Elvin Newton & Co. 
other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the est 


| ment of a lobster hatchery at Little Harbor, N. H.—to th 


mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of G. L. Cone and fa 
and dairymen of Wyoming County, N. Y.. for a law sul 
food and dairy products to the laws of the State or Territ 


| which they are imported—to the Committee on Interstat 


| Foreign Commerce. 


‘ 


feebled by age or disabled by accident while in discharge of their | 


luties—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. GASTON: Petition of J. E. Campbell and other citi- 


zens of the Twenty-sixth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, | 


favoring the passage of the oleomargarine bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of | 


Washington, D. C., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, ete. — 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for adding to 


} 


By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the New 
Railroad Club, of New York, suggesting a convention of 1 
ternational Railway Congress in 1904 in the United States 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade of Ph 
phia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for t! 
motion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Co! ; 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New England Shoe and Leather 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., protesting against the ratification 


| reciprocity treaty with France—to the Committee on Fo! 


Affairs. 
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i God of hosts, as the nation lay, thr 3 rep! nta a 
} : (Ah ih < 
signs t form of « of most gallant and } eee 
‘ 4 , Hele Mor ‘ 
eal to earth, as! I hes, dust to dust »a Wortna p 
] ( im tt ra s or s Ss and hundreds o 
1 dey rs, y pray th rit which | pct Road i 
hese men with 101 ind serv rT ntry ma . 
ar eee dole of tae ot he Mr. CAFFERY ] 
hearts al Ss us O { ( S rom é i rf a 
! . aia r yt } \ 
othe! lake us wort ( { ee \ 1d ‘ ‘ 
ted us, with allits gl mories. with al l 
ous ( 
humbly and devoutly ! f Thee, OI 1 God, of T - ; 
ie i>} \\ ~ 
I rey, be gracious unto th fe and the childr W é ; 
: aes an ; i ( 
ved and sit shrouded in unspeakable sorrow and grief to-day. 
,’ | ment in memor t eir 
[hy care be upon all sufferers, upon those who are bereaved. | 4-7 oe yy : , 7 
s, guide us, and bring us at last to the home of Thy people , stag ae acne 
1 Through Jesus Christ c Saviour. Amen. Vix PENRO } N 
motion of Mr. NELSON, an vy unanimous consent, the | m2 4.” es nee ; 
f the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed a ERS, PERIE SOF SNe ee es 
. nsit 1 notacanai t s At ! 
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erm beginning March 4, 1901; which were read, and ordered pra \ rate W 
1 AGE FROM THE HOUSE, V 


1e House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. Hi esha ke ST os aah , - 


\ message from tl 





NING, its Chief Clerk. announced that the House had passed henvy Cor . 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Jatjon for ¢ ; 
, D Sil of I 
ll (H. R. 92) to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes | ¢he District of Tinlad 
United States, in relation to making depositions de bens Ae Y BOD T neac; , 1 
agents VEST. 11 . 
ill (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve cer- | tay, 3m tent it i ; 
ippointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps | +, ¢)9+ ean act md T an ( 
the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888; Na a ea Ren 2 = Fike alee Me cea 
ili (H. R. 2936) changing place for holding court in the | take early action. if possible. unon it 
ral division of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, | Pho ; inne wee ae 1 $ 
r other purposes; vege 
1 (H, R. 3718) for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- REPORTS OF COMMIT 
‘T PRIT ART) f ( Par ‘ 
H. R. 5066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Stat- | w . rr fe I i te e 104 ar ; \I “> 
‘lating to log entry of collisions; and Shipp. 1 rted it with an ts, and ; 
H. R. 5288) relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. there : , 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Mr. ALLEN, from the Committ 1 Pe 3. 
referred + ‘ ; . CXQ1 "OY y , +-, Ty ry Pp j 
essage also announced that the Speaker of the House had | c54 yey a RN re as crane ee , a , 
he following enrolled bills; and they werethereuponsigned |¢jeren, ti (ti(‘iéS~S “ a se 
President pro tempore: Ate ae P - ot 
S. 734) relating to Cuban vessels; and ee ge gg : . apie a poe pent a 
| (H. R. 284) granting permission and authority, without | | ae 5 Sonata ths ae ents nd 
the United States, to remove the existing line of levee in | ~\ 33°C RY a On a eee 
the marine-hospital property in New Orleans. i a a ee _ aed 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee Public Br ! | 
LALE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- | @7Ounds, to whom was refer ili) t 
. praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- | PUTCHASC OF a mse and 5 
more suitable and safer quarters for the United States d : une ¢ 7 W 
rt at that city; which was referred to the Committee on a ees —y a : 
liciary, Mr. | LLINGER ! ( 
lso presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, es oe ere vane 
for the enactment of legislation providing for additional | COMP SoTY SUPI Orses calares grb Oh ; 
rvice to Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on | mia, and for other purposes, report : 
ns with Cubs. submitte ia report th 
) presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of He also, from th . 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to provid l J. GOSS) BU 
classification of clerksin first and second class post-of ,. | Columbia to enter into a cor f 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post- | 0f Sarbage and l animals in sa 
q amendment, and ! lar 
Mr. CHILTON, from t ( ( 


WARREN presented a memorial of Parke Davis & Co.. of '. . + 4ha } : 
t, Mich., remonstrating against the free distribution by the = be ser ee Beate aa ha 7 
‘tment of Agriculture of black-leg vaccine; which was re- SRO SROTINOE See ae re : 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. seen Serr cares ten eel aed fete! 2 = oul 
‘ also presented a memorial of the State Medical Society of ee f POROT EY ee RE SOE SORE, PR 
ing, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation for | “~ : 
ther prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Co- ee ee 
‘bia; Which was referred to the Committee on the District of | Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Ai 
ui bla. | trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom ¥ 
‘ie also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of | the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE January 23, 19 I 


ul 
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it without amendment: and it was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed t s follows 
( mittee on Naval Affairs be, and it is hereby, au 
t an assistant clerk, to be paid from the con 
‘ Sena the rate of $100 per month 


\TENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- | 





trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PLatr of Connecticut January | 

1), 1N00, reported it without amendment: and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
/ tred, That the Committe n Relations with Cuba is hereby author- | 
ized to employ a stenographer from time to time to report hearings and pro ] 
ceed e the committee, and that the expense of the same, together | 
Ww that irings already had, be paid out of the contingent fund of the | 
&, | 
STENOGRAPHER FOR INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- | 


trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 

the resolution submitted by Mr. CuLLoM January 31, 1900, re- 

ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

That the stenographer employed to report the hearings held 

and ld by the Committee on Interstate Commerce on the bill (S. 1439 
to ar nact entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Febru | 
nr 4, ISS7, and all acts amendatory thereof, be paid from the contingent | 
fund of the Senate | 
REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, | 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on | 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the | 


junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] on the 8th in- 
stant, to report it with an amendment, and I ask for its present 
sonsideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. | 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 4, | 
after the word ‘‘Commission,” to add ‘‘and for the use of the | 
Secretary of State 500 copies, to be sent to the State Department;” | 
30 us to make the resolution read: 

Res ed, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, and sent to the 
locument room, 5,000 additional copies of volume lof the Report of 
ij use of the Secretary of State 50 


ppine Commission, and for the 
pies, to be sent to the State Department 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. FoRAKER on 
the Sth instant, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,000 additional 


f Senate Document No. 147 and 2,000 additional copies of Senate Doc- 
t No. 148, 


umenu 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 3099) granting an increase of | 
pension to M. McCoy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3100) to provide for the re- 
moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3101) to amend section 13 of the 
act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States, approved 
March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, with an accompanying letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to Seleda 
Burnham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3103) to amend 
section 5878 of the Revised Statutes: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | 
Roads. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3104) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3105) for the relief of the 
mother of William R. McAdam; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3106) relating to | 
the accounts of United States marshals and the clerks of the dis- | 
trict courts for the Territory of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to 
Arthur I. Nicklin; which was read twice by its title, and, with | 
the accompanping papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 


| 
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Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3108) tocorrect the militar» 


record of William H. Dennis; which was read twice by its tit 


| and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. DEPEW introduceda bill (S. 3109) to promote and en: 


| age the mining, mineral, and metallurgical sciences of the Un 
| States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 


panying paper, referred to the Committee on Mines and Minj 

Mr, PENROSE introduced the following bills; which wer 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3110) granting 

A bill (S. 3111) granting 
Flanegin: 

A bill (S. 3112) 
Flanegin; and 

A bill (8S. 3113) 
merman. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3114) to correct thi 
tary record of Josiah H. Pearson; which was read twice 


a pension to Amos F. Yeatts; 
an increase of pension to Fran 
granting an increase of pension to Franc’ 


granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


| title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Co: 


tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) providing 
the restoration to the Navy of graduates of the Naval Aca 
discharged in pursuance of the act of August 5, 1882; whi 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Na 
Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appropr 
$20,000 for ascertaining the depth of the bed rock ata pla 
Gila River near San Carlos, and for ascertaining the fea; 
and estimating in detail cost of construction of a dam acro 
river for the purpose of irrigating the Sacaton Reservation 


| tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriatior 
| which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 


dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment directing that the money 
tofore appropriated to purchase homes for the Absentee W 
dotte Indians in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reser\ 
in Oklahoma shall be placed to the credit of the Kiowa anid ( 


| manche Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
| propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on |) 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $750 for making necessary repairs of the Big Wind River 
Bridge on the Shoshone Agency, Wyo., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill: which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for clerk hire at the consulate at Prague from Six) t 


| $960, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 


sular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Comittee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment pro; 
to increase the salary of the consul at Ottawa from $3,000 to »4. 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on A)})1 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increas 
allowance for clerk hire at the consulate at Naples from #!») to 
$1,000, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic an} con- 


| sular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committ«: 


Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of va 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coine! 
the United States, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

Amend Senate amendment to said bill by adding at the end the: 
following section: 

‘Sec. —. That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amend 
to read as follows: 

**Sec.5138. Noassociation shall be organized with aless capital than $ 
except that banks witha capital of not less than $50,000 may, with ' 
S val of the Secretary of the Treasury, be organized in any place 
ation of which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and except that bar : 
a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the sanction of the Sec! 
the Treasury, be organized in any place the population of which do 
ceed 4,000 inhabitants. No association shall be organized ina city t! 
lation of which exceeds 50,000 persons with a capital of less than $"\* 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following amen«i 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 1) to deiin: 
fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all form 


| money issued or coined by the United States, and for other } 


poses; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: Bi 
“That from and after the passage of thisact the mints of the United 
shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined doliars | 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provick 


Q « 


d by 


> 





1 


te 


il) 


i 


Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


10, 

















January 18, 1837. and upon the same terms and subject tot Li 
ie of law regulating the re and legal-tender quality 
- the said coins he nD? } - ’ 
I certificates may be issued therefor in the manner Ww 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
, motion of Mr. BURROWS, it was 
1. That leave be granted to Isabella Morrow to papers 
he Senate in the n r of ap} tion f S. Lizs 
sion Fifty-fourth Congress), in accordat with the rule 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRIES. 
motion of Mr. NELSON, it was 
That 1,000 additional copies of tl S. 738) t stablish the d 
t of commerce and industries, and of Report N R20, a mpanying 





, be printed for the use of the 


HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SANDY BAY, MASSACHUSETTS, 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
idered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
That the retary of War I 


penate. 


Sac be directed to send tot} 












y sen Ce at 
est practicable moment, the report of the engin * by 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved Ma 
and report whether any m fication s d be made i t 
ving the harbor of refuge at San Bay, Cape Ann, Ma is 
r which an appropriation was made said act of Congre 





CHRISTIAN CRITZMAN, 
ALLISON submitted the following resolution: which was 
rred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
nses of the Senate: 
l, That the Secretary of the Senate b 
it of the miscellaneous items of the cor 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, the sun 
t-Arms is hereby directed to ay ‘ 
expenses and the expenses of tis 
ed, late messenger to the Committee on Appropriations of the Set 
ng the sum of $100 loaned to him by C. L. Reynolds to meet expen 
ist sickness, and also to provide a suitable headstoue to mark his grave 
‘emetery at Harrisburg, Pa.,at a cost not to exceed $5); the sum herein 


eby, directed 











the Senate, 
» said Se 
of the 
an, 


“1 to be in lieu of the usual allowance on the death of an employee of 
ite, and the voucher for payment of the same to be approved by the 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 
HOAR. 
tion of the Senate agreed to February 8, 190, to print 5,000 
copies of Senate Document No. 62 be rescinded. I made the 
n at the request of some person who desired such copies and 

a good many applications for it. The intent of the party was 

ive Senate Document No. 66 printed. 

document in three large numbers, and the 5,000 extra copies 
not be printed within the statute. So I ask that the resolu- 
ay be rescinded, and instead thereof that there be printed 
» use of the Senate 5,000 extra copies of Senate Document 

t) 

Mr. ALLISON. What is that document? 

Mr. HOAR, It is a document entitled ‘“‘Affairs in the Philip- 


The Senator from Massachu- 
sasks unanimous consent that the resolution by which 5,000 
sof Document No. 62 were ordered to be printed be rescinded. 


Mr. ALLISON. The document known as Document No. 62 is 
rtant document also. I have had several requests for that | 
ment. 
Mr. HOAR, It will cost more, I am told from the Committee 
int 


ting, than the statute limit of $500 without a concurrent 
solution, so that the order, I think, should be rescinded, and then 
e can be a new order sent to the committee if anyone desires. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
f the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
sso ordered. The Senator from Massachusetts makes the 
rther request that 5,000 extra copies of Senate Document No. 
é printed, 

Mr. HOAR. It is a little document of a few pages. 
Is there objection? The Chair 

irs none, and it is so ordered. 


MONEYS DUE THE CHEROKEE NATION, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was published a document in 
the third session of the Fifty-third Congress, Executive Document 
‘0. 182, which is a statement of the account between the United 
tates and the Cherokee Indians. On inquiring for a copy of it 
‘his morning I find that Ican not obtain a copy. This is a mat- 
terewhich will be presented to the Senate for its consideration 

ps at this session, and as there was a report made by the 
-\(torney-General adverse to the claim, I ask that the document 
KI as Senate Document No. 16 of the first session of the Fifty- 
‘i Congress and House Executive Document No. 182 of the 





ssion of the Fifty-third Congress may be reprinted, and that 
_. Cocuments be printed together. 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Nn 


J The Senator from Arkansas 

nimous consent for a reprint of the two documents which 

Sends to the desk, and that they be printed in the same volume. 
‘ere Objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 


XXXITI—105 


I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that a | 
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( \ VEN Q 

Mr. PETTIGREW I ask wu I - sen hav ) 
extra copies sel Li 1 y ; 
No. 53. printed for e the Senat I : 

LLOM. Wi! 

'TIGREW. 1 ation 
‘ ; ads of th l St , ) 
Same subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. The provi I ’ 
| railroads in the country 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, siz 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
quest of the Senator from South Dakot 
“Mr. WOLCOTT, What is the request 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To print a 
the supply of which has been exhausted. Th 
to have been printed in the first, but it has been pr 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If g it to hay f t . 
ply ought not to have been exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is ther bjection the re 
quest of the Senator from South Dak Phe ¢ r ; 
and it is so ordered, 

LIGHTS iv VI ! 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ma nthe 
absence of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] w 1 
the bill, desires to enter a motion to recons e Vv v h 
the bill (S relating to lights on in essels \ passed 
on the 6th instant, and at the same tim the | e | 
quested to return the said bill to the Senat Is there objec 
The Chair hears none, and it is so orders 

| I I T 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If t e no furt morn- 
ing business, the Chair lays before the Senate House bill No 

The SECRETARY, <A bill (H. R. 1) to detine and fix t tar l 
of value, to maintain the parity of all form m r 
coined by the United States, and for other put é 

Mr. HOAR. Question. Will the Chair put th 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the 1 

| Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Chair to put the question on t ng 
measure, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate a 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. The l 
question in Committee of the Whole is on the amendmet 

| ported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that the Senator from N 
Carolina |Mr. BUTLER] was going to speak this morning, or the 
Senator from Mississippi {Mr. Monry Neither Senator see 
to be in the Chamber at this moment, and perhaps we might go 
on with the Calendar until one of those Senators comes in 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from North Carolina 





OE enema 


| 


pee 


was in his seat a few moments ago and went « 





it. | do not 


pose he had any idea that a proposition would be made to disr 
gard the unanimous-consent agreement given some time ago an 
pass the bill in his absence, 

Mr. HOAR, There was not any such proposition 1 I} 
not heard any. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the S$ tor fr M 
sachusetts to make such a proposit 

Mr. HOAR. Thequestion is not onthe bill; it ison the a 
ment. There can be no difference on that point 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course t] will bea f 


discusse¢ 





il Liere eal 
amendments to be 1, but I thought the Sena 


the question put on the bill. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the junior Senator from Tenne M 
TURLEY] were here I should call uy Pent ' 
we would see if we could not make some prog 1 it. | 
refrained from doing so because I was told by t hait 
the Committee on Finance that probably all the t \ 
occupied on the financial bill. Therefore I have 
but [I will notify the Senator from Tenness t ! 
make progress in that case, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two or three Senators w 
speak this morning. Ido not know why t hav 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ understood that the Senat 
North Carolina was to speak. He did not tell me so hit 
I understood that he proposed to go on this 1 nin } va 
his seat only a few moments ago, and went out of the Ser 
Chamber. I have sent to find him, but nobod ems to k 
where heis. I presume he will return to the Chamber ina 
few minutes. I have no objection to going on he ( 


in the meantime. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we go on wit! 
the absence of the Senator from North Carolina. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The following bills were severally read twice by their 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (H. R. 92) to amend section 864 of 


titlh 


the Revised St 


of the United States, in relation to making depositions 
esse: and 

A bill (H. R. 2936) changing place for holding court in t] 
tral division of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Pot: 
for other purposes. 


The bill (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 of an act to reli 


tain appointed and enlisted men of the Navy and Marine 
from the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888, w 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

Tl e bill (H. R. 3718) for the preservation of the frigate ( 
t » was read twice by its tit le. 


to | 





riiAt rAYLOR DODGI 

Mr. GAI iER, 1 unan ms consent for the prese 
< l yy A | an increas of } nsion 

at | r Dod 

| ti the Senate, in Committee of th 
\\ pl to ¢ ler the bill, which had been reported 

m @ ( e ¢ Pe ns with amendment in line 6 ( 

na Tayl to strike 1 Katherin di rt 
n il ‘ I tl word captain »1 ert and 
miajor nd line 9, before the word ‘**d I to strike 
‘ me hundred | tty to mal ll read 
the In 11 
na of Katharine Ta DD 
i i Company ( ih 
l nh i} t ra > I 
ndment re agreed to 
( LLINGER Let the word ¢‘junior” be ins« ifter 
ine of t old so as to read ‘**Charles Dodge, 
| I rt the word ‘junior atter the word 
D ; 
t was agreed to 
| l to th ite as amended, and the amend- 
red in. 
‘ V ered to be engrossed for a hird re ing, read 
1 1 tim nd passt | 
ti was amended soasto read: ‘‘A bill granting an increas 
n to Katharine Taylor Dodge.” 
I BI i LDING AT DEADWOOD, Ss. DAK. 
\WLINS. Lask leave out of order to make a favorable 
C% 1ittee on Public ] sila ngs and Grounds 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
\ be received 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 16) 
pr le for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 

uilding thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota, to 
port it without amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

leration of the bill just reported. It has passed the Sena 
Ll) it Y sent I = in every Conger in Ee} 

TI {EST DIEN 1 ier m ». TheSenator from South Dakot 
asks unanimous co it for the present consideration 1e bill 
ust reported. Itwill be1 the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Wh le, proceeded to its considera- 

! [td s the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by pur- 
cha condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to be erected 
thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating aratus, elevators, and approaches, for the us« 
and accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, and 
oth | vernment offices, in the city of Deadwood, $ S. Dak., the 

t of site d building, including vaults, heating and ventilat- 

aratus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed | 
rf Ha 
ll wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
{ 0 for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOG ENTRY OF COLLISIONS, 
bill (H. R. 5066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Stat- 
ni ting to log entry of collisions was read the first time by 
its titl 

Mr. CLAY. A similar bill to the one just laid before the Sen- 
ate was re} ted favo Te ably from the Committee on Commerce, 
and was passed by the Senate yesterday. I ask that the House 
bill taken up and that the senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill from the House will 
i I Ae 

The bill was read the second tin t length, as follows 
a R l 4 

ine v spra ot 
1 2 i ‘ : ment e 
i ? 1 e , 
1 ) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent « eration of the bill? 

(here being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of e Whole. 

The bill was reported ¢ the Se nate withont amendment, ordered 
toa th ird re vliing, read t h I time , and passed. 

The PRESIDEN I pe te my The vote by which the bill (S. 
*31) to nd section 4290 0 'th Revised Statutes, relating to 
log enti of collisions, was pas ed will be reconsidered, and the | 
bill will be indefinitely postponed, without objection, 


| to pay to tl 


1 *An act for 


Mr 
a 


LODGE. Iask that the bill lie on the table, becaus: 
is ill already reported on that subject from the Commi 
Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Calendar? 

Mr. GALLINGER (to Mr. 

Mr. LODGE. 


r. 
I 


Does the Senator ask t! 


LopGE). Ask for its consid 
I should be glad to have it considered 1 


I do not see on the floor the Senator who reported the $ 
Let it lie on the table for the present. 
Th 1e dei RESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will le on 
for the present. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that on Tuesda 
in g. immediately after the conclusion of the routine bu 
will, as briefly as I can, speak on the pending financial bil 
arranged with the Senator from Nevada | Mr. JONES] 1 
wa given notice that he will speak later in the day on T 
. PLATT of Connecticut. Has not the Senator fron 1 
Wo.cortt] given notice for that day? 


V 


Mr 


Mr. ALLISON. He will speak on Monday. 
CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 
Mr. WARREN. Iask to call up the bill (S. 200) gr 
the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the « 


tion, enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming St 
diers and Sailors’ Home. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now,TI shall insist that we go on \ 
Calendar, and that we go on withitregularly, That is t! 
way, and we will soon reach that bill. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Missouri will 


that: but l have been unfortunate enough to be near the 
the Calendar with bills important to me and to have t 
to various bills being called up. I desire to say in thi 
tion that if we are to be permitted to call up bills fro: 
time near the last end of the Calendar, some of us wh ) 
the first end will be compelled to object hereafter, I hay 


jection to our going 
Mr. COCKRELL, 
Mr. WARREN. 


to the Calendar now. 
What is the Order of Business? 
One hundred and thirty-six. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Wewill reachit ina few minutes i 
go on with the Calendar. 
Mr. WARREN. If we can go to the Calendar, certain! 
Mr. COCKRELL. Linsist on going to the Calendar 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to co 
on the Calendar under Rule VIII. Isthere objection? 4 
hears none, and it isso ordered, The Secretary will stat 
bill on the Calendar. 
ESTATE OF JOHN KENNEDY, DECEASED. 
66) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret 


The bill (S. 


Was announced as first on the Calendar, and the Senate, a 
| mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


e heirs of 
ecutrix of Joh 


Margaret Kennedy, the widow a 

n Kennedy, deceased, $10,476, less any s 
paid her in pursuance of the provisions of an 

the relief of Margaret Kennedy,” approve 
1888, The amount herein provided to be paid 
compensation for all claim or demand of Margaret K« 

the executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, or of the clai 
mand of the heirs or representatives of John Kennedy, 

of timber, fences, fruit trees, and other property tak 

y the Army of the United States during the late w 
rebellion from the farm of John Kennedy, in the Distr 
lumbia, being the farm on which Fort Sedgwick was lo 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, an 

GEORGE H. WHITE. 

The bill (S. 1717) for the relief of George H. White was 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secret 
War to revoke and set aside so much of General Orders, 
Headquarters Department of the Ohio, Cincinnati, Ohio, Ma! 


1ore 


19, 


is t 
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j 
j 
1363, as approved the finding and sentence of the t toa $1 3 nt tot ta ! 
aS own r Cant. George H. White. Nineteer v admitt | ict Ww 
11 dismissing Capt. George . White, Nir a 
un Infantry Volunteers, and to iss to Wh a certit te States nd I presui Ni ri was . thet 
r is of date March 1, 1863, Butno pa inty 3 
ition. or allowance shall accrue to ¢ ree H,. White virtue Sta \W 
s act. v e1 ‘ t 
bill was reported to the Senat ymendmer rdered Mr. COCKRELI ! 
eTOs forathird reading.1 i the third time, and passe beea ? 
5 uereern , fr. WARREN. } 
a fo ( é TY Mr. COCKREI I 
> v or re L i it. il r \ 
s = 
- . . a . \\ \ i 
nton F. Pulsifer, of the State of Washin 1, $27 for su e 7 
ind resurveys of p ic lands, sect ind township es, in we : 
» N t norti range NO V VV lila tt : i A m™m y 
‘ n 
lian, duly accepted by the U1 d States it 2 etof 
l , TT , 
} < RET 7 , 
lu noarted tn the Senat thaw ial al <a A \ CKRELL. I 
l l was reported to the Senate without al iment. ord 1 aos ‘ ee etace a 5 
ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | atop a larve portion of the time. 1 bess , 
MONUMENT ON SITE OF FORT PHIL KEARNY MASSACRE, irain that tit 
bill (S. 194) providing for a monument to mark t site of | \ M 
Fort Phil Kearny m re ¥V sidered as in Committ ’ not t i not i 
Whole. It directs the S$ tary of ir to mark th t th it was sv nd 8 
t Phil Kearny m ‘ ‘ rred on t Ist f D \ l as ) ¢ 
, y ¢ ting n ft te an uy! f rough 't ( ra i opria t 
nry and an histori ( 3 P r - 
nument, of not less t rom the ¢ 
the most s tly } G n !  t Sta ure ( 
e United States. | | . \ ! 
! 1 under direction - tr what 
i was} t . ‘ 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. t é n ma 1 m: t { y referen t 
| GEORGE W. LAWRENC! Ta 
1e bill (S. 739) for tl] George W. Law- | 4), ates widened’ : ¥ 
e was considered as le. It proposes | cnt, ona ¢ a , oe 1 | 
bmit t he ¢ irt George W. Lav } naaccear . San 4 . nt ¢ ; : 
for further compe uction of the U.S eee tthe Calon . I A ca 
itor Wa inder his contract with the Navy Department oN WAY D1 ee z ; 
- - > VAAN nN i f 
I g Sb } r t 
} oe manrtod tn tha Canatawtihnmnt amandenent ~— . | I ‘ é i 
nll was reported toti en WV 1b AMenament. Oo! ‘ ; tig “ \ 
ng 1 for a third re ng,! ird tim ipassed. | and can na the 
wy ING ATE SOLD 3 AND SA ME. bability that this la will ey 
bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres | #@°GwTe Uils jana tor the purpos e, but for the! 
nd to aid in continuation, enlat nt, and maintenance of |! oe i I 
yr State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced | *5%0© Ske Spots Mert : ' BH AlOU I 
; 1 ive stock, and t et n d 
& bbh VL A , 
TD ‘ , +} ind. Ili mn} 1 1t from t ( 
» COCKRELL. Is there rt with that bill ns , : ay 
r. WARREN. Mr. Presid find that the Commiuit- 1 . a . 
, . + + ? for ) < 
Pul Lands have made a1 This isa which has | « . 
at i mer sessions ¢ the pen » al i was u » fully di : > : 
‘ , i i ‘ { c } 2 7 } a H : j 
n those « i I assume that it w rs reason , ’ : 
tor fro nnesota [Mr. NEI Ww 1 I » not now | * 
seat, in reporting the bill did not think i essary to |! time ' t 
written report. I think the bill indicates very plainly | “Vie 2) : 
is and t is it hiect Mi ChRI | Ona 
y . y + 
COCKRI It is an absolute grant of 50 sig 
; + ! i ? ? ) 
inderstand, to be ected by the State wher r it may 
. = ? y 
se, and to be disposed of as it may pleas 
\ ARI . 
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ae 
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4 Matec tin lv to 1 1d 4 ; per e PRESIDENT 
l Vyoo.e tract in one poay to ve 1Uu LO ¢ pers l ai } : 
an acre, or at any other price. | ons ETT 
Mr. WARREN. That is not a correct statement, and I know »-COURRELI I 
Senator does not wi ] neorrect; but he perhaps ni F sats 5 ; 
t the constit: ng and the laws of Co 3 | | I t 
‘ ay i + fully is D to @ + } ly i \ 
. S aeeat 
se" + in o1 : p he j sed of n ¢ i i i i LV I x 
( person. It hast e sold er! ulations which I sy pl 
Senator fr } Xf ssoul 1ust apDI ¢ 7 1 i t Tse it T t t on 
ect is to assist in the support of the 5 al 
I avy « 4 Samant ge oa)! sa 4 c 7 ye I ay T TY 
iome, and the Senator will doubtless ac lge, after |! er | ~ A ! 
. ; + +3 ’ Dp —}  *y + 
3 reflection, that the old soldiers and :s who ha - . VEN pty 
reo rs or more in the hich altitudes and dry ¢ I LICE 
] hat region ought not to be taken a long distance and to: 
tclimate and different location. It is impossible to con- The bill (S. 6s 
elt me for the soldiers who apply for admission to t ho Fort Hays M 
te of Wyoming with the money already afforded | establishing western 
Government and such as the State might reasonal | l of t Kx ; I 
n to appropriate. Therefore it is deemed y park, was conside1 3 in( 
ry worthy object by conveying to the State 50,000 acres Mr. COCKRELL. Let 
ch is to be selected under the constitution and regula- Mr. HARRIS. M l ask t , 
4 l l l U ‘ : a 
the State, all of which have received the sanction draw | bjevt Ly 
tofore. | Mr. COCKRELI ; 
Say in that connection that the State of Wyoming had | simply asked ft] 
7 : . ° e : 1.7 F : ‘ 
ich less land accredited for its selection from the public | S t 


than had some other States, It has had perhaps but a ! jected, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass 
THE BILL, 

Mr. CHILTON. I desire to give notice that to-morrow m 
ing. after the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CyHani 
shall have — his speech, i shall address the Senate b1 
on the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of y; 
Maintain the pz rity of all forms of money issued or coined bs 
United States, and for other purposes. 


HOME 


FINANCIAL 


SOLDIERS 


Mr. TILLMAN. Yesterday evening while I was absent 
in which I am interested. being the bill (S. 1018) to establis 
branch homeof the National Home for Disabled Volunteer So 
at Castle Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, 
other eligible site in or near that city, for the use of disabled , 
cers and enlisted men of the Volunteer Army and Navy 0: 
United States, was reached on the Calendar and passed ov: 


AT CHARLESTON, S 


eC, 


ors 


have conferred this morning with the Senator from Connec 


| sideration of the bill (S. 


{[Mr. HAWLEY] in regard to that bill, as it was upon his obje: 
it was passed over. I now ask that the bill may be recommit 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be mad 
the absence of objection. 

THE WILLIAM CRAMP 

Mr.STEWART. Iask unanimous consent for the present 

795) for the relief of The William C) 


& SONS CO. 


| & Sons Ship and Engine Building Company, of Philadelphi: 


| over yesterday, 


| the 





NI x Kk | | | » 
VRESII | tempore The report will be read. 
ecret ithe following report, submitted by Mr. NEL- 
Lut I wa ( 6S 
‘ I la Mil iid 
1 “ 1 brat ori 
} sta N us ! 
‘ iy 
\ Fif th g 3. pass 
‘ H J Wing is 
i t met 
; the Stat 1 as pa i 
i > it Repr i es int 
pa ize ot ar t of Congress donating 
j M | t he State of Kansas for the pur} S 
l n isf Ws 
H 1 iN . By Mr. Schlyei 
\ 1 1™ f ettlers upon plains of w rn Kansas, 
p e thar ven ‘ hi monstrated conclusively 
t purs ad with 4 [ under exist on 
{ al ins and methods must be subs 
test experiments required tod rmine the fitne f 
} \ these higher altitudes and limited rainfall can not 
i Ag al ¢ ex State; and 
\ ‘ | Hays Militar tion, at an altitude of 2,000 feet 
! ivaluabl itive timber that should be pre 
he nd of said reservation is admirably adapted 
{ I are required in the premises; ana 
Vi ! itary reservation, formerly used as 
flicer families, barracks for troops, storehouses 
i Lcomnu but can not be moved without destruction of 
heir position are of great value and could be used with 
pairs for the purpose of a branch of the State Normal 
a 1 
‘ of abranch of the State Normal Sch ol at this place 
‘ ila ivenien x the whole of the north half of the State; 
uid reservation has long since been abandoned by 
states Government as a military post: Now, therefore, be i 
) ( representati s of the State of Kansas (t/ enate 
That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are | 
requested to secure the passage of an act ongress donating the 
Hays Military Reservation to the State of Kansas for the following 
st. or a western branch of the Kansas Agricultural College 
s nd. For a western branch of the Kansas State Normal Institute 
hird For a publ ic park 
solved f That the secr ee of state be, and he is hereby, in 
rete tr py of these resolutions t othe resent of 1 » Uniter 
t waker of the House of Represe res, and te 
ra ve in Congress from the State of Kansas. 
STAY ) eort / of State: 
I, W. FE. Edwards, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby cer 
fy that the following and annexed isa true and correct copy of the original 
i nent of writing filed in my office February 18, 1895 
In testimony whereof [ have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
? eal. Done at Topeka, Kans., this 19th day of February, 1895 
EAI W. E. EDWARDS, 
“Secretary of State. 
in Saturday, Fx lary 23, 1895, a copy of said concurrent resolution was 
b re the Senate by the Vice-Presid and was duly referred to the | 
( tee on Public Lands, to accor 1p any S. 2799 
J Fort Hays Military Reservation is situated in what is known as the 
f the State of Kansas 
st wa ablis} story of Kansas for the purpose of 
ng acon as ns against the Indian tribes of the 
W und was maintained for many years for thi at purpose. Excellent build- 
vere ¢ ad thereon for officers’ quarters and other army purposes, 
e admiral hy iwiapted in many respects for the purposes contemplated 
bill. Asthe lh lian tribes were gathered on the reservations in the 
Territory this military reservs non Eocene useless, and several years 
‘ vas abandone sa military station and turned over to the Interior De 
par it. and fire vt ence until eee pr reaent time it has been of no service to 
t Govern t of » United States; upon the contrary, a continued ex 
ean ¢ iTl ment 
nh view he arid co. ion of the land, it would be difficult to sell it for 
un nt the reservation is covered by an unusual 
vth of timber for tha m of th untry, and it is important that this 





ar k pur poses 
‘stablished a State agricultural college at 

miles west of the eastern border of the 

normal institute at Emporia, Lyon 
astern border of the State 
about 407 miles, and the result is that the 
are practically deprived of the t 
» institutions 


is land and its sit 












ene 


uation in the 


> western 





















part t of the present location of the 
tural ¢ ‘ nal Institute. it would furnish an adn 
locat iblishment of branches of these institutions for the bene- 
fit of f nearly two-thirds of the State 
is been the policy of the Government t » encourage al d 
‘ learning of this c laracter and the establishment of a 
Ww State Agri ‘ultural Col lege at this point would be par- 
t 1 appropr iate, for the reasons herein stated and more 
rt f ing « current resolution, as it would form a1 u 
‘ rom Vv “h impo tant developments mij zht be expected in determi ; 
tl ‘ ultural character and vaiue of the arid lands in the west ee art of 
Kansas and eastern ¢ rrado; and fi r all these reasons the committ ) is of 
t pinion t y nte ed by this bill isa wise am 1 pra ent 
one and w 1 ully not y to the State of Kansas, bi ut to the 
wl n W erefore recomm nd the passage of this bil 
Mr AL DR 1c HH. How many acres are there in this staal 
eo 


“H ARRIS. Seven thousand, 





which was passed over yesterday, I think under a misappr 
sion. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
formation, subject to objection. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President. before that bill is read, Is 
like toask to be allowed to take up the other bills which were » 
including Order of Business No. 111, being th: 
(S. 1934) for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, Mass 
Order of Business No. 114, being the bill (8.1744) for the re 
Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass. If we are going b 
think atl the bills of this character ought to be dealt with tog: 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to the bills refer 


The bill will be read 


; | by the Senator being called up after mine shall have bee: 


posed of. . : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to th: 

ent consideration of the bill named by the Senator from Ne\ 
FUNERAL OF GENERAL LAWTON. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, to enable Senators who 
to do so to attend the funeral of General Lawton, which t 
place early this afternoon, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and & 1 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Feb: 
10, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF KR EPR -ESENT ATIVES. 


FRIDAY, 


The House met at 12 o'clock we 

The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N, 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, Almighty God, from our heart of h 
that long line of illustrious patriots whose daring deeds a1 
ism made possible our nation and whose lives and clia 
have sustained it through every crisis. But not so much 
heroism which clusters about their names do we bless Thee, 
the deep and hidden principle within which made them | 
and which, while it lives, insures the life and perpetuity 
nation. 

To-day the hearts of 70,000,000 people look up to Thee 
ness, yet with gratitude, for the noble, the true, the gener 
brave Lawton, typical American soldier, whose life went 


1900, 


February 


CoupeEN, D. D., offered t! 


| a bullet from the hand of one whom he would have befri 


whom he offered the same liberty and freedom which he ! 
enjoyed and loved. 
Sleep, comrade, sleep and rest 
On the field of the grounded arm, 
Where foes no more molest, 
Nor sentry’s shot alarm. 
Your tent of silent green 
We'll strew with fragrant flowers; 
Yours has the suffering been, 
The mem'ry shall be ours. 

Hear us, when we commend to Thy care and keeping the ! 
hearted widow and the fatherless children. Comfort them 
blessed thought of immortality; in Christ’s name. Ame Me 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read a 
proved, 
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— 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. S. R. 76. Joint resolution withdrawing certain land n t 
Ry unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows | island of ¢ u, slawan, from ft tol 
To Mr. WEAVER, for one week, on account of urgent business. | _ >. ~ - An act granting an inc! pel 1 to James d. 
lo Mr. Rrorpan, for ten days, on account of important business. Holland; : ; 
fo Mr, Henry C. Saitu, for two weeks, on account of impor-| >. ae aos Oumene S Revised 
business. reiating to log entry of coils! 
Mr. McCLeary, for Monday and Tuesday next. } S. 1858. An act to place He : 
fii g : . — ; ; ASS | Francis L ng, and Maur ( ! sted 
SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. | men of the Army 
“nder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the} Ss 9°s1. An act to restore Beniamin W. I " 
ywing titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred | Cutter Service: 
\eir appropriate committees as indicated below: |} S. 1881, An act defining l reg n L 
S. R. 55. Joint resolution authorizing the President to appoint } eases 
woman commissioner to represent the United States and the S. 148. An act to removet cha esert if } 
nal Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at } of Elias B. Bell 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in Paris,] §. 147, An act for the relief of En Tr Ty ( 7 
nee, in 1900—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. S. Tripler 
5. 160, An act to authorize the construction of a bri ige across S. 1587. An act to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.—to the Comniit- | the Army: 
n Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | §. 1394. An act for the relief of Bvt. ¢ Thomas P. O’Reill: 
S. 1174. An act for the erection of a public building at Selma,| sg R. 4 loint resolution granting ne} the 
Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | frst class to Lieut. Fidelio S. Carte1 t] Sta Nav 
3. 2198. An act increasing the limit of the cost of the public 31 S. 1888. An act for the relief Sarah K. McL : 
ilding at Salt Lake City, Utah—to the coins on Public} s, 1243. An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
Buildings and Grounds. schooner B 
S. R. 24. Joint resolution recognizing the able and gallantserv- | ¢ > An: or the relief o ‘hn O'Ke of the St f 
; of Capt. Francis Tuttle, Revenue-Cutter Service, his officers | Washington: 
1 men of the Bear; also the heroic services of Lieuts. David|  §, 256. An act for the relief of Albert C. Brow? 
H, Jarvis, Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, composing | 5, 41. An act to authorize the President to place Andrew Geddes 
the overland exp edition to Point Barrow, a Ocean, for the | on the retired list with the rank of captain: and 
f of imperil led whalers—to the Committee on Interstate and S. 8. An act for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, 
Foreign Commerce. late or, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer 


S. 561. An act extending the time for the commencement and | Infantr: 
completion of the railroad bridge across the illinois River, near [ message also announced that the Senate had 
ifton, Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad—to | ont amendment bills of the following titles 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. A bill (H. R. 4000) toauthorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- 

| 


» 13 fayv tha eam niatinn ha hrmacgca ‘ 
S, 282, Anact extending the time for the competion of the br idg pany t Commarea and maintain a bridge across the 


passed with- 


. . ° limber Nive! 
ss the East River between the city of New York and Long | within the} yundary lines of Robeson ‘County. N. ¢ 
Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the act ‘of A bill H. Rot 066) to amend section 4290 of the Revised Stat- 
( gress approved March 3, 1887—to the Committee on Interstate | ytes, relating to log entry of collisions. 
| Foreign Commerce. The message also announced that the Senate had a 1 to the 
146. An act for the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the Com- | amendment of the House of Representatives to t 
+ Nai | } atl } 
mittee on Claims. ; ‘ relating to Cuban vessels, 
S. 1543. An act for the relief of M. D. Crow—to the Committee The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
n Claims. 


: | following resolution: 
1284, An act for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell—tothe Com-| —Resotved. That the Secretary be directed to request the H 
mittee on Claims. | sentatives to return to the Senate th S. 732) 2 

5. 468. An act for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon | P¥et vessels ; 
City, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. awe. PABOLLED BILLS SIGNED. Le 

. 446. An act for the relief of St. Charles College—to the Com- Mr. BAKER, from = e Committee on Enrolled Bills. reported 
mittee on War Claims. | the at they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H 

S. 1746. An act to provide for the inspection of the boilers of | S™nting permission on authorit ns levee bi 
move, Wi ithout cost to the United States, the existing line of ley 
in front of the marine-hospital property in New Orleans, La.; 
when the Spe whe signed the same. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

5S. 734. An act relating to Cuban vessels 


lvena and Ailsa—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. or 

S. 442. An act for the relief of M. E. Saville—to the Committee 

nC] ums. 

5. 2281. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin—to the Com- 
mittee on n Military Affairs. 


5. 195. An act for the relief of Louis Miller—to the Committee ASSISTANT CLERK FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
: 


Mil tary Affairs. ? — ‘ Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I have some reports from the Commit 
S. 1894. An act for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San | tee on Aci 


ie : ‘ounts. 
francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. | TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Joy] pre 
5.92, An act for the rel ef of William H. Hugo—to the Com- sents a privileged report trom the Committee on Accounts 
I on Military Affairs. | The Clerk read as follows: 
5. 2114. An act to constitute Manchester, Conn., a port of de- | — pesas, Phat the chairman of the ¢ 
' 


+ 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. is hereby, authorized tant 
5. 2177. An act to extend the privilege of section 4216 of the | s#ary't » be paid from the cont nt fof the | 
Kevised Statutes to the yacht Andria—to the Committee on the Ww ith the following amendment 














| 
= ‘ ss . : + it y } 
i:rchant Marine and Fisheries. Amend the resolution s nel ay hab me na f 
5. 4. 67, Joint resolution providing for the mounting and dis- |. oT cit antl h c * rman ee en ee 
tribution of United States maps—to the Committee on Printing. during t \e sessions a os t 
Senate concurrent resolution 25: | co itingeat fund of the House, a 16 rat . 
| by the Senate (the House of Representat ing), That there he SPE AKER. The question is on agi or t ! 
R eae extra ox pies of the report of the Director of the Ge og i! Ma RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I | ve wv t v 
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior relating to the Cape Nome © sernianati ‘ 1a velar a > th ext? } 
Alaska, with may ‘companying the same, 2,50 copies for the |} ymme explanation Ol t] n¢ sity for this extra 
. Senate, 5,000 copies forthe use of ti liouse of Representatives, | that committee had their usual clerk. 
, les tor distribution by the Gi al Survey Mr. JOY. They have one clerk: but the cl ian has no per- 
(0 the Committee on Printing, | sonal clerk whatever, as no chairman has, un pl led for 
specially. Still.the Committee onthe Judiciary and the chairman 
MESSAGE FRO} E SENATE, 3 = 
Pa Tas Seas | of that committee informs our committee and we learn that h 
A} ge from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, | requires the assistance of a lawclerk. Assistance such as r 
nod thi it the Senate ha 1d pas sed bills and resolutions of the | quired in that committee can not be obtained for a hund 
: ig titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- | larsa month. A man has to be employed who is familiar with 
: itives was requested: the law and legal precedents and prepared to look up legal 1 
» An act to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and main- | ters and submit them to the committ The gentlema 


ean bridge across Fishing Creek ‘sia the Seandary lines of | New York (Mr. Ray] can give you, perhaps, a fuller explanation 
lg mbe County, N. C.; | than I can, 
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] RICHARDSON. I would like to ask th 1irman of the | 
} lal, 1 t has been customary, to give 
‘ . 11? {! l lil 
' < ut sly, that 
{ t this f that the work is of that pecu 
f é s required of the cler l fore 
{ ( rca in which we 
rt] nitt he 
+ _ ' 
! \ L ) ( ili j 
of cle ‘h it ! i her 
© ' 
( ; | ‘ ' t T : 
. Ld 
nar \ Y ack | ( Id ' 
\ i \ { \ l sary r 





Z 
~ 





{ than w \ 
‘ wo clerks 1 n mm t} 
it ! we ht to hold u [amn 
t t ? 1 ti ] } ro Ne vy Yor 
\ S ner J 
' York. The Speaker of t Honse | 
<ER. Does the mun from Misso yield 1 
iNew Y 
i i i { ] N , ‘Ze k to 1 Li 
| 
Y vew ¥ ie. 2 t is a well-known { 
last Congress the Committee on the Judiciary w: 
ip] lwith rical a tunce; andeither the rk | 
( who did the work for the present Speaker of | 
divide h ulary with an assistant and live in | 
! rat hardly comport with the dignity of anyone 
District, or else the Speaker had to pay it out of | 
} which I nk he i. I know that the pre 
rmitte ( to do the work of the 
1d do it properly, is now out of his own } et | 
V W every month We have { num f bills, af t 1d 
nterest and nearly every court all over the United | 
| e letters every d ns of them metimes more i] in | 
\ n, from judges, mar nd o ils of this Gov- 
t, making i [It keeps a stenograpl busy all the 
unswer those col lie 1s, and it takes the time of the | 
t] mitt aitel the wants of the members of 
cominittes Now, | I have in the past, pay out of my 
vn ] et this 1 x clerk hire, if necessary; but it seems | 
to me that the Government « » United States is able to pay the 
clerk hire to do the work of this House. 
If it 1 a personal matter, I would notask it; but we can not 
clerk do the work of that committee, and do it as we | 
o doit, do it as gentlemen of the House expect it tobedone, | 
the judges and officials of the Government want it done. 





Sas n clerk only. it does not make a large addi- 

l charge; and I want to say to the gentleman that I do know 

we need this extra sessi n cler rk more than committees asking 
ving similar assistance the other Gay. The Committe: 

) ‘ 1e Commitiee on Naval Affairs,and the Com- 
we Commerce se ere ¢ mea assistant clerks, and | 

{ need additional help. would not ask it for the Judiciary 


ee if we did not nee Lit in the pt iblic interest. 
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FEBRUARY 


interests, the gentleman ought to be willing to give 
I want te to the gentleman from Ti 
ngress the € Jommittee on Invalid 
ks than the Fifty-fifth Congress ha 
the Fifty-fifth Cc neress I paid 3 


business 


» Say 


t of my pocket in order to have the necessary 
vy, Ido not think that was right or fair, and I do not 
that an st-minded man in this House wants the chi 
iny commit e here to pay money ou it of his ow1 n pock cet 
public business, You want it done efficiently and done w: 


How mapy clerks has the committe 


We have one annual clerk, 
imply for a session c ‘lerk? 





Mi it is simply for an assistan 
the i 

ms LIDGEL Y. Ithink it ought to be furnished. 

Mr. CAPRON. That is right; the committee ought t 


BARTEL a 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to say 
upon this m: ier, not with a view of oj — the reso] 
cause [ am upon the ¢ ———- on Accounts. Thatc 
appointed a subcommittee to take this matter in hand. 


made a thorough investigation of it on yesterday. Th 
hearing and various chairmen of committees were befor 
believe they had the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray 
them, and it was after the report of the subcommittee, « 


f twomembers of the majority and one member of the m 
I was not on the subcommitt tee—tha it the Committee on A 
voted unanimously to make this report and to give the « 

f the Judiciary Committee an extra clerk at the rate fi 

Now, one fact that influenced some of us, and I beliey 
of us.on the Committee on Accounts in giving the a 
clerk to these committees is that, by reason of the law 
stands on the statute book, the chairm en of the various | 


tees of the House having annual or session clerks have n 


do their individual or private work. In other words, t 
men of the various conunittees of the House have no or 
their individual work except the clerks of the commit 
1 | the clerks of the committee being engaged in many « 
| cially in the case of large commitiees, such as the Judi 
.| various other committees of the House, are so busy with 
of the committee that the chairmen either have to dot 
work or p ay out of their own pockets to have it done, 


a? . 
of New Yor 


AR TLETT. 1 


rk. Th 
‘hat 


at is true. 


is one of the main reasons t] 


Mr. R 
Mr. | 


enced the committee, or at least influenced me, to vot 
resolution. I understand the gentleman from New \ 
Ray], the chairman of the Committee on the Judicia 


that itis absolutely necessary to have this additional cle1 
to do the work of the committee satisfactorily and to 1 
chairman of that committee of the necessity of paying 
own pocket money: for work to be done for the com 
think the gentleman ought to have this relief. The 1 
Was unanimously reported from the committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I thank the gentleman from ( 
I think he has presented the matter in a stronger light 
could myself. 

The i amendment to the resolution was agreed to. 

rhe resolution was agreed to. 


or 
~ 









RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Ido notunderstand whether On motion of Mr. JOY, a motion to reconsider th: 
is clerk is to be a session « lerk or to go nu the rolls permanently. | passed was laid on the table, 
OY. A session clerk, for the sessions of this Congress. Natalee be SE et 
LICHARDSON, Now, from what the gentleman from PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 
k says, it may be necessary, under his administration of Mr. JOY. from the Committee on Accounts. offered + 
iittee on the Judiciary, to have this extra clerk. The | ing resolution, which was read by the Clerk: 
h tw h n the pres it al le Speaker of the } Honse | . ii ‘ - c 
iirman of the committe Y toad Congress, he needed it; but | cat, Ce che ce ee conan anen a 
\ know that he got along without this extra clerk, and I want | point an assistant clerk for the Comm Fait 
commend } sample to the chairman of the Committee on the | to read as follows: | : ; : a 
judiciary and see if he can dispense with the services of this clerk, | sericea ition tae ee ee eee eee arco 
1 the work as eff and as satisfactorily and wi th th »| thorized, said clerk to be paid out of the contingent fund of t 
ume result as the former chairman of the committee did, he cer- | rate of $3 per day. 
ee ee oe eee Now, me t want to ob; ject to Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to k: 
, vee . iy See ee ae aces ietaeen ills than is the necessity for this amendment. we 
iit daa Ghent Mies eictatloepe, Mies xtgeetting ei earl Mr. JOY. Through an oversight of the reading cle 
! ormer ms to me that this is sim- fee FesorUsions were improperly read, so that thy 
Ip expen lents from which we will be paid. The resolutions did not provide in the | 
=e mmittee this extra clerk | T°Sution that clerks should be paid out of the contin: 
for this session it means , ne to come we have an extra | © the House, These resolutions are only to correct that 
clerk for the Committee on the Judiciary that payment can be made, 
Me RAY of New York. 1 do not know shout thai rhe resolution was agreed to. . 
Mo ; NT ‘HAR SRD yo N : - sidehaahetmens ss tleman if h = eeu mbers Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Acc ants, also offere 
ot Sah a eae eee v4 ‘¢.. | lowing resolution; which was read by the Clerk: 
any revolution of that kind going backward. it becomes a fixed ; z 
prev lent. which will remain with us foreve er. Resolved, That the resolution adopted February 7, 1900, provia 
Mr. RAY of New York. If itisabsolutely ne ry,on account ———— Se ee ee ee poy =~ laa inters 
of the great growth of this country of ours, and the : growth of its "t* Pesolved, That the appointment of an assistant clerk to the C 
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st I ‘ > ‘ ‘ 
resolution was agreed to ; 
tr JOY. from the Committee on A rts - ered ‘ <a : 
ne resolution: which was read by 1 lerk ponents 
us > . 
xT \TT > , \\ 
y = } it on w 7 ed t ’ a - 2 = : 
fr. HENRY C. SMITI I tl ? A nts Mr. MERCI 
tted a privileged report from that committ IM 
( 1 re ré I I i l 
\ ‘ my) . 
. . 
: mS = 
Mr, HENRY C. SMITH also renot voral from t] ' as 
1 ‘ 1 gr l PAY 
+ | 
i ; 
' ; 
Ir. HENRY C.SMIT I move » I side he two vot , 
t cen, a ilso that t motion to reconsid e laid o 
rl ioe 1 to 
\ l so y 
Mi AYNE [ mov } 1 é n to-day h PA] | 
meet « Mond next 
1 nwa I i to ‘J LAK l 
PAYNE Speaker. 7 e that the Hous wv 
i l ( venil | \ PARKER 
St} Is this1 ( poll ler. I 
PEAKER. The‘ ris ned to think not. t I on W I i 
IM would lik t : rate, to ask a question. | The SPEAKER 
MICHARDSON. Mr. er, this is private-bill day. We | « the } tion 
{ ia i is Sion i i t] consi erat n ol m New Yor | i 2 
on the Private Calendar. Lhe l bei i j 
AYNE. lund nd that this motion is not debatable red to have ' 
SPEAKER. The Chair is not quite clear upon the point ( \ 1 (der M 
LICHARDSON Why should we now take a recess? If ’ 
toa urn over, why not adjourn over Last Frida \ lingly tl ‘ ] 
| su 1 in having t Private Cal lar nsidered Mr. Li 1) N Nix 
t S o and thr e week o the Cas was the t t eH l 
PAYNI]I | Chair hold that this moti tab i l taken o1 ? I l 
SPEAKER. The Cl not ruled on the subject H PAYN ! 
x himself of the opportunity to hear the interchang P ‘ 
between the gen : from New Yor Mr. P M Lu 1 
ntleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON). Mr. TERR M r to t 
RICHARDSON. Why not on now with the Priv: I 
r adjourn over I think w ight to haves -dav { i Kf 1 
te Calendar We have not had a Private Calend 1 
present time th ssion i | 
MS. I will sav \ frankly the gentleman fr Mr. GIB Mr. Spe 
Ir, PAYNE], if [1 mitted to d : 
PEAKER. Wit] t t1 rstood I f ND R Ir 
(ha ] ro ] on fT p I ( r \ b l ) 
IMS. Mr. Speaker, lama 1 ber the ( mittee on M LYN I 
aims. Th t co ittes } . - 2 ois ‘ eT} Ww I : 
ittee \ ra \ i been enga l prev: I 
11:18 | Te tl v next | ( 
! . It seems bv t I 1 ‘ 
If this kind of t eu i l 
‘ ich a ¢ m t} 
that minit 1 seq 
rH ict on them er hat \ 
ht to be pass at ; 
ther bills t 
Speaker, this is the n, and | ! 
ive not yet had a sin I oo ‘ 
ly think we are entitled ive Pri- | Bella ( f 
Calendar considered. Pension bills and bills to remove the | B ( ‘ ( 
‘of desertion and to correct military records have under | ; ane 
s exclusive right of way at the Friday evening sessions, I] by 








ees 7. TTY: Ti Tr 
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Johnston, 
Jones, Wash 
Kahu 


ANSWERED 


MeClellan, 
Otey, 


Ker? 
Kn 


Lac 


I 

I 

I 

Lev + 
Linney, 
Lon 

I 

I 

I 


brand, 
MeCall, 
Mc Dowell, 
M ur . 
Marsh 
Meekison, 
Miers, Ind. 
Minor 
Mondell 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Moor 

Mudd 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
Neville, 





“PRESENT "—6. 


Polk, 


NOT VOTING—I112 


Denny, 
Dick, 
Dolliver, 
Dougherty, 
Driggs 
Driscoll, 
Faris, 
Fitzpatrick, 
lemming, 
Foss, 
Foster, 
Fox, 
Freer, 


Gardner, Mich. 


Gayle, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N ze 
Green, Pa, 
Hall, 
Harmer, 
Howard, 


Livingston, 


Loudenslager, 


Me Aleer, 
McCleary, 
McPherson, 
McRae, 
Mahon, 
May, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La 
Miller, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Muller, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Norton, Ohio 
O'Grady, 
Packer, Pa. 











| 
Thomas, N.C. | 
Turner, 
Wanger, 
wi r, Ky 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N.Y 
Young, Va. 
Reeder 
Ridg ; 
Roberts 
Robinson, Ind 
salmon, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 


Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Slayden 
Smith, H.C. 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thaver, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 
Tongue, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 


Waters, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weeks 
Williams, J. R. 
Young, Pa 
Zenor 


Wilson, S. C. 


Ruppert, 
Russell, 

Ryan, N.Y. 
Scudder, 
Sherman, 
Small, 

Smith, M1. 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sparkman, 
Stallings, 
Stark, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tompkins, 
Underhill, 


Hull, Pierce, Tenn. Underwood, 
Jenkins, Phillips, Wachter, 
Jovy, Reeves, Weymouth, 
Ketcham, Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, Ala. 
Lamb, Riordan, White, 
Littauer, Robinson, Nebr. Wright, 
Littlefield, Rodenberg, Ziegler 





So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the House when the 
roll was called. I should like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. MORRIS. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair can not entertain 
the gentleman's request. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My colleagues, Mr. STARK and Mr. 
Ropinson of Nebraska, are absent attending the funeral of Gen- 
eral Lawton. If they were present they would have voted on this | 
roll call. I have been unable to pair them, and I wish to state | 
this. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am paired with the gentle- 
man from California, Mr. MeTCALF, and desire to withdraw my 
vote. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Did the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. 
RvssELL, vote? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Ihave a permanent pair with the gentle- | 
man from Connecticut, and therefore I desire to withdraw my | 
vote and be recorded as present, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. 
is detained in his room by illness. 


ment. 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
tleman from Michigan, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, is recorded? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
The SPEAKER. 


be withdrawn. 
Mr. HAY. 
HULL. 


draw my vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


be withdrawn. 
Mr. POLK. 


Mr. POLK. 


The SPEAKER. 


be withdrawn. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK, 
Mr. RvussELL with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. ZIEGLER. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL, 

Mr. LANDIS with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. DriaGs. 

Mr. Hutu with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. MAnHon with Mr. OTEY. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. May. 

Mr, Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Wiison of North Carolina 
3ARNEY with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 
Mr. MegsIck with Mr. Burke of Texas. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 


Mr. 


For this day: 


Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. CLAYTON of New York. 

Mr. BuLu with Mr. BALL: 

Mr. PHILuips with Mr. HowaArRp. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. SCUDDER, 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 

Mr. TOMPKINS with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SmitH of Kentucky. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. McALEER. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michig 
Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr. BRADLEY, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. McRAr. 

Mr. GILu with Mr. CATCHINGs. 

Mr. FREER with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. Ryan of New York. 
Mr. RoDENBERG with Mr. Ru#ea of Kentucky. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr, DENNY. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. Cooney, 

Mr. LITTAUER with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CHANLER. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

3ABCOCK with Mr. BARBER. 

Mr. BouTELLE of Maine with Mr. Norton of Ohio. . 
Mr. GiLLET of New York with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvan 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Foster. 

Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr. NOONAN, 

Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin with Mr. DoUGHERTY. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. DaLy of New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. RiorDAn.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. STALLINGS. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE AGAINST YOUNG. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. 


case of Wise against Young. 





FEBRUARY 9, 


My colleague, Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee 
I wish to make that announce: 


I wish to knowif the ge) 


Then I withdraw my vote 
Without objection, the gentleman’s vote y 


I am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, \ 
I understand that he has not voted, and therefore wit 


Without objection, the gentleman's vote y 


I desire to know if the gentleman from Pennsy! 
vania, Mr. PACKER, is recorded. 

The SPEAKER. He has not voted. 
I withdraw my vote. 


Without objection, the gentleman’s vote 


in with Mr. Pierce of Tennessee. 


Mr. Speaker, I have been physically ™ 
able to prepare the views of the minority in the contested-elect 
I was confined to my bed two « 
this week; and I ask the House to give me until Tuesday nest | 
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present my views, and I will ask no further extension of time. I The question was taken: and there were—y ’ 
m unable to doit at this time. If I were able, 1 would not make | answered ‘* present” 17, not voting 168: as ows 
the request of the House. ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous | , s 
nsent to have the time extended in which to present the views 4 1) 
of the minority in the contested-election case of Wise against M i I > ' 
Young until Tuesday next. Is there objection : _ > or 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker. I have just consented to an exten- 7 D Ih 
n until Monday next. Does the gentleman now ask another | Bar! I | . 
lay: Bartholdt, Fitzgerald, N.Y. 1 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. I would ask that the time be extended | B 
ntil Tuesday next. I donot know whether I will be able to com- | Bent t : 
plete it by Monday. “sa " l S 
' Mr. WEEKS. I consent to that. Mr. Speaker. Bowersock, 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the | prenner = - 
entleman from New York, upon which the previous question NJ Ma 
as been ordered, to take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. ‘ M G 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | Brownlow, n M st x 
ves seemed to have it. ae itera aati ~ 
‘Mr. SIMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 1 tt ( M 5 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 15, B Gira M M 
Mr.SIMS. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. fol : ” = 
The SPEAKER (after counting). Eleven gentlemen in the | « ( M 
ffirmative—not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are irke. N. A Hamult M t is, Iowa 
refused; the ayes have it, and the House stands in recess until 8 | (SS yi 8 an : ‘mt, eon ‘ 
o'clock this evening. “chrane. N. ¥ ad ‘ Ohio \ 
Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House was | ‘ r, Wis Conn p V1 
leclared in recess, ’ d. H 1 r ‘t i 
—_—_——_ . I J W 
( i ] Wa 
EVENING SESSION. ee 7. 8, - aa 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at |‘ Usack, Jones, Va. W N.Y 
8 o'clock p. m., by the Speaker. as ' re R . ae 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special rule under t.S.A. Ker = 
which the House is proceeding this evening. Dave rt,5.W. Kieberg RR 
The Clerk read as follows: agin = : 
2 m each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until § NAYS 
1g session private pension bills, bills for the remova ANSWERED “PI 
Pp ‘em Ing charges of desert ; OnLy al t 
nsi 10t toextend beyond 10 0% k and 20 min Ad n Drig 
s Brundidge, Griggs M "i 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the House resolve Neaeene : : Hone Mis Sinn 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bil's | Cooper, Tex. Kitchi Spal 
the Private Calendar under the special rule just read. NOT VOTING—16 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | a ts De Vries L a 
ayes appeared to have }t. Adams Dinsn I Sa 
Mr. TALBERT. Division. ca Sonam i Shackleford 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes none. Ba Tex. Dr M as " 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that | B Elliot M SI 
no quorum is present. Bat id, merson M s 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina makes | jryytjort Faris Mat a 
the point of order that no quorum has voted. Bella Finley McDowell, S1 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Present. Berry, Fitzgerald, Mass. MeR Smith, Ky. 
Mr. TALBERT. The point I made was that there is no quorum | jo oie, oo ar i eal 
present. e, Me. e Mercer Sy] 
The SPEAKER. TheChair has repeated the gentleman’s point | ! ey. ee ‘in, Sta ¥ 
to the House. i G ¥ ieee th tthe — 
Mr. SULLOWAY rose, Br a ( = M Gt ry 
Mr. TALBERT. A point of order. ae eal aa ae + ahs Wis 
Mr. SULLOWAY. I demand the yeas and nays. ic Gn Pa d < 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. tt Gn N ‘I 
Mr. TALBERT, Itisthatthe Speaker misunderstood me. The | ; q 3 : am 
nt I made was that there is no quorum present, and I prefer it | Cam; "a H O ‘| 
ld be that way. Cant Ha Ot J 3 
[he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire de- | , ; ‘ . Mo ; 
mands the yeas and nays. | « ng, Henry, Tex P l 
rhe yeas and nays were ordered. | Clark, Mo. H as P I Wa 
The SPEAKER, Thequestionis on the motion that the House | ; sai H ni R " 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration | ‘ Howard R W 
lls upon the Private Calendar. os pore - Rhea, K = 
Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of order that that is out of | Gox. J ’ R - WW 
order without a quorum. | Cr y k m, R v Mi 
the SPEAKER. The yeas and nays can be ordered. sae mae eee, a . = 
ir. TALBERT. The only motion in order is to adjourn. Daten: i R 
the SPEAKER, The Chair begs the gentleman's pardon. It | Davey, } 
» is in order to demand the yeas and nays. Denny, _ Edttaner R 
‘Mr. TALBERT. I grant it. | So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no question as to no quorum. It The following additional pairs were a l for this da 


€s not appear that there is no quorum. No quorum voted, but | Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDow! 
atis as far as we have gone, and the yeas and nays are demanded. | Mr. LORIMER with Mr. Swan : 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered. | Mr. Dayron with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis perfectly in order. Mr. CROMER with Mr. BuRN r. 

lhe SPEAKER. The Chair will again state the motion. The | Mr. Loup with Mr. De Vrirs 

tion is that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 
\ hole for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. Mr. CANNON with Mr. SaLMon., 
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lr. BURKE of T M I voted inadvertently. I 
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1, and I d to withdraw my vote and be marked 
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\ : ¥ oO Withdraw ny vote and be marked 
MAKER Phe itleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 
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appear on this floor and to be heard. 
when a member gets up to addr 
secs him, for the Chair to deliberate 


Mr. Chairman, that 


It is an unheard-of thing, 
ess the Chair, and when the Chair 
lv refuse to listen tohim. | 
I have rights, and I am here to qd 


Leena 
Init, 





mand them, I want to say—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 
Mr. TALBERT. _i want t speak to this bill. I want to say 
The CH AIRMA N. The gentleman from South Carolina is 
of 01 er, and wi Il ti ik » his seat. 
.TALBERT. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina” is 
order. The Chair is out of order—has acted in an a 
and tyrannical manner. I resent it; and I will stand 
what Tsay. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I will take 
at t wh n I get ready. 








» CHAIRMAN navang put the question on agreeing to 
amendments). In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. ; 
the amendments are ag re d to. 

Mr. SIMS. I demand a division. 
Mr. TALBERT. "y desire to make a few remarks. 
Mr SIMS. I demanded a division; and I demanded it in 1 
The Chair proceeded to count the committee by a rising \ 
Mr. TALBER r during the division). Mr, Chairman, I d 
to muet ‘some remarks on this bill. 
The CHAIR MA} N. The gentleman is out of order in speal 
while the House is dividing. He will please take his seat. 
The result of the vote being announced, there were—ayes 
, noes none, 
So the amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. TALBER’ Mr. Chairman, I desire now to addré 
unittee on the 7 now pending. 
fhe CHAIR! M.A sentleman from South Carolina 
mized. 
Mr. T. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing abrupt to 
al out this bill or about yourself or about any gentleman on 1 


mer 


tu 


t fo. iy, £3 ) who is confined to his 

l ila 
EAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 

i no jection 

| 5 KE The yeas are 169, the nays none, present 15. 
‘ Wii present Ai yeas have it. and the House votes to 
I tself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of | 1 the Private ¢ ndar. 

Ler iuly tl Ifouse resolved itself into Committee of tl 
Wh th Mr. HEPBt n the chair, for the consideration of 
bill n the Private Calendar. 

| CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Commastine of the 
W hole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar 
Wu ‘ se 2 of Rule XAVI, and the Clerk wi east the first bill. 

JAMES M. KERCHEVAL, 


n order was the bill (H. R. 309 





1) ntoda M. Kercheval, 
rh ll was read, as follows: 
! That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby; 
n ted to place on the pension roll of the United States of 
At t 1 » of James M. Kercheval, late assistant surgeon, United 
\ him a pension at the rate of $17 per month from th 
The amendments reported by the committee were read : 
reed to, as follo 
! ad the word “‘acting,” so as to read i ig as 
i per in line «4,1 1 Sis i per 
t c | nd &, the words “fr m the 4th day of May 
Che bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
tl I 
At various points in the foregoing proceedings, after the read- 
i} f the amendments, Mr. TALBERT addressed the Chair, but 
Was not recognized 
WILLIAM W HARTON,. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
72) to increase the pension of William W, Wharton. 
Che bill was r 1 si ows 
i ! . I t} Inter e, and is! oy, au 
‘ t ] ~ ttot 7 i ns 
1 laws, 1 i W ium W. \ f 
| mem ( ny I. t l Reg nt Per \ a 
| ) ~ ? y 
tj} Lh get ] Uu ¢ t ] ‘ 4 
Mr. TaLpert, during the reading of the bill, addressed the 
C) . mnized.] 
mendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- | 
loy 
I t "9 4 t rd ait the ra Also 
ni that \ as f V Granting an 
in \\ Ww. W1 
Mr. LBE RT. Mr. Chair: = I desire to make a few | 


upon thi s s bill. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that I have a right t 


granting a | 


nd i 


the other side. I accept the presence of a quorum her 
Mir. Chairman, as a complete vindication of my action 
Friday night session 
What I have done and all that I have said on this subject } 
been said and done without the slightest feeling on my part aga 
the men who fonght on the Northern side in the war betwe 
Northand the South. There is no feeling of hostility in my h 
toward the living or dead soldier in that terrible conflict. 
There is no political or sectional prejudice in my heart that 
doing the Northern soldiers full and complete ju 


tek 


i ’ + 
the last ni 


prevent my « 1 
in voting pensions to those who are honorably entitled to 
yvernment’s consideration. 

My sition, Mr. Chairman, to the loose, reckless, unc: 

tional method of passing pension bills at these Friday 1 
sessions is based solely on this flagrantly objectionable meth: 

legislation. 

W hy not give the Pension Committee a day session in each 
according to the distribution of time allotted to the Distri 
Columbia and other special matters? We have a District « 
lumbia day, a suspe -nsion day, a private-bill day; then why 
Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the friends of the soldier, ha 
soldier day? That wi yuld be the orderly way of doing bus 
It is not an uncommon thing for the House to adjourn over $ 
urday. Why not give that day tothe Pension Committ 
the distinct understanding that a quorum will be ne 

ther legislation? 

I perfectly understand, Mr. Chairman, that my position i: 
matter may be misunderstood, and possibly may be used t 
ence some old soldier to keep on voting for the old flag a 
creased appropriations. I know, too, sir, that it is almost tr 
for a Southern Representative. especially one who fought 
Southern side in the late war in vindication of his constit 


oppt 


cessary 


right to local self-government. But, sir, I do not care one 
about such influences. 

I would not see the Democratic party triumph at the « 
such an abuse to the honest. hard-working taxpayers of th 





try. Lam not raising a false alarm, Mr. Chairman, in this 
ter. I ask the Clerk to read the extract from the Washi 
Post, February 7, which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
DELI E OF PENSION BILLS IF ALI OF THEM WERE ENA” , 

WOULD BANKRUPT THE GOVERNMENT. 
Senator GALLINGER, clrirman of the S e Committee on Pens 
f 1 I zy his term of public service has there b 
n bills designed to take large sums of 1 








m that if all the bill 








“e h ald be ted into la w, they we ould ab 
) the Gove nt. 
rhe | est scheme that is being pressed upon the committee is to 1 
| the pension rolls by paying all pe nsions in a lump sum, according t 
based upon th e expectation of life, as estimated by the American lif 


The adv 


e ont 


ance companies ‘ates of this scheme have probably not ta 
trouble to figur the amount that would be called for, but it 1 
1e that it would run into the billions. Fortunately, at isn 

of a measure of that kind receiving serious consideration, but the me! 
gestion of it shows the reckless views that some people hold in regard t 
S10OL Inatters. 


assul 





1900. 














Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have from the dis- | when their committees we 
cuished chairman of the Senate ( mittee on Pensions th : 
e staten t he peus h I W S 4 I 
! ld bank the Government. That n adait 
e regula S1a 1) | 
nd who can v any ¢ tit will not be $2 
wo year It Mr. ¢ r} to. 
Vv millions the } I ol Eng 1, Ger I t ‘ 
mbined ' l 
i ns If ex i : 
‘ two! ex s. it would m j ©] ( 
] il ~ tt t A ( 1 t : na M ‘ \ ¥ n L 
e it ls « yis a stuy lous a i st i? ( IR 
n t r theG rnment and J i} ( wv: ] 
Mr. Chair lw to say 1 t n I RAY 
\ V tes |! i Ww { 1} a W Vs vi t ~ , I » ( 
\ nsid pension bills. 1 S 
l 1 j } ? I i \ I 1 is | 
n,a \ ! ire in 1 vin n 
r , ons tol NI M \\ t 
\r 1 mistake not the gen who now o« s the « g ) 
» does not want anybod KV ilk the v M ; 
wants them to talk, has himself said lieve tl! . \ 
y Democrat ought to be on the ¢ ni 3. In fact 
tlemen on t ther side have assert Republicar \ 
1 3 per se the party « intr) such is 1 t I 
e, that they should bring a quorum | legislat R \ 
i responsible for 1 


I think the gentleman cccupying the | that d 
A 





ow L 2) louse for trying to stifle discussion. | w ny s 

ibmit gentlemen who rise here and seek to be recognized l have 

t} parliamentary way are entitled to recognition. I | the gentleman is u 

y that the present occupant of the chair, in the action which he Mr. SIM> I do not w 

k toward myself, has acted to-night in a way unbecoming the erly found if an 
Chairman of a great legislative body. His action was revolu ver, you , by unani 

nary and subversive of right and justice. [Applause on the | sion bill 

mocratic side. } Wh t 

x 


7 


The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported Now, you can not huml 
favorably to the House. tell the fact itit. | 


SARAH POTTER, Conside ‘ 17 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | of this session. and th 























nting a pension to Sarah Potter. his month. and we h 
bill was read, as follows: on the Private Calenda 
T Secretar the Interior be, and he is here} M LAY of New 
; 4 + + n? . « uh P xT STATS Cle Weta 
I tly helple iughter \1 w Potter lat ( = re ee 
hth 3 \ ( i pa < i MAY OF New Lor 
pri il] It was 
following amendments, recommended by the Committ n | ‘ tl " I 
i Pensions, were read ; ! and I 
+, alt t we 1 l i t 
itions pe 
M Mr. Chairman, I do not or the purpose of sa ( 
tl to wound the feelings of y member of this Hou M \\ Y« 
it Tsay will apply to one side of the House as well as to M [M+ Taker 
x. LTwould not say itif 1 did not think it was my duty } RAY of New \ 
tosay it. Itakeit that the committees of this House, char: 
with legislation and their duties respecting it, are each as impo Mr. SIM 
i the eyes of the country asthe other. One certainly has 
rights as the other, and the bills reported from the res; 
nuiittees cel tainly « ught to be treated alike. Mr. CURTIS. 17 
does not bind members to vote for a bill 1 } ! 
its consideration. I have never yet voted ag I ATIRMA? 
mittee of the Whole to consider private pen | t 
vet raised the point of no quot [never y r : 
these bills that I thought ought to be passed ( TI 
lio. But justice is one thing and generosity | 1 
en justice and generosity, if we must lean « ! i 
say lean in the direction of just It is \ 
it is certainly right, to pay debts befor ud Mr. SIM \\ I 
I Mr. Chairman, I was pl 1 on the Com r | tl eon 
\ That committee does not have to deal alone with « rules of t Hou t 
: out of the war of the rebellion. Claims growing out of | few minut 
nt war have come before that committee, and importa ’ 
rislation comes before that committee. The first eight- | Calendar 
s on this Private Calendar are from that committee. Th incidental 
nth bill isa pension bill. Every bill on that Calendar isa | M 
ll, and one stands just as high under the rules of thi Mr. ( : 
House as another. then, in pla 
w, there has been no crowding for time at this session. It | would ha been 
worth while to say that we have not had plenty of time to | side. When tl 
Sider these bills, for we have had it No longer ago than yes- | know whether tl 
terday the committees were called. Every committee inthis House Now, look at tl pel 


: ? . . | . 
was called, and many chairmen of those committees sat dumb | pension bills in the 
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Every one of tl 

are new bills: but how is it with the bills reported by the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims I will say that on this Calendar there are | 
3 ar-claim b ») bills from the Committee on Claims, 71 from | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 1 from the Committee on | 
17e ns. 

Now, my friends—and I treat you as such; we grow hot in dis- 
cussion, but it only goes to that extent what are these 37 war- 
claim bills?) Many of them have been before this House twenty or 

nty-five years, have been reported favorably in every Con- 


tw 
eress, Many of them having passed both Houses of Congress, and 
et we can not get the poor favor of a consideration of those bills. 


Mr 


RAY of New York. Now may | ask you a question right 
there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In the Fifty-fifth Congress, while it is 
true that there passed this House and were enacted into law more | 
than 650 private pension bills, those bills in all made a charge on 
the Treasury of only a little over $100,000 per annum, and during 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, to my personal knowledge, there were 
war claims passed this House that carried more than five times 


that amount of money. 


A Memper. More than ten times that much. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; there was one bill that carried 
over $300,000, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. A Tennessee bill, too. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I spoke from my personal knowledge. 
Now, while I have every consideration and respect for my friend, 
I think he is making a mistake to-night when he charges this 
House with having adjourned to-day for the purpose of cutting 
off the consideration of war claims. Here was the funeral, in the 
capital city of this great nation, of one of the greatest generals of 
modern times, being held almost beneath the Dome of this Capi- 
tol. It was perfectly right and just and proper for the repre- 
sentatives of the people here—both political parties—to leave the 
work of this House for a few hours and attend the obsequies of 
that great hero. Will you complain of that? {Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. SIMS. Now, let me answer that question. When, in the 
history of this country, did the House on the death of a great hero 
refuse to adjourn? [Applause on the Democratic side.] You 
refused to adjourn. We gave you an opportunity to adjourn, out 
of respect to the memory of General Lawton, and upon the yeas 
and nays you voted it down [renewed applause on the Democratic 
side}, and you stuffed a recess down our throats and brought us 
here to-night for the purpose of passing private pension bills. 
Talk about honoring a hero! You may honor heroes when to do 
so does not get in the way of taking money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. We wanted an adjournment, and we could not get 
it, and the yeas and nays show it. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman stated that these war claims 
were debts owed by the Government. Do I understand him to 
say that the Government owes no debt to the old soldiers? 

Mr. SIMS. I will answer that question; there is no trouble 
about that. There is no debt owed by this Government to any 
old or any young soldier; buta feeling of gratitude and generosity 
says, ‘* Provide for them,” and we are willing to do it, and have 
done it. Over $2,400,000,000 have been paid to the old soldier, and 
the increase still goeson. We have got soldiers now to pension; 
and I think we can talk about it without being sectional—they 
are from the South, the North, the East, and the West, knocking 
at the door of Congress, and I say, do not close it, but give them 
an opportunity to be heard, and give them such relief as they are 
justly entitled to. And I want to say further to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr.SIMS. Iwanttoanswer the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order, 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. This discussion is not germane to the 
question. Wecan get through these bills in the time that this 
speech has taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
gentleman’s remarks are not germane. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the committee to this bill. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I was asked a question by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and I want to answer that question. 
{Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman must continue his remarks 
in order. 

Mr. SIMS. Has any question been asked in order? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be out of order; but if 
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»71 pension bills on the Calendar here to-night | this House does not want to hear the naked truth, make your 


points of order and stick to them: I have no favor to ask from 
this House. 

A MEMBER. Your side makes the point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. This side makes it, but not this side of the pension 
question. If there is any gentleman wilder on the subject of pen- 
sions than the gentleman from Ohio I have not made his acquaint- 
ance. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I accept that as a compliment. 

Mr. SiMS. Ido not say that to disparage the gentleman; for 
he takes pride in it. 

I do. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. 

Mr. SIMS. But there are general laws that grant pensions, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must insist that the gentleman 
confine himself to the question before the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. Willthe Chair kindly inform me what it is? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis toamend the bill granting a pension 
to Sarah Potter, by inserting the words ‘‘ subject to the provisi: 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Mr. SIMS. Well, then, I would like to hear the report read 
Mr. Chairman, in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ( H 
5229) granting a pension of $12 per month to Sarah Potter, having caret 
considered the facts in the case, respectfuliy report that a bill for the r« 
of the beneficiary was favorably reported by the Committee on Invalid | 
sions of the Fifty-third Congress and passed the House December 17, | 
that it went to the Senate, but no action seems to have been taken by t 
body. It was again favorably reported by the Committee on Invalid P 
sions in the second session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Your committee adopt the accompanying reports (House Reports N 
1207 and 2882 of the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses) as their 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 

{House Report No. 1207, Fifty-third Congress, second session. } 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R 
granting a pension to Sarah Potter, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner is the daughter of Andrew Potter, who served in Company 
K, Eighth Michigan Cavalry, from February 26, 1863, to September 5. 
he was pensioned at $14 per month on account of disease of lungs, and died 
August 15, 1892, as shown by the records of the Pension Bureau. 

Dr. L. E. Knapp, of Fenton, Mich., certifies that he has known Sarah Pot- 
ter for fifteen years, and has rated her for chronic granular inflammat f 
the eyelids resulting in numerous ulcers, and that she has suffered from this 
trouble for twenty-five years, and it has rendered her sight very poor 

She suffers also from spinal trouble, which causes the tendons of the low 
limbs to contract, obliging her to walk on her toes, rendering walking 
cult. Her mind is also weak and childlike; she has no judgment, is easily ex- 
cited, and then becomes hysterical, and is very hard to control. 

Edwin M. Hovey, supervisor of the township of Fenton, Flint, Mich., stat 
that the soldier was entirely dependent on his pension, and at bis deat 
daughter became nearly a town charge, and that the writer, as super) 
has supplied her with a living for the past year. 

Dr. Edmund Bachman, town physician, Fulton, Mich., states that t! 
dier died leaving no property and that the daughter is incompetent, im\) 
and unable to support herself. 

The War Department records show the soldier to have enlisted Febr y 
26, 1863; absent without leave from May 15 to August 25, 1863; discharged 
September 5, 1863, at Detroit, Mich., on surgeon's certificate of disabilit 1 
account of broken-down constitution and oid age, being then 56 years 

Franklin Potter, of Trenton, Mich., testifies that the soldier died A 
15, 1892, leaving no widow surviving him. Betsey Potter, the mother 
petitioner, died in the year 1862. The petitioner was born forty-nine } 
ago, exact date not known. 


Mr. SIMS. From what I gather from that report this seems to 
be a very good bill, and I expect it ought to pass. All good Jills 
ought to pass, and all good bills ought to have an opportunity for 
consideration by this House, from whatever committee they come, 
But inasmuch, Mr. Chairman, as I have been made to fee! very 
sad by the remarks on the death of the great and distinguished 
soldier, General Lawton, I want now to move to adjourn out of 
respect to General Lawton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion is out of order. 
The committee can not adjourn. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment recommended by the committee, 

Mr. SIMS. A parliamentary inquiry. ; 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agree: fo. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. SIMS. My request really was meant to be, not to adjourn, 
but that the committee rise, so that the House might adjourn, out 
of respect to the memory of General Lawton. Now, is that inor- 
der? If itis, I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
adjourning, out of respect to the memory of General Lawton. 

The question was taken on the motion that the committee r's°, 
and it was rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 


’ 


HENRY GEESEN,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
4416) to increase the pension of Henry Geesen. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here's 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi:!> 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Geesen, late a privat’: 
in Company E, Second Pennsylvania Infantry, Mexican war volunteers, 6“ 


H. R. 
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a ne: that on May 15, 1800. he was stricken | en and vote for us to have it, and then filibuster or do 
; le and laid in a half scious “ondition for | You want to on the passage of the bill. That is your ri 
that 7 : six weeks hk onsciousness ee ise | donot shut the door to consideration. Ido notf tpnen 
it side sufficiently to sit up w »; that he is now (Novem ree er L- Oe } + 4 ¢ 
599) unable to dress himself. and m< ae , out of spite, but I think all private bills ought to stand on the sam 
assistance he « M re bottom. 
re and preset ondit I do not ask you to vote for any war clai1 SY t you 
require a cons attendant for e + a4 teat i aan $ } 
ussessor of the township of Washi l »}, OUST », DU ynot pu ) rom i 
real or personal, had Suen assé i he 1 | from day to day and year to year. Now, t e are 1 
vo residents of that town so testified tot T , l these bulls I d >not think tnere wi | I inv T Mi é ] 
nendenceo Nimealf s wife nno? has nnatl lof fric lg . . . 
pendence of himself and wife upon thesympa \ l riend but 18 of the first bills on the ¢ ndar are r. and 
ice to protect them and to give them shelter from the summer's heat | ; 17 4: —_ : . 
rinter’s cold in all justice we are entitled to consideration of t | 
v of these services rendered by this soldier in two wars, and consid- | this Calendar. I do not want to misré nythiz 
sent nhvasical condition and utter deatitnt the mimittee re . : 4 ‘ 4 : 
nt physical condition and utter destitu mitt any false impression about this matte I I ist 
avorably, after amending the sam¢ l 4 ud i ! . a4 e 4) iW 1} , 
1, the words “subject to the provis snd ns of tl one committee of this House as well { nother 
ws Also, further amend the bill by striking out the words “thirty The amendments proposed 1} 7% I t \ f ) 
line 8, and inserting in place the f the words “twenty-four The bill was then laid as t ed t } ise 
nd when so amended recommend its passage. | ae 


favorable recommendation. 
imendments proposed by the committee were agreed to. EMMA M. 
ll as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House | 





Se | The next business on the Private Calendar y the bill (H. R. 
; i favorable recommendation. | 438) granting a pension to Emma M, K 
SUSAN GARRISON, | The bill was read, as follows 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | authoriz ~ directed to ] 
‘ranting a pension to Susan Garrison. | Kitt, widow of John B. K fC 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: ees ae me a 
















nts ranort l > +) ’ ‘ 
ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ts ~~ 
ind directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr as WS 
tions of the pension laws, the nan Susan Garrison, wv af t vor 
Garrison, deceased, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment New | vi 
teer Cavalry. the wor \ 
W ith the following amendment recommended by the Committee | “ egos” 
alid Pensions: tl it cl 
‘ . 
he word “Cavalry,” in the eighth line there 1 the words fore, during, and since the w 
OF & pension at the rate of $12 per month;”’ and when so amended The bill as amended was laid ide to be reported fav t 
 1tS passage the House. 
SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to persist in talking ELIZABETH R. H 
rder, but the gentleman from New York {| Mr. Ray] asked The next business on the Private Calendar w he bill (H. R 
stion and I want to reply to it; not extensively. Ido not | 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. 
a the House, — The bill was read, as follows 
*AINES. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague, the Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the! 
s‘iUeman from Tennessee, be given five minutes to reply to the | authorized and directed to place on the pens 
gentieman from New York, | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of I 
Wesley E. Holt, late private of A Cc, ] v ] 


ihe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks that! Artillery Welunteess, and pay he ona ~ on € $12] 
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The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to refer briefly to what t 
to 4 gentleman from New York [Mr. Dria«Gs] said. newb 
, ty , vO! f twel nd insert place thereof the | he said that he ooo ght something in my remarks had reflecte 
’ tl \ f the Committee on Invalid Pensions or the members of that cx 

: : . mittee. 
r} as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to Mr. DRIGGS. I will say tothe gentleman that I did 1 
I : consider. 
DAVID C, DANE, Mr. SIMS. I wishto say that I think it is the duty of that < 
t business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | mittee to report all bills that they think ought to be passed 
uniting a pension to David C. Dane. to insist on their passage in the House. I certainly admire t 
The bill was read, as follow ‘ourse, and I do not want anybody to reflect on the committ 
“ I he } anv member of it for doing so. 


i 
>amendments recommended by the committee were agre 


‘ ' 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
CHARLES KAUFFUNG, 











as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be rep 





[Mr. DRIG* ldressed the committee. See Appendix. | |} The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill | 
HARVEY GRANT | 2097) to increase the pension of Charles Kauffung. 
—— The bill was read, as follows: 
1 4 ) ‘ { <1 , ] . 
The nex l on the Priva Caiendar was tl ll (] Ne Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he here! 
to pe 1 tiarvey Grant. } authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
I lw ! 1. as follows and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Kauffu 
Company G, First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
j retar the interior be 3 bY, | rate of $o0 per month in lien of the pension he is now receiving. 
ee ae Woes Main cat @uaeecarar ae Wee The folowing amendments, recommended by the Commiti 
| Rast nessee National Guards Invalid Pensions, were read: 
rhe endments reported by the committee were read, and In line 7 strike out the word “fifty * and insert in place thereof th 
reca | ee oe . a Amend the title soas to read: “ A bill granting an increase of pet 
{ rd ror ns,” insert “and | tatior * also add | Charles Kauffung 


tot uBter the Wore “Gards, the words sad pay Bias pen-| Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I cebeit that veep tow 
Granting a nm: to Harvey Grant,” and know anything : about the circumstances and conditions of t 


its pa | bills. I think the rep gro to be read, or so much of 1 


Phe bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to | as will throw suffic ient light so that we can vote intelligent! 


the Hlouse. | no t th: it. let the c hai rman of the committee make a sh: rt s 


MELVINA BOTTLES. ment in regard to these bills. Now, here is a bill to incre 


The next business on the Private Calendar wa 


cal , s read we can not understand why this action is proposed. 
i ranting a pension to Melvina Bottles. k Wwe Can't rstand why t \ n 18 proposes 


} Mr. SULLOWAY. Let the report be read. 





eee ie Lage. reper a ee Cee) ee ey ee Mr. MINOR. Ican make a statement of the facts in — 
i nd directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States | Which I think will satisfy the gentleman from South Car 
of Melvina Bottles, widow of William J. Bottles, late of Company E, | This is a case of a man 65 years old, who served in a Wis 
t Re nt N y Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- | regiment, and who is now receiving a pension of $12 per m 
; i p> POE SACRO Se SG OF LAE POO Wa Sae ws * | He is totally blind, has not a dollar in the world, and sca 
The amendments reported by the committee were read, and | relative on earth. Heis led through the town in which he r 
agreed to, as follow | by a little granddaughter 6 years of age, 


15 the words “of the United States.” | Mr. TALBERT. That is a sufficient statement. 


After t ' roll,” in line 4, insert the words ‘subject to the p1 | Mr. MINOR. ‘The light is forever shut out from him—— 





1 sod the tt ‘ - tose A bill granting an increase of pension to | Mr. TALBERT. That is a very sad case. . 

Bottles ; | Mr. MINOR. The bill provided for $50 a month, and the 

The bill ; mended was laid aside to be reported favorably to | mittee recommended a reduction to $30 a month. That 
the tiouse, 7 there is to it. 


SUSAN M,. BUTTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agres 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be rey 


) 


} 


the bill (H. R, | Pe=sion. No reasons are given in the bill, and unless the re} 


40) granting a pension to Mrs. 5. M. Button. 5 ss 
The bil 3 oe a tom — HORATIO H. WARREN, 
lhe bill was read, as follows: a ; 2 a Ne es 
a T the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
ind directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 2321) granting an increase of pension to Horatio H. Warr: 
tations of the pe nsion laws, the name of ae Ss. ‘M Bi oe ow of The bill was read, as follows: 
\I c © sergeant, Comps Cc, One 1 r anc ( y-first P 
. Nace Wek Si sean’, Int iar ond one aoe oa at the re Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he h: 
“aa eT eae egies ie are authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of H« 


1. £97 . } ‘ : Warren, late of Company B, Thirteenth New Hampshire Infantr) 
T wing amendments, recommended by the Committee on | rate of $50 per month, said pension to be in lieu of the one he now r 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In the sixth | trike out “Mrs. S. M.” and insert in place thereof ‘“Su- | Invalid Pensions, were read: 

After the word “roll,” inline 4, insert the words “subject tot 
i tions of the pension laws 
after the word “ Hampshire,” in line 6, and i 


read: “A bill granting a pension to Susan M. 





to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
| 
| 
} 





rhe amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill a saudendied d was « we red to be laid aside to be re ported 
the House with a favorable recommendation. The amendments were agreed to. 
"Mn hill ac amandad ees ordem ; Ja er 
CAPT. JOHN F. NELSON. |. The bill as amended wa ordered to be laid aside to be 


= : ie sgt | to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
I business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. . ct 
SMITH JEWEAL. 


5071) to increase the pension of Capt. John F. Nelson. 


thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensionat t 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 





The bill was read, as follows: The next business on the Private Calendar was t he bill 
ee ee wn- | 5480) granting a pension to Smith Jeweal. 
landd nthe pension 2 ns The bill was read, as follows: 
‘tions of the ] ws, the name « W Be it enacted, « That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
os te ‘ a : m- | authorized and direct seat n the pension roll, subject to the | 
; ¢ ~ KR ; *. | and limitations of the e pension laws, the ime of Smith Jewell, la 
1of Sf per: 1 in eu W | in Con ipany _H, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and } 


pension of $72 per mor nth in lieu of that he now receives. 
rT") f-~11 77 yy) ‘ ittae 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, were read: Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Inline 9strike ou lafter the word ‘ pension” and insert in place thereof Strike out the word “Jewell,” in line 6, and insert in place thers 
rds “‘at rate of & “ Jeweal.”’ 
ine 10 strike out the word ‘eight’ and insert in place thereof the word In line 8 strike out the words “ of seventy-two” and insert in pla 





the words “at the rate of forty.” : 4 : 
Amend the title so as toread: “A bill granting an increase of [ 
Smith Jeweal.” 


_Also amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Nelson.’ 


The following amendments, recommended by the Commit 


} 
| 
| The folk owing at mendments, recommended by the Commit! 
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Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the re- |! s Volunt , ‘ bn a 
“oad 


CHAIRMAN. The report will be readin the time of th e] \ ! : 
rom utn Car ] 1 




















( iT I - 
‘ 
Y x i S i i Tr i 
' ( \ ~~ Y ~ a] 
1 by hi i J 
4 | ! 
‘ ‘ I 
nno bl I i 
n o ari grou } } 
vid Al eXal stior ( 1 ! } | x é é } ( 
if ‘ is t , ‘ + 
; ; ' v 
ma d r l 
oB ! iT 1 
( \ ‘ 
: | 
n re » + | e 
. ’ « 
i Ww 
a € r i i i I ‘ 
1 I L il vu = 
‘ 
} +? } T ) 
¢ T 
» ia 1 a v t a rx ip . = 
port Ld ¢ reun annexed at pted as a part j 
: | 
Your com ? 1 at tl e amended f \ } I ‘ > 
— } } ' re Ss t x 
t 8 ct wi 2 A i 
» title so as to rea ‘A bill granting an increase of pe 
i mi I t 
CTheamendments recommended by the com e were acreedt ( 
bill as amended was ordered to be’): le to be rey 1 
fouse with a favorable recommendation. i follow 
JOHN M. LAUGHLIN. . 
<t business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1 ; 
relief of John M. Laughlin. 
, { ley Mr TALBERT! ‘ ( 
i was read ) Ws “ 
? ' 7 ’ 
| < et Interio} s } I : 
‘ 1. uTT Pa 
i } n I il Lit v o! i 
| wen ( 
I and pay himajy] i is) per l Mr. TALBERT. Cert 
lowing amendments recommended by the Committee on Ve MIT I 
id Pensions were read: 65 ay s 
8 str t after the word ’ ‘ 
itt rat ’ r mont \ 7 
f yasto 1 A } i - ‘ ‘ 
I in I PA i ‘ ’ 


MALINDA JONES, 
3on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 


Vy) é 
Malinda Jones. xt ness on 1 ir was t 


) pension 


I 











b bill was read, as follows: Tj i 
l eft That tl - retary r } l ] - i 
i directed to n : t i 
Ss uel of ¢ i, I j . 
ha = . ' 
. r ty) 
1) 1 
lov recommended by the Committee on 
on 
Y t} x i ? ¥ r + rr 7 , 
word “roll,” in line 4, and in The f wis men 
| Ine 1p } 
to the p vis is and i ! : pe a! 3 * inVaila i 
J J ) I j “ 
Ca ? L pens ra . = 
the t us to read as follow \ : T , 
na 5 $43 7 — Sn 1 | rh l 
endmentsrecommended by the cor a } 






as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
’ with a favorable recommendation. 


mr} » ths ’ +} I ‘ ( , 
CHARLES W. JEROME. The next on ( 





next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
ncrease the pension of Charles W. Jerome. ms 
ior be.and he 3 herehy | i 1 lit tatior + I 
irles W. Jerome, late n Company kh, ¢ 
hundred and fifteenth | a pension of $# a month inl 
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The amet ! mended by the committee was read, as 

fo 
n lines {insert in lieu thereof 

t i - per! nthin lieu i that he 1s now recelving 

M TALBERT Mr. Chairman, I do not ask the reading of the 
report: it may be too lengthy; but possibly the gentleman in 
cl of the bill is here, and | would like to have a short state- 
Tie 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I will state tothe gentleman 
fr South Carolina that 1 am personally acquainted with the | 
pa n whosefavorthisbillisdrawn. Heisan old gentleman, was | 
in the Army, received disabilities in the Army, and has become 
almost totally blind. It is a very extreme case, and I think ought 
to receive the favorable consideration of the committee, 

Mr. ‘I a. BERT. Iwonuld like to ask the gentleman if he in- 
curred his disabilities in line of duty, or did he go blind at 
home. an ry it is not traceable to his service in the Army? 









FEBRUARY 9, 








The amendment recommended by the committee was read. 
| foll LOWS: 
strike out al ul after the word ‘‘roll,” in line 4, an Li insert in pla 





e lowing: “subject to the provisions and limitations ot e | 
law s, the name of Matilda G. Higbee, formerly Matilda G. Hart, late a 
with the Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,and pay heray 
at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay. 
recommendation, 


ra 


JOSEPH M’CUNE, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1, 
5299) increasing the pension of Joseph McCune. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e7 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1} 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 


acted, etec.. 


ind limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph McCune, lat 
| vate in Company A of the Sixth Regiment of Michigan Cavalry, and t 





Mi IAFROTH. It is a complicatedcase. He received some 
of his disabilities in the Army and traces them all to his Army 

Mr. TALBERT. And they are so many of them he is entitled | 
+o it? 

SHAFROTH. He is clearly entitled to it. He is a lawyer 
of our State and a very prominent writer. 

TI aunt ndment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Ti I! as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

ALBERT HAMMER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2637) granting a pe nsion to Albert Hammer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be t That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author land directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
mt ifthe pension laws, at $50 ae] month, a. name of Albert 
Hamm ite of Company E, One hundred and twenty-third Illinois Volun 
te I 

‘he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follow 

out all after the word “laws,” in line 5 », and in pi ace the ee if insert 

wing: “the name of Albert ee ate of Company E, > hun 

dred and twenty-third [lin is Volante aa ty hi im a pe nalonak the cate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rect iving.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

CHARLES ROSS, 

Th e next business on the Private Calendar was the.-bill (H. R. 

3538) granting an increase of pension to Charles Ross. The bill 


was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Ross, late private, 
Company B, Eleventh Missouri Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieuof the pension which he now receives. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out all after the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the 
Ww that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation, 
CHARLES PERKINS, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1652) granting a pension to Charles Perkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to put upon the pension roll the name of Charles 
Perkins, of Manchester, Iowa, late of Company H, Sixteenth New York 
Heavy Artillery. at the rate of $25 per month, this sum to be in lieu of the 
pension that he is now receiving 

he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows 
tn} 





»4, after the word “to,” s all the remaining words and in- 

rt 1 thereof the following e on the pension roll, subject to the« 
provis and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ch: arles Perkins, 
late of Company H, Sixteenth New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MRS. MATILDA G. HIGBEE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6975) for the relief of Mrs. Matilda G. Higbee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc... That the 


and directed to place u Ds nthe pe 


ret 


nsion 


airy of the Interior is hereby authorized 
roll the name of Mrs. Matilda G. Hig 
bee Ww ho offic iate das nurse in various regimental hospitals for a period of 
near ly two years, be ing at the time wife of Capt. Alexander Hart, of Com- 
pany I, a Regiment Missouri Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
rer month. 


| the words * 


him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, the same to be in lieu of a 
sion now arawn. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 1 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “to grant” 


and insert the word * pa: 
In line 8 strike out all after the word * 


, ‘month " and insert in place t 
in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa) 
able recommendation. 
JOHN J. M’CORMICK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H,. R 


| 854) to increase the pension of John J. McCormick, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and her 
authorize - and directed to place on the pension roll the name 
McCormick, late. first lieutenant of Companies C and F, Second Rk 
Michigan v olunteer C avalry, and pay him a pension of $30 per mouth 
of that which he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were re 
follows: 

In line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof th« 
“twenty-four;”’ and in the same line strike out the word “ which.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division 
amendments. I want a separate vote on each amendment. 
second amendment I object to, and hope it will be voted dov 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first amend: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “ 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the \ 
“twenty-four,” and in the same line strike out the word * which.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I object to that amend: 
The bill as originally drawn asked that this soldier be give: 
month. The committee reports recommending that he bea 1 
only $24. Twenty-four dollars under the circumstances is a r 
small amount to be allowed to this old soldier. He served « 
years in the Army; five years in the old Army before the war. 
entered the volunteer service at the commencement of the civil 
war as a private soldier, rose by his merit to a first lieuten 
and after three years’ service was discharged on account 
ability. 

He has been allowed $12 a month under the act of = ) 
last medical examination, made in 1898, rates him at $30 : 

He is 71 years of age; he is totally blind in one eye aa 
losing his sight in the other. He is totally unable to earn a | 
hood or do any manual labor whatever. He has no means 
port; he has an old, dependent wife, who is now suffering [1 
painful and incurable disease; and $30 a month under the ci! 
stances is a very small pension indeed. He is no thirty-« 
ninety-days soldier; he is an eight-year soldier; and aman \ 
magnificent record in the War Department. I believe th 
man of the committee will not object to voting this ame! 
down. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, this is a very merit 
applicant, and he is in a very pitiable condition. The committ 
when it reported the bill was very conservative, as we have ben 
all the time; but, so far as I am concerned, I will say that I hi 
no objection to the amendment being voted down. 

Mr. TALBERT, I would like to ask the chairman of the 
mittee a question. I understood the gentleman to say that 
applicant was totally blind, and before he got through that 
was a night watchman somewhere. {[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Illinois want the ame! 
ment voted down? 

Mr. WARNER. I want the amendment voted down. 


etc., 


insert the words “subject to the pr 


subject to the p1 
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Mr. SULLOWAY. This man is totally blind, or at least blind | the name of Philip ¥ te of Company C, Potor H Brig M 
ne eve and nearly blind in the other. land Volunteers, and rim ay n a re of § 
Mr. TALBERT. I want to know i 
\ir. WARNER. No, he is not: he . : aiciaiie 
} , dead wit} Mr. T -ERT. Mr. Chairman, lw 
katall. Iam acquainted with 
ee ; hos ys 9 ré rt of the committ read. It } 
r. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I think : ‘Ie a + 
ymount in the bills on the floor of - 1 lik c 





e, every one is open to it. Wh 


ra NORTON of Ohio Mr. ( 
mmittee bring it in? — IN ceo oe ai 












WwW PNP 7, Yor -on+ it to lose ite place o7 he ‘ tl matter. Ch S18 ise OF paraiy : 
WARNER. I do not want it to lose its plac n the Cal of eyesight. The soldier was in the ser 
r. , | He tid no t have a ninety days’ service. | pa ( 
Mr. SIMS. Oh, that makes no difference. ne ! : oo ‘ sited 
, "hE . ies side, ioss of eyesight, and 1s sufllering tft ira 
Mr. WARNER. It makes considerable difference. | * Scak Somoeaine t Saath. Ghaeieiak heals : 
. . ’ . 2 rejyecrec ecause he aida n Serve lil iVs, 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, since this report was | —. him $12 
mete io vas this bil is. from the Senate at $30 not so |“ yi, TALBERT. He applied for a pension, but 
torious as 18 Dil 18 z b’} 
os" ‘ . IRTON o hio a= heeanan ha haa » ; 
Mr. SIMS. If you start the precedent of increasing the amount | , Mr. N¢ RT Nof Ohio. ne lia eins 
. ” . aavs, 
1 the committee reports, you will soon have to do it in every Ate. oT Epp } x a , i 
It is a bad precedent. C think the bill ought to be recom- a ALBERT. Does the gentl n nk that h to 
/ an + j reno WA hack lave 
ited and Set 36 be reported back Mr. NORTON « . Certainly; he is paralyzed on 
[r. TALBERT. I can not agree with my friend from Tennes- | ;_* cites tlhe an 9 shh tenememiedaia 
I think we ought to stand by t the report of the committee. | 4). aL BE : eaten a a genes ascent 
recommit the bill the poor fellow may die before he gets | ble 4 -e aor 
nNensl « ,Sel a 
nsi1on,. . Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Yes. 
amendment was not agreed to. Me TALHEDT Bat he only served seventy-five dx 
e Clerk read the next amendment. as foll ~ : Aa sDER - SUT NO OMY Served SEVENTY-HVe days 
ign egaethge pe a eae = nt, as follows: Mr. NORTON of Ohio. He had typhoid fever when he 
a TPIS ONS Te Wore Wake charged from the service. It is a good, meritorious ca 
e amendment was agreed to. Mr. DRIGGS. He was sick two weeks before that. 
he bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House | Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
with a favorable recommendation. fron 1 Ohio must be mistaken. It could not be that his claim wa 
\PHRONIA BAILEY re ed at the Pension Bureau because he had not served ninety 
a in >. shu de 17 ° 


') to pension cay Bailey. Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Itwasonatechnical ground. He came 
e Clerk a the bill, as follows: home and laid for five weeks with typhoid fever, and it was on the 
it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | technical ground that his typhoid fever wa 
rized and ai rected to place upon the pension roll, and pay her a pension | but he really had it when he was discharged. 
rovided by the general pension laws and regulations. the name of The amendments recommended by the committee wer 









L 





s a Bailey, dependent mother of Capt. George A Bailey, late of Com- av. . a : greed to. 
B, Eleventh Regiment (First Artillery) Vermont Volunteers. f The — was then rare aside to be r ported to the House with a 
With the following committee amendments: BVORAIS TOCUMIMCRERSION. 
: e out, in lines 4, 5, and 6, the words ‘“‘and pay her a pension as provided FANNIE H. RIGGIN, 
] e general pension laws and regulations” and insert in lieu thereof the na — 1a Private Calenda vaca tha } I > 
s “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” aon nt me xt busine s8 on the f rivate : al a lar was th ul (H.R. 
ne 8 add, after the word * Volunteers,” the following: “‘and pay hera ~) to increase the pension of F. H. Riggin. 
n at the rate of $20 per inonth.” The bill was read, as follows: 
end the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Sophronia 


ey Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
directed to increase the pension of F. H. Riggin, widow of Gen. John Ris 
Gen. U.S. Grant's staff, Unit 


that she be paid a pension of $30 per mont} 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, i desire to ask if this amount is 
not unusually large? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No; this is a matter of right. She would 
get it . the Bureau. 
Mr. LLOYD. Her husband was an officer in the Army, then? 
Mr. SULLOWAY. A captain. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
le recommendation. 





States Volunteers, war of the rebellion, and 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Strike out. all = er the 1 
the followi 








rd “hereby,” in line 3, and insert in lien thers 
po mn ys ee ‘e upon the pension r 
jec so proviel limitations of 
H. Riggin, widow of John Riggir late c 
Volunteer -s, on the staff of General Gran her ¢ 
, vo . $20 per month in lic u of that she oor receiving 
JOHN VARS. mend the title of the bill soas to read A ] 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. | Pension to Fannie H. Riggin 


r ~ granting a pension to John Vars, the totally blind son of The bill as amended was laid aside to be reporte: 
rar 





of 





di: a the disabi lity was traceable to service origin. It must have 
[he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. i been on a technical ground. 
| 


i favorably t 





rank Vars, late master’s mate on the U.S. S, Re liance. the House, 
The ¢ erk read the bill, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
stations of the pension laws, the name of John Vars, the totally blind 
nk Vars, late maste r’s mate on the U. 8. S. Reliance, and grant him 
t the rate of $25 per month. 


MARGARET BOMKE, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HH. R 
2526) granting a pension to Margaret Bomke. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th 


authorized and directed to place on the per 
f the lay 


With he following amendments recommended by the commit- 





sionsand | imitati f Margarct } wid 


> pens 
f Edr = nd Bi 1 





7 strike out the word “grant” and insert in lieu thereo 2 Ww of e, late quar 
: ike 0 e word “grant” and insert in lieu thereof the word New York Militia, and pay her n at the rate of $12 } 

1 the title so as t. As 7) oranti ensi “s Fars.” . 
) 1 title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John Var The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
iheamendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to. 


agreed to, as follows: 





addition al for ea 


next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. Amend the title s aatnvenie A 
<1 granting a pension to Philip Yoe, late of Company C, Third | Bomke 
‘taryland Volunteer Infantry. 

ihe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

ea enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
L dan 1d direc ted to plac e on th 1e pension rr yl of the U 


t Philip Yoe, late of Company C, Third Maryland V 
ite of $12 per month. 


) ith the following committee amendments: 


¢ out all after the word “roll,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the 
g: “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pensior 


XXXIII——106 





Che bill as amended was laid aside to be re ported to the House a i ili dana tA iat te oc aia te ee 
i ‘avorable recommendation, | in line 8 strike out the word “twelve” an ; 
_—— eight.’ 
PHILIP YOE. After the word “month,” in line 8, add the following: “and $21 


| The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

| FRANCES C. KIR 

| 


fp 





The next business on the Private Calendat 3 the ] 
5156) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. Ki1 
The bill was read, as follows: 


\ 


R ; fod of That +} S 
Be it e7 é é , Lbhatt! 


sthori 
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Con I, Forty-seventh Regiment New| Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
ie alan ta BB sore m2 | amining surgeons in the Pension Bur au are making just 
auntie : na | 2 ports as i. Clay Evans dictates or desires? 
; “—W : Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think so. 
a | Mr. SIMS. That is your charge? 
j t followi n the pension{| Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes, sir; and I believe it 
; ‘ and -q | founded. 
“| Mr. ALBERS. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt tha 
} i word = gentleman from Indiana has said is true; but ] 
| that v uught to have something else besides statements « 
‘ = 1 bers in support of th ese bills. There ought to be affid 
| sented to the committee. 
nded iid aside to be reported f ly to| Mr. MIERS of Indiana. There are three affidavits of t 
t] | home physicians 
RY H. BROWN. | Mr. GAINES. Iwas about to ask whether there wer: 
: ee a ee "0 , | from - iy other physicians than those of the Pension Bur: 
ovine usiness on the Privat Calend warty — bill (H. R.| “Mr, MIERS of Indiana. Yes; three. I assure the Hou 
Fe ee Te a eT | is not a more meritorious case on this Calendar than th 
| W 1 3 i | pe iding. 
isso ia | Mr. RAY of New York. Iwould like toask the gentlen 
c ny L Fit iis | Indiana two or <i questions. In the first place, how 
t per month in lieu of any pension he may bed i | this soldier serve? 
reported by the committee were read. asfol-| Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Four years three months an 
a‘ : : ~ | lieve, thirteen days, to be exact. 
8 . bject to the p | Mr. RA Y of New York. And he has a good record? 
pen W Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes, siz 
rd ** Volunteers” and rt the words ‘* V« fr. RAYof New York. W nab inti nneablaey conti nt 
be ' ‘ : | Mr. MIERS of Indiana. He is absolutely heipless and 
} lus rthe word pe i andinsert in piace | . . 4 
+} $0 per month in lieu of that he is now | to labor; he has expended all the means he ever had. 
Mr. RAY of New York. And there is no one on whx 
I \LBEI I should like to hear the report read. depend for support? 





¢ iana. Will not the gentleman from South 
( 1, i 1 of having the report read, allow me to make a 
nt? 
M ALBERT. Iwouldlike to hear the report or a statement 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Iwill make astatement, with the gen- 
pern i ; ) 

n was in the service four years six months and a half— 
magnificent service. He isdrawing $12 under the act of June9. 
At 1 Pension Office he was turned down because they said his | 
disabilities were not chargeable to his service, when the records, 
th day on file, ww that while in th rvice he had th 
measles, Which settled in his right eye; that his sight was never 
cleared up, s0 tha e pecame a solutely blind in that eye, a disa- 
bility for which he draws no pension 

[ know this man; I know him well. His condition is not caused | 
by any vicious habits. He has no property; he worked hard as 


iad any ability to work. 

; service of over four years, in view of the fact 
nsion of only $12, the committee were in- 
, but finally decided to cut it down to $20. 





Mr. 4 RT. : understand the gentleman to say that this 
man’s dis ab ilities are not traceable to service origin. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The Department has so held, in spite 
f the fact that during his service he had measles, which settled 
in ] ght eye, the sight of which never cleared up, so that ten 
\ s erwards he lost thesight of thateyeentirely. Asa mae 
ber of the committee, I believe that his disability is traceable t 
rvice origin, and that he ought to have a pension of $50. 
Mr. $8 W hat does the medical examining board show? 
SS of Indiana. They held that the disability was not 
Ol 1. But in point of fact it is shown by affidavits, 
et which are a part of the record, that this man contracted 
1 while in the service, and from this resulted loss of sight. 
But the examining board holds that the man’s blindness can not 


be traced to s¢ 
SIMS 


rvice Origin, 


My question is, What do the examining surgeons 


in the Pension Bureau hold? Do they hold that the dis sability is 
not of service origin? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes, sir; they so hold. 

Mr. SIMS. ‘Then does the gentleman from Indiana propose to 
say to this House that he knows better than the surgeons who 
have made their offic ial 1 report on this subject? 

Mr MIE RS of Indian: 1 believe that we ought to take the 
proof which is on file. There are among the papers the affidavits 
of three surgeons, physicians residing at the man’s home, who de- 
clare that in their judgment the disability is of service origin. 
Relying upon such testimony, Il will state to the gentleman that 
{ think 1 have better judgment on this subject than H. Clay 
ivans. 

Mr. SIMS. Idid not refer to H. Clay Evans, but t min- 
ing surgeons who made this report. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. H. Clay Evans is represented by the 
examining surgeons, who, after setting out the facts, conclude 


that the di 
I dissent. 


sability is not of service origin. From that conclusion 


MIERS of Indiana. 
, RAY of New York. 


Mr. No one 


Then we have presented here t 


decided against him, as to whe 
origin. Thecommittee gave him the benefit of that doubt. 
Isubmit that if it were found that his disabilities we1 
service origin, here is the case of a soldier who served fo 
who is now old and poverty stricken and must go to the } 
unless Congress does something for him. 

Mr. MIERS o 


ther his disabilities are of 


fIndiana, Yes, sir. 
} Mr.RAY Ne 2w York. Now, you do not need to put 
| eround that. ae are overruling the Pension Bureau. P 
| the ground of justice to an oldsoldier; that you are kee} 
out of the poorhouse. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Still, when the gentleman fro: 
| Carolina asks me what I believe, I am compelled to say t 
lieve it is of service origin. 

Mr. GAINES. I understand that three 
so state. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. But the Commissioner is an officer of the ‘ 
ment. Do you want acharge made here against him, ° 
chance to vindicate himself? I understood the gentlem 
Indiana to state, in answer to my question, that the e: 
surgeons in the Bureau made just such a report as th 
sioner dictated. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The gentleman knows that 
was said was said in the heat of debate 

Mr. SIMS, If it is true, the country ought to know it; 
is not true, the gentleman from Indiana ought not to1 
statement. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Oh, no; but there is a gener: 


| 

| 

| 

| of his home p! 
which prevails that it goes from the Commissioner down ‘ 





the minor examiners and that a good many doubts are 1 
against the old soldier. 

Mr. SIMS. I simply want the record to show how th 
occurred. 

The amendments recommended by thecommittee were: 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to t 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
“ liry. 
» CHAIRMAN. 


@ pari 


The gentleman will state it. 
| Mr. BOUTELL Illinois. nae mn the bill H. 
called a few moments ago I lost track of the pre Cer 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that t 
an error in the printed Calendar. It will be made all 


PERKINS. 


R. 


“din 


of 


ZADOK C, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the 
5186) for the increase of pension of Zadok C. Perkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
1 r and dir i to incre ase the pension of Zadok Per) 
Cot np any D. Second Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, aot» ay him at the 1 
per month in lieu of the pension now paid him, he being totally b! 





rected 


Xf 
M1 
There is a doubtful question at the Pension Bureau that th 
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idjourns 1 t the cl of t = 
Mi until to-m ‘ 
rin ng rule of the | ise 5 ‘ 
( ock t ) cht 
. , 
y unanimous cons ae 
thinl t = 
tne ¢ mim Tis T 1 7g . 
lo mething, 4 
1 Was rejected. 
H. R. 5186 as amended was ordered to be laid aside to “ . cI? A | 
1 to the House with a favorable recommendation. : etebeaties alegre 
LLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, | move that the committe Mr GAD : 
and report the various bills to the House with a favor- | aaa s * Uy pr 
mendation. Rese eet 
aT +A \’ T | 
n Was ager Mr. GAINE . : 
tt cit LP I « a it € 5 vk A y ‘ 
chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of t] ; 
on the Private Calendar, reported that that con : : hm — a 
had under consideration the following bills and had | ., — ase 4 
1 to report the same to the House with amendments = Ayo 
I mmendation that as amended the bills do pass : + awe 
, A bill granting a pension tT » James M. Ke heval; vl shade 
~. A bill to increase the pension of William W. 
’. A bill granting a pension to Sarah Potter 
. A bill to crease the pension of Henry Geesen; |} Mr. SULLOWAY. I 
J. A bill granting a pension to Susan Garrison; | legislation is 1 i t 
‘s. A bill granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; | Mr. GROSVENOR. My own i I 
tt. 091. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; sioning the Spanish war soldiers makes no disti 
‘1, 4s, 1885, A bill to pension Harvey Grant; Confederate soldiers, If that be so, then b bx 
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gentleman has read; and I want to say if 
mighty bad for the law of this country, 











nd very long. 
Ir. GAINE Well, I join you in saying that, and I wish to 
[inay bea ved for a moment, that an ex-member of this 
( John H. Savage, who was a Mexican war veteran 
n ex-Confederate, has called my attention to the matter 
igh the pre [ should like to insert this short letter by 
nanimious consent in the RECORD. 
fhe SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the request of the 
entleman will be granted. 
There was no objection. 
The letter is as follows: 
1 
- 1 4716, Revised + ites of tl i States, read 
ney on a per l any person or to the 
Vv ! r i y nh any manner 1 l 
el ged ra labett nagalust theauthcrity 
United States 
i American will please let the people know whether or not any Senator 
( rressman f1 [ennessee has made an effort to repeal this unjust 
and if the man and the work he has done, 
rl statute s ped the payment of all pensions in the Southern States 
for woul and disabilities incurred in the war with Mexico,it being 
ythel i States officials that all persons in the Southern States 
, er rebels or aided and abetted the rebellion. 
.f ears of battle before the people andin Congress,in which Tennessee | 
ut and Congressmen were slow to act, the law was passed which gave 
liers and ers in the war with Mexico a pension of $8 per month, and 
: ly I law known to me which reduces the pay of the officer toa 
l with the private. This law made no ae for placing upon the 
i n rolls the soldiers who had pensions allowed them for disability in the 
W th Mexico ; 2 5 
\ per law then and now would be to direct the pension officer to anit 
la f these soldiersand officers that now live, to allow them disability 


ns as their due under the existing law, deduct from the amount the 
d under the $8 act, and pay the balance. 
ther unjust discrimination against Mexican veterans. They 

added to the Republic a territory in extent and value tran 
f Ceesar or Napoleon, and for this the Government 
i age allows them $8 per month, while at the same time 
another crop of pensioners, who killed Americans. and by great 
verrun nquered, and desolated twelve States, $12 per month to 

ites, and no reduction for officers 
Has President McKinley, while uttering many and eloquent words to com- 
ment the patriotism and courage of Southern soldiers in the war with 
pain and Philipp s, recommended the repeal of this unjust and odious 
ection 4716, and of paying the soldier who killed Mexicans as much and put- 
iz him upon a level with the soldiers who killed Americans? Issectional hate 
| party policy still too strong to allow the President to recommend this 
t of equal and exact justice to all? 

JOHN H 


1 re 


ive 
here 18 anot 
ed Mexicans 

ling the« 
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onquest 


1 , 
helpless oi¢ 


sO 
the 
ny ( 








et 


ou U 


SAVAGE. 
FEBRUARY 3, 1900 
The SPEAKER (at 10 o'clock and 30 minutes p.m.). In pur- 
suance of the standing rule of the House, and of the order made 
this morning, the House stands adjourned until 12 o’clock noon 
on Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


” 
~ 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with original 
papers, a report of the Quartermaster-General relating to the 
claim of John H. W. Dette—to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed (except the original papers). 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the secretary of the Light- 
House Board submitting an estimate of appropriations for build- 
ing a light-ship for Pollock Rip Shoals, Massachusetts—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Superintendent of the 
Congressional Library submitting a request for the credit of cer- 
tain disallowances—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for certain schedules of the 


€ 
< 


Eleventh Census, and of repairs of Casa Grande ruin in Arizona— | 


tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Trinity River, 'Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers. report of examination and survey of 
Atchafalaya Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- | 


t 
t 


port of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, 
under act of August 30, 1880, relating to agricultural colleges, 


etc.—to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of th: 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, deliy 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein n 
follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of « 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. » 
thorizing and requiring certain extensions to be made to t 
of the Capital Traction Company of the District of Colum 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a rej 
268); which said bill and report were referred to the Ho 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referr 
bill of the House (H. R. 6243) to amend the charter of th: 
Traction Company of the District of Columbia, reported t 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 269); wh 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of C 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4604 
| the charter of the East Washington Heights Traction 
| Company, reported the same with amendment, accompar 
| report (No. 270); which said bill and report were referr: 
| House Calendar. . 

Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7 
the extension of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, 
| other purposes, reported the same with amendment, acco 

by a report (No. 271); which said bill and report were ref 
the House Calendar. 


- ee 


( 


OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILL‘ 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
| following titles were severally reported from committees, ( 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Who 
as follows: 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Per 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3640) gr 
pension to Mary Pollock, reported the same with ame: 
accompanied by a report (No. 255); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer 
bill of the House (H. R. 6144) to increase pension of Mrs. ° 
ret A. Porter, reported the same with amendment, accom 
by a report (No. 256); which said bill and report were re! 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same Committee, to which was refe! 
bill of the House (H. R. 205) to increase pension of G: 
Snyder, reported the same with amendment, accompani: 
report (No. 257); which said bill and report were referr: 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid P:: 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4655 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth C. Rice, reported the same wit! 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 258); which said | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid P 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 603! 
additional pension to James W. Carmody, reported the sa’ 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 259); whic! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on In\ 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H 
for the relief of Sherman D. Plues, reported the same wit 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 260); which said bil 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5180) to increas 
| sion of Thomas Adams, reported the same with amen 
companied by a report (No. 261); which said bill and re} 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refe! 
bill of the House (H. R. 6139) granting a pension to Luci! 
| gard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied !) 
(No. 262); which said bill and report were referred to th: 
Calendar. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was rete! 
| bill of the House (H. R. 1890) to increase the pension ‘ 
| Houk, reported the same with amendment, accompanied b} 
| (No. 263); which said bill and report were referred to t! 
| Calendar. 
Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on ! 
| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
| granting an increase of pension to John 8. Parker, repor: 


REPORTS 
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came with amendment, accompanied by a report hoe , \ h 
iid bill and report were referred the | rivat e Calen 
Mr. HE DGE, from the Committee on Invalid I ons, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3694) granting an 
rease of pension to James Bottoms, reported the same with 





ymendment, accompanied by a report (No. 265); which said bill 


1d report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid P 
s, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 238 
ranting a pension to Eli Overhultz, reported the same wit 
ndment, accompani d by a report (No. 266); wl said bill 


nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, t 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3044) for the 
hn M. Martin, of Ocala, Fla., reported the same without amen 
it, accompanied by a report (No. 267); which said bill and re- 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 


yr 
re 
Yr 


CHANGE OF REFEREN 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the ¢ 

lischarged from the consideration of for the 

relief of Eliza Jackson, and the same was referred to the Com- 
wittee on Invalid Pensions. 


‘CE. 
‘ommittee on Pensions was 
the bill (H. R. $267 


RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (by request): A jog (H. R. to in- 
rease the efficiency of the United States Navy, for a specially 
designed cruiser to be built and construc tg with Painton’s elec- 
rical system of multiple screw propellers, and so forth—to the 

Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 8300) to remove obstructions 
from and improve the channel of Big Hatchie River, Tennessee 

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 
st for the purchase of asite and the erection of a public 
thereon at Elizabeth City, N. C.—to the Committee 

Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8302) todredge the St. Francis 

River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8303) to provide for tele- 
craphic cables between the United States of America and Hawaii, 


PUBLIC BILLS, AND MEMORIALS 


8299) 


building 
on Public 


Guam, and Philippine Islands, and other countries, and to pro- 
mote commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8304) to amend section 17, chap- 
ter 296 of the Statutes of the United States, relating to the com- 
pensation and mileage of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 

‘ongress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





| ir. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8305) creating a commission 

f »condemnation of insanitary buildings in the District of 

Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

y Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8306) extending 


to the district of Alaska the laws of the United States relating to 
le of coal and stone lands, and for other purposes—to the 
ittee on the Public Lands. 
r 55 VANDIVER: A bill 

Point Pleasant,in the State of 


3y M H. R. 8307 
Missouri 


to protect the town of 


to the Committee on 


Rivers Fog Harbors. 
.SWANSON: A bill a 08) for the erection of a 
building at Martinsville, Va. ~to the Committee on Public 
lings and Grounds. 
Mr. MUDD (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 164 
g the powers of the United States Postal Printing Tele- 
1 Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr, EPES: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 165) providing for 
q ha Vv and reestimate for deflecting the Appomattox River at 
i sburg, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and oe 
y Mi *, ALE XANDER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 166) to 


I le for the presentation of medals of honor to : Ops who vol- 


{theirs haber year 1863, before the battle of Gettys- 

rg, ag -to the Committee on Mil litary Affai 
By Mr. DALZELL: House concurrent resolution (H. C, Res 
] oviding for the printing of the Re port of the Philippine 


mission—to the Committee on Printing 
ay Mr. SULZER: House resolution (H. Re 
mstruction of the Nicaragua Canal—to in C 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
4 By 7 Mr. ACHESON: House resolution (H. Res. 141) providing 
r the printing of 6,000 copies of the funeral oration on the death 
rG oer ashington deliveredinthe German Lutheran Church, 
idelphia, December 26, 1799—to the Committee on Printing. 


>on 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RE 





Under clause 1 XXII, priva 
t following titles w ntro ‘ i 
to ws 

By Mr. COONEY: A 1 i, ee. & x to Ar } 
Pitts a pension » the ¢ mittee on P 

Also,a bill (H. R.83 rantit MAY | 
to the Committee on In iP s 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8 vrant 
Kehn the Committe n Invalid |] 

Also, a bill (H. R.S83 granting a I a. \ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


By Mr. CARMACK: A bill 
Grange Synodical College of 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H R. S314 or ther f Gertrude A. I 
widow of John Li twich—to the Commi War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8315) for the relief of the estate of David 5S. 
Greer, of She eipiereees , Tenn.—to the Committ 1WarC 

By Mr. CU ae A — H. R. 8316) granting a yp 
Harry E. F lore to the mmittes Invalid Pet s 

By Mr. GILBERT A t H. R. S317) for the relic Cit 
Lewis Cousens—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H 2. S318 for t benefit of tl o G. W, 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (Hf R 8319 for the relief of th tate 
of David Pangle. deceased, late of Jefferson County, Tenn.—tothe 
| Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 8320) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza J. Duvall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

by Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8321) directing the issue of a 


8301) to increase the limit of | 


duplicate of lost check drawn by James B. Quinn. major, Corps 
f 


of Engineers, UnitedStates Army, in favor of Henry L. B ma 
to the C a on Claims. 
By Mr. JE rT: A bill (H. R. 8322) to corre military re 1 
of Frederick Rech, alias Frederick Ricks—t Committee on 
Mil itary Af ffairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8323) granting a pension to Jacquess Roelin- 
ger, alias Jacquess Cerman—to the Committee on Inv i 
By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8324) grantin Li pen 
sion to RussellS. Worthing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD (by request): A bill (H. R.& t 
crease the pension of OwenS. M. Cone, of the United States + 


Corps—to the Committee on 
By Mr. LITTLE (by 1 


Invalid Pension 
yuest): A bill (H. 83°96) to cor 


ré 
milit ary record of George W. Ethington—to the Committ 

Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8327) to remove charge er- 
tion from the military record of John M, Bensor 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill . R, 8328) for the relief Henry R. 
Walton, administrator of John Walto , deceased, late \ t 
olis, Md.—to the Committe on War ¢ 

y Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 8329) for the relief 4 CS 
Landis—to the : a im ttee on Military Aft 

Also. a bill (H. 8330) for the relief of H H ( 

Con nmittee on vo 4 , Pe nsions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 83 for the relief of Emma Ru t 


| the ¢ seauiaes on a aaa Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8352) for the relief Wil I I 
ithe C inmittee on Invalid Ps nsions 
| Also a woul H. R Sed tor tn r el I Mrs Ant I 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
| Also, a bill H. R. 8334) for the relief of Eliz Ww r—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
i) Als a bill H. R. 8355) granting an increas 
| rus Dubbs » the Committ n In LP ns. 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8336) to pay Da | 
i ton, of West Enosburg, Vt., the sum of $25.33 l 
maple sugar and by mistake not inc|nded in tl} { 
March 2. 1895—to the Committee on Cliims 
| By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R t 
Mary L. Stephens, of East Carroll Pa La.—to 


to the C 


on War Claims. 


By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bil {. R. 8338 
crease of pension to Alvin Gray— ( 
Pensions 
By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H.R 
crease of pension toCharles H. Gates—t 
P y 


NDIVER 1 (H.R 
lda H. Caldwell, heir ot van Sutt 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R.8 
James—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8342) granting a pen 
‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 


+ » “7 + +} y 
to cori } ul re I 


» , \ + . 
Naval Affaiz 


41 








CONGRESSIONAL 























RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 9, 











VI LOUTH: A bill (H. R. 8348) granting a peamen | citizens of South Carolina, favoring the improvement of Ly: 
to Committee on Invalid Pensions | River—to the Committee on Rive rs and Harbors. 
: | A bill (H. R. 8344) granting a pen- | By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of the citi: 
t Committ on Invalid Pens ns of Atlantic C ity, N.J.,e xpressing sympathy for the peoples of 
4 ILLIAM A ll . mm. 8 to pay } ath Afric ‘an an d C range Free State Re public s—to the C omn 
ta rrear f pension. t the Cor mit | ten om Borel Affairs. 
| By Mr GRAHAM: Resolution of the New York Merecan} 
M ytTN P 1 bill (H. R. 8346) for the Exchange, indorsing House bill No. 7667, relative to the bra? 
| ( tt n Invalid Pensions. — se—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Daniel H, George and - ot 
- members of Grange No. 975, Patrons of Husbandry, 
I TIONS, ET« Cr ar. Ind., for the election of United States Senators tn “y I 
pe a ra iu : . lar vote—t ) the C omiittee on Election of President, Vice-P; 
ee neh Sees Litions ant papers | dent, and Representatives in Congress. 
s desk and reterred as follow Comnter (Pa, \ | 0180s petition of D. H. George "7 other members of Gr 
ae See eae ae _unty SS) | No, 975, Pati ‘ons of Husbandry, of Jackson County, Ind., 
ty, | sting against the passage of Senate bill 34, | i> the bill relating to food products—to the Committee on A 
lVIs Li bail a ts of a simular cnharacter—to the | culture. 
vee ont istrict of C¢ lumbia. — — Also, petition of Daniel H. George and 34 other mem! 
_BA HOLDT: Petition of the St. mega = urniture | Grange 975, ee of Husbandry, of Owen Township, Ja 
! ring a competing submarine cable line be- | ¢ ounty, Ind., in favor of rural free delivery; (2) in oppo 
United States—to the C inmittee on Inter- | to national-bank control of currency; (3) in op position t. ) tr 
ominerce. —_ 1) in opposition to financial bill pending in the Senate 
n Company B, Sixth Missouri Enrolled Militia tablishment of gold standard—to the Committee on Banki: 
the names of soldiers who served in the Missouri | Cur ‘rency. 
Militia d on the pension rolls—to the Committee on » Mr. HEATWOLE: Resolutions of citizens of Minneay 
1 Mi inn., expressing sympathy for the Boer Republic in its pr 
n of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, in favor of | war—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
ition for pneumatic-tube postal service—to the Com- | By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill 
itt Post-Office and Post-Roads. | granting a pension to Clarissa Caruth—to the Committ 
’ tion of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, in favor of valid Pensions. 
n for the improvement of the Mississippi River and | Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 4958, for the 1 
t Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | Michael H. Farrell—to the Committee on Claims. 
\ lut of U. S. Grant Command, Department of |” “Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2021, to rem 
Union Veterans’ Union, against the removal of disabili- | c harge of desertion now standing against the record of He: 
leserters in the war of the rebellion—to the Committce | Bliss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ulid Pet . | By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Paper to accompany House bill 
SARTLETT: R lu ns of the Chamber of Comme r¢ lief f of Owen S. M. Cone—tothe Committeeon Invalid Pe: 
int: (ia lorsit the work of C. P. Goodyear on the | By Mr. McC LEA ARY: Petition of the president and faci 
ir of Bruns\ Gva., and urging such legislation as will | the University of the State of Minnesota and letter of Dr. 
him to inue the work—to the Committ 1 Rivers | Jencks, of Jasper, Minn., against the passage of the Galling: 
1d Harbors |} to prohibit vivisection—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
“Al lutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta. G Also, petition of the Red Cliff Lumber Company, of D 
the pa ‘of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of | Minn inst the » passage of House bill No. 5267, rela 
in the P lelphia museums—to the Committee on In- | forest-reserve scrip—to the Committee on the Public Land 
nd Tor Commerce, By Mr. McD¢ WEL L: Papers to accompany House bill 
ines os ivis and other postal clerks of Macon, relief of James M. Dennison—to the Committee on Invalid 
r . } 42> tg the Commit » tha 1ons. 
I [3 : : e 1 No. 4 the Committe 1 t! | By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Boston. Mass.. Mer 
of Texas (by reauest ey Association an vthe Ni tional Board of Trade, of Philade! Dp 
WN. 1x Be eee ee a Conlpany | for cable facilities between the United States and Cuba. et 
i \ »p viding Tor Lue ¢ aSSiTiC t10n OL CiCTKS im} he Committee on Insular Affairs. 
secon +] t-oftiices—to the Committee on the Post 2 oa 7 : VRR > hi 
. ar R “ies | By Mr. P¢ »W ERS: I "aper 8 to accompany House bill N 
By M SURTON: Petition of R. Coulton and other citizens of correct th @ military record of Francis H. Staples—to the ‘ 
anil, Ohio, to accompany House Bill Me, 7068) be nnno, | 100.08 Military Aftairs. | 
a ME gg 7 ies Apia eA Invalid _ Also, resolutions of the New York Mercantile Exchang 
“ nob Maj. U. Mt. Drown—to the Vommmittee on Anvald | ing the passage of House bill No. 7667, relating to the bra 
ne alice cal tle of cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
i . CARMACK: Petitions of John Dearing and others, « Also, resolution of the Boston, Mass., Merchants’ Ass 


ss » accompany House bill in relation to the 








improvement of navigation of the Hatchie River—to the Com- 
Diitt on Rive ind Hart} 

By CAPRON: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 94, of 

iwtucket, R. 1., against the admission free of duty or the low- 
eri ‘the duty on cigars imported from Puerto Rico—to the 
C tee on Ways at d Means 

\ resolutions of the Boston, Mass., Merchants’ E ize, 

¢ a competing submarine cable line between Cu ind 

e United States—t ‘the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Bus ine ss Men's Association of Wickford, 
R. I.. and others, for the deepening of Mill Cove, at the entrance 
f W ford Harbs to » ( RETO Om Rive ‘rs 1 Harbors. 

By Mr. CLARK of Mis muri: Protest of W. W. Macfarlane, 
M. D., and E, 8S. Cone, M. D., of Mexico, Mo., against the passage 

f § ite bill No, 34, relating to vivisection—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Asso 
CIATION, 1n Tay ot the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Allegheny County, Pa., Medical Society, 
relative to Senate bill No. 34, prohibiting vivisection—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., 
favoring a bill providing for the reclassification of the Railway | 
Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of Hon. W. D. Morgan. and other 


in favor of the laying of competin 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of 8S. J. Mikal and 50 citi 
the Second Congressional district of Missouri, favoring t: 
jury in injunction contempt cases—to the Committee on t! 


ci 3h 
VANDIVER: 


g cable lines to Cub: 


By Mr. 
relief f of I Mary E. 


Papers in support of House bill 
Haile—to the Committee on Invalid Pet 
Also, petition of Cintilda H. Caldwell, of the State of M 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims- 
Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolution of 


= 
\ 
a 


the 


Mercantile Exchange, asking for the passage of House bi 
relating to the branding of cheese—to the Committee on A 


ture. 


Also, memorial of the South St. Joseph Live Stock E: 


| in opposition to the Tawney bill, imposing a tax upon the 


| facture 


"nN 


and sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee 01 
and Means. 
Also, petition of th 


e Alonzo O. Bliss Company, of Washi 
DO. 


relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to th: 


| mittee on Ways and Means. 


} 


| tions, 


Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade and | 
Bros. & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing House bill 
to provide for ade ling to and completing specimens and pr 
etc., to be exhibited in the Philadelphia museums 


| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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PRESIDENT }¢ t i riavs I n- | ¢ \ 
4 
( 1 1 it ? roy secret \ ra nit- | 
ni iT it nst tain l 
i tT >,\ t I ) ‘ r iu l af 2 
; , ’ ‘ } 
l ) i ‘ 4 i Ad ar 1 ¢ 
I i ii < a 
res¢ t } S ted b , S 1 A 
+ {Mr. 1 ' ! municat will, 1 
nar tot Uol 
PETIT AND M é I 
NELSON present 4 petition s ( Mir ; 
praying the establishment of an Army ¥ ! 1 
was referred to the Commit eon M ry A re : 
) \LLEN nted a petition of sundry er ees of tl : 
‘ ' fae * 4 
1of Ani lt try of » D rtine1 rict I 
1 at Neb City, Nebr., praying that anted 
l leave of en With pay 1 was ret l f , 
? ! 
n Agricul and For , 
presented sundr apers in of t ys 
1 1n ea pension ' Viiit . A I \ l “ie E 
» y ito he ( 3 ‘ 
* 
I MILLAN pi 5 iat 1 ! ul A a my 
1 of Machinists, of Detroit, Mich., praying r the enact 
legislation to provide for leaves of absence to cer 1 em- | * 
f the Government; which was referred t Committee | °)’*: F 
A 4 ° 4 
A i1Ts. 7 
YI tad a natition of ( — , fr. ¢ LI? 
0 presented a petition ers and : n, 
nited Br the rnood Ol I € and J« n Amer i. . —- 
on, Mich., praying for the enactment o gislation lim 
} ire ¢ ] , rvice | ’ , y 1 I 
hours of daily service of labor m D ( nd 
tect free labor from prison competition; w was re- : 


1e Committee on Education and Labor. M LI 
\ LE presented the petition of John L. Thompson, of Eden, | pe 
ing that he be granted a pension; which was referred to | referred to t Com! 


mittee on Pensions. Mr. CLAY 
OCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of the | } 
| Congressional district of Missouri, praying for the enact- | aud East 8 istreet, kh G 
gislation relative to procedure in contempt cases before | title, and rete 
ourts; which was referred to the Committee onthe Judi-| Mr. MONEY 
estat Jes cana 
PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of | tit i referred { ( ( 
raying for the passage of the financial bill; which was H » int 
to lie on the table. Grant; which wa 
) presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, | Co! ttee on | 
s tor the enactment of legislation to protect the forests Mr. LINDSAY introdu 
dless destruction, and providing for the planting of new | Of } n to Lewis 7 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | referred t Ol 
xf 7 
° v1 e 1 lu 4 
) presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia | mmssion for t 


in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that an appropri- | t i 
made for the construction of a new fireproof Patent- | by its title, and. with 1 
iiding; which was referred to the Committee on Public | ‘ { t 


1 
) presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, | alle) 1 the Dist 
for the establishment of additional courts in Alaska for | Was read twi y its ; i I ( 
‘tion of life and property; which was referred to the | District of Colum 
e on Territories. Mr. HALE int1 
also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, | pension t hn L 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the exten- | and referred to the ‘ ! 
American trade; which was referred to the Committee on Mr. McCENERY intr Lal 
Commerce, Mrs. Mary L. St ens; which was ré¢ 
te also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, | referred to the Committee on ‘ u 
ing that the war-revenue law be so amended astoeliminate! Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 312 





~~ 








ph C. Stark, deceased; which was 


erred to the Committee on Claims. 
125) granting a pension to Emily 


the legal representatives of Jose 
by its title, and 1 
rie al Introduce 1a bill 


D tend 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 









The Secretary will kindly read the first 
| lines of the Senate committee’s amendment. 
The Secretary will read a 


FEBRUARY 10. 


A 


A. LU mer: Whi was read twice by 1its title. quested. 
Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill 1 present the peti-| |The Secretary read the first section of the substitute report: 
emily A. Larimer, with the affidavits of five witnesses. I | the Committee on Finance, as follows 
1 ve that the bill and accompanying papers | referred to the | That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine shal] 
(omy on on Pensions, | te hed by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stat 
Chi otion was agreed I to. tinue t be ti 1e standard unit of value, and all forms of money issued 
aa ’ a ‘ | by the Ur ited States shall be mainta ned ata parity of value with t! 

I Dp EB NROSE introduced ¢ 3. 3126) for the re a of Dan- | ara: and U nited States note i Treasury notes issued under the act 
ie] H. Snyder; which was read i twi e by its title, and, with the ac- | 14, 1890, when presented tot hi > Fren ury for redemption, shall be re 
companying paper, referred to the C omittee on Military Affairs. | gold coin of such standard. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3127) granting an in-| Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in his work on the Lav 

t f to Major A. } hrup; which was read twice by | Civilization and Dec ay, Mr. Brooks Adams makes the follo 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- | in ipressive statement: 
mitteeon Pens It appears to be a naturallaw that when social development hasr 

EXPRESSION OF SYMPATEY WITH SOUTH ANRICAN-BMPURLAC. | gece sae, sso tue oetieerstedseeseeeedset eee’ 
Mr. ALLEN. I beg leave to present a resolution, and I ask for | py legislation. This is done most easily by reducing the quantity of t 
its present consideration. | rency which is a legal tender for the payment of debts. 
The resolution was read, as follows: Whether or not Mr. Adams's assertion is true historical! 
! 1, That the Senate » United States of Americaextendsitssym- | correctly describes the present situation. Those who hay 
eng Beater anc cayetnnt a ceeartgene on os it to be heroic strugele | sorbed the gold of the world are trying to make it more val 
atcha Genie i Giates of ica to offer mediation, to the end | bylegislation. Thatisthe natural meaning of the first ten li: 
that further | ish i may be @ ave rt a an honorable peace may be con- | the Senate bill, There is no need of the law for any other o] 
tween the bellig governments 


The PRE IDEN Tacdies. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of theresolution? The ¢ ‘hair hears none. Will 
the Senate agree to the same? [Putting the question.] The res- 
olution is agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Was the resolution offered by the Senator from 


iska considered? 
) 


“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTUS. I did not understand it at all. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be open to objection, if 


the Senator from Alabama desires. 

Mr. PETTUS. Yes, sir. Iask for a yea-and-nay vote on the 
passage of the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ects to the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 
It will go over under the rule, 


ob 


Mr. ALLEN. I thought the Chair had declared its adoption. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator say? 
Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Chair to declare the adoption 


of the resolution a moment ago. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did so, but it is the 
custom of the Chair, where a resolution or anything is declared 
reed to without any vote, to leave it open. 
ALLISON. No one heard it read, owing to the conf 





| one hundred and eighty-six years, gold and silver coins circula 
The Senator from Alabama | 


Absolutely no other purpose is to be subserved by those 
The passage of this bill without adequate recognition of th 


sire and thedetermination of the A:nerican people that silver + 


be remonetized is a defiance of the Republican platform of 


and without such recognition in the bill I can not give to it 


vote. It would be unqualified gold monometallism, and to ; 
cate orsubmit to this isan abandonmentof Republican prin: 
® THE PROGRESS OF THE DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 
The progress of the demonetization of silver, about whi 
much has been written and spoken, can be described with 
sonable brevity. For many centuries down to 1873, notab! 


at ratios of either 14,15, or 16 to1 had both been real money 
is to say, neither gold nor silver coins had it been necess 
redeem in any other money. In round numbers, the gold « 
the world was four billions (four thousand millions) of d 
The silver money of the world was four billions (four thor 
millions). Upon this basis of eight thousand millions of coir 
in addition the gold and silver bullion of the world, whic! 
subject to coinage if required, was built up all the other 1 
of the world—all the paper money of various kinds and a 


| credits of the world—and this system of paper money and c 


n the Chamber. | 
Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing that a vote should be | 
ta but I certuinly must enter my protest against the action. 
The PRESIDE NT pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous 
consent that it may be rec onsider ‘ed. Is there objection? 
“ALLEN. I could not ol ject to the Chair's request. If the 
Chair A is asked unanimous consent that it may be reconsidered, I | 
ao! bject 
‘| P RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to the 
Senator. The vote will be reconsidered, and the resolution will 
| ver, under the rule. 
MENDMEN ) DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. GAI LI NGER submitted an amendment proposing to es- 
tablish a con culate e bs La Guayra, intended to be proposed by him 
t dipl matic and consular ap of ropriation bill; which was re- 
1 to the Committee on Appropriations , and ordered to be 
} d. 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no further morn- 
ing business, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
s, Which is House bill No. 1. 
Mr. HOAR. Before that is done, I suggest the absence of a 
qu rut. 
rh J RESIDENT pro tempor = rr tary will call the 
roll 
he Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their nam 
McBride, Shoup 
Fr Met AS, Si} 
\ ( r, McEnery Stewart, 
} Ha Martin,’ Ta ) 
3, Harris M Teller, 
B Heitfeld Nels Tillmar 
i } Penrose, Turley 
( J Ark Perkins, Turt 
Cl J Nev Pettus Wetmor 
( x Kenney Quarles 
( I say, Raw 
( Lod R 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. Thereis a quorum present. The Senator 
from New Hamijpsi-re will proceed. 


ision | built upon metallic money was, on the whole, safe and satisfa 


and promotive of the best interests of mankind. 

In 1873 the process of making gold more valuable by legis 
was begun. The mints of the various countries one after a1 
were closed against silver coinage. The effect of this closu: 
retarded by efforts to prevent it. Much gold bullion newly: 
was yearly added to the coined money. Only the silver bu 
old and new, was excluded, and that not wholly, for much 
continued to be coined in the United States, and silver | 
was purchased by the Government, reaching in ounces 4!) 
855.47 after 1873, and silver was also coined to some extent 
where. The four billions of silver coin still remained real 
and not promises to pay gold money. The productfon of ¢ 
stimulated and largely increased. The progress of demonet 
was slow, and up to this time its injury to mankind has nu 
fully realized. 

But any retardation of the movement to make gold mo 
able does not suit the goldclass. Furthersteps are theret 
demanded in the interest of that class, namely, thatall the e 
silver coin shall be put out from the condition of real mo: 


| placed in the condition of credit money; that is, money all 


must be redeemed on demand in gold. If the progress « 
new principle to govern the money of the world whic! 
manded by the gold class is to prevail in free America, th 
tury is to end practically with no real money in the w “a 
the gold of the world, of which not much over $4,000.00 
coined money, upon which is to be built up all the paper 
and all the credits of the world, and in addition the four | 
of silver coins which must on demand be redeemed in gol 
THE PRESENT SITUATION IN THE 
What, then, will be the situation? The real money wil 
billions of gold (subject to be increased by such portion 
six or seven billions of existing gold bullion and of tt 
gold product as it may be possible, by reason of the new « 
to draw into the mints), and the credit money of the wo 
cluding the silver money, will be ten billions; and upon t 
and this credit money are to be built all the checks ne 
credits in trade throughout the world. How broad is the su 
and how narrow is the base! This change in the world’s fi! 
system which the gold class intend to bring about can be s¢ 
a glance, 


WORLD AT LARGE 
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; 
Real money wit vl i to re € t rR t 
If an illustration is of any value, I ask Senators to consider | Sun of December 27, 1899, restates the ma lebt in the United 
which of those columns is the more likely to tip over in an emer- | States, including national, State, and local debt , 
y in the world’s financial affairs. . 
THE PRESENT SITUATION IN THE UNITED STATES , uldebt not bearing inter 


‘situation in the United States will not be as unfortunate | Real estate mortz , . 
ler the proposed gold monometallism as it will be in the world | #a!road a 4 ‘ 110000, 000 
rge. But the change will be most unwise. ee ne , . 








d Sta nelu e | n t I s My 

is anuary 1, Lis 31 A i VY ‘ 

tl { 1 Sta Was $i ‘ l . e 

ys A eee 5, 845, 062 
* ‘ * wee j 
mo y ] ] 4. 919 . ; t 
‘ 
al money in <« ila al ; 
1 >. 348 > : 
ng a surplus real y 1. 505, 947 
ati . 1 . 11; ~ ae 
situation under gold monometallism would b H ; 
y mart , : ‘ 
+} y — ‘ 21 016.0090 a5 , 
a ed 1,0] } ’ T d ; Qreant B : 
" i9 | to make the tour billior i t ! 
} ry + , y 
Wt 1} 
} } 
M gad t of real money of .......-..--ceeeue 16.410. 483 tandara it ma ) n 
: 
S . 1 ' . ird 1 n t ( i 
ate i a y « 1 l ) hi or f . 10 ; 


determining whether to thus reduce the quantity l eg ! 
ey in the world from eight and one-half billions of dollars to , of the many. 








illions it is worth while to consider the effect upon a It is th 
try so largely in debt as the United States. good times and } ner : 
remarks in the Senate on February 16, 1897, wassumma- } ippened far t ( t 
indebtedness of individuals and corporatior r, and that all t 1 
i Statesin 1890. Notreckoning $2.027,170,516 national, State, | bimetallists are to ber 
il debts, the sum was sixteen thousand millions of dollars, easy to und ind e hay { i 
pears by the estimate of Mr. George K. Holm the head of States during the last t rs f1 t 
bureau of Mortgages, in the Department of Labor Bulletin | It imply because t laa 
N vember, 1805 page {s . while the value of pre pe rtv in the our fa r The dearer t ; ; 4 
a States, by the census of 1890, was sixty-five thousand | for the time being. are the 1 
lons of dollars. Mr. Matthew Marshall, in the New York | other countries owe large quant ft : 








1690 


rit I LT ) \TI V I 
ire as follows. 
l nce ) ha | n 
T 
{ 
y + » rf ( > 
TT 
' 
| 
! 413,411 | 
I +, 177,458 
( GQOQ | 
> 7,833 
t 
$4. 655.200 
; 14 ) 
430 
T 1 O81, 1 
) 
‘ ) 
But is it not a startling fact that notwithstandi ‘ld} 
( lust G7 , we have obtained onl 1,052,1 ir 
i the result; | , in fact, made a net loss in the eleven 
yeul nd six months of one hundred and eleven millions cold, 
be between 1889 and 1897 our exports over imports of gold 
hree hundred and twenty-three millions? Where should 
W ive been if the balance of trade had been even or against us? 
\\ uuld we have obtained the gold to send abroad? Wouk 
bl n Ww for our citizens to have gone into the markets 
of E pe to there borrow the sum of $2,775,635,725? 
WIA BECOMES OF THE BALANCE IN OUR FAVOR 


This balance of trade in o 


ni ounted for by ou 
i or collection or sale i 
way of estimating the amoun 
are, however, 

Kurope 


tion as to our exports andim 


Rae } 
mates That the t 
follows: 
Vepa 
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which fairly u up tl 
years and six mont 
quiry, What would have bee 
had not been in our favor? 
favor? 
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hs or S&S? 
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ur favor not received in gold may be 

securities owned abroad and sent 
1 our money markets. There is 
thus sent home. 


ports, including gold and silver, esti- 


nited States pay and receive annual amounts as | 





$75. 000.000 to $100, 000, 000 
onc eecece seasee GOs > ) ; 

nemeam 60, 000,000 to 100,000, 000 

Ww >), JOO, O00 To 75. 000, 000 

ri - 5, 000, 000 

* Z a 25, 000, 000 

- ; 305, 000, 000 | 

15.000. 000 

1 yy) 

2 ‘ 15. 000. 000 

7 { ’ ) 

Z 50, 000, 000 
st us 

nate as ] mw 
r tC! 
k 1 

ie 50). OO ) 

se escee > 500), O00, O00 


ance of trade in our favor in eleven 


9,635,725. LTrepeat the pertinent in- 


1 ¢ 
Are we sure it will always be in our 






no | 
Various estimates | 
made of the other amounts we have to settle with 
Mr. Muhleman, on page 193, outside of statistical informa- 


tition if the balance of trade 
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k Bi ‘ I [ REMAINS STRO®N 
pite of the temporary present conditions—th 
lance of trade in favor of the United States 
: } 4 ' 7 , 
increased production of gold—the world- 


any become acute and dangerous. 
|} That case is that down to 1873 the two metals together, 
| whole world’s stock on hand, including from year to year the 
| products of the mines, being all the gold and silver in existe: 
coined or uncoined, contributed to furnish a mass of meta 
money, gradually increasing in volume, sufficient (1) to s 
{ demands occasioned by the growth of the world’s comm 
2) to constitute a just and fair measure of the world’s val 
and sustain the prices of the commodities of mankind so tha 
| injustic is done to producers or debtors: (3) tojustify and 
ssues of the paper money and the credits of the w 





| and, ‘r (4), under this sy 


Ai 5: 
j; exchange between the nations 
| change prevented. 
HE CASE AGAINST GOLD MON 
Necessarily, therefore, it fol] 


lism 1s that the s 


gold monometal 
sion of 


rejection of 
which to coin money (1 


nd debtors; (2) 


breaks th: 
and will 


money is silver, 


reached, leave 








the metallic 


em W 


and 
allt 


teady 


of 
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ras well as all th 


exchange with the n 


money oO 


REASE 


as maintained a fixed 1 


rin! > Jen tiyiat) 1 . 
violent fiuctuations li 
l Is 1 I INS STR DN 


ows that the countercase a 


’ progress toward the « 


the silver coinof the world from the position of mon 
the silver bullion of the world asa meta 
tends to a reduction in the prices 0 
modities, represses business enterprises, and oppresses prox 


par 


’ 
vhen the intended resu 
f the world redu 


1 a volume in proportion to the proper demand { 
yney panics will come oftener, last longer, a 


] } 
» gold, 


IN GOLD Pi 


DUCTION 


) all 
7 
} money that m 
|} more disastrous than under a system where the world’s 
is derived from all the silv 
i i SI i LN ICES ND IN¢ 
| NOT CONTINUE. 
Of course I am familiar with the answer 


made to this restatement 
t recently p1 


‘ices of 


that 








down; that 

i the dan: 

Da eee a haa : 
| therefore the silver question is n 


true that the 
years nave Ceas lt 


uerbdecs ¢ 


prices or Cc 








com 


‘ 7 TAA 7 wh lncetian " 
the greatly increased proauction of 


WwW a 


ommodities during t 
» falland have begun torise. 
table of index numbers, from which it appea 


Barker in the Philadelphia American of January 
| July 1, 1897, Mr. Barker’s general index number of 100 art 


which will n 


of the case against gold monometal 


modities have ceased 


rold has rem 


ver of an insufficient supply of metallic money, and 


dead issue. 
he 


> i 


Ir »prot 


4 


Au 


9~ 


wis 


1900), 


ugn peg ini lig with e period of eleven years betwee 
beginnil th the period of eleven y 1 
and 1877, having an index number of 100, the number 

, Su adily down until in 1896 it reached the low figure of 61 

has now risen again until it reached 71 in November, 1899 

| ‘The result of the Royal Statistical Society’s numbers, pri 

| by Mr. Sauerbeck, is as follows: 

Yea , Year 

Screen aor eee 
1875 . . 6 ISS88. ‘ ee 
1876 ‘ 5} || 1899. sees 
1877 ESS paras! WE MIN 5 cos bee ocasacdnnsce 
1878 . } 87 Ss arene 

| 1879 83 | 1893...... ; 

S DEO a esacc Kohden nusocwcn } &8 7a 

SNE accgeed epeone sated OS Ee esavabanaedeae 

RI Sa Oh 0 ION ccacducceces 
ON sa a Ri ale ae ed 82 eee 

ee es Ws icccaeuainndescsess os 

| 1885 ......... ES ER. if. Si eobake 

} 1886 =o ar aeanniie sas chien setheddn cael oo 1899, November 

| SNE seiiecsigoeieieten cee el | 68 

| Mr. Sauerbeck’s numbersare confirmed by those of Mr. W 


has slowly risen from 76 up to 99 on October 1, 1899, and t 


| January 1, 1900. 
1891, with an index number 
| Sauerbeck’s index numbe 
| 96 in 1875. 

The increased production of 
| follows: 


y 


f gold in th 
| Year Amount 
| 
189] z pe . $150, 650, 000 
a 146, 651, 500 
ies Ee = 157, 494, 800 
car sisedeiatiir indie aaa 181, 567, 800 
as ee 200, 285, 700 
BANU assis escpecebililh chen dlakcsoieaadaasirietciaea 202, 251, 600 


1897 


1898 . 


1899 


Mr. Barker's tables, however, begun Janu 
of 100, and on the same da 
was 72, as compared with his n 


gold in recent years is shi 


midi ‘ it y 7 
Year. ‘ 
¢ 
estimated) -....-- t 
1,8 
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upon the foreg 
inswer 11 eis 
, x] ' 3 an ’ 
' 
x t years from 
f the production « 
ws: 24 to 76, 24 to 76 
’ to 1851, and fro 
versed, and the percen 
8 gold to 22 of silver, ‘ 
ring all those perio aa Se 
the ri 
ties ot 
sk and bore 
l took 
iction of " 
us discoveries of goldi 
k of 154 to 1 was thi ; 
took $616,000,000 wor 
} "2993 000.000 wortl 
iter, toward 1873, whe1 
lthan gold, France 
ttle doubt tl 
t y the United 
tablish tl 
1ued to maintain the parity of silver with gold at the 
o of 154 to 1 had it not been for the action of Germany on tl 
lay of July, 1873, when, enriched by the French indemnity of 
thousand millions i ld, that Government began to sell it 
r thalers, and thus joined England in the movement tod 
ilver. , j , A 
re, not by reason of these fluctuations in production was 
system of bimetallism temporarily broken down. The 1- 
f the nations maintained the value of the two metals in 
l ‘with the ratio—l4, 15, or 16 to 1—and if silver 1 
remonetized there is not the slightest reason to b 
» ratio of that consensus of the nations would be disturbed 
] . ouantities { coming f ’ , < t} 
| 
Onthecontrary. t ei? ; 
y tad to offset hair % my ,iY | 
led to the stens whi to rl Ir t l 
tion of silver. Look » prod ‘ : 
r ils within the la te be said ‘ 
I to-day any danger t mon . t 
new lyer money would so far exceed th new Id | nes W I i 1 , 
at the system of metallic money, consisting of both gold | Money metal simply becaus l 
r, Which has existed from the foundation of the world nuty o1 mm 1 ntity 
destroyed by the exclusion entirely of one « e met 
ng treated as any part of that system of metallic money, | Pett mankina, tae mor W 
‘ t ( y jt ! 
Ye \ 
dasinine $200, 285 $ 738 ar 
e . Ln, t rt 
“<«0- 5 q ) i 
* an? ! ” 
; 0 \ + 
] < ! . r j 
hibited exactly a condition which ju é l lemor 
een increasing in proportion t ilver, but tha to be irned 
for demonetizing the latter Wi i t m fav ? 
about the overproduction of silver, which has he!ped | taken toward th t iti 
< of demonetizing that metal since 1873? | in connection with this lar y i 
IN GOLD AND SILVER PRODUCTI (0 HARM 1 estore Slivel i 
BIMETAI ISM sens vil il i ¥ n 
inge in the relative production of the two metals from | ¥' a 
time does no harm so long as both are real money. The | 0° CXC#alges ~~ 
veries of silver in America did not demonetize it, nm Values of _ 
gold actually demonetized, notwithstanding the fright \ 
8 overproduction in 1848 and 1851 in California ar \ x 





I 





Juxamine this table of the production of gold and silver in This is not a question « year 
orid since 1492. See how nearly equal the coining values— | of a policy to be pursued 1 
>10,000,000,000; silver. $11,000,000,000. | from well ttled prin ipl s of governmental! 





















accidental happenings, which may betemporary. During the last 
e have exported immense quantities of manufactured goods. 
| fi al ited by Mr. O. P. Austin, Chief of the Bureau of 
\ f the Treasury Department, as follows: 
itr it } t 1 
i fa ire nand steel hay 
ux In th t r year 1890 the. 
t uwity and isu hey wel - 
4 I unut ac ronand ¢ hit 
the } u yf TSO Sit 44 ) 
‘ ‘ c feat f this rapid g tions of 
n t he f hat European countries are taking 
largely m t! * | new and ingenious machinery 
{ “ WwW 4 t} lvy i States ” * * 
i f i} xport leading classes of manufactures 
( h a 5 Lsvd « npared with those of 1ss9: 
ene i a Calendar Calendar 
= ete |} year 1889 year 1899 
MI 7 { »? 4 | $37, 064, 168 
| ! 2,136 | 8, 943, 530 
eget 2 On eae | 6. * 
W - i -| 5, 
i GRPINGS kc oc ccccwnnsenasteneneeenenn | 4, 
: rma DE bs ncincdndungesnatiemmenee “a a5 4, 
Pi n 18 |} 3, 
P| and sh | 2, 
W vils and ta | 3 | ey 
RRRNINNOR 2 665. casa wei enue aioe aa | 1,¢ 
St ars ‘ | 1, 
1 PRUNE Ls netveniw cksnnconrenencocnna na | 1, 
iy POD. ccuvas becvedcnceas bcencbsdehabeebennd | GOD, 229 f 
Ort a i tee | 216, 346 | 
s vances oon 335, 456 | 
“gS T ae IND TE aC aE ee Soe 382,458 | 
RSMNNGUIE chs tacrcocias acieoacanstaanddadeamnnaedes 105, 245 | 
| PICO oS chciccascdsncutniuseceeeee al 3, 327, 799 2 
il ex] f iron and steel............] 23, 712,814 | 105, 689, 645 


* Not stated. 

[am informed, although I have not the figures, that our ex- 
ports of manufactures last year amounted to above $370,000,000. 
if lam wrong, the Senators of the Finance Committee can cor- 
rect me. This certainly seems to show that the high tariff upon 
articles like the foregoing coming from foreign countries is un- 
necessarily high. Are protectionists, therefore, ready, and dowe 
to immediately repeal or reduce the tariff on all such 
oducts? 
Ido not hear of any proposition made by the Committee on 
Finance to reduce the duties on manufactured goods simply be- 
cause of these large exports during the past year. If we are not 
to do this, why does anyone propose, because of a temporary in- 


) Ose 
}P 


y 
i 
y 
i 


creased production of gold, to cease efforts to remonetize silver 
and go on to declare gold monometallism to be the true perma- 
nent system of money? 


THE SLOW EFFECT OF SHOCKS, 

Those of my colleagues who did me the honor to listen to my re- 
marks in the Senate on February 16, 1897, and June 1, 1898, will 
remember that a large part of those remarks was given to the 


effort to show the great length of time which must elapse in the 


ECONOMIC 


world of commerce, business, and finance before the evil effect of 
the demonetization of silver will be fully felt. The theory of the 
slow propagation of economic shocks brought out by Francis A. 
Walker and other economists lies at the foundation of my deep 


convictions on the subject now under debate. 
On February 16 I said: 
One of the most felicitous and characteristic parts of General Walker's 
n his book on Bimetallism is where he answers those writers who 
» readjustment of social forces to meet changed conditions as if 
movement 


Like changing cars at a railway junction. As stated by me on 





‘ ‘ Ty 
wiways a speeay 


vas the principal part of my effort on February 16 to show that the 
progress of ecc mic changes is slow. In reaching conclusions conditions 
isting durit periods ar 1 exceptional circumstances prove but 





littl It is the long run of the money system which must be scrutinized. 
Professor Cairnes, 


quoted by General Walker in Bimetallism 





(pages 243, 244, and 245), speaks of the progressive effect upon 
prices of great changes in the money of the world as likely to ** ex- 


tend over some thirty or forty years.” 


It has indeed already been a long period during which the 
effects of progressive demonetization have made themselves only 
partially felt. Mistakes in argument have been made on both 
sides, as special and temporary causes have intensified or delayed 
the effects of demonetization. When the prices of commodities 
ro up, gold monometallists say the bimetallists are demolished. 


When wheat goes down, the bimetallists say the monometallists 

yuld be confounded. These are the ups and downs of what is, 
on the whole, the progress of demonetization, which if not arrested 
is in the end to make gold the only real money of the world and 
silver merely a metal for which there is to be some limited de- 
mand for token coinage and for use in the arts. 


} 
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NOW IS A FAVORABLE TIME FOR REMONTTIZATION, 

Therefore, instead of taking advantage of the present favora) 
condition of business and finance in the United States by rem 
ating any idea that silver is to be remonetized and by dec]: 
for gold monometallism, it seems to me, with all due defere) 
perhaps wiser, certainly more powerful men, nowis the very t 
to renew and carry to a successful conclusion the mover 
toward the remonetization of silver to which we Republi 
have so often pledged ourselves. On June 1, 1898, I showed 
the answer of England to the proposals of the envoys from 
The British Gov 
ment then declined to give an agreement to reopen the I 
mints because the council for India believed that India could 
brought to a gold standard by an experiment then in pro 
But the British Government invited a continuance in the 1 
time of the negotiations with the view to ascertain whether or 
other great commercial nations besides France and the 
States would wish to join the movement for an internat 
agreement. The attempt to establish the gold standard in | 
has been a signal failure. Infinite distress has been caused t 
people of India by the attempt, but success has not been a: 
plished. The Government of India will give rupees for gol 


| ereigns, which have been made a legal tender, but will not 


gold sovereigns for rupees. 

Lord George Hamilton, secretary of state for India, in counci! 
in a dispatch to the governor-general of India, in council, 
July 25, 1899 (see Bimetallist of August, 1889, page 115), s! 
the kind of gold standard it is proposed to establish in India. 
says that the Indian committee concluded that steps shou 
taken to— 

* * * Proceed with measures for the effective establishment of 
standard. With this view they rocommend that the British sover 
made a legal tender and acurrent coin in India,and that the Indian 1 
thrown open to the unrestricted coinage of gold. But, while mak 
recommendation, the committee think it undesirable that any limit 
be imposed on the amount for which rupees should be a legal tender: 1 
they consider that you should undertake any obligation to pay gold 
change for rupees. 

Such so-called gold monometallism is a farce. Indiaisa 
country andcan not be forced either to use gold as money or toa 
gold as the measure of commercial values, notwithstanding 
is no self-government and the people have apparently no eff: 
means of protecting themselves from wrongs which the 
Government in London may attempt to inflict upon their sta 
oriental subjects. The public sentiment of England would. | 
lieve, welcome another movement for the remonetization otf 
and the reopening of the India mints for that purpose. O}) 
have been widely expressed that the action of the British G: 
ment which terminated the negotiations of our envoys was « 
take. England suddenly finds herself in connection with hi 
of conquest against the Transvaal Republic obliged to 
money, and if that war continues may soon become willing | 
large the metallic money of the world through renewed u 
tions for an international agreement. 


NOW IS THE TIME TO FULFILL REPUBLICAN PLEDGES 


Why not, then, aow renew efforts in the name of the | 
States for bimetallism? Why undertake by the first ten 
this bill to strike one more blow at remonetization and fa! 
the pledges which the Republican party and its leaders hi\ 
making in all these past years? Noneof the promises do |! 
to recite during these remarks. They are well known t 
person in this Chamber. The Senator from Iowa, the > 
from Rhode Island, and all the Republican Senators re 
them too well. If those ten lines, without adequate qual 
become the law of the land, Senators will be sufficiently re! 
of their pledges before the next Presidential canvass clos 
possible that we were all mistaken when these pledges we! 
Were we blunderers, so ignorant of the principles of fina: 
ence that we loudly shouted over and over again for the 1 
tization of silver when gold monometallism was the true 1 
system? Is it not quite possible that we were right then 
we are wrong now if it is proposed to forever discard an) 
the remonetization of silver and to complete the work o! 
lishing gold monometallism as the final money system 
United States and the world? 

The Senator from Rhode Island says that it is not inte: 
this bill to reject the idea of international bimetallism it 
becomes attainable. Then why not say so in this bill in 1 
ocal language? There exists the declaration of 1893, plac: 
the statute book when the silver-purchasing clause of the > 
Act of 1890 was repealed. Why not insert it in this bill 
Senator from Rhode Island means what he says? Ar 
pledges of the Republican party, piled mountain high « 
the last twenty-five years, to be now reduced by Congre 
grudging minimum at a time when the President of the | 
States does not even mention the subject of the remonetizat 
silver in his annual message to Congress? 


l 
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It seems plain to me that the declaration for gold in this bill is | remonet ~ r This does not 
wise, both in a business and political | 31 eed | words t I S ullisi W hic 
s ctment, no public demand for it, no bu s or financial rselves prot N tes 
dition which is to be helped by i In 187 mints of t t 
United States were closed to the coina silve llars and t What its l 
wer on earth ca en them to fur ( nace pt e Pres } \ isd l l | 
tand the tv Ho es oO ( I f wl te + r + + § 
ss by atwo-thirds majority w 1e fir silver fy ore t 
's of the bill are iW rk of | hg I 3 WO! 
id class, who are bent upon f r mplish ( I ill I 
ld by legislation. Senators cor ang re the rule of all th . 
ting law, but only reiterates « 1 I n mig itisfa ' 
re is no necessity for the reiteration. Andif Iam wrong and} would ber tter tos l 
re issuch a necessity and the Senator from Rhode Island and then tl " e1 ig t ) \ 
ere in sayivug that he does not intend to pronoun gainst bi 4 MORAL V \ Y 
allism by international agreement, why not insert in this bill Mr. President. on the 23d d lanuarv. w 
ie declaration of the act of 1893. Here it is: ator from Colora Mr. T caress ak tt 
Congress of N 1, 189 3 leclare that it s lto1 t 
7 every 25, EO 7 — 4 ; ; world by gold 1 netallism 1 i v 
\ Li s here! t edt othe] y of t I is Tor iyainst Ss llay il 
ise of both g \ rer as standa j g Professor Suess, of Vien i | rin the a} x 
Fr into i” y me nt . ‘ joa OF pace y t » th r ) to It A ( ll 
=t ed thr rn roa sl a } . 
ts and in th iyi it a s} V ir i 
forts of the Gover ~ ea y a ! t res 
such asa net i ill 1a a t i t a ‘ ‘ 
power of every d ir ned or Issued by the Unit States in tl Lk , I 
For the passage of this act of 1895 through the Senate on October | {O"4" Untyrest must rest suient, But the inter 
), 1893, the following Senators voted: Messrs. ALDRICH, CULLOM, Ly, W not 
DAVIS, FRYE, GALLINGER, HALE, HAWLEY, Hoar, LopGeE, Mc- | humanity n \ ‘ g 1 
MILLAN, PLATT, and Proctor; and there were paired inits favor | 8US!2¢) Must’ ; 
Senators ALLISON, CHANDLER, and HANSBROUGH. This most di ithority on the future of the preciou 
That is as much existing law as what the Senator proposes to | Metals Tam DN if the wor t crime against 
reenact. The one thing is to be reiterated. Let the other also be | #Umanity— d » gold class, I v e and now y 
reiterated. Can any fair refusal be given to this request? Does | say that gold monometallism is am r il wrong to humanit Lay- 
iny Republican venture to say that the remonetization of silver | '¥& aside for the Loment any considerat i the genera r 
s not desirable, even if it is attainable, which is the sum and sub- | to mankind from the c mtinued progress toward tl le 
stance of the programme of the Indianapolis convention? | Ionetization of silver, the injury © to the } the s 
As a party movement the enactment of gold monometallism | !ations of the world by the gold nations is utterly 
would surely be a blunder. To what extent injury might result Po show this clearly I mast again resort to a few figur 
the Republican party no one can now safely predict. That | The population of the world divided between gold-standars l 
party is overwhelmingly strong, saved and strengthened by the ver-standard, and bimetallist countries is as follows 
war against Spain and the accelerated movement of the nation single gold standard countries : naw 40 
caused by that war and its incidents, with which the nineteenth | Doshicatendand SO CEERI: so = 000 nena na nis a =" ar anes tm 
century is to close. But noone has any right after the declara- | Se a ee ae ee ae , 
tion pledging the Republican party to the promotion of the re Total population -..... , 1, 460, 900, 00 
monetization of silver, made in the national convention of 1896, to The population by continents is as follows: 
now change that position of the party. Only the national con- 
vention to be held 1n June next has the right to commit the party ° _D« 
to gold monometallism. There being no need of a gold declara- : Z ne 
tion in this bill, its adoption ought certainly to be deferred until | _ ; 
hat convention has declared the attitude of the party toward this | Furere : ees aacaai etal Reomcinpbeiai ope 
iestion, in which itis willing to enter the canvass to end in No- } (ceania ; epee 4700, OO 40. 700. 00K ; 
vember next. If that convention chooses to repudiate the whole | Africa sevcecs 1, SOO, ON 57, 900, OO B20), O08 
past record of the party and declare for gold monometallism, dis- | Xo"! _ : pdr espe cae ~~ 
ding the possibility and desirability of the remonetization of ie 
silver, let it do so, but let the Republicans of Congress refrain 94, 400,000 | 290, G00, OU mH), OO 
from forestalling its action. oo 
Gold monometallism is not our existing —- It is con- 
trary to every platform. The Senator from Rhode Island has just | 1,460,900, 00 
as uch right to introduce a constitutional amendment striking a ee 
the word silver out of the Constitution of the United States and Muhleman’s M ry Syst f tt 
further providing that the Government shall never issue legal-!| The gold and silver money in the world is divided among the 
er notes either in war or peace, and claim that the Republican | nations as follows 
is committed to its adoption, as to introduce this bill, refuse 4 5 ‘ 
low a declaration for bimetallism, and press it to its passage, | 
g in its favor, on party grounds, the votes of Republican : ( 
Senators. 
A STRONGER DECLARATION FOR INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. | / ’ 
Mr. President, since the remarks I am now making were writ- | "!"S'° $°'4 counts — ™ : : 
the Senate Committee on Finance has somewhat changed its | Double-standard 
rent position of hostility to bimetallism in any form or under | Sing iver standard 
ircumstances. This bill passed the House of Representatives POPE, 5 nee 


December 18, 1899, and on the next day was referred to the 
te committee, which immediately, on the same day, reported 
» the Senate with the House provisions stricken out and a new 











. a bill substituted. After forty-six days the comniittee, on Mr. Muhleman Says (pa vw 
lary 6, reported the following as a new section: i a alat Anand Aiea ‘ 
=)s ‘ : at 
it the provisions of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in | World] th ge i 
ay 01 the accomplishment of int« itional bimetallis: I d the | three-sevenths of the 1 a 
‘ © secured by concurrent action of the leading I ial nations of | tives, moreover, of this cla re Great Brit 
id and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value be- | chief credit 
won G00 Gael eileen. | Hereisa picture that shows the situation [exhibiti 
+bis concession of the Senate committee is gratifying, so far as | is a little man 1 foot high representing 200,000,000 of t 
oes, to International bimetallists, but a more adequate recog- | tion owning eighteen hundred millions of the 
T ? y 


1 ought to be given by Congress of the national intention to | dred millions of the silver of the world, and here is a lat 
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f people ow twent 
i thou 10NS O 
with the 1O! 
ate, the silver cubes 
I The little mar 
i ur mo -, i 
settle t ee cold and 
oO + 1 But 
t Let usu ld 
¢ id wv lvt 
4 ¥ Ve Litetii 71 
000, Y will have 
Yr: .ou wl have 
‘ mH } s No ‘ 
n ft ul } ar On 
id and silver. You 
i Ay 11th nk at 
lla > 4 the l y y 
it and persistent 
¢ } 
pl r th ‘ogress of the gold 
L into] i starvation so man) 
! ns of the people, China, with 
has m 1a thousand millions 
W much ab interior of China, nor 
| r from having one thousand millions of 
nv oto four hundred millions, 
EL T ATMI I FI IA 
it India and her famine-oppressed myriads 
( t be said about the effect of continued progress 
t the u ersal adoption of the gold standard upon the con 
er peopl Three years ago there was a famine, and 
t} thies of the benevolent men and women of the whole 
\ e] ted in behalf of the starving millions. Grain was 

























L lay y in Tnited States to send to their relief, and 
ig preparation for chartering ships in which to transport 
1. Shortly it appeared, however, that there was no scarcity 
{ in the markets of India. 
tune of the people was that they had no money with 
b it, their lack of money being largely caused by t 
value not merely of the coined rupees, but of the millions 
ed 1 plein silve naments and in silver bullion in 
ther f 40 the wiser course was pursued as to many of the 
Ay in contributio1 that of selling the grain which was do- 
nated and remitting t money instead thereof to India. Mani 
fes if there we ;2,000.000,000 in coin and silver bullion and 
ts in India when her mints w re close d in 1893, there was 
f the value of the money of India to the amount of 
{ lions of dollars, Thi tis abundant evidence to 
caused by this depreciation in the value of th: 
to } me question about the amount of silver in 
| he Director of the Mint estimates it at five hundred ind 
t mi n four hundred thousand, Mr. —— eman, in 
\ tems « the e World, page 172, as far back as 
ated the full er of elke aa $900,000,000. Inte: 
1 { speech of the senior Senator from Colorado on Jan- 
1v00, 14 » the following statement as to the amount of 
‘ the f 1 of ornaments possessed by the people of India: 
] sint vew York Tribuneof Fel ae 8.1897, signed ‘I. N. F 
h ‘scl the idition at that time of » Indian peasantry, says: 
‘ tates, on tl ithority of I ie sley Probyn, = at the 
’ ‘ the I ian peasantry in the form of 
n AA ~ 
it SL29 an nee, that would be more than $1,500,000,000 in orna- 
Phe following statement, by Mr. Moreton Frewen, is taken from 
the | ncial News of January 38, 1900, and was incorporated in 
peech of the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr, TELLER] on 
{ is again overtaken some millions of our fellow-subjects 
nh ind t ire appealed to for funds to ass he G I 
] { fill it What is wanted is nt t food, y 
Vl r of the mint involves t e death ‘ ie] 
: ' r real famine reserve fund, accum 
‘ i their hoar f silver | 
or i e tl an ey i a, Mr. F< sM 
VW { 
I 1 ‘ to during the last f ine that hoe had seen a pe 
I I e districts arrive in Allahabad with I bangl 3 
! r ¢ vhich had the mints been open would have coined 
to rupees t » closed and accordingly this poor man 
had to part with neoined silver for 600 rupees; so that 
the the m 1is one man 1,380 rupees, and reduced this 
fan i a villag ‘re people we red ying of starvation by just that 
I . Well « Mr. Da a Yul e, the presider it of the Bank of 
ta, decla ! amazing tr ebarcek caane ity of money is the 
} on which the famine-begetting gold standard depends. To become 
wealthy, the government of India ‘is endeay: ring to render itself and its 


trading < 
Mr. Frewen also, in the same article, shows the injury to the 


mmunity destitute * * @ 
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people of Russia in connection with thefamine of the year 1897-' 
made more severe by the attempt to > adopt the gold standard: 
L Indian government, struggling to day with famine. t 
tere At the session of the agricultural congress of t 
ern! central Russia, at Orel, in May of last year, M. G: 
Boutmy. ¢ i, said of Russia's variation from her silver standard 
During the five years which preceded the famine of the year 1897-4 
1 503,000, 000 p ! i ned inexcaange S84.000,000 1 
3 iring the five years w d the famine of the year | 
If we 1 | gitimat , these 503,000,000 poods of 
iro t old qn dee uld have 
nd ( ss he fri rhtful famin 
lL act vy ninetee oo ation of 30,000.00y 
y nated by the ty} “urvy, those satellites of { 
‘ line of 1591 cl: ictims. These hundreds o 
! 1 who wer famine are the hu 1s 
f to the g n¢ m of its worshipers. 
The L — Bimetallist for August, 1899 (page 110), has 
followii tatement of the case: 
ippy prospects in India should bea spur to our G 
t m r. Weha luded to the possible political da 
rconditions. We need scarcely say that we ref 
the natives of India. Though the repo1 
t idiously ded ali reference to the sub 
-din the debate in Parlia 
i ny thata gr rave hardahip is 
the are closed to the free « 
ver. T 8 in ilver ‘r ornaments, a lar 
ntagre « rupes id whereas while t! 
were ¢ 1eS tress at, approximately, we 
weigh rupe uring the last famine in many cases t hey wer 
Y t about er cent of their weight in rupees. 
The a rmous, the government estimate be 
10,0 ri ns sterling at the old rate of « 
wl wa to the committee that native finan 
exp n gh as Rs. 1,000,000,000. Ata time wl! 
3t ter ich may prove to be one of the wi 
I ve h will appeal to Lord George Hamilto 
¢ ent much on the ground of humanity as of ] igh iP oli 
the in, by ani national agreement, whil curing stabi 
va the ri e, reopen the mints to silver, cei en waahete the? | 
t i 3” ng th they lost by the 2 nt legislation, it w 
] ids it,’ but ideal state nship as well. 





Mr. J. E. Abbott. in a letter dated New rY ork, January : 











published in the New York Tribune of January 31, 1900. 
the heading ‘“‘A famine fund for India,’ makes the foll 
tatement: 
Sir he official d iration of famine in India by Lord Curz 
102 », the disti has increased by strides and bounds Th 
i has crea so that, instead of 30,000,000, now 52,000,000 per 
I { Three 1 iths ago 400,000 were « on relief works, now 3,500,(s 
wciated and **1 > were only o« asionally seen then; 
V en by thet ) number of sach will soon rise to t 
lt and ng of childhood has now be 
? ’ » * * 


Mr. W. T. Stead, discussing ‘‘ The perilous 
land” in the Review of Reviews for February, 
FAMINE 


position of 
1900, says: 
STRICKEN INDIA. 


ve are wasting the resources of our people in waging a want 


e-strik 








in ‘ica, the cry of famin ‘ken India falls upon deaf « 
cording to the latest information the scarcity of food extends over 
twice as large as France and affects a population of over 5),000,0% 








than one-half of these are British subjects. At present 2,000,000 a1 
from absolute araoaee starvation by the weekly dole of the India 
ment; but the number is said to be increasing at the rate of 250, 


omes tangible md visible to us wh 
to raise £350,000 a ‘month to ‘fill full the mouth of famine.”* <A¢ 
competent local authorities the famine is even greater than that wi 
forth the charity of England three years ago. 

The cruel treatment thus infli = . by the British home G 
ment to enrich the 30,000,000 people of the British Island: 

cost of the 300,000,000 British subjectsin India should awa! 
continued efforts of bimetallists the world over, and the | 
States should be no party to the terrible chastisements whi 
being imposed upon a people who have no self-governmet 
ever, and therefore can not resist the cruelty with which t 
class is now treating them. 


n bec 


The white man’s oe ird 


*““T WANT THE DOUBLE STANDARD.” 


Mr. President, it is with sincere regret that I differ so rad 
from so mé ny of my political associates in this body. BP 
convictions of duty will not allow me to do otherwise. I ha 
abandoned the faith of the fathers. I stand upon the 
ways. “I want the double standard.” Sodo thirteen hi 
millions of t - people of this world of ours, while only 200, 
want the single gold standard. We want the real mon 
world to be $8,000,000,000 in coin. They wantit to be on! ly 
000,000. The difference means injustice, injury, sufferin 
| distress to millions of God’s poor people the world over, wlul 
| gold class is to wax fat at the cost of their helpless victims. 
| The Republican party ought not to do any such grievous ¥ 
I entreat its leaders not to oo us with gold monome ta 
but to renew in unmistakable language our oft- repeated | 3 
to remenetine ag r. Let us he: justify the aspersion lately 
upon us by Mr. Bryan when he said he did not believe tha 
Repub! licans would hold out international bimetallism in 
| platform of 1900, and that he expected to see their platform de 
| unequivocally for the gold standard. 
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‘nited States would exercise its plain option to pa »| sist the Gover i t 
s and Treasury notes in silver coin, the door would | ing system t 
n gold speculators who want to ship gold abroad or | na al-bank n 
Government to buy it back again. Orif silver enough | be reduced by one-half, i l 
1 to replace these greenback and Treasury notes, they | exchanged for these new | ; 
removed from active circulation by the introduction of | forded to cut down ne-half the t 





rtificates, and thus the instrumentalities by which the | notes now outstand in United 
? 1 7 : 
5'G speculators poached upon the taxpayers of the United States Let us take some sj ples 1 e opel 


ibe destroyed. Or, third, these greenbacks and notes could this bill. : 
1 by the issuance of United States bonds, and thus the rhe Ame in Exchan . il] rof} ' 
of future drains upon our Treasury, such as happened | tothe last published statement of the‘ pt 
' + the Cleveland Administration, avoided and the terrors of | had on deposit with theT 
m boldly embraced. This last expedient would, in my | United States bonds 3 l author i 





sscstment, prove a deplorable method of relief, and I would not | $4,005,000. 
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W1 the pending bill goes into operation, this bank will have 
the privil of is rat one time immediately - $445,000 mi re 
bank notes than now; and if it avails itself of the opportunity to 

change its bonds as the bill allows, its tax on circulation will 
I ced by nearly $20,000 a year. 

{ have no prejudice against national banki lati 
U1 our systei it is a legitimate form of bu erat 
and those who put their money into these corporations have a 
perfect right to do so. If there is any reform necessary in the 
national banking laws, it would seem to be to diminish the mini- 
mum fixed for capital stock, so that the people of small towns 
throughout the country can share in the commercial facilities 
afforded by these organizations. The House bill contains such a 
provision, but the Senate amendment has stricken it out. 

[ can not believe that any further encouragement is needed to 
stimulate the organization of large banks in great cities. The 
bonds upon which these national banks operate now have imperial 
privileges enough. First, they are exempt from all forms of tax- 

on, Stute, county, and municipal. Second, they can be used as 
a basis for procuring incorporated banking facilities. In some 
States that is the only way a bank can be incorporated. Third, 
national banks alone can issue currency upon Government bonds. 


And now it is proposed to give a fourth privilege—first, by allow- 


ne th 


m to issue 10 per cent more currency than they have here- 
tofore been permitted to do, and, second, to reduce their taxation. 
But while this is going on, strange to say, not the slightest 


heck is put upon the existing power enjoyed by national banks 
withdraw their currency whenever they desire to do so. and in 


this way their power to expand or contract the circulating me- 
dium, which should be under control of Government, is left in 
unchecked authority. 

GOLD BONDS, 


A third feature of the pending bill is that which makes all out- 
standing United States bonds payable specifically in gold, and 
the Senate amendmentauthorizing all existing United States bonds 
to be refunded in thirty-year bonds, specifically payable on their 
face, principal and interest, in gold coin of the present standard 
value. 

I had occasion in a speech which I made January 28, 1898, on 
the Teller resolution to give a copy of each class of United States 
bonds then outstanding. I showed that each set of these bonds 
were payable on their face ‘‘in coin of the standard value of the 
United States on July 14, 1870,” and that on July 14, 1870, the sil- 
ver dollar of 4124 grains was the standard of value anda full legal 
tender in the United States. Since that time $198,000,000 bonds 
have been issued to carry on expenses of the Spanish war, but they 
are payable ontheirfacein coin. Sothatlike the other bonds they 
can be paid in good American money—either silver or gold. 

The act of 1869 (section 3693, U. S. Revised Statutes), which 
fixed the right of bondholders to demand coin on their bonds, 
recognized gold and silver as the coin referred toin our bond issues, 
and it is absolutely clear in law and morals that the United States 
have the right to pay all their public obligations in either gold or 
silver coin. This bill takes away that option and makes every 
United States bona payable in gold. 

In the same speech to which I have referred I said: 

For more than twenty years there has been a systematic, unrelenting 
purpose on the part of the capitalists of the world to make the bonds of the 
United States payable in gold only, in spite of the explicit terms contained 
in these bonds and the wishes and interests of the American people. 

The time has now come for carrying out this long-deferred plan. 
‘rhe bonded debt of the United States is $1,046,010,920, and these 
bonds, which have heretofore been payable in one of two sorts of 
standard money, are hereafter to be paid in gold alone. Not one 
dime of recompense is given to the taxpayers of the United States 
for thus making harder and heavier their Government obligations. 

While Mr. Cleveland was President, he issued $62,000,000 of 4 
per cent bonds payable in coin at one time and made a contract 


with the purchasers that he might replace these bonds with 3 per 
cent bonds payable in gold. 

On February 8, 1895, he sent a message to Congress asking for 
authority to make the substitution, and showed how the Govern- 
ment would be saved $16,174,770 by the exchange. Yet Congress 
refused to allow the bonds to be made payable in gold. Now 
these self-same bonds on which the people of the United States 
lost $16,000,000 in order to retain the privilege of paying them in 
either gold or silver are to be made payable in gold by this bill 
without a cent of charge to the bondholders. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Not by the Senate bill. 

Mr. CHILTON. Well, the House bill certainly does. I will 
say in this connection that the House bill is the bill which is 
universally expected ta become the law on that subject. When 
Wwe come to discuss the conference report, of course we will see 
the exact complexion of the bill agreed to and to be put upon its 
passage. Even under the Senate biil the same result is achieved— 
forif you giveevery outstanding bondholder the right to exchang 
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existing bonds for bonds that on their face are payable in ¢ 
it is as bad as if you said in so many words that the o 
bonds should be so payable. 

It is true, Mr. President, that these great financial changes a 
progress of completion without arousing that degree of resent 
among the people that the circumstances demand. It is 
the infirmities of operating a great government that its tr 
tions extend over such long periods of time that the peop!e 
feel enough of the burden at any particular moment to stim 
them to energetic action. Sucha thing as a thirty-year iy 
practically unknown in the private transactions of the co: 
Perhaps not more than 25 per cent of the men w! 
voters in 1900 will be alive in 1930. 

Again, the onerations of the United States Government 
far distant from the activities of the common people that it i j 
to fix their attention on bond issues and other problems 
sort in the settlement of which each individual voter has so 
a share; but I have hopes, sir, that there will be a freshenir 
concentration of the public interest upon the policy of the k 
lican party as reflected in this bill. 

NEW BONDS. 

I have addressed myself to the effects of this bill upon : 
isting obligations of the United States Government; but 
the power conferred by it upon the Secretary of the Treasu 
existing obligations may be enormously increased in carry 
the perpetual task of keeping up the gold reserve. This ; 
serve, which has heretofore been $100,000,000 by regulation 
Treasury, is now to be made $150,000,000 by law. Thus $50 
more gold is to be withdrawn from circulation and piled u; 
vaults of the Treasury. 

Whenever this gold reserve is reduced as described in t! 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to issue bonds ¢ 
build it, and this process can be repeated indefinitely. I | 
do not believe in vesting the discretion of issuing United States 
bonds in unlimited amount in any functionary whatever. 
first place, I believe that the policy which requires a gold 1 
ought to be abandoned, and, in the second place, that there 
be some limit upon the power to issue bonds—makeit $100,0 
$200,000,000, or even $500,000,000, 

When we came to issue bonds to carry on the Spanish ° 
was deemed wise to puta limitation on the right to issue lx 
that not more than $400,000,000 should be issued without f1 
authorization on the part of Congress, and the same caution 
be exercised in this case. 

I regard it as a false policy of government to give any one: 
such absolute control of the burdens which may be im) 
the people. I think a responsibility so serious, so far-reaching 
liable to abuse, should be retained in the hands of the representa 
tives of the people, and it is no answer to say that such vast 
erty of action has been conferred in former years. 

The operations of our Treasury Department are in my 
ment unduly subordinated to the interests of the moneyed friends 
of the party in power, and legislation should be had to narrow 
rather than enlarge the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Of course I know, Mr. President, that the passage of this 
foreordained. The Republican party, having control of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, does not propose tor 
fate of another election, when possibly the choice of a Dem 
House or President may checkmate its plans, 

And when this bill becomes a law the pathway to correcting it 
hardships will be long and difficult. Bimetallism may come 
through the ascendancy of the Democratic party, but eve! 
we will have new perplexities thrust into our faces by the «4 
set up that the bonds and outstanding obligations of the © 
ment have been made payable in gold alone. 

Thirty years will be a long time in rolling round, and : 
the evils which this bill wil] force on the people can not soon! 
stricken from their limbs even if great political chan 8 
wrought in the coming elections; but much can be done t) }T- 
duce a change of policies by a change of parties in this « 
and the fight for real bimetallism will go on. 

If it be necessary to provide security against future em: 
such as those which beset the Cleveland Administration, 
Republican party do that manfully. But why come now 2! 
lower taxes to national bankers alone of all the classes 
discredit our existing silver dollars by destroying their rede: 
power? Why give greater value to national bonds alon 
sorts of property in this country. 

The Republican leaders are gleeful that a time has com: 
they can carry out their plans. They boast themselves that} 
perity abounds in the dzys of their power; that the silve: 
tion is dead; that vast annexations and victorious wars : 
triumphs of the McKinley Administration. 

But let it not be forgotten that there are triumphs and fi 
umphs in the progress of civilization. Appearances ‘ 
change the inevitable tendencies of nature. Good prices 
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come to the cotton raiser and the wheat - ser by short crops 
sold discoveries of the last few yea an not last when 
ines have failed and anh crops come again 


‘+h prosperity as we see has followed the course of nature, 
has Gemmeeieanes the correctness of the Democratic theory 
a ~ater money supply was needed toend hard times, It 
not or ‘attered from the am OESES CLES t of the Repu 


arty as the bounty of its progress 
me and trial will test your policies and show th 
id not looked ahead. they might have 
ht while the abundance of the California gold discoveri 
tiushing on the country that a time had come to fins worsen dis 
silver. but ten years was enough to show the waning impetus 
se golden Pacific streams, 
American statesmen would look ahead now, they n 
| this year or thenext year good cri 


¢ American statesmen h 


lay see be 


yps on our side of the ocean 
the other, with gold fields which live only in memory and a 
le struggling with disaster which neither personal energy 


nature's plenty can lift off their shoulde 
ishing supply of money 
)man can tell what the cotton crop of the South will be this 
nor the wheat supply of the Old World. No man can tell 
y much the world’s gold production will increase or diminish. 
uld not put my country helpless upon the sea of these chances. 
ild hold for the people sacredly all the opportunities of the 
ition. 
will not help by my vote to take $50,000,000 more of gold out of 
channels of circulation and pile it up in the Treasury as a re- 
serve, or to give national banks more power to control the volume 
irculation than they now possess, or to saddle upon the tax- 
ers of the Union the promise to pay in gold coin more than a 
ion dollars of bonds which they can now pay in either silver 
r gold. 
| will not be one of those to take the final step—possibly the step 
which can never be retraced—to force this nation into league with 
England and other monarchies of the Old World, which have long 
iegled to erect their single gold standard to measure the indus- 


rs in the face of a di- 


tri: | opportunities of mankind. 
. MONEY. Mr. President, in the discussion of the amend 
t before the Senate I presume it is admissible to discuss the 


ite bill and the House bill, with a view, perhaps, to a new bill 
h may come from the conference committee. As was said by 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] a moment ago, it seems 
to be the general wish of that part of the press that belongs to the 
monometallists that the House bill should be preferred above the 
iate bill, and the House bill comes to us indorsed by the unani- 
mous vote of the Republicans in that body. 
[he contributions to this discussion in the House have been very 
,and, in my judgment, very able; and in this body this par- 
ticular bill has by sections been so keenly analyzed by the distin 
hed Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and by other 
enators, who carefully examined its provisions, and it has been 
so finely delineated by the brilliant speech of the Senator from 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] this morning, that I feel it is 
ost a superfluous work in me to attempt to do anything in the 
f an elucidation or investigation of the particular measure 
I desire to state also that I seize this opportunity because the 
or was unoccupied, and without any special preparation for 
the task that I have undertaken. I think it better, then, Mr. 
President, in view of the arguments in detail which have been 
made on this special measure, that I should confine myself in the 
few remarks I shall make to the general underlying principles of 
the whole question of the money system. 
It is sometimes necessary to repeat old, trite things. 
t lost the habit of reading, on the Fourth of July, 
m of Independence, although that great instrument 


fashionable now in some quarters to almost 
We I 





We have 
the Dec- 
it 
ignore and to decry. 
ake arrangements to have read from that desk Washington's 

ll Address to his countrymen, which I am sorry to say has 
into disrepute and is considered now entirely out of date by 


is 


Senator from New Hampshire said very well that the moral 
‘ this question had not been debated. I desire to say now, 
rating that remark, that it never has yet been debated in 
dy or the other House or on the stump. Those gentlemen 
have advocated monometallism have never yet attempted to 
the moral side of it. I find that in debating other qnes- 
quite as important as this, in other words, ‘the question 
in my mind leads to imperialism, to the substitution of 
r consent in our frame of government, the attempt has 
made to either ignore it or to make such argument as ‘divest 
rnments of all moral obligation whatever. 
President, I may be pardoned if I to-day repeat what has 
n been better said that may bring out the ‘philosop hy of 
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monometallism. Let me reveal t reasons why it was e\ 
dertaken at all by any governmer It is hardly ssar sa 
it, as far as we are concerned st \ 

» resolution or plank in any party's platfon 
= coul distr I var ot i 
United States ¢ gress m 

here was, as reco I 
manding No comn tion b: 
came to eit th r He use of Congress a 
the Constitution should | est 
whole secret of the business i 

\dams's great work on the Law of | ition 
Was read just now by the Senator f1 Tew H 

{ may add to that a prediction mad 

nsider as the real father of the ind é 

Samuel Adams, of M ichusetts, th ! 

mind bold and original and daring « to in 
c icmdén aout ba v free 1 inde} 1 I ! s grea 
colleagues in the servic his count vere l 
petitions to the throne of t King zland ¢ 
selves his most loyal and ob nt su sand deny 

lesire L ‘to shake off allegia to him it tha y 
wanted repres itation \ he taxat . Sam Adams, in a le 

» Richard Henry Lee during the time when the C 
being discussed before ratification by the several Stat 
this remark: 

ir] have prepa la ul 

con 1e when they Will grow rich and wien W ut 

Mr. President, that time hascome. In Rome it was the great 
est crime known to the law to despair of the republic. But it 
seems to me the prediction of Sam Adams is being fulfilled to-day 
in a measure, in the culmination probably of the series of meas- 
ures that have be n put in force oy 8 the Republican party since 
they have controlled national legislati 

Well, what was the underlying mot ive th it led to the dem t 
zationanywhere? The fact was not concealed in its cen is it 
is to-day. There was no attempt whatever at disguise when the 
movement began. It began when the gold fields of Australia, of 
California, and of Siberia were opening up tothe world und1 ed 
masses of gold. When this was discovered such men as De 
Quincey, the prince of English classicists, declared that gold 1 
its mere abundance was becoming a base metal: and he wro 
that great essay called ulifornia,” in which he demonst l 
that it was the duty of England to demonetize gold and make 


silver the sole standard of value. 
Chevalier, in France, the profoundest and acutest thinker w h ) 
has ever written upon this subjec t upon that side of the quest i 


] 


produced an irrefutable argument, in which no critic has yet n 
aes to find a flaw, in which he argued that gold was ming 


too abundant to be the standard and measure of value and that it 
should be demonetized and silver declared the sole standard of 
value. There were many great writers upon this subject, all using 
the same argument, during the abundance of gold, for its demone- 
tization and the substitution of silver as the singlestandard. This 
will not be denied by anybody. 

I have said that the arguments of these writer 
cists, and of these public men, were 
because the logic was perfect, if you admit the premise. But the 
premise was false. They laid down the foundation for a public 
policy that was op pre ssive t » the great masses of the people, and 


3, OF the 


irrefutable, and th 


publi 
y were 











it simply helped only the class who need no legislation in their 
beh: if 

Well, what was the reason? Not only was it detailed in the 
writings with which the members of the Senate are famil ir, | it 
it was clearly and tersely stated by a commission appointed by 
the French Government for the purpose of inqu ring nto the sub 
ject. You will recollect t French commission of inquiry in 
1868, I think that was the dat Whenthey came totheir con 
sion, after a laborious session, they declared that the alt ince 
of the precious metals, not naming eithe r silver or gold, was dept 
ciating the purchasing power of money (which is its val r 
the word value in comm ‘reial and fin: incial sense has no er 
meaning than the purchasing power of the thing spoken 

This commission declared Q son account of the abanda f 
the two metals the products, the services of men, wet , 
a higher price: that the pure aaa power d and l 
declined, which worked a great injustice 1 m, Mr. | i 
dent? Tothe bondholders he annuity hol tot y 
who enjoyed a fixed income; and no other class was mé i 
Nothing was gaid of the untold millions hu 1 vho 
created wealth: nothing of th: rv of those wv had 
pendent fixed income; but only those who enjoyed a fixed i 
from the four sources which they mentioned 

They said that as it was the duty of the Governr 
weight and value of metals, it was also their du 3 
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As i the depreciation of the pure as power of their in- 
‘ ument met it ac knowledgment. These gen- 
' ! y they wanted gold demonetized; they did not 
! i silver de netized As a matter of fact, they 
y lifferent whether gold or silver was demone 
It mu however, to meet their views—one or the other 
{here is not an honest monometallist in the world who 
3 what his faith is who would care to-day a solitary 
her gold or silver was tl tandard and measure of 
the world. 
I nture this predictio1 t if the gold production of the 
! use r fi ve ;in the same ratio that it in th 
| fi\ ears 1 } allists will begin to ask for the de- 
' tion l t] monetization of silver. Chevalier 
ulhis colaborers called for the demonetization of goldand making 
standard and measure of value, and the response 
‘ most f the nations of Europe. Holland demone- 
and le silv he standard. The three Scandinavian 
‘ that. The little congerie of German states that now 
‘ the German Empire did that. Austria- Hungary did 
i \ 1 the scheme fail? Simply because the United 
» and France insisted upon bimetallism, and 
«i b 1, that went, u nder Lord Liverpool’s government, to 
d standard in 1816, when she did not have any gold 
‘ vel 1 never made specie payment for years after, did | I 
beh ind command of the bondholders of England, that 
din such strength on account of the indebtedness, that 


to about $5,000,000,000, caused by the Napoleonic war, 
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operation there was of course the elimination here and th, 
men nap sought labor that they might put bread in the ny 
wives and children. We demanded more money, and t 
way we thought of, taking the records of the mints a) 
of information concerning the production of 
tally, was to remonetize silver, the money of the C 
equal with gold, and that was denied to us, 

The quantitative theory of money was asserted before 
of c hrist by Aristotle, and it has been repeated by ey: 
erable writer on the subject of finance and the m ney 
mane -by Locke, John Stuart Mill, by Sir James Gra} 
Ricardo, by everybody, even by monometallists like Walter 
ley Jevons and Mr. Robert Giffen, the editor of the Ex 
All of them held that the quantitative theory of money w 
While pr it in their platforms, the Republican 
always denied it upon the stump, and we heard for the fi 
of the qualitative theory. If anything has been establis] 


ol 


sources 


nt 


by. 


fessing 





the quantitative theory of money. 
But there are other things beside this output of preciou 
One is, they had a famine ‘throughor it the work L It | 


but three years ago, There was in the United States an 
dinary crop of wheat. There was also a falling off in the 
tion of wheat in that vast Empire of Russia to such ane: 
an imperial ukase forbade its exportation, and an utter f 
India, which induced that famine of which the Senator f 
fampshire read such a pathetic account in his speec! 
ows that by legislation favoring the gold standard p 
been starved to death in India just as effectually as wer 
cificos of Cuba under the reconcentration or ‘der of C aptain- 
Weyler. In other words, legislation had ‘ac wis er i 
continent what arms had done in another. It had work 


sh 


tio : and death among millions of hnman beings. 


+10 


| of 


Phen, Mr. President, there was a failure in Australia, : 
tralia began to import instead of exporting. There wa 
the Argentine Republic which had reached an ex} 
prior to that time of 76,000,000 busheis annually. TI 
failure in the great wheat-preducing country of 
130,000,000 bushels. — was a failure in the wheat 
Great Britain, the at importing nation of bread 
80,000,000 bushels. 

In ae words, it seems 
famine in wheat, 





FY 





that throughout the earth the 
and the United States was full of wheat 


| course the price of wheat went up, because in every inst 


was maintaining that magnificent coalition against 
Na n by subsidizing every nation in Europe and putting their 
ri 1 the field. 

When it was found impossible to make all nations adopt the 

Ve ndard, and when silver began to be produced in great 

iti to correspond with that of gold, and it exceeded in some 
irs, then the ventlemen changed their tactics, and the same 
and the same arguments were used for the demonetization of 
ver that had been before used for the demonetization of gold, 
nd wi ee y; when you consid: r that the sole ob- 
ect was to reduce the volume of the money of the world and 
thereby increase its ae or purch sing power, and of course by | 
the same act reducing the value of the products of the world and | 
the rvices mankind. 

That was the motive, the reasonwhy. lwant to make this obser- 
va that I do not believe any country has ever vet demonetized 
a lu the bondl ers, the people who enjoyed fixed in- 
comes, demandedit. The public certificates of indebtedness in the 
world amount to $32,000,000,000 according to the statisticians, 
(ngland holding over 310,000,000,000 of them. Whenever they 
would get strong enough anywhere in any country to control legis- | 
lation, immediately there has been a demonetization of one or the 
other metals with always the same end in view, that the money 








vi 1@ Shall be cc ntracted and th t their income shall be increased | 

1 t urchasing power in aden to zive them an absolute mas- 

\ the labor of mankind. 

N this was the reason. We have had what our friends on 
the other side claim to be a wave of pros] erity. It was a long 
tir ing. It was like achild born out of due season. It did 

me immediately upon the fixing of the gold standard by the 

ite le tion. Whendiditcome, Mr. President? It came when 
th told riches of gold were exploited all over the world, with 
the Klondike and the Rand and the Ural Mountains and Colo- 
rado beco ne a great gold State instead of a great silver State. 

It w vhen these great sums that amounted to $382,000,000 in 
the year 1898 had been brought from the mines of the world, pro- 
ducing a prodigious sum which has been mentioned—I forget the 
exact figure given by the Senator from New Hampshire a few | 
moments ago—but amounting to over $1,200,000,000 of precious | 
metals in five years. In other words, more gold was produced in | 
those five years alone than had been produced of gold and silver | 
n the five years preceding that period. 

Of course this tremendous inftiux of precious metals has done 
what? It has raised the price of things a little, but it has done 
more than that. It has verified all the predictions made net- 
all in every single cainpaign since silver was demonetized, 
evel ngle one of them, because we have sehen insisted, not 
that there was any inherent power in the white metal to lift up 
the price of products, that there was ai ny particular virtue in that | 
which made it more valuable than gold, but that it was the quan- 


| 
4 ' ' . | 
tity, the quantity and volume of m 1y, the money of redemp- | 
tion, the | 





asic money of the country a of this alone, but of all 
the commercial countries of the world—that would determine the 
value of things 


We have had scarcity of money and the constant sinking of 
prices, resulting in great numbers of men outof employment; for 


| indus 
| ergy—would never have existed, and the country, instead 


value of a thing depends upon its supply and its demani 
brought into our country a tremendous quantity o 
Then we had this enormous balance in our favor which 
the year before last the greatest exporting nation of t] 
In one year the balance in our favor reached $626,000,000 

Allthese things had their effect. There wasastimulusi 
and the predictions of the silver men or bimetallists wer 
by the facts that exist to-day in the knowledge of ever) 
this Chamber. 

We said if you had more money the wheels of enterp: 
move anew and with greater quickness; that there would 


enterprise; that new roads would be built, new mines 
opened, new canals would be constructed, new factories \ 
up, and that a new acreage would be cultivated in the 
ples of the country like wheat, tobacco, sugar, and c 


this has been verified. The army of tramps has been « 
everywhere. Capital is now seeking labor, and not la! 
employment from capital, as it was in the days of « 
fore this change came. The increased production of th 
metals and this concatenation of circumstances has 
world here for its supply of breadstuffs, and hence th 
ment. 

The questionis, Will this condition of prosperity be p 
It will be permanent, Mr. President, in my opinion, 1! 
production and silver production increase; but at th: 
it teaches a lesson that no man can disregard, which 
the theory of the bimetallists had been put in practica! 
by legislation, the era of depression to which I have refer: 
era of falling prices, of labor ees of lan 
try, of the circumscription of the fields of activ 


through the valley of tears for years and years, would | 
on the highway of prosperity. 

What the productive energy of this country would | 
to the world in this period from 1873 down to three yea! 
man here can conceive. Such is the energy of this cor 
industry, its resources, and the power of individual c! 
that there is no limit to its eg i ness, and instead of s 
five or eighty billions of dollars being the aggregate wealth 
country, there would have been a large excess beyond th: 
During all that time the blood, the tears, the sweat, thea a 
millions of human beings would have been prevented. BP 


in the contraction of all the fields of industry and energetic | party that teaches monometallism, that strives to strike d 
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ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTt1 vy tha ver of its proper fut 
went there authorized by statut: by Mr. PLATT ( ( ) 
» nezotiate for international bime e} Mr. MON! Meck 





he and his colleagues were inte 
1 other members of the British ministry, the Secr 
> ” + ; 








nouncins 
isury, the fiscal agent of this Government and its high Mr. MONEY. Mr. McK Mr. 
n the financial question, was making speeches bef lesignating hit G u 


ssociations and declaring everywhere that the object | tute the single gold standard. 
irpose of the Administration was to institute the single gold Mr. BATE. He did that at Toledo 
‘d. The President had submitted to us that wonderful pro-| Mr. MONEY. Yes; and at Cleveland also 
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As T have stated, the Republican party has prove d faithless to 

i led n this question, and to prove that assertion I appeal 
vn history. I do not intend here to exculpate the 

‘ on of Mr. Cleveland, who went the same way and 
ned same idea. To show that I am impartial in that 

‘ the Secretary to read for me a paper, which 

y contains the planks of both parties on that question for 

the la ir or five conventions, premising now that the Popalis t 

y has been always unequivocally for both metals in all i 

} rms 
I Secretary read as follov 
I i re ma n the sul 
| 
i ie A 
188U 
I Lise r pape r *'y from 
i 1 ba payment 
i ‘ A irr » «a it¢ vy eo 
ex te i vy: itha lifted the er lit of 
‘ re is lat 56 to that where 
ipl m 
1884 
ive always recommended the best mon ey, known to th 
\ ! tha eons a uuld be made to unit > all ( ! 
nt of an international standard w rhict h shal 
itive va gold and silver coinage.”’ 
1888. 
I R in party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
nd « us the policy of the Democr atic Administration in its 
! tize silver 
1892. 
| American people from tradition and interest favor bimetallism, and 
blican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
I vit uch restrictions and under such provisions, to be determine 
ation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
ietals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, 
ether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. The interests 
producers of the country, its farmers and its workingmen, demand 
at every dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall be as good 
other. We commend the wise and patriotic steps already taken by 
r Government to secure an international conference to adopt such meas 
as willinsure a parity of value between gold and silver for use as money 
roughout the work 
1896. 

The Republican party is unreservedly for sound money. It caused the 
enactment of the law providing for the resumption of specie payments in 
isi; since then every dollar has been as good as gold. Weare unalterably 
ipposed to every measure calculate “ad to debase our currency or impair the 
credit of our country. We are theref a the free coinage of silver 
except by international agreement with the leading commercial nations of 
the world, which we ple » ourselves to promote, and until such agreem« ‘nt 
can be obtained the existing gold standard must be preserved. Alloursilve r 


and paper currency must be maintained at parity with gold and we favor all 






measures designed tor ntain inviolably the obligations of the United States, 
nd all our money, whether coin or paper, at the present standard, the stand 
ard of the most enlightened nations of the earth 
Beginning with 1ss80 the following declarations were made on the subject 
f tinance by the Democratic conventions 
1880. 
“Home rule: honest money. consisting of gold and silver, and paper con- 


ertible into ¢ on 


oin demand; the strict maintenance of the public faith, State 
nal, and a tariff for revenue only.” 


1884 


We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitu- 
tion, and a circulating medium convertible into such money without loss.” 
1888, 
“The Democratic party of the United States, in national convention as- 





























: renews the pledge of its fidelity to Democratic faith and reaffirms 
t rm adopted by its representatives at the convention of 1554.” 
1892. 

“ We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act of 1890 
asa cow: rdl y makeshift, fraught with possibilities of danger in the future 
wl ! ld make er eared as well as its author, anxious for its 
speedy re pe “al. We hold to the use of both gold and silver without discrimi 
nating against aaa metal or charge for mintage, but the dollar unit of 

nage of both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, or 

t isted throu ch uternatioval agreement or by such safeguards of legis- 

n as shall insure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals and 

\ er of every ar at all times in the markets and in the pay 

i t ind we demand that all paper currency = all be kept at par 

Ww in mn e in such coin. We insist upon thi licy as especially 

1 i * the protection of the farmers and lab ring cli es, the first 

nd most defenseless victims of unstable money ‘and a fluctuating currency.” 
1806, 

* Recog ig that ey question is paramount to all others at this 
time, we atte: the fact that the Constitution names si nd 
gold together as the n y metals of the United States, and that the first 
coinage law passed b ry Congress under the Constitution made the silver dol 

r the money unit of value and admitted gold to free coinage ata ratio based 

n the silver-dol ! 
We deman and nlimited coinage of he erand gold ¢ 
pr n gal ri ‘ 16 o 1 without waiting for the: r con tof : 
other nation. We ‘ ileuhatel the it the standard silver dolls be a fulll 
ly with gold for all debts, pul and private, and we favors 
as will prevent for the future the demonetization any kind of 





Loney by private ¢ 


M¢ NEY. 


mtract.” 


Mr. 
from the able and instructive speech of the Senator from Colorado 


I ask the Secretary to now read a short excerpt 


{[Mr. TELLER], giving the action of the different State Republi 


can 
conventions on this subject. 
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The Secretary read a 
Michigan Republicans in 1890: 


1s follows: 


We indorse the action of Cor 


} 


silver question und favor the unlimited use of gold and silver as t 
legal-tender paper currency interchangeable with coin 
Nebraska, 1890 or 1891: The = uaarty has given the 


tepublican } 
d paper, at 





rency of gold, silver, ar has raised the credit 












of the highe st pit > of any country in the world, and its 
fully remonetize lver should be continued until it is on a perfect 
a money metal w ith gold 
The New York Re public: in State convention in 1890-91 comn 
\dministration for ‘the prompt restoration of silver toits nor: 
the c ymmer: ial world.” 
Ohio, 1891: Approved of the action of Congress in fulfilling pledy 
party in a gislation upon the coinage of silve +r, revision of the tz 
Oregon, April 16, 1891: We declare ourselves in favor of th« 
limited coinage of silver and denounce any attempt to discriminat 
‘as unwise and unjust. 
nsylvania, June 25, 1891: Favored the use of both gold and 
| Rey sublicans in their r platform of 1893: Weare Se Devon ot m 
| gold and silver mot iey as unlimited legal ti ‘nder for the } 


and in doing 
r, or pe ipe -. 


as, 1892: 


this Congress shall pr« vide th at eae dollar 
shall be kept of equal value. 

Favors such laws as will increase the coinage of 

of international bimetallism. 
uri Republican convention, 

ntana, 152: 

ebraska, 1893: 





proval 

| Misse 

Mc 

N 
tion 

Nevada: Free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Oregon: Indorses the Sherman bill 

Pennsylvania, 1893: Reaffirms the national platform on the m 
and demands $40 per capite a. 

South Dakota, 1892: Reaffirms the national ; 


1892: Favors international I 
Free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
Adopts the national platform of 1892 as to the 


platform on silver 


Tennessee, 1892: Approves of the Sherman Act 
Wyoming, 1892: The money of the country should be founded 
silver, and this may be achieved by timely foxicintion— internati 
j ence 


California, 1892: We believe silver, equally with gold, to be t 
the people 
( a ra lo, Free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, that shows very fully th: 
| of the Republican party as announced in their State and 
platforms. That was the reflex, in my opinion, of the \ 
the voters of that party; but their leaders in Congress as 
influenced, in my opinion, by the national banks, by ti! 
corporate interests of this country, and by the bondhold 
| were so vitally interested in maintaining the purchasing | 
their interest, have uniformly falsified the pledges mad 
conventions; and the steady tendency has been to this } 
til almost the finishing stroke is to be given to silver, w! 
is to be made no longer a money of redemption, when th: 
backs are to be impounded, when the Secretary of the Trea 
his discretion has the unlimited power to sell bonds, w 
intention is manifested of fixing a permanent debt upon ‘ 
| try, payable, interest and principal, in gold, with no « 
redemption on the part of the Government, and to invest 
tional banks with additional power to control the busine: 
| country and the value of property by contraction or ex) 
the currency, by the permission to increase their notes t 
value of their bonds, and by the reduction by one-half « 
on their circulation. 

A gentleman very high in the councils of this country, 
lican, said to me the other day, ‘‘Our party progress« 
does, Mr. President, from bad to worse in this financial : 
In other words, there is no hope to the bimetallists w 

| Steadily voted the Republican ticket, according to the t: 
of its platforms and the concurrent record made here in ‘ 
that any of these promises, not even this shadowy one t] 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, \ 
be made good. 

But, Mr. President, they have all along put in as a 
buffer the phrase that ‘‘it is the policy of the Gover 
maintain the parity of the twometals.” That is not an « 
is hardly a decent pretense. Mr. Carlisle, the eminent > 
of the Treasury in the late Administration of Mr. Cleve! 
circular of information dated August, 1896, where thi 
kinds of money in the public Treasury were described, « 
different characters of paper money and in what thes 
deemable, and then said as to the standard gold coin 
standard silver dollars of the United States, ‘‘ they are not! 
able,” being themselves money of redemption. 

At the very next session of Congress that distinguish« 
man came before a committee of the other House and 
that he would redeem the silver dollars, if they were bi 
the Treasury in order to maintain their parity. So with 
cessor and so with his successor; and that distinguish: 
man and also the present Secretary of the Treasury dec! 
they never consented to any measure that depreciated th: 
ing power of the dollar. 

Those gentlemen understood very well that there w 


1892: 


bility in the purchasing power of the dollar; that it all 
upon supply and demand: that money, like any other pr 
human industry, was dependent upon the demand fo 


the supply of it, and that that alone could determine 
| One of the ways to reduce the supply was to demonetize a 
‘of it, or when monetized by law, to discredit it in the ope: 


} 


J 
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the asury Department. In order to ca mt this view rood |} t tl sited ‘ i 
se gent emen have always rede lt nds of this Gover1 I t ur \ 
nt and the gre nbacks when pres dw metal—gold it. 
Litting tl » creditor in every case to say in which metal | It isnot his business to take car 
ld take his payment business to look after tl 
vant to say that such a disposition of a debt has never yet | tl lu rg t nt 
ypted by any country on earth exce} this, and now! ind fully em} 1. His t 
ny private debt ron this globe. How long w 7 L maiz a good interest to the de} tor and u t uild 
the parity of the two metals if every single } rivate creditor in up the price of the shares in his ] 
United States had the liberty of going to his debtor and sa care for anything else, in my opinio1 [ 
‘I do not care what the law says; Idemand that you pay me | one advance, in anya t,a single : 
i” or in silver, either one? Suppose they all had the power | never yet seen one evince a single glear s¥1 
tl it, how long would the parity of the two metals be maiz ple of the « try Ww re laboring ur 
é pon busin by this empt, and its] 
_ President, if this Congress had solemnly passed a resolu- | to fix upon them the single gold standard 
n declaring that the Secretary of the Treasury should estab It is very obvious to me that there can 
ind maintain the disparity of the two metals, the very course | that is worse than two t 
*h has been pursued by these gentlemen would have been th ther is a permanent | lebt \ I 
to effectuate the intent and will of this Congress. In other ins that the country i e ¢ 


‘ds, their constant treatment of ‘this subject has been to depre- | thatdebt. There was sor scuse for Mr. Glads 
the white metal and to effect a disparity instead of main statesman, when he declared that he \ ly ent t 
the parity. Why did they do it? Its logical tendency heme for the restorati ‘ 
sthat way. You can not reasonitin any other way. It was | are a creditor country; w n ter ! 
ot effected because the transactions of that Department in this uuntries, and London is t countin 1 l 





gard are simply a bagatelle compared to the enormous business | upor r counter you must pay the g n which 
ne by private parties in the United States. as the standard and measure of 1 e. We will not 1 \ 
W hat was the hu ndred or two hundred millions of re — n | the increased va f money paid tou 1e bene 

n gold of greenbacks presented to the Treasury by that endless | who produce the things that we 1 t } i enhan 

iain, of which you have heard so much, compared with the sev- | accepting bimetallism.” Ther ned tl 


‘ billions of private transactions and the twenty-six billions of | send delegates to a conference: 


bt in the United States, interest and principal of which were There was « se for |] ’ 3 } 
payable in silver or gold at the option of the debtor and not of the a great creditor nation her 
reditor? So that the people themselves, in their private transac- | of America, a great producing nat ! 
tions, by this choice of the debtor of the money payment, preserve | bilities in production, not only i 
‘parity, despite the action of the Secretary. Did the Bank of | any other nation on earth, to say tl 
France adopt this way to maintain the parity? | tion of a creditor nation when 
Yet, France with only 30,000,000 people, with an area-of only | means of producing the articles to pay. ry { we 


\),000 square miles, for seventy-five years maintained against all | shall enhance the price of that wit! 
world the parity of goldand silver at 15} to 1, by simply mak- | and reduce the price of the things we 1 
¢ both free to the1 ints, both a full le: zal tender for any amount, | sell in order to secure the mor.ey to pay t 
id by paying to the owner of her debentures or certific tes of in- | It is an anomaly in politics that a man « 
itedness when presented to her either metal that she chose. No | hold office by the votes of the people 
in can go to France and say, * I want this debt paid in gold,” or | : their interest in this wa Mr. P: lent, I do 
n silver,” or anything else. They paid them just what they | to say all m nor netallists are dishonest, I do not think t 
~ased and w hat the condition of the t treasury permitted tl 1em to | tenth understand anythi: 
*, whatever would maintain the parity of the twon retal s. Yet 
have been pursuing the other course, the ov isly proper 
irse to establish and maintain a disparity of the two metals. 








? ean tl Qe an aaa ‘ te: ar | [ wi ls » furthes + 


] > 
E do not bel lieve that one-tenth of those who dise1 the n 
l heir del as 


so there has never yet been an honest effort made by any Ad-} stand it. Bu l n 
nistration to maintain the oe hone se two metals, although | Chevalier an Ro nd rs ls 
phraseology is re peate 1 with damnable iteration in every | want a single nhan é l 
orm and inevery law. There is nothing in it but delusion. | greater contro t 
‘e never Was intended that anything should be init, in my | whatever they 
m. In other words, a game of confidence has been played | incomes hav u 
nthe people of the United States, who have been robbed of | laws of ethics r t ma 
r rights, whose labor has been depreciated in its price, whose | understands h 
lucts have been depreciated in their price, whose money has He is a mor v But the n 


n cornered, and who have endured suffering and distress and | who sit in this Chamber ar 1e other are not pr 
lirest poverty for the last two or three decades because of | of \ 
ction on the part of the Treasury of the United States. te1 
President, 1t is perfectly obvious that had there been an | t n. Th é 
st design on the part of any party in power to maint: - the | and to see that all men have a1 ! fore t 





of the two metals, then the creat fiscal officer of the United | among other things, that the vit nestior mon 
tes would not have disparaged one of them by sotuatttdines thee their interest and not int nter¢ 


tor to say which one of the metals he would take. Itis plain | bondholders of the world. 
man who can think. That act of itself has had the ten- Mr. President, it is not : e the bond] le) e ] 
if it did not the effect, for the reason I have stated here, | States who are behind t 





lind al hes t 
ning the difference between the two metals. All along | honor silver, this movement 
yple have not been honestly dealt with, in my opinion. of the world in order to en} 
ver this amendment came from, it is a delusion intended | ciate the] rand the pr the I 


h votes, and thatis all. It was neverintended that any bondhoider America: it is the } tho 
wctnally shall be done in the way of an international agree- | the brotherhood of wealth. tl 
What is the use of commissioning a d gentle- | money power, if I may use tl 


ind taking them from their seats in the Senate and sending | ing. Those people do not opera 1 \ i 
them abroad, and at the same time the Admini sratic n, through | don. From Bi from Paris, from ] 
d and great Decretary of the Treasury discrediting that | center in Europe ] 1 t 
ssion by declaring to the Congress and the country that | both of these H 


igle gold sts eodawd wens t be maintained, and by a recommen- | party platforms or sy made here 
here of a platform made by the bankers and brok intry 
lis for the single gold standard? holder got powerful ¢1 h 
resident, 1 want to say, with all respect to bankers, that | hin itrol les 
e is one single class ot men in the United States who are | it. This affects the people of the v \ 


J 
4A 
4 

/ 











tely disqualitied to deal with this sul ject it is the bankers. | money goes up here. it 
e first place, their interest is against the interest of the people In my opinion th t 
rge. In the next place, their training is against their full | square miles, with its 40,0) 0} 


rstanding of the subject. They look at it from one point of | mints an . ao e at the very moment that 


w, and that is their own selfish interest. How can they make | wide to the producer of silver bullion a parity not ths 
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{ parit 11 over the world—but the two metals in ci re adk led to agriculture, new mines are dug, new canals are 
1 t d, There is nota man in South Africa, | « avate d, new railroads are built, new factories go up, and 
not amanin Europ® or America | and prosperity and contentment exist everywhere. 
tary ounce of ] ver to an ker for | | Mr. President, we have been rescued, in my opinion, by ; 
him at the mint of the U: 1 States, ] | temporary advance in prices, caused by things not affected }. 
rtation and insurance, perhaj He would election of anybody on earth or any party platf orm, but 
{ nd the people who hold bullion are not idiots the extraordinary product lon in the last Bro years of thi 
men of iness or they would not h it 1 ¢ 1s metals, twice the amount the previous five years pr 
ent, l am against this bill because it is one of ; l by the accidental fact of the failure of the wheat c 
which } tly inflicted upon this people h r Europe, Africa, Asia, and Australia and its abun da 
and w t equaled by the four years of bloody | this country, and the immense balance of trade in our fa 
t il strife i < dismal years of reconstruction that | amounting to $626, )0,000, 
owed it. There » hardship, there has been more | To that is due not only the present content of the countr; 
iff r, ther b inore distress, caused by the demonetiza- | to it we are indebted for the catia ‘from greater evils than 1 
Iver i try and abroad than by all the wars that | hard times and the di privation of the people. We were sta: 
» waged ‘ one decade in human history. ona slumberi ng volcano, and we did not seem to recogni 
Mr. Presiden no pleasure, of course, to say that any party | fact. We could not hear the mutterings and growlings 
I sible 1 lis [ do not accuse Republicans alone « rreat — beneath us, ready to burst and engulf usin a mon 
There are Democr who are deeply implicated, too. and W e did not recognize the people in distress, the cry of the 
t t ly who has had a part in these lav yed everyw here, those living on insufficient wages, | 
ba the distr upon the people which I belicy socialism and anarchistic teachings—those pestilential c 
have bi I do not attack any person or his motives, | that are the product of another country, the effete monar 
ik. movement which has for its foundation | Europe, which should never find a foothold, much less flou 
vuers of Government cer ates of indebted- | this country, where all avenues are open to wealth and fan 
] ite mortgages, the people of money who have Here they grew rank and noisome, and they threatened t! 
it ances well as the legislation of the world. | existence of this country. That terror, that incalculable 
{ have w it this mischief that we are now about | that m ght - ive overtaken us has been checked by the rece: 
Oo i ule in prices, caused by the action of no political party, not cr 
ldo. that anything said in this debate will have any | to anybody's previsio n, to anybody's sagacity, but to an 
eff the ize of this 1. All we can do is to stand | Providence itself, that struck down nine tenths of the worl 
t. it he right of the minority, and it is the only | bad crops, and by the balance of trade in our favor caused 
nority now have in this Chamber. We can talk and | most extraordinary energy of the people. 
hat l But I dow the Republicans would deal | We are the greatest producing country and the great 
ley one of them vote against the amendment of | country—the great debtor country of the world—and vw 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu], which pretends | limit ourselves in the capacity of production by circum: 
d out the hope of bimeta!lism, when every one of = 1 kn ow, | the field of industrial operations and depriving ourselve 
1 n, that you do not intend to have any inte tional | implement of commerce—the money that brings up th 
lism; that you believe honestly that the single rold | stand- | the products and stimulates industry. We can feed tl 
lis the best. we can clothe the world; we can equip the world. Wear 
] nations of Europe were to-morrow to combine and tender | to all the world. The trade of the whole of Continental 
mints and ited legal tender to both metals alike, | combined is not equivalent to the interstate trade of this 
without discrimination in favor of or against either, you would | and yet we consent to tie one of our hands in this indust: 
not acceptit. The Re ican party can not pose as the poor | test with the balance of mankind. 
man’s friend in thi ‘ Y ouimpound the greenbacks. Yc u In spite of it all,in spite of this deprivation, in spite of 1] 
et on foot a permanent nat aldebt, with principal and inté t | of anything like political economy in our rulers and legisla 
payable in gold. You allow this to be enl larged at the dis retion | spite of all, we have brought the balance of trade in ou 
of the Secretary. You impound the greenbacks, as I said; you re- | and I will say to the gentlemen on the other side that we 
her certificates, and you leave no option whatever With the without owning a colony in the world, while our great com; 
aying people, for they have de monstr ated in the last thir that owns colonies all over the world, in every sea and str 
y that no country ever had such resources and such willing- | gulf, continents and islands, has fallen behind us in the r 
» discharge their obligations as the people of the T nited | trade. She sees no way of regaining her ascendency, a 
States. United States of America, whether wise or unwise, is dest 
When this prosperity of to-day, this wave—you have named it | take the hegemony of the nations of the world. 
well; it is a wave; it is not a tide; a wave that is evanescent Mr. President, how immeasurably greater would be 
when this prosperity is over and this trouble comes back to the | dominance, our capacity increased, if we were to give to ou! 
people of the UnitedStates, and prices fall—a certain distinguished | the commonest implement of commerce—the money t 
Senator told me that wheat on his farm is worth 27 cents—you | and of course that is a contribution to the money of t 
will hear from the people whose wages have been reduced. It all goes in at last to settle the level of prices; and as 
i heard the late Secretary of the Treasury declare, and I have | things that are for sale are measured by all the money th 
heard that the present Secretary had declared, that they never | buy them,the scarcity of money must cause a depreciatio 
would favor a dollar that could lose any of its purchasing power. | product of industry, and that means a depression of 
Then, whenever a dollar ceases to buy as many pounds of cot ton | who labors. So labor lifts up its hardened hand and be 
as it does to-day, whe never it ceases to buy as many bushels of | any further to restrict its capacity to perform. 
W for instance, when wheat goes up from 27 to! 54 cents, then Mr. President, we can work out our destiny, bec ause tl 
the dollar has t one-half of its purchasing power. When it | herent capacity. There is a capacity in the America 
buys anything, when it hires a day's labor for 59 cents and it re derived from Anglo-Saxon blood and from th: at cosmopolit 
qui terwards a dollar, it has lost its purchasing power by oue- | acter which we have admitted into it by welcoming th 
half from all the nations of Europe, which ‘has given us ape 
Those distinguished gentlemen, the Secretaries of the Treasury, | strain of blood that is cap able of almost any ything it und 
have put themselves upon record, and the Republican party is put- | except one thing in which I fear failure—the capacity t 
ting itself upon that record, that they do not want a dollar that | itself. as Me iat belo ngs to the future. 
will los its purchasing power, and obviously and irresistibly that Mr. Pre ent, while these people are here—restless when 
they do not want a dollar that will increase the price of wheat or | ployed; anarchistic, many of then un, from their earliest t 
cotton or the wages of labor or anything else that is produced by | communistic, many of them, from philosophy and teac! 
the inasses of the country. You can not escape that conclusion. | ought to preserve the country as it is to-day, to dev elo p tl 
if a dollar is not to lose its value, then how is the value of the ar- | viduality of the American citizen; and God forbid that t 
ticle it buys to be increased? Ishould like some gentleman in his | shall ever come when type and not individuality shall jn 
time to explain that. | the Unit d States of America. When that way comeen ie 
No; the prosperity of this country depends upon the industries | for self- governt nent will have perished from the earth, s’ 
of its citizens. The industries of its citizens depend upon the | are concerned, and ‘the flag of the Republic will come d 
employment of its citizens. When hundreds and thousands and | the Capitol when the flag of empire goes up at Manila.” 
mill ; of people in these United States are out of employment Mr. President, I have no desire to extend these remarks. _ 
and can not get it, then there is something wrong, and every one | spoken —s because I found a vacant time in the procee 
of you kn ws it and recognizes it. When there is plenty of | the Senate; but I want to say in conclusion that I never | 
money—an abundance to meet the business of the country—then | more earnest conviction in my life upon any subject, and | 
every field of industry is exploited that can be opened, new fields | deait honestly with myself in this matter. No greater ca 
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upon the people of this country than the fa on tl Mr. COCKRELL. Was 
their rulers to provide in s wfe way for a t 
+} ( +4 2 y* » 
< ) pr f I I 
1 x y ' 
term ' \ 
1 . ] 11 ¢ . 
vit I T t I ] i t t! 
4 of tw } lis tl 1 + ‘ 
n the phi gh 
tforms. It mis i 
Li 
ive had twor nd tl ry 
th ca ; +> + s f \ ( 
t » } a r { t \ 
n silver was netized it ) HAL! & I] 
monetized silver is wort! : : 
We could not keep it here because it ESIDING O 
» gold dollar, and M the 1 
mber of the Senate s f it 1 
vered the j ' eWe 1F ( Ie \ 
1 deciar t t 1 -q ( 
+ : Am ’ ‘ W =z he S \ - a Vv + 
ediately went into the melting pot 1 t ho 
lit worth 1 . e hn) —t e I : ' 
1 world it a i 3 
; dollar that was d ynetized, judged byt t 
i dollar. t 
s abundant money t the people want. The two a r 
Lagai é ther i ther no peace bet n them 
au ol to served, whether the mo! f : 
» world, the people who hold the thirty-two |! I f pub 
it, the pe ple who own the billions of private mortgages, shall 
din controlling the destiny of the world and in puttin 
the } e of vthing created by human indust1 I 
er the great toiling masses are to ‘ive a fair re l 
for their 1 r; and God help the ri; n this u M ALI yN 
r. ALLISON. Un some other § rd s { 
this question, 1 will m hat tl r m.) ¢ 
HALE. Ther a little ma wish t y ‘ 
ALLISON. Very well 
OF RE! MARINE CORPS OFFICERS. | ATE 
HALE. TI is on the Calendar a joint res R Mii yA 
vide for the paym«e f ry to certain re s 
Marine C I that tak if P t ( . i. J D 
that a House t resolution é tly t me pl 2 ( 
Lay acted upon, and the Senate joint resolution indef rday , When, ( 
| poned. u L101 t, t sd 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the Calendar number? Ch RESIDENT pro t ol 
{ALE. No. 161. It simply provides for the pay of cer i vi] I pr 
tired officers of the Marine Corps. I have the House joint 
n, which ] will send to the desk. oi i 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Rawrrysinthe chair). Th The PRESIDEN] ; t 
from Maine asks unanimous consent for the present con- | 24 4 Dll! on the | ‘ 
ion of a joint resolution, which will be read. sear ~ eg ~cieeaponcabieiatadiey’ Pro es 
int resolution (H. J. Res. 77) to provide for pay to certain |. *%° P! oe 
| officers of the Marine Corps was read, as follows: ae : 
tc., That the aggregate of a I pria i. 
t making apy I r > nav rvice f t that | L 
3), 1900, and ry s I March from ( } 
ian a ; : I aoe ed ind = The PRESIDEN 
te one fund; the provisions of this a ke ¢ rom J Mr. LODGE. 1 
Mr. TILLMA? 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present | Chair to wait just a few t 
tion of the joint resolution? bill and compare it with t 
OCKRELL. Has the joint resolution come from the The PRESIDENT \ 
} form il way? iV it} lraw it { r +} m I 
[ALE. Yes, Mr. President; the Senate has on its Calendar Mr. TILLMAN subsequ Ll: J 
r measure— H. R. 3718) fe I 
COCKRELL. I understand; I have the Calendar before | up and put on its passa 
Bat how can the House joint resolution get in to be consid The PRESIDENT pro t r 
w? Was it referred to the Committee on Naval Affair lina asks for t nt « 
rted back? for the information of the $ t 


{ALE. The House joint resolution, which is precisely the | The Secretary read tl 
the Senate one on the Calendar, was passed by the other 


i came here. - 
ALLISON. It has not been referred? Pore epee eterna 
HALE. It has not been referred, I understand. ginning on such w 
COCKRELL, You propose to take the original House joint 


on from the table? | States 1 
ALE. Yes, sir; from the table. | The PRESIDENT pro tem Is t 
“OCKRELL. That is all right. | ent consideration of the bil 
HALE. And ask that it may be passed. Then I shall ask There being no objection, th 
yt 


her joint resolution may be indefinitely postponed. tee of the Whole. 








CONGRE 





The bill w ted to the Senate without amendment, ordé eet 
ton rea read the third time, and passed. | 
Mr. TILLMAN. I move that the bill (5. 2034) providing for th: 
of and again placing in commission the U. 8. frigate 

which is now on the Calendar, be indefinitely post- | 

] n was I 1 4+< 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

\ 1 ge fr the House of Representatives, by Mz  W. J. | 
B ING, ( f Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the | 
Hionse had ned t following e rolled bills and they were 
thereupon ned by the President pro temy 

A tnll (H.R. 4000) to authorize the Southeastern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber River | 
W n the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C.; and 

A bill (HL. R. 5086) toamend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 

t to log entry of collisions. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr LLINGER presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Con LNs ahae ol g fe ee eee 
Congr ithorizing the appointment of mmission to study 

l report uy wn the indnstria! and commmeceiad onbiiitions ot the 

( se Emp which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of the Live Stock Ex- 
1 of South St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to provide for a tax on oleomargarine; 
which was referred tothe Committee on Agric ulture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLI presonted a petition of sundry stock raisers of 
western Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be made to en- | 

he Department of Agriculture to continue to investigate the 
ject of blackleg among cattle; which was referred to the Com- 
ni eon Agriculture and Forestry. | 
’ Healso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Norfolk, Nebr., 


praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; w hich 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the Chamber 7 Commerce of 
Atlanta, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

1 


lie also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of At- 


anta, Ga, . praying that an appropriation be made to continue the | 
work of dec pening the outer bar at Brunswick, in that State; | 
Which was re ferre ‘d to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Merchants and | 
Manufacturers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., praying for the adop- 
ion of a pneumatic tube service for the rapid transmission of | 
mail in that city: which was referred to the Committee on Post- | 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ife also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, | 


raying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 


new fireproof Patent Office building: which was referred to the 
Committee a Public Buildings and Grounds. 

ania ELKINS. I present the petition of Rachel Wilson, of 
Cla re W. Va., together with an accompanying affidavit, 


la p to the claim of the heirs of the late Benjamin Wilson. I 
move that the petition and paper be printed as a document and 
fe te to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
‘motion was agreed to. 
E AKINS presented a petition of Federal Union 
American Federation of Labor, of Keyser, W. Va., 
ied Federal owes of tl e public domain; 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
KY LE present od the petition of M. L. McIntyre and sundry 
( th r railway mail clerks of Watertown, S. Dak., praying for the 


, No. 
praying for 
which was re- 


7588, 









enactment of legislation to prov ide for the classification of clerks | 
in first and second class post-offices: which was referred to the | 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-! 
Mr. BURROWS presented sundry | ; in support of the bil 
S. 1339) to place James W. Long, late a captain in the United 
States Army, upon the retired list of the Army; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present some petitions addressed to Con- | 
gress. They were sent to mein an envelo os mailed here in the 
city of Washingtor id they at all printed, all in the same stere- 
otyped form, and signed by one or more firms, generally by one | 
firm. in Missouri, asking for the ere ction of a public building for | 
the Patent Office. I move that they be referred to the Committee | 

i Buildings oe yunds, 

m was agreed to 

J ICKREL is resented a memorial of the Kansas City Live | 
Stock Ex hange of Rinvouri, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufac- 


ture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


SSION AL R 


| hanna County, 


| Murray, of Hot Springs, Ark., praying 


| Temperance Union of Woodbury, N. J. 
| ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale « 
| holic liquors in the 
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He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club o} 
| City, Mo., praying for th e construction of the Nicaragua 
| whi ch was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the (¢ 
City, Mo,, praying for theestablishmen 
system of free public schools; 
tee on Indian Affairs. 
ie also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to pr 
the c ~— letion of the allotments propose ‘a by the act of Ju 
1898, and the various agreements entered into with the Fiy 
lized Tribes; which was referred to the Committee on In 
Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Local Union No. 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of New Ken 
ton, Pa., praying for the preservation of the public land: 
United States for the use of actual settlers and home bui 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Medical Society of Su 
Pa., praying that an appropriation be m 
defray the expenses of a thorough scientific investigati 
classification of our native drug plants: which was referre:| 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the petition of Willi: 
that he be granted 
which was referred to the Committee 


I 
i\ 


Commercial Club of K 
t inthe Indian Territ 
which was referred to the C 


KX 


7 
i 
) 


crease of pension; 
sions. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Woman's Cli 
, praying for the 
Hawaiian Islands; which was referred 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted ata meeting of s 
citizens of Atlantic City, N. J., expressing sympathy for tl: 
ple of the Transvaal and Orange Free State; which were re! 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeti 


| sundry citizens of Paterson, N. J., expressing sympathy f 


people of the South African Republic; which was referred 
( ‘ommittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Live Stock Excha 
Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of 
lation imposing a tax upon oleomargarine; which was refer 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of K 
City, Mo., praying for a more equitable system of allotting 
to certain Indians; which was referred to the Committe 
dian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of K 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to pr: 
system of free public schools in the Indian Territory; whi 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club o! 
City, Mo., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua ( 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of E. Dallas Morse, ot 
York, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the (¢ 
tion to prohibit the disfranchisement of United States cit 
account of sex; which was referred to the Committee on t! 
ciary. 


NATIONAL GALLERY AND ART. 


Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Franklin W. &: 
Boston, Mass., praying for an appropriation of land for : 
a national gallery of history and art and for aid in the es 
ment thereof. 

I ask unanimous consent to make a statement in regat 
petition. The petitioner is a business man of great ra 
and success, who for many years has devoted his life to 1 
motion of a national gallery of art which shall repress nt 
prod uce the architec ture, both public or ornamental and 
the ancient nations, especially Greece and Rome, but 
oriental cities. He has devoted his whole time to a stud 
subjec ‘t and has become an eminent authority. He h: 
large collection of books and prints, and has on New Y 
in this city built and adorned and embellished some hal! 
great beauty and in full size Roman and Grecian architect 

What the petitioner desiresis to have the site of the old O 
tory appropriated by the United States, and some land in tle 
borhood, where he will place his own collection and devot 
self entirely,if he may be permitted, ” advancing that w 
will become, at avery moéerate cost, a great ornament t 
ital of the nation, and it w ill havean shan ational power, h 
more potent than many lectureships or professorships. ie 
very much that the members of the two Houses will, beforé 
upon his petition, visit, as some gentlemen I am told have a! 


OF HISTORY 


¢ 
OL 


| visited, his beautiful collection and buildings here. 





1900. CONGRESSIONAL 


animous consent that 


l ask ur 


l } \\ s ry 
prising a page or two, and the design and prospectus which 
panies it, may be printed as a document, for the use of th 
ite. I understand that there ar I plates, but } al 
ie plates prepared, so that that will be no cost tothe Govern nt 
{ PRESIDENT pro tempo: The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on the Library 
Mr. HOAR. I rather tbink it w be bet on the whole 


it the petition should go to the Committee on the 
lumbia, as it asks for the occupation of certain | 
District. 

Phe PRESIDENT pt 

NT 





oO tel 


pore. 


enator from Massachusetts asks that the paper whi I s 
iy be printed as a document. 
Mr. HOAR. The petition and papers 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there obj 1? The Chair 
irs none, and it is so ordered. 
THE PACIFIC CABLE. 
Mr. HALE. I present a brief statement snbmitted on behalf of 
rtain American cable manufacturers, urging t retention of 
American manufacture clause in any bill to be passed by Con- 
ss authorizing the construction of a trans-Atlantic cable. 1 
ve that the statement be printed as a document for the use of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The motion was agree: 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 


I present resolutions adopted by the National 
Roard of annual meeting held in the city of Washing- 
ton, January 25-25, 1900, touching the necessity of the early con- 
struction of the Nicaragua interoceanic canal. The resolutions 
were transmitted to me through the Department of State, and I 
move that they be referred, with the accompanying paper, to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
rade at it 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (5. 3055) toratify an agree- 
ent between the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and 
Seminole tribe of Indians, reported it without amendment, 
He aiso, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3018) for the appointment of an additional 
nited States commissioner in the northern judicial district of 
he Indian Territory, reported it without amendment. 
Mr. HEITFELD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 179) authorizing the sale of all 
ublic lands belonging to the United States situated in the county 
of Baca and State of Colorado, submitted an adverse report 
reon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
Ve 
\ir. MCENERY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 1175) to grant lands to the State of 
ibama, for the use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College 
Alabama, for negroes, and the State Normal College, at Flor- 
', Ala., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
t thereon. 
Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
as referred the bill (S. 1737) for the relief of William A, Grogan, 
rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 639) for the relief of applicants to pur 
public lands under the timber and stone act, reported it 
1 an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
om was referred the bill (S. 2493) authorizing and directing 
‘ecretary of the Interior to issue patents for lands in certain 
3, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
tit be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was 
a to. 
lr, BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
referred the bill (H. R. to extend the time for the com- 
tion of the inciine railway on West Mountain, Hot Spr 
ervation, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


to whom 
2U56 ) 


m Oo 


ST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


rred the bill (S. 1931) to provide for the erection of a bridge 

Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy 

e and the mouth of Rainy River, reported it with amendments. 
WASHINGTON’S VALEDICTORY 

Mr. PLATT of New York. from 


ted the following resolution: 
onsent, and agreed to: 


ADDRESS. 


on Printing, 
which was considered by unani 


the Committee 


ved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby author 
d directed to have printed and bound, at the Government Printing 
for the personal use of Senators, 100 copies of ** Washington's Val 


ry Address to the People of the United States, 


RECORD—SEN ATE. 





Mr. HOAR, I! 1 
to W ui Was I i 
l us f tl 4 i i \ l 
I rt witl | 
t fe of the Pi Land ¢ ( 
‘ r. If Im @ pa 1 lu 
read, thers a ’ “Mi ID 
( l ot ti United Sta il 1 
l an ( t \ l I u » be nece 
snouid t n i, ih comes tro 
( l is the unan report 
i Il ask that it now 1 n its pas 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear it1 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore | 
formation. 
The Secretary read t 
of 
after J 1900) 
The PRESIDENT pro te1 re. Ist 
t consideration of t] 
l re be ) ] W 
Whole s 
i ll Was re} ‘Ted t 18 Senat t 
to be engrossed forathird read 
ADDITIONAL CLERICAL 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Comm 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, t 
resolution submitted by Mr. Cu 
ported it without amendment: and it 
consent, and agreed to, as f 
ey t ( 
I y a I 
vi h said tt 
same tot pa rou l i 
by the I rma I salad ¢ 
BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 312s 
to Josephine V. Van Voorhees; whi vi l 
and, l 
Pensions, 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S 

f n to Henry McMillen; whi 








crease of pensi 
ts title, and refer? Commit | 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a 1(s 
to Sidia Suthe hich w 1 % 
referred to the C n Pensions. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3 to ar 
the Revised Statutes of the United Stat 
( C im Vv 3 \ hy ‘ re ic + 
to the Committee on t Jud I 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S 
a lighthou and fog latay t 
th roken | rt of the | R 
husetts: which was 1 
Committee on C mi 
Mr. KYLI trod la : 
record of George W. Sa i: wh ' 
ind referred to the Committee on Mi 
Mr. BURROWS int: la 
T Mart a Agn wa we 1 was Ir % 
the accompanying paper, 1 red 
He also int iced a l f 
retired list the Arm h vy 
with the a mpanying papers re 
tary Aff - 
Mr. COCKRELL introd ! 
ot Pp sk to Sar | \ 
and referred to the Com: 
He also introduced a 
sion to Lunsford Elli 
Mr. COCKRELL. Toa mpi 
of the clain nt. wno 18s 
Phil ps hen, Frank $ t (at 
I mo it the and par 
Committee on Pens 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill 


using for this purpose | Sary repairs to the steamer 7/ictis, for 


with the accompanying papers, referred 1 


1705 
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| 
e | 
to | Mr. I 


| 


, t err< o the Committe 
{ 
ill (S. 3139) granting a pension | to ) 
\ dt by its title, and refe 
lal S { ’ rizing the construction 
United States of telegraphic cables 1 
! i \ ica th : 1 Ha- 
J il di ( ’ Oo ( 1 
t which was read tw tle, and 
] ( tt ( Nav | Affair 
VP} Ré 1 a bill (S. 3141) granting an incre: 
of per n to Clara A. Per e; which wa 1s read twice by its title 
ind ed to the C mitt on Pe ions, 
i ! rod la 12) granting a pension to W. H 
( v h read twit by its title, aud teferved to the Con 
trodu i bill (S. 3143) to correct the military record 
en a read twice by its title, and, with 
| it » the Committee on Military 
H » introduced a bill (S, 3144) for the relief of E. A. Cham- 
h 1 read twice by iis title, and, with the accom- 
j 3, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Pe Is. 
| ANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3145) granting aright 
he Jamestown and Northern Railway through the | 
| Indian Reservation, in th > State of North Dakota; 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
] } Af "S, 
iY introduced a bill (S. 5146) granting an increase ay 
lfenry F, Rice; which was read twice by its title. and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ht , 
FOREIGN WEIGHTS, MEASURES, ETC, 
Mr. MONEY. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may 
be read. It is very short 
rhe joint resolution (S. R. 86) forthe printing of English inter- 
tion of foreign terms as to weights, measures, and so forth, 
occurring in Government publications; which was read the first 


time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows 








} l by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
( That whenever any | = cument, or paper pt ublishe: i 
1 branch ¢ Gi ‘rnment any rm is used in 
) weight, m al } 
| t piace the € 
rua yken in America. 
Mr, COCKRELL. That is right. 
Mr Mi YN NE Y. Mr. President, will it be in order to ask for the 
WD t conside on of the joint resolution? 
tI SIDE NT pro tempore. The Senator might ask for | 
unanimous consent. 
\T 


MONEY. Task unanimous consent for the present con- 


ideration of the joint resolution 

Mr. HOAR. Lict it be read once more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a printing resolution and must be re- 
Soerad 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
« , , } 
ra til it i. 

Phe cretary again read the joint resolution. 

Mr A DR IC H. That is a question which goes to the Commit- 
t 1 Printiz | suggest. 

Tih PR ESIDE NT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
sks nnanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint | 
re ition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that it may be referred to the Commit- 


tee on Printing. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing in the absence of objection. 
Mr. MONEY. One moment, Mr. President. That is not a 


proper reference. The Senator will excuse me. It is not a ques- 


tion about whether anything will be printed or not, but it isa 
question, I think, that ought to be determined by the Senate with- 
outareference. However. if it goes toany committee it should go 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It isa question relating to printing, I suggest. 

Mr. MONEY. No; it does not relate to any order for printit 1g 
atall. It is phraseology to be used by the several departments 
in printing. It does not relate to an order to print anything, and 
therefore it should not be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


» PRESIDENT prot Is there any objection to 
reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. ALDR I do not know that I care to what committee 
it shall be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and the joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 


mpore 
lpore. 


the 
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AMENDM 


sAKER s 


ENTS TO APPROPRIATION 


BILLS. 


submitted an amendment proposing to appr | riat 


bid 


310,000 for increasing the size of the Indian sc hool building 
| Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Kans., intended to be } proposed 
| hi m to the indian appropriation bill: which was referred to t 

S ittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment proposing to approp1 
$5,000 for the construction andeasinas nt of a telephone line 
| Chamberlain, S. Dak., to Crow Creek Indian Agency, Lower B 
| indian Agency, and Grace Mission. intended to be propos: 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to t 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropri 
$18,000 for additional buildings for use of the Indian indust 
at Chamberlain, 8. Dak., intended to be proposed by h 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the ¢ 

1ittee on Indian Affairs. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment proposin; to appro} I 
510,000 for the construction of a new schoolhouse, with girls'don 
tory, at the Lemhi Agency, Idaho, intended to be proposed b: 


school 


l 


| to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the C 


mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KENNEY submitted an amendment proposing to incr 
the allowance forsalary of consul at Barbados from $2,000 to$3 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and cons 

ppropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to increas 
allowance for salary of consul at Dawson City, British N 
America, from $3,000 to $3,500, intended to be proposed by hi: 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was ord: 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 





The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning | 
ness? Ifnot,the Chair lays before the Senate House bill No. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to make a parliamet 


inquiry. Some time ago I had the honor to introduce a r 
tion for the investigation of the relations existing betwee 
National City Bank of New York and the Hanover Nat 
Bank of that city and the United States Treasury Depart: 
That resolution was passed over by unanimous consent from 
to day without losing its place, and it has never been acted u 
I should like to know what its parliamentary status now is 
when it is to be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There were two or thre: 
those resolutions, and by unanimous consent they were alli 
to retain their place without prejudice. Therefore, aft 
unanimous eeuaaa agreement touching the financial bill 
hausted, they will come up in the regular order immediately 
the morning business. The resolution presented by the Sena 
on § Saturday i is not in that category. 

Mr. ALLEN. That resolution I should like to have laid 
the Senate, unlesssome Senator is ready to proceed with the dis 
sion of the financial bill. In that event I will be very willi 
have it passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would have to be laid! 
the Senate by unanimous consent, because there is another 1 
mous-consent agreement prevailing, which calls for the cons 
tion of the financial bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from W¢ 
ginia [Mr. ELKINs] is ready to go on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. Then I ask unanimous consen 
both these resolutions be passed over without losing their 
of way, to be considered at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Neb 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution offered by him: 
retain its place without prejudice. 

Mr. LODGE. What resolution is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Boer resolution, 
passed the Senate last Saturday and was reconsidered. 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the Pr esident of the United States, by Mr. 0. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
on the 10th instant approved and signed the act (S. 734) relat 


Ww 


Is 1 


' to Cuban vessels. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the co 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of va 


| to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined 


| 


; | the United States, and for other purposes. 
Che Chair hears no objection, | 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, 1 listened with interest to thea 
speech of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDL! 
delivered on Saturday in this Chamber from the standpoint 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. L707 














coinage of silver, and I noticed the emphasis he put upon | me1 rward vy n the time « nd rro\ 
tion tot rst eig] nes of the S« m $s su 
I wish to say that those are 3 1 tI pa 
V or, t] i i 
i i i 
i 
™s 
y and 1 R n 
vy W 
\ an¢ 
1) 
> sin T i \ 
il > l} 1 ‘ 
id 1dar l ‘ve sl 
at i opted VIS } 
ninte bearing, j wl 
1. there sl Pl 1 Ww tra 
t th r i iny 1 t I S | 
o rrem f bi x, wi iced 
th v } : . 
r f n the bill w ! D ' 
terially to carry out its general provisions and to kee} ( 
ncees on a firm basis x ‘ 
I'he bill is the outcome of constant discussion and education of 
e hrough press, in Congress, and on the platform tte t 
hirty years. It is only through the education of th t : 
C0] important and difficult subject of finance that such | tirely differ | i 
satisfactory and corr result could have been reached. This’ out hurt an < 


A ut \ ‘ el 
; the only time during the last quarter of a century that the ques- Mr. P lent. I ad t ] 9 . under 
tandard of value could be placed beyond the possibility nadit th thi t n the bill. t 


ly done in the Senate I 





loubt and discussion, as so wise 
1 

















he bill will not operate to delay or impair the cause of intern: per cent, and 5 per cer ne . 7 1 
ional bimetallism. It leavesthat question open, and bimetallists | But it is not t t of 1 ty of t G ! it. NOW 
in consistently support the bill. especially if the amendment | or hereafter. to f Lall i lal 
ffered by the Finance Committee should be adopted. Theamend-! cent basis. Tl 

t is as follows: m ¥ ( 

| 1 i ner <« rau ( 

b V } } ? i 
! circula | vi i 
l an international and there is no demand I to1 I 
ement by which silver can be more largely used with gold | would largely surrender their bor 1 
now as money of the world. Weare using more silver than | themarket. This would no 
money. There are now in the Treasury 405,612,406 stand- | would bring a a contract 
silver dollars, besides silver bullion of 189) to the amount of | at all times be avoided if } 
1.918. Against this silver there are outstanding $4105,363,504 The chairman of the « 
ver certificates, whichis the best form in which to use silver | Of {unding on a ~ per cent ws t 
The United States is nsing to-day nearly $500.000,000 of | bonds that mature in ;, and IS ther ‘ 
ind will increase the amount wh it can be done with nnual saving « Lode sd a t 
\ be 1 uced f1 : i 
eneral provisions of the bill hay pp l, and itis » OU s ' 
se to vote for it, but I venture with some hesitation to ’ t ttractive 


sin opposition to the mature judgment of the members of | that w yn 
ance Committee, and more particularly the judgment of | 1s not conclus that w mii 
le chairman, who is an acknowledged anthozity on th 3, Can the U1 
t of finance and political economy not only in this country, | ce! can 
id, some doubts and some apprehensions that have con 
‘mind, as to the wisdom of attempting in this bill to pro- But apart from t fe I 
the refunding of the larger part of the public debt on a | committee arg nding 
2 per cent interest. My criticism of the bill will be con- | because t ! 1 


the sixth section, or the scheme of funding the public reat t W f t 


l 





t 
orth in said section. at par and e reulat thesar Wouldit1 
funding of the public debt is not necessarily a part of the | t nd in th 
lhe bill is for another and different purpose. Why mix nd offer 1 emiums to exchan 
ect of establishing and defining the monetary standard 1e nat itn 
thening the publiccredit with what must, at best, under | 1 i ! { G 
ns of the bill, be an experiment, and which, if it should | terest that ! 


e hurtful to the general purposes nd policy of the meas- | \ 
1 the public interest? The refunding of the public debt is | made by fundin pul 


’ practical or administrative question. It should have no | centinterest. If thereisa \ 
| n our politics, nor be connected in any wise with p litical | be funded at per f 
ns. Itshould not bea part of this bill, because the question | able to suppose that ‘ the { ! 





netary standard, or standard of value, has been for years | the funding ke the b 
political, dividing the great parties more sharply than al- | of 24 per cent, the annua v ( 
any other public question. The refunding of the public | the differencs tween fu 


S uld be made the sub ect of a separat » bi l. to he cy vy. “ t heins ab + & wy) 


land passed when our bonds mature and monetary condi It ms t ea sa 
may be entirely different. | discretion to the Secreta 





bill undertakes too much; it not only defines and estab- | funding the public debt when 
the monetary standard, but sets out a scheme to fund the | him authority to 1 nd at rate 1 ‘ 


t four years before any of our bonds mature; and in| per annut W 
make this scheme a success, it provides that the national attempted by any government b 


shall be the most important factors in its execution. | law? Would it not be saferto name a} é 
y judgment, the public debt should be funded without any | a margin of discretion when there 
nce whatever to the national banks. Let the scheme of | sion that 2 per cent is too low 


Y 


‘unding stand on its own merits and by itself, Let the Govern- ! interest than is paid to-day, or ever was paid t 
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natior Take the figures cited in the very able speech of the 
chairman « e Finance Committee. 

He says that only four times in the century from 1789 to 1889 

1] British 3 per cent consols reach par,and even now her securi- 
ties yield only 24 per cent interest; while the 4 per cent gold bonds 

Austria al ling 3 per cent below par; the Netherlands’, 
eal 4 per cent, are selling between 18 and 20 per cent below 
par; the debt of France, br aring 3 per cent, is oftener 2 per cent 
vy par than at par; the German imperial loan is selling from 
to 12 per cent below par. 

Having in mind the failure of all these Governments to main 
tain at par for a long time even a 3 per cent bond, how was it pos- 
sible for the committees to reach the conclusion that the United 
States could at one bound go forward and accomplish more than 
any other Government has ever been able to do? In my judg- 
ment, the refunding scheme . as pre sented in the sixth section is 
too optimistic To adopt this section would be running a great 
risk. Wecan not hope to doin the matter of our finances what all 

ther nations, especially Great Britain, the richest in the world, 
ha dtodo. She has never reached a standard as low as 2 
per cent for her national borrowings. It seems to me that we 

ld be sure of the rate of interest on which the public debt can 
be funded and maintained at par, and make no mistake in this re- 
ard; the consequences of failure would be disastrous. It would 
he almost a calainity for this Government to refund its bonds at 2 
percent, and lateron, finding it impracticable, be fore ciarndnend 
\ higher rate of interest. Such a failure would be not only 
humiliating, but almost anational disgrace. It would destroy con- 
fidence and impair the national credit at home and abroad. It 
would hurt the bill, should it become a law, in its other provisions, 
ind give tothe opponents of sound finance and stable currency an 
irgument against the gold standard. 

The chief argument of the distinguished chairman in support of 
the refunding feature of the bill is based largely upon the supposi- 
tion that national banks will aid materially in the funding of the 
public debt at 2 per cent; because the provisions of the bill allow- 


ing nation: il banks to issue circulation up to the face value of 
bonds and the reduction of the tax on circulation will be of such 
advantage to the banks that the y will at once buy the 2 per cent 
bonds and take out circulation on them. 

The circulation of national banks is not so profitable nor the 
source of untold wealth some suppose. The capitalization of 
national banks on the Ist of December last was about $620,516,- 


0 


245, to which may be added $341,099,383 surplus and undivided | 
profits which could be converted into capital if it would pay 
te do so, making an aggregate of $961,615,628, while the amount 
of national-bank notes in circulation secured by bonds was only 
$207,000,000. It is evident if circulation was as profitable as 
Claimed and believed by many, the banks would take out an | 
amount equal to the full amount of their surplus and capital 
instead of less than one a of the same. Speaking from some 
experience gained by being interested in a small way in national 
banks, | do not think nal ional banks find note circulation on the 
whole so profitable that they would make any great effort to | 
prevent its being taken from them. I surely would make no op- 
position to surrendering, especially if the banks could be assured 
that as sound and safe a currency could be provided to take the 
place of note circulation 

The great advantage national banks enjoy over private or 
State banks is not the profit realized from circulation, but 
the safety that comes from Government scrutiny through peri- 
odical examinations. The fact that the Government at all times, 
through its agents and officers, has authority to examine the 
hooks, accounts, securities, and cash of national banks, and de- 
cide whether or not they are in a sound condition, induces confi- 
dence in them and is worth more than the profits from note cir- 
culation, 

Reducing the tax on circulation one-half per cent and permit- 
ting the issue of bank notes up to the face value of 2 per cent 
bonds may not be a sufficient inducement to national banks to 
largely increase circulation, even if all the circulation could be 
kept outstanding. A bank with $100,000 circulation would get 


S? OOO ine 


duct 


yne from its bonds; from this amount would be de- 


St 1”, 


ed tax, 


and expense of redemption, $125; total, $625; 
leaving an annual profit of $1,375. Two conditions are necessary 
to this result; one is that the circulation must be all outstanding. 


and the other ist 
below par. 
We can not 
banks as 
event of the 
follow. 

In case the bonds should decline 2 per e¢ 
result? Under the law the Secretary of the Treasury would have 
to call for additional bonds to secure circulation. This might 
happen at atime when the banks could not raise money. But, 
suppose after the Secretary of the Treasury had called for addi- 


hat under no circumstances shall the 
We can not guarantee these conditions by legislation. 
insure by legislation that bonds taken by national 
a basis of circulation will not fall below par, and in the 

elow par confusion and disaster would 


bonds fall 


» bonds going 1 


9 


nt, what would be the 
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tional bonds to secure circulation, and they were furnished, t) 
bonds should suffer another decline of 2 per cent. He would ha 
to make still another call. In case of a protracted war our | 
might fall even 20 or 30 per cent, and this might happen at a t 
when national banks could not deposit more bonds to secure ; 
circulation. The bill makes no provision, and I do not know ¢ 
any could be made, to meet such emergencies. 

Then, again, securing by legislationa low? rate of interest thi 
profitable inducements to national banks may not in the er 
the best thing for the country. A low rate of interest will, i 
long run, tend to make low prices for commodities. If the 
money can be bought cheap os it may have the effect to make ey, 
thing else cheap. Iam afraid a very low rate of interest n 
tend to reduce wages. Ido not say that it will have this. 

I only have a fear. One of the glories of the Republic is 
American labor is the best paid in the world, and this shon! 
maintained if possible. The Government, at least, should n 
anything that would have a tendency to reduce wages 
should continue, so far as we consistently can, to do everyt 
to keep up the price of labor and resist everything that ever 
toward a reduction in wages. Good wages make good, | 
and contented citizens. Wages, and high wages, is th 
method found yet for the distribution of wealth. Ninety pe: 
therefore, the | 
wages are, the more money is paid out and distributed; an 
eral business is better. We are paying in wages about 
thousand five hundred million dollars per annum, or twent: 
lions daily. Ifa low rate of interest, such as proposed in th 
should operate to reduce wages even one-half of 1 per cent, w 
would be about one-half cent on a dollar, then the loss 1 
wage-earners and the country would be much greater thar 

gain in saving interest by funding the public debt at 2 per r 

Inasmuch as the sound conclusions reached in the general 
visions of the bill have been the result of education fora 
ter of a century, why not let the work of education go on 
matter of refunding the public debt until the time is at hand 
our bonds mature and we must take such action? Waiting 
then will not work any injury. We will be advised by t} 
of events, and better able to judge than now. The Gover 
owes it to its citizens to provide them at all times with 
currency; in other words, to see to it that the currency is 
and stable and the volume equal to the needs of business. 

There is an unjust prejudice and opposition to national 
throughout the country. Some of the opponents of 1 
banks are clamorous to abolish them outright; others favor 
from them note circulation; but while agreed in opposition 
are not united among themselves as to just what kind of cur 
or mouey should take the place of national-bank note circu 
These opponents of national banks believe that the prero 
of coining, making, or issuing money belongs to sovereign! 
should be exercised exclusively by the Government and : 
given tothe banks. The senior Senator from Colorado | Mr 


~ 


| LER] says—open the mints to the free coinage of silver; t! 


is the remedy and would supply all the needed currency 
senior Senator from Nevada | Mr. JONES] says, in effect 
Government issue fiat money; while some Populists, I belie, 
money issued against deposits of wheat and other farm } 

If the national banks should be abolished or required to 
note circulation and the Government should issue and con! 
circulating medium, then it seems to me that the best an 
form of currency which the country enjoys, and the on 
which there is no prejudice or opposition, is the gold a1 
certificates issued against gold and silver deposits in the ‘I 
There is now, in round numbers, in the Treasury abou! Wd) 
000,000 of gold, and $414,000,000 in silver dollars and $80, ' 
silver bullion, making $494,000,000 of silver. The gol: 
Treasury is par all over the world, and, counting silver v 
cents in gold, would make the $494,000,000 of silver wort! 
100.000 in gold. Here is already in the Treasury gold a 
of the actual value of about $700,000,000. Against this ther 
outstanding on July 31 last in gold certificates $208,215.*! 
in silver certificates $105,393,504, making $613,577,323, wl 
der present conditions and the pledge of the Governmen! 
best and safest money in the world. 

The production of gold is increasing so rapidly throug] 
world that we are authorized to believe that the amount 
Treasury will increase more rapidly than heretofore. If s 
without much aes legislation, what is to hinder the in 
of gold certificates against the increasing gold in the Tr 
There can be ena but these certificates would pass cu 
as money allover the world. In this way the solution of th: : 
= stion could be reached on a basis that should be satis 
to all and take it forever out of politics. Within a ye 
has increased in the Treasury $120,000,000. At this rate 
years there will be added to the gold now in the Treasury $! 
000,000. If certificates of deposit should be issued against 
gold, these certificates, together with the outstanding silv: 


~ 
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1 certificates and subsidiary coin, vive the country acir 
lating medium about equal to the present volu 


me of curren 
including United States not ‘ks, with every 





romise of increasing as the production of ¢ ( Ses. 
Under present conditions, and even the more favorab nes 
ised in the bill before the Senate, note circulation of nat l 
ks may disappear, partly because it is not profitable now t 
banks and may not be even under the provisions of this bill 
| partly because of the prejud and opposition on the pa 
rge portion of the people to national banks issuing currency 
t largely, and more than all this, for the reason there will be n 
eed of bank-note circulation in case the increa f certificates 
against gold deposits in the Treasury should continue. To my 
mind gold certificates with a reasonable amount of silver certifi 


will be the money 


es issued under proper restrictions d 
make it 


of the 
ture. If the lawi 


‘lear that any 


not already ciear, 


Ss 
States, 11 


rson in the United our new possessions, or elsewhere, 
ing gold dollars or gold bullion can deposit the same in the 


States and ¢ 
would p 


1 


t a certificate redeemable in 
1. Such a certificate urrent as money throughout 
world. This would leave to the Government the sole power 
ssuing money. Therefore, I conclude that it is not needful to 

ind the public debt bef our bonds mature by offering induce- 

nuts to national banks to take a 2 it can not be 

f nearly S90,000, 000 


2 per cent bond th 
the same for the 


rreasury of the United 
( t 


re 





edeemed under thirty years, and the payment « 
m premiums to holders of 
proposed 2 per cent bond. 
Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
1 question, but I did not wish to interrupt him during the course 
of the speech. 
Mr. ELKINS. Ishall be glad to hear the Senator's question. 
Mr. TELLER. TheSenator hasstated that the gold certificates 
would be good all over the world. I want to ask the Senator if 
the greenback is not just as good as the gold certiticate? 
Mr. ELKINS. Yes: because it is redeemable in gold, and you 
can get gold for it. That is the reason why it is as good as gold. 
Mr. TELLER. And I suppose the only reason why the gold 
certificates are as good as gold is because you can get gold for them. 
Mr. ELKINS. That l am not objecting tothe green- 
ks, for it was with them the war was fought and the Union 
aved, and I have great respect for them. As long as the present 
rrangement exists, which makes the greenback under the pledge 
the Government as good as gold, I do not oppose them; but I 
think the time will come when they will be redeemed by gold and 
lisappear from our currency. They are as good as gold. I have 
difference with my friend from Colorado on that point. 
CONSIDERATION 


Mr. AILDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
Mr. Wo.LcoTT] has given notice of his intention to speak at 2 
lock to-day, but he is not now in the Chamber. If there is no 
er Senator ready to speak upon the financial] bill, I suggestthat 
we go on with the Calendar until 2 o'clock. 
ent that that may be done. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
s unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera 
mn of bills on the Calendar under Rule VIII until 2 o'clock, Is 
re objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
POLICY 


Mr. McENERY. I wish to give notice that on Friday, Febru- 
16, with the permission of the Senate. I shall submit some re 
ks on the joint resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of 
United States with reference to the Philippine Islands. 

WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

be stated. 
bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acre 

ind to aid in continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced as 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the bill be passed over, as the 
tor who reported it is not now present. 

® PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will 

ning its place on the Calendar. 


bonds to exchange 


18s so. 


OF THE CALENDAR, 


I ask unanimous con- 


REGARDING NEW 


POSSESSIONS. 


AND SAILORS’ HOME. 


The first bill on the Calendar 


be passe d over, 
NATIONAL CEMETERY AT DOVER, : 
Mr. BATE. The bill (S. 79) to construct a road to the national 
tery at Dover, Tenn., was passed over when it 

1 on the Calendar. 
times, 


was ast 
The bill has passed the Senate four dif- 
and there is no contest about it 
ent that it may be considered at this time. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committ 
e, resumed the consideration of the bill 
ud to the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

¢ engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I ask unanimous 


ee of the 


». 9 onstruct 


‘ to « 
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NUMENTS » GEN ‘ NASH AN \ 
I nt resolution (S. R. 
t s of e ( nent Congress ru I 
i the me TV ( ~ T _ N l \\ 
ividso1 f North ¢ Was 
Wh It I } i l 
ment in honor of rine f | ( A N 
North Cart na. ACK ing tot! res 1 
the 4th dav of Novembe1 l 
erection of a monumet? e! y 
Wi m Li Davids ( Cat ! 
the resolution of Congress pa | t 
The int re ] mwas + 1+ 7 ‘ 
ment, ordered to be engrossed a third v 
time nd passed. 
AMENDMEN 
The bill (H. R. 7739) to amend *‘A1 m I 
for the construction, re r, and | é t 
works on rivers and harbors, and 1 Irpos 1 
March 3, 1899, was considered as in Committee of t W 
Mr. SPOONER. Is that l reported from the Com1 
Commerce? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment red 
+ hird readit ¥s he third tin l 3 i 
tO a third reading, read th lird time, and passed 
EDWI L. Fil 
The bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Edwin L. I 1 w 
ered as in Committee of tl ] It pr ses to } 


the WI 
L. Field, of Gray, Me., $3.700, being 
igainst him recovered by James R. Atkins for personal 


’ 


! 
sustained by the parting of a guy to a derrick owned ‘ 
United States while being used by the War Depart t 
construction of the two-gun battery at Portland He 
town of Cape Elizabeth, Me., provided he produces e\ ! 
isfactory to the Secretary that he has paid said lymet 


The bill 


was reported to the Senate without amendment I 


t 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim: I l. 
ENLISTMENTS IN THI , 

The bill (S. 1631) to encourage enlistment in the U1 i States 
Navy was considered as in Committee of the Whol It autl 
izes the Secretary of the Navy, in order to encourage ¢ I 
in the United States Navy. to furnish as a bounty to ea 
upon his original enlistment an outfit of clothing not to ex l 


value the sum of $45. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without am 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the tl 


nird time 





EXAMINATIONS AND PROMOTIONS IN 

The bill 1535) to provide for t] 

cers of the Navy and to regulate promotion therein 
ered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and } ‘ 


Ne) . 


+ 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY 


The bill (S to amend ‘ 


NAVAI 
An act anthorizing certain officers 
of the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved Jan- 
uary 25, 1895, was considered as in Committee of the Whol 

; nll was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


het 


to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and } 


AND MARINE OFFICI 


1632 


ALEXA? 


‘DER STEWART WEBB. 
Th S. 2447) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Ma 


bill 








ander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Ar 
was considered as in Committ f the Wh It aut | 
President to nominate and, by and witl vice f 
the Senate, to appoint Alexander Stewart Web ite a ¢ 
general of volunteers and lieutenant 1 and et 1 
general, United States Ariny. a lieutenant-colon ! 
him on the retired list of the Army with that r 
retired list being thereby incr liny r tot 1 
suspending all laws and parts of laws in cor he 
purpose only; but from and after the passag thi t 
shall be paid to Alexander S. Webb 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate w n r | 
to bé eng! sedtorat 1wiing, re i 

SE a 

The Senate resolation } rit tthe I i 
5S. Quay is not entitl to ~ t S 
from the State Pe 3 ania, W ! h 
ness on the Calendar, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 


The 


; over. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
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ERUILI 
) ¢ ef of Jerone? 
( | th W hole 
La I si l ce to hear the report 
| | 5 L or ine y ort 
} eed l I ad tne I ! 
m the Cor t n Claims Janu: 
i OWN | Y thi Lilt bette 
t Liye li ca Other ¢ oft asi 
ito other 
PRESIDENT 1 ter I I ll w | 1 over, 
| T Tt 
i — ri lei Of \ 1C¢ Wal hw iS CONS1UeTE las 

1 \ It «directs the Secretary of th 
i W . h was du the deceas 1 
| I ' rendered in the Freedman’s Bu 

1 t Au t ptember, and October, 1867 
y pl that is his only surviving heir and 
l ti senate thout amendment, « red 
1 \ l reading, re nd th third time, and passed. 
D GUSTA RICHELIEU. 
R. 41) for the re August Bolten, 
1 Gustave Richelieu, of Boston, Mass.. 
I W nnounced as the next business in order 
ELI [ t to tl bill and ask that it may go 
ndar. I should like to give notice that I desire 
{ ent ere is a ittempt made to pass the bill. 
M POONER What docs the Mill pose: se to do? 
OCKRELL. It proy sto pay some claims against Spain, 
ng the war, and to pay the full amount of the —— 
{to the State Department, without ever having : a 
nvestigation; and I shall be prepared to offer a few feel ble 
when it comes up 

} POONER. I doubt if the Senator from Missouri will be 

to oifer any feeble remarks. 

! PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under 
Rule IA, 

RTH S. HARDY. 

The bill (S.2 to authorize Hon. Arthur S. Hardy, at present 
( y extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the — ed 
States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to accept the decoration 
tendered to him ] he Shah of Persia while he was minister of 
the United States to that country, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
{ ( ossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DECORATIONS TO CERTAIN NAVAL OFFICERS, 

[ ll (S. 2022) to authorize Rear rg il William T. Samp- 

ed States Navy: Capt. Henry C. Taylor, United States 
Nai Capt. Francis A. Cook, United States Navy; ‘eo Charles 
D United State icy: Capt. French E, Chadw ick, 
(" 1 States Navy; Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich, Unit ed States 
Nay Commander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Com- 
n r James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander 
Free k M.S nds, United States Navy, and Commander 
( in C, Todd, United States Navy, to accept orders and dec- 
01 us tendered to them by the Government of Venezuela was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

1 \ ep {to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

rossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. HARRIET D. NEWSON., 

The bill (S. 630) for the goer of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson was 
col ered as in Committee ¢ » Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from ‘the C ominittee on Foreign Relations 
With amendments. The first amendment was.in section 1, line 4, 
after the word *‘ Newson,” to insert ‘‘or her lawful heirs;” so as 
to make the section read: 

es tary of the T ry be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
M Har D. Newson, 0 viul heirs, wi v of The mas M. Newson, 
( 5 ( it lA asu m y equal to one 3 r’s sa 

\ uid cor toe r with the sum of $197, which was collected from 
the e of ft i ynas Newson by the Government of the United 

i 3 i rh ut il 

‘The amendment was agreed t 

The next amendment was to tike out section 2, as follows: 

Cy > That t money priated shall be paid in the same manner 
as it her cases where the surviving widows of foreign representatives of 
the United States who have died while so representing the United States. 

The ame! dment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Ser 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be 
the third time, and passed. 


1aie as amended, and the amend- 


engrossed for a third reading, read 
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STATUE OF GEN. FR 
The joi nt res ution 


CIS E, SPINNER. 

granting permission for t 
erection of a bronze statue in W ashington, D.C., in momon of G 
l'rancis E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the Unite d States, was 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

rhe — resolution was reported to the Senate without am 

nent, « rdere d to be engrossed for a third reading, read the t 
1c, and passed. 

Che preamble was agreed to. 


S. R. 60 


y 


- 


? 
ail 











AIDS TO N GATION ON THE ALASKAN COAST, 

The bill (S. 26s or the establishment of joint light-1 

ignal station 1 the coast ol a ska was ¢ Saddaws a 

Cr ttee of the Whol It appropriates $300,000, or so 1 
l as imay be nec wry, to establish, under the dir ctio 
supervision of the Light-House Board, joint light-houses and 

snal stations at or near the following points in Alaskan w 
] iR » Ralst n Island, Point Retreat, Point Gardn« 
Ommaney, Point Stanhoy e, Fairway Island, Guard Island, M 
Island, Cape Fox, Cape Fanshaw, and the entrance to U1 
Pas 


he Senate without amendment, 
reading, read the third time, and 


SHIP FOR PACIFIC 


ee at 
The bill v 


tO ve en: 


vas reported to 
third 
LIGHT- 


(S. 1289 


hy ct 


crossed for at 
ADDITIONAL 
The bill 


COAST AND AT 


LS 


to provide for the construction of an add 









li ght. ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washi! 
» Alaska, as exigencies may determine, was considered as in ‘ 
mitt ee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commer 
an amendment in line 3, before the'word ‘*‘ thousand,” t 
out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert ‘‘eighty;” so as to make t 
read: 

Re it ted, etc., That the sum £ $80,000, or so much thereof as 
ne e,and the same is hereby, ropriated, out of any m 
rr not otherwise appr eked. ‘for the purpose of constr 
equipping, and outfitting, c service, under the directi 
Secretary of the Trea r light-ship for use on the 
C: Oregon, Wa fa, as exigencies may dete: 





The amendment was a: preed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
the third time, and passed. 


, and the ai 


L. C. KENT AND JOSEPH JE 


The bill (S. 983) for the relief of Lindley C. 
nkins, as th e sureties of Frank A. Web] 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. NELson . 
ary 25, 1900, as follows: 


ittee on Comn 


NKINS. 


Kent and 
», Was considere 


T 
af 






itt erce, to whom has been referred the! 

f of the sureties of Frank A. Webb, respectfully reporta 
Lindley C. Kent and Joseph A. Jenkins, of Wilmington, Del., se 

rep: vid to them the penalty exacted from them as sureties of Fran) 
upon his bond and contract with the Secretary of War for the const 
erection, and delivery of buildings forthe new Port Penn Light _ 
Delaware R in the Fourth light house district. Web b, by 
tract, ay proved by the Secretary of War, ane 29, 1895, undertook 
pl t » work in five calendar n hs thereafter. Before t 
* his on 3 comple ting the wor 7 Webb absconded, and 

kins, as his sureties, took up the work and carried it to complet 
actually completed it by the delivery of the buildings to the represent 
the Lig! t-House Board and the Governm “nt's acceptance thereofont 





the iver, 


¢ 
té 





10n 
expiret 


1 fc 











, of February, 189, or seventy-seven days after the date of com} 
eliv spec ified in the contract. For this delay Kent & Jenki: 
ir t 30f Webb, werec harged b y the Light House Board a& penaity 

da iaking a total of $1,440. Through this delay the Government 


jected to an expense, for pay of inspectors and traveling expenses « 
ors and assistz - e enginee rs, of $419.83. 

The object of ill is thorize the repayment to Kent & J 
so much of this . sain y as was in excess of the actual extra exp 
caused to the United States. 

It appears from the evidence 


to 





submitted to the committe 26 that the 











under this contract, in the first instance, was that of Webb alone, t! 
pal, and that his sureties, Kent & Je nkins, immediately upon asct 
that Webb had al loned the work, took it up themselves and car 

completion. It further appears from the evidence that, indepe ade 

work done by We under the contract— 

Kent & Jenkins expended in material and labor thereon the sum of 

The contract price the build ng was ee eee Saheim esoeca et eee ee 
Penalty for d yed completi« i7 days, at $20. —— e---- 1,540.00 

Leaving a balance rect lived from the Government by 
Kent & Jenkins of 





Thereby making a net loss to the sureties of..........-.--- 

The Government inspector is of the opinion that the work could 
duplicated for less than $5,000. 

It further appears t! at no loss of any other character was sustain‘ 
Government by such de in the completion of the work for the reas 
the light-house in eanstien is situated on the Delaware River, at 4 | 
ready well lighted, and where there was no danger of shipwreck 01 
loss of shipping for want of such construction, nor did any suc hw: 
loss occur during the period of default. 

For a further eluc “idation of this subject the letter of the Acting Secre' 
of the Treasury and the letters of Mr. Bixby, the engineer in charge 0! * 
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| of its future attainment. 


| a substitute bill reported. 





FEBRUARY 12. 





THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. resumed the « 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of' 
to maintain the parity of all forins of money issued or coi: 
the United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colora; 
WoLcotT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. President, the provisions of the b 
consideration have no direct relation to the question cf 
lism, and 1n no respect affect its present aspect or the pos 
Nevertheless, in the public n 
currency measures, because of recent party issues, assum 
litical hue and are popularly supposed to have some bearing 
what is known as the ‘‘silver question.” For this reason it 
to me an opportune time, in addition to a few words res; 
the scheme and purpose of the pending bill, to express briet! 


‘ 


| views upon the general principles of bimetallism, especial] 


fected by recent European action, and the attitude of the t 
litical parties in this country upon this important and far-r 
question. 

The bill as it came to us is radically changed and modifi 
For the purposes of this debat 


| until the bill, if it passes, shall return from conference, ar; 
| is alone applicable to the Senate bill, for when the measur. 


ite R Fif fifth Congress, second session. ] 
T ‘ Ww referred the bill (S. 2677) for the 
} | Y n@refully« 1ed the evidence in 
t} ive to report as lows: 
ity of Kansas,a Kansas | 
< t | i riginal claim for da ives 
Vv E ind E grant Aid ¢ 
‘ ) 
| y s in Kansas, pre ing the late 
‘ r t in 
MI ’ ; : 
j ( [ } ere 
iW H It w 
| ] 3.8 , tome 
t . 55 (KK 
r ry ‘ id D ‘ i 
n re, in which it 
t i nstructed wi 
‘ | ‘ I ring the public safety and encourag 
n I and they thereby recommended 
‘ 
! ! ‘ ‘ f May, 1856, a deputy United States marshal, 
ng ler the authority of the United States district court for 
t | s led rge poss razed the structure to the ground, 
It see nstr ‘i that this action of the gran n 
V ! { tates marshal assumed to act, was unjus able, 
i t! » property by sand direct orders of the 
offices he | 3; was therefore arly unwarrantable 
It Yew Engla it Aid Company memorialized Congress several 
tin 3u ght to have a reimbursement of the loss it had 
1 t er its own right, and despairing of ever being 
thing r itself out of t laim, recently assigned the 
une to the present beneficiary of this bill 
In the light of all the facts, which are more elaborately set forth in a me- 
morial t University of Kansas and its exhibit, which is attached to this 
1 as Exhil \ and madea part of it, and for the reason that the as- 
was a nonresident ot the Territory and could not have been guilty as 
‘ ed of the offensesagainst the Government, and since the amount of this 
t 31 $20,000, which is $5,000 less than the value of the property de 
i, your committee are of opinion that the claim is a proper and just 
il ance by the United States, and therefore recommend that the 
| is offered in the Senate do pass. 


EXHIBIT A 


A MEMORIAL OF THE UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS IN SUPPORT OF SENATE BILL | 
NO. 2677. 

A rial of the University of Kansas, assiqnee of the New England Emiarant | 
tid mpany, praying indemnification for the destruction of the Free State 
Hot if e. Kans... on th Ist day of May, 1856, by officers of the 
United State 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 


mbled: 
Your memoriaiist respectfully represents the following material facts in 
t of its claim against the United States of America for the indemnity 


ad 
ed 


in Congress asse 


upport 
herein specifi 

1) The University of Kansas is a corporation duly organized and existing 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas (see Exhibit A), cre- 
ated for the purp¢ if providing the inhabitants of the State with the means 
of acquiring a thorough knowledge of the various branches of literature, 
science, and the arts, and is the assignee of the New England Emigrant Aid 
Company 

2) The New England Emigrant Aid C« mpany is a corporation duly organ- 
ized and existing by virtue of an act of the legislature of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts approved February 24, 1855. (See Exhibit B.) 

The said New England Aid Company, of which, at the time of the 
events recited in this memorial, John C. Brown, of Providence, R. I.. was 
president, and Thomas H. Webb, of Boston, was secretary, was on the 2lst 
day of May, 1856, the owner in fee simple of lots Noa. 21 and 23, on Massachu- 
setts street, in the city of Lawrence, State of Kansas (then Territory). as 
shown by the deed from the Lawrence Town Company to the said New Eng- 

(See Exhibit C.) 


Sse 





land Emigrant Aid Company. 

t) On the said lots Nos. 21 and 23 on Massachusetts street, in the city of 

sawrence, was located on the said 2lst day of May, 1856, a hotel commonly 

nown as the ** Free State Hotel” or ** Eldridge House,”’ which was the prop- 
rty of the said New England Emigrant Aid Company. 

lhe value of said hotel on said day was $25,000, apart from the value of 

the land and the equipment of the hotel, as shown by the books of the said 


J 
k 
‘ 








corporation on file with the Historical Society of the State of Kansas, and 
by aflidavits of » secretary, Thomas H. Webb, and the commercial 
nt. Samuel C. Pomeroy, of said company, hereto appended. (See Ex- 
t D.) 
i) The said Free State Hotel was destroyed by bombardment and fire by 
Deputy ited States Marshal Samuel J. Jones. aided by a large posse, claim- 
ng a y United States marshal, and under the authority of the 
f listr irt of the United States for Kansas Territory, sitting at 
Lecompton, Kans. T., Samuel D. LeCompte, judge, on the said 2lst day of 
May, Lsit See Exhibit E.) 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

JOSHUA T. ROBERTS. 

The bill 1749) for the payment to Joshua T. Roberts of bal- 
ance due for surveying public lands, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It appropriates $884.82 for the payment to 
Joshua T. Roberts of the balance due him from the United States 
for making survey No. 425, in the State of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The time has expired in which the Calendar 
was to be before the Senate for consideration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


S. 





this Chamber it will undoubtedly bear upon it the stamp a , 
press which the Finance Committee of the Senate have | l 
upon it, and that bill alone is under practical consideratio: 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], chairman 
Finance Committee, in opening the debate gave us in a s} 
remarkable lucidity the plan and scope of the bill. With: 
that he said nearly every Senator on this side of the Cham 
in sympathy. Other conclusions some of us can not shar 
instance, the first section of the bill is, asevery Senator mus‘ 
surplusage and wholly needless. I refer to the provision 1 
the contents of the gold dollar and declaring thatit shall co 
to be the standard unit of value. Of course it will, and it l 
so continue if this section were eliminated from the bil 


| might as well gravely pass a law providing that a yard sha 
| tinue to be 3 feet in length, or that in the future, as in t 
| an acre of land should contain 160 square rods. 


Its reena 
changes in no single respect existing law, and its presenc: 
billcan only be accounted for by assuming that the con 
think men are like children and need to be frequently reassured 
that everything is all right, as the idea formerly prevailed in } 

tive communities that the people slept better if they were a: l 
at midnight by the town crier ringing his bell and informing ' 
that it was 12 o’clock and that all was well. The section ha 

the law since 1873, and is hardly worth discussing now. 


The following section of the bill increasing the gold reserve and 
effectually preventing for the future the ability of banks : 
dividuals to draw out at will the gold in the Treasury throuch 


the endless chain of the greenbacks, now reissued as soon 
ceived, is, in my opinion, an excellent provision and one o! 

in precluding the future depletion of the gold in the Trea: 
those times of depression and panic which periodically o\ 

the country; and it should assist in avoiding the neces f 
issuing additional bonds to protect the reserve. 

The silver and silver certificates, as provided for in the ! 
upon a footing entirely separate and apart from the other! 


lic money in the Treasury. Their legal-tender quality is !»!t to 
them. There is a discrimination concerning them, not necessary 
discrimination against them. The terms of redemption upou 


which they were issued are not changed; but to make them | 

in demand it is provided that hereafter no bills under $10 

issued by any of the national banks or by the Government. and 
the burden of all the small bills of the country shall fa! n 
these certificates. There isnoobjection tothat provision. |! ; 
not injure or affect in the slightest degree the negotiabili 
legal-tender qualities, or the value, or the standing of th: 
certificates. 

There is, however, one limitation respecting them that t! 
mittee within the next few months or year will, in my 0; 
have to legislate respecting. There are now outstandi 
$394,000,000 of silver certificates. There are now outstand 
small bills of all characters by the Government, includi! 
silver certificates now out below that denomination, som 
000,000,as [compute it. If theincrease comes to the nations 


| circulation that must come under the provisions of this bil 
| will have to be some legislation within the next few mont 


| 


The hour of 2 o'clock having | 


viding either for some addition to the silver fund out ©! 
further silver certificates shall be issued or some provision : 
pelling the issue of small bills applicable to some other 1 : 
issue or some other fund now in the Treasury. 

The provision requiring the payment of the principal an! 


arrived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished | est of the new bonds in gold represents, I think, a mistaken 


business. 


as to our national credit. From the point of view of bimeta:-™ 
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ion is seri n that it is ar ry + imina- red 1 e } A 1 4 
r of the one metal and against the wwf monev of should n the metals 
ry. Upon the reestablish t of bimetallic basis it i have thus summa! l \ 
no difference as to the terms em} l or t metal I 
the bond, for the two? : | nterchang 
that the Government is but lowing a fashion which | ] 
iled in this country for nearly a score of yeat Four- | | eve { principles 
ur railroad bonds, aggregating afar greater sumthan § th nef t 
int contemplated by this bill, the 1 ls of almost every 1 s I : 
al and manufacturing company. municipal and county intry has less to ar e. ¢ 
ill over the land, and countless 1 gages made by individ- met inti t 
by their terms, specifical ble in gol The framers | sil ind iv be that 
il assert that by the i1 of t iuse the | 3 national « n t g \ 
floated at a lower rate of est than would otherw diation of ver, We are really 





ured. It may be so. My home is somewhat west of the the battle of internationa metallist 
nding belt, but I can not but express my regret that t! be justified upon the t ry t 

tee felt that the exigencies of the money market required Upon that theory, ar ecause al 

rture from the terms heretofore used in Government obli- | less to restore silver to its parity 














st, however, be a great source of pride to every citizen in gold sed t 
nd, to whatever party he may belong, to realize the fact ir n th r 
these United States can go into the markets of the world and 
their securities at par at a lower rate of interest than can » er f t measure 
ther Government on either continent. No other country cco] il Ww i reaft 
aches ours in this reg ard. England comes nearest.and her can party 1 t 
ls, now selling nearly at par, pay 2} percent. And it must 1} parent abandon1 of tl { 
e forgotten that these bonds are issued at atime when money | policy of the party, and no language of 1 upperters oO 
greater demand all over the world than ever before. InGer- | could change or obliterate this inevitable « 
vy, where there is to-day wonderful prosperity, so great is the | amendment reported by the Finance Com er \ 
ind for money that her Pruss hon hoeiier drawing 3 per cent, | assurance to the world that this cour an et 
nquestioned security, sell in the markets ’ 95 or less, and | the nations of the earth, with g s t 
new Saxony bonds, also drawing 3 per cent, and an equally | meet and treat with the other leading commercial count! 
i bond, were marketed at 85. It must bea imitt 1 that in the | ing to an international agreement to open the mints l 
ity to place the new 2 per cent bonds at par we are greatly | to silver as well as gold. 
d by ews ‘ovisions of the bill making them attractive to the I realize, Mr. President, that these seem unproy 
mal banks of the country; but that we can accomplish it | those of us who cherish a belief in bimetallism and fait 
rany circumstances is a gratifying indication of popular | triumph. These are prosperous times. ‘lhe enor 
lence in our institutions and our financial integrity. in the gold output has revived industry and stimulated 
: other important feature of the bill is the one providing for | tures and business and raise d prices all over the wor 
xchange of the bonds for those now outstanding and permit- | cially in this country, where we have had t id 
ore favorable terms for their use by the national banks of an excellent pr tective tariff and a wise and const 
intry as @ basis for national-bank circulation. ration of pabli icaffairs. The prosperity is rea 
national banks had@ their rise when this Government needed [ trust m iy be long continued. Butthe experier 
rt in carrying out the resumption of specie payments. By | have taught us that cycles of depression and stag V 
s of them we succeeded where we might otherwise have | peri ds of prosperity as inevitably as the night f 
Succeeding years nave only more firmly implanted them | We observe the injunction of that wisest of men w 
tegral part of our financfal system, not to be uprooted | the day of prosperity be joyful, but in the day ul 
ta more radical change of policy than any party or ad- | sider.” The reaction issure to come; when it does, pu intere 
tration would care to attempt. The whole argi um ‘nt is too | will be again aroused to consider the wisdom poli L 
and threadbare for me to enter inka tenes If this Gov- | would do more than any other to ameliorate and lessen tf 
nt were new and were to outline its financial policy, most | times which seem the invariab!e attendant of rcol lL] 
[ take it, would favor some plan akin to that followed by | and it is important that we be ready for it nsiderat 
ling countries of Europe, or the issue of all its money direct The principles of bimetallism are firmly i 0 
Government; but the national-bank system has becomeso | foundation of the Republican party. For nearly a « \ 
ely interwoven into our financial fabric that there seems | century, with every recurring national nvention, 
it to accept them and toutilize them. We provide that | renewed our declaration of faith in the doctri1 V - 
r circulation may issue to the par of all bonds deposited | ment, together with the law of 1897 ting a com 
purpose, thus at once giving us some $20,000,000 of addi- | negotiation with foreign governments, still in force, is in rd 
rculation. We favor the exchange of old into new bonds | and in line with its former declarations, and furnis! to tl 
ing but half the tax on them that is imposed where the | people of the United States their only hope for an nest c 


rds are deposited, and by this means it is believed the | toward a restoration of a parity between gold and silver. It 
» will be greatly facilitated and hastened. Under these | true there are doubt el rters, but the 
é terms it is estimated that within the next few months | great mass of the voters of tl ntry al tallist led 
st two hundred millions of additional national-bank circu- always it can be secured without imp ntott t 
| follow the passage of the bill. There is nodepartment | ** Truth is the daughter of Time,” and soon I 
n industry to-day in the United States, and in the rest of | experiments have failed, the principle wil! see tior t 
las well, that is not suffering because of an insufficient | intelligent nations of the worid. 
money and which would not be benefited by a legiti- In this country bimetallism has receiv ts greatest | 
argement of the currency. Under our existing gold | suffered its severest blow at the ha 
there seems to be no other available method of civ ing | In close alliance with the Populist 
eatly needed increase than the one favored by this bill. | irredeemable and inflated pay: irren 
, however, a serious objection to all national-bank cir- | ver at 16 to 1 by the United States al to ti 


both oper and eae an objection which the | other settlement of the question, ad 


L me 


bill will sooner or later accentuate and make more | money, ridiculing all idk rb becuse itional a t tir 
T) » money cf the w orld in use by the commercial na- | their demands with a snarl protest ag 


ing « atside their borders, and having thesame standard, | seeks the enforcement of law and ord nd tl 


F ‘ ssarily be fairly distributed among them. Later I hope | the honor of our ountry and tl fuifillment 
more at length upon this undoubted fact. We can not ! mankind, it is not surprising that t 
re than our distri! butive proportion of money, and anyen- | of men that many of them. se¢ I l ence het we 


nt of our paper circulation must necessarily lead to the | ver of Bryan and real bimetallist ire 1 

ae a The paper will, of course, remain here, | the whole 1 sttes nd sitate t with t 
he kiting times whi: h will follow a large increase in = Le 

el shal have ended. as they must, then, perhaps spasmod- | But, Mr. President, we can be honest and wit 


3 ut surely, a proportionate share of the gold in the co untry | The falleece al the Republican party to stand up for t 
“eines. broad. Two hundred millions of increase in national- | ples it has always advocated will brinz it no additional vot: 
wen paper means perhaps the loss, on that account, of one hun- | Chicago platform offers no hope for bimetallism. There aresome 
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greater mystery tothem. For more than one hundred 
linpression upon its life and people. 

The great Empire of China is to the whole world pract 
They know nothing and care less for our civi 
Theirs is to them grander and nobler and more complete. 
combed with ancient traditions and customs, 
they know no change. 
labor oe has been the measure of their pay for a 
Our comm our laws, our economic systems have 
touched the surface of their lives. Our commercial 
h them leaves no more impress upon the calm waters 
stence than do our argosies upon the trac 
that wash ae shores, and long after we shall be buri: d 
ion those great masses of humanity will continue in thei 
traditions and usag 
civilization. 

Their grain with which thiscountry actively competé 
of their constantly increasing looms and manufactories 


ea 








| sold side by side with ours in the markets of Europe, in s) 


ume now, but each year in steadily increasing quantities, 
and exchanged for silver at nearly two dollars for one, wi 
produced at a cost measured by silver, not as it is valued to 
having nearly the same purchasing power it had thirty , 
The question assumes even greater importance since ou 
sition of the Philippines. Here are 5.000,000 of peoy le 
only silver, living in the region of sil ver- -using ol 
whom we are to deal, for whom we must furnish a mea 


| change recognized by the merchants of the whole world an 


as well by the faith and credit of the United States, ar 
never impose upon them a gold standard and a gold curre: 


| out destroying their ability to compete with the other 


gold n I i 
T] \ r Bryan or Bryanism under any circum- 
\ ut | Oo in the financial demands of 
{ ( y excluding all reference to international bimet- 
lism would only serve to throw into the shadow the negations 
noti ind heterogeneous patchwork of the De- 
yin the saddle, which they call a platform. Our St. 
rat of faith and of principles elected Mr. eee 
Lit will triumphantly reelect him,and I must be par- 
med for urgit 1atit is bad politics as wellas bad1 anes fae us 
» change t ine of battle int — of 2 once-det ited enemy. 
W 1 Lentered the Senate eleven years ago, and aft rwards, I 
beli i and asserted 1 Ly belief that the U ni ted States alone 
11 her uation, could establish and maintain for 
the whol rld the parity between gold and silver if it opened 
its mint { free coinage of both metals at the old ratio of 16 
o 1: and under the conditions then existing, and which seemed 
! to f w our action, I still believe it might then have 
been accomplished. What was true a few years ago is no longer 
1 the mmercial value of silver was then far greater than 
ind | but just closed her mints, we believed temporarily; 
iu had not declared her ratio of 24 to 1; Japan was still upon 
the silver standard, and the annual prod ict of gold was normal 
s] ing a slight but steady increase year after year, and the 
W l's supply of the metal money was grossly inadequate. To- | 
day ace a vastly different condition of affairs, and for one I 
} shrink from e — ig upon the experiment alone and at the | 
lratio. Not only the h sti ility of the vast majority of the tax- 
pave ‘{ our own country, but the attitude of the civil lined gov- 
ernments of the world, the existence in India of a thousand mil- 
lion ounces and more of silve r, uncoine od, sold noe day to day in 
the baz aars, the uncertainty as to the future of the Orient, all 
these vexed and unsettled problems might well es ike us pause. 
lt is not necessary now to discuss further that question, but it 
;iny judgment that if Mr. Bryan were to-day President of the 
United States, and if a majority of Congress were of his way of 
thinking, they would never dare seek to impose upon this country | 
the responsibility of entering alone and unaided upon the duty of 


maintaining a parity at the old ratio. 

Those of us who hold prs 
belong to and intend to remain in the ranks of the Republican 
party, and who, with the adoption of the amendment, intend vot- 
ng for this bill, do not ask you to face that possibility or to em- 
bark upon any uncertain sea. We only ask you to declare to the 
other leading countries of the world your willingness to consider 


nounced views on bimetallism and who | 


| million dollars of gold already in sight. 


with them the question of the restoration of bimetallism at some | 


fair ratio. The initiative will probably, and should, come from 
them and not from us, 
for them if they seek an entrance, and not to close it against ad- 
vances which, in my opinion, are certain to be made. 

Long usage and experience have taught us that the precious 


401 


met e the true basis s for money. And experience has also 
taught us that the two metals circulating concurrently tend the 
me to equalize the other, to prevent the disturbances naturally 
caused by an abnormal over or under production of either, and to 
preserve a stable par of exchange between them. 

it has also been abundantly demonstrated that whenever there 
is a contraction or a lessening in the volume of money, or when- 
ever its supply fails to keep pace with the increased wr for it, 


owing out of new industries, a widening commerce, the devel- 
opment of new countries and the growth of population, there 


llow a lowering of prices, depression in trade, poverty and 


of gold which the last three years have witnessed furnish the latest 
proof of the truth of this st 
wecome axiomatic And, Mr. President, if this great output of 
all co ntinue and increase, as it bids fair to do, it will goa 


old s} 


but it is our duty to leave the door open | 


of the Orient. 

It used to be said, when silver was so largely overpri 
proportion to gold, that there was not enough gold int 
to make it certain that silver would not become the chea) 
as monometallists term it, and drive out the gold from cir 
Every dollar of gold added to the world’s supply lessens 
ger, which was apparent and not real, and the greater t! 


| and increase in the gold product of the world, the more 


it is that the possibility of its fluctuation should be gua: 
regulated by the circulation as money of its sister met 

said that in the Rand alone there are upwards of two t! 
Distant as the 

may seem, you may yet find it essential to establish a p 
tween the two metals so that gold shall not fall in val 

the ratio. 

It seems to me idle to say that the question is national 
one equally affecting the other commercial nations of 1 
and inviting their active cooperation and approval, As 
country is without foreign commerce the character of he 
is a matter of national concern alone. Whenever a nat 
with the other countries of the world and has debts to 
credits to receive, the character and volume of the 
the countries with which she trades become of imm 
portance in arriving at a medium of exchange. The 
product of the Rand is coined in foreign mints, but 


| preciable amount of it reaches ours, and yet the increa 


The wonderful discoveries and enormously increased product | 
atement, so often verified as to have | 


| more closely interwoven; 


long way toward making permanent that general rise in values | 
which is now bringing the world prosperity. 

But even so, Mr. President; if the Transvaal, when days of 
peace shall return in that region now devastated by war, should 
quadruple its output; if the Klondike and Cape Nome shall rival 
the Rand in wealth; au wonderful gold production in Cripple 


Creek and throughout our mining regions continues and increases, 
as there is every reason to believe it will. it is still true that every 


civilized gold-using country which relies upon agriculture or 
which may compete with the silver-using countries in the labor 


tallic money, because of the added available gold | 


| largely ace ountable for our prosperity and for the recent 


in the price of both goods and wages. Our distribut 
comes to us and is dependent not alone on population, | 
upon the character and extent of our industrial and « 
transactions and upon the habits of our people res} 
amount of actual money we use. 

Year after year our relations with other countries are 
we are intimately concern 
welfare; the markets to-day reflect the advance or the 
the British armies in South Africa; a panic in Paris or 
London seriously disturbs values here, and every ques 
ing our financial policy is more and moro an internat 
We are rapidly forging to the front, not only as the 


or 
+ 


| mercial nation in the world, but as its financial center. 1! 
| blesses us with one or two years more of bountiful cr 


| 


employed in its millsand manufactories will still suffer great and 
destructive disadvantage until at some fair ratio the two metals | 
again march side by side. 

It is imp ssibl e for us who liveinac ountry whose people are 


intelligent, alert, educated, and interested in all questions which 

affect the habitable gl be. ¢ ‘losely connected with each other by 
railways, and enlightened by thousands of printed newspapers, 
to comprehend the existence of the hundreds of millions of human 


beings who people India and Asia, If their life and habits of 


become for all time a creditor and no longer a debtor 
able to influence the world’s financial policy as never 
our history. 
Our foreign commerce is marching with giant strides 
no prophet’s vision to foretell a future which shall wi 
sails on every sea, our manufactures competing suc 
every land, our inventions still more generally adopted, ( 
the most inte lligent and productivein ‘the world, finding! 
tive employment in the manufactured articles sold abt 
vast agricultural areas developed to their fullest capacit) 
ing food to millions of people beyond our borders, cal 
American ships manned by American seamen, Who 


from father 
The coin that suflices to remunera 


he! 


8, untouched and unaffected by our 1 


, 
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ts in the country of both political parties. | thought and rules of conduct are an enigma to us, ours are 
Lor and 
years England has dominated India and has made har 
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» Germany allied herself with England in the announcement} And he th 


she would m nochange inher standard. Nothwithstand- | Amer ‘ 
the ability of the delegation from this country, no result could 
attained, and the conference adjourned, nominally to meet |’ — 


iin, but never resumed 


its sessions. 





il i 
Meanwhile, in 1895, the three great countries of England, Ger- | was against 1 And he said, among other t 
iny, and France, either unanimously or by an overwhelming I : 
ority in their parliaments, declared their desire to cooperate | 2at 
the other powers in an international conference for the pur- livered } self of t 
of removing or mitigating the constant fluctuations and § reiter Ll by tl D 
ng divergence in the relative value of gold and silver. It} said, ‘‘Suppose we ud 1 maint 
ecause of those resolutions by these three great powers, as | would it do us?” H i we W t 


in the fulfillment of 


the pledge of the St. Louis platform | most 
.e principles or the Rey 


publican party, that in 1897 one more | show us a prosperous country on th ld 
t was made to settle this question. on 


I A >} 











eyond any question that he, as well as the ambassadors 


\ furthered |! 





ir. President, I do not intend to go into the facts concerning | t l tain the parity between land ver. 
mission abroad or the preliminary trip which preceded it Mr. President, I do not s to into the utterances t 
»time of the Senate nearly two years ago with avery full | time. The newspapers of the party were filled wit 
ption of what took place. But the lapse of time, perhaps, | ceivable attack not or! t pol s t t 
I me to mention one or two facts which may be of interest | but on out 1 faith in1 r. It 
Senate. The position of France has been quoted by one or | fromthat day tothis, Almost ry 
peakers during the course of this debate. The position of | and almost every newspaper hay t to bring rid md 
was that she was bimetallic, and that under no conceiy- | contempt upon u lupo f s ra | 
rcumstances would France make a change in her financial | international agreement 
1 unless important concessions could first be obtained from Colorado—I do 1 m t rc at é 
and without concessions from England, including the | my own State; lonlys 3 ‘ 
f the India mint, France would not proceed further. evidence of t position of the ] party everywhet 
was another fact which lapse of time permits me to state | friend the Senator trom M l my fr i t 
embarrassment to anybody, and that is the undoubted | from Id had tl} imi 3 Mr. | 
when our envoys—for there was no conference called l t t 
nterviews with the English ministry in the late su1 i t 
before the proposals which we had made were forwarded | was u pr | 
the English ministry were of the unanimous opinion | silver, unworthy of my Stat [wv i 
t India authorities would quickly avail themselves of our | 1 I have lived since t ear | \ 
i that the result of our pro] osals would be he acce pt- disloyal to t} tate 11 a I 1 I 
m. That fact is as undoubted as any fact in existence. | | ind s re if I ld I niti f ver; and 
people talk here of the futile efforts of the env , they | that tn yt | f 
lize how near to the achievement of success we came. aska [ Mr. A i],W is 1 
s one further fact of greater importance in view of what | of the Bryan Democracy, d I 1 r at t 
y to say, and that is that I sincerely believe that if we | ridiculous, tl ! neve f : 
been in a position, either in the summer before our pr party except in hostilit 1 
nt to India, or afterwards, upon their return, to nego- Mr. Presid I not 1 to 1 ( 
the English Government upon the basis of a change of | where there is naturally d 
great, not enormous, but something of a ch e to| future time I may. |! [3 ys 
altered conditions, we might still then have com k takit 
agreement executed and not with failure. But we were | western States. Our peop 
rty so to do. The hostility that pre vailed here w d | hate and sectionalism W 
vented, formerly d » the } ¢ 
resident, it is undoubtedly true that our final succes s| nally warning us against t 
} ther furthered nor hindered by the attitu and notcome. W t 
t parties and individuals on this sid he it | if we want 
t V 1othing left undone by the extremists on both sides to | f ir marvel 
nd destroy our usefulness and the possibility 1c- | ta rdial ; 
d I \ 
not care again to refer to the action of Administr m sub- | ter words an LY hat 
: _ Above them all was the President of the United States, | with and that perhay 








nad te down the Supreme Court, and whose principal mission 

( to } uade inankind that they are on their way to the 
i , . . - 

| ; all « rfulness and content: but some of it is, and 

\ i ! to ta urs Without waiting for Mr. Bryan, for he 

1 rive The black specter of the ‘‘crime of °73” no 


valks abroad in Colorado and keeps us awake nights. It 
over the range, and we are coming out from the caves 
of gloom into the open sunshine of hope. 

Our Commonwealth is the richest in natural resources in the 
whole Union, but its chiefest value is in the fact that it lies in the 
heart of this great free Republic, one of an eternal brotherhood 
of States, linked together in one common and immortal destiny. 

In these attacks upon bimetallism the head of the party has 
especially distinguished himself. All through the last campaign 
in Nebraska again and again he denounced as foolish and futile 
all attempts to secure international bimetallism. And inaspeech 
last summer at Louisville he disclosed fully and fairly his policy. 
And in his organ, the National Watchman or the national some- 
thing the speech is reported. It is short, and I must read it. In 
it he declares and outlines the policy of his followers in respect 
to bimetallism. Mr. Bryan said: 


el rove 


11 \ hat independent action will force international bimetallism, and 
that itis the or way that you will ever bring the nationsof the Old World 
te at ternationalagreement When our commissioner goes over there, it 
will eto petition; it will be to announce the purpose of the American 


vill tell them that 70,000,000 of people have as much right to pro 
ir property from depreciation as a handful of financiers have to leg 
1ore value into the notes and bondsand mortgages they hold. He will 

hem that, by the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at 16 to 1, 

i: maintain the parity between gold and silver; but he will say, If you 

y le doubt it, just remember that you have a good deal of money ioaned 
41) the United States that is payable in coin, and that coin means either gold 
lver; and remember that 1f we fail to maintain the parity, it will be be 

1 men conspire to make one of the metals cheap, and if you conspire 
y the value of silver—if you conspire to make gold dearer merely be 
you want toincrease the value of your dollar—we will punish you by 
iin the metal you make cheap. 





cause 
paying yo 

This is the gentleman whom a great party is to choose as its 
standard bearer; a gentleman who openly announces that if he 
were President of the United States, charged with the protection 
of the nation’s honor, he would announce to the governments of 
Europe that the United States intended opening its mints to sil- 
ver; that in his opinion the parity would be maintained, but would 
threaten them if they did not join us, and the experiment failed, 
we would pay our obligations to them in depreciated money. 
This is a new doctrine, Mr. President—that of bimetallism by 
blackmail! It is not surprising in the light of this statement that 
investors insist on a gold bond, and one can readily understand 
why Mr. Bryan occupies the most unique and remarkable position 
of any man in our whole political history. It is but a few months | 
before the national Democratic convention, and his nomination is 
eagerly desired by both the great political parties. The Democ- 
racy wants him, the Republican party wants the Democracy to 
have him, and he wants himself! [Laughter. ] 

The only exception among those on the other side of the Cham- 
ber who insist that we are humiliated by a bimetallic agreement 
was in the address of the able Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
a day or two ago. I have a copy of that portion of his speech 
here, in which he seems to favor international agreement, not for | 
bimetallism, but to raise silver to par, in which he says: 
Keep all our metal money at par. 


* * * * * * * 


Our present stock of silver can easily be kept at 


mar With gold, as it has 
now nearly seven years 


By the simple process of preserving 
r quality we will preserve its par value 








its legal-ten¢ 

The Senator then proposes, inasmuch as the people seem to want 
an international agreement, that we make an international agree- | 
ment with Mexico and Central and South America. I shall be 
very brief on this point. I can not believe that the Senator from 
Virginia carefully looked over the figures of Central and South | 
America to see what he would do, In most of those countries you 
could not find a piece of gold in the country if you went over it | 
with ahoe. There is none there. In most of them silver is at a | 
premium, ranging from 50 per cent to 500 per cent, or from 500 
per cent down, and in many of them the standard is silver, and 
there is not any of that. 

In Central America to-day, with a population of 3,400,000, there | 
is at present 30 cents per capita of gold, and in South America 
there is $1.91 per capita. In 1897 they coined the enormous sum 
in all South America of $49. That was the total gold coinage 
of South America, where, with a population of 38,000,000 people, 
they have got $1,159,000,000 of uncovered paper money. They have 
got thirty dollars and a half of uncovered paper money to every | 
human being there, and that includes white people, who are few in | 
number and very intelligent, Indians, negroes, zamboes, and all | 
the crossbreeds. For the white pecple it will average something | 
over $200 per capita of uncovered depreciated paper money. 

How in the world any man who desires, as the Senator from 
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| laid before the Senate. 


Virginia, I know, does, to maintain the parity of the two m 
and the credit and good name of the United States ean bea 
that the silver cause can be helped by going intoasilver bin, 
agreement with the countries of Central and South America 
not see. The mints of South America are open to gold to 


You pay 4.61 per cent, I think it is, to coin silver and only 


per cent to coin gold. They will coin you a dollar of gold, ¥ 


is legal tender; they will coin you a silver dollar, which js } 


tender, and you can take the dollar of gold and go into th: 
treasury and get 2.1 silver dollars. How in the world the xe; 
from Virginia would seek to bring about a bimetallic agree, 
with those countries that would do us any good I can not s 

I do not care to go any further into it now. 

Mr. President, I do believe that whoever says internat 
bimetallism is dead has not fully familiarized himself wi; 
question. It is true that for the present all negotiations a 
check and stopped. England, at an enormous cost to India 
enormous cost to herself, is now trying upon that unhappy }» 
an experiment which almost every economic thinker, incu 
most of the bankers and merchants of the city of London, by 
must be fraught with disastrous failure. The agriculturs 
terests of England and the population in Lancashire ar. 
adherents of the bimetallic doctrine. In view of the alm 
tain failure of the India experiment, it is not only my 0; 
but that of most of the economic thinkers of Europe that 
is every probability that within a short period the Empire 
land will be very glad to consider the question again. 

The Empire of Germany has one great party, the agricu! 
party, overwhelmingly and practicaily unanimously bim: 
Curiously enough the hostility to bimetallism in Germany 
solely and principally from the labor people, the Socialist 
Those who represent labor inscribe in their platforms and 
their banners hostility to bimetallismin any form; but that « 
has not recently been officially approached. Its writers, thi: 
representatives express the opinion, especially in view of th: 
prosperity that is attending that country to-day and the 
needs for a larger volume of money, which are everywl: 
dent, and which have reduced the price of her good secu 
her bonds—to so low a rate that she also would be glad 
sider the question. 

With France there would be greater difficulty. That 
tepublic is becoming more and more indifferent to open 1 
because she has a decreasing 0 geen and an enormous 
lation per capita. The new gold discoveries are adding, i 
will notice, month after month, to the preponderance of tly 
reserve over the silver reserve in the Bank of France, mak 
present great stock of silver safer for her to carry; and 1 
more reluctance and lessinitiative to-day in the Republic of | 
than anywhere. Bnt all those countries are ready for i 
tional bimetallism if some change of ratio can be ma 
large, but in some measure meeting the great difference | 
the two metals. You must remember that there have lx 


| or five changes of ratio in the history of silver, and that 


change has been a moderate increase in the ratio. I beli 
soon all those countries will be ready for negotiation; | 
also with beneficent results. 

It is my sincere conviction that in our day, and soon, a ¢ 
and united effort will be sought by the leading commercial 1 
to restore the bimetallicsystem. The amendment before 1 
ate informs the world that we stand ready to cooperate. 
accomplished it can only be through the aid in this com 
the party which has ever stood for the maintenance of thet 
honor and the national credit, and when it comes it wi!! 
bless mankind. [Applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, lask that theamendme: 
I have offered to the pending bill, in the nature of a sub 
It is to be entitled ‘‘An act to es! 
unit of account and to provide for the coinage of money. : 


| other purposes.” 


The amendment submitted by Mr. BuTLER Januar) 
is as follows: 


That the unit of account shall be dollar, and the fractional par 
shall be cent and mill; the cent shall be the one-hundredth part 
or unit, and the mill shall be the one-thousandth part of a dol 
and that all the accounts of the Government and of the public of! 
and all the proceedings in the courts of the United States shall be 
stated in such unit and fractional parts thereof, namely, dollars, 
mills. 

Sec. 2. That the money of the United States shall be manuf 
coined out of gold, silver, paper, and copper. The gold coins shalt 
factured out of an alloy of which nine parts by weight shall be | 


| and one part by weight shall be copper or copper and silver, and 


known as standard gold. The silver coins shall be manufactured 
out of an alloy of which nine parts by weight shall be pure silver 
part by weight shall be copper, and shall be known as standard si 
copper or minor coins shall be manufactured or coined out o 
which three parts by weight shall be copper and one part by weis! 
nickel. The paper money or units shall be manufactured or coin 
pay%r, the character and quality of which shall be determined by th 
tary of the Treasury. 
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That no piece of money coined or manufactured out of gold, silv | Se l for navment as aforesaid. ¢ . ; ' . : reas 

r shall be greater than twenty dollars or units, and each piece of money | urer may pay the same eit! ! iors r bot she t. 

tured by the United States out of gold, silver, or paper shall be a | A $ paid by J S esa 1 li 
r forall debts, public and privat t tl r nominal or face value. | ately ca i 

r coins shall be a le ender at their nominal or face va for all | St ri at ’ d 

and private, in unts not to exceed one dollar or unit in any | States sha r 




















































payment } ward to tl he | st e 
$. That there shall be manufactured or ned out of s l gol 4 int of ssu e 
ving coins or pieces of l I ty dol pie is held by t S s 
be twenty dollars or units, contain 516 grai t dolla ered to it 
t pieces, each to be ten dollars or units, and to cor uns, ti Sec. 17. That if any A i 
ir or unit pieces, each to be tive dollars or units, tain 120 | « r bu i t \ s 
troy t shall 1 t ‘ 
5. That there shall be manufactured or coined out of standard silve n, or an eq t t 
wing coins or pieces of money, namely: Dollar or unit pieces, each | shall coir i kept i isuft 
kk or unit, and to con n 41 grains, troy; one-half dollar or | to meet any aud i t a ‘ 
3 h to be one-half of a dollar or unit, and t onts grains I V in ex i f g 1 r 
irter dollar or unit picces, each to be one-quarter of a { I Sec. 18. That Zz s 
contain 1034 grains, troy: dimes, each to be one-tenth of a dolla r | paper m th 1 so exchang s ‘ bee 
i to contain 41; grains, troy the United States and shall be immediately, tor eva : : 
6. That the minor coins of the United States sh pay! gat s i 
ent piece. The 5-cent piece shall be the one-twe ; § ft S 
.and shall contain S) grains, troy: the l-cent h stat f ino ‘ i r 
iredth part of a dollar or unit, and shall c y. | sons 
That any person may bring to the mints of tl la Sr I a 
r ion to be coined into money. and the same t foll ! ‘ t 
1 him free of charge immediately upon receipt he sam é pi ir { 
ind into pieces of such Genonrinations as he may designate, and if he | pic ‘ 1nd 2 4 y 
nform the Director of the Mint at the time his bullion I ved at | ter 3] | ) 
nt what denominations he desires his bullion to be coined into, the | dollar or unit pieces. and 10 one dolla s 
all be coined into such pieces as the Director of the Mint may direct unit piece there sha e coined 5 
iand silver bullion which is now owned by. or which may hereafter See. 21. That any of the money it ma iou ' ; 
nto the possession of, the United States, shall l iately coined act that shall becon mutilated ori red a me 
ney. \ pre e Tr t Sta 
8. That the minor coins shall be coined out of material purchased ly r when the sar shall com nto t I i f the Uy i Stat ; 
irector of the Mint with funds appropriated for that purpose, and t taken up and destrove und in lieu thereof es tantieat meaee’ : oil 
shall be delivered to any person or persons who may purchase the | Out @f paper ; 
f the Government at their nominal or face value Sec. 2 That all acts and parts of i 
9. That no coins other than those provided f« 1 this act shall here- | this act are her ! raled 








be manufactured at the mint to be used for mor 

















nthe United States Sec. 23. That the title of t \n 
10. That upon the coins that shall be coined hereafter at the mint the | @ct to establish a ut fa 
ving devices and legends, and none other, shall be stamped or pri i, | and for other purp 3 
ely: Upon the obverse side an impressionemblematic of liberty, withan | Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, t xplain t ymend 
, ss stu . "An . , na } i 
ription of the word “Liberty” and the year of the coinage. and upon the sad eenlahele tai 4 FETT 2 t 7 
rse side the figure or representation of an eagle, with the inscriptions | MeNt, WICH Is a subst itute bil in tote ! i oO 
ited States of America” and “E Pluribus Unum,” and the designation | clear away the false and absurd noti I ull ning 
number of dollars or units or parts of a dollar or unit of the coin, as, | money would require a volume and re much morte me 
x<ample, twenty dollars or units, dollar or unit, or half dollar or unit, as than | ean devote to it now. altho the tas ‘ 
ise may be; but the figure of the eagle shall be omitted fr: the 10-cent | *"s Cau 36 EW g CEOS © linporta a 
The minor coins shall bear the same inscriptions as the other coins, | Ject requires that I should do so. 
t a — be — 1, and each piece shall be designated as 5 In many features the amendment follows the Dill ‘ 9 
tsor l cent, as the case may be. “31 Oo 1709 OL. ae ; 
7 = 7 : . MAS az 2 HY. + + 1 that t mev of ¢ ‘ } 
ll. That there shall be manufactured or coined out of paper, at the passed April 2, 1% It } ors CS that aa money be | l 
1. of Engraving and Printing of the United States, the following kinds States shall hereafter be coined out of gold, silver, and paper 1 
3 ( cer ee ee oe _ piec om h | all mone y except the minor coins shall bea legal ten all 
twenty dollars or units: ten-dollar or unit pieces, each to be ten dollars leht lie ¢ rivet t : f 
: } debts, bhlic and ] ate. also p ies for the fre i 
ts: five dollar or unit pieces, each to be five dollars or units; two dollar pu ind private It als pru A I ‘ 


3, each to be two dollars or units; one dollar or unit pieces, each limited coinage of both gold and silver at the rate estal 
ar or unit. | the act of 1837. 
at upon the obverse side of each piece of paper money that shall r 








Th 








l j *he coinage of monev out of paper la emiael s coeteend 
ed under this act the following devices or legends shall be printed or | rl : : re “ As arte” = ney = ey while to = SLs CANCE Os 
namely: The denomination, expressed in numerals; the serialnumber new feature, yet is demanded by the necessities of modern civil 
h denomination shall be numbered separately), commencing withthe | tion. 
er one; the respective signatures of the Secretary and Registrarofthe | [Everything that is used as a medium of exchange is money, of 
the year of the coinage; the words * United States of America” *hatever material it may b } “e ox hae Wend hak 
Pluribus Unum” and an impression of the Goddess of Liberty, with | W2atever material 1t may be made, inere , , : AUS 
i‘ Liberty”’ beneath it. Upon the obverse and reverse sides of each of money—one that is manufactured in pursuance of law and the 
ll be printed or stamped the words “A legal tender for all debts, 











- other that is used by common consent. All money that is used by 
i private,” and across both sides the denomination thereof expressed | ,...., on consent om 4% r whatever + . 
s, as, for example, ‘“‘ Twenty dollars or units” or “ Dollar or unit,’ as | COUMNON Consent has ho power whatever to 
ay be. Upon the obverse side of each twenty dollar or unit piece | private, and can only discharge debts by conset 
stamped & Viguette of George Washington, benaats wh ch shall be | is entire ‘domestic in its character and is made for the sole use of 
* stampec 1e words “George ashington, first resident of the | +] P +} . ntry which 7 bt ¢ y aol 
MTT 1 : 1e people } try W h makes 1 nder the Constitution 
States."’ Upon the obverse side of each ten dollar or unit piece shall he people of the country which mak - Undert . a ; 





















ia vignette of Andrew Jackson, beneath which shall be printed or | the Congress alone has power to manufacture money, and i elt 
on a _aaee ee. ves President of the United | to Congress to determine what it shall be manufactured it , 

pon the obverse of each five dollar or unit piece 1 be stamped | There is no limitation upon that power a hens + 
te of Abraham Lincoln, beneath which shall be printed or stamped | Phy = . Sp ‘ eee ae “ “a th a a F - - ee ee 
s“Abraham Lincoln, sixteenth President of the l ed States.” | out of gold alone or silver alone or out of both metals; 1t can man 
obverse side of each two dollar or unit piece shali be printed or | facture it out of paper alone or out of tl precious meta md 


1 a vignette of Thomas Jefferson, beneath which shall be printed or mene ¢ » Dow nn meet of oN rl ar 
ete. ™ : e : eho TT S ex ; aper: OUT OF one or either, ut of all. te pow or Congre 
the words ‘* Thomas Jefferson, third President of the United States pal . ‘n ve he; “at Y ae tes , 2 enol : : 
obverse side of each one dollar or unit piece shall be printed or 1s unlimited. Of this there can be no question whatever 






























i vignette of Benjamin Franklin, beneath which shall be printed or | The money that is manufactured by the Un 1 States is man 
the words “ Senjamin Franklin, one of the first advocates of paper | factured ostensibly. at least. for the people a] 1 States 
Such other devices and printing may be placed upon each piece of | , »d for body else. and not e ss ‘ : , 
1ey coined under this act for the purpose of designating it from | and for novody ¢€ iSe, and non Or 1 a error Lri¢ ( 
es, and which may be pertinent for that purpose, as may be deter- | money out side of the United States except by com n col 
the Secretary of the Treasury. | agreement of parties. 
That plates shall be engraved under the direction of the Secretary | There is no such thing as ‘‘the mone\ > tha u da? * 
treasury for the purpose of printing or coining the var ave eee UCR UnIng : ee en nee. ee — : 
money out of paper as herein provided for. Theen I knows this bette r than those ») al ) req 
‘an Seale cee ee obtata oat a paper shall be of the best | term in the interest of contr on. Every n L 
rand quality that can be obtained for that purpose. The ces of in ie eae. ciciee: aec RO ince 1 ‘ , ; 
ney coined under this act shall be uniform in size, and the engray- | Money. JU it AS 1 has it wh jaws. soncy is the resul , 
> plates on which they shall be printed or coined shall be 6 inches and There can be no money without law. The law of each 
% The f = inch in length and 3 inches in width. savs what the money of that.country shall be. and ! 
| 1at there shall be coined out of paperan amount of money of the ; sa : 
. : : : ga stmare ring lr wie ‘e* | made by such law 1s as domestic l1 s character 5 
n minations herein provided for sufficient tocover the t talamount : rade by uch la a F 3 = ‘ od + of y 
wing obligations of the United States, namely: Bonds, principal and There Is the money of the Unite 1 States, but it is only 1 in 
United States notes, old demand notes, fractional currency, goldcer- | the United States. The sameistrue of the money vl Ls 
Sliver certificates, certificates of deposit Treasury notes of 18%. anc tl at We . 1 +} ‘ ‘ ; . , 
1 ‘ a at, 3 FEASUry NOt »é 1e money of France, and the money of every other na ) 
il-banknotes Whenever any of said obligations, except the bonds | —, SN ‘Redes +] 43 f a +} ‘ 
ed States, come into possession of the United States, the same shall | ‘ an omy perform the func ions Of money withil ‘ In 
i, canceled, and destroyed, and in place thereof shall besubstituted | that nation. The only way that people of another nation can u 
at Ce paper money, dollar for dollar, and the same shall | the money of this countrv is by trading with us. for of course we 
paid out upon the various obligations of the United States as | = : a a ca Be ; 
re. ; ’ rbligations of the Unit “s “S| receive our own money from a foreigner as we receive it fro 
That whenever any of the bonds of the United States shall be pre- | each other in exchange for products; but when w isan 


‘or payment at the Treasury thereof before the same shall become pay our balances i P her countr Vv v tl 0 
Tre + Feasurs ) 8% lal alances in trade to other countries we pay th i 
reasurer of the United States shall pay to the owner thereof the a ‘ts and t it ; 5 We nar “spe = . a, = s 

lor face value of the bonds presented, and interest thereon tothe date | Products and not In money. e pay them in c n, 


entation, in coined paper money, dollar for dollar; but if when pre- | wheat, or manufactured products. ‘If, however, they wanted 








CONGRESSIONAL 











O 1 er, do we pay them so many gold dollars or so many 
d No; we place the gold or silverin scales and weigh 
nor tobacco. The gold and silver that 
1 to them aco lity, even if the money stamp 
\\ n pay them in gold bullion or silver bullion with- 
I ind they receive it by weight just the same 
tamp was on when we pay them in gold 
paying them in mo we a! mply pay- 
col by w it. When we travel abroad we 
ur mon t weexchange money for the money 
ma mt! which we t ' We could just as ea \ 
v" whed it, into the money of tl 
vi i Le « cott i r just as much 
e of cotton the « on of the world 
I I I 1¢@ United Sta » call that | 
ir of the world. 
I he discussion of this amendment involves t 
ion of the money quest and it ought not to 
| ove! i 8 1 not out of what material 
ill be manufactured, but the quantity that is to b 
putintocirculation. Onemanimay call him 
1 *¢ may call himself a silver man, a en may 
I 1 ker, Nomatterw hat they ¢ ill th ives, 
ill men on the financial question into tw aie S. 
O VW nt money scarcer and dearer; _ oth er wants it 
and wants its volume to incre 1 proportion to 
‘ ] ypulati nand business soa ti > ntain the sta- 
| es an® the equation between the man and the dollar 
Lo ! i] one of those two sides on the money question 
inguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo Lcorr] 
spoken, and I do not think he himself knows which | 
t, there is but one vital point in the whole money 
wstion, and thatis how much is needed. There js unl mited 
in Congress to make money. There is u nlim ted power to 
it out of anything — to make it out of diamonds, if you 
| We have the power to make it out of Fenner or out of 
1 im. The only question is how much. The gold man says 
t nuts itof gold. That because he wants it scarce. There 
i n intelligent gold man in America to-day who would not 
be against gold if the amount of it got plentiful enough to fur- 
ni ufficient money. If silver was scarcer than gold, the gold 
mn uid at once become a silver man, because he would want 
th cer money. Indeed, it has occurred more than once when | 
1} 0 l was very large that the gold men have begun 
1G i r the demonetization of ge old. 
aT nly question, Mr. Presid nt, is how much, and that is a 
nu n Which Congress mould decide, just as we decide how 
taxes shall be collected, and for the same reason, The gold | 
lan says, ‘‘I am _ gold,” and yet when I ask him where the 
( is ct ming | , he says, ae ¥" not know; they y are getting y 
t now from s smi so.” But wi ill it come next year in as large 
.quantity?” “I do not know.’ The most ardent gold man in 
America or in the world must stand up in any audience and 
confess that the supply is not only limited but precarious. Is it 
wise to have our money made solely out of a metal that is not only 


ree, but the supply of which may be double next year what it 





s, or may be half next year whatit isthis? Population is not 
to the same fluctuations, but, on the other hand, pop ulation 

( ncreases. Thenshould not the volume of money steadily 
increase in proportion? Suppose the output of gold shi ald sud- 
denly become very abundant. I would say there would be pre- 
cisely the same objection to it, because it might inae make 
too much money. 

My objection to the gold standard is not only on account of the 

arcity of g ld, but on account of the precariousness of the outpu ’ 

nd therefore the want of stability in prices under the gold stand- 

l. Mycon n is for So int of money that will meet the 

is of the « iry, regulate d by Congress and not depending | 
upon ance; and when that is done, I do not care whether it is 
made out of gold, silver, paper, copper, or diamonds. It makes 
} ( ence to the country; the country will prosper if 
Congress will increase the volume each year with the increase of 
population and business, no matter what it 1s made out of. 

Mr. President, that money is an absolute necessity in civilized 
communities no one will dispute, and there would never be any 
discussion of the que; stion if it wer? not for the fact that there | 
are a small number of people who favor restricting the amount 
of money in order that the minority of mankind may profit by 





the millions of wealth producers. The only question to be dis- 
cussed is how much, how many dollars. 

Money is a manufactured article, manufactured by the Govern- 
ment alone, and it is manufactured for certain specific purposes, 
chief among w!} are to pay debts, public and private, to facili- 
tate exchanges, ad ae ay te obligations of others. If money 
has not the function to pay debts, public and private, it is as 


of whatever material made, 
| private, and its chief 

| rial simply 
I 


! 
Ka 
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valueless as money as any other commodity. Take from m 
the power to pay debts, pub] 
money function is destroyed, and th: 
becomes a com modity, t o be bought and sold 
narket the same as other commodities. 

h nation at the present time oa s the rate at which 
be coined into money free of charg 

iins of standard 

1 out of that 1 


In the United Stat 
gold are require d to be put into every 
lt tal. The pric ‘e of gt old bullion, ther 
the United States is fixed by law, the same as it is in evs 
country where it can be coined free istosmer. Can it bed 


coin 


that if all the nations should ¢ ‘lose their mints to the free « 
| of gold, the price of gold bullion would fall in the mark: 

there be any doubt that the price would fall more than 
| cent? Everybody knows now what the price of gold b 


it is fixed by law and by nothing else. However 
| gold may be produced, the price of it in the United State 
| the present law will be the same as it is now, viz, 25.8 
be worth a dollar, 

At the present time silver bullion is selling for about 
an ounce. This is so because silver bullion is priced in + 
way that corn and wheat and other commodi ties are pri 

If the mints of the United States should be ope ned t 
coinage of silver at the ae ’ establishe d by the law of 
anyone doubt for a moment that silver bullion would 
| $1.29 an ounce? Is there a man in this Chamber who, i 
the owner of silver bullion, would sell it for less than 1 
price? Is there any person anywhere on the globe who w 
silver bullion for less than the mint price established }) 
in the United States, less exchange, insurance, and transp 
I do not think any such person could be found. The mir 
therefore, would be the market price of the silver bulli: 
United States, and that would fix the price of bullion thi 
the world. 
| Any person who has g¢ 


VECAUSC 


riven the matter amoment’s thoug 
say that the price of silver bullion could not be less t 
by ion. If gold were treated by the nations in i 
way that silver is now treated, it would not be worth a 
| the market as silver is to-day, and if neither could | 
| money, they would be practically valueless. A man w 
| owner of a ton of gold bullion in the United States can d 
| very readily its value, and that is done by dividing the t: 
| of metal by the amount of metal that is required to bi 
each unit and the quotient will be the price of it express: 
|lars, The same would be true of silver under free coina; 
metal. To say that it would not be true is to contradict 
in the case and the universal judgment of men. The pri 
| ever, of either gold orsilver has nothing to do with th 
ing power of the money made out of those metals. A 
money is coined and putinto circulation it takes upon its: 
relation; the question then is, What is its value or ] 
power? The value or purchasing power of every unit 
that is in circulation must depend, other things rema 
same, upon the number of units that are in the market to 
that are in circulation. 

The real contention in the money question never was 
can be over the material out of which money shall be m 
over the quantity of it that shall be made and put into ci 
Those who contend that gold alone should be used for 1 
contending for a smaller volume of money than those wh 
for the free coinage of money out of both metals. 

But no one will claim that with both gold and 
fully for money the mines will each year produce enoug 

netals to increase the volume of money each year wi 
creasing population. The volume of money would s 
upon chance. There should be nochance aboutit. 1 
of money should be increased scientifically and with mat 
certainty. When the Government has so much mo! 
we figure to a nicety just how much taxes to levy 
money required. In the same way we should figure t 
just how much new money should be manufactured e: 
put into circulation. When the people incre ase, just 
moneyincrease. The people can not ‘‘ make bricks wit! 
This is why I have provided for th e coinage of paper m 
dollar of which will pay all debts, public and private, as 
| gold dollar. 

The bill that is before the Senate for consideration 
signed for the express purpose of decreasing the num! 
culation that have the power to pay debts, publi 


fixed 


| in cir 
vate. 
Mr. President, as long as you give to corporations ‘ 
| individuals the power to control the money volume, 
the business and industries of the country will have to r 
| their demands, and it is for the purpose of breaking up 
| bination, the most dangerous and powerful combination ' 
} country or people could be subject to, and to take out 
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= the power to control the volum f money is the purp , VN ’ 
shati¢tnte. and it wonld d t c 
Gect thing ¢ ; shoul to esta t S ( 
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purchasing power of it must p. Tl sc and fall 
r pur it ) yf mo vid by ther 
} ; nrice f hin that the. et fors ‘ 
‘ " ) ! I 1 ¢ or pur , , 7 ‘ 
iuin thes Neither « th of thing It } 
nel 1 the ng power of m remain t the n 
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tion that? v stail +o + nos. t ees 1 math- } } 
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+1 vy of 7 ‘ } pt has ng 1 red 
ulation uld be doubled. Ii 1 ? ( I I 
of a country yuld be decreased o1 t ( f i 
? ning t purch ISIN } Ver | ( te7 
tion would fall 50 per cent, other things 1 l 
only valuable as such beca yf the functions wl \ 
' , + + 4 , 4 
i that nap of money in ord ry transactions 1 th t 
r sold because of the n but simply and s y | ist 
the functions which the Government, by law, had ¢ \ 
nit. Take from atwenty-dollar gold piece the sta ( ul I int 
d thereon, obliterate all ¢ nce of ( al 
valueless as money, and can only be bought and 1) or { st 
commodalt t that t pl tis t ! i l t v \ nt 
nt rate, Ti i; ild 1 trt a of s ] rad } "Y z + y : ‘ | } 1 
ige of that metal { t w ? t t 
melt a twenty-dollar gold ] nto a nugget the money ‘49 , 
f that piece would be destroyed. The price of the gold | it ' In } 
that is in the nugget would not be aff d, and \ I 1 t 
1could send tha igget to the mint and have it coined ( 
ty-dollar 1 -e, and when so « 1 it is clothed r-it 
h allt nctior fm With the 1 t no per in | 
l pay lebt whatever any more than he uld t 
1 whea n, or any oth mimodity. In other word 
] lestr 1 as money it beco L \ I ! t 
of which is i} r law gives t t 7 he 1 it 
son to ta ld to the mint to be coined into money f nat 
} aan 
tin the « 1arket 20 sil iti 
TS will buy a l i try W 
as much d nt t 
e. Of this } . pre y 4 iy ¢] : 
r dollar, u n exist, hi 3 I 
to pay all debts, public and private. If 20 silver termining the pr ] 
ielted into a nugget the money functions of those dollars | i id to the 
be destroyed absolutely, and the nugget could no mor y tj t true t f 
, either public or private, than the nugget of gold ma pe t inct 
a twenty-dollar go!d piece. As soon as the silver dollars | States, and ( 
troyed as money the silver becomes a commodity, and is | dol wi 
it and sold in the market the same as other things. | outside of the Li l Stat | 
every person had the right to take silver to the mint and have | and absolutely domestic in its character, |] 
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col vhich ismade. It never was intended to circulate 

out ( t id it isa curse to the country when it 
d is long asit is used as a money metal. 

; tha ver s! d be coined into money here the 

il ed. ‘That is another great objection One 

1 uid reulate i foreign countries, and the other 

ix that would be inundated with a flood of silver mor To 
hat is to ach the whole contention of those who favor an 
ise in the money volume If there is ar ddv in this Cham 
r out of it, in the United States, who would fear such a flood 
m speak. 

The man who brings foreign silver to our mints to have it coined 
fr nto money ere with itif he can not take it away to 
other ntric h t is equall valuable. If he stays here 
With it he mu it. He will put it into industrial enterprises 
and emp! labor and add tothe material wealth of the nation. 
Would that be a rse? Is that the kind of a flood that our gold- 

indard friends are afraid of? But, Mr. President, there is no 
use in discussing this or any other trumped-up scare. There isno 
on reason in it. DPesides, it is the duty of Congress to regu- 
late the volume of money. Let Congress do that duty and then 
ther an end of the whole matter. Let Congress determine just 
how much money we need and then make it. If Congress can not 
be trusted to do this, who can? Is it better to leave it to chance? 
Is it better to put it into the hands of afew bankers? How foolish 


and al 





surd, Of course, Mr. President, there can be too much 
mioney, as well as too little, as I have already stated, but when- 
ever and wherever there has been too much money there have 


been a thousand times and places where there was too little money. 

Both are evils; but to-day we are threatened with the evil of 
nm; We are not threatened with the evil of inflation. 
The trouble with this country to-day is that it is short on money. 


eontracti 


The Republicans in this Congress and the officials of the Govern- 
ment have admitted that in the bill we have now before us. 
Chis Senate bill providing for the gold standard and providing 
that the banks shall have unlimited power to circulate their 


notesis a confession that this country is short on money. j 
banker in the United States says we are short on money, and the 
very bill that is now here under consideration emphasizes that 
more strongly than anything else. 
Mr. President, we are short on money, and we are so short that 
ve could absorb all the surplus money in the world to-day and not 
enough to meet the demands of our population and our busi- 
Who would be injured if some of the surplus silver that 
‘an be found in the world to-day was to come here and be coined 
intomoney? It is certain that the great mass of the people, those 
who produce and distribute the wealth of the nation, would be 
atly benefited by an increase. Then who would be injured? 
rhe usurers, the exploiters of wealth, the idle rich, and those 
whose salaries fixed by law think they would be injured, but 
they would not be. Itistrue that their profits would not be so 


Every 


rong 


\ 
] 
I 
( 


are 
be 


large, but they, too, would prosper, because the property they have | 


would increase in price and their opportunities, if they desired to 
avail themselves of them, would increase also. So the very men 
who are claiming that they would be injured, though small in 


imber, if they understood the situation, would find that in the 
i run they would prosper with the remainder of the people. 

Mr. President, iti 
injured if this gold-standard bank-monopoly bill is not passed. 
What is the matter with the nation’s credit now? The majority 
claim that they want this bill to strengthen the credit of the nation. 


Strengthen it! Istand up to defend this nation, and to say that it 
does not need anv strengthening of its credit, and that if it does, 
it does not need to be put in debt to strengthen that credit. Ican 


not strengthen my credit by putting bonds and mortgages on my- 
lf to pay future interest, and you can not convince me or any 
year old boy in America that you can strengthen the credit of 
this nation in that manner. There are some people who seem to 
think that the affairs of a nation have to be conducted entirely dif- 
ferent from the affairs of a prudent and successful business man. 
Can anybody tell me why a nation that has the sole and absolute 
power to mannfacture money to be used in its own borders asa 
medium of exchange should ever go into the market to borrow of 
others money to pay its expenses? Is there an individual in this 
body, or in this country who would borrow a single dollar of any 
person if he had the power and ability to manufacture his own 
money? If an individual would not do sucha thing. can anybody 
give me a good reason why a nation should doso? Why cannota 
government use common sense, like any sane individuai? 
lo 
neighbors winle her husband has plenty of flour in his mill, or 
wheat to be converted into flour and the power and facilities fer 
grinding it? If she should go about borrowing loaves of bread 
and agreeing to pay usury upon it, would not every person in 
the community where she lives regard her as a fit subject for the 
asylum? What difference is there between the miller’s wife and 
a government in the case cited? There is no difference. 


ssaid also that the credit of the nation will be | 


s the miller’s wife go without bread and borrow it of her | 
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It is more absurd and foolish for a government—a great, rich. 
strong government like this—to go about borrowing money ar 
creating a perpetual national debt than it would be for a mil); 
wife to go about borrowing loaves of bread and paying u 
upon them while her larder was full of meal. Instead of © 
ing a larger national debt we ought to pay off as soon as poss 
the debt we now have, and then stop borrowing. We are am 
able to pay every dollar the Government owes, yet this 5 
bill provides that the debt sha!l be increased and made per 
ual—pay interest forever. Indeed, this bill makes it necessary 
increase the debt each year in order to get any increase in 
money of the country—a cunningly devised scheme for th 
ers and bondholders, 

Mr. President, the next contention of the Goldites is that 
ver or paper should be coined into money it would drive gx 
of the country. Suppose it would. What has that got to do 
the situation? Gold never will stay with us except when it « 
rob us; it never stays except in times of peace; it always des 
in times of war. It does not even ask permission to go when 
breaks out or trouble comes. It simply stays so long as it jl 
it, and it profits by it. 

Mr. President, I think we could survive and prosper as a nu 
if all the gold left; we could survive and prosper if all thi 
left us, for it is as great a coward and traitor in times of w 
gold, provided our silver friends would not be as cranky 
cold friends and insist, whenever we got short on silver, th 
must starve to death because there is not enough silver to 
money. Suppose both gold and silver should desert us in t 
of great need. What would we do? Do just as we have d 
the past when both deserted us, coin greenbacks, or coin money 
out of diamonds or platinum, if our silver friends should get so 
fastidious about the substance as the gold men are about ¢ 
The Government has unlimited power to make its money 
any substance—make a scientific money and manufacture 
year just enough new money to meet the demands of inc: 
population and business without any accident or chance. \\ 
gold and silver desert us, this is just what we do and mu 
Then why not make that kind of money forall thetime? Thi 
of money which serves us in times of war will certainly ser 
in times of peace. Then our money would always be with u 

Is it not true that this country did business for more than 
teen years without a gold or a silver dollar in it, so far as a1 
could see? That period included one of the greatest war 
this world has ever seen. Was there any trouble in the bu 3 
affairs of the country from 1862 to 1875 in consequence o 
being no metal money? There was none whatever. The i 
that arose during the latter part of that period was the re- 
the destruction of the notes that the Government had issu: 
put into circulation, and which were performing the funct 
money, and not because there was a lack of gold and 
money. 

Let the gold go abroad if it will. All money that is 1 
metal will go to the country where th owner of it can 
most forit,andifamancansellgoldto} eradvantagein 
than he can in this country he wil! .«eitthere. Thi 
true of silver. It isa matter of little importance what 
is used by a government to manufacture money out of, an 
fore it is of no importance whether gold remains in circu! 
does not. Gold will not go abroad because it is the deare: 
but because the need for gold for monetary purposes is 
elsewhere than here, and that need would be evidenced |) 
pricesin the country to which it was taken. As long as m 
made out of gold or silver or gold alone or silver alone ea 
tion can only get its distributive share of the total am: 
one nation has at any period more than its distributive sh 
surplus will be forced to other countries which have not th 
tributive share. If silver could be coined free here, und 
prices would go up, and as a result gold, to some extent at 
would be taken out of the country to restore the monetat 
librium. That would be beneficial to the country to which 
sent, for it would increase the quantity of money there, an 
vould have a tendency to increase general prices. 

Since money is domestic in its character it should be ma 
of a material that can not be exported or imported on acc: 
the material, and as long as the present monetary conditio! 
there will be constant disturbances in the business world. 
| Itis said that the value of money depends upon the mate! 

which itis made. But that that is not true must be app 
| anybody who knows anything about the money question. | 
for export and import, money is never bought or sold becau 
the material. Gold coins are never bought or sold on the m 
for the metal that is in the coins, except for the purpose of « 
_ ing them abroad, where they will be sold by weight, like c 
| other commodities, 

What use is the metal in a twenty-dollar gold piece as 

| Does the merchant when he sells goods for such a piece buy 
| cause he wants the metai? No. He never thinks of the mei; 
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has no use for the metal. Itis not the metal that he desires 
Vhatis it that he buys? He simply buys the functions which th 
w has clothed the coin with. It could have been laced 1 
ything else just aswell. Take the functions of money from 
» of metal and it is valueless to him as money. 

What is the metal used for? Simply and solely for the pury 
bearing the stamp of the Government, which certifies that it 
the power to perform certain functions and that it was ma 
pursuance of law. The metal is fit for nothing except to in- 

rin the holder that it is made in pursuance of law and that the 
> has said that it shall perform certain function 

No person who buys a twenty-dollar gold piece ever thinks of 
metal that isin it. All he has in mind is the fact that he can 

t to purchase other things with or to pay his debts. What is 

with respect to money made out of gold is true with respect 
money made out of any material. The stamp of Government 

be placed upon a piece of paper and clothe that piece of paper 
th the same functions that it can clothe metal money with. 
not, why not? 

Mr. President, the making of money out of gold and silver is a 
ic of barbarism. Surely the time will come in our civilization 
en we will discard that one last relic. If the gold mines were 

‘o shut down and the silver mines should stop giving out any 

etal at all, would that break the hallucination: would it open 

i put to work the minds of the fossils: would it put everybody 

using common sense about money as they do about everything 

se? If wecould get rid of all such barbaric doubts and heresies 
would be a blessing to mankind. 

It is claimed that if silver could be coined free the silvér-mine 
ners would be benefited. That was one of the great slogans of 

lastcampaign. I do not deny that charge; I frankly admitit: 
d in reply to it I say, why not benefit the silver-mine owner? 
: nota silver-mine owner as much entitled to protection and con- 
ideration as the gold-mineowner? Do wenotbenetitthe gold-mine 
owner by having the mintsopen to gold? Yes. Thenaslongasthe 

id-mine owner is thus protected I am in favorof giving exactiy 
thesame benefit tothe silver-mine owner. Are not thesilver-mine 

vners of as muchimportance asthe gold-mine owners? Arethey 
not just as good citizens? At the present you furnish every gold 
miner in the world a market for his metal and yousay tohim bring 
it here and we will coin it into units of money for you, free of 
charge. He knows when he mines his gold just what he can get for 
it. He does not have to consult the market reports. He knows 
that the law says that his bullion in the United States is worth 
a certain sum per ounce. 

Why should the gola-mine owner be protected and furnished a 
irket for his metal at a fixed price, a market that is always 

open, where the demand is constant. a market where he never is 

t a loss to know what he shall do with his metal or what it will 

ring? Is this Government to grant toa certain class of indi- 

viduals, who produce a certain commodity, a market that is con- 
stant, where the price of his commodity is fixed by law, to th 
lusion of every other person in the country from that privilege? 
(ur forefathers declared against monopolies, but a gold monopolv 
the most gigantic trust that Congress could create. Oh, but it 
will be said that silver has been discarded by the nations as 
money, and the price of it has gone down, and therefore it is not 
valuable as gold. Such statements emanate from the bond- 
lers, the money scavengers, and their agents, and from no per- 
who has an understanding of the money question. It is they 

» dictate that money shall be made out of gold alone and not 

it of the two metals or anything else. 

lf money shall be made out of the two metals. they know that the 
ntity would be increased; and that is what they object to; 
know that prices in general would rise, and that is what they 

t to; they know the purchasing power of the gold dollar, 

h has already been donbled 1m purchasing power by legisla- 
would fall to its normal and honest price, and that is what 

y object to. What they desire is to have the purchasing 
‘of money, no matter what it is made out of, increased and 
increasing, except when they desire to make fluctuations by 

rin or putting out bank notes. They know, if the money 

me should be increased, that prices would rise, that the prics 

bor would be increased, the products of the people would be 
er in number, and there would be general prosperity for 
man who toils or who creates wealth or who is engaged in 
mest productive enterprise. They have no interest whatever 

» wealth producers of the country except so far as they may 

le, through their usury and exactions, to filch from them 
r earnings. 

money shall be made ont of metal, then make it out of the 
metals and coin each free, and place the gold miner and silver 
I r upon the same basis with respect to the law. 
int many people are afraid that if such a thing should be done 
r country would be flooded with money. 
Why is it that these good, gold-standard friends of ours never 
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sibly, under e circums I 
i er mone" 

Mr. Preside n t name 
humanity. in the name of the stru 
try, Linvite this i f m0 t \ 
ng the mints to silv I at t | 
t pe v ld be car away with ¢ S 
crowned in a fl Lofn eV It the fl 
the gambler, and the usut1 rs 3 W 
eral prosperity reigns : the wealt : rs. } 
will cea to be so lavishly prosperous 1 mat 
something of an opportunity vet on in tl rid 
calling at the usurer’s to give m that wl 
earned. 

But it is said that ot nat s hay scarded sil 
difference does that make to u Shall we 1 
manufacture ourown money andin such quantities 
because other nations, controlled as they are by the: 
have dictated a different policy as toa domestic matt 
ask Great Britain, for example, what laws we sha 
with respect to crimes. the descent and distribution « 
the ine rp ration of companies, the management 
our various institutions? We totally disrecard Grea 
respect to those matters, as we do every other nation 
ve not with respect to money Are not theinterests 
of vastly more importance to us than the interests of t 


other nations? It seems to me 


There are many \ 





think that when the question of money under consid 
must get on our knees and consult other nations to fir 
thev will permit us to do. 

The functions of money can be stan 1 by our G 
upon any material the Congress may é n W 
best material? That paperis the best1 il 
money functions nobody of intelligence will dis) 
cause it is more difficult to be counterfe | we 
it is more convenient to handle, and is easi t 
less to produce and less to manufacture. 

There is another important consideration, and tl 
less for the Government to buy the paper on which t 
function than it does to buy gold or silver. Why shoul 
ernment spend a dollar on silver and lose the interest 
to have it go about to declare the functions of $1, wher 
paper is more durable, more convenient, more desiral 
people, and better in every way than the pi f sil 
waste of raw material. i would rather have th \ 
and the gold in my teeth and have my money in pap 
would have both. 

Mr. President, these are my views on t! tior 
ay they are the views of every man who | studied 
scl ntifically. While l cla m no credit for rigina 
studied carefully the works and the expressions of th 
mastered the subject, and [| am satisfied that the r 
my amendment does not propose to make all of the n 
paper. My amendment pr les for the fr e 
free coinage of silver. and then for the fr of 
up tohowmuch? Whatquantity? Supplen the 
ver with the free coinage of greenbacks eac! rju 
keep pace with the increase of population l busin 
that maht? 

Can not you trust Congress to do it You trust tl 
lay taxes and collect them If Congr i r| 
how much taxes shall be } upon t pe ‘ 
enough and honesty tos v much mone 
mons v each year: andif t ha not lis ! l 
do vou think a selfish banker, who is | fter 
and not anybody else’s, has? My bill m cl 
of gold, silver,and paper. I putint ld an vi 
der the present conditions it seemed to m tter 
tome easier in that way to reach rel nda t Y 
because then we have less prejudice to 
accomplish the same thing. except th ste t! 
ria! in the dollar, which is unn r ity 
if we can get a sufficient volume of 

If any people or anynation should find that rei 
money that does very well in tim I { t 
in times of war, while there is another ! 
ways reliable in times of war, w ( these 
money would it be wise for that people or 1 n t 
ranging asound, safe, and reliable finan S m 
will answer weil both in peace and in war or the kin 
| us when war and trouble come? Following the 
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a 
adage, In times of peace prepare for war, would not everyone | currency if we do not give you greenbacks. Mr. President, if the 
with a thiml ulof brains at once reply, Let us by all means | gold standard is right, why do we need anything besides gold for 
fu the 1 ey t il stand by us and do service in times of | money? The only way to prove that the gold standard is honest 
‘ I ve al nator on this floor to deny or to question | is to show that we have enough gold to inake a sufficient num] 
{ f this statement. Now. if this is true, what nee ‘s | of legal-tender dollars. If there is notenough gold to be gotten to 
kind of mon mu ud n wad pt in times | make sufticient mon ‘y for the people, then it is ac rime to ma! 
e ready for war as well as for peace? What | gold the standard of value and require all debts to be paid in gold 
| money did the Government use from 1861, the ieneliahataer and that is what this Senate bill does. 
1] ter the war closed’ If there were enough gold in sight now, who could guarant 
\ f money ham | l , | that there would be a year from now or five yei ars from now! 
to 1 hil eX] the yy to is an uncertain quar itity: it is cont rolled by accidents and cha 
‘ muniti f war? but the fact is there is not enough gold now in sight, nk t 
| » W Because ld, the thieving | has not been and there is no probability that there will 1 
that Ww ition rst desert it did not wait | this billadmitsit. Why? Because it provides for the ba 
V he red, but with the first serious rumor | flooding the co y with their promissory notes and alloy 
of t f in hidis In times of peace gold smilingly | them to draw interest on them. You admit that it is neces 
1 r the perm .of being our money standard, | to supplement gold. If this is true and we must issue such |} 
the privilege of mak every dollar in the | money that must be redeemed in some other money, tell in: 
pay tribute to itself as long as there is peace pg on oe it makes it better to have a bank to issue it than to have the ' 
When war or trouble comes, it asks to be excused and deserts | ernment to issue it? Is one man in the country greater t 
Y sold deserted Lincoln, ee ee Wha eventy millions? 
nd of 1 ed with us and fo ugh t the battles of thena Does it make the dollar better for the banker to handle it 
Wi 1 ey was used throughout th: af powerful « a it o vat on inte rest? It — s the dollar no better, it m 
until the last gun was fired at Appomatt x? It was the good old » people no better, but poorer, and it makes the banker r 
relia reen k, that the money shark would strike down | an ad that is all there is in it. Is one bank stronger and mor 
to-day. ‘he greenback was a patriot and has been the friend of | able and more honest than all the rest of the country? Ar 


ile. id has been a coward, and 
titute which I have « 


uback the 


a traitor and a robber. 
ffered is to make the patriotic and 
mainstay of the country in peace asit must 
T 
is the 


n war re stion about which one of 








Lot any que 
t} two moneys the people would choose? 

| nation can support itself with greenbacks in time of war, 
\ ire tell me that we are not strong enough to doit in time of 
peace and plenty and prosperity? If our credit is good in time of 
wa 1 good enough to support greenbacks then, is it not a thou- 

nal Line tronger in times of peace? Therefore let us take the 
money that is good b th in peace and war, 

Che different pieces of money provided in my amendment are 

nated dollars or r units , or dollar or unit, as the case may be 

This is the only proper th ing, and the statutes that have been en- 

ed hereti fore have dis rarded accurate and scientific terms 
With respect to money. Th » only thing that we can do is to es- 
tablish a unit of account and then determine what units shall be 
made of and then pr ito manufacture dollars or units. The 
dollar is the name of the unit of account, and all accounts are re- 
quired to be kept in dollars and fractional parts thereof, the same as 
now. No denomination shall be greater than twenty dollars or 
init Che reason for this is that money is made for the plain people 


of the country and not for the bankinginterests, Money is made to 





be used and not to be hoarded, and it is more convenient that all 
th ces should be small rather than large. The gold coins are 
ut | it no larger than $20, therefore it is that $20 seems to be 
the proper number of dollars that should be put into one pie ce 
Under this amendment, if it should be enacted into law, the 
present debt of the United States would be paid and discharged 
within at least five years : from the date of its passage. 
li be observe a that as fast as each note of the United States 
e banks shall come into the hands of the Government it 
be taken up and destroyed and in its place s:bstituted coined 
paper mone Within avery short time the great mass of the 
notes now outstanding would disappear from circulation and the 
w mouey would appear in its place. This of itself would cause 
10 disturbance, and the debt of the United States would be de- 
creased to that extent. It will be asked, ‘‘ How is it possible to 
1 money out of paper?” To coin means to fashion, to manu- 
cture, tostamp. It is true that the verb itself is commonly un- 
{to mean to stamp metal or to fashion metal into money. | 
\s a matter of fact the Congress manufactures money; it man- | ¢ 
ufactures it out of gold and out of silver. Why can it not manu- | 
facture it out of any other material? It certainly can. The | 
Government alone owns the factories in which money is manufac- | 
tui and it certainly can own a factory in which money can be 
manuf ired out of paper. The paper money that is in circula- 
tion now in the United States is composed entirely of the promis- | 
ry notes of the Government. These notes ultimately must be 
paid, and whenever they come into the hands of the Government 
they can surely be destroyed and the obligation canceled. In order 
to prevent any financial distress money coined out of paper can be 
sul ited therefor and the people benefited to the extent of the 
discharge of a portion, at least, of theirdebts. The policy seems to | 
be, however. of th who manage and control the finances of the | 


country, to prevent the 
and no person yet hi 
whic! 
dence ‘d by them discharged. 

But the advocates of this bill say, We propose to give you bank 


payment of the debts of the Government, 
is Suggested, so far as I know, any remedy by 


1,000 banks to which you give this privilege stronger and 
reliable than all th »rest of thec aes an in the Goverm 
itself? Is their credit better than the Government's credit 
so, then there is some reason and justice in this bill. Oh, 
miserable hypocrisy! If we must have token money to lx 
deemed in some other money, then, in the name of high heay 
if we want the best token money that can be made, why not 
the Government make it all? 

Mr. President, the only explanation and the only excuse is | 
then the big profits that the bankers make would be saved to 
people and the bankers would not make it, but the people w 
keep it in their pockets. That is the only difference between 
plan proposed in this bill and theplanIpropose. Yes, there is 
other difference, and that is if the Government issued its m« 
then the bankers would not be able to contract and expani 
volume when they wanted to speculate and make prices 
and down as it suited their greed or gambling desires and sch 
Inasmuch as everybody admits that the most important t 
about money is its volume, is it not the most foolish, not to 
criminal, thing that a government ever did to allow a part 
their number—a minority of their number; 1 man out o 
000,000 or 100 men out of 70,000,000—to say how much mone 
shall have and how much money you shall not have? Woul 
any seventy millions of people be fools and arrant fools to } 
rope around their necks and give the other end of the roy: 
few hundred men who wanted to make the others pay tril 
them? Yet that is what this bill does. It allows a few to s 
10,000,000 how large a volume of money they shall have and 
little without consulting Congress. 

Iam not consulted, you, Mr. President, will not be cons 
when your bill is passed. You will not stand in your s 
sponsible to your constituents and say how much mone) 
shall be next year or the year thereafter. But the who! 
will be decided and controlled off in the countingrooms wi 
consulting us. Weareasideshow. The headquarters will 
Wall street. It does something else even worse than 
When this bill is once enacted into law, it makes it imposs 
long as this law stands for the amount of money to be i 
even by the banks except by an increase of the nations 
You propose to put me in the earageee that hereafter, wh 
ject to increasing the national debt, you can say to me, ‘‘ Th 

object to increasing the amount of money.” 

Once this bill is passed into law, and neither I nor any 
representative of the people on this floor or in the other 
could protest against a further increase of the national de! 
out having it thrown in his teeth by the Goldites that w 
protested against that we protested — the only meaus } 
ble by which the bankers could, if they saw fit, increase | 
culating medium and give the people more money whi 
needed it. Monstrous proposition! Shocking scheme! <A: 
that is what this bill does. But, Mr. President, under mya 
ment, instead of increasing the national debt and m: iking i it 
essary to increase it before you can increase the circulati 
dium, my amendment provides that the national debt s! 
discharged, and very rapidly. The money to be coined u 


| will be no — of a debt than the money coined out of ¢ 


silver, and as long as the Government endures just so long 


1 the notes of the Government shall be paid and the debt evi- | that money be as valuable as money made out of gold or sil 


It will be said at once that this bill will disturb the parity bet 
the dollars manufactured underit. Whoever knew thatthe pa! 
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| 
ween two dollars, each of which had the same power to pay | issue notes, indorsed by the‘ rnment, to be 
13 t} ther, « uld p ssibly be listurbed as 1 s they 1 co lin! W hv extend t ‘ , t 5 
money? Parity is a fraud, and yp le only talk about it | su a prit 13 thi Ar nk ter t} : 
: lerstand the money question in t slichtest: or if | ual Should thev hav ; ; ry hes fore t 
‘ } t for t pu I ea 9 ‘ wary | in ] If w t 
i rn? 
n tl ny difference in the purchasing power of a+ l righ livid \ 
1 t of paper a ema u rold when hu eré ] I t 
ood cs : lischar 1 debt. publi ind | 1} but vot ‘ aad ae and 
at the « has? Nobody has ever heard of such an i It is said { 
i ¢ = ? } 
ence al ( lditea « this floor ; nis yt ! g n : ‘ 4 
stan i the world v e one dollar has eve riled be | then 
I with her dollar if they both stood the | It 
bef the law, clothed with the sam: il-tend fu I t 3G 
nd neither one d minated aga l ter V ts ! what ! t t { 
hey are made of. There has | great deal of experi ‘ I 
in money in this world, but in all the experiments histor) t t to t 
t furnish the illustration to disprove the truth of my stat vv r t ! 
¢ t mM aia l t l 
President. can there he ny dif nee in nurchasit | } % 4 ‘ 
of a dk ir made { f pat r sliver, o1 id f the | it i t 10 1 then the G t t i 
under the law have precisely t] ume functions and pow one t] fut ( 
3] u ted pov put t fur son anything | sol 
: | Pt l é f n 
has been stated on this floor and elsewhere over and over 1 t lant i 1 t 
in that what we want in this country is money every dollar | amendment, not only the debts of ( ment v he a 
vhichis equal in purchasing power to every other dollar. That | charged, but the} e would hav L ty to pay what 
11 1 contend for; that is all the people of this country want; | t a r rna 
the only way to do that is to cl the each dollar with the ab | 31n S i t ) t] r 
lute power to discharge any and all public and private debts. | S corpora 1 it have ised an 
t! words, « 1 dollar shall be a legal tender for all debts, | to-d th ple in th fe owe m t forty t] i 
ind } ba , ill } > WW : } +} ¢ a } i 
lollar t must be redeemed in some other dollar is not a | Time never will be, under yn t final Li : 
r, no matter what substance the Government uses in stamp- | debt will paid. Indiy debts will be thawed 
dollar upon. Every dollar must be a dollar by itself i as well as many cor { ts. but others w { t ry 
ll legal tender by itself—and not be dependent upon any other | so that instead of the « tw 
. In short, every tub must stand on its own bottom. That The national bank e int ti r RO 
kind of honest money that a government should give to its | owed more than four 1 1d 1 ns of rs) n ¢ | 
le. mount of reson? Of the resour a 
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man can pay as much debt with a dollar coined out of pa- | lions of dollars was money the « the bat t} 





























it the taxing office as he can with a gold or silver dollar, then | is a total de m Lan ¢ $1 ind 1 
t paper dollar is as valuable as cithef of the others and the | of which is based upon than t hundred mi f 
y between the three or any two of them would be maintained. | lars, of which a little o n ed i mil 
itside of what is called the Treasury notes,and possibly coin | posed of legal-tender notes which are ther 
rtificates, not a single solitary note issued by the Government | business thisis. Call this business? I call t 
nits ow oO or through the banks has any power whatever | bunco-steering game that was ever invented ('nder 
) pay del public or private. And yet by common consent of | ity of law the peop! ' wn these } lave bee t i 
ple. for they practically have no other kind of money, these | up a credit business m than tt) ind n d 
s are received and passed from hand to hand and perform the | lars upon less than two hundred 1 f actna 
ictions of money. No lawyer, however, would ever think of The amount of interest that d t 
ising his client, when required to make a legal tender for a | t n existe! extracted f1 1 not { t 
t, to tender national-bank notes or any of the other notes issued | Comptroll e Curr \ V 
the Government except such as is made by specific statute a | r¢ ns. He reports that t J there were 9 I 
legal tender for debts, public and private. kinds in the United State tht I ! r OVE 
Nobody need be rbed about the parity business; that is too | eight thousand six hundred millions of 4d rs, with an equal 
eless to be t vat, and when I hear Senators and others | amount of liabilities: t the tot mount of ll t 
bout disturbing the parity of our money or maintaining the | banks on the 14tl of Jul S98, was ; () t 
ty of it I know that they are either interested in banks or are | amount $84.7 84 | re t 
‘obligation to banks or sustain such relation to them as to | that was made up largely of ts al t 
cally be their attorneys. In other words, I suspect that for | that sort 
( ideration or another they are doing the work of the money Here, then, is a total debt on the part t e bar ’ 
ger, ~ | ent of th I , ofa nS 
l money that is made in acountry should remain in the coun- | Whata commentary on t!} ! ly a vernme 
perform the work designed for it to perform. If it goes | this that permit w thousand peon'e to organize bat put 
any reason to remain out, it is valueless as money in the | a little money, and increase t le} the count 
y where itis made as soon as it leaves its borders, and it | this gre amount. Wastl 
‘to be money. Money made out of paper will not be ¢ nder the sanction of law? If there [} 
1 as such, but will remain in the country where it is made. | Why, think of it, there was not mot 
oney is good money and no other is good money, except so | the Un States to pay 10 cents onad 
it s to do the work for which it was created. n demand even, saying not i 
‘mv amendment all the silver that is in the vaults of the this [ 
nment will not only be coined into money. but that that is of | 
will be paid out as required and the certificates that are 1 banks alon 
ding against it will be discharged and paid, and the bullion | $2,031,454,540.29. They owed ! 
will be released. This will be true also of rola. If a | United States and t 
should bring either gold or silver to the mints to be coined | States. This is tl ( ! 
y and should prefer money coined out of paper to the | ates and encourages as a 
whose business is it but his? And surely as long as people | business enterprise that 
‘change for their bullion money coined out of paper the | Those who control these banks, tl! ' I 
tween the paper and metal money will be maintained. in this way, are the men w ire 
e are short in this country on money nobody will doubt. | are the men who demanded that 1 col 
As stated before, the bill under consideration here reported to t! eration—no; to be vot ind ed, 1 
enate 1s conclusive proof of that fact. If there were plenty of Why should we increase t ties for b 
f ind silver money in circulation in the United States. in the | tional credits and thereby stil! further extract from ‘ 


of reason why is it that the banks should be permitted to | of this country an increased amountof usury? W 
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is this thing to end: when are the people to be financially free; | credit behind the greenback is stronger than our credit behind the 
} 


when + alk. their rights be protects d: when shall they be taken out “eb 

of hock and their own restored to them? It will not be until the Mr. President, every bond that is issued by the United States js 

members of this Senate appreciate fully their responsibilities to | an evidence of the bondage of the people of the United States. Bond 

the people, and until they have the courage to defy the combined | means bondage, and bondage meansslavery, and thereisno bondac 

money interests of this country and stand by the toiling millions | onearth that issoinfamons, so: exacting, sofa ir-reaching, andso par 

who pay all the debts and all the usury and support us all, in- | alyzing as the bondage the people are under to the usurer, unk 

cluding themselves. My amendment affords you an opportunity | it be the bondage of sin, and it is doubted if the bondage of sin 

to furnish adequate financial relief to the people: the Senate bill | as great as the bondage of usury. 

’ not. Under my amendment the n ational banks, at least, will | Every bond of this Government that is outstanding is an ey 

y ive to go out of existence, and the debts they owe would have to | dence of the shortage of money in the United States. Every not 
paid as well as the debts owing to them, They could not be | issued by a national bank is an evidence of the shortage of mons 

injured for the very reason that their facilities for raising money | in the United States. The fact that banks can exist and do bus 





woul 4 increase, the prices of their property would rise, and it | ness is an evidence of the fact—in fact, it is conclusive proof 
would only be a few months, not to exceed five years, when this | the fact—that the people to that extent are short on money. 
great and monstrous debt would be substantially discharged and The bill that is before this Senate for consideration is an adm 
the people to that extent liberated. sion that the people are short onmoney. Why should we then: 
If my amendment should be enacted into law and all of the ob- | fuse to manufacture money for our people? When I say we, | 
ligations of the Government now outstanding, exclusive of the | mean Congress—Congress that has unlimited power, and wh: 
bonds, were paid, there would only _be in the United States the | duty it is, under the Constitution, to exercise that power. W 
same amount of money that the Secretary reports was in the | should we by legislation drive them into the hands of the thr 
country on February 1, 1900, viz, $2,261,957,698. A large portion | ball shops of this country and compel them to hypothecate th 
of this sum would soon find its way out of the Treasury, Where it | goods, their lands, their labors, and their lives to those per 
never ought to be and where, under the law, it has no right | who ruin them? 
to be. This sum is not as great a sum as was in the country on Who and what isa banker? As an individual I have the gr 
October 1, 1865, by several hundred millions of dollars. On | est respect for him, but I speak of his business. When I say } 
that date there were $2,625,053,240.16 in the United States, the | ness I mean that of issuing and controlling the volume of the 
greater pt tion of which was in circulation. At that time we | rency. But Ido not blame him; I blame Congress. The ban 
only had a population of how much? About half what we have | is no other than one who lives without creating wealth and 1 
now, 35 000,000, and now we have a population estimated to be | the wealth that is created by others. We need banks as busi 
17,116,000, institutions, but not banks of issue or banks to control the c 
lating medium of the country. 


Ie all the bonds should be taken up and coined paper money ex- 


changed therefor, the circulation would only be increased some- | The banker is a parasite upon the community, upon the 1} 
i ne overa thousand millions of dollars. This would not give | politic, and it is the duty of the Congress to destroy such pa 
ti people 50 per cent as much money as they are entitled to | sites, and this can only be done by the passage of such a law as ! 
ahem aa as they ought to have. | have introduced here. 
Why should not the amount of money in circulation be some-| People talk about credit! Who lives on credit? The peop! 


thing near what it was in 1855; that is, $100 per head? But my | this country, collectively and individually, are bankrupt. 
amount would make it onlyabout half that amount—only about | nation itself is bankrupt and the debts that we owe wil!. u 
from $50 to $60 per head. the present system, never be paid except by the law of limitat 
The supporters of this Senate bill claim that one of its purposes | by repudiation, or by revolution. Every revolution that has: 
is to increaseandstrengthen the credit of theGovernment. What | been has been the resultof the indebtedness of the people. ‘| 
is the matter with the nation’s credit now? Is its credit not good | cause of every revolution is bankruptcy, the hopeless insolve: 
enough to-day to issue its greenbacks and make its own money? | of the people in rebellion. Revolution is but another name ! 
Is a nation’s credit better in war than in peace? Our credit thirty | repudiation. 
years ago in war was goodenough tomake ourown money without | Mr. President, every time I borrow money I admit that I 
asking the consent of any other nation or the permission of any gold | short on money and every dollar of interest that I pay is an 
syndicate. But when the friendsand supporters of the Senate bill | dence of the fact that I am short on money. Thus it is that 1 
say they want to strengthen the credit of the nation they simply | man who is short on money is forced to submit to a condition t 
mean that they want to increase the number of bonds that the | makes him still shorter on money, for he must pay interest 
(iovernment will issue and give the bondholders a larger invest- | the useof it. When shall the people ever belong onmoney? W 
ment. they have enough. That will not be, Mr. President, until ‘ 
They mean that they want to tax the people more to pay more | gress shall come to the relief of the people and perform it 
interest on more bonds. I submit that this is the way to impair | stitutional duty, until Congress shall afford them an opport: 
if t to destroy the nation’s credit. An individual can get into | to pay as they go by furnishing a sufficient amount of full ! 
debt : ‘p enough and pile up his interest charges high enough | tender money, until Congress shall put every industrious, f: 
until his credit will be impaired if not destroyed. Just so with a | and honest man in a position where the opportunities befo 
nation. But let meask if a nation’s credit is not good enough | when seized and used, will give him a competence for | 
when every money lender is the world is anxious to get its bonds, | and children and enable him to pay the honest debts whi 
at even a low rate of interest. Can not anation that can issue | has already incurred. 
bonds and have the unpatriotic money gamblers scrambling to Increase the volume of money in this country so that art will 
secure them issue its own greenbacks and depend upon its own | be no less than, say, $50 per capita in circulation this ye t 
patriotic people to accept them?’ What is the difference between | year, and every year, and you will remove the causes that i 
the greenback and the bond? The bond draws interest and the | the stability of prices by destroying the power of the banking 
bhoncholder gets it. The faith of the Government is all that is | to contract and expand the volume of money at will; you wi! 
behind it. How is it with the greenback? The faith of the Gov- | stroy the fabric of credit, and you will release the peop! 
ernment is behind it, bottomed on taxes, as Jefferson said, but | financial bondage and make them free. Let every dolla 
nobody gets any in terest, and therefore it is a horrible wildcat | full legal tender, and let every doilar of such full legal-t 


scheme in the bondholder’s eyes. money, whether manufactured of gold, silver, or paper, | 
Now, who is that better for? It is simply better for the bond- | creased each year in proportion to the increase of population 
} 


holders, because they get the interest. Who is it not better for? | business, and then you will have an honest parity—a parit) 
It is not better for the taxp ayers, because they have to pay it. | tween the man and the dollar. 


Then dow s the privilege that this bill gives to the taxpayers of Then, and not till then, will there be no involuntary poor 
paying inter est to the bondholders strengthen the individual or | no idle rich growing richer from the labor of others. Al! tra 
strengthen the nation? Would we not be stronger if we did not | but the professional tramps will disa ippese. The workh 


pay the inte ae charges, as an individual would be richer if he | asylums, jails, and penitentiaries of the country will 

did not pay interest charges every year? Then if we stopped is- | crowded with the unfortunate. Then, and not till then. 
suing bonds and instead issued greenbacks, we would save the | those who labor enjoy the fruit of their labors, and no one W 
interest and be richer. Then would not the greenbacks be better | able to work will suffer or starve except those who refuse to W 
than the bonds in the amount of interest that we would save? | Then,and nottill then, will we bea nation of freemen, with th 
Would not the Government's credit be enhanced by just that | of opportunity and the road of prosperity open to every Ww! 
much, to say nothing of the wonderful increase of prosperity tothe | heart and hand. 

people who would not only not be taxed to pay interest, but who | That is all that my amendment asksfor. It is within the p’ 
would have sufficient money to enable their labor and toil to pro- | of Congress to do it; it is the constitutional duty of Congres 
duce prosperity for themselves and for the nation? Yes; because | doit. No honest citizen asks for more thanthis. To do less 15 ‘? 
we are richer by the difference in the interest, and therefore our | deny justice to a brave, industrious, and patriotic people. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. | States to the Internat Ex} 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- “L ae "NN pha 
1 of executive business. Se04 * Sas } 
e motionwas agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the con 2 : = So ; 
ration of executive bus ness. After five minutes spent in \\ 1 ath. The Siete 
itive session the doors were reopened, and (a yclocK and S iB Clete 4 | 
utes p. m.) the Senate ad urned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Pat . sf ol ee “ ae ; 
ruary 13, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. | OW mn WM ‘ of Vire 
= | United State the International Ex, 
NOMINATIONS. | oa Se Fee I WV, te Hil an o IZInaAl I 
tive nominations received by the Senate February 12, | 1 al “3 be ‘ f tnt vs ‘ br ky sition t 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. the year 1/00, to fill an original vacancy 
Cavalry arm. | a mn is I 5; W als ‘a ( id © { 
lit States »>TH l i ul \ blob 
Second Lieut. John Morrison, jr., Third Cavalry, tobe first lieu- | in t1 r 1900, to fill an original vacancy 
int, December 13, 1899, vice Sewell, First Cavalry, appointed | 
stant quartermaster, who resigns his line commission on] ene ? 
second Lieut. Harry O. Williard, Tenth Cavalry, to be first lieu Ella G. Nix. to be postmaster at Fort Pavn 
nt, January 10, 1900, vice Michie, Second Cavalry, promoted Dekalb and S‘ate of Alabama. in t place a 
Second Lieut. Lucius R. Holbrook, Fourth Cavalry, to be first James R. Gibson, to be postmaster at Hop 
utenant, January 23, 1900, vice Byram, First Cavalry, promoted. | Hempstead and State of Arkansas, in the place 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. ae eae 
James O. Coleman. to be postmaster a al 
Thirty-f urth Infantry. | Sacramento and State t Ca 1 Ul 
Hosp. Steward Frank A. Jernigan, Thirty-fourth Infantry, Fox, Whose commission expires March | 90, 
ited States Volunteers, to be second utenant, February 7, Frank L. Glass, to be postmaster at Mar 
0, vice Duncan, promoted. Contra Costa and State of Califorma, it i 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of fir t lieut nant, ” P: paar He ae aa x] red I : ary : 
resto ol broo! >in stina I 
Raphael A. Edmonston, of the District of Columbia, acting as- of G “HT anu Stat >of Col ~! a3 } Oh plac 
stant surgeon, United States ao. february S, L900, vice Bell, | removed, a a 
1irty-fourth Infantry, United States Volunteers, resigned. | Matilda McCartney. to be postmaster at 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. | of san Juan and State of Colorad n th ‘ 
Lieut. Horace M. Witzel, to be a lieutenant-commander in the | ney ee eae ea eta ‘ , 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. Commander wit Ms. aa manne, “gf ee ee 
riah R. Harris. promoted. SIMESOCE EK State of Connecticut, 1 the p 
Lieut. Revnold T. Hall, to be a lientenant-commander in the | @2@St, whi SC COMMEISSION CAPES a 
Savy from the 11th day of January, 1900, vice Licut. Commander | _,George P. Johnson, to be postmaster te 
: i Hh oles : of Canyon and State of Idaho. th t 
Francis E. Greene, deceased. 1) Laer ; 
Lieut. Albert G. Winterhalter, to be a lientenant-commanéder in | tor the said oftice ha ing. bv law. } mn 
Navy from the isth day of January, 1900, vice Lieut. Com- | ran — od x _— a 
ander Joseph P. Mickley, retired. i = ih aa 'R; ce ’ ‘oh 2 Bs "a ~ sad P . 2 a 
Passed Asst. Surg. Rand P. Crandall, to be a surgeon in the | COUMtY OF Aandoipl and sti ae 
Navy from the 2ith day of September, 1899, vice Surg. Manly H. | ' ‘Cie _ y cee eee ee re — 
Simons, promoted. o n oe — - re ion aoa cae 
Passed Asst. Paymaster Richard Hatton, to be a paymaster in carke and Stak = ee ne ere ee 
Navy from the 2th day of January, 1900, vice Paymaster | COMMMsS!on expire a Febs ee ; 
sinh R. Stanton, promoted. Ses an “so a ee ; St An oe tee 
COMMISSIONERS TO INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. postm: see for theunid office havien, by is 
Pertha Honoré Palmer, of Iliinois, to be a commissioner of the | President on and after January 1, 1/00. 
«1 States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris | Charles G@. Robinson, to be postmas i 
he year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. } county of Hopkins and State of Kentu 
brutus J. Clay, of Kentucky, to be a commissioner of the United | postmaster for the said of having. by law, be 
ites to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the | President on an d after January 1, 1900. 
r 1900, to fill an original vacancy. | Frederick H. Fowler, to be postmaster at Wa 
Charles A. Collier, of Georgia, to be a commissioner of the | of Norfolk and St ite of Massachu 3. ir 
d States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris | H. Fowler, whose commiss expires F¢ ir’) 
1 the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. | pointed. : 
J el H. De Young, of California, to be acommissioner of the | John F. Mitchell, to be postmaster at No 
| States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris | county of Worcester and State of Massacl t 
year 1900. to fill an original vacancy. | of a postmaster for the said oftice havit y 


CONGRES 








liam L. Elkins, of Pennsylvania, to be a commissioner of the 

1 States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
ear 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 
n H. Fethers, of Wisconsin, to be a commissioner of the 

| States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 


‘ 


year 1900, to fillan original vacancy. 


I t Jansen, of Nebraska, to be a commissioner of the United 


to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
0, to fill an original vacancy. 
n Manning, of Iowa, to be a commissioner of the United 
}the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
), to fill an original vacancy. 
lin Murphy, of New Jersey, to be a commissioner of the 
{ States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
ar 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 
A. Parr, of M: uryland, to be acommissioner of the United | 
s to > the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
to fill an original vacancy. 
: M. Putney, of New H: umpshire, to be a commissioner of | 
ris in the year 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 
Alvin H. Sanders, of Illinois, to be a commissioner of the United 


ited States to the International Exposition to be held at | 
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in the President on and after January 


Lyman D. Thurston, to be postmaster 





of Worcester and State of Massachu * 
postmaster for the said office having v la 
he President on and after January 1, 1%). 

Zebedee G. Culver, to be postmaster at R 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the 
simmons, whose commission expires Marc] 

William Cordiner, to be postmaster at P 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota, in the } 
diner, whose commission ex] L Dec 
po nted. ) 

Richard A. Hudlin. to be postmaster at ¢ 
of St. Louis and State of Miss ri, 1 a 
master for the said office having, by law 
President on and after July 1, 18%. 

Fred T. Jackson, to be postmaster at Ca 
county of Pemiscot and State of Missouri, in 
| West, resigned. 

Charles F. Hopkins, to be p ostmast: rat B 


whose commission expired Jemeury 9, 


1YOU, 


of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the pla 
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W. G. Greenleaf, to be postmaster at Las Vegas Hot Springs, | fiscal year ending June 30,1901, and for other purposes; whi 
in the county of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico, the | was read a first and second time, referred to the Committe 
ap ! t t postmaster for the said office having. by law, | the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac 
} vested in the President on and after January 1, 1899. panying report, ordered to be printed. 

hdward Quinn, to be postmaster at Gallup, in the county of | Mr. RICHARDSON. I reserve all points of order on the bil) 
Ber loand Territory of New Mexico, in the place of A. F. Ries, The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Tennessee reserves 
whose comu ion expired December 19, 1899. points of order upon the bill. 

Hiram Bb. Odell, to be postmaster at Newburgh, in the county of Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice { 
Oran nd State of New York, in the place of L. W. Y. Me after the reading of the Journal to-morrow I shall ask for the 
Croskery, whose commission expired January 1900, sideration of this bill. 

Engene P. Strong,to be postmaster at Bay Shore, in the ¢ nty| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana gives 1 

Sutfo nd State of New York, in place of L. W. Your ? that after the reading of the Journal to-morrow he will « 

‘ ? n ires N ] Oi) this bil This brings the House to the unfinished business. 

1. J. Perkir be } master at Gi ille, in the county tain bills upon which the previous question was ordered. 
Pitt and State of North ¢ na, in t place of G, LB. King, E 2 Bm 

4 w) ‘ HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS, 
v 7 1 expired | uary 1, 1900, 

Edmund K. Cavileer, to be postmaster at Pembina, in the On the following House bills, reported from the Committ 

inty of Pembina and State of North Dakota, the appointment | the Whole with amendments, the amendments were sey 

a postmaster for tl id office having, by law, become vested | agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be eng 
n t i id nand after January 1, 1110, for a third reading; and being engrossed, they were read thy 

\rthur H. Johnson, to be postmaster at Drayton, in the county | time, and passed: 

Pembir ni State of North Dakota, the appointment of a post- | <A bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to James M. Kerc! 
master for th iid office having, by law, become vested inthe] A bill (H. R. 3072) to increase the pension of William W. \\ 
Pri 1 nf on nd at r January 1, 1900. | ton: 

. C3 m, to be postmaster at Springfield, in th A bill (H. R, 5229) granting a nension to Sarah Potter; 
county of R tson and State of Tennessee, in the place of M. M. | A bill (H. R. 4416) to increase the pension of Henry Ge 
Connell, wi mission expired January 15, 1900, A bill (H. R. 2749) granting a pension to Susan Garriso1 

Frede1 A. Hollman, to be postmaster at Green Bay, in the | <A bill (H. R. 458) granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 
county of Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of E. H.| A bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. H 
illis, w i ’ n expired January 30, 1900, | <A bill (H. R. 1885) to pension Harvey Grant (title amend 

Iram Z. Mer to be postmaster at Whitewater, in thecounty | A bill (H. R. 3067) granting an increase of pension to M 
of Walwort! 1 State of Wisconsin, in the place of J. H. Fryer, | Bottles (title amended); 

Ww mmission expires March 11, 1900, | A bill (H. R. 3260) granting a pension to Mrs. S. M. ] 
‘ (title amended): 
CONFIRMATIONS. A bill H.R. 3071 ) to increase the pension of Capt. John | 
= . son (title amended) ; 
: Eri anal ‘conjirmed by the Senate February 12, 1900.) 4 pill (H. R. 2597) to increase the pension of Charles Ka 
COMMISSIONER TQ PARIS EXPOSITION, (title amended 

neat aes te eee eee Sati a -,.| A bill (H. R. 2521) granting an increase of pension to H 

Bertha Honoré Palmer, of Tlinois, to be commissioner of the <eenekh cong 
United States to the international exposition to be held at Paris | #-Warrems | ; ; as ) 
in 191 . : a | <A bill (H. R. 5410) granting a pension to Smith Jewe 

APPOINTMENT IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. | amended); 
sa : a . | A bill (H. R. 2666) for the relief of John M. Laughlin 

Joseph Hi. Crozier, of +’. nsylvania, to be a third lieutenant in | . ended): 
the Revenuoe-Cutter Ser, the United States, ‘sg ree caialila : a . 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to pension Melinda Jones (title ame 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. | \ bill (H. R. 5710) to increase the pension of Charles W., . 
Quartermaster’s Department, (title amended) ; 

First Lient. Charles D. Palmer, Sixth Artillery, to be assistant A bill (H. R. 2169) granting a pension to Nelson B, Lut 

uartermaster with the rank of captain, January 31, 1900. amended); 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, A bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to And 
Medical Department, Davis; sai 5 : ‘ 
i € yy ¢ . > > ~)7 

Maj. James P. Kimball, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general A — — Sn a ee 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, Febrnary 1, 1900. | I eae — . . ‘ : 

Capt. Witlam O. Owen, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with | _A bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to J 
the rank of major, February 1,1900. P Fitnam; 


Captain Peter R. Egan, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with A bill (H. R. 2637) granting a pension to Albert Hamm 


the rank of major, February 2, 1900. amended) ; . : 2 ; 
es 7 A bill (H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to ¢ 
POSTMASTERS. Ross: ; 7 
H ugh M. Pierce, to be postmaster at Moultrie, in the county of A bill (H. R. 4652) granting a pension to Charles Perki: 
Colquitt and State of Georgia. amended); 


William L. H. Henderson, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the] 4 pill (H. R. 6575) for therelief of Mrs. Matilda G. Hig! 
county of Newton and State of Georgia. amended); 


a a ee at Forsyth, in the county A bill (H. R. 5299) increasing the pension of Joseph 
— (title amended); 
A bill (H. R. 854) to increase the pension of John J. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. mick (title amended) ; 
i A bill (H. R. 1979) to pension Sophronia Bailey (title an 
MONDAY, Lrebruary 12, 1900. A bill (H. R. 232) granting a pension to John Vars, the 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, | blind son of Frank Vars, late master’s mate on the U.S. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D, : : ; , ance (title amended) ; ; i i 
The Journal of Friday's proceedings was read and approved. A bill (H. R. 2599) granting pension to Philip Yoe, late 0! 
7 i pany ©, Third Maryland Volunteer Infantry (title amen 
A bill (H. R. 825) to increase the pension of F, H. Riggin 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | amended); 
Tr Aly Pp < * lowe aeprnr + y Sy € “3 . . 9-92 . . ny nk 
do Mr, Brostus, for two days, on account of important business, A bill (H. R. 2526) granting a pension to Margaret Bomk 
lo Mr. Lank, for one week, on account of important business. | amended): 
fo Mr. FINLEY (on request of Mr, TALBERT), for four days, on A bill (H. R. 5186) for the increase of pension to Zadok C 
account of sickness, kins (title amended) ; 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. A bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Heni 
Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, | Brown; and 
reported the bill (H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the legis- A bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to Fran 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the | Eirby. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
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: areata ria oon aa apis : 
DAVID C. DANE. | §. 1717. An act for the relief of George H. Whit to the ( 
H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane, r mitt Ml \ 
from the Committee of the Whole, was ordered to b a nna 
<i for a third readiz and being engrossed, it was accord- — oa ae , 
d the third time, and passed. fe 241 ACT PTOV ng : I ; , 
tion of Mr. SULLOWAY. a motion toreconsider the sev- | | Soa es ae ee , 
otes by which the above bills were passed was laid on t) 7 i ( ‘ 
xT ~ YT MI =} ATI EN] 
ssace from t Senate, by Mr. PLATT. 01 its clerk 1 Ir. BAKER, from ( 
1 that the Senate had passed bills andt itions tha y had e3 1ed an i é 
g tit.es; In Which the cor rence of the ii se Wa Y tit \ Oy a1 1 
I R ) (\n i tl 
. An act gra ga of } n to Ka I Company t tt | i l 
Dodge River t tl i R ( 
An act to provide for t! urchase of a site and the erec- R \ ‘ 
L pu ulding 1 at Deady 1 5 ute 
Janota; 3 
66. An act for ther of the heirs of Margaret Kennedy 9 
; Ana Lor tl oft G I eli. W M i rWol \ “ l 
- Ana the re t ( ite Fr. Pt € Is ‘ 3 
M4. An act pr ne f i nument to mar site « S] I | g 
t Phil Kearny m I I es 1 nN ( rk + 








8. An act granting to t Stat s the abandoned ! ’ 
Hays Military Reservation, in si th rp f 
lishing western branches of th iltural College With the f 
lof the Kansas State Normal Scho und for a publi 
irk 
The message also announ that the Senate had passed wit} Mr. HITT. Can the ¢g man 
ndment and joint resolution of the following title Hiouse whether t unendinent will 1 
H. R, 8718, An act for the preservation of the frigate Const Mr. HEATWOLE. 1 think not; lam told it they can 
tion. them out immediately. 
H. J. Res. 77. Joint resolution to provide for pay to certain r¢ Mr. HIT Ithas been the « herct that } 
dl officers of the Marine Corps. means dela sometimes a m 
3 2 Mr. HOPKINS. Not in the pi 
ENATE BILLS AND RI I TIONS REFERRED. a Sa 
here—no delav whatever. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bills and resolutions of the The amendinent was agreed 
ilowing titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred The 1 ution was a lt 
appropriate committees as indicated below: | On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, am 


925. An act toauthorize Frank Hitch to construct and main- | whereby the resolution was agreed to wi i 
in a bridge across Fishing Creek within the boundary lines of | 


recombe County, N. C.—to the Committee on Interstate and 


reign Commerce. Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, Iam dit d by the ¢ ! 

S. R. 76. Joint resolution withdrawing certain lands on the | the Post-Office and Post-Koads to ask that such cor 

land of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain—to the Commit- | permitted to sit during the sessions of the House. 

»on the Territories. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California, 
2913. An act granting an increase of pension to James J, | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-R 


lland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ce it that that committee mitted to 1 c du t 

5. 1938. An act to place Henry Biederbick, Julius R. Frederick, sions of the House, Isthere objectior \fter ‘ J 
Francis Long, and Maurice Connell on the retired list of enlisted | Chair hears none. 

n of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. \FETY 


si. An act to restore Benjamin W. Loring to the Revenue- 


Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 44-0. sate the D ( 
. s . 40 O11 i La 
i881, An act defining and regulating proof in certain pension ' Ss hi ‘ 

es—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ; 5 : 
ix, An act to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- | d, That the Secre 
Elias B. Bell—to the Committee on Militaay Affairs. - “7 
147. An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
. ipler— rC nittee on Claims 
pie to the Committee on Ciai . W , e4y > ame 


37, An act to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
my—to the Committee on Military Affairs, uiter th t l 
44. An act for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P, O’Reilly— | 
» Committee on Military Affairs. ; JD nament Was acl 
R. 43. Joint resolution granting a life-saving medal of the first Tl I mend 
( o Lieut Fidelio S. Carter, of the United States Navy—to th x ‘SION OI \PITAL TRACTION v¥ : IA 

( mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. AVENT 
34. An act for the relief of Sarah K. McLean—totheCom-| yr BARBCOCK. Mr. Sn 


A 


1 on Claims, | tion of Honse 1 +. aa a : , .( 
3; An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the | , n oa . 1) ( 
r Bergen—to the Committee on Claims. "eg Salk wink otek 6 sie 

. An act for the relief of John O'Keane, of the State of 7 ; 


) ington—to the Committee on Claims. hereby. author 
. An act for the relief of Albert C. Brown—to the Com- 


1 on Claims. | Se Saree: ‘ 

*. An act for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, ihe intent ae 4 

r, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer | thence east g said 

itry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | circie at the west ppr 

6. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- | ; , rol 
T of a public building thereon at Deadwood,in the State of | Src. 2. Thatt 

i Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, | bias 
__». 66. An act for the relief of the heirs of Margaret Kennedy— | j3h occr and resp ; rc gagged Q 
to the Committee on War Claims, | to all the other provisions of its charter and law 
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With the followi amendments recommended by the com- 
nitt« 

| trike out all after the word ‘‘tracks,” in line 11, 

f \ tol teenth street east: thence by 

I h street to K street south: east on K street to 

e to Pennsylvar ivenue: and westerlyon Penn 

Fifteenth street east: all work to be done in accordance 

pta yand approved by the Commissioners of the District 

Phat Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 


Mr. BABCOCK,. Mr. Speaker, this bill the House passed in the 
Fifty-filth Congress, and it simply requires the Capital Traction 
Company to extend its line from Eighth street SE., where it 
branches off to the navy-yard, along Pennsylvania avenue to the 
bridge. and thence around the circle near the bridge, making a 
loop | isk for a vote. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, | desire to ask the gentleman a 
question in this connection. Is there any possibility that this 

eat railroad will ever accommodate the public by having a line 


that will come to this ¢ ‘apitol from Fourteenth street so that you | 


do not have to get out to change cars in all kinds of weather? 
People coming to the Library or to the Capitol must change at 
the Treasury or at the Pesce Monument, and stand around cool- 
ing their heels waiting for one or the other car to come along. I 
ami not in favor of granting any more privileges to these com- 
panies — | they show a disposition to favor the public. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwill say in answer to the gentleman from 
Indiana that there is now a bill before our committee, to be consid- 
ered, for the extension of the Pennsylvania avenue line - m its 
terminus on C street, making the loop f irther up the hill, but that 
it is being delayed by the location of the Baltimore and Ohio depot. 
When that is permanently located, that loop will be made and 
bring the line nearer the Capitol. 1 will say that the company 
does not accept this legislation as a favor; they do not want to 
construct this line on Pennsylvania avenue, but the bill is re- 
ported at the suggestion and earnest request and petitions of the 
citizens of that part of the city, who also came before the com- 
mittee in large numbers asking for it. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin if it is not true that this company builds on 


the lines it prefers to build on, and refuses to build on other lines | 
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roads, which is not for the good of thecity of Washington. T! 
are some roads in Washington paying 9 or 10 per cent, and 1 
receipts ought to be reduced, because the street franchises b: 
to the public. 

oe STEELE. Iwonld like to know what the gentleman 

hen he says that he does ni it think this bill will become a 
tl that the House should do its duty toward the people by | 
ing a bill which looks to this relief. Is the Senate going to rej 
to pass a just bill or the President going to veto it? W here is | 
trouble? 

Mr. BABCOCK. We passed a bill in this form once before, 
did not become alaw. I hope this bill will become a law fo 
benefit of the good people livingalong the route. ButI know 
the measure will meet with serious opposition before it does 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim: 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and )) 

RETURN OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following reso! 

passed by the Senate on the 9th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of f 
ents atives to return to the Senate Senate bill 732, re ‘lating to lights « 


p ilot vessels. 
The SPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection, the request of 
Senate will be granted. 
There was no objection. 
THE CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY, 


Mr. BABCOCK. [ask for the present consideration of t! 
(H. R. 2826) authorizing and requiring certain extensions t 


| made to the lines of the Capital Traction Company of the Di 


of Columbia. 
The Clerk, was proceeding to read the bill, when 
Mr. BABCOCK said: Mr. Speaker, the committee report 


| substitute for this bill. Iask that the substitute be read in 


when they have been required to do so by an act of Congress? I | 


want to remind the gentleman of an instance. A charter was 
given to this company to construct a line on the road along Flor- 
ida avenue from Seventh street to North Capitol street through a 
densely populated portion of the city. Now, for eight years that 
company has refused to build that line, and I want to know if 
there is anything in the mind of the gentleman that will probably 
eventuate in legislation that will force them to construct the line? 

Mr. BABC( , ‘KX. I will say that that is a matter which will be 
taken up later by the District Committee at this session in connec- 
tion with other improvenients. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that he will observe by the reading of the bill and the reading of 
the report that this extension is to be built within the next six 
aane, We not only authorize the building, but provide that it 
shall be built within six months. As the chairman of the com- 
mittee has said, it is in response to the request of the citizens in 
that locality. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
geutleman if there is any limitation in this bill as to the time in 
which the Capital Traction Company shall build the road? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Yes: six months. 

Mr. BERRY. I would like to ask if there is any limitation as 
to the rate of fare? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The same rule applies to this piece of con- 
struction as to the other roads in the city. 

Mr. BERRY. Would it not be well to consider the question 
whecher, if there is to be a reduction of fare, it should not be 
a sded for in this bill? 

BABCOCK. I want to make one thing clear to the House. 
If this was a matter desired by the Capital Traction C ompany, an 
amendment such as the gentleinan suggests might well go on the 
bill, but itis not: they do not desire to construct this piece of 
road. I doubt whether the bill becomes a law, but at the same 
time this House and the committee will have done its duty to 
these citizens who live in that part of the District when it passes 
this bill, I do not think it would be wise to offer an amendient 
to either of these bills I will call up this morning. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not know about that. I am satisfied that 
there is a combination going on whereby the strong roads are to 
be used to build up the weaker roads, and make those roads 
where the receipts are large build up and pay for the suburban 


of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof th 
ing: 

* That the Capital Traction Company, of the District of Columbia, | 
it is hereby, authorized and required to construct the necessary track- 

make the necessary connections for the purpose of operating its car 
underground electric system, and to operate the same over and : 
following route, namely: Beginning at the intersection of Pe - sy 
avenue and Seventeenth street northwest; south on Seventeent! 
by double tracks to G street northwest; west on G street by sing! 
to Twenty-fifth street; north on Twenty-fifth street by single track t 
svylvania avenue. Also, beginning with the tracks at the corner ot + 
teenth and G streets northwest: south on Seventeenth street by sinz! 
to F street northwest; west on F street by single track to Twenty-sixt! 
northwest; north on Twenty-sixth street by single track to Penn- 
avenue: Provided, That for the purpose of furnishing a loop for us 
necessary, a single track may be extended along G street northwes 
Twenty-fifth to Twenty-sixth streets, connecting with the single t: 
Twe nty-fifth and Twenty-sixth streets northwest. 

‘Sec. 2. That the extensions herein authorized shall be comp! 
cars operated over the same within one year from the date of the pa 
this act. 

“Sec. 3. That the extensions herein authorized shall be construc 
cordance with plans satisfactory to the Commissioners of the Dist 
Columbia, and approved by them. 

‘Src. 4. That the said Capital Traction Company shall have, ov 
specting the routes herein provided for, the same rights, powers, «1 
leges it now has over and respecting its other routes, and be su 
respect — to to all the other provisions of its charter and law. 

“Sec. 5, That Congress reserves the right to-alter, amend, or re} 
act.’ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this is also a bill whi 
passed by the Hcuse in the Fifty-fifth Congress. It prov 
an extension of the lines of the Traction. Company beyo: 
Warand Navy Department building. That is a portion 
city where the people have had no street-car facilities. Th: 
ter of extending railroad lines into that section has been a | 
contention between the different railroad lines, the question 
which should occupy that territory. The Trac ‘tion C ompany 
protested against any other company building a line through 
section, and still it did not want to make the extension it~ 
the reason that the people living there can, by walking tiv: 
squares, get to this company’s main line. 

This bill provides for a single track down G and back by w 
F street. This extension will accommodate the citizens | 
oldest part of Washington. It is a measure which, like | 
just passed, looks to the accommodation of the people au: 
give them the rapid-transit facilities which they have been : 
for during some years. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
BaBncock] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. b 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me, sir, that while some very 
portant questions connected with the subject of reduction 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1729 






’ Ase <= @ 
ct of Columbia Com1 well not to ex " 
Y rT he , ry ; 1 
Ss T 
} \I T 
tr n ( wl 
A to ed | ( \ ll 
, l + com : t oy + , 
( seven or ¢ } ! y 2 | ( 
Nh A I V whi 1 VW ) ft 1 y 
( . all : ‘ ; : f 
Ww » pring Li Ss to 
had nte a ra 1 1 } 
ntrol railway passenger transit and railroad fares, too, in t] create : 
f Washington. We : l sll 
nk, sir, before these extensions go too far there ought to! in there and extend ‘ 
nething ettled in recard to the uestion what the rate of fare tuation. 
whatis a fair rate as between citizens and the companies, Mr. BERRY 
»nrehend that in the better class of citis ail ‘ ti IniTy i s : 
‘going to have at a very early day a 3-cent fare. The5-cent a N 
was originally fixed when 5 cents was t west convenient | yyy ; ' 
omination of currency. Lut, sir, to the poor man it makes a | + ew : 
t deal of difference in the course of the year whether he pays | the pnurnos f ‘ 
cent fare or a 5-cent fare. These compan ave succeeded | pany w aq 
suppressing all the popular and cheaper modes of transit for eine ct by this act is te ‘ ‘ } 
poorer classes of people. The old herdic coaches are now | ryn ears thr cade eee 
rging a full 5-cent fare, with exchange tickets. thorizine this part ss air tes , 
| think, sir, if there is any city in the world where a 3-cent | privileze to this company w ' 
could be adopted with propriety and success, it is the city of jot be better ¢ gg ai ; 
ashington. It has been adopted in Detroit; and the discussion | egme in and have a chance t : 
re has proved very clearly that the 3-cent fare can be made | jine. 1f¢ vou or I or : int 
ficiently profitable to the railroad companies. These corpora- | pin come in and 1 ' ad 
ns grow veryrapidly. In the city of Washington are d will construct this roa ‘ ¥ 
loping every day, and with the thousands of strangers whocome | than to give t ( ‘ 
reand furnish patronage to these roads, there is no doubt in | already in exist sien his les : 
y mind that a 3-cent fare can ultimately be adopted, not only Mr. BABCOCK. Noone v 1} 
with satisfaction to the people, but with such a profit to the com Mr PERRY Orne peer : 
nies as will furnish a reasonable return on the cost of construct- Mr. BERR ae See | ee Pee vy \ 
r the road, and that is all they ought to expect--a reasonabl | try ast Ba ‘ — 
erest on the amount invested in the enterprise. Mr. BABCOCK. Simply because it isa 


I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Wisconsin will not press cents. No me couid atiord to butid a line t 
»many of these bills until that question of a reduction of fares Mr. BERR Y. There is no class prope! 
now pending in his committee has been fully considered. after In this country as street railroa ye T 
Mr. BABCOCK. One word in answer to my friend from Ken- | @! over the country seeking these priviiess L ti 
ky. I wishto say to him that neither the « hairman of thecom- | NOW to the Hawaiian Islands. Mr, Johnson i rea ult 
ttee nor the committee itself will press any railroad bills at | the steel-rail trust on this floor in former Congresses, } 


resent except those which, like the present and the previous bill, | built roads in Honolulu; and it will not be long un 
; + , , mm , 7 rant to bnilid 1? ne rilit ine [Ts] 2 theSnin a se 
, demanded by the people. The company does not ask for the | Want to build them in the Philippine Isla uu t 


ssage of this bill—does not want to build thisline. The gentle- where else. Let the iran hises be put up and bid on y 

man from Kentucky I know would not for one moment delay | Who desires todo so. There will be no relief to ] iny- 
islation of this kind, which has in view simply the interests of | W2eTe UNiess some suk h course is adopted. 

people who live in the section of the city through which these Mr. BABGCOCK. If we were to take that course. it would mean 

Is Dass. ; that there would be no road built in this partic 


at 
Mr. BERRY. It is growing to be the rule in many of our cities | “ty: ae Poe 
that when a corporate franchise is to be granted it shall be offered Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will al 


a 











public competition. it being ascertained in this way who will | moment, | think we are in pretty good condition in Washington 
offer most for the privilege of constructing and operating the road, | about our street railways, | have seen the companies under ! 
v, that, think, is a proper way. These franchises ought not | pulsory legislation abandon the | aes A Have seen them 
to be given to a selected few. This city heretofore has had seven | under legislation construct additional hi which are t 
or eight or ten roads. I understand that since last July seven of | lines to be found anywhere on earth, and to-day, as nev: r 
these roads have been purchased, have gone into a combination, a | until within the last three months, you ride pretty much all 
company being organized down in Norfolk, in the State of Vir- | over this city on one fare. 
1, and not in the District of Columbia, and that company has Now, much can be said about letting ev ly build: t 
here with a view of consolidating these roads and put them | and operate a railroad. Whe u do tha 
ne. Litigation has been instituted by Mrs. Leiter, who has | permanent policy, you will have to pay t é 
been drawing 9 or 10 per cent dividends on her séock in the Ninth | where you now get on one fare. And I wan ty 
street line, because that company have been devoting the earnings | nection that a street railway is a monopoly, pure 
at line to the construction and maintenance of roads outside , They have the franchise to take the pu reet | 
city that are not productive. nable to legislation, and th v oug!) t to imenable t 
Now, I think when a road running on a given line in Washing- | and it is much better to have them so amenable ar 
ton or anywhere else becomes so profitable that it pays 9 or 10 per | versal transfers than it would be to have a dozen « 
cent, it is time that the fares on that road ought to be reduced in- | two dozen companies with poor service. I thin t 
§ of taking the proceeds of that line and paying them out forthe | to just recognize the fact that it is a monopoly, and 1 { 
purpose of developing property in the country for the benefit of | either by legislation or theif own act in tac ne 
( "men. Most of these roads running out into the suburbs | versal transfers may be given everywhere tli 
I een built with a view of developing real estate and increas- | of Columbia. 
ing its value, and the builders of those lines have long since real- [ wish the Capital Traction Company and the Metr 
ized their profit in the increased value of the real estate. Then | pany were one company, because the l 
U ‘ome in, and, having gotten back the cost of the road in that | vantage of the citizens for one-half t price now paid. and t 
Way, they turn the road back into one of these combinations in | one company would be a nable to legislation by Co 
the city of Washington and take a large block of stock, and thus I know it is fashionable to talk about monopolies 
the people are compelled, by paying a higher rate than they ought, | that, and the other. I have no patie with 1 $, x 
pay for the development of these new lines and this suburban | where the people are interested in the mono} : 
property, a case of street railways, if they are monopolies, the | 
-\ow, I ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. Bancock] if you | terested in having one monopoly instead of a d n 
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| you give the franchise, and they construct the r: Lilro: id, it 


| he 


| we have to compel you to give suitable accommodation t 


| Kentucky. 


1 riding universally throughout the whole 
id of on two or three fares. 
CY th entleman from L[llinois is abs solutely 
3 sof his party in encouraging a trus 
1 the of Washington, Ido not say regs 
h is inconsistent, but I say that he is consistent 
I lea the Republican party upon that subject. 
h l theattention of gentlemen tothe fact that when 
lat hich relates to the District of Colum 
itt here simply as the trustees of the city of Wash- 
nd i u will examine every act relating to these 
ait trect railroad « ies, you will find that every one 
pr aut it that the power to alter, amend, or 
re} t 1 ( is expressly reserved. 
) Iw re \ vy to-day that wherever the lines of 
{ Cor y and the lines of the Capital Traction 
( th I corporations of this city, touch each 
1 give transfers, and you have the power, under 
egisla 1 you have heretofore passed, to make a regula- 
tior that kin | donot believe in having it all inthe hands of 
\ I think it would be better if it were divided up. 
first a. en ch was built in the city of Washington, 
| », from the n -yard to Georgetown, and that line 
fit wer t sup] ortin other lines extending out into the 
; | uld pay 10, 12, or 15 per cent upon the capital 
} 
y should there not be a reduction in the rates of fare 
> p by the people? The streets belong to th people. | 
sav t long to the Government, but they belong 
it last, and they are the ones who ought to be pro- 
{ id this is the only place in which they can get pro- 
fe 
if y ( ae: ; to bu iild a railroad, let the right to con- 
tit b eteveryon roe .ve a chance to bid upon | 
i eliey eet line has reported to the Speak of 
thi ted, I think. oo the Ist of F sbenary, that 
t carr 10 per cent upon its capital last , year 
V te of fare upon that road be reduced until | 
{ lk who hat ‘capital invested in the road will get not more 
i} ir 5 per cent, the reasonable rate of interest upon money 
at this time? 
‘The gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. CANNON] says you can ride 


all over this town on one fare. Yes, if a man simply wants to go 
out riding, he can ride along distance on one fare; but how many 
people use the street cars for that purpose? They get on and get 
off every three or four squares; andif I come down to the Capitol 

















| 


} 


stopping at the various Departments, I am compelled to pay two 
or three fares in the course of my journey. 
[don e the object in pres nting this legislation at this time. 
If there is a necessity for it, let it be subject to public biddi as 
competition, and w whoe ver will bid the most for the privilege of 
carrying the people over that particular line, let the privilege be 
iven to that company. 

ir. CANNON. I shoul: 1 like to have a moment. 

Ir. BABCOCK. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
Mir. CANNON. Not to exceed five minutes further, and prob- 
‘ly not three minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Iwill yield to the gentleman from Ilinois 
/ a 11 
M \NNON. I supposed, Mr. Chairman, that we were in 
xt faith Ciscussing this legislation. 1 venture the prediction 
that I n from Kentucky is talking to the galleries and 
( re much. Iexpress myself mode astly about the street 
railw tem in Washington. 
N 1, | was discussing the street railway system in Was! 
i am somewhat fami liar with it. I had the honor to 
ver committee that enacted a clause that these street 
tems should forsake the horse and go to electricity or 
le; and we provided it should be done in a certain time under 
penalty of forfeiture of the charter. The Traction line—the 
Washington and Georgetown tins —adopted the cable. The Met- 
ropolitan line, with one or two exceptions, adopted electricity: | 
and that was so much better than the cable that the Pennsylvania 
ivenne lin rew away the cable—it was losing its business—and 
put in — Sng motor. 
Ww . the gentleman said he would like many companies. 
We h a many companies for many years winle the ge in 
and I were here and their ervice was rickety horse cars, th it 
a mile and a half in half an hour, and we had to stand up most o 
the tin The grentleman recollects it undsodo I. Wegoinon 
half the time now that we formerly did and we go four or five | 
times farther than we formerly did for the same fare. The gen- 
tleman says it isa great monopoly. Take the Metropolitan line; 
they are building out to the suburbs and constructing new roads. 
Yes, they are; and they are constructing a better line of road 


than exists anywhere else on earth, and you are carried over 


| Ohi 


|} men are all mi king a strenuous fig 


| struction of street railways out to the highest 1 
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every mile o7 
fare. 

The gentlemansays 
Tilinois”’ 
that be 


r half mile additional road constructed for th: 


3thisisa monopoly, 
is in favor of it, 1] 
‘lieves in monopoli¢ 


and ‘the gentleman f) 
ecause it is in harmony “with hi 

s. Ithank God that Isurvey th 
verse through a window: I donot look through a gimik 
|Laughter.| I say again, and say it with great respect 
espousing the cause of mon polies, 
legislation as will guard the city 


o WW 
I stand ready to vote for 
is it has been done in t] 


legislate as } est 1 can in the aterent of the people and i in th 
terest of the gr sate st good to the greatest number. 
But I say again, and the gentleman’s denunciation shall 


7 
Ket 


the 


p me from saying it, that ‘street railways are mono} 
2 first place it is a franc hise to use the public streets, 


and 





essarily a monopoly: and the way to regulate it is to require 
build lines that may not be to its interest to build, but, { 
where it will accommodate the people. That is this bill. 
line that it is now sought to be built by this bill is to serve 
portion of the city that is accommodated now by a rick 
rdic line, that goes down one street toward the old Nay 
rvatory and comes back on another. The gentleman in 
of the bill says that the company do not want to build thi 
This bill says, ‘* You will build it whether you want to br 
you have got a monopoly, and we are exercising th 


ss 


people. # 
Mr. BERRY. 
TheS PEA KER 
the gentleman fr 
Mr. BABCO( 
have here for ec: 
vant? 
Mr. BERRY. 
Mr 


Just one word in reply. 

Does the gentleman from Wisi 
om Kentucky? 

‘K. I would like to go on wi 
ynsideration. 


‘onsin } 


th the bills tl 
How much time does the gent 


Thre 
. BABCOCK. 


e or four minutes. 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman 


BERRY. I am glad that the gentleman from i 
whom I have known so many years, for 1 have been acq) 
with him for 7, a half acentury, when he was a law s! 
says he d eS not Se the pelt se through a gimlet hole. J t 


x . 
MT, 


ing ane time of the Tpeee in this matter he is a gentler m 
nakes more speeches than any other man, and he canc 
cnough time on appropriations, but when he gets ready h 
me to task abouta matter in the District of Columbia, upon \ 
committee neither he nor I are members. 

I am ready to respond to him with reference to these n 
concerning street railroads and with reference to the fa 
have a bill asking thiscompany, and everybody recognizes t 
is a proper measure, to protect the motormen against storm 
gentleman knows its importance as well as I do, because ! 
I and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] were af 
venture out of the Capitol in the storm, and yet these m: 
vere taken off the cars half dead with the cold, and t 
panies are opposed to giving them the necessary protecti 

It will cost a man who travels around the town all d 
cially if he obliges a friend now and then, 25 to 50 cent 
for car fare. I say that this company ought to give us 
car before we extend any further franchises to them. Gi\ 
car that shall run around the town all night, so that wh: 
man wants to go home, whether it is 1 or 2 o'clock in th 
ing, he can do so, and not make it necessary for a gent 
with a low-cut vest on, when he wants to get home at 


in the morning, to pay out $2 for a cab, but give him ac} 
get a street car, as he can even in my little town. Ican 


any fifteen minutes and find a car that will take me to 
in the city of Cincinnati at any hourof thenight. Thi 
rht before the com 
cause they do not want to ee these improvements. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Iwouldlike toinquireof the gent! 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentuck 
the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. BERRY. C rtainly. 


Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to inquire of the g 
whether there is more than one system of street railroad 
city of Newport, in which the gentleman lives? 

Mr. BERRY. No. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Did the gentleman ever lift up 
against the monopoly of street railways? 


Mr. BERRY. Yes: when the street-car fares w' le 
at one time they were 12. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Why did he not advocate le a i 


vidde 


1a 
ian aout 
he must get in the sam 


re lt 


Mr. BERRY. I would liketo know where 
) gets into this fight [laughter]; 


the gentleman from Lllinois does, 


a7Y 
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BROMWELL. This is a free fight for all. [Laughter. EXTEN . : 
-RRY. Itisan -emarkable fact that the gentleman ee ee 
come tee in the di aus al - t railroads wi 4 not 3 me « AD en I ask t aoe 7 
def Tl dov Norfolk a1 9 . com i. » 1 ) t 
co ui re i ia m LO a pt \ street | 
W ashing 7 ; 
WHEELER of Ke ucKy Id re to say one tl} 2 1n an- 
he gt ¢ 1 from Ohio [ Mr. ] ! I : to 
nder the law of Kent y you have t t out all fra: 
e hig! bidder 
BERRY. That is a fact. We never construct a piece ¢ spect to the 1 
lway without letting it out to the high bidder. 17 Mr. JENKINS. I 
from Ohio knows that in his city they got a franchis The ation | 4 ‘ 
cjisiature torun astreet raliroad tor hity vears without | ] . = 
tion I t [don want to! those tf lp her t tl 
I R IMWELL. That is s ». l woul i to I f th a) ‘ | 
in knows of any system, cons x the fa S ri was : ‘ 
rtation. the rate of fares, th 3; better than the street 1 
1. of Cincin t ‘ 
BERRY. tem is very good. They hav M VT CK 
poin ss Ul ire Than any Oo ) na [ ‘ 
KNOW ol S out 1f are not the best 11 (Feor , nd : . 
ld. Ti iy about this matter. I want I lwasr as 
ise to u railroad is fighting all ¢ rts 
extension, fighting all efforts for protecting the motor? 
nmodating the pas a 
GAINES. Mr. Sp Ma 
ir company is wortl 
utting up protecti 
Kentucl says me : . 
the front of the cars 1 : ‘ 
*H street which have ( 
ee why we do not hay : oa : 
that have a longer lve d whe 
BABCOCK. I] y to the gentleman that the commit- | id triking 
as a bill of tl under consideration and has given it | 1's meee, os 
hearings already and is to have a further hearing. | seal. atte ame wane ako 
.GAINES. What are the prospects for getting that protec- 
BROMWELL. Oh, he can not answer that question. che es aaa 
BABCOCK. I do not see howI can predicate what 2 ac- i! 1 
venteen members of the committee will be. con a ca 
GAINES. Is the gentleman in favor of protection of that | ;, ~~~ tI aad 
. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement on this | “™e to any unt 
, 7 | Mr. JENKINS. Ia \ 
SPEAKER Do the entlemaz {ro Wisconsin yield to The tion | i Ww 0 I 1 l 
entleman from Tennessee? }andr i third t and 
BABCOCK. 1 will yield three minutes. }and | t 
SIMS. I do not want the members of the House to misun- | Ou m 1.of Mr. JENKINS, a 1 
d this Jevislation. This is almost a Populistic bill is | vote d on tl 
ll to make a railroad do something for the benefit ' 
that it would not doitself. This bill is to make this 
uild a road where there is none now in order to serve the Mr. BABCOCK, |] 
without any reference to whether it is a benefit to tl yar 1 VV j 
company or not. Three-cent fares, if they come—and I | ka i Compa 
be in favor of 1-cent fares when the receipts of tl il- e | 
mpany would warrant it—will apply to the new branches MUDD i ! las titute, 
same as to the main line. The object of the bill is not to | and I ask that t é t ( read in Pi 
y favor to the railroad company, but to compel an unwill- Tl ng no t bstit 
id corporation to do that which the people in this sec- 
the city demand, and I do not think it is subject to the ; 
n that it is in favor of the corporation. , - 
ERRY. Would the gentleman have any objection to my 
an amendment? I hope at least he will allowit to] t 
BCOCK, I have no objection to the reading of the |: t t ( 
ent; but I shall object to the offering of any amendment, | te M tant 
SRRY. Let the amendment be read for information. ven ls spy 
EAKER, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to | Ja treet to M “ 
3s amendment to be offered? : nect wv 1 ( 
ABCOCK, Only that it may be read for the informat ae sank ’ 
Ouse and placed ) La i 
erk read the proposed amendment of Mr. Berry, as fol- | up.2s 4 public thor fare 
R ud 
juit ll cars operated i y of Washington sha road} id the 
prot tormen and that : Ss nt } the 1s ty I 
I mlwWa.m to545a.1 | oe » SHAE ' . 


a a! 

SPEAKER. The amendment is not pending; it was only | line aut ized from the w n ap} th of t Pennsyly 
‘information. Avenue bridge to Fifteenth street and East Capitol street, pri 
uestion being taken on the amendment reported by the | for an exclusively suburban road. The bill grants a 

-é in the form of a substitute, it was agreed to. of two years’ time within which the company may 
‘las amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | road. 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, | The reason for asking this extension of time i 


MUDD. _ Lrise to a point of order on that amendment. | Mr. MUDD. This bill, with the ex a short additional 
Ve wie 








i732 CONGRESSIONAL 
fran ‘ a eranted it brought this road, which, as I 
} a suburban road, only up to the western ap- 
1 | ! nia Avenue bridge, leaving no means of 
( I yas to bring passengers into the central por- 
{ . Atthesame time we did this we passed a bill, al- 
ied to c man of the committee this morning, 
1 the nsideration of a bili for a similar purpose, author- 
wt requiring the Capital Traction Company to build its 
} { Pennsylvania avenue from Eighth street SE. down to the 
point at which this road is allowed to enter the city after crossing 
the river. The bill cl ring the suburban railroad was passed 
by hy | nches of ¢ ess and signed by the President. The 
bill giving a similar privilege to the Capital Traction Company 
was, as the chairman has already stated, passed bythe House, but 
ailed in tl ate, havi been tied up. I believe, with several 
other ] ( us to which the House did not see fit to give its 
approval 
The only additional time provided by this bill for the East Wash- 
ington Heights Traction Railroad Company is asked for the very 
sitisiactory reason that the company has not completed its road 
because under existing conditions of law passengers have no means 
f getting to the central portion of the city. or any farther into the 
city than the west side of the Anacostia River, and in this condi- 
tion of things capital could not readily be induced to interest 
itself in the enterprise. 
The only changes made in the route of this line are in the nature 
of some slis ht alterations of streets, or perhaps [should say country 
ads, across the Anacostia River. These change sini my judgment 
de better: service and give greater facilities tothe people, with 
less in enience, than would be the case under th provisions of 
the original l apprehend there will be no controversy or ob- 
ion inr ird to this pr ‘oposition. It is approved by the Com- 
missioners, unanimously reported by the committee, and is in 
onse to the wishes and a interests of the community through 
which the road is to be constructed. 
r. BOUTELL of Illin or Is there anything either in the g n- 
eral law or 3 n the charter thes e companies inflicting +a penalty 
or forfeiture for failure -. complete their road within the time 


slit a’ 

Sie. BABCOCK. Under the 
are forfeited if the companies 
There are no spe 


Lllinois. 


general law I believe the charters 
fail to comply with the require- 
ments of Congress, cific penalties. 

Mr. BOUTELL of 
charter. 

Mr. MUDD. 
pany. 
The question be 


Yes; in the original charter, as I understand, of 


ing taken, the substitute reported by the com- 


! 
| 


That is provided in the original | 


| and confirmed by 


mittee wes agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 
On motion of MUDD, a motion to reconsider the vote last 
n was laid on the table. 
BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I vield to the gentleman from 
Ne York [Mr. Ray] to present a resolution. 
LEAVE TO COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF 


PHE HOUSE, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent 
for th pres nt consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk's desk. 


‘ 
as follows: 
n the Jt 
f the 


The reso olutio mm was read, 
t the ¢ author- 


ongress. 


3 hereby, 
he 


and i 
ifty-sixt 


ciary be, 


House of the Fi 


ommittee « 1di 


ie Li 
resolution was agreed to. 
EXTENSION 

BABCOCK,. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
the bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road 
Thirteenth street, 
stitute has been reported. Lask that the rea 
omitted and that the substitute be read. 
connection, that 
Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CANNoN). The gentleman 
asks that the reading of the bill may be dispensed with and that 
the substitute may be read. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered, 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 


“The 


OF 


COLUMBIA ROAD, 

Mr. 
ation of 
east of 
ding of the bill be 
I also ask, in the same 


The gentleman from Wisconsin 


asks unanimous consent that the bill may be considered in the | 


House as in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That within twenty days after the passage of this act the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia be, and Bs y are hereby, au thorized and directed 
to institute in the supreme court of » Dis strict of Columbia, sitting as a dis- 
trict court, by petition, particular 4 vd ribing the lands to be take 
ceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be necessary for the exten- 
sion of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, through block 23 of Columbia 


,apro- | 
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Heights, with a width of 60 feet, so that the western terminns of ¢ 
street will be connected in a « t mann er with the eastern te 
Columbia road as now located w Thirteenth street ; 
Sec. x. That cf the amount fe 1d to be due and awarded as d 
l » he 1 for the extension of Colum 
all be ass ssed by the jury } 
) extent of su 1 benefits, against t] 

r said ¢ ‘olun ia road as extend 
blo« alec on any: or all pieces or par ‘ 
wh xtension of said Columbia road: 
termining th« essed against said pieces or par 
the jury shall take into consideration the respective situations of s 


or parcels of snefit VE 


indand the be 


sthey may s rally receive from 























sion of Columbia r as afores 

Sec. 3. That the said court s] use public notice of not less ;¢ 
days to be given of the filing of ss proceedings, by advertisem 
manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn 
having any interest in the proceedings to atten 1 court at a d: iy t 
in said notice ar I te c tinue in attendance until the court shall | 
its tinal order ratifying and cor ming the award of the jury; ar 
tion to such public notice said court, whenever = its judgment it 
cable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice to be served by the 





his deputies, upon such owners of 


Columbia, or 
found by said marshal, or his deputies, 


be 


of the District of 
be « ndemned as may 


District of Columbia. ; 
See That after the filing of proof of publication of the 1 
vided for in the preceding section, said court shall cause a jur 


not related to a 1y person interested 
» service or employment of the District o 


judicious, disinterested men, 
ceedings, and not in the 















or of the United States, to be summoned by the marshal of the | 
Columbia, t wh ich jurors said court shall administer an oath or a 
] re not — rested in any manner in the land to be cond 
é any way related to theparties interested therein, and ths at 
V mut favor or ) artis lity, to the best of their judgment, asse 
ages each owner of land taken may sustain by reasonof the exte: 
street and the ¢ mndemnation of lands forthe purposesof such ext 
assess not less than one-half of the amount of such damages as her 
pr led. Thecourt, before accepting the jury, shall hearany obj 
n 1 any member thereof wd Shoals boreal women ted. 
al i and toexcuse any juror or ee vacancy 
when impaneled, to be filled; and atter said jury shall have bee 
and shall have viewed the premises, said jury shall proceed, in t! 
of the rant, “if the court aeall 30 direct, or otherwise as the court m 


to hear and re ‘eive such evidence as may be offered or submitt: 

of the District of Columbia and by any person or persons having al 
in the procs aaeas for th e extension of said street. Whenthe hear 
cluded the jury,or an ajorit y of them, shall return tosaid court, i: 
its verdict of the amount to be found due and payable as damage 
by reason of i the exte nsion of said stre et : nder the provisions ther: 
the piec ‘cels of land benefited by such extension and th 
the : ch benefits agains t the same. 

SEc. 5. " t if the | use of a part only of any piec e or parcel of ¢ 
be condemned, » jury, in determining its value, shall not take 
eration any bx : fits that may accrue to the remainder thereof f: 
tension of said street or highway, but such benefits shall be 
determining what assessment shall be made on or against such part 
piece or parcel of land as may not be taken as hereinbefore peer’ 1 

Sec. 6. That the court shall have power to hear and determi: 
tions which may be filed to said verdict or award,and to set the 
\ he *n satisfied that it is unjust or unreasonable, and in such event 

en ill be begun anew under the method provided in th 
‘oceedings as to the particular land in controversy s 
ind of no effect: Provided, That said objections shall be filed wi 
davysafter the verdict or award of said jury. 

Sec. 7. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been fir 
the court, as herein provided, the amount 
uvarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under th 
hereof shall be paid tothe owners of said land by the Treasurer of t 
states, ex officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of ( 
upon the warrant of the Commissioners of said District, out of th 
of the District of Columbia: and a sufficient sum to pay the am 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the reve 
District of Columbia. 

SEC That when confirmed by the court the several assess 
provided to be made shall severally be alien upon the land : 

hall be collected as special improvement taxes in the Distri 
and shall be payable in four equal annual installments, with int 
rate of & per ee nt per annum until paid. 

Src That each juror shall receive as compensation thes 














rs sh 






day for his services during the time he shall be actually engaged i 


and for other purposes, for which a sub- | ‘ 


the bill may be considered in the House as in | 





ices under the provisions hereof. 
= c. 10. That the sum of $300 is hereby appropriated, out of t! 
he District of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for t 
‘ . ) — ~ ty the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto 
SEC : That no appeal by any interested party from the d 
su] nnn court of the District of Columbia confirming the ass 
assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for, nor ar 
eeding at law or in equity by such party against the confirma! 
assessment or assessments, shall delay or prevent the payment 
others in respect to the property condemned, nor delay or prev: 
ing of any of said property sought to be condemned, nor the o} 
street: Provided, however, That upon the final determination « 
or other proceeding at law or in equity the amount found to be 
able as damages sustained by reason of the extension of said str: 
provisions hereof shall be paid as hereinbefore provided 
Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the s: 
The substitute was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and r 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and | 
On motion of Mr. PEARRE, a motion to reconsider 
vote was laid on the table. 


JOSEPH BACIGALUPPI. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of Joseph Ba: 
and I ask that the bill may be considered in the House as 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman ask 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from t! 
consideration of the bill and that it be considered in the 1 


¢ 
ot 





o +) 


s 
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( 1ittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. Is ther I gent n m Net Yor M 
tion? consent that the C t \ 
There was no objection. from the further consid 
rhe bill was read, as follows: | ered in the House asin ¢ \\ 
ted. etc.. That all rea I $ / minute rul 
1 ased by a ‘ Mr. STEPHENS I 
I i ex s } ee Dn 4 
t 3 “ ri ; : whe . a a | ~ . he am 
f said a r LY sa Mr. PAYNI i 
sted in said Joeeph Baciga y in every respect as though | DY, the committee to offer 
citizen he United 3 at 7 was pur- | The SPEAKER prot 
and conveyed to bim ™ | Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentlemar 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Unl you will 1 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
n motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last at H 
yote was leid on the table. on S ( 
JOHN H. GAUSE AND OTHERS, a ‘ 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- nm ¥ 
of the bill (H. R. 5137) authorizing the Secretary of the In- rt 
terior to convey a certain lot in the District of Columbia to John 
Hi. Gause and others, and I ask that the Committee of the Whole ind a \ . 
se on the state of the Union be discharged from the further the W 
sideration of the bill and that it be considered in the House as consideri ' 


Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
sent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of | 
Union be discharged from the further consideration of the | 
and that the same be considered in the House as in Commit- 


of the Whole. Is there objection? | Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairma 
There was no objection. | T } ent 
j 














The bill was read, as follows: Mr. PAYNE. Sect OUD t g Ls 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a ret bill seeks to amend, re sas foll s 
H. Gaus i Charles ft \ Wash is tenants | All mer in \ 
yn, t heir l ill t ht, title, and the | Mains r vi y 
States ltoa la n ti tv of Was! , in the ndd if 
t of Colum , kr I rid « s ) i] w 
square No. 1041. T ets l ha tl fect ly of im } the Se iry l 4 
right, ti und it st t Ss reir t shall1 | M Xi iy beer t 
ud rse title to said land, if: l ey} t the ter \ $ 
United States, nor operate to di ix : lev such S 
by the District of Colun 2 he « ishall not be delivered —— . : 
uctory proof has been made that all taxes and assessments, both | It will be seen by the House that the pres 
i special, levied on said lot by the District of Columbia, have been | goods from a forei uuntry to be ta tral { 
_ United States only when destined to the Britis 
[ bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and | north or to Mexico on the south. and 4d 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | for the new trade which h n nv ; 
n motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last | with reference to goods trat ted from Europe 
was laid on the table. 1 and to other countries of Orient it isi ! t 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker. that is all the business,I be- | good 











pes , é } goods | ivt duty in roi POS } U tad & + 
to be presented to day by the Committee on the District of | they be transported th1 Ca i by t ( ! 
mola. where they may be taken in bond. T t of t ) 
TRANSPORTATION OF ¢ bs ID ‘D. make it universal, so that any goods exported fro 
7 -—~Th 7 7 } + 7% ‘OnnrTyv mie ass throneh the rite 
. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H, R, | COUBRUY may | — he Unit 
ind I ask unanimous consent to consider it in the House as | * oe ene ae eran eee 
. > , . 1 1 | 1 : | oT » ¢ ( Thronen the nites “tot, S t nr ft ) 
mittee of the Whole. Perhaps the bill had better be read | & G00GS Larones | ‘ d : ; 
| compan ay be wed to thet 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title | MSc eves on ' : 
. i : ta + extend ft it H x ’ 
a nnanimonsiv renort fro t} ‘on + ry VA ‘ ; \ 
fhe Clerk read as follows: eee rom the ‘ V ‘ 
H. R. 3334) to amend section 3005 of the R 1 Statutes of the | =~“. 
Lae | t } ) | in referer + the M ican Fre: . 
ie ie ia i Membe f t | ow that I nl 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York | .,~ iat elles the hf : 
s unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- | }-,4.~. 4,;..: | 1 
1 { ] ‘ 1 = . at between Mexico and the United State 
| from the further consideration of this bill and that the | 7. ifrom eithe entre ant 1 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. | (0009 hawond the lim: aa ; od 
ection? l ea beyond the wo it 
“ ‘ Are : ; : .., | are required to pay duty 
MAHON. Mr. Speaker, we should like to have the bill es wa an — 
P i is ‘it an ee £ I t 
nformation. | cities toe, Sime 3 gee 
I SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to | the 1 1. In 1895 ¢ aa ws gg ‘ ; 
. . ¢ ) aif e ) ( = 
it read before the question is put? thi Free Z sa 1 pa bill for that ‘ 
‘T xf ° - > ° =» l af and passe | Ty \\ 
[AHON. Yes; for information. privil that mi ht crue to the Unit Stat 
i ll was read, as ows: I Liepes that mig icerus l 1 
os read, as foll awe es ees ence of this Free Zone; and that has been 
dy etc., That ser n oho ¢ Ul mevised statu 3 the | jh yr 6 that Me l I treaty 
All met i I of Stat Ul a ma in our reve! lav 
foreig t ( But the purpose of that bill . 
or —, a : t with us in abolishing this Fre 
itl s val i itra 7 
Raainad prescril That 4 ury Department that it h 
the ! l S deg1 The bill is re | 
perati same ' ” the : ? 7 : ne 
To be t \ ] 
f Me \ a Ww eX V ave ! elved o1 e su t 





it f n cod ise tl 3 1 th 
ey i the mits of said ree Zon \ 
a = t juest nh we va 
STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, Ihave no objection} Mr. PAYNE. T 3 the poi 
. as it has been read, but I have objection toan amend-; Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But I 


Which I understand is to be offered to it. 


I * ‘ 
teh tur | be proposed 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. | Mr. PAYN 


£. I introduced this bill at the suggestion of the 


Th 








CONGRE 





Treasury De} ment. When introduced it contained this pro- 
eT 1 1 1 
La m to } he 
L as 
) . n 11S ‘ree Zone. 
;put in because otherwise we thought it would repeal 
n of Congress in 1895 in passing the law to which I have 
u ill 1, aud in that way the bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee on W tvs and Mean 
\ ir t! in from Texas, I think Mr. Coop 
int ed nt resolution providing for the r ae the law 
or nt r lution which was passed in 1895, in reference to this 
Me an | ne That was considered in the Committee on 
Ways and ’ id the committee then reported in favor of the 
int 1 ution introduced by the gentleman — Texas Sa 
( k|. It was og suggested, I ‘think, by myself, that whe1 
this bill came up in » House it would be a proper time, if so 
1. to offer an amen ndm nt to this bill striking out this proviso 
nd tha opriate legislation repealing the action of Congress 
in i805 be inserted; and the committee authorized the gentleman 
fr Ohio Ir. GROSVENOR] to report not only the resolution 
( ed by Mr. Cooper, but also to offer it as an amendment to 
tl ill, and I vield to the gentleman for that purpose. 
Mir. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman— 
ir. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I want to raise the 
point of order against the amendment. 
(ROSVEN( rR. 1 move to strike out of the pending bill 
‘ the word * prescribe,” in the tenth line, and to insert 
ereof the following amendment. 
Ni EPHE NS of Texas. I desire to be recognized to raise 
the | te f order against the amendment offered by the gentle- 
v0) 


the CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment will be read. 






ihe Clerk read as follows: 

ut all after the 0,’ in line 10 of the bill, and inscrt 

4 Fas @n aad ; 7 
2. That the j itled ‘Joint res nin reference 
| Zi n ier of Mexico adjacent tothe 
i { uti ippr and the same is hereby, repealed, 
i llopera section 3005 of the Revised Statutes as existing prior 

he adoption of such joint resolution is hereby revived.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his point of order. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. My pointof order is this: The joint 
lution offered as an amendment to the bill has never been re- 
ona d by the Committee on Ways and Means, and the bill before 


res 








liouse has been reported unanimously, according to the re- 

-s ort which I will read: 
‘I o provisos in the bill are copied word for word from the act of Con- 
proved Marci h1,1805. Itis necessary to incorporate these provisos 
‘umendment th topreserve the act of Congress of 1895, above referred 
nd also to guard against th » fraudulent importation of goods in bond to 
l Ire ne, existence of which has facilitated the smuggling of goods 

il t \ ted States 

Now, the — aa the bill, as read, are to be repealed by 
} resolution (H. Res. 58) known as the Cooper resolution. 
{t has not been rep “4 dcothis House. I have been unable to find 
any report made anywhere by any committee, and the Cooper reso- 
lution is certainly contradictory of and not germane to the bill 
under consideration, and I think should be stricken out on the 

ry 4 ; Ti r 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, I can not understand that 
this amendment is obnoxious to the point of order. No matter 
where the section comes from, I am offering an additional section 
to this bill under consideration. The fact that it has existed in 
th rm of a joint resolution does not bar me from taking the 

une language andoffering it as an amendment tothe bill, adding 
inother section to the bill. germane to the original purpose of the 
bi { elf, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that the first point 
made by the gentleman has force in it—that it is necessary that it 
should be reported by acommittee. Itis offered as an amendment 
by a member of the House, and, if germane, would certainly be 
inorder, The Chair thir that the amendment is germane to 
the general put »of the bill; and therefore overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. ee ene of Te: If no member of the committee 
wishes to be heard— 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Mr. Chairman, am I recognizedin support 
of this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I yield such time as he may desire 


to the gentlemaz 
resolution. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I introduced the orig- 
ina! resolution that is proposed as an amendment to this bill, and 
I desire to make a brief explanation, giving a few facts and history, 
which I think will present the argument in behalf of the measure, 


i from Texas [Mr. CoorER] who introduced the 
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The facts are these: 
under the authority of 
extended from the 


About 1858 the Free Zone was esta))] 
the Mexican Government. At that ti) 
Gulf onthe t bank of the Rio Grande } 
west borders of Texas to the north boundary of T 
This Free Zoneis a territor bout 12 or 15 miles in widih. 
oods are permitted to enter from Mexico and fr 
United States with practically no tax, no impost duties, ] 
them. 

It has some of the effects of a bonded warehouse, withon 
powers and privileges of a bonded warehouse. The reasor 
this Free Zone was established I need not state. but I will sa 
it was established. first, because taxes were higher in M 
impost = 4 s were higher in Mexico, than in Texas, and tl 
Texas was getting t ‘rade of that country to the injury 

. Me X1C0. 
usequence of the Free Zone there was smugeling 
Texas over into Mexico when goods were cheaper in Tex 
in Mexico, and from Mexico into Texas when they were ch 
Mexico than in Texas. It was believed that this Governm 
losing some taxes in consequence of such condition, 
was possibly larger from that Free Zone territory than 
other ions of the country, because it was a sparsely 
country, and the revenue agents and taxgatherers could n 
it as carefully as on some other portions of the borders. 

On the Canadian boundary the same condition exists. 
believed by the Government of the United States that 
prohibited the transportation of goods into that country i 
compel Mexico to repeal the law authorizing the Fre 
Acting under that belief, in 1895 a joint resolution was p 
Congress authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
to thereafter prohibit the transportation of goods to the F: 
That law has been in operation for some time. The S« 
the Treasury by several letters reports that it has not yn 
or restrained any smuggling, and further recommends th: 
of this resolution. that the former resolution prohibiting t! 
portation of goods into that country be repealed. I hay 
ters here. 

Now, the only result of the passage of the resolution o 
has been to prevent the transp ortation through this « 
goods from the seaboard and ports of this country into 
Zone. Asa consequence Tampico and Vera Cruz, Mexi 
all the goods intended for the ree Zone. The Mexican 
haul them. The goods go to the Free — just as thm 
heretofore before the law of March 5, , but the: 
hauled by American transportation companion, nor 
landed at American ports by which American laborers 
the benefit of it. The object of this bill is to repeal t! 
tion and let the goods go in bond—let them be landed 

can ports and be hauled by Ameican transportation co1 
the Free Zone. 

Now, when these goods reach the Free Zone and are 1 
to the United States they have to pay the impost duti 
by the United S{ates. If they go into the Mexican St 
or west of this zone, they have to pay the duties levied 
States. Therefore it acts simply as a bonded warehou 
going into the Free Zone do not go absolutely free, but 
tree. The tax or impost duties have been from 2 to 1> 

Now, lam advised by the Treasury Department that 
has not prevented smuggling, but has had atendency to 
it, for thisreason: When the goodsare landed at Mexican 
transported by Mexican railroads to this Free Zone, t! 
unknown, undesignated, not identified by the offic 
United States. But if they were landed at America: 
transported by American transportation companies, th 
of the Treasury would have some knowledge of the ¢ 
their value, their character, and, therefore, would be a! 
tify them to prevent smuggling. 

Weall agree that smuggling across the borders ought ' 
hibited. The American people would like to have s 
hibiting it, but it is increasing instead of decreasin: 
expected when the resolution of 1895 was passed that it ' 
pel Mexico to repeal the law creating the Free Zone: 
failed of its purpose, and the only object obtained is 1 
hibits American people and transportation companies i 
ling the goods, wares, and merch: indise that go to the l 
and therefore has taken away from them that much u 
would have gone into the pockets of the American peo] 

These were the reasons that prompted me to introduc 
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lution. There are three Representatives from Texas \ 
sent territory on the Mexican border (the — Le 
understood that two of my colleagues favor this yh 


amendment, and the other, who is as sincere as in re 
opposed to it for reasons which he will give to the Hou 
When the resolution of 1895 was originally passed, it 1 
bitterly opposed by the Representative from Texas in ‘ 
Mr. Crain, who represented, I think, the largest territory ! 
on the Free Zone, and he succeeded, in this branch of C 
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inating that part of the territory which herepr ited, from | that those 1 1 1 




















-ovisious of this bill. I I heaper than to m tsof ] 
t to the Senate and there was amended for the reason rs iENS r Yes . 
r. CO I ‘exas. } 
af 
~ = Vet 12 ¢ 
4 > 
ir. STEPHENS l 
1 phat m s 
iM ev h 
| ola \V } 
re ¢ é 
l > 
| 
- ( 5 V 
( 
i H S ! 
li 
ty nD I wit 1 Stat y 5 ! 4 
h ¢ } rT Mf 
AA A i 
to i t i n f 
A Lv vt ) Mex l $ 
. » theanaet a= » > hon ~ kal . . 4 +}, 
in bord hrough our own custom-houses we ud have | 1 t i the A rican side 
‘d by which we could afterwards trace g hat are smug- The hich tariff was upon the Mexican nd the | 
ick into ou try. But when thev come through the | upon the Americat M I 
n lines of trans] 











i a 1 
and no way what rt ice them n 1 yA in 
le the former reporton this bill—a ‘hwas}] ed I \ be I ‘ 1 
us is | which was too y thes i- | payment of t ( 
Speaker. I thinkthis billisin the interest d gov I Menxi Col ? 1 \ l 
ment, and I donot see how it can possibly ha any undesirable } side, r tariffs then ! 
ton anybody's constituents, unless in the way described by a Since the civi ar cond I een rev l M 
n member o 1e House from the State of Texas whoonce said | a very | tariff in the k1 
only per he knew who could oppose the destruction | the present time, our tar 3 been vet i l 
is limitation must be some persons who were carrying on | mains high. Indeed, it is higher than ¢ 
ie extent the business of smuggling across that line. He} Dingley bill. T American 1 hants 
a little farther than I will go—indeed a good deal farther; | Cockrell resolution ) ldy ‘ ith the |] 
io not know anything about the circumstances down there. | merchant across the Rio Grande River. ~ 
we leave the law as it now is, it certainly is ) te n 
for us to leave our Treasury in, especially 
ry of the Treasury as far back as Secretary I wit it ¢ 
» get rid of this trouble. 


, Mr. Chairman, I will 

















the | L ) 
STEPHENS] what ne ants. 1 the A rican side ; t 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I want to be recogn ] MN ‘ (; { 
GROSVENOR. Then I will 1 ‘ve tl y | Mr. Blaine, $ 1 Judge | Te 
\ ted the s > polic l > the] l f t) t 
STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to explain | Texas took 1 1e qu 1 passed a re it unanil 
members of the Hou vhat this Free Zone is and how it | 1 the passa fthe ¢ cr resolution 
d. It is astrip of Mexican territory, 13 miles wide, ex- | 1 Ll by the from Oh Mr. ( 
from the Gulf of Mexico to the Gulf of California, the | repeals. 
ry between the United States and xico, forraing the Chat resolution (k1 na ( 
ne of the Free Zone. It touches the south boundary li effect that g hould 2 
a, New Mexico. and Texas. The largest town along that | po of the United § M 
is the city of El Paso, in my district. In fact the rev- | ico without th me} ity. att 
ted there exceeds the revenue of every other port along | « he ] : t] , ‘ ; 
lary by more than $100,000 each year kk é l 
fore the interest of El Paso in tl an | Reagan 
ll the othe = WI on that 1 rd . 4 \ x l { t 
1 Paso, which give our merchant leap ft I yn me until time. Our mei nt l 
nt. We have in this respect a decided advantage over | law as s now much better tl t 
san merchantsin the Mexican town of Juarez, j across | | Lat 
The Mexican merchants have only one line 
ending from the Mexic 











As . 
‘an town directly op} € Paso, there being noth- | and, further, epeal will 
a small river between them. Smuggling is very easily ls across that river from M 
1 along this 1 lary for the greater portion of the year, tes. The; . 
the Rio Grande River is very often dry. nited 
goods are carried in bond as they are now carried fr fr 


s of Vera Cruz and Tampico, Mexico, and land i ntry in the United States 1 
1 the Free Zone, they can not be sold by the Mexic .. ling rou 


ree 





, ’ 4 , + +} y 
line re Vu .¥ (ican Mm fi I l tO Li 5 
z in that zone of Mexico much lower than they can railroads shall carry this f i 
s side of the river. The difference in the freight r é t mall pitta that 


us for the difference between the tariff of the United | into tl ; 
ithe Free Zone tariff. The 

the Juarez merchant an: 
t advantage which er 








—an idangers the interests of the | ican town. There are m 
son the American side of the river. It also produces | our American people can i p 
~,and in producing smuggling it injures the merchants | Zone ds, and hav 11 
American side. tailor on the Mexican si f t t 
-COOPER of Texas. Will my colleague allow a question? | the clothes onand wear them 
-SLEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. l clotl I 
t. COOPER of Te 1 


Old ¢ ne Im ava iV Ul 
xas. My colleague states, as I understand, | over in Mexico in bond, landed on the M 
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yl lin bott Mexican smugglers will slip it back at The Clerk read as follows: 
1 t in ¢ l tion ith the American m ifac IN All FREE ZONE—CONGRESS WILL REPEAL THE EL PASO Ry 
ture of The samme true of tobacco, and goods of every riON—HOW TO WORK IT—REPORT MADE BY MR. HART TO TH} 
I I nui tured by Americans, ‘ rEXTILE AND SILK ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA—IT INJURED Ay 
: BORDER TOWNS—ENCOI iED SMUGGLING AT PRESENT THI I 
f im CAN DO EL. PASO NO HA THINKS IT INCREASES EXPORTS PF; 
A . i e? ] we; UN bhi) STATES 
3. W houl The following Associated Press bulletin was received yesterday 
y } ner ? 7 \W \ 
ut mn te { bond The Ways and Means ¢ mitte ii 
é eww y ey hou \mne Li rat I I on the t | Rept \ 
{ \ have d t aw of [5% In refers e Free Zone of M 
is y : In explanation of the n which the « 
{ report wit mt repeal, the report made by Juan S. H of the 
5 } i r) rt t and S$ Associa yma ¢ eri 
( } } soclatior Journa be found i r rea 
¢ | S10 \ This rer } Mr »H 
WW 1 Means. t } ‘ erred the bill (H.R December 2, 18¥ ir it rs of the American Ass 
the he i Statutes of the United Stat k read as follows: 
’ ‘ repo | GENTLEMEN: In answer to your request togive my views in regar 
t Dec ! tthe Treasury Department furnished the fol effect of the Free Zone of northern »> upon American indust 
’ x} | tostate my ¢ mnection with recent legislation by the United Stat« 
Rey d Statutes 3 fol vs on the subject, as wellas to outline the present condition and sugg 
! riving at the f New ! ] to} d, I respectfully submit the following brief statement 
; vy designated by = * of Mexico, as established in 1883, is a strip 
t i t British pr norther i *20) kilometers wide from the Gulf of Mexico to t 
I ‘ y ot oO n ’ goods and merchandise of all countries of th 
' "y ? ' ‘ t ‘ ; adi } ‘xican Government free of duty Later, inst 
‘ at tl m-} conveyed in transit thr ad free of duty. the goods paid 3 per cent of t! 
t ed State t t payment of duties, j } co inspection. The charge was afterwards in 
etary of the Treasury may prescribe.’ } per and for the last five years and at present Me 
’ aut t this statute merchandise may be transported in | 10 pe ies in the Free Zone. Theduties are paid in Mex 
1 the United States from designated ports in the Before this Free Zone was established none but American goo 
{ tea tod idaand Mexico, but there is uthority forsuch tran 
{ ed States from Canada and Mexico, or from one | goods were cai 
her nited States in bond : 
§ f¢ me! ind the establishment of | »quantity of the foreign goods and merchandise carried 
the enlargement of the privileges giver | enormity compared pulation and the consumpt 
I riv f isit through the United | goods in the Free Z tof Mexico is as sparsely po} 
Sta ther to o1 m Canada. Mexico. or any other forei { it five cities along the thousar 
t lt tate the « e Pacific Ocean. American 1 








sin the Free Zone. The few tow? 



















































t v ¢ ’ r tl revel ttlements of very poor people, whose wa 
| | an afford no luxuries 
ct is it now stands, provides only for the carrying and t sit | ss of goods imported into the Free Zone largely cons 
{ countries destined to either some pla in | sa fractured woolens, gloves, dry goods of every descript 
rin Mexico. At the time tl tion was passed (July i? expensive embroidered goods and laces. Also larg 
i all the requirements of commerce. Since that time a lar opium, crockery, and gl sare carried there; in fact ever, 
} 1 ip with orienta iutries, much of which seeks transportatior | whis h the United States charges high duties is imported then 
+ ly mtn¢ qua 
. ; f the benefit of thi sportation because we can ted States Army was stationed along the frontier of 
the is thi t} ‘ ntry i ond S amendment is smuggling these Free Zone goods inthiscountry,i 
n order te ifair share of this trade to trans} ation com- prevented. ‘ » Grande from the Mexican Gulf t 
It w t - of t as Ly ! ivy lin iders it gives a len rf 
dum, that issave of t 1] will not endanger the revenue it iver f zht months from El Paso t 
, | tive e rom El Paso west to the i 
the ure iw t of | é t the boundary for 1,200 m 
( YT Mat 1 1S It is ne pro- | en ted States Congress was first called t 
‘ ; top ve t & vove | in 1884 by a pe y al » merchants and busines m 
i uinst t of ¢ zs and present Sena y Senators Coke and R i 
br xiste? v ! he smugeglins This petition, whi ile in Washington, showed the fac 
ates 4 nited State | gling afforde j an Free Zone and predicted smugyglit 
u mittee 1 mmend the bill be passed without amendment | « \ daily as long as the Free Z« wy mee 
ag rT ear " ‘ . | *he petition was referred to the State Department forinform 
ir. STE! HEN Sof Texas. Mr, ¢ hairman, I desire to call the pamphlet of 135 pages i on file th on canteen 7 aan te « 
\ tion of the He fact that this bill has been recom- | the question by the Mexican minister at Washington, who is lik 
nded by the Secret e Treasury. He states that the | opposed to the existence of a Free oe Mexico. on ther 
} 1] Janocer +t} a aleeiaskiara ie’ (allies teateadal peat any facts stated in said pamphlet, which is easy of access. 
oe oe gh alec teint gga igen? Mian + “Ti ter then rested until Mr. Crowley, of the special age 
} 





his bill H. R. 3334, without amendment, is exactly what we | ment freasury, called attention toitin his annual report 
want I make no objection to the bill, but I do object to the | “Thi cognition and the experience of nearly eleven years ec: 
+] 1 cad ae va. business n of El Paso to make an effort to kill the Free Zone 

mento re *the crantlems “om Ohio | . ROS . > Husin men ade t x I CtO Kilit t Zou 

t . ie! d by the gentieman from Oho | Mr. GRosvVI NOR} time the only way of getting foreign goods into the Free Zone 
» United States in bond. I went to Washington for the b 
i ( 





, 


estroys the effect of the bill with reference to the Free 













t 1 
| will read that portion of the bill which he proposes to | El Paso, and succeeded in getting a resolution passed _by f 
eout | practically closed our ports for goods intended for the Free Z« 
; ae | the Free-Zone pless until May, 1895, when President Dia 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- | by prociamat he ports of Vera Cruz, Tampico, and G 
‘ » suspend tl ation of this act in sof s the same } the trans}« sin bond to the Free Zone through 3 


7 


reestablishing the Free 7 





zone int 





tted in bond through | tory 














long ¢ < ‘ for the dum} ods to be smuggled into the Uni 
Chat nothing herein contained sh , strued | into the inter c 
i merchant in bond tob li ed | * During the Admini on of President Cleveland the Tr¢ 
t t M bey i the limits of said Free Zone. | ment, for the first time, placed a special agent on duty on 
’ oe , = . ; 7 In ay none the duties wise y assione: bv Supervis 
fhis bill is right, and its provisions are right. As long as that | |? a, See rs a an <a hee 
, . . ° nis omcial, Vno 18 nea ¢ vi i : Paheg 16 StUuas 
I Zone exists it is a menace to the manufacturing interests of Zone and its detrimental effects upon the revenue of this « 








tn untry and so to ey} rehant ; upon this side of the bound rreasury Department refore in possession of facts more a 
os . ; . . . . ae chats Fs tices for me to say that dailv. at E nary? 
ry line. lhave no objection to the last clause in the bill. It ig | 1 can state, It suffices for me to say that dally, at El Pa 4 




























: | ca id the United States courts and Federal courts are 
‘ OMOW |e: are detected, and that these cases are but a sma 
} I r shall} nstrued soas to pre- | viol: of law that go unpunished by the small force of cu 
\ 1 | e delivered at points in | who y it is to guard such a vast and wild frontier. 
t \ t fs ce Zo} ; | yea. resentcondition, then, arising from the Free Zone, wl 
TIM on =, = 4} BS . 4) in full vigor andeffect, are that most American products sol 
Phat ti s 13 mules beyond the Rio Grande and consequently | are displaced by foreign goods: that the United States is] 
15 miles beyond the boundary of the United States; and if they | reason of the ‘smu "s paradise’ which it created; that our 1 
pass ove! 1 h their bonded goods thev have to pay the full ey unewns Saas aie ones ae 
: are ; ef 4 ail : nists antwent te fully 3 ntry, and that the law-abidi 
Mexican du ¥, but if they op st over our line th are 1n ti ontie an avainst those untaxed coods M 
| on d consequ y they can undersell our merchants | Zonet to this country three things. 
and it e them t great extent. First und its cons ss ee 1 
my a ote ; : . : 2113 7 ’ * Secor s revenue and even of internal re 
Phe question is this, whether or not we will benefit a few ra , i. depositary with no: ieinseas ae 
road companics by the freight they can get for taking these goods rr cadence of the American frontier towns and 
from any port in the United States into the Free Zone in bond, | growth of the M: vns opposite them : 
; : Tt fa 4 \ co has the richt to estal 
and thereby ininure the erchan and m:; Wacturers nNNHNoO —— . iti nas the right ta 
in ae y injure the merchants and manutactut Upon OUF | wholly or p ry, and that the United = 
own side of the boundary line nterfere ir ico needs revenue and th 
I desire to send to the Clerk's desk and have read a statement | people oppose the Free Zone, and the press of Mexico det 





made by a prominent citizen of El Paso in regard to this matter, 
which will show exactly the condition of affairs there, 





Ze as unconstitutional legisiation in favor of a few and aga 
rhe fact is, the Free Zone law is opposed even by the producers 
owners within the Free Zone. 
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If the facts I ha 1 mer i i 
Y re AN S. HART 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this document e ‘ 
} } ‘ ‘ : Shit Sted ‘ i 
ws clearly the condition that existed at the time that this a 
S05 was made the law, and shows the reason ts passag 
} ome an? } ¢ stile < } . eine . ‘ ~ Tr. ' 
that time we have l 1d no trouble at El Paso mpalrative: \ H \ EY 
7 ; . } ‘ xf saw cist 
ikIng, In regard to smuggiing roous trom Jie > To our side 


the river, and, as was predicted, great benefit has accrued to That was with reference tot nt 1 


merchants, because it stopped the shipment of goods in bond | the repeal of tl nt resolut nl re 
1 New Orleans and Galveston, and from the Pacific coast to | 1 in 1892 
e Free Zone, and our merchants have been able to sustain then ” Onin 1 
upon the American le. IL now read a dispatch from El 


Paso, Tex., January 24, 1900. 

















COOPERS BILL IS NOT ATISFACT Y TO MERCHA 2 OF EL PASO r 
Et Paso I 
neressman Cooper I Ml 
v req W ( j 
\ M 
I") ‘ e t i ; | 
I I Ki I 
I ; = “ 
; a ] } } 
I 4 3 Ss i A < t 
t A m< unt ter | 
1 m re stir ip ‘ pr ( 
)? ‘e a a / 
( the high fre ' Now.) ’ I 
s dispatch correctly states the objecti to t epeal of t i = 
Ff 1k 5 I a i c 4 
w. the question is, Will we give the American railroads the cee pleas : . 
otake these gor ls in b nd at | place them in he PF 4.01 oa ; > = } k oa 
pete With our mer ipo! de. or will we pass t . ; 
: : ‘ 1 i muNeS | 
reported originall: m the Commit 1 Ways mAiN 
Meana? The committee’s report on tl il tes that the oe” M ( ) 
r . 1 1 ‘iT ‘ ( 
mously reported. Why should we sti it part of th . i 
} } 1 : Vit > i > i t 
t has been thus favorably reported and stitute the ‘ ea = 
te + . 3 , ne ron 1 1 
( er resolution, which destroys the most vital part of the bill? | ““\)“jnppp = e 
\ Jarine inennai ces conte elie oy ai | Mr. COOPER of Te 
’ lS Giaring inconsistency on the part of the comini f Mr. STEPHENS i I 
_nones Tonk She, Beerwne: 7 of the 7 " the memoran- | any interest in tl 
e passage of tbls bi Wi I i Mr q“))PT R of ‘T I 
s bill is exactly what we want. The amendment offered by | but I want the rtsof Sabir 
ntleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveF> rike it a part of | to get the benetit of h 
. the last clause in reference to the F1 1e, and subst and I want ft} r road t 
the Cooper resolution, which repeals th r of 1895 and | 1 f t 
es smuggling on the Mexican boride Mr. STEPHEN 7 
legislature of the State of Texas by a unanimous vote r¢ if he has ever been in 1 tow! 
sted the passage of the law of 1805. Many of t members and | of the conditions t 
t the senators, Senator Dean. of El Pa ind ator Atlee, Mr. COOPER of T | 


of Laredo, were both members of that legislature and favored th Mr. STEPHENS of T I 1 fa 
| ge of thatlaw. These men are certainly familiar with the | not a fact that the committee 1 mm I 
Conditions in their own towns. We should not repeal the law of ! bill unanimously? 
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NOR] to favorably repo1 
mendment to the pending bill 
imittee,to which my colleague has 


‘hey did, and unanimously directed 
] ~~ “+ 





Why did they act so contradicto- | 





| ill favorably, to authorize 

dment repealing the important 

itradiction is on no I 
Ih lready read in my time 

t re it says that they 1 
d hou nent—that is, the 
ey took subsequent action upon the | 
i 

{he . it was not done at the same time? 
R [It wus done at a subsequent meeting. 

j PiEePHYI Pexa Is it true, as stated, that the Sec 
1 i \ mmended the passage of the bill 3334? 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. It is true also that the Secretary of 
the ‘J y etter of March 11, 1898, in recommending 
{ 

L it resolution ap i Ma ] 
mendiment proposes to repeal the joint resolution of 
M 

I EPHENS of Texas. Can you explain the dilemma he | 
} this in by recommending this bill, which stands for | 
{ i of 1895, and, as vou say, is in favor of this amendment? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. No inquiry was made at that time of | 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the Free Zone. He was asked 
about another bill—a bill to allow the ports of this country opened, | 

it goods could be entered and passed through all ports. 
mw, Mr. Speaker, [ will ask the Clerk to read the newspaper 


raph IT send tothe Clerk’s desk. These ere resolutions passed 























































1) Board of Trade of Eagle Pass. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
rE FREE ZONE—COOPER BILL INDORSED BY THE EAGLE PASS BOARD OF 
rRADI | 
E E PAss, TEX., January 50, 1900. 
I OR EXPRI ttee, appointed by the board 
( V of this mistakes made by some par 
t viev I in last Saturday’s edition with | 
ref he] sto the Free Zone in Mexico 
t I ree Zone extends from the Pacific | 
| \ ville and is 12 miles in width, not | 
li¢ i Ve j 
| P goods from Tampico to Nuevo 
iF lo, CL] ! ite El Paso, is just as cheap by 
way ampico as 1 vay of New Orleans and therefore does not ise | 
t} e to such imou would make it equal to the customs 
tiny 1 I } 
It seen it there isa wrong idea existing regarding the transit | 
f merchandise through the United States in bond to the Zona Libre, and in | 
1 } he public we beg leave to make the following statement: 
year 1805 all goods for the Free Zone in Mexico passed | 
‘United States in bond and were a source of revenue not only to | 
in Tra ads and steamship companies but to many other inter 
as Ol bor, cust e brokers, etc | 
\ and others in El Paso concluded that ! 
» their city if the Zona Libre were abol- | 
} tru ntatives in the Texas legislature to pass a 
| 1 body r rress to find waysand means for the abol 
f trans} hond to the Free Zone. This end was ac 
1 Cong law to that effect, but the same has never 
ithe] h it was created, inasmuch as goods are | 
} { y the »sameas formerly, butin anothermanner. | 
Vi . rer rder soon found out that they could im- | 
sfrom Eu nthe American bonded warehouses on | 
1 er 1 tl » for exportation to Mexico, which is | 
( re it y inconvenience in this last-mentioned 
2 that t r these importations have to give two 
} ’ it ul er for exportation, which is causing a 
1 delay I llextra expense, but it will clearly be seen 
fr t ‘ iw passed in 1805 has never answered the pur 
1 er i for,and only has taken away from the American rail 
roa rt of tl portation, as the Mexican Government in order to 
r tt en f Congress, has made it possible for Mexican mer- 
‘ | Free Z to in rt their goods by way of Tampico, 
wl not befor é took place 
; ent ¢ 11 Congress now has urpose the re 
| a \ will reopen the route of ation in bond 
t! h this count t F Zone without ent : in bonded | 
v es and 1 ) r ther and the board of trade of this ci 
nt r he f 3 1 ution lorsin 
( lin ¢ r i ntative t Ws 
ti ; | si er 
‘ exp ‘ ) ment is 1 idy a 
pl tt h tl l reason why the U1 
Sta h have any y had the 1 t 
viating freight from our rail . The abolishment of 
this Jaw will t } is in the Free Zone, as 
ha intimat \ i »increase of freight rates 
at present, nor will th ny decrease hereafter, should the Cooper bill 
pass, as goods pass through here nowall the same, and the only effect it would 
have would be an increase of freight on our roads and the abolishment of 





| and re 
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: rehouses for exportati 
»wdaysandaf lollars 


wa 


nto Mexico, thereby 
expense. 

M. L. OPPENHEIMER, 
ittee Board of Trade, Eagle Pass, T 
hairman, I understand the pendin 
[have offered. 


Clin 


Chairnanrn C 2 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. C 
question is on the amendment 

The CHAIRMAN, The Cl 
the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill and the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I call for a separat 
vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There will have to bea separate vote o7 
amendment, of course. The question is on the amendment 
fered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by } 

2 


a 


will report the first sect 


STEPHENS of Texas) there were—ayes 56, noes 12. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 1 

port the bill as amended to the House with a favora 

recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
sumed the chair, Mr. HeErpeurn,. Chairman of the Committe: 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that t 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 33 
amend section 3005 of the Revised Statutes of the United Sta 


| and had agreed to an amendment of the same, and as ame 


recommended that the bill do pass. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Chairman of 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, rep 

that that committee has had under consideration House bil! 


| and reports the same back with an amendment. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last 


| was laid on the table. 


LEAVE ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol! 

To Mr. CusHMAN, for two days, on account of important 
ness. 

To Mr. Knox, for one week, on account of important busi: 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether 
port has been made from Committee on Elections No, 1 to-day 

have been out of the Chamber. 
The SPEAKER. No report has been made to-day. 
And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 3 o’clock and 15 mit 


OF 


| p. m.), the House adjourned until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive con 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and refer: 
follows: 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trar 
ting a copy of a communication from the Public Print: 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in 


| printing and binding—to the Committee on Appropriation 


ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, t 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cas 
Wade against the United States—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in th 
William Calgy, executor of estate of Mary Calgy, agai 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordet 
be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tra’ 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commission 
nal Revenue in regard to per diem of certain revenue ag 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be print 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, t1 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner 0 
nal Revenue relating to the detail and payment of certait 
collectors—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord 
be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tr 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner 
nal Revenue in regard to the detail and payment of certa 
cers—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
printed. 
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letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- H lso, from t sam mn »ywhich was 1 
from the late quartermaster and disbursing officer of the | bill of the Senate (S nil ¢ ns \ 
tary Academy at West Point relating to final payment for un Hamley. re] 
mn the cable coal railway—to the Comuuittee on Military y a report (No 
s, and ordered to be printed t Py Ca . 
ter from the Acting 5 rf t 1 tr Ir. GASTON \ 
py ¢ a comn I il from t 7 I I rt t 
ting an estimate of appr tion f iildings at 1 el C. Krickbaut 
¢ station, Rho Island—to t Co1 tte Naval Af end 
ind ordered to be printed. 1 ( 
r from the Secretary of War. transm With a e He als m 
the Chief of Engineers, 1 rt exa i r t 3 
» River. M igan \\ ( the Committ t ! 
1 Ha ind or it 1, N ?, | 
ter from the Acti tary t freasury, submitt ( 
imate for addit s in the ofi of assis ir. GIBSON { 
irer at St. Louis—t nmittee on Appropriations l as Yr 1 ¢t} ' 
lto be] ted. 3 Her y t 
- ; LY N\ ~ 
ORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLI BILLS AND |r Pr ( 
RESOLUTIONS . 
ler clause 2 of Rule XIII, } ind resolutionsof t llow- l ~ \ : } 
titles were severally reported fro1 minittees, delivered t bessom i 
Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, | a report (N ~~); Wi 


follows: Private Calenda 
M 
i 


r. SMALL. from the Committee on the Merchant Marine an 
Fisheries. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | which was referred the t = <9) gra 
}) concerning the boarding of vessels, reported the same with | increase of pe to Edward Boyle, reported tl 





1endment, accompanied by a report (No. 301); which said bill | amendment, a panied a re N 
nd report were referred to the House Calendar. ind report 1 referred t l te 1 
*, CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Mr. HEDGE, fr the ¢ I é I I \ 
mmerce, to which s referred the joint resolution of the Sen- | wa red the ll of the 
5. R. 51) 1 gnizing the gallantry of Frank H. Newcomb, | to Moses F. Wood p \ i l 
ommanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men: | panied by a repo NO. { which said bill and report were r 
lso retiring Capt 


Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter | fern to the Private Calendar. 
service, for efficient and meritorious services in command of the He also. from the sam 1 
itter Hugh McCulloch at Manila, reported the same without | pill the House (H. R. 7264 , 
ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 302); which said | Smith. r rted ew 
int resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the | port (No. 285 vhich said 
le House on the state of the Union. Private Calendar. 
Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- Mr. MIERS of India 

Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. | 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red River 
t 





1s, to which was r rred the bill « Sena ; I 





























i t n to Joseph B. Pre e. rep 
» North at Dr: n, N. Dak., reported the same without weompanied bv are \ 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. 305); which said bill re referred to the P: ( 
r t were referred to the House Calendar. rom the ( ittee on I Pong 
Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on Agricultt to which referred t l S r 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 96) to provide rules and | j M. Johnson, reported the t 
tions governing the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, | egmnanied by L Te} No, 28 W 
s, grafts, cuttings, and buds, commonly known as nursery | referred to the Private Calendar 
and fruits into the United States, and rules and regulations | 4y;, pPorrr > ( ’ ; 
spection of trees, plants, shrubs. vines, grafts, cuttings, | t, yw; was F it +} ss 
ids, commonly known as nursery stock, grown within the | ;,., elite es Whee A. Tins ; 
States, which become subjects of interstate commerce or | .\ a 2 wt (NK 
n, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by — + ane seleiead 4 ie ( 
rt (No. 304 ; which sai 1 bill and report were referrs d tothe | ~ Mr. DRI 1GS. m ( Inv Pes hat 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. ceils inal aa a ae ‘ ] . ‘ 
<NOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which pension to JamesS. J ! { : 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. : vide as comnemiel tee'e canert i? ; 
} ‘ ’ ut aul t t ? 
t for th ory of Hawaii, report same with | .ofarecd ta the Pr 
lent, ac ad by a report (No. 305); which said bill ac. Sais : aah 
4 . Samuasgt +} ‘ ntee £ dhe UWrhnalia Tt Mr. Minns i} i 
rt were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on , : 
Ty sions, to which \ I H. J 
ite of the Union. Se oa 
f RITE , . “a 4 . ame with amenament 
RTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | gojq } ind renort 
RESOLUTIONS. Hea : ‘ 
1 ise 2of Rule XIIL. priv: lls and resolutions of tl the |] H I to I 
‘ titles were severally rey m committees, delivered | d lent \ 
rk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as | with amend: 
MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pe Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 2802 sions, to wl was referre t 
an increase of pension to John W. Brisbois, reported the | granting a pet 1 to G M 
h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 275); which | dmendment mpan 
1 and report were referred t » Calendar l report were 1 red 
GRAFF, from the Committe , to h H | 
ferred the bill of the House to increase tl bill of t Hous 
f Samuel Lybarger, reported Iment, | req d ti me? 
nied by a report (No. 276 h d bill and report No. 294); wh l 
referred to the Private Calendar. Calendar, 
), from the same committee. to which was referred the He also, from the samy itt t ‘ ? 
the House (H. R. 6911) granting an ine1 f pension to | bill of the House (H. R 
Nn. Sawtell, reported the same wit! 1mendment, accom- | late first-class ] U 


y a report (No. 277); which said bill and report were re- | amendment. accompanied 1 report 
4 to the Private Calendar. {and rep 
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Mr. MIERS I na, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ps. tow ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 1944 
! Se « nto Eli C, Walton, reported the same 
wit lment, accompanied by a report (No. 296); which said 
rt we referred to the Private Calendar. 
BHOGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
red the bill of House (H. R. 1507) for the relief of 
mm H. La Count, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
lL by areport (No. 297); which said bill and report were 
erred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


Ww referred the bill of the Hous H. R. 2303) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. L. M. Payne, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 208); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar 


Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5546) granting a pension 
to George White, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
i by a report (No. 290); which said bill and report were 
I ed to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

-A bill GL. R. 3541) for the relief of George Humphrey—Com- 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


A bill 
ville, Ll. 


erred to t 


Hi. R. 7998) for the relief of John Henry Miller, of Okaw- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
he Committee on Military Affairs. 


BLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Pl 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollow 


liv Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8348) for neces- 
sary repairs to the steamer 7'helis, for service as a revenue cutter— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8349) granting jurisdiction 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the claim of the Potta- 
watomie tribe of Indians in and to unceded lands in Illinois and 
elsewhere, and also to hunting, camping, and fishing privileges 
reserved to said Indians under treaty stipulations—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8350) for the relief 


of the occupants of the lands included within the boundaries of 
what is knownas the Algodones grant, in Yuma County, Territory 
of Arizona—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 8351) to 


‘rease the salary of the marshal for the northern district of 





| court of appeals, define its jurisdiction and procedure—t 


«: 
| th 


Pes to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
\lso (by request), a bill (H. R. 8352) to increase salary of the | 
United States attorney for the northern district of Texas—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

*By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8355) to fix the compensa- 
tion of certain ofticers of the customs of the port of New York— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8354) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Uniontown, Pa.—to the Committee 

n Public Buildings and Grounds, 

by Mr. WILSON oi Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8355) to amend an 
t entitled ‘An act to amend an act to prohibit the passage of 
ocal or special laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebt- 
‘and so forth—to the Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8356) to provide for the 
‘ 


| 


eaness, 
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By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8362) to create a pensi 
LO th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8363) to reimburse the States ; 
ilifornia, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 

1e suppression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claiins. 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8364) to create a commission + 
make settlement and adjustment with the Central Branch Uni 
Pacific Railway Company of its indebtedness to the Governm: 
of the United States—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H.R. 8365) for the erection of 
public building at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Publ 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8366) to amend section | 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8367) for the erection of 
monument to the memory of Abraham Lincoln in the cit) 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8368) to provide for fixing t 
of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8369) to transfer the c 
of Concho from the western district of Texas to the northern « 
trict of Texas, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 167) aut} 
izing the Secretary of War to cause a preliminary examinati: 
be made of Mill Cove, Wickford Harbor, Rhode Island—to + 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 168) for char 
in location of aids to navigation on Simmons Reef and Liat 
Shoal, in Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and | 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 169) for change in location 
of light-ship on Grays Reef, in Lake Michigan—to the Committ 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 170) yn l- 
ing for the acquisition of certainlands in the State of Califor: 

to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) an- 
thorizing a special edition of the Yearbook of Department of A xri- 
culture, 1898—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
172) to prevent the lease of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory for alonger period than one year—to the Committee 
Indian Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutio 
the following titles were introduced and severally refer 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8370) to correct the 1 
record of Harvey H. Young, of Beallsville, Washington ( 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8371) to correct the military record o! l- 


|liam H. Signet, of McKeesport, Allegheny County, Pa.- 


retirement of certain Army oflicers, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 8357) in regard to brevets in the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 8358) to protect the right of 

ftrage and prohibit corporations from contributing tocampaign | 
funds—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8359) to amend an | 
act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 


, i887, and all acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on 
nterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 8860) to protect free labor 
from convict competition by confining goods to State where 
made—-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


4 
I 


By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill CH. R. 8861) to purchase an oil 
portrait of Henry Clay—to the Committee on the Library, 


| 
| 
| 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8372) to remove th 
of desertion from the naval record of William H. Bapst 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8373) to remove.the record of dish 
discharge from the military record of Silas J, Marlette—t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8374) for the r 
Matilda A. Runions—to the Committee on Invalid Pens:ous 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8375) for the relief of A. F. and N. ©. 
St. John—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8376) for the relief of James 1 
of Montevista, Colo.—to the Committee on Military Affa . 

3y Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 8377) for the relief oi 
A. Wade, heir of William H. Wade, deceased—to the Com 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8378) for the relief « 


Steffens, widow of Henry Steffens, deceased, Company IF’. * 


| Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 


Also, a bili (H. R. 8379) for the relief of Weaden T. Daiics t 
so forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 8880) granting i 
of pension to R. G. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pet 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8381) granting a pension to Anders 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8382) for the relief of Ja 
McPeters, administrator of Henry D, Allen, deceased—t 
Committee on War Claims. 
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‘ a bill (H. R. 8383) granting a pe M I ( 
the Committee on Invalid S ; 
; > ~ Y 7 » 
\ ra ‘ 
: ard EF. | y sed ( W ar ( 
} ry | . v + t ‘ | 
An 1 t ‘ I ‘ \ 
AB i 
bill (H. R t ) I la \ 
‘ ‘ —* 
M La = +o, ( ‘ \\ ( R . KI A 
v bill R S ti ( Li W. Br I 

( ittee on War Clan B t 

Mr. BAILEY x A bill (H. 1 , ( 

pel 1 to M D. M r ( on | I 
ne T>, | ) \ 
7 ? f ? T ( 
| ip , } > | ' 4 4 
R , ul ( es H. Mi ae 1 
{ i li 4 3. e Int t ( ’ 
\ removy ( al 1 MM MAN 
ai j ( 
I a 
\ rel \ t ( ( 1 t I a 
} l to t Com1 on Milit \ \ R 
. . ( } \\ 
1(H. R. § t Ol L. R Py) MORGAN: A > 
t I ~ ist ual e ) \} t ( 
r t t rthw By ’ VELL: A 
int f thw 1 ro t sou ‘ - miek Be 1 Sey ( ) 
ce S we 1 Walker County, Ala.—to the l on the vy Affairs 
ubiie Lands ; By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H.R 
By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8395) to increase the pension | , eS United States ( 
Henry Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pension cine wniite n Claims 
Also. a bill (H. R. 8396) to correct the military record of Wil \ . {1.R. 8132 r : 
un H. Bigelow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. lw ; ay ( ‘ 
7 ts 7 : ; . ed _ | W. Ferre » the ? 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8397) for the relief of John | yee Milas PRE. A hal 
i. M . By Mr. ] LRA \ i nv 
hite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ | a State \} 

r. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 8308) to remove the charge of : .s ares 

. * — .. at «4 Or VV as I 
rtion standing against James M. Wiley tothe Committee on | (+) +t; 1 the Distr : 

‘ itary Affairs. A] eh ] rT R x t ( 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8599) for the relief of the widow of John W. | yonteomerv County. M » the ¢ \\ 
ilsifer—to the Committee cn Claim ; , Pm ae 
oe Ta OTR 1) se De os ae : Also, a1 H. R. 8 e \ 
By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill 1. 10) to corre the milita cad > 

1 of Charles H. Durning—to the Committee on Military Af- | Oy. MTT eee ; 

. oes | By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. ] 
, | Henry Ridenbaugh, Pinckneyville, ] to t 

Mr. S. A. DAVENPORT: A bil [. R. 8401) for the relief valid P snl : 

. ’ hy . > 4 1 “ 44 ailad re : 
e estate of Thomas Forster—to the Committee on Claims. A] R. 8437) mo 
1 : ' so,a bill (H. Rh. Dd » Temoyv 
Also. a bill (H. R. 8402) for the relief of John M. Devereaux mi Sheds 2 , chy 
— : ; “gent a oe - : the militarv record of W m \\ ! t t 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. y hiiiose A . er eee 
By Mr. DALZE I, R. 8103) to refer the claims of | OC? Naty “haut 
y yr ( f ( . 4 4 ( t Als i, | ] He, R . t ‘ 

I i i hii A i t . . . 
iT. ast St. Louis, Hl t ( t | 
Wa . . r > 

. . ‘ as . , ‘ _ . =. » | i } 

fr. ESCH: A bill (H.R. ° toincrease pensionof Timothy |, Also, a bill eee 
ewis, late member of Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wi ee 1] ; . hill (it 

ae o i : \iv >| {.] } » yytiy 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions By Mr, RIDGELY cs ene) nae SS 


Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8405) granting a pensi n to So-| Vincent Ma <well—to the Commit In i Pens 
1ia Seely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions By Mr. RIAEY: A I. dV. © 

Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8406) for the relief of A. W, | Of George W. Noland, oi 

tt—to the Committee on War Claims. on War Claims, 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8407) for the |_. By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R ran 


4} . S a Ss to } ! tot ‘ommittes Ir P 

r f the owners of certain property in Brookland, D. C.—to th —_ ere L San as Comm a 

: 0 x ai ; ian 
Committee on the District of Columbia. = arse Se ean i 


Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8108) granting a pension to | >PUrT to the ~ommitt anvalid £' 
psey W. Siler—to the Committee on Invalid Pension By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H.R. S111) granting a 
‘ « O11 A t ha ai Ail i RV acel ila CLISIOLLS, xT. a . ] 4 } . 4 ‘ I I = 
0, a bill (A. R. 8409) granting a pension to Sarah Duncan— | 4" O'Neil—to a ee ome aoe a3 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. OS es ee a 
a bill (H. R. 8410) granting a pension to John W. Ben- | *° Me Committ eon I aaa 
» the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. SHAFROTH: N or 
a bill (H. R. 8411) granting a pension to Shadrack I. Cor- | OF Pension to Ge rge W. Necly—to t 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. S10! _ bill (H.R aan 
Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8412) for the relief of Salem Bap- mg hy gat edinggg dr SAE shemptooer 9... astgpelner te 
urch, of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on War | ™@2 WV * — res a ae 
Claims. : By Mr. SIBLEY: Al I.R.S I 
‘ y a = PsVisaen Ra Pet 
Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8413) granting an increase of | Of desertion against William Pest and rea 


r . ‘ “Dp ‘cre »>tTHne Inmittee on Milita A r 
pension to Mary Wolcott Kilburn—to the Committee on Pensions. charg ; yy tae : eee oo an Ras 
\iso,a bill (H. R. 8414) granting anincr f pension toAdam By Mr. TERRY: A bil (H.R 


Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Court of Claims in the case of Edw >» 
By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8415) granting an increase of pen- | istrator of John McCombs, deceased—to 

i to Jesse F. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Claims. ; 

‘Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H.R. $116) for the relief of Daniel P, | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 8450) for the relief of the est 
Andrus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions | Shinn, of Russellville, Ark.—to the Commiitee on War 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8417) granting a pension to| _ By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8151) aut! 
icretia Reed Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. — Jones to perf ut 
| 


is homestead entry to th 


l 
section 32, in townshi} Ss south. of ran 


y Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H.R. $418) for addi- 


f ~s l nce s W { 
tional pension to William H. Gibbs, of Hinds County, Miss.—to | County, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public La 
U ‘ omm ttee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. VANI IVER: A bill (H. R. 845 granting 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8419) for the relief of the estate of Jesse H. | W. A. Lefever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





yn of the Ce 
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Tenn., p 





WINS 


le, heir « 


War Claims 
lso, petition of Thomas Good, of Florence, Als 
heC f Claims— 


‘ 


is Hyde, praying reference o 
1¢ Committee on War Claims. 
, laim to the 


~ ee 


on War Ciaims. 
Resolution of the Cincinnati Chamber of 


Claims—to the 


Mr, BURTON: 
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ef of Abel T. Diehl—to tl 
of William M. tt —ti 





remove tne e 
boa We ( ] Vi i 
i tary AAball 
granting ; 
we. I 
et_onm e ui a s 


i id J 
) Te © f 20 t ; ‘ 
id 
t seo pe! I »>W 
in | 3 
1 pel n to imu M i. 
rensi S 
ETC, 
folowing pet ns and papers 
erred as follows 
eg tive ¢ M11 { 
t r « tain ar al 
\ the passage 
n the Merchant Mai 
National Board of Trad 
ninent of the Territory 
f Hannah G. Estes, of Ne 
for the women of Hawa 
ypines—to the Committee « 


of North Collins, N. Y., favor 
ist n granting 
judiciaz 
1 he 1 nd Vy gov 
banks, 2 trust pa 
business housesand bus 
wid ter co { ( 
to the Committ 1 Pub 
ntral Labor Us nof She 
clamation and sett ement o 


nd others, of Sheboyvg 


No. 4351, providing for the 
nd class post-offices—to the 
st-Roads. 
f the Kansas City Live Stock 
tock Exchange, State of Mis- 
» Stock Exchange, against in- 


~ 


he Committee 


ty (Kans. 
black 


claim of 
Committee on War Claims. 
eir of Ric 
to th 


d. heir of John M, Lawson 





Terence war c 


ms, 


ol 
on Var 4 
admini 
ad I 


‘of warc 


rad Stehr— 


in, Wis., 


on Ways 


Live Stock Asso- 
eg vaccine—to the 


the heirs of Eliza Wood, de- 
raying reference of war 
he Committee on War Claims, 


lating to the Ann Carr, 


1ard E. Bailey, 


. Court of Claims—to | bill ‘No. 


— liam H. Wade, for 
of Clair _to the Committee 


, de- 
ourt of Claims—to the Committee on 


, praying refer- 
to the Committee on War 


f war claim to 


istrator of Henry D. 
laim to the Court of 





indors 
and compieting specime 


n the Philadelp! 


Commerce. 
etc,, tO I e @3 


-to the Committee on Inter stat é 








Foreign ¢ ae “ce. 
By Mr. IAL of the Board of Tra 
( ag ne ur the imp rrovement of rivei 
rbors. for the « welfare—to the Comn 
Rivers and Hi 
By Mr. CANNON port of House bill to 1 
he charge of « | vy record of Williaz 
Big w—to the Commit »on itary Affairs. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pens 
nry Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Mr. CHANLER: Papers to accompany House bill 
the pension of the widow of Maj. Gen. Guy V. Hem 
Comunittee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of W. 
l others, relative to military instruction in public scho 
the ¢ ttee on the Militia. 


Resolutions of the Kansas City (Mo 
to the Tawney bill, imposi 
and sale of oleomargarine—to th 
ins. 
(PORT: 


sition 


Edwin 8S. = 


to refer claim t 


Petition of 
» of Thomas Forster. 
» Committee on Claims. 
tition of Val. Korn, W. H. Fogat 
f Brooklyn, N. Y., for the ps ISS 
mmittee on the P¢ st-Office and Past-] 
ompany House bill to correct the m 
record of C, H. Durning—to the Committee on Military A 
etition of E. B. Chase and others, « 
bjecting dairy and food products 
State or Territory into which they are import 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
IRDON: Pe n of E. A. Steely and IF’. B, ' 
3, of Anna, Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on 1 
ines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
B: Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Kansas City Live St 








chang ee sas cat Mo., protesting against the passage 
in aa ‘It e liv ck industry, and against increase « 


ole margarin to the Committee on V 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: 
bill for the relief of 
Claims. 


By Mr. 


“ays and Means. 
Testimony and papers to accompa! 

A. W. Abbott—to the Committ 

HAR s R: Paper to accompany House bill for 

~ f of Gen. C, een. giving a record of his servic 

the Mexican a civil wars—to the Committee on Pensi 
By Mr. HITT: Petition of Joseph Emmert and other d 

f Freeport, l., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, e 

the Con on Ways and Means. 

ae O, rs to accompany House bill to increase the pe 

» F. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
vy Mr. JACK: Petition of John G. Lear 
eas nsburg (Pa.) post-office, for the passage of House 
1351 - » the Committee on the Post- t-Offi¢ ean ad Post-Road 
By Mr. JETT: Petition of John ( s and other: 
hontas, Ill., to amend the act to revulate commer 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

y Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of George Hine and « 
Brewster, and E. L. Clark and others, of Millerton, N. \ 
law subjecting food and dairy products to the laws of the + 
Territory into which they are imported—to the Commi 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ~ )X: Petition of James Lane and 38 
of aes No. 39 
Rey blic, 


mittee 
pape 
Ik 


» 4} , 
and 3 others 


ovner 1 
. Department of Massachusetts. Grand Ar 

urging the gee of Senate bill No. 1716 a 
4742, to amend section 1225 of the Revised St: 
provide for the detail of active and retired officers of t] 
and Navy to assist in military instruction in public s 
the Committee on the Militia. 

sy Mr. LATIMER: Resolutions of the city council of | 
town, 5S. C., asking for an appropriation for the improv 
Winyah Bay and tributary rivers—to the Committee on 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Georgetown, 5. C 
for an appropriation for the purchase of a site and the « r 
a public building in Georgetown—to the Committee on | 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Papers to accompany House bill 
relief of Peter R. Eddy—to the Committee on Military Afi 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of ‘ 
Ill., favoring liberal legislation for the improvement of ri 
harbors as will contribute to the common commercial w 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Building Trades C 
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ing House bill No. 887, to provide for a sae t 
us and producti ons, 
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NO VTON Ca i ( 
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Committee Rivers a H 
RAY < New \ ? Pet \ \ \ . We i 
. € ryvl ( 
i i ‘ } } i l ¥ 4 
» The ( ni! ‘ g.3 l s J 4 
\ 
. mY mt 7} } . . 
ivi si i 
a \\ Ni I ( \ 
‘ \ ( , 
Mr. SHATTI | 1 
] om Y ‘ ' ) ) ” 
nittee « I | ( 
' pT ) ; \ 
i i tuinty 1 \ 
estate | \I ( 
r reference « : ( ; Se 
r 
tt n W r \ 
ly ; tt ’ 
t} | i 
i to 1 W ( i 
' ( | I on fa 7 , ! 
t rs \ I t ( min : 
4 
VANDIVER ( vH 
wiitary 1 I \ ke ad l ) l } . 
4 \ ' 
\ {fa 
\ 
: hv fe hie ‘ , ‘ 
Q ‘ Pp 
W im S the ¢ tee ¢ ! \ 
~p er to mpa Li l I V\ \ 
Commit Invalid P I ' 
r , \ ti 
paper to accor Li bill for t ( a 
t Committe Invahd Pen : ry 
, ’ it 
r, WEYMOUTH: Petiti ( M. Hoy L ¢ ; at 
ith Framingh ! ea i l r of H —s ; 
the Co tee on the Post-O dj R 
\ 
| ILLIAMS of Mi ppi: Petition ( t ns |, 
M ppl to their ¢ ) » I ‘ 7 
Indian Affair oe - 
I 
17 P 
— . | 
SiN ALE * . 
. 4s ; 
TUESDAY, J 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. M dD. D 
retary proceeded to read lo \ 
n, on motion of Mr. $ | ( 
irther reading was disper \ 
ESIDENT pro tempo The Jou witl | 
1 approved { 
\ \ . ) 
: : 
g DENT pro tempore laid before the Senate 
1! the roe tary o 1 Navy { itt l f | | 
resolution of the 15th ultimo, a i ist er 
e number of vessels now under construction of a 1vTT PR 
he number of off I rf ¢ i rad il } 
officer vessels now in comm n or that. Lbe put | 1 
on in thirty days, the number of vi 30 inde ‘ a1 PR ‘ 
n and which will be completed and ready for com C { 
the number of officers and men on each of the vi ls of li} 
of the United States, etc.; which, with the accompany A hill WT R 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and | ., Cammnat ( - 
printed, A bill (HL R. 7950) for t] 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, Thirteenth street, and for ot 


ge from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 





: , Its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliar at Cote . ae : 
juest the bill (S. 732) relating to lights on steam pilot ane te ate a 
ige also announced that the House had] ithe joint | “;, es 
©. R. 83) increasing the limit of cost of the new build oo 
Government Printing Office to meet the increased 
{ building materials and to permit of making the south The m ive further ann that 
the power-house extension of the same height as the main | had signed the enrolled 
Ai tie for 


r pay to certain officers otf 1 ) 


message further announced that the House had passed the | upon signed by the President pro t 
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: 4 tion of the Char 
i 
ol ‘ y f t} 
( iv I atot 
\ ( er of Con ( 
( ‘ vi l 
he N ¥ : Phar 
‘ N I il 
: | 
I meri nd cos 
} ( I CE Finance, 
| ‘ t ft Char r of Comme! 
pray tment of | lation to provide 
u } ( New York City; 
( ttee on | Ofi and Post- 

la pe of ndry railw mail cler] 
1 i { wetn i lation 1 l ) 

nof cl ‘sin first and second class yx 
Was 1 1 to the Commi ttee on Post-Offices and 

i 

1 tions of Local Union No, 493, United 
j ! | ( ite and Joiners of America, of Mount 
\ of J ul Union No. 203, Un 1 Brotherhood of Carpen- 
{ America, of Pou eepsie; of the Trade and 
| ( of Peekskill; of L Union No, 289, United 
f Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Lockport; 
( ’ committee of the International Wood-Carvers’ As- 

clyn, and of the = kx ¢ ity Central Labor Union, 
ill in the State of r Yi ‘aying that all the 
public lands of the Un ‘dl { te > held 1 or the benefit 
le people, and that no grants of ino title tony of th hese 
eve reafter be made to any but actual settlers and 
ich were referred to the Committee on Public 
I ; 
Ir. NEI N presented a memorial of sundry citizens of E] 
th, Minn., remonstrating against the —— of the so-cal 
parcels-post ll; which was referred to the Committee on Pos 
Ofti nd Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Min- | 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national park 
in northern Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minneapolis, | 
Minn., pray in that the President of the United States act asa 
mediator to stop the war between the Boers and the British; which 
v referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HANNA presented the petition of A. E. Rice, president, 
ind J. W. Pero, cashier, of the Croghan Bank, of Fremont, Ohio, | 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the national 
banking law; which was referred to the Co sy pe e on Finance. | 

Ife also presented a petition of the Citizens’ League of Zanes- | 
ville. Ohio, praying for the constructi on of a Nicara; gua canal; | 
which was ordered to lie on the ti ible. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Meigs County, | 
Ohio, praying that an increased Approy priation be made for the | 
extension of the rural free mail delivery system; which was re- 


ferred to the Comimittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 


He also presented a petition of sundry employees of the Weather | 
Bureau, United States Department of Agriculture, of Cleveland, | 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize and 

rove the United States Weather Bureau; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Ile also presented a memorial of the Muskingum County Med- | 
ical Society, of Zanesville, Ohio, and a memorial of the Academy | 
of Medicine, of Stark County, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legial: ition for the further prevention of crue Ity to | 
animals inthe District of Columbia; which were referred to the | 
Committ e on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of William H. Lyttle Post, No. 47, | 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cinci innati, 


cislation to provid »a reform | 


old soldiers preference in Govern- | 


Ohio, praying for the enactment of le 
in the civil service granting 
1ent employ; 
rvice and Retrenchment. 
He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of Smith- 
field, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the reciprocity 
treaty with the Argentine Republic; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations, | 

He also presented a petition of the Union Vet ran Legion, of | 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of a_per diem pension 
bill; which was referred to the C — ttee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Elliott and sundry other 
citizens of Dellroy, Ohio, praying ce the adoption of an amend- | 


gi 


1 
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ent to the Constitution to ] rohibit polygamy; which wa 
to the angen > Judiciary. 

Hie also prese d the petition of Harriet Brown Stanto: 
lent, and Hattie A. Sacts, secretary, on behalf of the 
suffrage Association of Ohio, praying for the adoption 
teenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting th 
( ment of United States citizens on account of se 
praying that equal political rights be secured to the 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines; 

d to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
He : also = sented sundry petitions of railway ma 
Tiffin, Ne ’ :, Portsmouth, Tha m, Mount Vernon, Ste 
Lima, aa Ashtabula, all in the State of Ohio, prayin; 


nactment of legislation to provide for the classificat 
in the first and second class post-offices: which were 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Hfe also presented petitions of the Peruna Drug Manu! 

pany, Columbus, the Evans Chemical Compan, 
Morrow & Co., of Springfield, all in the State of 
ng for the 1 of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
perfumer i cosmetics; which were referred to th 
tee on Finance. 

He _ 30 presented petitions of the Brewers’ Exchange « 
nati, the Ohio Brewers’ Association of Cincinnati, and t 
rowing g and Malting Company of Toledo, all in the Sta 
pray ee for the enactment of legislation providing for | 
tinuanc the issuance of revenue stamps for beer 
less size than fourth barrels; which were referred to tl: 

tee on Finance, 

ALLEN presented a paper in eer ~ the bil 
granting an increase of pension to Granvi 2. Turr 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of C. A. Calhoun a 
other citizens of Oklahoma Territory, praying that th 
half section of the Council Grove Timber Reservati 
st of Oklahoma City. be granted to Calvin A. Cal! 
at they be allowed to locate homesteads and settle uj 


n 
Tel 


ol 


John O) 
Ane) 
repea 
n 


? 


its, 


7 


e of 


we 


Tt 
t 


advance of any formal opening that may hereafter be 1 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 


Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Chamber 
‘rece of Phoenixville, the Board of Trade of Lancaster 
Institute of Gap, and the Farmers’ Institute of 
ville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the e 
of legislation to increase American shipping; which wei 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the J. I. Case Plow 
of Racine; the Janesville Machine Company, of Jan 


ers 


Silberzahm Manufacturing Company, of West Bend; t 
| Wagon and Carriage Company, of Racine, and the B. F. 
Sweet Company, of Fond du Lac, all in the State of W 


praying that an appropriation be made for the constru 
new fireproof Patent Office building; which were refer 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry dr 
Louisville, Ky., praying for the repeal of the st: amp ti 1X U 
prietary n 1edici ines, perfume ries, and cosmetics; whi 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of EF} 
praying that M. E. Trout, Frank Wimes, and Candace B 
be granted pensions; which was referred to the Comm 
Pensions, 

He aleo presented a petition of the National Ameri 
Suffrage Association, praying for the enactment of leg 
protect white and black women equally with black m 
exercise of the right of citizens of the United States to 


wr} 


| members of Congress and Presidential electors in tl 


States of the Union, etc.; which was referred to the ‘ 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the ! 
Hosiery Company, of Naugatuck, Conn., and a petit 
National Machine Company, of Hartford, Conn., praying 
appropriation be made for the erection of a new firep1 
)flice building; which were referred to the Committee 1 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Illinois Hu 

y, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of |! 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis' 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the | 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gafin 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the in! 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee o 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the New York Sta‘ 
ciation, opposed to the extension of the suffrage to won 
monstrating against the adoption of the proposed amend 
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Tit irs ‘ S 
to the Select Commit \\ ns 
\I IN‘ I t Ss t ? 
1 S 
v Cl ‘ ‘ \ 
m tl m t we t 
YAY + x 7 1 
bs S i A 
' rts ther Mr. PLAT q 
< 0 nti ine? a f } Core W ; . 
nd ce | Ms 
Q ranting a pens t — » | ? Y ‘ 
ALLINGER, from the Com: 1 Pens to v the 1 N 
rred the following bills, rey l y 1 t 
+ ) ? } Y y - 4} y Z , 
, and I re} s I 
S. 2652 increase the } f L E. Baylor i S. 9 t 
S. 995) g1 gan ir f } to Ne \ ( I 
low of Harry C | I United S 3) re 
H 
HANNA, from tl} ( m tes n Nay A re wi } 1 «Ss 
red the | S. 4 for the 1 f Theod J. Arms, /S é Sel 
nt paymaster in the United States Navy, reported it wit! i report ther 
ndment. Mr. BUTLER the ¢ ¢ 
so, from the 1e committee, to whom srefe ithe bill | w é red S 
/) to authorize e President to retire th I instructor! rts lll t 
rdsmauship at the Naval Academy, at the age of 62 years tness I é 
e pay of a iter ul f the j r class rep l 1 adversel I rt . re 
m; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. He also, fromt ime ¢ t 
r. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pen s, to whom was | I ¢ ( the ] l 
rred the bill (S. 712) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon, | nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. B n,1 m thi red 
rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | list be a co! ( l ! 
Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | report ther¢ 
referred the bill (S. 169) granting a pension to George E. | indefinitely. 
le, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report Mr. McENERY, from the Committé b ul A 
reon. whom was reterred t e bill De avder~) LOT TN ( I { na 


ilso, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | legal representatives of those who were k by t 
ng bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- | the g tor ictory t] nited Stat t 

| reports thereon Newport, R. I., reported it without 

ll (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. | report thereon. 


VW Re Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to w 


1 


S. 173) granting a pension to John H. Morrison; referred the bill (8.950) granting a pet nt I 
11 (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Samantha | reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re] 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committeeon Navy Affairs, t 
ill (S. 1441) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell: were referred the following bill and { luti 
bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; and | themseverally withoutamendme nd por 
\ bill (S. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. \ bil (S. 1559) to amend se 
statutes of the United States, relating t 
Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | naval vessels; and 
erred the following bills, reported them severally with A joint resolution (S. R. 72) aut t 
ents, and submitted reports thereon: United States to appoint David Bayley as an lit 
S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P, | the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. 


1 (S. 1549) increasing the pension of Isaiah Mitchell; and were referred the following lls 
S. 1551) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters. thereon, which wer rreed t ind t ‘ t 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was ! indefinitel) 


1 the bill (S. 271) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Ab S. 4 to provide for the ay l 
Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor, reported it without | clerks in the United States Navy 
iment, and submitted a report thereon. A bill (S. 199) for the promotior 


KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | mander George T, Davis, United State 
; rred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
5. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; Mr. BURROWS introduced a 
5. 1029) granting a pension to Henry B. Lambe; James R. D. Morrison; which w ( 


S. 1833) granting a pension to Mary B. Christopher; and r! Commit 1 ( 3 
S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to Richard L. Mr. ROSS introduced S 
L. record of William La it; wh 
Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | referre to the Cor t n Military A 
1 the following bills, reported them severally without Mr. CLAY introduced 
nt, and submitted reports thereon: lic building at Atlanta, G 
5. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. Lynn; | and referred to the Committee on P 
fe al ntroduced a | $ 
>. 1050) granting a pension to Catharine Harris. Kries; which wa 
‘\YLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | mittee on Clain 
the following bills, reported them severally with amend- Mr. PENROSE introd la 
i submitted reports thereon: to Lelia T. Phelan 
5. 1851) granting a pension to Henry H. Lewis: the accompanying paper, referred 
5. 817) granting a pension to James B. Logan, formerly He also introduced a bi 5 
of Company K, Tenth Missouri Infantry; and sion to Chill W. Ha l; which 
‘ (5. $43) granting a pension to Albert Hammer. referred to the Committee on Pet 
\LLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was He also introdu 
the bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to Benjamin F. | O'Mara: which was read 
orted it with an amendment, and submitted a report | Com Military Affai: 
Mr NER 
ff, » ? 


from the same committee, to whom were referred the | of pension to Kate Cadwell; which y lt 
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1 red to the Committee on Pen- 
l ls 55) for the relief of t 
ase which was read twice by its tit] 
( ttee on Claims. 
MENTS TO BILLS, 
N \ I ibmitted au amendment pro 
ul alary of consul at Asuncion 
rom t )per annum, intended to be pro- 
( { nsular appropriati« th 
Wi ferred to the Com e on Foreign Relatic 1 
to prin i. 
for Mr. FORAKER) submitted an amendment providing 
i ! lat Rosario, Argentine Republic, at a salary of $1,500 
| l ntended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consu- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committ n 
l Rel and ordered to be printed. 
r Mr. FORAKER) submitted an amendment proposin; 
t) owance for salary of consul at London, Canada, 
{ ) $2, intended to be proposed to the diplomati 
priation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
m n Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
endment proposing to increase the al- 
i f en\ extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
te B i from $5,000 to $7,500, intended to be proposed 
to tl mati 1 propriation b which 
\ 1 to the Commi n Relations, and ordered 
HE NICARAGUA CANAL, 
( nof Mr. MORGAN, it was 
te bill N Late ide for the truction of a1 
ng thew Atlar und P 
} » be reprints for t of 
RT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution 
1 was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
l by the Senate (the House of Rey tative ing) there 
be ] 1 for us the United States Comn P} Is- 
1 SAM) « s I l t r report recen nitted to the Sen- 





VEMENT NEAR 


FF M 


MOUTH O 
mitted the following concurrent 


OBILE 


B: Y 


~ Intian: 
resoiution; 





which was « 1 ‘d b Yy NNanimous consent, and agreed to: 
W he is | a ,asur d 
nd an € , e] yperly 3 the 
t the Gulf « ir the mouth of Mo 
I GUARDIN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
Mr. STEWART. I desire to give notice that on Friday morn- 








ediately after the routine business I shall call up joint 
I mm No. 45, introduced by the Senator from Georgia a [ Mr. 
d ng the purpose of the United States with reference 
the Philippine Islands, in order to submit some remarks upo 
1 }¢ 
i LATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
‘1 Yj} ha ven notice for Friday. 
PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
h iven notice for that time. 
WAKT. Well, after he concludes I should like to ad- 
[ PORTLAND, OREG, 
MON I 3 inanimous consent to call up for 
( ition the bill (S. 2840) for enlarging the publ 
land, Oreg., eituated between Morrison, Yamhi 
+] sin said city 
j PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
: hen information 
CK L. Has it just been reported this mori 
PRESI :ENT pro tempore. No; itis on the Cal 
, 
E read the 1 nd ere ng no obje 
( ee ( Wi pl ed to its 
| I of the Treasury to cause 
A \ ‘ ia a I SS 
( ( I ( 1. so as to make 
ther a lation of the post d 
scourts. The plans, specifications, and full esti- 
t ( m, enlargement, and improve nt of the 
l eviously made and approved according to law, 
‘ 1 Lil < T eXce | $1 1) nM? 
Che bill was1 ted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be enyrossed for a third rea s, read the third time, cava 
FISH M IN STATION AT BEAUFORT, N, < 


nt con- 


Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent for the pres 
2366) to authorize the establishment, at 


sideration of the bill (S. 
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| some point on B eaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of a sta 


y 
| 


investigation of provi ems conne ‘ted with marine fj 
terests of the ee Idle and si Atl tic coa 
The PRESIDENT pro temp yr "The bill will be r 
Senate for its information. 


The Secretary read the } 
ate, as in Committee of tl 


vl bill had 1 


J and, 
ti ii ol e, 
n reported fr 


yuna nim 
proce 
om the ¢ 


us conse 

ded to its cons 

ad 

amendments. 

1e first am ees nt was. Se section 1, line 7, after 
4 mut ** ~aufort Harbor” and ins 


‘ommittee o 


ila 
iat 






0 at 


Ol] ¢ 
+ 


the section reas a 
and he i 


‘i heries be  £ 
lish a station for the in 
fishery inte avis of the 


oe int in North Carolina 


ndm 1ent was, in section 2, 
* to strike out ‘* tw 
sand five hundred; 


page 1, line 
nty-five thousa: 


so as to make t] 








sary buildingsand other str 
ul yn, the sum of $12,500, 
nect ’ > same is hereby ay pr 
y Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Ti he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELD. I ask for the reading of the re} 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is to be any discussion « 

must call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no discussion, bu 

part of the report ought to be spread on the REcorRpD. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The report is a very long one, and 

for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


It does not require that all of 


| shall be read, but simply the report proper and the 
| the Commissioner. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the report subn 
PERKINS. from the Committee on Fisheries, on the st 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that oe remainder of the 
letter of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be p1 
LECORD, in order to show the jastifie ation of our acti 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without ahdectic 
a re d. 

The referred to is as follows: 


report 
7 j :on Fisheries, t 





ras referred the 








| the « stat shm nt at Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of 
inv on ot: pr »blems connected with the marine fis 
th Mi idl “Atla ntic Coast States, have examined the sa 








i ¢ 


| 
| 





the foll wing repo ae 

















(1) The object of this station is the investigation of prob! 
with the marine fishery interests of the Atlantic coast fr i 
F] as the stations already established on the New | 

ut ole), on the Pacific coast, and on the Great Lak 
similar probl 2ms for the se regions. 

}) The annual value of the fishery interests of the Stat« 
middle and south Atlantic coast (excluding New York or 
I la on the south) is about $16,000,000 for general fishery 
$9,000,000 for the oyster interests alone. Certainly this i 
serving a fair amount of attention and investigation at 
G ernment, and it isl lieved that such : car inve g 
through a period of years may result in <« nside rabl I 

of the industry. 

(3) Among the pr it is proposed to have invest 

: (a) Breeding times, places, and conditions, and t 


fthe m 
and th 


ing grounds ¢ 


re important food-fishes of t} 
ntic shore; 


e enemies of these fishes, both durir 



































late stage softheir growth. (0b) A thorough inve sti ion 
feeding nd breeding habits, un ng 
ster, « rimp, and the « rs ru 
an ot ote an or as food 
edible species. (c) A careful and tho rough study of 
al conditions which appear to be the m« st favorable f 
pment of these and other useful and interesting 1 
Alexander Agassiz, perhaps the ablest and most exper 
the country in co nnection with the se matters, has weil said 
uld bee ied er ar in con: 
ni Fi ion station, for the 
i ns, but are « 
ffered by pete ae ar 
tion grow out of th t thai 
‘nh iorms ex tend I > 
. rthi Io 
} 
to the nor and to the th of the cape. Al 
( to k tion, the fauna of tl pen sea, 
ds re both salt and brac i: h water 
eight h-water st reams are brought int« 
juently we find there animal lif ‘© in greater variet 
ter abundance than at any other point on the Atlant 
ludes and furnishes food fora large vari ty of food 
dant ec momic forms, such as the oyster, clam, shrimp, cral 





The policy of maintaining a few Fi is sh. Commission stat 

Pp rtunity is offere i for such investigati I 
istory of the station on the New Eng and coast at W 
purely voluntary (unpaid for) researches of 


leo s bee 


hea 
nS na 


an } 
by the h 
results of the 
who have annual y visited this station are of the highest valu 
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‘ Y ‘ YONG ‘¢ 
1ZAS8 CONGRESSIONAL 
r ther of Joseph Bacigaluppi: 
t mend ‘ arter of the Capital Tractior 
ric ( 
( + Px + 1 T 3 rr. 
( pur Ss 
t t < t ¢ ] ? d ¢ I 
i. dy. i ton lan act entitled n 
{ Rhode Island avenue oved Fe v1 Qg9 
R te t ) t he 
i i States v 1 1 twit Vy its tit é re- 
{ ( nit on Fina 
HE FIN I 
( n ¢ mittee of the Whole, resumed the consid 
( H.R to define and fix the standard of val 
r t f fol fm y 1ss 1 or coined by 
U . ind for other puryi : 

ALLISON Mr. President, I desire to discuss as closely a 
| pro of the bill reported from the Committee on 
{ Ido not know that this is necessary, at this stage of 

lebate, after the clear statement made by the chairman of the 

f Mr. Aupricnu] and after the admirable statement of 
{ tol m Colorado {[Mr. WoLcotr]| yesterday. In this | 
( J not intend,if Ican avoid it, entering into the | 
\ pha f the fin | question that have been the subject 
this Chamber for twenty-five years and also the topic 

f thi iout the country. 

nof the currency of our country and what it shall 

! he has been more or less discussed for the last three 

four yea public platforms and in the two Houses of Con- 
Many reports have been madein the other House from 
mnittees having charge of the subject, but, so far as I know, | 


during all those discussions and after all those reports 
n for three or four years in the House of Represent- 
l ipon the various subjects relating to the currency. 

In 1897, immediately after the inauguration of President Mc- 
Kinley,and perhaps during the winter prior to that inauguration, 

was proposed in the other House to take up the whole subject 
of our currency and deal with it by and large, and different meas- 
ures Were proposed for a radical modification of our present sys- 
tem of currency. These measures were not pressed for full con- 
n and to a vote in the House for reasons which wert 
namely, that any provisfon or any bill on this subject 
meeting the views of a majority there when presented here it 
would straightway be subjected to an amendment providing *‘ for 
} and unlit 
» aid or consent of any other nation.” If [have quoted that 
phraseology correctly, this was the position of a majority of the 
Senate during the last Congress and since 1894. 

It was well understood by all those who favor sound money and 
i stable or a reasonably stable measure of value and a stable cur- 
1 that there were modifications necessary in our existing laws 
to maintain both. So the two Houses have at this session under- 
t 


has been take 


siderati 
OvUVIOUS, 


‘ cy 


iken to consider this general question without entering into the 
large and complicated questions that were considered prior to the 
present Congress inthe various committees of the House of Repre- 
ntatives. 
rofessedly, at least, taking care only of our present cur- 

rency and our present standard of money. 


There is no proy 


no vote | 


ited coinage of silveratthe ratio of 16 to 1 with- | 





FEBRUAR) 








di ssed in Congress and in various portions of t} 
Now, I do not care to go into those questions in detail 
Mr. TELLER. If I understand the Senator, he d 

to touch those questions at all. Iwunderstood the S 
the other day that the House bill dealt with that mai 
not the Senator mean to touch the Hous= bill? 


Mr. ALLISON. I mean to touch the whole quest 





[Tcan, if my good friend will have patience, as 1 know 
na 

bill comes to us from the House making certain 
for the greenback currency, the Treasury notes, and 
dollars. Those provisions have not been assented to 1 
ite Committee on Finance, and they do. not reco 


ate Committee on Finance, and they do not recolmm 
ode ke 

acoption. 

he first ction of the H 


tion of 


suse bill is substantially t} 
the Senate bill, except that the Senate amend? 


Hrot 


first section provides for certain things that are unde: 
provided for or at least dealt with in other sections of 
} 


bill. We believe, at least the committee believe, so far 
that it is wiser and better for us to deal with the 
question as proposed by the Senate amendment. rath 
the provisions of the second, third, and fourth sect 
The House bill, in its second section, pr 


iat 
ae 
i 


House bill. 
payment of all obligations of the Government, publi 
in accordance with the standard provided for by thr 
providing specifically for the interest-bearing and 1 
bearing debt, making them payable in gold coin. Isha 
into an analysis of the second, third, and fourth sect 
House bill, at least not until the sense of the Senate 
been taken upon the Senate amendment. 

The first section of the Senate bill is divided pract 
i wish to read it. The first portion ot 


7 


three parts. 


provides: 





That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tent} 
‘ section 311 of the Revised Statutes of the Units 
ti » standard unit of value. 





The next proposition is: 
And all forms of money issued or coined by the United S$ 
maintained at a parity of value with this standard. 

Then follows this provision: 

And United States notes and Treasury notes issued under t! 
14, 1890, when presented tothe Treasury for redemption shall 


gold coin of such standard 


The first question to be considered—and this questi 
equally to the House bill as to the Senate bill—is wh 
this is a correct recital of the law as it has stood upon 
books since 1873. I did not suppose until this debate 
there could be any doubt upon what our money stand 
it has been argued on this floor by Senators on the ot! 


| the Chamber that we have not been, or at least that 


So this bill comes here from the House of Representa- | 


now, upon the gold standard of money. So it does be 
essary for us to inquire into that question briefly. 

The standard of metallic money is that which is dese1 
a certain weight and a certain fineness. and which ha 
tunity of being coined at the mints of the United States 
request of private holders, 

Section 3511 of the Revised Statutes—which I shall 1 
read—is taken from the statute of 1873, which declared 


| terms that the unit of value should be a dollar, and that 


osition, so far as I know, maintained in the | 
ae tes upon this question to change our existing currency, con- | 


sisting, as it does now, of gold and silver and gold certificates and | 

Iver certificates, based upon deposits, and what are known as 
greenbacks and Treasury notes and national-bank notes. There- 
fore t omprehensive system that has been at various times 
proposed does not find, so far as I can judge, a lodgment in the | 
Inll that comes to us from the House of Representatives, and it | 
certain] he Senate amendment. 


s not provided for in t 
, 


. Mr. President 
DENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
ator from Colorado? 


rtainly. 
The?+ 


veto? ¢ 
yeotie hil Gi ¢ 


ha 
enator ias 


twice or three times referr 
urrency. Will he tell us what he 








' 


| unit of 18 


I should be very glad to do that if time would 

. ither too long and complicated a task for me to 

al r » brief time l have. I will say, however, to the 
Senator it there are those who favor the free and unlimited 
coinage of ver, Thatis one ofthem. There are those who be- | 
lieve that that would be disastrous to the country, and that we | 
should not only have the gold standard, but that we should also | 
retire Government notes, consisting of our greenback currency | 


and our Treasury notes, and that we s! 


i ould also in some compre- 
hensive way deal with the silver money of our country. 


That, in | 
brief, | understand to be the project that has been developed and | troy of silver to 1 ounce troy of gold. 


efor 


consist of 25.8 grains of standard gold—standard gold 
tenths fine—and should contain 23.22 grains of pure gold 

Mr. TELLER. I dislike to interrupt the Senator. 
to ask him if he assumes that because in 1873 the gold 
made the unit of value, that that put us upon the go! 

Mr. ALLISON. The dollar was made the unit ot 
always had been prior to that time, 
by this statute to consist of 23,22 
grains of standard gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I ask the Senator another qu 
cause I want to get at his position on this question. | 
were we on the silver standard from 1792 to 1873? 

Mr. ALLISON. We were not. 

Mr. TELLER, Then I will ask the Senator b 
through to show the difference between the unit of 1) 


-o 
i”. 


and the dollar \ 


grains of pure 


Mr. ALLISON, Iwill answer that. The unit was 
the dollar. 

Mr. TELLER. 
effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. The standard of value of 1792 is not p 
in the statute of 1792. There were two kinds of d 
coined under that statute, one of silver and one of g 
the eleventh section of the statute of 1792—if I do not m 
section—it was provided that these two coins, one of * 
one of gold, should hold the relation to each other o! 
Therefore, we hac Ws 


I mean the words making the dil 
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| 
then known and what I will denominate { nvenience ld fra I ] I 
nators will perfectly understand it—the double or alternative | the unit of value in Germar 
lard of silver and gold wu f 1792. ur f equi 1 mark has ex 7 c 
nee of 15 to 1 in weight of t etals respectivel \ n 1 t ( r 
Mr. TELLER. I must correct the Senator, if he will allow me. | y r the stat f 
» was no gold dol! provided yt act 792 \ Presi ‘J 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. The Senator « not wish t bh thi or fou t 1 on \ : 
k in the bark? ioted here as indicating that wv 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I do not. standard; notably \ I 
Mr. ALLISON. The dollar was made the unit; 10 units made | have that statute | ind | 
eagle and 5 units made a half eagle, and therefore the unit | moment. 
sa dollar; but the value of the two coi What does t t i 
ute, saying that one should contai1 These words v i \ 
that the other should contain so many the pur} inten I 
Those who recommended these coins a 
ndation to the two Houses for their é i 
tly well, and intended that we should h t \ 
rculation, traveling side by side. In order to act 
hey spent months and years in ascertaining what wv ‘ 
mmercial value in the marketsof the world of th th 
eparately, and then they embedded them in the sta 
g to their commercial value; and so we had these ! \ 
nour statutes in 1792, not having either th ilve ! iy 
tandard exclusively, but both on the ratio fixed. 378 tl v" 
Mr. President,-when we come to the act of 187 nt in ing el t 
ive quoted, that this dollar, this unit of value, shoul tanda mon ut tl t 
posed of what? Of 25.8 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine; and that y sent tatut It 
the silver dollar, which was found in the act of 1792, was no longer Ur 1 Stat ill 1 ; 
found in the act of 1873, but was dropped from coinage, and no l ten f l 
onger open to coinage at the mints of the United States. There I Ir) the Ur is 
was substituted for it in the coinage another dollar, of 420 grains ot ( n tl 1} \ 
standard silver, which was made a limited legal tender to the a is t ‘ { 
amount of $5, although there was no limit to its coinage. 1 and money 
So, Mr. President, 1 take it that there can be no question that n w! 4 i 
the act of 1873 provided for the single standard of gold; and if r Lof valu 
there were any question about it, | think I could bring at least 1e f 1800 t 
: i 


, 
10,000 pages of the RecorD containing arg 


uments made on various | accord with that statute as affecting t ird 
sides in this Chamber to prove that that was the effect of the | the statute of 1875, which was the first statute l 1 
tatute. new standard of money was created, eliminated the id racti 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I have not dis- | cally of having silver as a part ndard m 
ited that proposition. provided for the purchase of a certain « 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand, should be fabricated into fractional coir So thet 
Mr. TELLER. I Cisputed the proposition that making the unit | which in any way changes the statute of 1873. 
rold put us on the gold standard. We went to the gold stand If any further proof of this wer 1, I mig! 





rd in 1873 because ycu denied to silver the right to be coined at ; til within a very few months I have never hear 
the mints, and not because of the unit. the statute of 1873 did not place us upon the gold 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not because of theunit. Icertainly | money. Certainly all the debates which hav 
know better than to suppose that fixing the unit of value would ; assumed that to be true dur 
tus upon any standard. The unit of value is the dollar. The if they did not assum to be tru 
sure of value is the thing to be contained and constituting the 3, be se 8 IST t \ 
ir. and we provided in i873 that it should be 25.8 grains gold. een ht a bal bu 
Mr. TELLER. I want to answer the Senator that it is not the , or a breakfast, that has 1 
sure of value. You had two dollars provided for; you had a ar : rrains of gold 
| dollar and a silver dollar, and you denied to the silver dollar | ing valu 
power you gave to the gold dollar. That is what put us on There has not been one dollar dur ull that period 
gold standard. one years that has not at th tandard } l 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. It wasimpossible after 1873 forthe | where, in every part of the Un 


A I 
ner of silver bullion to carry it to the mints and have it coined | although sometimes in | 
lollars of 4124 grains, as the law provided before that time. | every dollar that h 


fore the law of 1792, which was modified afterwards, was | 187%, in the United Stat 

y law under which the owner of siiver bullion could carry | b l upon either gold or ver 
the mints; but bullion is not carried to the mints in either | been on an absolute parity wit 

r gold without the authority of statute. Prior to 1873 the | described in the act « 

of the United States were open to the free coinage of silver, So, Mr. President, when ract t 
he statute of 1873 provided that they should be no longer | of the act of 1875 we are re 

ind that placed us, as some of 
prio vigore upon the gold stand ! AEOEE | i ; 
n we were put upon the gold standard in 1873; but the Sen The next clause on which I w 
on the other side of the Chamber have argued here that, be- | already read, provide 


subsequent legislation, this provision has been in som Ay Lf 





\ modified or changed, and the senior Senator from Virginia | 1 ned 
DANIEL], whom I am sorry not to see in his seat, has dis That is, in effect, n { 
1 that because in 1890 we dropped the gold dollar from our | the result if that 1 sion 
, therefore we abandoned the gold standard, and that gold | sumed specie payment 
longer standard money. That is the most ingenious sug- | money that wa it 
n I have heard from the other side of the Chamber on that | was gold mor | 
t; but the Senator seems to have forgotten that it is not | amount of bonds—vw e all fa 
iry that we should fabricate coins of the unit of the stand- | that purpose, and placed 
Nocountry does that; at least I do not know of any country | intended to be reserved { u ecaempt 
3 it. gold In 1878, when t l 
TELLER. Oh, yes; a good many do it i tion by that statute e provid 
ALLISON. Perhaps so, but the pound sterling is the unit | coined in limited quantities and on ‘ 
a ue in Great Britain, and they do not coin the pound sterling W hat was that for? 2 


1878. There was a contest betwe 
‘Tt. TELLER. They coin the sovereign. who favored the free and unlimit 
r. ALLISON. They coin the sovereign. The single franc | silver was 9 per cent below par. Iw 


piece is the unit of value in France, and yet there has never been | then that if we could not keep our sil tes 
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Afr. ALLISON. 


I wish to say to my friend that if these ; 
‘redeemable in coin, this bill changes the > law 





50 as to m 
the redee ble in gold. They have been redeemat le in 
actice. | ; essential, if they are to continue in cire 
that all the people may know that we intend to redeem t} 
Nd, according to the stan ard of 1875 because at least th 
itute does not provide for the elimination of the greenback 
, currenoy, bat directa that thi ‘y shall continue as a 


ncy. 


curre 


Ii they are to continue as a part of our currency, ther 
to be areserve for their redemption, and that reserve shou] 
as it always has been since 1879 gold and ample to s 





lemption in gold. here is nota provision in the first 
of the Senate substitute which is not nowa part of the] 
which has not been the practice of the Govern ae nt sin 


0 L 


ind that has not been declared by statute as the poli J 
Government. 
Mr. President, having said this much respecting the first s 


ré garding 4 the sect n i section, that it is int 
s whereby this gold reserve, which is set ay 
‘tion, shall be mae replenished 
leemed. It may seem at first that thi 
redemption fund of a hundred and fifty million dollar 
large. It is larger than is necessary at this moment, I agi 
| looked over the redemptions of greenbacks yesterday and 
that there were $30,000 , deemed on that day and $2,009 o! 
urynotes. If the greenbacks—and I use that word inits 01 
common sens¢ the United States notes are to contin 
culation, they become a pat ‘t of the basis of the credit 
country, and they should be absolutely redeemable het 
have been heretofore, in ld coin, and if they ; 


I wish to say, 
provide mean 
by the secon d S¢ 
ereenbacks are ret 


A 


they (r 


oa . 
deemed the reserve which is here provided for them and 
Treasury notes will be so ¢ pimp lete that there will be no d 
any run or panic as respects their convertibility at any t 
or ld coin 

Mr. President, we have ha Rs i little experience on thi 
in the past. We had an experience in regard to it in 1 
like to go into that annie or even into an extends 
to the situation of 1893 and the years that followed to 1! 
suftic we for us to know that during that time the g 
was depleted from $100,000,000 to $41,000,000 at one tin 
ing in round numbers, or perhaps $42,000,000, and at anot 
to $60,000,000, and it was fe = d by those who held eres 
that the Governinent of the Tnited States would not 1 
redeem them in gold, and tha vhen that ceased we wou 

illy be upon the silver standard of money. 

Whether we si uld or not I shall not now discuss, 
was a period of alarm that ran through nearly two years 


That period of a rm came first in 1893, from the belief 
minds that we were likely to have, first, silver legislat 
second, unfavorable tariff legislation. Of course the fear 
legislation was soon- abandoned, because it became pa 
early that President of the United States would not c 
the silver legislation Sa b iy his party or a portion « 
But the disturbance, the unrest, the long debate of 159: 


} 
Tie 


ing the repeal of the oan hasing clause of the Sucemeen | l 
| the country uneasy. The people did not know whether 
was to be repealed or not. The vote in this Chamber was 


l oT r cent above par, and t 
r 1 here when silver was 
T 1 ‘ oO or J pe cent, al d it Was 
( lun ted coir 
ispara ment ol ¥ per cent against il r 
ition, and t a l Ow “ald 1 ] 
i 1 nt! t il lal i { oh the V l- 
’ ( \ more 1 nt times was 
¥ Sanaey ao na Sais ry provisions of the 
i r that v ld keep our mo} 
I v he paj or of silver, at a parit 
\ l And that was not only provided fo1 
but before the repeal of that act of 
1 10,000, and $78,000,000 were co l 
| rage or profit. 
l aut of faith and a failure to maintain 
i f nited S 3if wehad not kept and do not keep 
t } our standard. If I were to give my 
ation for any sum of money and use the pro- 
ld go to the holder of that note ten days or 
x the ability to pay it in full, having the 
my credit and my honor, and say, ‘‘I will give 
i A { or 5 i} r cent ol that mone a I wou l be 
d i nest; and certainly a government can afford 
t 1 h with it creditors and with the holders of 
ned { a private debtor can afford to act with his 
rd lent, that if there was n ) provisi n what I 
l 1 maintain ali forms of money at a par W 
l ior to do it nation. But we have twi 
i tut provided that this shall be done. It is 
Vel ! ided in the form in which we propose t 
roy n. Inthe act of 1890—which was, of course, a 
hown by subsequent experience; I agree to 
I h there was a provision 
a ‘ rreasury 1 I 
e it 
el t 
{ ites to n a t s 
| ura rs a \ 
Pha ration y, of course, and was not i é 
but was a public declaration of a publi 
t t ild bind the conscience of the Govern 
} he ¢ etal ( Ure iry Vi € 
luty it t | i n these laws to maintain . 
\ 1 1 quoted hei y Senato1 
{ ) I ! [ st 
1 rd i both g l 
I i ang l ich equ 
rl lagi ent by such safeguards « 
1 t e in our statutes we have reaffirmed the policy of 
ni parity of these coins. Now we propose to trans- 
l l pul licy into an actual statute, binding 
wl duty to administer the law. 
nis one which requires the redemption of the | 
( \ l 3 and the Treasury notes in gold. oe may 
i. strengthening and invigoration of the existing 
a] ras l know, there has never been aaneiuln kk 
ury m redeemed otherwise than in gold. There 
1, so far as I know, a single dollar borrowed for the 
l ect ing the vreenba ks that has not been paid into 
| i ld. Therefore there is a moral obligation to 
notes in gold, I do not even know whether the question 
( rais hat the notes are payable in coin, I do not think 
‘ I uwiy Pp Vision to i 
Mr. TELLER. Yes; the act of 1875. Will the Senator allow 
i Tr Li t l 


lL have it here. 
Then the Senat 


said? 


r takes back what he 


Mr \L SON. I will not take back what I said as r pects 
moral obligation to redeem them in gold. 
Mr. TELLER. The greenbacks were made specifically r m- 
ble hi ¢ in by the ict of 1875. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well; and by the act of 1869 they were 
impliedly redeemable in gold and silver. 
Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 
Mr. ALLISON. In the act of 1869, strengthening the public 
credit, long before the act of 1875 was thought of, when silver was 


it was provided that those bonds should not 

backs themselves should be redeemed in 

I am perfectly familiar with those statutes. 
Senator ought to be, 


. standard of value, 
be paid until the greent 
gold and silver coin. 


Mr. TELLER. TheS 


for more than four months, although this body was then 
cratic, as was the other House, and the President had be 
by the Democratic party. There was, as I say, doubt a1 
as regards the money situation during the year 1893, or 

to nearly the end of that year. 

This was not without justification, because if the pur 
clause of the Sherman law was in force to-day, instead o 
as we have now, about $500,000,000 in silver, we would hav 
cally more than twelve hundred millions, and we should |} 
the silver standard. ButIdo not care to go into that | 
the question. However, that occasioned dis turbance in th 
try and a feeling of unrest during the whole of 1893. 

When it was discovered in 1894 that the great body of t] 


| ocratic party intended to abandon their President and in 





| tem, 


to stand upon the proposition of the free and unlimited ¢ 
silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, the country became alarmed, | 
that there was danger at least that that policy would b 
in this country at the coming elections. 

Hence it was that the President of the United States was 
to borrow money from time to time in order to maintain t 
rve. In my judgment he would not have been obliged t 
ad it not been also for the fact that during this whole ti: 
revenues were insufficient to meet our expenditures, and 


St 


| portion of the money actually borrowed was used to pay t! 


rent expenses of the Government. It was because those 
power, in the readjustment of taxation, so readjusted our t 
internal and external, that the revenues fell far sh 
meeting the current expenditures, and money which was ] 
into the Treasury and ostensibly went into the gold reserve ‘ 
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civil bill to fail or to eliminate that provision fo1 Mr. TILLMAN Phat I 
) certificates of indebtedness. Mr. ALLISON I i M \ 





sLMAN. If the Senator will permit me. I merely inter- TILLMAN. 1 
marks into his speech in order to get him, if he will I : 
the Democratic party from any responsibility for Gro- | The PRESIDIN' 
nd or his errors. He never was a Democrat, and we | D nat | 
i Caro 
LLISON. I will absolve the Democratic party from at y| Mr. ALLISON 


for him during the last years of his Administration, | him i 
{absolve him from any responsibility for the Democratic | happy to yield. 
well. [Laughter.} Certainly he does not want any re-| Mr. TILLMAN 
ty of that character. : L certainly i ) 


ia 
ILLMAN, I tried to get the Senator from lowa to ac-| Mr. ALLISON, 


7 
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Mr. TILLMAN. But the S tor spoke about my manner, as | Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Cleveland had been elected in No 
th, 1 offensive. |} and of course the law was in operation and the revenu 
\f \L O It has been the very reverse. that time were still large. 
‘| RESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro} Mr, TILLMAN. Will the Senator give us the d 
address the Chair and ask permission to interrupt the | 1894? Let us have the whole thing together. 
t from | a Mr. ALLISON. I will give it for 1894. 
ELLER. I think the Senator from lowa has the wrong| Mr, TILLMAN. That was after the Wilson Act wen 
I think there was a slight surplus | fect. 
Mr. PLAT? of Connecticut. A surplus of two millions. Mr. ALLISON. The deficiency was $70,000,000. 
Mr. ALLISON. Did I say a deficiency? | Iwish to state that the raid, if I may use that word 
Mr. TELLER. \ There was a slight surplus that year. | familiar toSenators—on the Treasury for the redemption 
mounting 1 trifle; tilt ippropriations had been expend d| backs resulted from the distrust which came in turn fro1 
that we had a 1 { would have been a deficiency. | visions in the Democratic party. The great body of the: 
Mr. ALLISON, There was surplus revenue one side and Mr. Cleveland and a few of his followers ¥ 
Mr. TELUE! was before Mr. Cleveland was elected. I} other, and that division disclosed the fact that in th 
not ending Mr. Cleveland. | that were to come the shibboleth of the campaign on 
Mr. ALLISON. I know that. ; | would be the free and unlimited coinage of silver at t} 
Ir. TELLER. I haveas poor an opinion of him as the Senator | 16 to 1, 
ct ee ee ae bn crentemc am tha jet of Tale | 90 up to the year 1896 and during the years 1895 and 
Mr. ALLISO Chere was not a surplus on the Ist of July, | yas want of confidence, an essential element in the est 
sv2. Did the Senator ask me about the 30th of June before the | .4 maintenance of credit. There was want of confide: 
_ LL Nh Cea ili ia anit | credit of our country and the desire of its people to mai 
MX. TELA. ESERLOOR AERSTOS SOG BK y Se: oc credit. Iam not making charges against one side or t 
Mr. ALLISON, That would be 1592, There was an excess of | put | assert that the political questions that were { 
over expenditures on the Ist of July, 15Y2, of $9,000,000. | prominence in connection with our currency system i 
\ ; PEELE Kul - shat is i. . : | 1895 and 1896 were largely responsible for the deficit in 
\LLISON. I inadvertently quoted the wrong figures a | yyy and for the uncertainty as respects our money, and 
ene TH iM aoa sith asa hati etait ea | there were constant redemptions of greenbacks at th: 
i 8 LLISON a ieahilen mo ane eee | Mr. or Be the Senator care eo 
SA. ¢ ahoule Wie to Gall thse to tn tk 1 to whether that deficit was owing more to the dist 


Mr. TILI 
that that was under the McKinley tariff and under a Republican 
tration, and therefore his contention that the Wilson- 
arilf andthe Democratic mismanagement were responsi- 

the lack of ability on the part of the United States to meet 
current expenses is not tenable. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam not making any statement with respect 
>the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill except the one statement that the 
enues failed to meet the expenditures. It may not have been 
‘fault of those who created the revenues. It may have been 

fault of who made the expenditures and those who 
made the appropriations. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Republican party made the expenditures. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not seem to reach the point 
Iam trying to get at, which is that the bonds which were sold in 
Iso and 1896 were sold in the face of a deficit of revenue, 
and therefore their proceeds, after getting into the Treasury, were 

in the payment of current expenses. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is too fair a man not to acknowl- 





those 


PROS 


used 


gard to the currency and the free coinage of silver ani 
of the Democratic party than to the tariff? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, I shall not 
hairs and divide with the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It certainly must have been one or ' 

Mr. ALLISON. It was bothof them. My friend \ 


| apprehends me if he thinks that I hold the change of 


edye that the facts have proved that that deficit in the Treasury | 


did not 


charge 


come 
Grover Cleveland and the Wilson-Gorman tariff to the 
Democratic party, but it was a condition of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I am not at this time criticising 


from Democratic policies, even though he may | 


parties, but lam trying to show that money borrowed was used 
to pay expenses as well as to maintain the reserve. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

‘Id to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. LI yield to those observations which the Sen- 
ator has just made. They would be pertinent if true. [Laugh- 
te But the Senator from South Carolina does not seem to 
gather the scope of this situation. The first thing that appeared | 
was the distress and the hard times, and the next thing that ap- 
peared was the Democratic tariff, and the next thing that appeared 
Vv i th 


these things did surpr 
es, and caused them to go where those earnings were deposited 
and seek to get them in the form of money. 

Mr. TELLEI W ill the Senator allow me to ask him one other 
question? He has the figures before him, so that it will not dis- 
turh him,and he is familiar with these matters. Will the Senator 
now tell us what was the condition of the surplus or the deficiency 

the last day of June, 1893, for that fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will 

Mr. TELLER. Whenthe Democratic Administration had been 
in power three months. 

Mr. ALLISON. It had been in power from the 4th of March to 
the Ist of Julv. The excess of revenue was $2,341,000. 

Mr. TELLER. That is for the fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes; for the fiscal year. 
revenue over expenditures, 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the Ist of July, 1893, it was $2,341,000, 
course the old tariff was still in effect. 

Mr. LODGE. We were still under the McKinley tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Cleveland had been elected 

Mr. SPOONER. In November, pledged to its repeal. 


> 
\. 

h 
ry 
I 


on 


the excess of 


It is 
A sa» 


Of 


» fear that we were going to the silver standard: and all | 
ise timid people, people who had small earn- | 


| their homes in any way either gold or silver. 


harmless. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I understood the Senator to giv 
opinion that it was owing more largely to the distrust 
to the financial condition than it was to the tariff; that 
cut very little figure. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that point I will allow the Senat 
the proper division between those two great causes for t! 

Mr. President, there is a singular thing that ought t 
in this connection, and perhaps it ought to be said som 
defense of the other side of the Chamber. When tli 
Administration, or went out of power in 1897, they left 
large surplus, it being chiefly the remaining surplu 
amount of money borrowed and the amount paid 
deficiencies in the revenue, They did not take any 
held it allin the Treasury. Therefore, whatever mone: 
rowed that was not paid out for expenses was still in t! 
when President Cleveland left oftice and President 
came in. 

I have stated, and I repeat, that I think it is wise for u 
largereservein order that timid people, people who are¢ 
ened as respects money matters, may constantly have | 
the presence of an ample reserve for the redemption otf | 
money issued directly by the United States. That re: 
not need to be so large if we were a bank of discount a- 
bank of issue, because then we could manipulate our 1 
haps much better than a treasury can. Therefore the 
must hold a larger reserve in order that it may meet extr 
occasions and situations which may arise and still lea 
for a panic or distrust or the fear of panic because o! 
redeem its greenback circtlation on demand. So th 
fixed at $150,000,000. 

Now, there are four methods for replenishing this res: 
first is by exchanging the greenbacks. They are r 
they are found in the reserve. The Secretary of the 
can take any gold he has in the Treasury and transfer 
reserve and put the greenbacks intocirculation. If not 
or individual that desires greenbacks rather than to h 
go and exchange gold for greenbacks. 

I may say here that there isa prejudice among t! 
people against having in their pockets or about their} 
We pret 
our country prefers paper; and therefore it is that the } 
satisfied with holding the paper, provided they are alway 
that it will be equal to the standard money of the countr 

Now, to illustrate what I mean, I will refer to the \ 
orate statement made by Mr. Carlisle before the Senat 
Missouri who is nearest me [Mr. Vest]. He made an 
tion, and Mr. Carlisle stated that he was able to exchane 
000,000 of greenbacks for gold during the period of this 


» 
\ 
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tur nd in ad to that t] t was 1 t t 
The first 1s an easy met t. and pi I < ] i - 
rd. or fourth method will ever m} e s 
1 is that people who have gold may voluntarily come in and s 
' t it and take greenback e ; ‘ . rs tha < 
Then the third provision is t the + tar t i s | \ 
procure gold coin the method prov Lin se 1 3700 I ss 
tevised Statutes ndebte bear 
tt bject of t give t Ss tary the Treasury a i Single y E 
tle latitude’in times of distress « » that, if need \ t ( ! \ 
nd gold in Cl nSan | t gold precis r to is 
where he needs h eX thes y pa ser M 
sexpress charg ( the g } i wa I l t ( t pt f ré 
and the express charges t ld in re n, which, 5 Senat m Ke ’ 
will see, isasmall premium. Itisas premium, but no Se ‘ \ is?! tt ? I 
iry of the Treasury will abus power. However, it isan | | rh provide r I 
portant power that he shall hold in his hands, in order tl ! me, becat n tl \ 
may be able in critical times to pay the necess expenses in e i rre 
ature of a small premium rather that is power giv ! ry is bound u d ‘ 
to him to sell bonds ! means t t 
The next method of replenishing the Treasury is to author These 3 per L ire paya \ 
him to sell bonds when the reserve shall fall below $100,000 nd eco! ( ? I 
That is no new authority. I have heard that declaimed against | ex t Ss I 
here. That authority is now held by the Secretary of the Treas- eno pos » issue of | tit 
ury in the most ample way; but the difficulty is that when h n the of 1875. 
goes to the market and sells bonds under the statute of 1875, | s Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Pres 
bound to sell them at 4 or 4} or 5 per cent interest, and tho The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 1 Senato1 
bonds are payable in either ten or fifteen or thirty years, « yield to the Senator from K 
pending upon the rate of interest. So it is now that the last Mr. ALLISON. Certain 
$100,000,000 Secretary Carlisle sold are 4 per cent bonds which are Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator w rmit 1 
not payable until 1925. perfectly clear, my recollection of t Presid 
Therefore this power is only a limitation and 1 he recommended that when greenba { redeemed 
of the power which he now has It is a power whicl in ld they should be ret } 
under these provisions, first, to exhaust other means a1 for gold. Now,Id l 
before he resorts to the extraordinary method of?selli forms to that recomm ! 
the purpose of maintaining the redemption of these notes. So Mr. ALLISON, If nat 
vho is there on either side of this Chamber whocan criticise this | show him that we have literally per 
limited power compared to the power now on our statute books? | Mr. LINDSAY. That is what I wa 
I do not see how anyone can criticise this power adversely inview | Mr. ALLISON. We have provided 
f the existing law, which gives the Secretary unlimited power | serve of gold. We have provided that 
or a like purpose. deemed shall remain there until th ld 
Now, I will state my own judgment—— | and then, of course, they are taken ou f re \ 
Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President | ally carried out the President's proposition 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa | back is redeemed it never can get out I 
eld to the Senator from Kentucky? until a gold dollar goes in in place of it. So] ! 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir | who is at least in sympathy with I I \ 
Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senator whether under the provi- | how he feels about tl l—thers 
sions of this bill, in case there should by any misadventure be a | the endless chain in t! yr ) I licat tt 
icit of revenues, the moneys for which the gold bought under d od is likely to appear agai! 
bill should be exchanged could be used in paying theordinary | Mr. Linpsay ros 
expenses of the Government? . Mr. ALLISON I am o¢ yr} ed 
Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for asking the question Mr. LINDSAY With t m [ 
I would have probably alluded to that before I closed, and I will | him whether or not the effect ! t 
peak of it in a moment. will not be to ultimat 1 
These bonds are to be sold under this provision only when the | them into mere cert ites of deposit ifter 
serve falls below $100,000,000. Therefore, I express my « Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Pr 
lgment and belief that there never will be a time when one | rea helps m I ticise 1 ! 
ir of these bonds will be sold or needed for the redemption of ir Senate amendr 
greenbacks or United States notes. And vet it is a power e reserve without 1 taking their In 1 
must lie behind this great duty of ours to maintain redemp- | when the t t t 
t and the standard of money which we have promised in every | } sand Treasury n ! 
) maintain, and which is essential to be maintained in order ! by t | ed Sta ( I 
tthe credit of our Government may remain as it is and in | carefu nsideratior 1 
er that our people may not be cheated out of their earnings by | the means where t sl 
meal through adverse statutory provisions. I not v l lation 
refore, we say that if the situation shall arise the Secretary | here b t s ( 
the Treasury shall exhaust this power as well as the other | tired from ci ition u t 
r. In other words, I may say here, that it is the intent and | hand with such a I ! vi 
se of this bill, through the Senate amendment, that the | $346, ( ney to t ss | 
lard of money which we now have, which settles all our bu problemat tent st 
relations, carries on all our exchanges, is the bas f our | will not ! t 
ts, the basis of all our debts, shall not in any degree be dis irrent 1 oo Mr. ] 
1, but that it shall stand as one of the essential aids to the | anything, d I t re 
perity, integrity. and credit of our country and its people. lation Indes ve have 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is afull reserve for that pur}x é 
lr. ALLISON. There is a full reserve for that pt = t t 
ly for that purpose. Of course these greenback s int | 
s, when taken out of the reserve fund, after it has f e for \"\ 
30,000, must be taken out from the proceeds of t 
0,000 of bonds, because if they can be taken out It t I 
nds can be sold. ! it ¢ 1e ! 
‘ow, when the greenbacks are taken out they are placed in th hased by the sale « 
ral Treasury of the United States. But thet s another | tary d Now, t 
ute which we do not mention. because for myself I did not | nott rold certificat 
eheve it was necessary in this bill to mention all the statutes on | and is not the greenback which get 
statute books on every phase of the financial question. We | those circumstances virtually a gold cer 








de) 


Li54 


\I | \ \ a ] ( tricate now The | 
to t er, under this bill and | 
‘ } rgold. W 1 
’ rtil l Wi My 
t t It t 
‘ 4 s 4 A 
| he h rable Secretary of the Treas 
riisle ler a statut f 1882 which required him to 
a t { led that there bei a provision thers 
t t be issued when the gold reserv 
trued it that he had no power to re 
, though afterwards the reserv: 
m { a 1 increased to ). 090,000, and he held that view. 
that Were in existence in 1893 and 1894, 
t ( $100,000,000, were no longer issued, 
fterwards restored. It is a curious fact, 
t hough those ld certificates, amounting 
e Treasury at the time Mr. Carlisle sus- 
t tes, on the Ist day of September last 
) "i ill in circulation, although not one 
| 44, showing the value that is placed 
( or the ] of August Secretary Gage 
\ ild have any other 
I ld reissue gold certificates. I have 
rent date, laid upon every Senator'’stable. Or 
Lr ), the Secretary of the Treasury has 
ld certificates, an increase since Sep- 
ist rs (i OOO to S2L1.000.000, 
that th rold certificates are an adjunct andan 
to tl jan and claim which we have made here for the 


ld standard and for the easy, economical, 


@ me l maintaining if So now, if you turn to 
t t LV, ¥ | find there are $404,000,000 of 
r) ry of the United States, $211,000,000 of it repre- 
' 1 deposited there for gold certificates. 
\ 1] ‘for a moment and call attention toa thing which 
1 tomention. Therefore it is that this endless chain is a 
rem possibility and a remote contingency because the gold cer- 
tif me to supp nt the greenbacks, and are just as good 
ind tter l ir provision than are the United States not 
if gold bodily or physically, for the purpose 
it th countries or for any special purpose in 
Ir own count ind gold is rarely required for actual transfer 
wn country except for exportation—if a man desires gold 
pur » or for any purpose, he will not be required to 
int r the purpose of getting greenbacks. He 
old certificates in circulation side by 
wh togetl with the greenbacks, sum 
1 lemption currency of our country always 
i ( 
nt, we bay t provided here for the exchange of 
or gold. We have not made that provision, because 
ee th wholly unnecessary, and unwise as well. 
i the silver dollars and silver certificates in circula- 
{ i greater or less degree since 1878 in a constantly acceler- 
r 1 inc ing quantity. We have pledged, as I said a while 
te the faith and the credit and the honor of this 
ver certificates shall be kept at a parity and 
( itly kept at a parity with gold. 
y have been so kept, and they never have been exchangeable 
far as I know, although for convenience to either 


» have gold or those who have silver these exchanges may 


eu made, But it is one thing to use them in this way and 
r thing to compel their redemption by law. 

T has never been a moment of time when the silver certifi- 
cates were exchangeable by law; but we have made a provision 
here which is intended to strengthen and invigorate the silver cer- 
tificat not to dest1 them and minimize them and degrade 
them, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, TinuMan] and 
others may think we intend to do, judging from their observa 


What have we don We have made a provisi he silver 


mas tot 


cel . Which are the money of the Government, the money 

ft United St: rhey are here, first, by our authority and 
ou tutes. Tl are here, second, because we hold in the 
va Treasury $125,000,000, which we have taken from 
the } of tl doll ind put into our Treasury; and if w 
are honest as a Government—and a government ought to be as 
honest as individuals—we will never disgrace and discredit our- 
selves by putting those silver certificates at a discount 


"Mr. Will 


tion 1 


TILLMAN, 


the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
ight there? 
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Mr. ALLISON. 





Certainly. 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Iowa says that it is 1 
purpose to degrade the silver certificate. At the present tir 
ve, when a silver certificate is presented at the Treasu 
holder can receive only silver dollars for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now.if those silver dollars are not consid 
good, and the man wants them turned into gold dollars, how 


he get them? 
ALLISON. Does 
They vays have be 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
‘knowledge. if he w 
he silver dollars witl 


not the Senator consider 


da. 


them ¢ 
nh go 


I am after is to have the Se? 
, that he wants the Government to1 


gold dollars, if a man demands it. 
silver dollar a dollar, or is it simply a promise to pay a gold d 


¥y 
al 


Mr. ALLISON. Itisadollar, The Senator from & 
lina and myself certainly do not disagree about that. 
promise to pay; itis adollar of the United States. Itis mad 
lar by our credit and our authority, and it is a dollar whi 
less we discredit and disgrace ourselves, will be kept at pai 
gold. 

Mr. TILLMAN, How can you keep it at a par with 
less you redeem it in gold, if somebody will be fool enough t 
it is not? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
own experienc 


( t 


I will answer the Senator by referrin 
:and observation as to the history of tw 
r twenty-two years, and ask him has he ever been able to 
lver dollar at a discount? Every silver dollar he has had 
silver certificate he has had, has been worth in every ma 
every market place as much as a gold dollar. 


Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will permit nie, that is 
dodging the question. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt the Senator thinks so. 


him credit for being honest in his judgment; and he c« 
would not accuse me of dodging the question if he do 


think so. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. ALLISON. One moment. 

honesty that I want him t 
Mr. TILLMAN 

tion again to the 
] 1] se 


suve 





Certainly not. 
i attribute to the Senator- 
But wil! the Senator—— 

IT attribute to the Senat 
o attribute to me. 

Will the Senator permit me to call | 

question? The question is, How will you 
. par with a gold dollar unless you redeen 


sain 


ald on 
gold: 
Mr. ALLISON. We know that the sun will shine to-r 
be it has shone the day before, although we may 
familiar with the mechanism that produces it. We w 
the silver dollar at a par with gold because we have kept 
par for twenty-two years: and notwithstanding all the 
up and the digging up and depreciating observations 1 
people in various ways, the silver dollar has remained ; 
the Washington Monument, and has never diverged a 
breadth from the standard. 

But the Senator asks me what we are going to do 1 
will tell him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are going to strengthen and iny 
the silver dollar. How? Weare going to do it by provid 
people who do not want silver dollars, but who want sil 
tificates and small money, may obtain them. 

How does Great Britain keep her silver in circulation, a 
does France keep her silver money in circulation? There 
hundred and twenty-five millions of silver in circulation in G 
Britain, or about one-fourth of the entire gold circulation 0 
Britain. How is the silver there kept at par? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Because the silver is redeemable at th 
ury in sovereigns. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN, In certain amounts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. We are the only country 
world that redeems fractional notes, and no country ever r¢ 
fractional silver except our own. France does not do it; ‘ 
many does not doit. Look at the 14 marks per capita oi 
circulating in Germany, and in addition one hundred milli 
full legal-tender silver. Not one dollar of it is exchan: 
under the statutes of the German Empire into gold dollars. | 
Britain does not doit. She uses as much silver to her gold 
as she thinks is wise and can be kept in circulation, but sh 

| redeems a dollar of it. 

France has never exchanged her gold for silver, althoug! 

| has largely more silver in circulation than we have in the Un 


‘ause 


orm} 
sn 


} 
n 
} 

( 


Very well. 


It is not redeemable. That is whe 
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She redeems her paper in ver and rold, and main ! { silver y ? t 
parity of both bya caref mit of t intit t und 
ti Vv Vina a H \ t V i 
y = 1 } 3 Wi + af I ' ‘ 
tual ex] ( ! a ~ in tl LMAN 
[,] ! LN [ Vas & — I 
France will pay pe ations in eitl 
We hav fused lo tha ) i th liza i 
n i 1 t 
n favor of the pez ; Ww ed gold L] { ULI ‘ 
has done that. 
ALLISON. Why, Mr. President, the Senator mn ] . 
- as Tam sure ] is. with our method. with tl French | , ca 
id with methods of all g | csand g I ; 
I hG nm t is paper I yy. as V i ; 
Fra : s all the money the Frer Repu 1 x 
el t 0 ie Fy R fer ues : 
1 upon bo v ind gold, and \ may att . ee ' 
erold to l want to export it. Frar n amp! , ; 
e of gold l ifficient resery ~ to « I ty 1 
iin the parity of her mone nd that wit t re ; 
ng her sil in gold or her gold ‘ ap 
President, we have inserted in t i 4 pr mm whi ir. rres , | I 
that hereafter the silver certi ites s be in m t : 
ns of $19 1 Why have we done that VW \ tol i l I 
t beca h 3 of our p ire such that they pi the 
to either s r or gold | theref tl mall circulatio : oe 
t well be on th iid basis: it could be ititis2 \Liis ! 
. { 1 ¢ sO V I cro l t Sliver na 
re} itin lver dollars shall nil ~ 
é a) 4 
Who finds fault w that Is it the man wv insists that t t 
nal nks shall he privilege—because 1 i privileg t il I : ’ 
suing small bills, for they are not redeemed as often and u I y 
he largen 3 Is it a& power W ch t (a n- TILLMAN ! 
uld ta in hands and use « reetly and f iis! l iT 
it of its own 1 es of currency rather than surrender it Sty ! t i 
Ss of issue? el t 1 
TILLMAN, If the Senator will pardon m I dislike to Mr. ULKINS t ! 
spies ant ~ TILLMAN 
' 
ility; z | 
\ Uy l { e 
} ] ne Ld t 
rold. 
r. ALLISO} Ho. t 
\ riLLMAN i 
lye i ht ’ 
A 
‘ ner 
l + ‘ + 
| 
r} ] I 
| 
y | i ¢ 
l V 
\ rn 
\1 AT 7” 
f | ther 
h lecor: ‘ n n the natu { 
nto general circulation and is known as the mon f to} | 
ani i t! ted states. il 
LMAN, With all due deference to the Senator, Imust | the United ites to h bond ! 
he has not answered my question, and I am afraid |} or 4 per cel te 
swer it. may be ter { I 
ALISON. And I am afraid I will not cither,if I have not | under the pr I l 
dy ‘ nrese ‘ ; 
It amounts to this: There are upward of | People ¢ l | 
llions—I think three hundred and ninety-two | as though 
‘something along there—of silver certificates out. It | other day I rd my | vebr 
UU ODO, i I I i 
sLISON. Three hundred and ninety-two million 
ILLMAN. If those silver certificates 1 the confid t1 i t 
nks and of the people and people want ‘‘sound money, of a single day. 
nt gold, and the silver certificate is now redeemable in Wasthat, however, becau in 
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York have less than $16,000,000 of all the circula- | Mr. TILLMAN. The point I tried to get and did not 
Did that gambling rate of interest | light on from the Senator was how the silver dollar and } 
From investi- | ver certificates are to be kept as good as gold unless they 
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deemable in gold? 
Mr. ALLISON. If whit I have already said has not co; 
the Senator from South Carolina, then it is impossible { 


; convince him. 


Mr. TILLMAN, If the silver dollars are dollars, they 
ought to be received by any Department and paid out by th 
ury in payment of any of its paper obligations. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will beso received. They are r 
now in the payment of public and private dues. If thy 
goes out to the Secretary's office and asks for $100, I vy; 
say that he would be paid entirely in silver certificates, 
bound to take them. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It will not do for the Senator to und 


| get around this question by referring to his or my perso 


| 30 or 40 per cent than they were in 1896. 


=-— -_ . 
bind 
} 7 Ne 
of national-bank notes. 
ation in New York affect the country? 
n [ know personally that the very day that the bank rate in | 
York for two or three hours was 184 per cent the bank rate 
1 all the other cities of the country was normal and neither went 
p nor down a tarthing or a cent, 
in the State of the Senator, as well as in my own, the bank rate 
winter has ‘n uniformly about 5 and 6 per cent—never 
higher than 6 per cent. The country is not affected, as a gener rT 
thing, by what is done in Wall street for the moment when the 
bulls and bears” are struggling in the arena—for that is all it 
mounts to, It is a tight between those people for supremacy re- 
specting their holdings. The ‘‘bears” being triumphant for a 
time, the “bt ills” had to put up their securities, and they found 
it difficult for awh le t ) borrow money approaching the hour for 
lement at the entire country never was in a more prosperous 
condition, not only respecting the rate of interest, but respecting 
I in hnerTanuy, 
fhe Senator from Nebraska the other day deplored the fact that 
the agricultural products of his State and mine were greatly re- 
duced in price, v rhils t iron and steel, which our people consume, 
had la y advanced in price. Why, Mr. President, there never 
wa me when the principal agricultural products of the Sen- 
at State and mine were higher « on an average than they are 
nov 
Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me, wheat never was 
low in the history of lowa and Nebraska as it is to-day. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ispoke of the principal products, I did not 
k of wheat. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator will permit me, corn is no higher 
than it was elght years ago. 
Mr. ALLISON. That may be, but corn and cattle and hogs are 
hor 40 per cent at least higher than they were in 1896. 
Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will further permit me in this | 
mnection—and I shall not interrupt him any further—two of 
the complaints against this bill which I make is that it turns 


over the whole power to issue currency and to control that cur- 
reney to an organization of national banks—— 


Mr. ALLISON. 1 knew that was the Senator's objection. 
Mr. ALLEN. And second, the bill perpetuates and increases 
the national debt. 


actions or other small transactions in this Chamber. It 

tion of how these three hundred and ninety-two millions 
based on silver are to be maintained under the gold 

unless they are redeemable in gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave answered that as far as I can 

In response to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLE» 
that the staple products of his State and mine are higher 
So staple farm } 
have advanced in price, though not perhaps pari pass 
have advanced very largely in price since 1896, as have 1 
turedarticles; but the price of manufactured articles 
largely upon the supply and demand of those articles f: 
to time. 

Mr. President, I shall not occupy much time on this 
We have provided in thesubstitute reported by the Com 
Finance for the refunding of the interest-bearing obli; 
the Government due in 1904, 1907, and 1908, It is not a 
sory refunding, but it is a refunding at the will of the 
the bonds, taking thei at the offer made by the Gover 

It seemed to us that it was wise to bring in this plan fo: 


i 


| ing, because, in the first place, it is a favorable time to d 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say but a few words | 
more in respect to the circulation of the national banks and the 
power of which the Senator speaks. We have two hundred and 


forty-two millions of national-bank notes now in circulation, and | 


we have more than a thousand millions of other paper money, and 
every dollar now in circulation must and under this bill will re- 
main in circulation. Therefore, it is a case of the tail wagging 
the dog, according to the Senator’s theory. Two hundred and 
forty-two millions can not control a thousand millions, 
ALLEN. Will the Senator again permit me? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 


vield? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEN. One of my principal objections to the bill is— 
and it is a true construction—that every dollar of paper money, 


rreen bac “ks, Tre: asury notes, and silver dollars, becomes impounded 
ind redeemable in gold: 
t in the course of a short time, and that the channel now occu- 
| by them will be occupied by national-bank notes. 
Mr. ALLISON, The Senator, of course, 
that: but I feel sure, from his intelligence and discriminating ca- 
pacity, when he 
him will disappear like the mists of the morning, as the amend- 
ments Lam discussing can not have that result. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vield to the Senator f 


ou 


pele 


Does the Senator from Iowa 
rom South Carolina? 


Mr. ALLISON, Iwill yield for a question. I am now tres- 
passing upon the time of my friend from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], 


who is ready to proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isimply rise to set myself right, and maybe 
the Senator will give me the light Iseek. I find, in putting my 
question in regard to the possibility of the election of a Democratic 
President, I used the word ** gold” instead of ‘‘silver.” I meant 
to ask the Senator, Suppose a Democratic President should take it 
into his head, under the contention of the Senator, that a silver 
dollar 
dollar 

Mr: ALLISON. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


Does the Senator want an answer to that? 
The law would prohibit it. 
The law would prohibit it. If t 
looking to the election of a President who would v iolate the law 
and good conscience as well, then, of course, he might pay silver 
for gold. 


that all these forms of money will pass | 


studies the bill carefully, the fears now agonizing | 


| issues 





isa dollar and to redeema gold certificate with a silver | : 
; Ine€ 


he Senator is | 


rate of interest which we propose in the amendment 
which the holders of bonds have received for the last fe, 
on the market value of their bonds; and it is the norma 
likely to be the normal rate in the near and distant 
bonds of the United States in our own country. 

There is no disguising the fact that our Government 
cause of their fewness in number and of the uses to w 
can be applied, are more valuable than the government 
countries where they are not so used and who have mu 

than have we. 

This Congress or the next Congress must adopt a refun 
and it is wiser and better that the refunding should 
gradually, in order that there may be no disturbance o! 
ity of the bonds and of their status respecting the mon 
if you please to call it such. In other words, if there 
transition and exchange, the bonds will gradually be 
into the new bonds provided for without the slightest 
any local or central market. 

So it is wise that we should take hold of this question 
able time in order that the conversions may be gradua! 
no new thing. We refunded our entire public debt b; 


ai } passed in 1870, and yet it was not effective as to all t 
has his opinion about | until 1879 . 


That statute of 1870 was eight or nine years in perf 
function, and yet that exchange from 6 per cent to 5 
4 per cent bonds was made during a time when there w: 
ble markets, so that there was no friction in the mon 
respecting the enormous changes of bonds and pla 
among one set of people when they had been in t! 
another. So we thought it was wise to do it by this ea- 
and we pursued an economical method. 

I have no doubt that there are a great many people w 
rather see us go right up to that verge of the maturi 
$559,000,000 of 4 percents in order that they might be a 
** We will take the entire loan at so much per cent,” ar 
atan unfavorable period. On the other hand, we say it 
and better to do this gradually without friction and w: 
intervention of the middlemen or bankers, who are alwa 
and always willing to discharge such functions for th 





Mr. TELLER. For a consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. For a consideration, as the Senator su 
though a small consideration, of course, because they b 
of doing things which enables them to aid themselves a 11! 
after the refunding takes place. 

Mr. TELLER. “Will it interrupt the Senator if I should ' 
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+ present t . ‘ ug 
I rT <ery s ] ( I 
LLISON that 
asia “ge . 
i si At 
ALLISON \ 
iv we \ t 
TELLER. Oh, 1 t 
LLLISON \ p 
. ? ? Y le ‘ ‘ \ 
t s 3 wert \ I \ 
t deal v A \ d not deal wit th We dld bea Mr. ¢ AND) 
} \\ 
t hipping l, and som s \ ried ! 
sel t Ss we 1 nt y 0 > af | 
s t con hs and the resent state law. L L i i 
M a idex tne tl INKS a not ed, I i 1 
‘ their | un! they w ) Vv I 
ive $15 an 1in int Lan e& 
i rt of gove I { i I er Lit ul i 
% T l1row yV i y ill A I I ~ af ‘ 
© ( \ t 
eof i it h i way he pay : 
: t Is at i ws W if } - 5 4 4 
ror aud an earnestness that I have 1 St nag l ; F 
ears, , 5 ; : - \ir A] DRI y | 
So, Mr. President, when we are ssing about trying to find |... : ; 
} ¢ a \¢ I é 
ys to save money, whe } I rt Sos =) Pd 
rom the beginning, and if te mi ns ant ; ae oe : : 
why say wait, wait unt ls mature. when perhaps v TA : : 3 
{ 1) } , 1+ ¢ ¢ Ir. CHANDLER = 
1 unfavorable monetary arise, and then, instead : 
| } . ‘ . at i amenadaui ea meé 
being able to fund em a » of 2 per cer , we will } T. ALDI 1] ve sa 
ted to pay 3 or 4 per cent, as we were compelled to do in 1893? Me. (RAKNI ER 2 : 
S = ae aa : ir. CHANDLER. Now, t 
We need not be gibbeted on the crossroads of public opinion ; os 
. . 1 7 . m lo oO Wlll OV 1 
for undertaking to favor the national banks by requiring them to pret ere 3 
. : aie , | particular amendments \ il ‘ 
use a 2 per cent bond instead of a 3 or 4 per cent bond, when at | }) : : 
the same time we are saving to the people of the United States 
: S peok Mr. ALDRICH. It at 


WO O00 per ar 





um. j 
Every private corporation, every private business, is doing this. | ; 
Why should we not do it? Take the great railroad systems of ot 
ir country. They have been and are producing incalculable | 





~ “gate! ts ~ . ‘ “ c atiy hic ftoyr } ; f | \l, 
nefit to the people of the United States by being able to refund . a , le a 
2 : er ee ISON], which I could n t t 
eir bonds into 34 percents instead of sixes and sevens. The | ; : : 
. d } i the Senator from Nev ia M n nott t 
same is true of private debtors. + te ate ' 
f ‘ , No] 1 » 70 On at this time of the evening 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and I can congratu ag a ; ; 
¢ f ail 7 —— | Mr. ALDRICH. I presume th w e notr 
te each other that the farmers of Iowa and Nebraska, who have | t ha & non C ; 1 
} r ~ ous ng ti Senator iro1 olor t I rr 
een compelled for all these years to pay 7 per cent interest as - aa 1 gt 1e Senator fron mor al 
the lowest rate, and commissions besides, have for the last two or ies = TEI 1 ER. “ if 4 : ‘ 
hree years been able to borrow m ney at 5 per cent upon lor g | pape hy pag een eee ee oe Oe eee “ay . 
me without the payment of commissions. ee wr Se ae eee ca a eed _4 
Is it no boon toa man who, 2ither for the purposes of enlarging |} ¢.*")<** eyond my ' = SS 
scigitine nace’ aan atin a’ Fania aa esa aes | time. 
usiness or buying an additio1 al farm or by some misfor Mr. CHANDLER. Whyv not meet at 11 a} 
e, has been compelled to go into debt to have a Government Mx COM KRELI fan a ei { . T+ 
t so adjusts and arranges its finances and so establishes and caguaguene adie , : , : 


s credit that he can borrow money at 2 or 3 percent per Mr. ALDRICH. Ther aa 
num less than he paid before? a st ; i 





When I hear these criticisms against this plan to reduce the | AT, CKRELI 
of interest upon our Government bonds, I feel as though | Mf % * NE eee xT aa ; ‘ ‘ : 
must be a cat in some part of the meal somewhere—certainly | ir. JONES of Arkansas it ; 
not among those who discuss or criticise adversely the bill mous-consent agreement a ay 
AT r 


President, I have gone over the bill as best I could, endeay- | @'¢T ~ © clock. 
‘to explain its provisions indetail. Imay have omitted some arene a 
xs which I ought to have discussed, but I have undertak o |‘ ors 
that this bill, by and large, has no concealments or prevari- ae ae 

or innuendoes. There is nothing here but what is plain); 18 

upon the face of the proposed statute. . 
re is nothing lying behind it. We stand here upon it as an gba 
leclaration of our aims and our purposes, without conceal ;, 
t, leaving little discretionary power ei 

















‘ es ; : ; Mr. TELLER ake t 
ireasury or in the President of the United States. tr. LER. 1 
iy that these provisions will maintain. in adverse as well | MKS to-morrow. fi een ; 
—..* . c ¢ 4+ the tan-? "774 > 
d fortune, in hard as well as in good times, the standard | S© 7°90 (ue IC 
1 : : . . \it Lib 
» which has been the standard of all our transactions since | oA PeLLER I 
ind the man who now, for merely sentimental reasons or | lr, TELLER , 
ise he wants free silver or because he wants to destroy green- | DEATH 
- fais to come to the rescue, by his vote, of the plans and| A message from t 
ses Of this bill will fail, in my judgment, in discharging the | ppowyix ta ("*hief ¢ ’ 
iuty he owes tothe people he represents and to thecountry. | nee of t : ( \ 
Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate. See Appendix of the Ho rom t t Q 
fe TET Tw 7 5 ; resolutions of the H er 
ir, TELLER. I should like to have read the arrangement we The message also a a t 
mad s to the debate t -mMorrow. | appointed Mr <1 Ml 1 i MM ( | 
‘ PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read to th rAUER. Mr. DE GRAFFENI \ M 
the unanimous consent given on some former day. York. Mr. ALEXA? | Mr ! 
secretary read as follows: | of the House to t harge of t \ 
AGREEMENT TO VOTE ON TI. R. 1 | Mr. PLATT of New Yo Mr. | I 
iy 15, 1 a 7 Agre ment, by ut inimous consent that the 1 upon | tions which I send t 
An OF Fl . and pendir amendments be t n iu a4 rho Pp YOTT . ' 
: the 15th of February, and that two : rth, s The PRESIDEN’ ee 
) the discussion of amendments under the ten-minute rule. ‘overs resolutions wil er 
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read, as foll M F — ATW‘ — While there was no formal meeting to 
t ; sider the resolution, it has their approval. 
CHICKERING, 1 R 1 Mr. Mc RAE. Wo ‘ld it not properly go to the Committ 
bad bw thie’ m ae > Buildings and Grouncs? 
3 ire : HEATWOLE, I think not. I think it would go 
t } Comnit wee ae es rinting. 
t Mr CRAE. I do not want to object to any enlargem 
thi Gee any n sary legislation to cc mmplete the G 
. i | t T mk n reeing to | ment Printing Office as soon as possible, but I think it is rat 
‘ i the Senator from N¢ York dangerous precedent to take u p any proposition to appr 
imously agreed t money without the judgment of the committ ee that proper 
PRI DENI t ore appointed ler the second re jurisdiction of the subject. If this proposition has the a) 
tion { committee on the part of the Senate, oa PLATT | of the members of the committee, I will not object. 
( ; Mi Mr. S$ r, Mr. TURNER, and Mz The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con 
‘ tion of the resolution? 
M LAT New York Asa further measure of respect, I Phere was no objection. 
adjourn The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, a; 
izreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes | accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
m ite a -d until to-morrow, Wednesday, Febru- On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider 
< meridian | vote was laid on the table. 
MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 
M ; » oY a 
WO! OF REPRESENTATIVES. Mr. W ILLIAMS of ee Mr. Speaker, I ask una 
| consent to have printed as a documer ¢ a petition of the Mis 
marr. Wiskwesmees 72. 720i | Choctaws, which was introduced in tne House by me on y 
LU} AY, Lebruary lo, LIUU, | > . ; a a . 
. | and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. In maki 
ia t at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the | Tequest, I donot ask to have printed a couple of exhibits w} 
reports of committees of the House and which are alread, 
; Un. Rey. Hrexry N. Coupen, D. D.. offered the fol- | #nd can be obtained, 1 ask for the printing of the usual 1 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous cor 
hi tas ‘1 Thy nrovidence Th ,c¢ | the printing, as a document, of the usual number of a pet 
( mo} Almighty God, in hy providence 10 ist od 5) a + : , : 
ca 18 ssissippi Choctaws. w . “ent - ei nt 
ht us fa } face with that which awaits us all. The Angel the Mississippi ( hoc taws, with the exception of two print 
Death has visited us and taken from this body one of its true, | ments. Is there objection? 
ure members. We pray Thee that we may i 16 im- Mr. HEATWOLE. I will ask the gentleman from M 
1 i with the uncertainty of life and make ourselves ready, so whether there are any plates or maps accompanying the « 
the call comes we shall be prepared to go on to that Mr. WILL TA [5 of Mississippi. There are none. 
life, doing Thy bidding and ful filli ing our mission, now and The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of th 
then and alway In the name of Christ our Lord. Ame man from Mississippl? 
fhe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- | There was no objection. 
’ | , ‘ 
| i DRAFT ANIMALS FOR THE ARMY, 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. — ; . 
|} Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to | present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5267) to amend 
call up from the Speaker’s table Senate joint resolution 83, in- | entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act to suspend the operat 
C! 1 the limit of cost of the new building for the Government | tain provisions of law relating to the War Senetinen t, 
y ftice, to meet the increased prices of building materials, | other purposes.” 
I ermit of making the south end of the power-house exten The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks una 
he same height as the main building. I ask for its pres- | consent for the present consideration of a bill which tl 
deration. | will report. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman calls up Senate joint resolu- | The Clerk read as follows: 
tion 83, in regard to the Government Printing Office, which the |. Be itenacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to amend a 
( will report | ‘An act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of law 
(Mavic i as foll | War De ‘partment, —_ ( yr other purposes,’ approved March 3, I: 
A ierk rea al Toll 1 ¢ vs 
amended so as tor as follows: 
R tat f the United Stat f | That the operation of the following provisions of law be, and 
he limi t of cost of the new building for | continued suspended for such further time as, in the discretion of t 
| it d byt sundry civ il a tary of War, be found necessary, or until otherwise pro 
l a ber used by $429.000. or'so much | gre ot longer, however, than June 30, 1901: 
ur t creased prices of bui iding ms ater First. The provision of the first section of the act entitled ‘A 
‘ f 1 er-house extension, for : ing appropriations for the suppc rtofthe Army for the fiscal year 
t NW f the same height as the main bui 30, 1S89, and for other purposes,’ in th @ fe owing words: “i 
ia : : : Bs : “* Provided, That hereafter n¢ ) part of this appropriation shall! 
Mr. RICHARDSO Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the gen- | inthe purchase for the Army of draft animals until the number « 
tle} 1 ea brief statement as to the nece my for the passage | be reduced to 5,000, and thereafter shall only be expended for t 
bee eae a Ty Ce ‘ s of a number sufficient to keep the supply up to 5,000. f 
7 ae ee ere ae re WES TY “Second. The provisions of the first section of the act entitled ‘Ar 
t Il know the 1 bers ol Satan will be glad to | ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
ement as to the necessity June 30, 1899, and for other purposes,’ in the following words 
1 | “a 6 ° . = wided, That hereafter no part « ¢ the appropriations fort 
li} yr} } a asker 7" acconn , = ide I I I 
IEATWOLE. This is asked for on account of the in master’s Department shall be expended on printing unless the aa 
i Pl eC Oi ite Att @ Tl! 1e the « timates were made id ne by content. after due notice and competi tion, 2 <cept in 
building it was tho 52,000,000 would be sufficient, | the « nee v ot admit of the pres: notice for comp« titio 
, i area Matias! ial eatin ea ¢ hai t The t vivertisement, all the supplies for the use of t 
re eee. Terry s ‘ naam has increased to suc ni 0 | departments and posts of the Army and of the branches of the A 
( that 1b will reqmire about Yo per cent more to complete | ; hereafter be purchased where the same can be purchased t 
t Lidin 1 extend the 7 ver hou to five stories, as now »markets of tl J i States, quality and cost of trans] 
: ad tisk 4 anv longer de): ee erest of the nt considered, except that purc! 
' 7 ' re one : nger delayed, it will un in open market, in the manner common among business 
I © , ne | ‘ s zgregato amount required not exceed $200, but evel 
( ral Wi t (I f of Engineers and the Public Printer » shall be immediately reported to the Secretary of War.’ 
h very d niet t immediate action be taken. so that the ‘And the words: ae 
a a n action taken PRS Ga ‘* Provided, " iumber surchased under t 
. Af t . ense be ) the Gover iment tion, added tothe 1 on hand, shall not at ¢ i 
ir. J \ I should 1 to as tleman in charge of n uts in the mou ce, and 
1 , th } { 4] »mitt aid out for horses not purchased 
l n wora yany committee 
f | : y an} by the Quart master’s De} I 
arr Peat ieee ete eee , all under the direction and at 
Mr. HEATWOLE. It is a Senate resolution, and it has been 
taken from the Speaker’s table. 
Mr J > , Has it or a similar resolutio een annroved hv ee 
syt WcoRAE. ria it OF a | mi ir resolution been approv i DY his ¢ 10 re cmap pee argh: wih 
th i use Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? ding those heretofore paid « 


. HEATWOLE. Not 
RICHARDSON, 1 
»members wh 


by that committee, 
understand it meets with the favor of 
e the House Committee on Printing. 


\i 
Mr 
the 


» COMPO 
£ 







barracks a 





§ pplies, i idental ex 
,c loth ing, vamp and garrison equipage. 
m shall receive a salary more than gl w) pe r 
me b } spe 2c ially fixed by law.’ 


cpenses, 


unless the 
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S he ct ved March ‘ : 
nt of 4 is one 
( 
5M 
~~ 
» SS W ( 
AYNI 7 . 
: aan : 
I I ik + , 
it 
PEAKER. Is t I 1 to the pr it col 
4 } ] 
© Wiil: 
HARDSON. Mr. Speaker, we s 1 v gla 
explanation of t bill. Itis alm S 
é l of anyth l t I shx s é 
cl il tai i 5 \ I 5 5 i 
HULL. It wasu isly ré l by Committee on 
Af] W 
\ RICHARDSON VV } ntleman als tet ‘ 
} ? , + y + 4 ~ 
or thel ¢ i pa 3 i 
recuiar ¢ rse . 
i T <7 . . ; 
ULL r. Spea v I 








this cha r, susp ng the operation of these provisio1 
| » they ain passed the é aS ‘ 
ey of the law until the ist of M i 
i rmy is still « ipyil St und is increased aw : 
: ?, hl axinted. at tha time { tial i 
3 were OS I War Dey report tha 
s fi m ster affairs unless there is t t 
I n suspension this tin s simply for t next I 
year expires at the tir when the Cor 
! es must ta action, one way or t other, a t i 
d character of the Army. 
provision is temporary inits character. My own judgme 
that it would be just as well to repeal these restrictions | REPORTS OF Ct MIT ON 


1 


ly now, but that would be a change that the War Depart- | RESOLUTION 
does not ask. Every man here knows thatitis impossible | | , Rule XIII. 1 ai 

Army to get along with 6 1 nals. When we ling + i aa were : 

000 troops only, and all io i hy 7 














;no man here who would b strict the Army f 
» } ™ os — . 1 a _ 
number of horses to ther n in the cavalry NY Or } 
4 : : ‘ 1 4 N 
mounted scouts, beca 1 L ve are at this time ; eae , 
. 4 . "7 } , i } , ‘ a bs 
‘infantry to send through the island, and the importance So t DO set 
. 12 , 7 } y , ? ‘LV ,?* ; , . ‘ : a2 .~ 
sure is urged upon the committee by the War Depart- | .. , ; + (h 
. rr ° . 1 7 i l ‘ ‘ y ( ‘ 
nd by every bureau chief. The mmittee, both Democrats |... ; + \ 
; . , . , | ' «a i ‘ r \" A I { V 
ublicans, were unanimous that the legislation should be | “| tha TT 
Th -* i r 
oe acer a 
. © 
Sr 6 oDject1on to the present siderati x , 
Aa + 
encrosse lr thir 1 tir , 
: , 
third time, and ] 1, ‘ 
VON, a mm 1 to t t i 7, ir 
i I LL} ) I ‘ . ¥ 
\LKER, from the ¢ mit te n hp L | l 
examined a1 1 l 
° A 
wing title: wl the S oned t 
ae a : 
n(H. J.R ; ) vide i } iin 
the Marine Cory 
I 
| ) ( \ ~ Ri . 
os : 
Ty ~y } Y Y v1 n ( u 
T tn ol Hor \ A. ¢ I 9 Li L 
e fr the State of w \ \t { ‘ ( 
t House to set asic day « hich to t 
he high « cter and d nguished ry , (TAT 
L< r the 1 lt ns wi i] nd to t le 
: 
mime i ( nsiderat } ( 
tO , 
I heard w ret a 
{ IA A. ¢ [ICKI l i f 
y , > T % , 
. I 1, be ay it | 
l 
exp tending t ition Me ; 
oa 
1 H 
Ser y 
teps Kn I F ! 
‘ ; ie 4 }sSame V 1t I ? 
iat the Clerk « ns tothesS t and | 7 
which said bill and report vy erred I ( 


‘a copy thereof to the 
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rM ttee on War Claims, to which 
I H. R. 681) authorizing and 
( ! j irbison, of Done Town- | 
( ) with interest nat I 
t me with amend 
i! N I e na re 
’ t iv-r { i 7. 
‘ f ( on War ( ms. to which 
\ | he } i. &. bibs) I h 
| | Boat | ! Savant re} 1 ft 
‘ va re rt (N W 1 
t | ate ¢ a. 
PUI t] LUTIO , AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODL¢ [), 
I XII, res { s, and mel ls 
( \ nt ed and severally 1 la 
| POK! A bill (H. R 62) to extend free delive f 
! to the Comn t n the Post-Offics d 
| 
By Mr. PLY A bill (H.R. 84163) ratifying an appropriation 
} tu Oklahoma, ou the Morrill fund, for the use 
i angston for « red students—to the Com 
, y t 
GILBERT: A 1(H. R to establish a national 
} ] I i] i t! Ct n ‘ on Military Af- 
AC \ bill (H.R. 8165) to make an appropriation for 
{ f e Allegl River. in the State of Pennsvl- 
rp to tl Committee on River and | 
1 j 
Mr. BABCO A bill (H.R. 8466) to amend an act entitled | 
nact in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of Co- 
ibia t e Committee on the District of Columbia. 


bv Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8467) to increase the salary of 





the United States marshal for the southern district of California 
to the Committee on tl “Tad ary. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 8468) ¢ » provide for the construc- 
tion of an interoceanic canal, and for other purposes—to the Com 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BALL: House resolution (H. Res. 142) providing for the 
appointment of a special committee of nine members, to whom 
shall be referred all bills relating to trusts or monopolies—to the 
Comm a n Rules. 

by Mr, ¢ a ER of Texas: A concurrent resolution of s 
of the State Texas, favoring an appropriation to c oumtaect t an 
inland wate rela as reported by Engineer C. 8. Riche—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A concurrent resolution of the senate of the 

f Texas, favoring an ap} ree to construct an inland 
waterway as reported by Engineer C. 58, Riche—to the Committee 


on Rivers 


nd Harbors, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 
] ] i titles were 


INTRODUCED. 


bills and resolutions of 
1 and severally referred as 


private 
introduces 


By Mr. 
dillson, 


chusetts Voluntee 


BRENNER: 


} fw ; 
late first lic 


A bill 
utenant C 
rInfantry 


H. : a for relicf of Edwin M. 
ompany G, Twenty-seventh Massa- 
tothe Ce anathten on Military Affairs. 





\lso, a bill (H. R. 8470) to remove charge of desertion from 
? rd of John B. Henry, late Company C, Second Kentucky 
\ nteer Cavalry—to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bil Ney R. 8471) removing the charge of 
des on from the recor do of A. M. Butler—to the Committee on 
Milit ry Affairs 

\l a bill (1. R. 8472) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of William Green—to the Committee on Military 
Atta l 

By Mr. BURLI {: A bill (H. R. 8473) to remove the charge 
of desertion rainst James E, Gray—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs ? 

! Mr. CRU YR H.R. 8474 maonay the charge 
( sertion fi ‘milita dof Gustavus Adolphus Thomp- 

the Comm Ol tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANLER: A bill (H. R. 8475) granting an increase of 
} n to Alice de Vecchj—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr ALEE A bill (H. R. 8476) for the relief of Chris- 
topher Costello—t a C ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. M C ALL: ill (H. R. 8477) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing ican Julian T., Hill—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 
By Mr. NEVILLE: 


} A bill (. R. $478) granting an increase of 


| Office 


| tax on medic 
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pension to Celia A. Jeffer 
to the Committee on 


of Bassett, 


Invalid Pensions. 


s ‘ 


the State of Ne 








By Mr. NEW LANDS: A bill (H. R. 8479) to reiml 
persons who Bo seg led moneys and fu rnished servic 
plies in repelling asions and suppre r Indian 
Within the territ rriai limits of the pr sent. State of 
he Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAMU EL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8480 


increase of pension to Alexander Cameron—to the Com: 
Invalid Pensions. 
_ », a bill (H.R. 


Algoe—to the Committee « 


8481) granting an increase of pensi 


n Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill R. 8482) granting an increase of | 
Wi illiam Shick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H.R. 8 
relief of the estateof John C. McNeill, Cumberland Cour 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CALDWELL 
relief of Benjamin F, 


By Mr. DAYTON: 


by reque bill (H. R. 
Fox—to the Committee on War ( 

bill (H. R. authorizing t 
dent to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United St ates N 
rank of commander—to the Committee on Naval Affai 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8486) to remove th 
desertion standing against John Sheehan—to the Com 
Military Affairs. 


RAS 


S485 


PETITI ONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions ay 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as tollows 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the St. Paul ( Minn.) | 
Exchange, against increasing the tax on oleomargari 

‘omimittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper ,to accomp: 
rect the military record of James E. Gray 
Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of Lewis S. Wells, in 
claimants in the Pittsburg defense claims, inexplanatio: 
bill No. 8403, to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of 
adjudicate the claims upon their merits—to the Com: 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: Memorial of the Boardof Trade of 2 
in favor of the increase of coast artillery—to the Com 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill > 
for the relief of A. W. Abbott—to the Committee on Wa: 

Also, petition of county officers and others, of Dearbor: 
Ind., to accompany House bill No. 8150, for the relief 
Godfrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Michael J. Barry and ot 
office clerks at Cambridge Station, Boston, Mass., in fa\ 
passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on 1 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of George M. Preston and other citizen 
ford, Mass., respecting the appointmentof additional Arn 
lains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of David M. Howard and other druggists of \! 
ford, Mass., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicine t 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill 2 
for the relief of Josiah Standley—to the Committee : 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sy Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Stoddart Br 
her druggists of Buffalo, N. Y., relating to the stam 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committe: 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of William H. Taft ar 
indorsing favorable consideration of House bill No. 7 
crease the salary of the United States marshal for th 
district of Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the facul 
State University of Minnesota, against the passage of th: 
section bill—to the Committee on the District of Colun 

Also, petition of the South St. Paul Live Stock E: 
against the passage of the Tawney oleomargarine Lill 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of H. 2 
and other druggists of — etteville, N. C., relating to 1 
ines, etc ) the Committee on Ways and ™ 

By Mr. WHEELE Ro f Alabama: Papers relating t 
of Frederick Calhoun, of Madison County, Ala.—to the 


iny House | 
-to the C 


ot 










| tee on War Claims. 


Also, papers rela 


ing to the claim of James Adkins, 0! 
County, Ala,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Sandy Calhoun, « 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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tl } 3 } 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitevry, D. D. ee ee Cla WICH W 
Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- | *” hance. 
es, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimousce 


the further reading was disp nsed with. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
ill stand approved. 


COLLECTION OF REVENUES IN DEPENDENCIES, 








PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
ition from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response i 
solution of the 25th ultimo, certain information relativ 
proclamations and orders pe 1 or made respe cting the c F It 
on of customs, internal, and other revenues in the islands of ny 1 t 
Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Archipelago since the seiz- Puet R 
ereof by the Government of the on d States, the rate of rany | I 
ustoms, internal, and other revenues, the total amount » ( ! 
of, etc.; which was referred to the ‘ ‘ol nimittee on Printing. ( 
MESSAGE FROM THE Ht SE. r I 
message from the Ho use of Represt nts ae by Mr. W. J. M 
VNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that t] » House had passe . 
H. B. 6237) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend an ree : 
to suspend the operation of certain provisions of law rel iting 7 . 
he War Department, and for other purposes;” in which it ' ra as 
sted the concurrence of the Senate. ? 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. i also presented a1 morial of sundrv empl es of the United 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | States Navy-Yard at Mare Island, Ca ! ’ 
ned the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they | enactment of legislation to provide for the ati f a military 
re thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: clerical corps for the Navy; which was referred tothe Committee 
A bill (H. R. 3718) for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- | on Naval Affairs. 
n; and He also presented a pe ne aoa of sundry Christian Chinese mem 

A joint resolution (S. R. 83) increasing the limit of cost of the | bers of the Baptist Miss ion of Oakland, Cal., praying the 

w building for the Government Printing Office to meet the in- | adoption of an amendm nt tor Chinese restriction law. allowing 
- 1d prices of building materials and to permit of making the | Christian converts to bring their families into the U1 State 

h end of the power-house extension of the same height as the | which was referred to the ’ ce mmitte¢ Foreign Relatior 
in building. = also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pasadena, 
' PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, | Cal., praying that the residue of the pu ands he } for the 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Union | use and benefit of actual settlers, etc.; which wv 

b ‘8, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of Amer- | Committee on Public Lands. 

* Troy, N. Y., and a petition of Local Union No. 7185,| Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the National Business M 
We ker s’ Union, of Lockport, N. Y., praying that all the League, praying for a division of the responsibility of 1 ntaiz 
ining public lands of the United States ‘Ne held for the bene- | the gold reserve between the national banks and the Government 
f the whole people, and that no grants to the title of any of | which was referred to the Committee on Finan 
these lands shall ever hereafter be made except to actual settlers; Mr. McBRIDE presente d resolutions adopted at a 
1 home builders; which were referred to the Committee on } sundry citizens of Portland, Oreg., expressing sympathy for the 
Publie Lands. people of the South icon Reput lic; which was referre 
also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No, 429, | Committee on Foreign n Re lat 
Niagara Falls, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of Mr. McMILLAN presented : f the Colum! 
slation admitting, free of duty, all the products of Puerto | Citizens’ Associati n of Was iting 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands | the use of public parks an for 1 1 and I 
1 Puerto Rico. | private purposes; which was t C tt 
le also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Carthage, | District of Columbia. 

N. Y., praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary | He also presented a petiti ! i Heights ¢ ? 
; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Association of Washington, ng for t pal 
ilso presented a petition of sundry druggists of Syracuse, | ownership of telephone and electric v t ,- 

! praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary | ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

icines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present a memorial addressed to C 

Committee on Finance. | gress in behalf of the settlement proposed to be had betv t 

He also presented a petition of the local board of the Fifth dis- | several States of the Union relative to the proceeds of the sale 
f Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation | and other distribution of the public lands and the allowances of 
vide for the reconstruction of the post at Fort Hamilton and | the 5 per cent of the net proceeds thereof, as contained 
re road; which was referred to the Committee on Military | bill No. 2895. I move that the memorial be printed \ 

Affairs. | ment and referred to the Committee on Public Land 

_ He also presented petitions of Local Union No, 212, United| The motion was agreed to. 

Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Mt. Ver-| Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citize f Car 

Local Union No, 203, United Brotherhood of Carpenters | roll County, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla 

al iners of America, of Poughkeepsie, and of Local Union | the enrolled militia of the State of Missouri during t! 

N , United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, | between the States upon an equal footing under the la 

urn, all in the State of New York, praying for the enact- | volunteer soldiers of the United States in the war of 

ment of legislation limiting the hours of daily services of laborers, | which was referred to the Committee on Pe ns. 

et I fs ic works or work done for the United States or any Mr. GALLINGER pres¢ ent d petitions of Mount 

Per ry or the District of Columbia; which were referred to the | Grange, No. 242, Patrons of Husband: f Lancasté 

Cor itt e on Education and Labor. | mont Grange, No. 9, Patrc ms of Husbandry, of Clat nt; of 

He ) presented a memorial of the Atlantic Coast Seamen's | Progressive Grange, No. 271, Patrons of Husbandry, of Deer 

Union of the portof New York, remonstrating against the passage | of L. B. Huntley, of Marlow; James Drew, Newington, and 

Ol use bill No. 5067, concerning the boarding “of vessels; which | Baxter Gay, of New London, all in the State of New H ’ I 

V erred to the Committee on Commerce. praying for the establishment of a free rural 





,, dit. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citiz ns of | were referred to the Con 


Tex praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary 





rps; which was referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. ee ae ee 

Mr. ALLEN presented a paper in support of the bill (S. 2051) Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Rela 
granting an increase of pension to Granville R. Turner; which | wasreferred the amendment submitted by him the 6t 
Was referred to the Committee on Pensions. directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 3998.96 1 


»/ 


' also presented the petition of George W, Allen, of East Tellefsen for expen ses incurred by him in consequer 
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of 1 treaty « mmerce and navigation between 

{ e Kingd a Sweden and Norway by an 

oftice n, Mass., i end d to be propos y 

} { a 1 ular upp ypriation bill, reported 

f eon ed th f it be referred to the Com 
i printed; which was agreed to. 

) n ( mittee on Foreign Re lations, to w n 

mend ibmit sis him January 16, 1900 

rf propriation ol 10,000 for « envoy ¢ xtraordinar) 

! ntiary t Netherlands, intended $0 be propos 1 
by him to the diplomatic and consular: app Tr aes n bill, reported 
f ly thereon moved ot it ferred to the Comumit- 
tec ¢ pro} i ms and printed whicl h was agret i to. 

i] from the sam mmittee, to whom was referred the 
! { f mitted by Mr. LopGre (for Mr, DAvIs) on the 1 
il it, } ppropriate $1,200 for clerk hire at Rotter- 
dam ntended to be proposed by him to the diplo- 
! ! ar appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
1} ed t t be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
i r which was agreed to. 
He algo aime committee, to whom was referred the 
Iment ” ed by Mr. LODGE (for Mr. DAVIS) on the Sth 
! ) appropriate $3,000 for consul at Rotterdam, 
Netherlands, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
lat ition bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
hat it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
pl was agreed to. 
ume committee, to W hom was referred th 
i if mitted by Mr, KeNNEY on the 12th instant, pr: 
} to increase the allowance for salary of consul at Barbados 
fro ,000 to $3,000, intended to be posed by him to the diplo- | 
nd consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
l that it be referred tothe Committee on Appropriations | 
nd printed; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
simendment submitted by Mr. FRYE on the 12th instant, proposing | 
rease the allowance for salary of consul at Daws on City, 
Gritish North America, from $3,000 to $3,500, intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, | 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on J cnoopiiati ms and printed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Forgein Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by him on the sth 
instant, proposing to appropriate $2,000 to pay the salary of the 
consul at Mazatlan, Me xico, inte nded to be proposed by hin to 


natic and consular appropriation bill, repo rted favorably 
nd moved t) be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
and pe ed; which was agreed to. 


t 36 


at 





rom the same committee, to whom was referred the | 

mer submitted by him on the 8th instant, relative to the | 
establishment of a consulate at Zurich, Switzerland, intended to | 
be proposed by him to the dip lomatic and consular ap propriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to | 
the Committee on ioseonvlations and printed; which was agreed 
U. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2869) authorizing the Cape Nome Transpor- 
ation, Bridge, and Development Company, acorporation organized 


nd ¢ existing und 


r the laws of the State of W ashington and au- 


thorized to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to construct a 
traftic 7 tele across the Snake River, at Nome City, in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, rep norte lit with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5487) auth rizing the construction by the Texarkana, 
Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge across | 
Twelve-Mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La., reported it without | 

rend “> 

He alsc . fr ym the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S ) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
Gran 1 Rs oats Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rap- 
ids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Mississippi 
River,” approved February 27, 1899, reported it without amend- 
n 


Mr. 








MONEY, from bor Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred th ll (S. 2931) to incorporate the American 
Nat nal Re l Cross, and for other purposes, reported it with 
mendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He rom the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendn ubmitted by Mr. DresoE on the 8th instant proposing 
to appropri $2,000 for a consul at Breslau, Germany, intended 
to be proposed Lb y him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill, reported favorably there and moved that it be referred 
to the Comm t on Appr itions and printed; which was 
agreed to 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


_ 1endment submitted by Mr. DEBOE on the 8th hate th propo 


0 appropriate $1,800 for secretary of legation to Guatemala a 





al - 
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i mduras, 


int d to be proposed by him to the diplo) 
plom 

consular apy] ropriation 1 bill, reported favorably the 

thatit be referred to the Committee on Appropriations: nd 

which was agreed 


Mr. FORAKER, 


+ 
Lv. 


from the 


Comanittee on Foreign Re! 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1580) to provide for th 
ment of violations of treaty rights of a reported 
am name! nt, and submitted a report thereon. 

TT 


He also, from the same committee, to ie mM was 1 
men ioe nt submitted by Mr. Kean (for Mr. Forary 

h instant proposing to increase the allowance for sa] 
ul at Asuncion, Paraguay, fr: 1 $1,500 to $2,000 per 
nded to be - d to the di D omatic and consular 
ion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
o the C salandiben on Appropriations and printed; 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was r 
amendment submitted by Mr. Kean (for Mr. Foraxt 
15th instant, providing for a consul at Rosario, Argenti 
lic, at @ salary of $1,500 per annum, intended to be pr 
the di iplom: tic : ind consular appropriation bill, report 
the reon, and moved that it be referred to the 

opriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 1 

Fora! 


iendment submitted by Mr. Kran (for Mr. 
instant, prep osing to increase the allowance for sa 


13th 
anada, from $1,500 to $2,000, intended 





al 


t 
4 
t 
+ 
L 


Ww 


& 


Comm 


sul at London, ¢ 
, posed to the diplomatic and c ynsular ay pproy tiation } 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was r 
amendment submitted by Mr. KEAN (for Mr. Fora: 
13th instant, proposing to increase the allowance for 
voy extraordinary and mini uipotentiary at ] 
| $9,000 to $7,500, intended to be prop osed by him to th 
and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably th 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appr 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and ] 
whom was referred ths bill (S. 69) providing for th 
| and payment of the accounts of laborers and mech 

uncer the eight-hour law, reported it with an amend 
| submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committ 

sions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 6627) maki: 

| priations for the payment of invalid and other pensi 

United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19 
| other purposes, to report it with amendments, and I su 
port thereon. 

I give notice that at as early a day as possible I shall : 
bill for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

‘alendar. 

RESERVOIR SITES IN 


ister plen 


ani 


The bill will be} 


WYOMING AND COLORAI 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the C 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (8S. R. 
viding for the printing of 3,000 copies of House Doct 
| 141, relating to the preliminary examination of resery 
Wyoming and Colorado, to report it without amendmen! 
ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commit 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It p: 
print 3,000 copies of House Document No. 141, Fifty-fifth 
| second session, being ‘‘ Preliminary examination of rest 





| in Wyoming and Colorad 0,” 1,500 copies for the use 0 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatir 
The joint resolution was reported to the Sen ate with 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 1 

time, and passed, 


TREATY WITH SPAIN. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Prir 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution sul nitte 
Davis January 23, 1900, reported it without amendn 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 2 
R Ive d by the Senate (the House of Representatives con ul rring 

P rinted anc a bound 20,000 copies of the message of the Pres 
n . oe tre aty of gor with Spain, and the accompanyin 
n lume, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
se statis es and 7,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 

= relief of Sidney T. Dupuy and George R. Dupuy, the 
ring heirs of George R. Dupuy, deceased; which was I 
Mie its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


a 


be 
ti g 
‘ Hou 








_ Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3157) to amen 
protection of fish in the District of C olumbia, fort a 
| tenance of a permanent spawning ground in the Potomac Rivet 
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i and for r } v S { Mr. PLA 
ind I rredtot ( ns ( u t 
1 7 } c r y y } ‘ 
tT \ > ‘ ‘ aa . ‘ : 
rot r I ul t ] t 
le duriz tai! < the Distz 
i s read tw 1 red t : 
on th I i. 
tr)’ . 7 + + » 4 - wt 
N , . one 7 h PLATT of | 
Mississippl i ft t I tut st it is ‘ 
v : s "7 \V A » § iT SAIN » 
[A] ntl 1¢ i ss ‘ r t ? 
i I 
site and t g. mmitt 
Kansas; WV \ I red ‘ . 
Committ lings and Grou 5 : 
CAFFER bill (S. f t] as 5 ( 
Mar . N h wast 1 tr v its ; 
refer t ( 11m + Tra. 
= : 4 viii. i 
introd for tl ef of t estate . area ‘ 
wart i = \ r 4s ) | PRESIDEN 
. ; i ‘ Pi? Ry i 
1 referred to : sd ees 
».GEAR ) r veral ‘ 
tw } vy ft + ( P I I A 
. THUR 4 
Q 1/ y+ ra }T ? tot ~ . 
3. 3164) granting a per t ry J vis; and ( ler _ 
L(S. 31 oral } ul ( n 1 1 fr >) 
McENER\ roduced a S. 31 Oo al ‘ { -7 4 ‘ 
¢ appropriations f structiorz r, and preserva- | , riation ‘ 
certain public works on river i harbors, and for other | 4 . os 
ses, approved March 9; which \ id 1 by 
, and referred to the Commi Commerce 
: ety , : nf “7 ‘ 
Ir. MORGAN introdt a bill (S. 7) for the x of Mz LN UG 
san Murphy Nelson; v h was read tw yi and re- | LO! \ 
7 . i } ; ; } ¢ ‘ 
d to the Committee on Claim ! Laue ¢ i N 
. THURSTON introduced a bill (8S. 68) appropriating | lic Lands. I desiret etre! a i 
>to pay the claim of t We 1 Pa ind $ y Con Affair I tl clo!r 
° ' * } Dp C 1 1 
for paving streets adjacent to the post and court-hous Phe PRESIDENT pro \ 
United States at Indianapolis, Ind.; which was read twice | Of the sena N nh y 
ts title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
ne - . . 1 4 ai .2t 10 + . rniatea _ 
HANSBROUG 1 inti lu ed a bill (SS. vlbJ) to regulate Mr. GEAR ted ¢ r 
al wiring in the District of Columbia; which was read | referred to the Committ 1 
' by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District | ; 
lumbia. re for t 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3170) to remove the charge | W Bb. W , 
rtion against H. C. Haynes, Company D, Second Regiment IN Nw LA 
> ] {oy x . We) c . hw 7 ++] 
see Mounte i li l ry Which Was re 1 twice by its titie, \f,r BP AWI WATS? conten +4 1 +} ee tits 4 
th the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | .onsidered by unanimous conse and a 
> Affairs. | : e , 
, 7 rm . ' 
introduced a bill for the f of Peter F. Ken-}, 
1 was read t e by t ynd red to the (¢ - | the I . 
Claims. 
Dr 1 : 
COCKRELL by reque { ntro at SS in int ry] ‘ 
pension to John A. Witcher; which was read twice by its i a ea 
| Mr.McMILLAN su l 
FD ot . on ‘ : Y hv ny 
CKRELL. I present the petition John A. Witcher, | ‘ a 
y A, Cass County (Mo.) Home Guards, praying that h : 
la pension, together with two affidavits, etc., a state- | I 
is military record, and a letter from the Pension Office ‘ 
11 it the bill and accompanying papers be referred to th , ‘ 
( e on Pensions. AT. ATT TAQ. : 
.otion was agreed to. | ines a ice wien 4 ; 
TT a re . . s ' O74" oanbad " —_ wnaand ‘ 4 ‘ 
CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3173) to ratify an agreemen E o 
] ane 4 > Le nH <r ° atat ny AT y + ly 
Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, and mak- 
Panwmatana ~ Parr lh 2? ‘r ; — h «ue Y 
I priations to carry the same into etle ; WOIcnK Was I id 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 3 
introduced a bill (S. 3174) for the relief of William | 
which was read ¢twica bv ite titl . 1 roafarrad ha | 
Wi so read twice Wy At ALAC, AMUU LULL :% th The Will Ly R f ~ 4 y + 
é on Claims, } 
hwy ~ ; } . } : 15 f . . cee ass i 
) (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3175) for the relief of | - yy, : lar Shenae 
[. Howell, Mrs, Elizabeth Meagher, and Mrs. A. H. Ste- | 78 ye ha ( 
signees of William McGarrahan; whi id twice by | , 
i referred to the Committee on ( : PRI Ps 
h ARRIC intend . oe = A110 J ‘ 7 Ya } I ‘ 
‘ ARRIS introduced a joint resoiution 5 nce! Senate the u 1 
oi : . . : ‘ ' ot aL neu iInisueud 
1ated depositories for Government publications; which | 
ees ys : 
i twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
The Senate, as in ¢ i 
ILTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 88) to pre- | eration of the bill (H. R. 
e ant : a3 awn . lela} OTP cues —_ caln y . ‘ 
ase of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma Territ rj vVaine, to maintain t 
| 
; period than one year: which was read twice | y its titie, ‘oined y the Unite l Sta 
red to the Committee on Indian Affair he PRESIDEN’ 
. ' . ; ‘ 


— a ee ; 4 | penate the agr 
AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI . / 





Mr. HARRIS. I submit an amendment intended to be pro The Secretary read 
by me to the Indian appropriation bill, with certain docu- F 19 
its, Which I ask to have printed and referr the Committee | the passa H. } 
On indian Affairs, | Thursday, t lith 
be t 4iSc n a 
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1764 CONGRES 
The PRESIDENT | tempore. The Chair will hold that it 
he ler to propose amendments up to the time of | 
oI » bill to-morrow. 
! LDRK I hope later in the day to have an hour fixed 
the fina hall be taken to-morrow. Ido not press 
t hut r in the day, before adjournment, I will 
nate to fix anh at which the final vote shall betaken 
bill and amendments. 
Ir. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was, without paying 
ttention at the ti the request was made, that the 
nendments were to be disposed of as they were discussed during 
to-day and to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my understanding, and I hope that 
course will be followed. That is what I propose, so far as 1 am | 
concerned 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I think it very much better to dis- 
pose of the amendments as they are taken up, one by one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER}, 

nder the sugvestion made yesterday, expects to go on until, per- 
haps, 2 « cl ck, or he will take such time as he sees fit after 2 
o'clock. I hope the Senate will proceed to dispose of the amend- 
ments rapidly as possible. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. They would be disposed of, 
under the rule, as they were offered, unless there was unanimous 
consent otherwise. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, the only other point is whether other 
amendments can be offered up to the last moment. 

Mr. SPOONER, The Chair so held. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Chair said they could. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I think so; beyond question. 


Mr. CHANDLER, 


dines 


There have been one or two misunder- 
ul in the Senate as to whether amendments that had not 
en previously submitted and printed could be offered. 

The PR ~~ DENT protempore. The Chair will hold that amend- 
mer _ © offered up to the time of the final vote on the bill. 
AL DR ICH. Ihope no amendments will be offered except 
the se Which are submitted to-day or in time so that they can be 
costly understood and discussed. Ithink it better all around 
that that should be done, although I suppose there can be no rule 
of that kind established. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
to cut off amendments. 
at any time before the f 


Mr. ALDRIC!] 


s may 


thy 


There ought not to be any effort made 
If anybody chooses to offer an amendment 
inal vote, it is his right to offer it. 

No; there is no disposition on th 


that. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment is 
the substitute reported by the Committee on Finance, on which 
the Senator from Colorado |Mr, TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 
TE L LER. Mr. President, I stated last night I would not 
ve oie to take the floor to speak on the pending bill at that time, 


and [ will not do so now, if any Senator desires to speak. I have 
consulted several Senators and find no one who is desirous of 


speaking at this time. Therefore I feel at liberty, unless some 
Senator rises to speak, to go on. 


We have had three speeches from members of the committee on 
this bill; but all three of them have absolutely ignored the House 
bill. One member of the committee, I think, asserted that the 
| ll was not before the Senate. Technically, the House bill 
i hill we are considering. It is the bill that comes here for 

+ 


ittTenN i ’ 
aivention., 


stbe 


"mY 
OuUuL 


dent, for the Senate to decline to consider it. Weare considering 
it. Weare considering it upon the theory that that measure has 


had the the approval of one branch of the legislative department 
he Government. Nobody can say here that if the Senate 
amendnient passes by the unanimous vote of the Senate it is likely 
to become a law and meet the approval of the other branch of 
Congress. 

Mr. President, as I said before, this necessitates, it seems to me, 
the discussion of both bills, the House bill and the amendment 
proposed by the Se ante committee. Yet we have had no discus- 
sion on the part of those who favor this radical departure in the 
money system of the country, and if that bill should become a 
iF LW by action of the conference committee we shall either be com- 
pelled to discuss it on the conference committee report or to avoid 
any discussion of it, unless we discuss it now. 

Some days ago I submitted to the committee some suggestions 
upon whi ch some of us who are opposed to the bill would like 
enlightenment. I do not suppose that it will be out of place if I 
shall say that I have privately submitted some queries to the 
members of the committee, and yet with the completion of the 
discussion on the part of the members of the committee there has 
not been a reference made to the House bill, except in a way to 
leave the inference that it was not worthy of discussion. I will 
not say that Senators said it was not worthy of discussion, but 
at all events it has been left undiscussed. 


f 4 
OL t 


is side to do | 


It would be a gross breach of privilege, Mr. Presi- | 








LEGAL-TENDER QUALITY OF SILVER DOLLARS 
I do not desire to go over the entire range covered by : 
but there is one provision in it that I want, before [ o 
ther, to ask some member of the committee to explain, 
am under the impression that the House bill is quite as 
be enacted into law as the Senate amendment, or at least 


of it are likely to a me a part of the law. 

] find this, which I supposed some member of the ( 
would speak of, because their attention has certainly 
to it. I am only going to advert to it, and I eats t 


no member of the committee under the ten- minute rul 
| to tell us what it means we will have to conjecture its ; 
| for ourselves. 

In the second section of the House bill there is the | 
provision: 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed or held to affe: 
legal-tender quality of the silver dollar, or of the subsidiary or 1 
or of the paper currency of the U nited States, or the laws mak 
bi ink notes receivableand payable for certain public debts and d 

gations between national banks. 

Mr. President, it has been held by courts that words t} 
| not necessary for construction inserted in a statute m 

for a purpose. 
PLATT of Connecti Does 


! serted there 
Mr. 
| now? 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator now. 
him on this bill yet. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iwillsay that as amen 
committee I was utterly unable to understand what that 
taken in connection with the provision that all contra 
and private, should be payable in gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have had some tron 
myself. If I had not, I should not have suggested that 
mittee should enlighten us. But those words are put 
industria. They are not there by accident, I may say, 
| have the strong support of the Senator who sits befor: 
ALLISON], who said that the act of 1873 had been doctors 
justified in suspecting that words that are not plain to 1 
hidden and intended meaning, and that there is some « 
to be put upon these words when you come to administ 
if this bill shall become a law. e As I see it, there is but 
that the expression can mean, and if it does not mean t 
there only because of the ignorance of the drafter of 
That it is there on account of ignorance can not be ima 
the bill was drafted by a commission composed of som« 
eminent gold-standard people in the United States and s 
| most acute and technical lawyers on the continent. 

There are two classes of bills that the American peop! 
are reissued after being returned to the Treasury Depart \ 
silver certiticate, when it goes to the Treasury Depar' 
payment of dues and debts, goes out again as money 
same identical bill or a new one in its place, greenbacks ' 
are retired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Treasury notes also, 

Mr. TELLER. Treasury notes also. When green! 
the Treasury either for redemption in gold or when th: 
to pay a debi that the citizen owes to the Government 
reissued. 

Now, ‘‘the present legal-tender quality ” is not to be dis 
When they are reissued, the technica] lawyers who draf 
| bill will go before the Supreme Court if necessary and a t 
these words were put in there ex industria, that no rei 
have legal-tender quality, and the Supreme Court wi 
| pelled to say that this word ‘‘ present” has no meaning \ 
or else that it means what I say it means. If any mem! 
| committee wants to tell me now what it means, I sha 
| glad to listen, or if any member of the committee wil! 
later, and if the members of the committee have not an) 
on the subject, I should like to know that also. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said to the Senator from Colorad 
course of his discussion of the bill some days ago that I w 
frankly admit that 1 did not understand what those wor 
or why they were put there. If the Senator’s assumpti 
be correct and the conference committee should come |! 
and recommend the Senate to adopt those words, if w 
mend any such action as that, we will be ready to ex} 
they mean at that time. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to call the att 
the committee which is dealing with this question and w 
deal with it in conference to ‘this very important provis 
comes to us from the House. But blind as it is, it is a 
consistent with the legislation on the financial questio 
last twenty-odd years. There has not been frank and fa 
tion. In 1890 we passed an act that I voted for with gr 
tance, and I have always been glad that, standing at th! 
declared that it was indefensible asa money measure anu 
tificand that I only accepted it because it was the best that 


cut, the Senator want 


I hays 
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es 
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ind because it released sixty-odd million dollars in the Treas- 
l = ate a possibili ity Oo of raising the } price of silver. We put 
itacta declaratio n tha: it was the : pol icy of the Government 
Unite d States to maintain the parity be twe en the two met- 
o keep the great money metals a near together as possible. 
it h as been ¢ onstrued as a declar - on that the silver certiticates 
ere issued were redeemable in gold, So . am i ifraid when- 
rany of these provisions come = that are not plain and open 
y will be construed later into some inj -_ 'to the interests of 
‘American people. 
unt the committee to understand that if this provision comes 
< here as a part of the conference report, it can come with no 
er intent or purpose, and that that, in my judgment, is the in- 
nt and purpose of the House bill, to surreptitiously—and I will 
that, even though it may be a breach of privilege—to surrepti- 
isly deny tothe reissued greenbacks, Treasury notes, andsilver 
rtificates legal-tender functions. I am justified in that = 
because the commission responsible for the bill. of whicl 
haps. I may speak later and more in detail, in aiimost e very 
. of its report inveighed a; gainst the legal- tender quality of 
enbackg, Treasury notes, and silver certificates. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's 
ive expired. 
TELLER. 


au \ v 


Iu 


ten minutes 
I understand that I am not speaking under the 
n-ninute rule; that that does not begin until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that that construction may be put upon 

‘unanimous-consent agreement. At the time the consent was 

iven we were then proceeding under that arrangement. 

Mr. BATE. 1 understood that the Senator from Colorado had 
until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time the consent was given we were 

roceeding then to consider the bill at 2 o'clock. I would suggest 
that the agreement is susceptible to that construction, and I hope 
no objection will be made to the Senator proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there any objection to such 
a construction, that the rule applies at 2 o’clock to-day, and not 

fore? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

oe 1¢e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

nator from Colorado will proceed. 

“Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will leave that question, be- 
cause it is alittle dangerous. It is dangerous in this particular, 
thatif the only plausible construction which seems possible is put 

n itit almost it not quite brings a charge of unfairness against 
nother branch of the legislative department. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. TELLER. My excuse for this statement is that it passed 
the House without attention being called to the exact meaning of 
it. Now I will hear what the Senator from Iowa has to say. 

ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to say a single 
word on that point? 
TELLER. Certainly. 
ALLISON, I desire to suggs st to the Senator that the 
nd section in terms can not appl y to silver dollars or silver 
icates, for the reason that section 2, if the Senator will allow 
me 2 moment—— 
tr. TELLER. Certainly. 
ALLISON. Secti on 2 2 of the House bill provides s— 
llinterest-bearing obligations of the United States f or the p ayment 
iow existing or he reafter to be entered into, and all U nite d States 
| Treasury notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, sh: al be dec > 


to be payable in the gold coin of the United States as defined i 
€ this act, etc. 


it is the specific provision which the Senator, I understand, is 
in connection with the words ‘‘ present legal-tender 
ty of the silver dollar.” 
TELLER. Yes; that is right. 
ALLISON. Just why the words “ the present legal- tender 
y of the silver dollar” were inserted I certainly do not 
; because the prior clause has no relation to the silver dollar. 
[can see how a construction might be put upon the two clauses 
t together as respects the greenbacks and the Treasury notes, 
st clause providing that the se notes “shall be deemed and 
be payable in the gold coin of a United States as defined 
onl,” ete. Now, if it should be held hereafter that when 
rest-bearing obligation is paid, or when a noninterest- 
g obligation is paid, then it could not be reissued without 
‘authority of Congress, which I do not find in the House 
it the present legal-tender quality is preserved, so that until 
notes are paid they are still a legal tender 
.TE LLER. How after they are reissued? 
r. ALLISON, There is no specific provision in the House bill 
r the Bs issue. The Senate amendment provide s for their re- 
therefore the courts might be called upon, under that first 
. to decide whether, w hen a greenback was paid, it could be 
Without specific authority. But - that construction 
put upon it, the present legal-tender quality of green- 
oul d not be disturbed. 


The Chair hears none, 
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TELLER. s nded by the friends of 1 [ 
he House t t t was 1 the | 
ey T the = 
sLISON, I VW i 1 
tention 
Mr. ALDRICH. I $1 
Mr. TELLER. Iam i 5 
Mr. ALLISON, ‘¢ 
Mr. TELLER. It ight I wou l t ) 
read the second secti 
Nothing l 
That is, in the wh I I think the cou w 
so. although. of course, it is enough for tl to app 
tion. 
Nothing t Te 
legal de la \ 
or of pap r Sta 


That clause takes i1 





That is a part of the 

paper currency of the h as greenbacks 

Mr. ALLISON. snota al 2 

Mr. ALDRICH, ler. 

Mr. ALLISON, il tender now. 

Mr. TELLER. It - all Government 
It is a qualified legal ten: 

Mr. ALLISON. Agt 

Mr. TELLER. And that is one of the things that have held it 
ata parity with gold. Every man who owes the Government a 
debt, whether it be on account of import duties or on any other ac- 
count, can walk up tothe Tre ae eee 1ent and put down the 
silver c ertificate and discharge that debt, and every man who 
takes the silver certificate takes it withthe knowledge that it will 
perform that important function of money; atiben| it enters into 
the value of every single silver certificate thatis created. Later, if 
I have time, I am going to talk about what has maintained the 
parity between the silver dollar and the gold dollar; but I will 
leave that for the present. 

I want to repeat th: it L approach this discussion, as I said before 


with suspicion, for I hear 1 the distinguished Senator from lowa 


credit-strencthenine act 





vided for the payment <¢ f gold bonds in coin at thing « 
practically made the greenback redeemabl 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Did I not understand the Senator to tha 


yesterday? 








Mr. ALLISON. If I did say it, it was a lapsus. I certainly had 
no intention to say that, because that would not be true. What 
I did say, if the Senator will allow me a moment 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly 

Mr. ALLISON. What I did say was that the credit-streneth- 
ening act of 1869 provided that the bonds should be payable in 
coin, but they should not be so paid until the United States notes 
were also redeemable in gold and silver. Therefore, all United 
States notes by the strengthening act of 1569 woul m be payable in 
either metal. I did not mean to be so understood; and | cx rtainly 
did not say that. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall not hold the Senator to the stric te 
ment that he made, because I realize that when a Senator 
a speech, as he made his yesterday and as lam making » ) 
day, sometimes he is a little careless of his word Li ly 
gave me to understand that; and I looked into the Ri 3 
morning to find his speech, but unfortunately I did not fi t 
there. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator willa a | t 
what is an unusual thing for me, I asked an opportu lk 
over the notes, but they did not come to me until a pretty lat 
hour in the evening and I have not yet looked at them. So that 
whatever statement , made appears. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishi il refer perhaps to so1 t 
Senator said, and if I misunderstood him or 1 I I 
hope he will feel free to correct me 

Mr ALLIS IN. I thank the Senator 

Mr, TELLER. I will be glad toh rre 

S ANI \ 

Now I want to tonch a few minutes on the 
the question of standard. sno ed erd 
able ‘speech of the Senator f i (Mr. J 
dealt very interestingly = very scient uly wi | 
of standard. I understand the unit of value is n 
world but simply a start to account f1 nd tl 
value might not be represented, as t r said 3 Ly, 
any coin whatever, and that for several hundred years G t 
ain had a unit, but no coin that represented It 
the last thirty or forty years that she has not] 
ereign, Sy sanyo her standard. ‘I @ ar 
tries which h ay 1 unit, but have no coin to re] 

The establishment of a unit out of silver ld 


e4 








If anation should declare 
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The act known as the McKinley tariff act was before the &, 


{ of Vv and one should be made | a long time, and thoroughly discussed. There were Sena} 
that would not be bimet- | this body who declared again and again that while some 
j that declaration, the nation making | rates provided for were outrageously high, while the }; 
min inage « he two metals alike. | duties upon some articles which, according to Republican }); 
es it,1 the unit. Wewerenoton a silver | ples, were not necessary, it would not afford sufficient rey, 
init of 1792 was made out of silver of the | defray the expenses of the Government. 
11 1 dolla We uld not have been on Mr. President, Ido not care who might have been elected 
t lard ‘ause the unit alue of 1873 was made out of | dent, for if Mr. Harrison had been elected there would ha: 
indard gol If the mints had been left open to | likewise a deficiency, and I will admit that the deficiency , 
ive of t | ind the Id dollar alike, not nec- | primary cause of our difficulties. Imean, of course, with r 
( y tl ror r dollar would have been the | to maintaining the redemption fund, as you insist, at $100. 
{ rd, but coins that had an established relation between one | and being prepared at all times with abundant money t 
0 y law. paper as it came to us. 
Mr. Pre are not | ly on the gold standard to-day, | 1 borrowed of the Senator yesterday a paper from which 
e have n n legally on the gold standard. As the result | and I wish to read something from it. Iwant to call 
e Treasury Department we are practically on | the fact that the deficiencies which arose arose because 
undat it I said, not legally so. There is no jus- | proper tariff. Of course I do not know that I ought to 
whatever for this legislation unless it is upon the theory | because on this side of the Chamber the majority of 11 
it upon the gold standard and that the legislative | discuss these questions have always insisted that the lay 
that weshould go to the gold standard. That is what the | have anything to do with it; that it was a question of « 
and it is all it does mean, Mr. President. Weare | but you made a statute concerning the import duties 


standard and some- 
standard, for it is neither a silver nor a 


is sometimes called the limping silver 
( 6 limp r cold 


and it is not true bimetallism. 
ice at Brussels the Senator from Iowa was a 
member. Ishould like to say something rather com- 
plimentary to him, but lam afraid in doing so I might be tempted 
to say something uncomplimentary to some member of the com- 
mission whose course did not meet my approval; therefore for 


the present I shall have to pass that, and simply say I have no 
complaint to make as to the course of the Senator at the Brussels 
conference. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will not the Senator give us the names? 

Mr. TELLER. It would be invidious to give names. In that 
conference one gentleman making a speech said the United States 
was on the gold standard. The president of that conference, who 
was aman of great repute in England and throughout Europe, 
when he got the floor very promptly said that the United States 


was not on the gold standard, but on the limping standard. Mr, 
Tirard, of France, repeatedly said in debate that France was not 
on t rold standard nor on the silver standard, but on the limp- 

ie standard. If he had been talking in Greek he would have 
called it the scalene standard; that is, where one leg is shorter 


than the other. Nobody outside of the United States has con- 
sidered us as being on the gold standard. 
Ido not think that is veryimportant; but, as I said before, prac- 


tically we have been forced to the gold standard by Executive 
usurpations, by a refusal to obey the law, by the voluntary surren- 
der, through President Cleveland, for nothing, to the bondholder 


of a great right which the American people have, and which 
they declared was worth, on a small issue of bonds, $16,000,000. 
ow much, I would like to inquire, is it worth on this great re- 
It was by usurpation, by transgression of the law, that we 
were put upon this standard; and what you are afraid of, and the 
reason why you are here with this bill, is that you fear the Ameri- 
can people will send somebody here and put somebody in the 
White House and put somebody in the other House of Congress 
who will have the courage to stand for the interests of the whole 
le and enforce the law. So you go around the country, or 


your agents do, saying, We mean to fix the conditions so that the 
cold standard can not be disturbed. If the gold standard had 
been established by law, it could not be disturbed unless by legis- 
lation. You can not deny this to the American people, much as 


you may desire so to do, 
EFFECT OF TARIFF. 
i1ator from Iowa took occasion to speak of the condition 


} Sey 


of the country in 1893, when a majority of his associates in this 
Chamber—and a majority of the Republicans—joined a Demo- 
rat 


‘ ‘Administration and gave more votes than were received on 
the Democratic side for the President’s scheme to repeal the pur- 
chasing clause of the act of July 14, 1890, which he himself had 

ve and efficient and vigorous in imposing upon the Ameri- 
can people, and imposing it on them, as was said, so that there 
ght be avoided the responsibility of having a Republican Presi- 
dent compelled to veto a free-coinage bill. 

The Senator has said that when the Democrats came into power 
ler Mr. Cleveland our revenues fell, that it was not the fault 
of Republican legislation, but it was the fault of the American 
people who exercised an undoubted right in electing a President 


peen acti 


of the United Stat I think they made a horrible blunder, Mr. 
President, when they did that. I thought so then, and I think so 
yet. We escaped with less evil than I feared we would when Mr. 


Cleveland went into the White House, but we should have escaped 
with infinitely less evil if the Republicans had not supported him 
better than he was supported by his own party. 


— — a ESR ee EEEEEEnE. 
idenaiaianineeaiinaiiinneta 


was the result: In 1890 you had a surplus of $85,000, 

had more than that amount in the year preceding and si 
in the year before that. The very purpose of the McKi: 
as it was alleged, was to decrease the revenue and get r 
surplus, which it was then said was a bad thing to have. 

I remember hearing young General Grant say, when 
running for an office over in New York, that it could | 
strated that a surplus was a great deal better than a d 
IL thought that was a manifestation of some of his fath 
sense; and I think Senators here will find it is a great d 
to deal with a surplus than it is with a deficiency. But 
purpose not of paying the public debt, which had been uj 
that time a Republican policy, we changed the tariff. Tm 
changed it in regard to some artictes on the tariff list as ¢ 
the men who were manufacturing were clamoring for 
tariff duties, which they got. You had $26,000,000 t] 
The next year you had less than $10,000,000—$9,914,000. 1 
not giving the odd numbers—and the next year you had § 

Mr. President, no portion of that decrease of the rever 
be charged to the Democratic Administration, nor 
charged to the expectation of the election of such an Adi 
tion. I will venture to say that the great majority of 1 
ing with public affairs in the great ceaters of trade belicy 
last minute that the Republican and not the Democrat 
date would be elected. 

The next year, that is the year 1894, there was a defi 
$70,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if | 
make a brief statement? 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must be aware that the 1. 
crease of duties which was effected by the McKinley act, s 
had produced very large importations prior to the tim: 
took effect, and had reduced very greatly the consequent i 
tions subsequent to the passage of the statute. Sotherey 
months after that act went into effect fell below th 
amount. 

Mr. TELLER. I will admit that. The impression 
that the McKinley bill was to increase tariff duties on v 
articles; and it undoubtedly did increase them, as thi 
says. A great many merchants would naturally provid 
selves with an extra supply of goods, but I deny that the 
provide themselves with a supply sufficient to carry them t 
all this time, showing a deficiency. I repeat, it can not 
that there would have been a deficiency under the Mckin 
if Mr. Cleveland had not been elected. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa wasasked yest' 
was the deficiency in 1894—and I recall with what uncti 
nounced that it was $70,000,000. Then I remember that t 
around this side of the Senate a smile, as if that was a knoc 
argument. I want to say to the Senator that every dollar | 
collected that year was collected under the McKinley! 
Wilson law did not go into effect until long after the cl 
fiscal year. I suppose the Senator would come back and 
while, of course. they knew that there was to be a bill t 
some of those tariff exactions, therefore they ceased to | 
some extent those statements are true; but they are not 
the extent that it isclaimed. A merchant who does busine: 
keep his stock up fresh and new, and no great wholesale 
any of the great cities, dependent upon the Western and ‘ 
trade, could afford tolet his stock rundown, The stock is 
up and kept up. There were other things which brough 
that condition. One was the hard times then existing 
country. 


a 


ed 
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thing which the Senat : net 
ir i i een vack i ‘ ( 
| P at | \ that l l C 
Lt re ver ha ar L Ls 
79, when t I 1 any d g 
uid red l lg 1 i I ' 
rans { 0 > t ad ota t W 
y man in x ’ i that Ave 
cW t ling I ve been great } @! t 
leu n the T i V ihe i rv 1 
aspeech, int t Lha 1, stated 1 ' 
at the Gemand for ¢ Da I I S l 
su Mr. President, 1 am ! from indisputa tha 
that the demand for bor what ted le I l 
l d greenbacks. Every y oug 1 | : - 
ty whatever until down, until t { d 
in the Treasury « uld 1 I n t t I t 
t su nt 1 enu When \ t t M ‘ 
l inten i ‘ + } erve \ I L 1 I 
ue, then t! d i i I AC vl W ? 
rds. demand for g I a t I nsta y i 
and not because the people of the United States were afraid | ©! t ‘ nin 
the greenbacks. 
805 there was a finat ly ich as has bee nin th 
ry but once or tw within my1 lection. The Senat : 
Nevada | Mr. JONES] yesterday said it was a bond and bank: ; 1 
Mr. President, it was a bank panic, assisted by the then | '?' 
lent of the United States, who publicly declared it was ne js aaa 
iry that the people should have ‘‘ an object lesson’ before the : 
uld consent to the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher . 
tnow. Inaspeech I made : ; 
vid ce that that was L pre 
'y Vv so f e, and so C 
he inks of the grea = : 
} payn its al ie, | t 





payment for a p riod of more than ninety days, and when an: 
went tothe banks with his checks the banks gave him clearing I believe the Senator from Nevad i 
certificates, which were not money. In all that panic the | yesterday, which I have no ibt eve 
i\back never failed. It was as good as gold. will regard as a great heresy. 
» Senator says the people were afraid the greenback would be W . 
in silver. During the most of that period the silver dollar 
ver the brokers’ counters in the city of New York for from sa 
) per cent more than gold. The same thing was done in other | creditor's m 
;, not because the people had more interest in silver than in | wi are : I 
ut because silver was themost convenient money to be used; | COUNTY 1S Not acted upon at a 
Mr. President, I repeat here from my place that there has } creqit oe 
en an hour an 1 there is no commercial act that can be! | only read this as bearing upon what I said about tl 
1 to show that the American people doubted that we would | o¢ gctablishing the gold standard. I think mvself there 
m the greenback in gold. There was no party in this coun- | };+ o¢ heresy in a part of that quotation, but I te 
try after 1879 which was objecting to redeeming it in gold, and . sainat auein iets wold authority. ie 7 ern ; 
e was ample power in the Secretary of the Treasury to main-| “), _ Soa ee g 
t by the issue of bonds. Everybody knew that no man had } jor country. is able t 
n in the Treasury Department, nor was any man ever | verse excha 1 












» be there, who would not see that th as executed, | mal exchange operations 
ly as it was in the interest not only of Government | jing that of India, but perhaps 
‘reenback should be so redeemed, but in the interest of |} standard, but have failed. A « 


mercial public as well. It would have been a disaster, I | of Italy, whicl See 
have had the Government repudiate i SOG | ate cant wana veatin ae 7 : 
G nment never has done so, and it is not likely ind I | to ts . 
} +] Y 


the Senator did not look a li to this Within the last week I sawina in e} a 





d discover that fact. thev had never dared to put out a lar 
President, I said that | was going to show something about wuse thev knew the minute th ut j ld 
which drew gol i jovernment would 1 


d out of the Treasury, this endless chain } and the ¢ 
» hear about, which is being provided for in this bill and | 





y > Tl} Argent ae pul 
a feature of our financial policy hereafter. | ‘Selled- make tea tetied: Be 
TROUBLE OF MAINTAINING TIlE GOLD STANDARD. | : at 
i said the other day—and do n peat it now for fear | ' 1; 
ling my remarks for too th, but I am going an ¢ 
rt to it in another way 10 country in the world 
}to a gold standard which did not suffer ills which were | , 


n such action. 


he standard after 


ich greater than the benefits derived fro 
i] t 


10se 1lls is the trouble of maintainin 


a 





ive adopted it. For fearI may not have an opportunity | 7 
r, I will say that Italy went to the gold standard bylaw} Since Dr. Gi wrote that le ( 
ny as sixteen or eighteen yearsago. She never had the gold | silver standard or attempted to d 
laminute. She borrowed $80,000,000 in gold and put it | standard of irredeemable ] t 
‘treasury, but she has never dared to let it all go into cir- | American countries have br 
1 to this hour, because if she had done so the demand is so | ten to imitate tl t 
. She being a debtor nation, that she would have lost it out of | a g tandard. 
ulation. | PLATT of | 1 I I 





la attempted to gotothe gold standard. Austria-Hungary | ator without his permission 
to the gold standard in 1872, and has never been able to} The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. P 
t good. Half a dozen other countries are in the same con- | the Senator from Colorado y it 

The South American republics undertook to go to the| Mr.TELLER. Certainly. 
tandard, and every one of them found itself in a little while| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I tl 








1768 


that we are not a poor country; but does he say we are a debtor 


Ir. TELLER. That we are a debtor country can not be de- 


] 


nied. There is no country in the world that owes as much as we | 


We ow large ly to ourselve S. I ought to except France. 
French Government owes, but the people do not owe to each 


ras we do 


Ly made a statement showing how much our net exports had 


to say to the Senator from Connecticut that there is no evidence 
that our securities have been coming back any faster than they 
have been going. Just before the close of Mr. Harrison’s Admin- 
istration it was semiofficially announced at least that in one 
single month a hundred millions of our securities had gone to 
Europe. We know it to be a fact that one of the great bankers 
of New York City, about the close of that Administration, went 


to keep the business of the country from being unusually and un- 
pleasantly depressed, 
REDEMPTION AGAIN. 


Mr. President, I wish to get back to the question of greenback | 


redemptions. I read from the report of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury for 1899. This is one of the cases where I think you 
can rely upon the report of the Secretary, because he is not al- 
lowed to draw on his imagination, but he has to deal with the 
stubborn record facts. The Senator from Iowa was dealing with 
the Administration of President Cleveland and the question of the 
fright of the American people about greenbacks. I do not won- 
der that the Senator, not having perhaps looked at this, repeated 
that statement, because all the great public press of this country 
during that panic asserted again and again that the whole thing 
was occasioned by fright and the fear that we would go toa silver 
hasis, and therefore people hoarded not only gold but greenbacks 
and silver certificates and silver dollars. If they had been afraid 
that we were going to the silver basis, there would have been 
nothing but gold that they would have hoarded. 

I will give the redemptions from March, 1893, to Jtine, 1893, 
bothinelusive. That was during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration. 
The redemptions were $40,850,410. From July to the following 
January, inclusive, the redemptions were $5,810,502. That is the 
time that the panic was rife. That is the time when the Senator 
said the difficuity was created because the people were afraid of 
greenbacks. In a less length of time before the panic became 
rife they had taken $40,000,000 out of the Treasury, and then they 
took five or practically six millions afterwards. 

In February, 1894, and down to June, 1894, both inclusive, there 
was drawn out of the Treasury $79.000,000; and if the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], who I think rather indicated 
one day that he thought the Treasury was depleted because the 


people wanted gold for other purposes than bond buying, will 


wok, he will find that on the 17th day of January of that year the 
resident of the United States gave notice that he was about to 
sell a lot of bonds which would be paid for in gold. Thereupon 
the people went to the Treasury with their greenbacks to get gold 
with which to buy bonds, and in January there was $356,356, and 
from July down to that time there had not been a month that had 
more than $2,348,000. I stated that the whole of it was less than 
“6,000,000, But in that month, February, there was $19,193,354 
drawn out of the Treasury. What was that drawn for? It was 
drawn for the purpose of buying these bonds which the people had 
been notified were to be put upon the market. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Were not those the months in 
which we had the greatest exportations of gold? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Connecticut 
will please observe the rule and address the Chair when he de- 
sires to interrupt a Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I will ask the 
Chair for permission to interrupt the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Colorado 
vield? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I always yield. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The question I wish to askis this: 
Were not those the very months in which our greatest exporta- 
tions of gold occurred? 

Mr. TELLER. I expected that question, because I have be- 
come pretty well accustomed to our friends questioning all our 
statements and thus trying to find a hole to get out through. 
Right here from the same authority I will give our exports of 
ld for that month. Our imports were $2,140,982 and our ex- 
ports were $3,209,000, or about a million dollars net exports. I 
think the Senator from Connecticut is answered, but I will 
answer him as I go along with the other months. He will see 
that there is no foundation for the statement that the gold was 
withdrawn for export, although that is the usual demand upon 
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SE | to cause some of the banks to go to the Treasury. <A 
to Europe with gilt-edged securities to sell in order to get money | 


always has been before and it always will be when an ex, 
tion of gold is to be made. 7 

When was the next bond issue? 

Mr. ALLISON. November. 

Mr. TELLER. November, 1894, he notice was giv 
the bonds would be issued and paid for some time a 


t+ 
ait 


er lo. | There were in the month of May $26,541,082 of redemptior 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] the other | 


there were in June $22,169,893 of redemptions. There 


| $50,000,000 in two months. However, I will be able to sh 
been in eleven years and how little gold had come back. I wish | 


Senator heavier redemptions than that. 

Now I will answer the Senator, and perhaps this wil] 
him. There was an import of gold of $4,282,743, but agai; 
there was an export of gold of $27,400,000, It is fair to s 
at that time that probably was largely for export, and t}, 
month was probably largely for export also. I think thes; 
tions of gold from the banks necessarily would have had a t 
may have been taken from that. <A part of the exports | 
went from our new gold, because the new gold genera! 
abroad in bars rather than in coin, 

Mr. SPOONER. What were the exports in July? 

Mr. TELLER. This brings us down to July, 1895. Thy 
were, as I said, twenty-seven million and twenty-thre 
respectively. That was the time of this great redempti 
and June. 

On November 14, 1894, a proclamation was made for 


| issue of bonds—mind you, this was in 1894, Did the Sen 


| 
i 
} 
| 
{ 


j 








Wisconsin ask for July? I will give it to the Senator. |] 
lowing there was nearly fourteen millions of redemption 

Mr. ALLISON. July, 1894? 

Mr. TELLER. July, 1894. Then the next month t! 
less than five millions; the next less than a million: nex: 
three millions. in round numbers; and the next nearly « 
lions. December, after this call was made, it was § 
Against that there was a net export of about nine and « | 
lions of gold. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that January? 

Mr. TELLER. That is in December, 1894. In Januar 
demptions were $45,117,838 and the imports were a mil! 
quarter, in round numbers, and the exports were prett: 
twenty-six millions of gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. January, 1895? 

Mr. TELLER. January, 1895; and the imports wer 
million and a quarter and the exports nearly twenty-six 1 
Then the redemptions fell practically to comparatively 
for the balance of the year, the next month, February, b 
millions. 

Mr. ALLISON, What about exports? 

Mr. TELLER. The exports fell off, too. I will read 1! 
the Senator to illustrate it. In February there was $5,5¢' 


| our imports of gold were $5,632,197, and the net export 


about a million and a half. The next month the red: 
were, in round numbers, about a million, and the import 


| ran up to $7,246,000. I do not give exact figures. It is n 


while. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from C 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATTof Connecticut. Half of the loan which the > 
is speaking of, made about that time, or before that ti 
placed abroad in gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; it wassupposed to be. It issaid 
know whether it is true—that the people shipped the 
there and paid it over there. That was a current ru! 
may be that it was a slander. Possibly this seven mi! 
what they got. The exports that month were about 5 
and then each month from that down the imports were 
ably larger than the exports and the redemptions were 
million a month. 

We had another bond issue. On January 6, 1896, anotli: 
lar was issued for a hundred millions of bonds, and in t! 
year the redemptions were $158,659,956, but $82,503,440 was 
last half of that year. That is, after January, 1896, sp 
the fiscal year and not the calendar year. On January ', 
circular was issued. During that month the redempfi 
$16,448,508, The next month, February, $21,736,876, and 11 
$6,856,546. For January, 1896, we had a net export of go 
about $200,000. Iam not trying to beexact. For the nex! 
we had a net import of gold of somewhere in the neig! 
of $9,000,000. In March the imports of gold exceeded 
$300,000 the exports. , 

Mr. President, I believe there can be no question but tha 


| redemptions were largely the work of the people who w 


buy bonds, and that will be the way, and it will always !» 


the Treasury for gold, It is for exportation, I will admit, It | secure bonds whenever they want them, by simply makins 
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and then getting up a fright and then having 
ynds issued. I know it was said yesterday by the Senat 

from ‘Towa that he did not believe there would be 

nds. I speak with some hesitation upon int 

t before me the RECORD contairir 


upon the ‘Treasury 


any issue of 
‘ause | 


hye ’ 
that pol 
-h: but that is 


xs 
} 


have n g¢ His Sper 
1 matter of opinion, and, of course, is not worth very much. | 
think you will find a decided intention to make raids upon the 


Treasury from time to time when the great moneyed interests of 
» country, who want to put their holdings into bonds, wish that 


ss of security. Itis the best security in the world. If a man 
had bought bonds in 1873 and held them he would have made more 
yney than he could have made by any investment which it was 
ssible for the human mind to conceive of. He would have a 


thir 


(ili 


Any 


1g else 


property which has not depreciated. 
ught has depreciated. 
UNREALIZED PROPHECIES 
There has been a good deal said about the 
I shall not speak at length upon it. Wedid prophesy some 
Is from the gold standard that have not come a but we did 
not propbesy as many about the gold standard that did not com 


he might have 


failure of our prophe- 


cies. 


true as our friends have about silver which have failed f realiza- 
tion. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator leaves the question of re 


demptions, I should be glad tocall hisattention tothe fa 
the 1st of January, pe period of about twenty-two vears. there 
have been redeemed only $545,000,000 of greenbacks, or about or 
and three-fifths times the amount outstanding. 

Mr. TELLER. What significance does the Senator 
that? 

Mr. ALLISON, 


t that sine 





attach to 


L attach very great significance to that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iattach this significance to it, that in times 
of content as respects the condition of our finances and the condi 
tion of the country there is practically no redemption of green- 
backs, and it is only in times such as he has described, when there 
are enormous and abnormal exportations of gold, and, if you 

lease to add, the sale of bonds, that these redemptions take place. 

Mr. TELLER. I agree with that statement. The difficuity in 
maintaining the gold standard wherever it has been attempted is 
not because of trouble at home, not because there is a premium 
on gold—and I am going to touch on that point before I get 
through, but not now—because of the demand for gold for export 
whenever gold is required for export the demand is made on the 
Treasury by presenting greenbacks for redemption. It is the 
struggle the world is making to get gold. 

I wish to say a word about these prophecies. 
when the measure kn: is the Bland-Allison bill was before the 
Senate, largely engineered and supported 
aid and under the advice of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 


I recall very well 


against the absolute conviction of a good many ot us that it was | 


not 


not a wise method of settling the question, when there 

vergence between gold and silver of 
that is right——- 

Mr. ALLISON. Eight or nine. 

Mr. TELLER. Eight or nine. Iam firmly of the opinion my- 

lf that if we had gone to free coinage then there would have 
been no trouble whatever to secure the cooperation of France, 
and if France had not cooperated with us we, with our great 
wealth, could have maintained the parity between the two metals 
solutely. We would have established it in an hour, But the 
nator who was then 


Was a 


Sy 


from Vermont, who is not with us now, 
rman of the Committee on Finance, standing in this Chamber, 
remember, said that if we adopted the Bland-Allison bill the 
vernment of the United States would never sell another bond, 
f it did sell more bonds it would be at an extravagant rate of 
rest. I recall that the President of the United States vetoed 
it bill with a declaration that it was unwise and that it would 
igusintotrouble. I recall that the Secretary of the Treasury 
ted before a House committee and in his annual report of that 
r that not more than $50,000,000 could be coined before there 
ild be a depreciated silver dollar. 
What was the result? Not a prediction that was made in the 
reat public press ag 
Was against it), not a prediction made in this Chamber | 
were a great many against it) 
- hite House or the Treasur y De partme nt,evercametrue. We 
‘ered upon a period of prosperity that we have not had since. 
hen it ceased, as it did some years ago, we have never been 
to return to it, and with all your boasted prosperity you have 
got where you were a year after we passed the Bland-Allison 
They said we would not coin any gold. We heard that in 
is Chamber. In the next five years we coined within a tr 
ch gold as we had coined in the ten pree« ee ars, and gold, 
ich had been a stranger to the great majority of the people, to 
n who had grown up and had never seen a gold coin, was seen 
them in abundance in circulation with the silver dollar, and 
the two at an absolute parity. 


and 


541 


leas 


and put through by the | 


only 8 per cent—I think | 
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ainst it (and all the great press of the coun- | 


, not a prediction made from | 





PA Y OF x 

I etot the +} r ¢ ‘ + vas n | , > 
th e first silver d cam mint till 1 ci 
when there i been anv diverg 8 ilue betw lve 
d rand the gold dollar t I \ \ 
dollar as they paid out g and that t : ther 
as dollars or as silver certificates, had t t incir r 
an equal amount of go!d carried to the Tre ry and put there 
for the purpose of getting that wh t \ er! { 1 
that was silver. So nota single surg t l 
no man living can stand up and show t any evil tlu e 
whatever followed that a On tl \ ‘ 
better. We had been sending 1 abroad I 
straight years and the tide turned with the } ig tha 
that year we got a small net import of gold and w 
to a degree that no nat has ever had be lr} 
so great ourexportsincreased. There was prosperity every 
and it continued to a very ial at e¢ 1 there was tl! 
panic of which | have spoken. 

In 1893 we made some pre t 3 what \ Lhap, Wi 
were making our fight against the destruction of sliver as mone 
upon the theory en by the Senator from Nevada | M1 
TONES weaned with such great lore the n- 

nen vy eng lity never doubted ntil pr 
nd passion compelled them to bel: ence and 
cle ire that the quantitative tt y wa hie \\ 
were saying. You are destroying a part ind if you 
destroy it there is not gold enon to take its place. 

We were justified, Mr. Preside G had been decre 
year by year for many years. Nobody knew that the great gold 
fields of Africa would | what they are producing. N ly 
knew that Cripple Creek, an extent of territory not much b el 
than the Distri t f Colum 1, would is S20 OOO OK ! 
year. with a fair prospect of doubling it the next year. Nobody 
knew that Klondike would 7 wn twenty-five or thit 
million dollars of gold and with a prospect of sending us three 
four times that amount. Nobody believed that the gold produc 
of the world would »to S3B0o. ih) My You wl ‘ tended fot 
the destruction of silver money declared over and ove 1 that 
there was gold enough and you did not want any more 

COCIRCULATION OF GOLD AND IL.V 

Mr. President, I pass that. I want to just touch for a few min 

utes on the proposition so often made — made with much 


This is it: You can 
heard it ass¢ 1 he 
a gold-standard adv: 


authorit: 
together. I have 
there is not 


ex cathedra it circulate d and 
saan hae ard 
cate in this country 


rtec 


? 
elsewhere, 


who does not repeat it, that you can not circulate gold and silver 
together. It is an old saying that what has been done can be 
done. As Dr. Johnson said, the test of truth is experience. The 
experience of the world will justify me in saying that for hun- 
dred sof years—nay, Mr. President, forthousands of years—the two 
metals have traveled side by side, doing money duty, as they wet 

fixed by law, not subject to the whimgand caprice of men, not 
subject to the ever-changing affairs of Commercial life, but fixed 
there by law, fixed there as early as fift#en hundred years before 
the Christian era in India, fixed from time to time ever sin 





sometimes at one ratio and sometimes at another, but always 
together by law. England circulated for many years gold and 
silver together; Francecirculated them together; all Eur at 
was bimetallic circulated th: 2m, and we cir ated them 
Mr. President, I have heard again and again that our r 
of gold and silver at 15 to | had a tendency to drive ont the 
We had as much gold in circulation in this country fr iY2 to 
1835 as we had silver. We had the world’s gold. We 
that took in the coin of all mankind, both gold and s ind 
they continued to circulate here, not alternately, not 1 
and another silver, but together, and we made no ex t of l 
to amount to anything until 1820. That isa fact esta hed 
the report of the Director of the Mint 1835. T I 
much attention paid to keeping a list of exports, et 
I have stated that the da cir ated in Frat I nt t 
make this statement, and if any Senator will ever cal 
any time I will prove to him by the d ment 
time to read, that there never rin Frat ‘ r 
was not all the gold that the com erests of I 
quired and all the silver that the commercial interests r l 
| and that there never was in the pm ing power, in the dome 
tic relations of France, th: shtest variation betwe silver and 
gold. And yet during all that time m the very 
ment of this century up t a f i premiul 
France, a premium on gold in E: 1 rel ! { 
in the United States. But it was a p1 r exp 
because there was a demand fi t 
extra demand for gold for domestic } es, and 1 
either country on gold u | 
lected the gold for exp rt gota mil i 
We had apremium on gold here, and yet I defy any 1 te 
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Among other things, speaking of the legal ratio esti ‘bl lis shed 1 in 
1792, he said: 
No defi 


States be 


Y 
( 


icy, howev in the mint 
ame early apparent. 


_Y 
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1d to sil 
> rem 


in the Unite 
par with eac 


ver 
iained at 
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abroad £5,826,106, of which 
and £504 copper. : 

I take this from the bullion committee’s report that ! | 
here, which Lintended to read fromif Ihad had thetime. [I b 


£5,541,562 was silver, £284,604 


} _— = _ 
m iat at any time a Meaning from 1792 to 1821, 
1 iouar, A part o1 Both were the ol t im measured in theactua vide 
} vel » valuable that it | tt spension of spe but both of thesame]q T} 
| er in L pre lum < red it ilver the U 
I ciated. He in 1851 
rel n of finance made an inves- * x * * * 
t mn of silver coins in France, and it ap- | 18 eff spa in the United 
i franc piece 17.700 had been coin ait nls I and the year 1s ‘ 
mt nt 41 . ned, andif this | tiopsare espe ither ntregulationsof t r 
a ae aD : t, and if this } in 1816, ut onl » fulle about the year 1821, wl h a} 
| 0d t ire stock of 5-franc pieces, there is in Cir- | have exerte: itrol over the relative values of 
} ) ) ) French « lars,or about 30 percent l in tl 
5 dq “ ? ) | x + & * % 
4 1 ai BSR From th eculiarity in the coinage of Great Britain, which, th 
Zold ild no baa ute t zed by law i i, Wi t in such effect ve operation as to test j 
wit nti ed 1 { ad facts of history. | 1 influen i 21, ably resul Ited more directly than fy 
M 1 issu) ‘ L premium on gold her cause the adv >in gold in the United States, which beg 
! i . ete. omen — — served in that year. In order t fulfill the requisition of a res 
, are ESELCO Bil Urk Parliament of 1519 for the restoration of the currency, as appears tf 
1 ] g 1 the matter they fell published reports, an amount « g id equal to about $95,000,000 was 1 
to be imported within the succeeding four years Thi on ration, w 
. ‘ ¢ ‘CY lished. cor ln ai] be biv felt ir he I'nit + 
. + 1)j ; ITs 1 Sto ty se - nore f — 1, could not fail to | ly felt in the nited St 
- o : = siete M T "9 2: mnected as they are by comn ialintercourse with E1 
I i | I IT Specie pay- | setti ay alue on go ld in proportion to silver lower than other nat 
kin lin 1820 and t I t re ;in England as } w! h this supply was t tea wn 
pe . It was accordingly fe Lapremium on gold paid first in 1821 
, panded currency of Ex gl ar id and the con tinued di woane for gi Id r 
w pt from | eee rulat ns in ar 2. ther wi 1] 
j y sive intercourse with the l ni ted nay negarde 1 as exerc 
i it stant infiu nee to maint ain the pr ‘mit n gold, which from that | 
of Ur 5 the present time has uct ceased in this country, though subject 
Whi » 3 flucti 1ations in its amounts. - 
It would a} ppear from his report that 1m 
Deke ; “ | the United States there was also a premi Ei 
valu fold and silver in ; | France, for he says: 
fr | to 1852, inclu | : On the whole it may be assume i that the ners ye of 
lver in France + ver bullic 1in Purope Many, as far as regards the d Ste wed, b 
rhe average relative value } in Eng nnd aud ean : that in he e former the soaios val at t 
{ ] vas 15.63 tol ’ : | ti leapanary Guana atabout 15.85 tol, being equivaler nt toa pren 
t it the proposed ra iS exce ng | ratio of 54 per cent; that in France the relative value may be e 
value of § and silt d States, aris- about 15.73 to 1, which is equivalent to a pre mium on our ratio o 4 
‘ 1 ng the wl ! wi, InNciusive, In the United States the vehitive vaine oF gold and silver at t! 
lal its | ilva vegan to at time may be estimated at about 15.6 to 1, « orresponding toa prer 
his rat : mor anh TT - , per ce nt on our present mint ratio. 
et ee ae | The Mint report for 1898 says that our stock of gold has in 
: from July 1, 1897, to November, 1898, $228,800,000. 
t to be entertained gree the | France had increased her gold from January 1, 1897, to Ja 
! V resid in vledget | 1, 1898, $38,000,000, 
. tl alec ediency Russia had increased her stock of gold from January 1, 1 
rare lar eer £0) Soe | January 1, 1898, $169,700,000. 
aia ate aia tad inle The Austro-Hungarian E — increased its stock of ; 
] } lor tled ir ‘ Be lur- | January 1, 1897, to January 1, 1898, $49,200,000. 
alge eof the en & Ker er Germany, during the calendar year 1897, increased her s' 
pegs / a? - ae oss ib - | gold $140,000,000 
stand 1@ undisturbed, and none cou t The South American nations increased their stock of gold 
‘ I uld impair 1897 $12,500,000. 
tertained. therefore. in the ange of ratio now propos is * s bi ° : : ae - 
th ail pemanle Go eaaiauk oer ney an d the co eat Making a total gain in all these countries of $638,200.000 
a that g as at present, a legal tender for all amounts The increase of $228,800,000 for the period given fro J 
ted ins ion to silver that the forn eae xported 1897, to November, 1898, is one year and two months, but t 
y preference whe ‘casional circumstances shall induce the expo of the countries are for one year 
of a portion of the national coins. 0 oC = - ee ie 7 
: ‘ : e production of goldinal 2 world for 1897 was $237, 
In December, 1830, the House of Representatives appointed a | os tei chorea O00 en ee Oe 
committee to consider various financial questions, among which ee er ; 
w »make silver the only legal-tender money between indi- | Take the production for 1897 at....-...-....-.--.-. $237 
viduals, but to make gold legal tender to the Government, but | For four months of 1898 at_.....-..--..---.--.---- Jd, 
not otherwise. — 
Mr. C. P. White was chairman, and on the 30th of June, 1832, Bi FONG occ Sek cee ae eee cacwaew BES, 
he imade a partial report. Among other things, the committee | or about one-half of the accumulation of the countri 
4 
named. 
teurr { ad States. the metal in whicl a 7 . > . 7 _ ‘ ’ a 
es i States, the metal in which the | The Director of our Mint says Russia has in ten years a 
1 . n toreign commerce, an = f » oo 4 
Mt Paha st ution of which we - | lated $500,000,000 of gold ‘‘in pursuance of her purpose to 
a consideration | lish her monetary system on a gold basis.” 
sta ea a oe | Now, Mr. President, everything everywhere indicates th 
; naa wR ss ak ale | is not enough gold, even with this great output, to meet der 
lt er rt or e mi ide March 17, 183 32. the y de- | From 1800 to 1850 the produc tion of the worl< 1's gold v 
7 | 093,570 ounces, and the production of silver was one thous: 
( juence Was ex i from the United States from | fifty-* two million ounces, inround numbers. Now, this isth 
. | of 27.61 ounces of silve rtolounceof gold. From 1520 to 1 
: : ind se eT ‘ production of gold was 125,581,280 ounces and of silver 68.1> 
“( ) ca hat ¢g was rater 00 W il : . 
‘ ; 1 ’ > than 18k. when the Mast Gemmnd cums 1 This is the ratio of 5. 41, and yet during that tim 
: | was no material difference, and it has not made any di 
President, I do not want to extend my remarks beyond the through time whether silver was produced, as it was som 
e allotted, although I might be tempted to do so if no one else | almost 100 per cent more than at others, and then gold p1 
anted to speak. sh to call the attention of the Senate to the | No disturbance between the ratio established by law ev 
nancial condition of the world from the Mint Report of 1832. | place until that law was destroyed. 
Director of the Mint Samuel Moore, in his report to the Speaker | SILVER MONEY IN ENGLAND 
of the House of Represent: tives according tolaw, January 11 g ee . Sr 
re . Mr. President, I am not going to go into that except to say 
I re one of the Henne of Ri _.. | Said the other day, that silver had been the money of th: 
ber 14 requir lirector of the Mint to repor 3 it | and it was the money of Great Britain, even with her gold s 
his r, t r t relative value of gold and sils -} ard. While Great Britain was carrying on her wars s from | 
ah spon fect ee th rip meget npes BY coo i 1810, the paymaster-general of Great Britain purchased an 


other throughout that period. 


Senators will just follow these figures, That amount was to} 


é 
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my and to support r allies 1 nt 
ted out, £5,541,562 sterli: I 
t is in the five years fro S 3 
pel market 
\LDRICH. That wast l star a 





I il Y < 
unount, be i l ' 
ir. ] 
. , } tla i 
so re 1\ i of “Vi I ? a ( x ! I - S « 
- . s mee i ed 
607, of wl 1 amount £12 v 1 nga ba y 
of £5.80 * ()r tal ne +) y 1 } - . 
a ’ be Vit W i i 
‘ \ nly £ 1 tota 
. », Only $2,031,800 was gold. TI W to every pal Fy ‘ 
t to show that when they needed anything e1: i 
itas th 7 iid i t T irl ld w I + ‘ \ 
rand ver was } } - X 
+1 ¢ . a | + + } , 
twithstanding tl \ d sta rd 
1 to do so, thea or s that during a 
; s handled more si lan an ther banks in : , ; oO} : 
ent to Europe—I mean to the Continent—they Pare 3 aoe ae e Ds 
. . . ‘ A iMad i ,R ’ i i \ 1 
they sent to us and to everybody eise more or ? thet anthe “+ "4 
5 1y received in the course of their trade. aad aoa ; 
I had time I should like totake up some other }| 7,,.;; 1 +) Rit ’ 
+ 4 } Tr pe USLICO, LiOlUIes 
think I will talk longer. ; 





‘ALDRICH. The Senator can go on for ten minutes. | «Gold and Glory.” and 4 al l ' 
The P RESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator ft Colorado Se eee ee 
until ten minutes 2 o’clock. Saray 
ALDRICH. The Senator has until ten minutes past 2. 

Mr. TELLER, Very well; I will go on until that time 


J 


DEBATE USELESS for a few but t ute i 
. °a9 ° . . ‘ ? rof a4 es ¢ se 
I am going to quit without saying a good many things that ons yu tl 9 
° , . = . , ‘ . n i ’ 2 ‘> T tT t tT . 
ught to be said in this debate. | know how useless this debate } “ sreat mi I ek 
| know that it falls on deaf and hardened ears; that the party | COMES Pie epu in party, wir. J 


1: power has determined that this shall be done, not, as I said the | ™¢tited defeat and disgrace 
r day, because of the public demand, for none has been made nde 
because the great agencies that control to-day the political 

iirs of this country have decreed that this should happen. 
President, I dislike to bring any railing accusation against ; 

; great political organization, yet I feel that I should be untrue | "14° ee om 

myself if I did not say here, as I have stated elsewhere, that, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1 


my judgment, the Republican party has abandoned its great | ‘ute offered by the Committee on Financ: ne FOX | 
lamental principle of ‘‘the greatest good to the greatest num- | #Mendment the bill and the substitute are open as ty 
ber.” Itisnot the party to-day nas: it was in its youth. It is not | 22d a motion to amend the port to be strie 
ld that it ought to die of decay; but, Mr. President, it has | PTe ; iene ‘ 
1 into evil hands and under evil influences, and, in my judg- Mr. CHANDLER. I move to add to the amet ni 
nt, there is no hope for a distressed and afflicted country from | the form of at ul 


4 


edence. 





I do not believe that the agencies which control it will allow | WOTGS WAich t sen to the desk : 
to stand for righteousness and justice, as it once stood. Its} “Mr. ALDRICH. [1 the senat N = 
es will be dictated not from the heart and from the con- | P®™!! _ cna eanetis Teported Ry she 4 
e of its membership, but from the great commercial center, | '@USt Gisposed o! 
rne and weighed down with greed. Mr. C iL AN LE R. I want to amend 
Mr. President, I can not forget that thiseparty has stood for | AL DRIC H. Itcan be amended l 
e and righteousness; I can not forget that it was organized | into t the bill. dad 
hat it came into existence as a protest against slavery of Mr. HANDLER. [ am in favor as, DU 
white men and black men alike; I can not forget that it stood for | 2™«1 I it first by putting in the wot wil I j 
for all that was good in governme nt, reco; gnizing its obliga- | Senator has no objection 
the people and not to the wealth of the count ; |} Mr. ALDRICH. Isoughtt n FOF t 
[ regret that Iam compelled to say now that I believe it has | a that th nai t 
ned its great mission and nolonger intends to stand for the | WS reported | trom 
n man, for what Mr. Lincoln used to call the plain people, | #25'@nt,1 t anit c 
the people who are the hope of the Republic, if het is hope for | ©: p t irom t 
| believe there is, but it is with them and not with the rich, | the H : hen it 
vith the great, but with the men who toil } r | Hon as any Senator may Nt to | 
| Mr. CHANDLER. Ihaver t 
Mr. President, Iam tempted to read before I « The PRESIDENT protem] } 
i great Frenchman that speaks so rightly fa - mo nv thal 
t ; read in the Senate by a former distinguished & | ' ! e on Finance on the 6t ‘ 
N York, Mr. Evarts. I hav » read it again and a bsUtute, and may treat 
of the conference of 1881. An old man, 81 } ast riginal text. 48 b 
’ . 3 : 74 , 1 + | XT ONES . | 
ileading s« ientist of the w rld, who had been 01 } Mr. JONI KANSAS. 
( ymmiss ion more than fifty years before that time and had | t#a' is the request of the 
5 great at service to monetary science by his report, in his | ALDRICH] that this prop 
r, standing before that convention, as Senator Evarts de- | 4 part of thi y unanil 
6 did, uttered thes ewords. Icommend themtoyou. If! Mr. ALDRIK N ; part 
e right in France they are right here. lts sentiment oF i t n ; nent under ou 


Tr » . ¢ ; T : {* . + 
to actuate all men inarepublic. Let me read them, Mr. ir. TE LE — We wan 
i ident. At the close of a great speech before the conference, | We Can amend a 
he l : | Mr. ALI RICH. Undonbte 
Mr. ¢ HAN NDLER » Mr. T 





“ay itul ate: There are in all countries hills and plains. As to the nt again. ] am rstar 

tine ail 1 fe ; : ; i oe : . . ala « ‘ 

ion of handling handsf of it if they wi rcan; they will a Mr. JONES of Ark 3a \ 
r interests satisfied it touch and interest 1 re the plait | section to the substitute? 

covered with an abundant population—a populati rs, | ; NI > ~_ eee 
Laas Wie oe Senet pepe » population w | Mr. CHANDLER. That is \ hes 
It ie, Can be poor, can be frugal, and has need of 1 ey su i toit. | + 

r its sake that I demand the maintenance of that silver money—legal ° @SKS. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To be treated as the original 
text for purposes of amendment. That is toobviate the objection | 
to an amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all. 

Mr. ¢ HANDL ER. A motion to strike out could immediately 
be made under that agreement? 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mir. ALDRICH. It is giving the amendment all of the advan- 
tages ae the —— substitute has 

i STTUS. ask that the amendment may be read. 


.P RE SIDE NT pro tempore. ‘The amendment reported by 
the Committe -on Finance will be stated. 
The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add the following as an ad- 


ditional section: 

rc. 9. That the provisions of this act are not intended to place any obsta- 
cles in the way of the acce n a” shment of international bimetallism, a 
the same be secured by ce irre nt ac “ti n of the leading commercial nations 
of the world and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value 
bet gold and silver 


rhe | PRE SIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

' Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think, that being a proposition to 

add tothe pending bill, it had better go as a proposed amendment, 

and let it be taken up as any other amendment which may be of- 
1 to the substitute. 


quest 


ie! 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will suggest to the Senator from Arkansas 
if that course is adopted it will only be open to amendment in the 
first degree. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not want toamend it at all. — 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not suppose there will be any 


trouble about amending it. 
ALDRICH, Ihave no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have an idea that some Senators 
would like to express their sentiments about the adding of the 
words which have been read to the pending substitute. 

ALDRICH. But the course y have suggested would not 
cut off any Senator from discussing it as he plea ses 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it would be I etter to have it 
go into the substitute, if it goes in at all, by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then Ii move to amend the amendment by 
adding what I send to the desk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment which I reported from the 
committee is considered as before the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It mtist be beforethe Senate. The Senator 
has moved it, and I move to add to that amendment what I have 
sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHANDLER] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment reported by the 
committee it is proposed to add: 

Ans i that the provisions of the act of March 3, 1897, authorizing the Presi- 
det » appoint commissioners to any international conference cz alled by the 
United States or any other country with a view to securing by international 
agreement a fixity of relative value between gold and silver as money by 


means of a common ratio between these metals, with free mintage atsuc 
ratio, be, ar 1d the same are hereby, reenacted and continued in force. 


T he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire[Mr. CHAND- 
LER| to the amendment of the committee. 


+ 


Mr. TELLER. Are we to vote on that now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We hope to dispose of all these amendments 
to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. Dispose of all of the amendments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question now pending, I will suggest to 
the Senator from Colorado, is on the amendment offered by the 


Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. TELLER. We do not know what that is. 
ALDRICH. It has just been read at the desk. 
Mr. STEWART. Before any vote is taken on that, Ishall want 


to hear it discussed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
about that. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again read 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
to the amendment reported by the committee. 

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, the act which the Se nator re- 
cites in the amendment is now in force beyond any question; it 
has not been repealed, but I assume we do not intend to reenact 
all the laws which are now upon the statute book, 


It is open to discussion. 
It is open to discussion; there is no doubt 


| made that no obstacle is to be placed in the 





| and which, it isnot disputed, is still upon our statute books 
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Mr. CHANDL 
Senators contend are nothing but a reenactment of existing ] 


ER. Mr. President, the first ten lines of this 


That is the argument. It is said that it is necessary to rej 
this for some purpose, and now the committee bring in an a: 


/ment declaring that they will place no obstacles in th: 


international bimetallism. Then, I simply move to add t]} 
provisions of that law are reenacted and continued in force, 

Mr. ALDRICH. We propose—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait a moment. 

If one declaration, a declaration for the gold standard. wi} 
the existing law, is to be reiterated, and the declaration is 
way of internat 
bimetallism, then there should beadded a reenactment or a « 
uance, as an expression of Congress, of the law providine 
international monetary conference. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, before the Senator from Now 
Hampshire sits down, I desire to make a suggestion to hi) I 
think there is not in his breast, or in the mind of any 
here, the slightest doubt that the law which is included 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. \ 
isa law conferring authority upon the President to attem 
international settlement of this question, is still in force, 
the existing law. I want to suggest to the Senator from v 
Hampshire that if in the course of the voting upon these «1 1 
ments—which sometimes assume a political bearing ani ; 
times do not—the amendment of which of course Iam i: 


~ 


be voted down, I want to ask him if he does not feel that hy 
periling a very wise and beneficent and possibly a very 
law which is now upon our statute books? 

Of course I shall vote to reenact it as often as it comes u tI 
should see it brought up with regret on an occasion like t} 
we are voting on amendments to this currency measur 
party alignments are taking place and all matters report 
committee are apt to be naturally viewed with favor b: tain 
members upon one side of the Chamber and with disf 
others; but I should regret extremely to see the possibilit, 
presence of that statute upon the statute books and the p:: 
of its continuance imperiled by any vote upon it which m 
ceive a negative answer from any Senator in this Chan 
there was any doubt as to the existence of the law, it would be 
different; but I understand nobody questions its exletenc: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the true way of : 
any such inference as the Senator from Colorado suggest t ld 
be drawn from voting down this declaration of existin: 
would be to put it into the bill. Are there to be no amen 
made to this bill except such as the committee prepare: 
text of this bill to be considered as a sacred subject in t 3 
of the Finance Committee, so that the idea of the comm in 
not be made more perfect and more complete by ame its 
proposed upon the floor of the Senate? If this is existiny law, 
therecan benoharmin reenactingit. Ibasemy amendment upon 
the ground that the declaration of the committee is that t 
ten lines of this bill are nothing but existing law. Nota Senator 
has pretended that what is contained within these lines is new 
law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire 
denied it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from N 
Hampshire a further question. Suppose it to be a fact—! 
is not—but suppose it to be a fact that Senators who vot: 
this law upon the statute book believe that now, if the att 
made, it is not at this time opportune to enact again a law 
firm a law out of which they may believe for the present t 
fulness has departed. Is not the Senator imperiling t! 
existence and throwing a cloud upon the title of the exist 
ute by offering the amendment which he has proposed 
should have the misfortune to be voted down, all of us who |! 
that out of it some good may come will be injured in the h 
our friends. Idohope the Senator will not press his amen 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am very sorry to 
to comply with the request of the Senator from Colorad I 
am unable to discover any reason why I should. If the nd- 
ment of the Senate Committee on Finance has been pro} 
good faith, then they will in equal good faith consent to | 
tinuance of the law providing for an international moneti 
mission, 

I am not aware that I have denied that the first section © 
bill is existing law. The Senator from Rhode Island says ! 
denied it. It isa reiteration of the gold standard, Senat 
and [ agree to that; but I say that whenever there is a reit: 
of a statutory declaration in favor of the gold standar| 
ought to go along with it an unequivocal declaration in ! 
the remonetization of silver by international agreement 
such safeguards of legislation as will preserve the parity | 
the coins of the two metals. 
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President, my idea is a clear one and a perfectly consistent | show how what is implied in this proposed amendment nt l 
The proposition of the Senator from ¢ lorado is, however, | te be carried out. I for ont » not lieve that ther 
t the Republicans in the Senate must take just so much of that | tent whatever on th art of 1 rity here t \ 
is the Finance Committee c! s report 1 ! ot Ww \ v t { t «* 
iment, and must not vote to make the idea complete by a1 | t ArT’) XKpec 
endment of the character | have offered. undertake to bri if ar 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colorado | ever intend to send abroad a cor } ¢ 
me when it has got to be a fact or a legal proposition that can | tiat with other countries, | 
sustained that the refusal of this body to pass an amendment tion of the Senator from New | s 
ls an existing law? but, on the contrary, if the inte? 
_WOLCOTT. I never said that. intended to be a simple dec! 
TILLMAN. You are contending, or at least I understand } poses and not to have th f ] 
ir proposition to be, that if this amendment, which is now the | the Government, then, Ww 
ting law, is not adopted, it will imperil the law or act as a re- |} proposed amendment : m > 
al of it? | not be attached, 
. WOLCOTT, Oh, no; that is not what I said. | Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow1 
TILLMAN. That was the logical deduction from your | tion 
sicaiians Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Cert 
Mr. WOLC% TT. It may have been the logic of the Senator Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senat f 
m South Carolina, but I did not intend it so. this bill affects Quy 7 
I will say to the S nator with rreat frankness that this was a mann ahs 9 mmis a a i i i ; , 
law passed in 1897, providing that whenever the President, in his Mr. JONES of Arkansas. N 
nion, believed the ends of bimetallism would be furthered|  , oe ; . : 
nereby. he should invite an international conference with a a . SPOONER Notwithsta 5 the pass rth 
untries, looking to an international agreement for the see ih d still regard that act in fore: 
n of the parity between gold and dives. It also auth ized Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I would, and I do 
im. if in his opinion the object might be attained, to send al rroad | Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is clearly right abont it 
hree commissioners, who should negotiate with the representa- Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall vote against the amend1 
ves of the different countries of Europe upon a basis looking to | to the amendment, and then against tl mendment } 
the reaching of the same result. That law is upon our statute | the Finance Committe [ shall « simply because |] 
books; it has never been repealed, and is still in force. A portion | this whole business, so far as 1 mendments are ¢ 
f it has en ee eee 1; that is to say, the President | a mere pretext in the natu f a fraud, if not actuall 
f the United States, immediately upon the enactment of the law, We have had this sort of thing here befor In 1 


did seas an ad three commissioners, who endeavor ed, without | majority in Congress passed the act re] ng t 


result, to accomplish in Europe by private negotiation a basis for | clause of the Sherman law, an amendment v 1 pose 
the restoration by international agreement of open mints upon a ried in the Senate to the effect that we fa l ad 
irity. free inage of silver, and every Senator w voted r tl ‘ ' 


] 
y \ 
Now, this law, which is unquestionably still in force to the ex- | of that purchasing clause knew that } is st t l 
ent at least that a law can remain unfulfilled, comes up upon | blow at the coinage of silver and aga lea t vel 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, not upon a re- | lion could be turned into standard mone; 
rt from any committee that it shall be added as an amendment We had a more conspicuous example of t 1 of ’ 
proposed legislation, not for the purpose of saving it, not for | when the Paris treaty was ratified, when, in order 
the purpose of protecting it, not for the purpose of making it | votes to carry that treaty through the Senate, the M 
e a law, but simply to emphasize the views which some of us | luticn was coupled with it—a mere shallow ford to « 
| upon the question of bimetallism. Senators to pass over from one side of that question t 
[say if it should be true—I hope it is not—but if it should be | which they 
that a majority in this Senate should vote down the amend- | basket, as those of us who were I » th 
tof the Senator from New Hampshire—few of the Senators | would be the result, and it has never been heard of 
being as much interested in it as are he and I and the Sen- Now it is solemnly proposed, in the greatest and 1 fied 
from South Carolina [Mr. TiLLMAn]—then I say that it | deliberative assembly in the world, to a sinat r,tomur 
= , When a future attempt to exercise it took place, at least | der it as effectually as prussic acid o1 ( 
vy amoral cloud upon the title of that law, and people who | then hypocritic lly pretend that we want ver coina nd bi- 
se t 1e President's appointing a different commission or op- | mn tallism! 
» President’s cal ling a new conference would point to the Why, Mr. President, | 
that a majority in this Senate had voted against reenacting | and we send commissione! » Europe to tl rea vers to 
law. Isay, therefore, that it isan unnecessary cloud on the j in 


1 
t fthelaw. I hope I have made that clear to the Senator. vorld, will we not be met with this bill, which declares in tl 
+ hs } ; 


did. That amendment was thrown into the ) 





is in an attempt to establis! imeta m throug rar 


Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the other House had some rights in { r st ten ] gold to be the u t 
; matter and that the Senate alone could not repeal any exist- | turning ey ! gold, and ta led t 
tatute; and yet the Senator contends that the action of the Gor ernm mnly declares tl Is can Ix 





S te in refusing to reenact this statute would repeal it. coin and mak hen i bond 2 ners such id ‘ 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh,no. I hope the Senator will not reassert | such asses as not to know what that mear Will they not sa 


r it is not what I said at all. ‘You have just I ld st I re is t t 
TILLMAN. Iam only asserting my poor, lame conclusion | have passed; all the friend ilverin the l lStat 
our contention. I may be wrong, but I believe I can un- | it and all the gold-standard 1 ne it ! 


tand what a man says when he speaks. [Laught er. | to us with your hands reeking with the blood of the white metal 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator does understand it in the lamest | and ask us solemnly to go into an arrangement to rev nd 
sort of fashion if he so understands it. [Laughter. | | make it standard money?” 
Mr. CHANDLER. 1 desire only to say that the law of which Mr. President, we have put the United States 1 
Senator from Colorado has been speaking, and which it is | great scramble for gold; we hav ed E ind, 
proposed by my amendment to reenact, passed both Houses of | telligent man in this country knoy . We are 1 


: ress on @ yea-and-nay vote, with only 4 negative votes in the | to make any sort of s re, and will be ed t 
se of Representatives and 4 in the Senate. | pass this bill, to obtain gold. Wear t mu 
> resident, it seems to me—although I desire to act with | was the message which Queen \ . sent , 
; ence toward wiser men—that the best and most appropriate | liament, between the lines of whic uld 


thing that this Senate can do here and now is to put this reenact- | more arms, more gold.” England to-d all t 
rovision upon the proposed amendment which the commit- | is fighting for the gold n in thern Aft 
is reported to the bill. | tense is made that she is fighting f ma ht ind Ww 


JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, what is the purpose | are to strike down silver. I hav 
t 








0: the committee in offering the amendment which the Senator tells me that that is not the ol tof t l. Ther 
I Rhode Island has reported? It says: vited to go into a farce, an absolutely roaring farce, by car 
+ isi f thi t , s ; this bill abroad, and saying, ‘*‘ Well, we ha t ed 
he provisions o ils act are not to t ny tacies in oon la 117° node navahla ir 1 ’ le 
vy of the accomplishment of international bit ta m. pI led th int 0 gold. mace o I bon S pay 6 im} AU mad 
ured by concurrent action of the leading comr il natior f | we have bowed down like a lot of slay per t! 








oe 


a ratio which shall insure permanen itive value be- | and we come here now and ask you to help us 


g ld and silver. 


and to give us bimetallism.”’ 


W > . *4; ‘ 
Now, the proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire isto| Mr. President, 1 am not prepared to be a party t 
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the St. Louis platform. That was the first time it was called ; 
existing gold standard. While the use of gold and silver \ 
the same, while each performed the same functions, nobody 
dreamed that there was any existing gold standard. We 
plained that no more silver could be coined. 
It was the exemption from the gold standard which saved 
country from utter ruin. The four or five hundred million qd 
of silver coin which was issued under the Bland-Allison A 
the Sherman Act t created prosperity in this country; and as q 
as it was cut off universal paralysis followed and would ha 
tinued to thi y if it had not been for the accident: al i 
normal produc ron of gold and the war with Spain, which cr 
activity. 
Now is a poor time to adop : t 1e gold standard—when y; 
all our obligations payable in gold—if we ever intend to call 
foreign countries to join us in reestablishing bimetallism. ‘J 
that such a step is not intended to a our negotiat 
to stultify ourselves. I will not vote for the amendmen 
Senator from New Hampshire. I will not vote for the a) 
ment of the committee. I stand with the Senator from Mi 
opposed to the entire tterfuge. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if there is any virtu 

1e vexed question of coinag 


Ss a 


sul 






this bill it is that it settles tk 
question is to be kept open and we are at the gold standa 
it is difficult for me to conceive why we should legislat 
subject of coinage at all. 

It the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
shire is unnecessary because the statute which he seeks to 1 
remains in force, then the amendment offered by the Co: 
on Finance is equally unnecessary. Why leave a statut: 
that provides for a commission to seek an international ag 
and at the same time declare that the act we aro about to 
not to be construed to interfere with an international agr 
It occurs to me that it is wholly unnecessary to adopt 
amendment if the committee be right that the act propos: 
reenacted by the amendment offered by the Senator fr 
Hampshire is to remain in full force and effect. Why : 
this bill with anything about international agreements if \ 


| unrepealed, unmodified, an act which provides for intern 


tra on. W ive me, as every intellig nt man in this coun- 
{ - would come, to the naked, square, face-to-face issue 
veen t rold standard and bim stallions, Pass this bill 

{ e for bimetallism has been destroyed. This 

) the coinage of silver as standard 

y. lfv th ou at resources, producing more and ex- 
more that y people in the world, can not sustain th 

rat , Can not say to ill t wor ld, ‘Here we stand, the 
producing country in the world and of the largest re- 
prepared to champion bimetallism against all the world, 

sury; if youcan do it us, we can do without you ”’— 
we abandon that position ridiculous to talk about our ever 

n nything for t great cause of bimetallism, the cause of 
humanity, t iuse of 1 peo] r whom the Senator from 
CG lo{[Mr. T R] ¢s ce to-day, the toiling masses of man- 
| ) ati ses are now made to labor for 
! D Mr. Pr lent, the Senator from New Hamp- 
\Ir } d not fail to understand and appreciate 
between the two cases to which he has re- 

The proposition that this bill simply reafi rms the gold 

h: neral denial by Senators on the an 

I understood the Senator fr m New Han 

i? m 1if his speech had any other purpose or ¢ tI 

( ( it was) to deny that we were on a gold 
point out the evils which would arise to the 
ry, and to the people of India incidentally, if 

l rd was adopted by the United States. This sug- 
é 1 a gold standard is not one which meets 
‘ ‘ ce. If it were this bill would not be here 
I 
) n made by him s that we should re- 
tence, for no man on either side of this 
ibt hat the act of 1897 is now in full force and ef- 
n und the tactics of the Senator from New Hamp- 
He d no on by his amendment. He may follow 
{ t affirm the le ation by which we sent a commis- 
t 1 1878 or in 1SS1, ir the legislation which resulted 
i] at Brusséls, or perhaps by the reenactment of the 
1 Statutes, if he can by that process defeat this bill. | 


mdment will be voted d 
Senator from Colorac 


def 


inion oO 


own; but its 
lo, change 


pe his ame 


the 


rat W a not, 
cle 


issure the of; 


Senator as to the vital force and effect of the act of 1897, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I concur in the sentiments 
expressed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. bberrid & I do not 
want to be regarded as voting for a scheme to deceive the peop 
The suggestion that this bill is not intended to interfere with an 
inter: reement that may be hereafter made seems to me 


j 1ational ag 

entirely outside of the fact. The billitself adopts the gold standard 

for this purpose. Whatstronger argument could there be against 

1 international agreement for bimetallism than for this country 
bandon it altogether? This bill changes the present law. 

It has been well said that under existing law we were bimetal- 

lists in the use of the coin, although not in the coinage. Under 


xis r law the silver that is coined has the same function that 
the gold that is coined. Weare bimetallists in the use of silver, 
and so is France, and so are many other countries, although we 


have ceased to coin it. We have not adopted the gold standard. 
It was adopted 


pted, it is true, by the act of 1873, but that law was 

changed and repealed by the act of 1878, which reestablished the 
Iver dollar an L E rovided for its coinage. 

Che Bland-Allison Act, which restored the silver dollar, has 











agreement? 

The truth is, it does seem to me, that the Senator from 
is right in his assumption that this amendment is int 
affect votes and not to affect the law. Therefore I am 
toit. I believe that we have reached the point when th 
intends to declare in favor of the gold standard, and the 
tion ought to be unequivocal, and it ought not to be acco 
by a pretense that under some other conditions we are g 
to silver coinage, when no man believes there is any bs 
Within the next ten years of any international agreement 
lishing silver coinage. 

Mr. President, I maintain, too, that the amendment o 
the Finance Committee is not consistent with all the pr 
of this bill. The first section provides that— 

United States notes and Treasury notes issued under the act « 


1890, when presented to the Treasury for redemption shall be 1 
cold coin of such standard. 


The act provides that, in order to keep good the guarant 


| in the Treasury, from time to time bonds may be sold and t 


realized by the sale of those bonds shall be used to keep 1 
geod —up toa hundred and fifty million dollars. Those | 
made payable at the Treasury of the United States after ; 
from the date of their issue and to be payable, principal a: 
est, in gold coin of the present standard. 

Now, we have an international agreement; we agree on {1 
age, upon a — which it is expected will keep the tw yn 
par witheach other. Arethe Treasury notes to be paid 
coinage? Are these bonds to be paid in the new c« ioe 
we to establish a coinage under international agreement. \ 
to pay all debts except the greenbacks and Treasury n 
bonds issued in virtue of this act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would depend entirely upon th 
of the agreement and what was done under it. 


| Mr. LINDSAY. Can we makean agreement with Eng! 
| France and Germany to establish a new ratio between 


nev een repeal od. The purchasing clause has been modified 
and repealed and worked over considerably, but the body of the 
act reestablishing the standard silver dollar has never been re- 
pealed. Every obligation of the Government to-day is payable in 
equally with gold, ar id we have over 400,000,000 silver dol- 
\ h do the same duty as gold dollars. This bill de prives 
1 1of thatfunction. The first section of the substitute weer ides: | 
tates notes and tes issued under the act of July 14, 
) v 1 presente the ‘redemption, shall be redeemed in 
t rd. 
Then it provides for a reserve of gold. ‘Gold coin” 
the way through. Every time the word ‘ coin” is used it i 
ifie | by the use of the word ‘* gold,” a new departure never be 


ted in this country. 
Wi hile we had 400,000,000 silver lars 


doll doing duty as money 
we could appeal to European countries wi 


ne propriety and 


ith so! 







ask that we have international bimetallism. There was some 
plausibility in that, because all our obligations were then payable 
equally in silver and gold. If commissioners go over there now, 
the European countries will say, 


‘All your obligations are payable 
of the sil- 
You have your reserve in 


in gold. You have taken away the legal-tender power 
ver dollar to pay the bonded debt. 
gold. You are dealing ona gol 1 basi 

the gold standa1 existing standard.” It was never so de- 
clared by law. The only declaration to that effect Was made in 





is the 





s, and you have declared that | 


gold and go to free coinage and provide through that 
we will pay our creditors in the money coined under th 
ment when we have agreed to pay them in standard ; 
present value? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I assume that we would never make 
tract with other nations to violate a contract of our own 
Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Rhode Island assum 
which is true—that we would never make a contract wi : j 
eign nation to regulate our coinage at all—and theref« 
amendment offered by the Committee on Finance, like the an . 
ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
wholly unnecessary or else is not intended to accomplish the ¢ 


1S 


| it purports to intend to accomplish. 
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i i I ! { m 
elieve that the ba f tl lards was | t Ey 
~ ly +¢ l ~ } , <~ } a . } + } p? + 
t will + skirmi I believe that| Idoz nyt 
re then « : y annihilated and 1 l rt » to this 
of t] d 9 v hat all 3 ‘ 1pon | p2 cana 7 +} » i} 
tes to secure financial islation to 1 1d | Pr lent w 
iated metal will meet with failur } and f I 
rt this amendment? Is there any hope of its | ing an instrument prepa by I 
; not, and the past shows us there is no hope, } in a particular t 
1 of the proponents of this measu1 > be ques- | Ww t I t 
small tub thrown to a large whale? Isit not] the! ral Se ry a 
Dp Cerbe not a pre : ll eotiatior W 
incial bill? hat will be the natur: ntends t r t t 
inquiry will be answered in th hin ! 
Mr. President, while I ill not vote i bill its 
r the whole bill, iether the for f t , 
>a good many vin rg in this bi erat ntha 
1 many things which I thin} currence 
e bond feature of the bill. on t I 
er that may be, I hope that futur 
3 of that fe a f the bill. im, who has beer 





wit PR 2ESIDEN I ro te mpore. The 


Lf we 9 ‘ 
ndment offered the Ser I id not t 
'r CHANDLER | itselfcouldsnpportthe donblestar = henthted 
VEST. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. | thet 3 of India the t 


M [ONE ae Mr. President, I think the amendment offered | and r gentlemen of influence the li 
Senator from New saenpenire is \ yery pertinent,even though | a bucket: ld water thrown upon it \ t 

: reiteration of a statute, and I do not believe that anegative | the efforts of the American m1 
vill have any effect whatever in diminisl : n he1 t 

Pre ‘sident to appoilu.c a commission if he sees i 






the authority 





the utility of his amendment, however, as ry when tl mmiss 
x to the effect which he desires. I do not beli i lorado, was ized ir a 
mntion on the other side of the Chan *j s oe | y I f 





n of having bimetallism under an . | Hampshire tall out I | 
ndependently or by international concurrence and cooper ipport it. 
it as the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island ha The PRESIDENT pro tem] 
7 | i1to his bill something about bimetallism, that it is to be | the amendment proj l . 
r, 1 do not see why the amendment of the Senator from | [Mr. CHANDLEi Lv h the Senator } M 
fampshire should not also be adopted. demands tl 





, the Senator from Rhode Island who has charge of this} Mr.PETTUS. Lol t uv 
the very able address which he delivered here in proposing | these amendment t 






titute for the House bill took occasion to s y that acreement of the S 
1 hope of bimetallism at all it was through mia perey And The PRESIDENT pro ter 
t k advant: age of that occasion to say that those on th rule t ction of the Ser 


m the other side who pretended to be in favor « f bimetal- Mr. PETTUS. Willthe Ch 
lism were in fact m onomes: ullists, and that those who pretended | mous-consent agreement read 












the coinage of both metals, free at the mint, both legal i. iherewa 
, Were in fact not what they claimed to be, bime talli sts, but | 2 v l ! 
silver monometallists. I thought then, when the distin-} The] ENT pro tem 
Senator was expressing himself in that fashion, that it | Vo rh nder 
tejuired an amazing hardihood for him or anybody else, in face of | consent agreement that 1 
facts, in face of = vote 3 in _both Houses, in dua of the Mr. PETTUS. l the ¢ 
I s and professio nt. | agreement to be read 
I ag Vv Mr. CHANDLER. L ber 
heir Mr. PETTUS. I ’ 
in mendments and bi 
‘ t Ss yet seal te ir insincerit y, but I will say that there has | agreement. 
i the oth er hand. on the part of the party to which the Sen-} The Secretary read a 
é m Rhode Island belongs, which has continued to ] , 
ism up to avery recent date, an absolute discrepan 





fessions of its platform, m: ude, in my opinion, t é 
and with the arguments submitted here and on the stump. | + aaa e 
erefore I do not see, if the Senator who ine charge of the bill | be given 'to the discu 1 of amen 


~- 








ine ¢ 
hearing of 1 


ie Senate, and an agreement was 
uld take the votes on amendments to-day. 


Mr. PETTUS. I never heard of any other unanimous-consent 
Mr. ALDRICH. It was done this morning. I am not sur 
v r the Senator from Alabama was here or not, but that was 
the purpose of the original agreement, the understanding 

being that the vote should be taken on the bill and pending amend- | 


ments. Ofcourse that means the amendments which are pending 
at the time the final vote is taken, not amendments that are offered 
and pending to-day. 

Mr. PETTUS. 
avreement read, if there was any new agreement. 
of it. I have been here most of the morning. 

ted to it if I had heard it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was not a new agreement. 
terpretation of the old agreement. 

Mr. PETTUS. 
old agreement. 

Mr. President, this vote ought not to be taken to-day. The 
avreement was that it should be taken to-morrow, and it ought 


I never heard 
I should have ob- 


J‘ 


It was an in- 


} 
l 
consent was that we would go on discussing this measure and 
amendments to it, or any amendment that might be 


ed to it 


all the 


. uss anything, but vote on the amendments to the bill and on the 
bill itself. 

there is a positive agreement to the contrary, I insist on its being 
carried out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Alabama or any other 
Senator wants to speak upon this amendment, certainly there is 
no objection to that. There can not be any objection to it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I only desire to say that it has 
heen the impression of Senators in this immediate neighborhood 
that we were going to vote on the bill and amendments to-morrow. 
[ understood that the order is to vote to-morrow upon the amend- 
ments that are pending. That does not debar us from amend- 
ments we are ready to vote on to-day; but the Senator from North 
Carolina who sits next to me [Mr. PRITCHARD] has gone out, and 
he expressed the opinion that no vote was to be taken to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from North Carolina came to me 

and said he was paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
|Mr. McLaurin]. He madean arrangement, he said, with the 
Senator from South Carolina to observe a pair on these amend- 
ments. 

' Mr. McLAURIN. He understood that there was to be a vote, 
because he made arrangement with me for a pair. 

Mr. MASON. Then that was after his conversation with me. 
I simply wanted him to be set right and understood. He must 
have seen the chairman of the committee after the conversation 
with me. 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I was under the impression—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Ifthe Senator from Colorado will allow me an 
inquiry, I want to know if there is any evidence, and what that 
evidence is, of the agreement made this morning? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was a conversation which took place, 
joined in by Senators on both sides of the Chamber, as to what 
should be the course of business to-day. Thestatement was made 
by me, as I recollect it, that we would vote upon these proposi- 
tions as the discussion upon them ceased, and that suggestion 
met, so far as [I am aware, with no objection from any source, 
and it seemed to meet with general acquiescence. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the unanimous consent 
asked for by the Senator from Rhode Island to be that to-morrow, 
at no fixed hour, but on to-morrow, this bill and all amendments 
that should be pending at the time should be voted on. After he 
had submitted his proposition, J suggested that two days—to-day 
and to-morrow—should be devoted to the consideration of amend- 
ments under the ten-minute rule, and that was agreed to, my 
understanding being that each amendment would be offered and 
discussed under the ten-minute rule and that the amendments 
would be acted on one after another until the time came to-morrow 
when the vote on the bill would betaken. Itseemstomeit would 
be productive of endless confusion for us to lay aside all the amend- 
ments that are hereand have arunning discussion on the proposed 
amendments and have them taken up by the dozen and voted on 
to-morrow. It appears to me that we can vote on them more 
intelligently, more directly to the purpose, and that our reasons 
in casting our votes will be better understood, by voting on them 
when the discussion has ceased on every amendment, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
was recognized, 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to take the floor if the Senator 
from Connecticut wishes to be heard. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
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Mr. President, that matter was discussed this | 
! 


‘Mr. President, I should like to hear this new | 


1 have never heard of any interpretation of the | D c ( 
| be offensive, which I do not desire to do. 


taken to-day, because the whole theory of the general | 


and that after we had done that we would not dis- } 


That agreement ought to be carried out; and unless | 


lican national platform toanother international conference. 





I desire tomake aninquiry, If the 
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amendment now pending is not to be voted upon until some ; 
to-morrow, how can any other amendment be offered to d 
discussed? Has this amendment got to be kept before th: 
until the time of the final vote, or how can it be laid asid, 
by being laid upon the table, and then can it berecalled? 1; 
to me that the necessities of the situation require that 
amendment is proposed and discussed and the discussion 
has ended we must proceed to a vote upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss +) 


| tion that has been discussed, but Ishould like to discuss the 


ment for a few minutes if I can start now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from (. 
will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Iregarditasof very little consequence \ 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire sh. 
attached to the amendment of the committee or whet), 
amendment of the committee should pass withoutit. | 
believe that it is of any consequence whatever. It is pret: 
cult for me to express my opinion about it without appea: 


Mr. President, the provision which was put in the plat 
St. Louis was not put there for the purpose of being ex 
Everybody who was there knew that. The plain peopl 
country did not knowit. People who were not acquaint: 
the devious methods of politics—the methods of catching 
thoaght it meant something. We who had some exper 
such matters knew that it meant nothing. 

Soon after the election was over one of the great N; 


| dailies, a Republican paper, used the following languag: 


Considerable has been said about the incidental reference in t 
Nos 
son was deceived by that portion of the platform. Everybody: 
its purely Pickwickian character. It was intended chiefly to eas 
for Republican candidates in thesilver-mining States, People wh 
planks seriously make themselves laughingstocks. Itis just as w 
frank about this matter. 

Mr. President, I notice that the Republican press of the. 
the large Republican press, are very much disgusted \ 
amendment of the committee, and they are speaking of it 
of condemnation. So far I have not seen any suggestion fi 
any Republican paper friendly to it, but I have here a: 
from the Baltimore American, which is a Republican gol \--:an/- 
ard paper, in which they complain quite bitterly of this amend- 
ment and say it ought not to be offered, etc. 

This is a mischievous addition tothe measure. The purpose of 
cial bill is to settle the currency question, but the amendment is in ' 
direction. There can be nosuch thing as bimetallism in this sens: 
if all the nations of the earth agree to it. 

Mr. President, that is the statement of the great ma 
leading Republicans of to-day. I find, taken from th: 
Herald a few days ago, a statement of the same characte: 
Times-Herald is authority in Republican circles. The proprictor 
of it claims to have been the author of the gold-standard p m 
at St. Louis. I believe there has been some controversy !y-t en 
him and some other members of his party as to who is entitle! to 
it, and that question I do not feel competent entirely t: 

He is a recognized authority in the Republican party. 1} 
Washington Post’s statement on it, and I am going to rea‘! 

it says. The Times-Herald was speaking of this international 
clause: 

It was adopted with the expectation that overtures to foreign 
would be rejected, and so prevalent was this belief that the campaign «' 
was fought on a straight issue between gold and silver. The Dem 1 
that the Republicans were for the single gold standard and the Re; ns 
acknowledged thetruthof the assertion. When the election return 
on that memorable day in November, 1896, the people had made th: 
ment of a commission unnecessary, and absolved the winning part 
bimetallic professions. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with that. I know that ‘0 
Republicans in my section of the country, and in sections Q 
country that I campaigned in—that was in the West—wer 
tending that this bimetallic provision was the valuable o: t 
The Times-Herald continues: 

Thus the question has been determined twice—once by a popn! 
again by a useless embassy, and why resurrect the deep-buried cor] 
late day? The amendment coming after such facts as we have not 


sincere than the dubious platform utterances, less useful than tl 
ing commission. 


Senator Jones affects to interpret it as a sign that the Repub! 
scared, but they know that they are stronger without it than wit 
that is proof of the irrational timidity or excessive conscientiousn 
ator ALDRICH. 

Mr. President, I never heard him charged with either, : 
particularly the latter. 

Though it was adopted by the Finance Committee of the Senate, it 


hoped that the Senate will prepare it for the last sad rites at th 
7. 


f the Senate wishes to fulfill public expectation, it will drop the re‘ 
and bimetallic clauses of its currency bill and go back to the House 

I think that is undoubtedly the Republican sentiment 0! 
country; I mean of the managers; because I am compel: 
treating of this matter to treat the subject as the Repu- 
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rwhat the masses think, but what the bosses want and I : for t t ! 
bosses think. It is absolutely ridi is to put the pr lis 
1 the } ll. ’ ‘I ALD ( j 
sa 
- i Mr. PETTUS. No, s 
g ind silver Mr. ALDRICH. W in 
vy, Mr. President, it absolut 7! d ns nothing. It will have | Mr, PET rl S. 1s uly 
‘ce or effect. It will be of no binding character upon the | YOUrse:!, anat not | 
ience of the most con sclentions of actions and certainly | S¥4ge 18 that we 8h 
| have no effect upon th conscience of the average politi ian, | Upon Thursday 
simply trifling with a great subject. It is rather humiliating Mr, ALDRICH, L} 
that the con mittee should believe that they can get votes| Mr. PETTUS. And 
I xt campaign by talking to the people to the effect that | and what do the words **] 
ll is no obstacle to international bimetallism. You are go- | 1¢ 15 4 mere s ibtert 
5 thi s legis slation, you declare, to establish permanently the | pending to-mort i v ret 
andard, as the Senator from Kentucky Mr. Lixpsay | Mr.ALDRICH. DoestheSenator contend that this ud 
1, there is pr obably some advantage in having an established | 2nd no other amendment can voted upon until W \V l 
idard. ; are we going to vi pon amendment 
We do not intend that it shall be permanent standard—that is | Mr. PETTUS. My content is t thet in 
vy. if we can persuade the people to intrust others than the | OM the amenaiments to sbuiorontl iiitseif unt 
ublican party with power, we intend to repeal it: but until Mr. ALDRICH. Whattime to-m w will the a 
t is done it must be a permanent st tandard; it must be the rule | in order? 
nduct of all branches of the Government: and it must have} Mr. PETTUS. The Senator is as! me a question tl 
S h an effect upon the world as must result when a great nation 1 not answer himself. 
urs goes to the gold standard. It is not possible nottoplace| Mr. ALDRICH. My contention is that amendments at Vv 
obstacle there, no matter what its intention may be. The best | in order, because this general arrangement covered tw Lt 
possible intentions may exist in the mind of every man he re | we can not vote to-day, we can not vote to-morrow on thos« rend 
it it shall not place any obstacle, but it does place it. | ments, under the Senator's contention, it seems tome, until a final 
Mr. President, in my judgment it is intended to place an ob- | vote is taken on the bill, and that involves an absurdity. Ido 
le in the way of bimetallism. It is inconsistent with the sug- | not see how we are to vote to-morrow any better than to-day, the 
stion that the gold standard is the desirable standard. Inacon- | same rule applying to both days. If any Senator objects, I do not 
tion that n ‘body has practically complained of we are establish- | intend to press any 1, bs tseems t that it sus 
r = gold standard for the purpose so often expressed, as I said | into a rather ridict n. 
» when I spoke to-day, to place it beyond the possibility of Mr. JONES of If w ng to cor lethea 
} cative interference unless both branches of Congress and the | ment literally, we te on ame! t til at | 


ecutive should be in accord. is voted on. becaus attri 
Now, Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator from Rhode | Rhode Island, and it appears in the Re 





7. - . . . ‘ 
~_ the mouthpiece of the committee, that I think it is a good iain Rhea vei acai iinet 
il of a letting down from a great ¢ ‘ommittee to come in here } bill and pending amer ent r 


th a statement so childish and so foolish as that it is not in- ea a — : 
tended to place an obstacle in the way of bimetallism. What is 80, If we are to follow the literal meaning of the words, w 
intended by law must be determined when the law comes to be ON, st first vote on the bill and then vote on the amendment 
ted. _ Now, I respectfully submit that it was t i nderstand 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's ten minutes ing, wh a the >» Senator from Rhode Is] nd submitted his proposi- 
xpired. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrvs] demands tion, that we should have a vote on the bill and amendments on 
yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment. Is there a Thursday, nobody understanding that it meant we were to vote 


aaah first on the bill and then on amendments, but that we would dis- 
paca ‘uss amendments and dispose of the bill asthe pract th 

“Pp ETTUS. Mr. President, does the Chair rule that a vote | ¢™ agg eg r a — and dispose of the | i as the practice of the 
‘taken to-day without unanimous consent? Senate had always been, one by one, until the bill was 1 ed, 


. 74 wom mm TT . ane tit shonk e voter r) Ther snercectad +} + twon 
1c PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will put the ques- and then that it should be y lon, Th ni iggested t] would 


: = rel » er + ave tuys Tax lav ed t a +, , 
1 to a vote unless the Senate determines otherwise. probably be better to have two days dev 1 to del Mm ame 
-- PETTUS. I object. ments under the ten-n linute rule than to have one, and t gr- 
ALDRICH. Mr. President—— gestion that we should have two days wv L to. 1 thir 


STEWART. Ishould like to be allowed to make a sug-| there can be no question tl at evi rybody understood that the de 
cestion to the Senator from Alabama. ~ | bate on the first day OF SEO CWO WORK He CRUSE exactly the samae 
TELLER. I understand that these two amendments are | “iT¢umstances and conditions that the debate on the a ae 
ictically here. I suppose the Senator might take ten minutes should be. ; Bi 
other amendment if he wants to speak. Mr. PETTUS. | Will 


I 
4 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a suggestion. I think The PRESIDENT protempore. | senator It Al 
t : agreement to vote covered the entire time that was to be | 548 yield to the Se nator from Alabama‘ 
ed to ten minutes’ debate, because, as stated by the Senator Mr. JONES Ark: insas. Certainty. 
Arkansas, after the agreement had been made to confine the Mr. PETTUS. Im lesire t Kk Him stio1 








to ten minutes on Thursday and act upon the bill then, Mr. JONES of Arkans: uy: 
at time was enlarged so as to include to-day, upon the sugges- Mr. PETTUS. Do you tha cause the bill is na l 
un of the Senator from Arkansas. I understand that the same | first that means necessarily must be voted on f 
ent that was applicable to Thursday to act upon amend- Mr. JONES of Arkansas. t, but I was sim 
: as we went along was extended back another day, and that | to show what I regarded : nableness of the 


ply asked for an enlargement of that arrangement so as to | tion the Senator from Alabama was putting on this agree 0 
| over the day preceding the final vote. I so understood it. | think everybody in the Senate underst« the acre 
t ht we would act upon these amendments as we came to | time it was entered into. 
[t would lead to great confusion if we were to debate the Mr. FORAKER. Will the § 
uestion of all the amendments and then vote upon them. | Recorp he is reading from? 
rly way of doing business, it seems to me, is exactly in Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is pa 47. T 
nce with the agreement, as I understood it at the time, } from Iowa |Mr. ALLISON] said 
nlarging the time so as to include to-day. That is what 





I rstood. including the ljth 

RAR . Mr. ALDRICH. 1 

BA TE, Mr. President, I was present when the agreement ussion of am¢ 

edinto. It was very clear in my mind at the time. It] st ¢ that pen 

: sented that we should have a vote as we went along with 15th of February, t 
; ite on the various amendments. But the Recorp governs I do not think there can be any doubt that the under 
: things, sir. Whatever difference of opinion we may have, | of the Senate was that the amendments were to be di 
3 s one common arbiter, and that isthe RecorD. It has been | they were discussed. never heard the question raised 
read, and [ was surprised to see what was init. Notwithstanding, | ate before. I never heard of an instance of taking 
it fixes this question, and we can not violate the agreement unless | ment here and debating it without votir guponita 


a i 


ne by unanimous consent. We can not, under that agree-' was concluded. That having be n the practice of the Senate from 
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{ L inimous consent asked for by the Sen- 
{ J red, of course, to what was the unva- | 
and that was to dispose of the 
is they were ited, 

DRICH, Mr. P1 lent, I appeal to the Senator from 

as all the other members of the Senate except 

j y unde 1 ‘der in one way, to allow the 
lified, 1 necessary animous consent, that 

We} on l consider the am and dispose of them 

inner suggested by the Ser Arkansas. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, 1 have my reasons for not agree- 

{ ) ich 1 Senator fr Island was kind 

f g t e. The Senate, of course, if it chooses to 
( ts own ‘eement, can do so, but there are a number of 
1 ’ ha {—in fact, everybody that I have heard speak- 
in has said—t! ould vote on Thursday, as we had 
to do; and, sof individually concerned, we will 

\ Thursday or a rding to the will of the Senate. 

ir. WOLCOTT. May! ie 6 nator from 

A l whl *h, I think, v i eet the views of the Se anator from 
it) Islan hicl that the wn ini imous-consent i agreeme nt be 
i that we vote upon amendments to-day as they come 

uy 1 tl any Senator to-morrow shall desire a recusililien l- 
ti ! } vote, there shall be unanimous consent that it 
hat to-day w in vote upon some of the amend- 

they come. I know some very good reason actuates the 
Alabama, as it always does when he takes a position; 

bi r some reason he shall desire to vote again on any partic- 
ul imendment, we shall, by unanimous consent, have a recon- 
ation of the yote upon any such amendment which is voted 
upon to-day. Is that satisfactory to the Senator from Rhode 


Mr. ALDRICI Perfectly. 


Mr. WOLCOT t. Would that be satisfactory to the Senator 
, Ala) mma? 

Mr. PETTUS. Ihave stated what my position is on this mat- 
ter, and I propose to stand by it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempx The Senator will state his in- 
{ ir 

M KINS. As I understand it, the bill is now in Commit- 


1.dopento amendment. If the amendmentsare 


adopted to-day, whe n the bill is reported to-morrow to the Senate, 
it will be in order for my friend trom Alabama, or for any other 
Senator, to offer the amendments again, when the Senate will 
again vote upon them, will it not? 


7 : e PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

PERKINS. Therefore, I think my friend from Alabama 
eT of us w i be satisfied if we can vote to-day as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon these amendments and vote upon them 
uwrain to-morrow when the bill is reported to the Senate. Then 
my friend from Alabama may offer his amendment, and the Sena- 


Undoubtedly. 


tor m Colorado, the Senator from New Hampshire, and others 
mis er their amendm« nts , and we will again vote upon them 
to ow, and so we shall all have the privilege of going upon 
record to-day, W¢ ina : day, and again on Thursday, if we desire 
to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
qu tion 


ir. JONI 


Arkansas 
MENT pro te 


5 of 


3. Lrise to a parliamentary inguiry. 


The PRESII mpore. The Senator will state his in- 
quiry. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question, as I understand it, is 
now on the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, 
CHANDLI e to are the amendment reported by the Senator 
from a > Isl: ind [sar ALprIcH]—that is to say, a yea vote will 


.dment as proposed by the Senator from New H: imp- 
part of the amendment re ported by the Senator from 
» Island. 
’ »P RE SIDENT 
ti Nn. 


JONES 


pro tempore. The Senator correctly states 
f Arkansas. I shall vote 
agi i the aiisinnenk altatuunde, 

Vv E ST. I call for the yeas and 
immenament. 
"he yeas and n 11 
the roll. 


for that, and then vote 


Ss 


nays on the amendm: 





3; were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 


Mr. CLAY (wh Mr. Bacon’s name was called). My c¢ 
league [Mr. Bacon] is unavoidably detained from.the Senate. I 
unde roan he i is ” aired with the junior Senator from Rhode Is- | 
land . Wi RE]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘* yea.’ 


»t> 
iv 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his nam 
pair with the Senator from North 
if present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” 


»wascalled). Ihavea general 
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 
ar I should vote *‘ yea,” 


nt to | 
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Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam pai 
the junior Senator from Iowa |Mr. GEAR]. I transfer ¢ 
| to the Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory]. I wish t 


I feel at liberty to vote under that 
of this bill. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called), 
pair with the senior Senator 
Unless some other arrangement is made, I am not allow 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator from <A} 
that we transfer our pairs, the Senator from Alabama being 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and I y 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. That will permit t 
ator from Alabama and myself to vote, if it be agreeabl 
that suggestion to him, 

Mr. PETTUS. Ido not know how 
would vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS. Ishould vote ‘‘ yea” on this questi 
allowed to vote at all, but Iam opposed to the 
whole. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called), 
pair with the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. Mason], 
but on this particular matter I am paired with thi 
| West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. I inquire if that Senato 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
the Senator from Weat Virginia has voted. 
| Mr.SULLIVAN. Then I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name wascalled). I hay 


arrangement upon all { 


I have 
from Massachusetts | M 


the Senator fr 
I assume the Senator from Vi 


n 
amend 


T} 


h 
Who |! 


S 


In? 


pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Ba 
absent; but I will transfer that pair to the Senator fr 
{Mr. Baker], who is also absent, and vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ihave a general pair with the sen 
from Florida [Mr. MALLory]. 
| junior Senator from Iowa 
| paired, and vote. 
Mr. LODGE. 
Chamber by illnes 


I vote ‘1 


I will transfer that 
[Mr. GEAR] if he is not 
: vote ‘‘ nay.” 

ly « ‘olleague [Mr. Hoar] is detai 
If he were present, he would v: 

| understand he eons paired with the Senator from v 

| DANIEL}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iunderstand the Senator fr 
[Mr. Pettus] is — as voting, and I vote ‘“‘nay. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that my colleague | 

is now paired with the Senator from F ‘lorida {Mr. M 

My colleague, if here, would vote ‘“ nay.’ 

Mr. SCOTT (after having voted inthe negative). I] 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TA! 
I am informed that he is absent from the Chamber, 
fore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave a general pair with the Ser 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. I should like to ingu 
Senator from Massachusetts ee Hoar] is not paired 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danreu]. If so, I shall tr 

| pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricr 
absent, and I understand is not paired. I shall then } 
to vote, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the n¢ 
voted, having forgotten at the time that I have a 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], who is n 
I assume, if present, he would vote ‘‘ yea,” and awe t 
I ought not to be recorded as voting on this or the 
ment. SoI withdraw my vote. 
| The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 45, as fol! 
YEAS—25. 

















} Allen, Cockrell, McEnery, Teller 
| Bate, €ulberson, Martin, Till 
Berry, Harris, Money, Turley 
| Butler, He itfe ld, Morgan, Turn 
Chandler, ome Ark. Pettus, 
} Chilton, Tones, Nev. Rawlins, 
| Clay, Kenne y; Sullivan, 
NAYS—45. 
Aldrich, For: raker r McComas, Ser 
| Allison, Foster, McCumber, Sh 
| Burrows, I rye cMill Siu 
Caffery, Galling r, S} 
Carter, Hale, vy 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna Vi 
Cullom, Ww 
Davis, W 
} Deboe, W 
De spe Ww, r 5 
Elkin Quarles 
Fai Ross, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Bacon, Daniel McLaurin, Scott 
Baker, Gear Mallory, Stew 
|} Beveridge, Hoar Pettigrew, Tali 
| Clark, Mont. Kyl Pritchard, Wellir 
So the amendment of Mr. CHANDLER to the amendment 


committee was rejected. 
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CHANDLER. Mr. President, I under 1 the Se tor I ! t Lis 
le Island [Mr. ALDR todeny my tement that the | 1 $a question t \ nt 























sof this bill were only a reit n of ting li i I 
i € + nt e} S ? t + + il ’ ay it 7 \\ 
red by the la 4 y Gol : ( 
ndard by the « g of the mints ver, and ther ‘ t 
, Y + ) - Y = ¢ I ‘ pt ; i i 
ss, with t ( I he Pr lent n legisla 
lard to-day sul d l r of t ng ol Mr. ALLEN { 
: W I 
yat 1 t it + } ti ‘ + t] ten es of + : M \ : i ‘ 
lal 1of wl is led the « 1 standard in M \.LLEN t t 
is to be reiterated by legislation 3 sessior Mr. ALDRI It is 
e accol il i i t le ‘ l I I \ { 
rican ] r bimetall has so often | way indir 
in this Cha nd al ¢ t ; Mr. ALLEN. M 
[ will read exactly what I said t rst opening lines | ate t ulk one way t 
rem k 1 7 ] \ r t 
Tt : + ’ i I et | i y 
ap ( \ i rsonintot 
s I 1estic bimeta 
hes itor f n Kho Isla M \ 
; not 1 this bill to pro 
resident, tk s. Before inte \ 
f° an accom] act i you 
to repeal this This } t Unit : 
single gold standard; it eli ‘ ‘ 
ing asa sul y coil I ! } 
State ; red +} ; 
standard. W indertak« 
menat undertake to as I 
nything int ve part 
iker? here within t ist f t ' 
cate to the w i that it 
Ir. TILLMAN. M I ent, I 
from Rhode Island wha 1 
f the refunding sche mbra 
Government issues gold bonds 
eign intric r the 4 ition 
bimetallic standard, on uf 
i? Wha uld be tl t | l 
ee or prevent 
tment of the Revised Siatutes or to the incorporation wenssia 1 vet und that p _— 
itform of a political party into this bill. How 1 vou litigate i ; 
resident, in the remarks which I submitted upon the pres- | pefore the Supreme Court 
of this bill to the Senate | ted that the | 1 States | as tow t nds v i ( 
various legislative enactments had been committed to tl sil ‘ ‘ 
f promoting international bimeta m 1 tl the Re M ALDRICH I 
1 party, through the declarations ts 1 is pol il | alent 1 If ai 
had declared in favor of internat metallism. | he be p1 led m ma . 
me time I stated that there was nothin bill, not tion t thet 
a word, or a syllable, v h pla stacle wha Mr. TILLMA I I 
way of the accomplisl to t I imetal- | Senat chon 
the future. issue rold bon 3 
enator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] and the Senator | those wold bonds. ] 
ina [Mr. Carrery] say that they do not believe in | , h would prevent 
ional bimetallism or in the possibility of its accomplis Mr. ALDRICH. 1 
| will say to those Senators that the ire Many men in | gq) int « nds par f 
tical parties, as honest and as desirous of maintaining | pet n the United Stat nad ; 
> interests and the public honor as are those Senators, | ponds 1 I assui 
ieve that international bimctallism is possible, and who | ¢hos 
tently advocated it in all the years since 1878. ei hos Rest ‘ 
Senators, Does this bill in any one of its provisions place | nudiate anv of ! 
le in the way of international bimetallisn Does the |" Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Pr 
we are on a gold standard, admittedly by the pro- | from Rhode Islar Mr. A . 
this bill, prevent the United Sta from taking any | reference to + Hou 
ng to international bimetallism’ by the committee, int 
LLEN. Will the Senator allow me? of bimetallism s« 3to1 : ‘ 
LDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I donot want to | yigj of this bill arigl ' . 


his point. hstacl if not constit 


a+ + 
Cu atl 
} 


frequently heard the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- | of that purpos 
other Senators who believe in bimetallism call the at- One of the potent nman?i ' 
he Senate to the fact that there is a great bimetallist | to-day is t wee 
al } . ™ 5 > O-Uldy 5 i Al) 2 
tngland and one scarcely less important in Germany. | and silver. The2 , 
f 4 7 ’ } 14 nN ‘yr 
I that those people 11ve in rold-standaz 1 « untriés | private, payabl n | y 
y make their efforts in behalf of international bimeta tends to tha tent to der inte 
Does the fact that certain governments, whose con- | that diy nee, and tot exter 





sary for the success of the plan, are now upon the accom} imé 1 it iS] 
ird prevent consideration of the question and place any econdly, as poin it by the S 
.€ Obstacles in the way of its accomplishment? | ALLEN], if this bill passes, making tl 
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| to circulate side by side 


| very clearly the 
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necticut sought the floor 
word upc i 
The difficulty with our friends on the other side is that n 
them are for bimetallism. They are for the single standa 
silver, although nominally in favor of the opening of om 
both to silver and gold. They are silver monometallists a1 
do not comprehend, or, if they do, they do not admit, the f 
the contention on our side, if I may use that word now, that t 
sno way to secure the concurrent and equal circulation of 
and silver side by side in a nation or among the nations « 


I also sought it with a view of savi 


mn this question. 


by fixing a ratio of equivale nce between them that will er 
silver dollar to go into any country and be exchanged 


country for a go id dollar and will enable a gold dollar to ¢ 
any country and be exchanged for a silver dollar. I believe 
I speak for myself alone in this observation. that it is im} 
in any one country silver and gol 

you fix the ratio of equivalence between them which 
equal to the commercial value of both metals in the ma 
the world. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] this moment ex} 
distinction between these two contention 


| contends that itis impossible to secure an international 
| ment (therefore this amendment will do him no harm), and 


| rently to both gold and silver. 


| 


| them upon an equality. 


nat v in gold, and such bonds are issued, it 
int a legal, if not a constitutional, obstacle to the bringing 
ullism. Before that can be done, and gold and sil- | 
ely upon the same footing in the powe r of each to 
it it of money constitute a legal tender in the 
f all debts, that discrin premieres acle m1 ust be re- 
the repealing of this legislation, by changing the obli- 
that contract. Whether that can constitutionally be 
v doubtful stion. Whilethereis nothingin the Federal 
Constitu prot ing the Federal Government or Congress 
rom t ( ration of contracts, there is such an inhibi- 
against the States: and the Supreme Court of the United 
ites in the Sinking Fund cases held that by implication the Fed- 
eral ( ess Was equally powerless to accomplish that inequitable 
ult. Therefore, pass this law, and you have taken one other 
? ! t | 
Mr. President, in view of these considerations, to place upon the | 
of this proposed statute a provision that it is not intended to 
complish those things which it does accomplish is a confession 
of t iniusti of the measure itself. It is a declaration to the 
people that those who propose this measure have no confidence in 
t or that they can su cessfully appeal to their conscience and 
dgment for a vindication of the process by which this shall be- 
come a law 
Mr. President, bimetallism by international agreement, in my 
h ble opinion, is not only morally impossible, but. taking into 
consideration the structure and constitutions of the different gov- 
ernments that are suppesed to cooperate to bring it about, it is 
mpossible in every sense. The de leg sates may agree, but t they 
ire me lothed with the power to enact into law and make potent 
as a law in the several governments they represent the agreement 
which they accomplish, After they have agreed all they can do 
is for the respective delegates to go back to the countries which 
they represent, and those countries will take up the matter in 
their proper legislative departments for action. They can not 
act concurrently. They can not act at the same instant. One 
will act first, if action is taken at all, and to that extent it is act- 
ing independently, and it has no assurance that any other govern- 


ment will follow its example in concurring in that action. Thus, 
in the end, whatever agreement may be come to, one nation must 
take the first step, and, by the potency of its example to concur, 
bring about the cooperation. 

The contention of bimetallists in this country is that there can 
be no bimetallism except by the independent action of the gov- 
ernments. What government is more able, what more potent, 
what more intere ste dthan this great Government of the United 
States to take the first and initial step to bring about this achieve- 
ment which all recognize as being desirable? 

Mr President, the proposed amendment of the Sen: iter from 
Rho » Island to the pe ovale bill is a virtual declaration against 
ans form of bimeti shea which is rationally possible under any 
circumstances, It proposes only possibly, contingently, upon con- 
dition, bimetallisin by international agreement, which is an ab- 
surdity upon its face. 

Mr. PLATT Connecticut and Mr. 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
cut 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, Iam one of those 
who believe that we can not take any step which is more likely to 
advance the cause of international bimetallism than to let it be 
understood in the world that, until we can secure the concurrence 
of other nations, we are going to maintain the gold standard. If 
[Tam not mistaken—and I will appeal to the Senator from Iowa to 
say Whether I am or not—our delegates to the last international 
bimetallic conference were confronted by the delegates of the 
gold-standard countries with the claim that we were approaching 
free-silver coinage in the United States: that the conditions here 
were such that we should be driven to it, and that we should be 
called upon then to carry the burden of free coinage alone, and 
thereforg there was no inducement for gold-using countries to 
come into any international agreement. 

I wish to say one other word, and that is all. There is nothing 
whatever to the contention that because we are declaring that a 
gold standard already exists and making our future bonds paya- 


ALLISON addressed the 


of 


The Senator from Connecti- 


be 


ble in gold we can not therefore properly, legally, and morally 
enter into any international agreement atter that time. What- 


ever international agreement may be entered into will have to be 
with the concurrence of England and Germany, both of which 
are ¢ ld-standard countries. Whatever agreement may be en- 

red into will operate in the future and not in the past to change 
the nature of contracts made by those Governments in the issuing 
of their obligations. Nobody would expect it to be retroactive. 
Everyone would expect that it would have operation only in the 
future. Ido not wish to take the time of the Senate, but I should 
like to hear from the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, when the Senator from Con- 





the only way is for each nation for itself to open its mints « 

But that is not bimetallism 
Republic of Mexico has had for yearsand years nominal cir 

aed open mints upon an absolute equality to both silver an: 

In other words, statutory provisions by a single nation can 1 

the nature of things secure bimetallism unless that nat 
strong enough to absorb all the silver that shall come to its 1 

and at the same time absorb the gold that comes there, a1 

I do not believe, and I say it fi: 
here, because Iam not speaking now as a partisan, that wi 
disparity which there is between silver and gold at this tiny 
markets and in their commercial value as respects any of t 
ratios, that anyratio established by us in this country, if it 
be the absolute commercial ratio, would last a very long 
of time, because the commercial value of the two metal 

so vary, as they have varied, as to make it impossible for 
establish in and of curselves a relation between the metals 

as would enable both metals to circulate at a parity. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. ST. Isimply wish to ask the Senator from Iowa ! 


Does the Senator fron 


VES 
is, if his proposition be correct, that to-day the American 
dollar is at par in Europe? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwillanswer the Senator's question wit! 
pleasure. Why is it that our greenback is at par with ; 
Europe? It is because we have a limited quantity of silv: 
lars. We have them in our own country exchangeable, as | 
said, as respects all taxesand dues. We havea pledge thre: 
over that we will maintain them at par in our country. | 
know how the fact may be, but I suppose it is true that in J 
our greenbacks and our silver dollars stand upon subst 
equivalence with their gold money, because the only discon 
sible there would be such discount as would enable the ly 
a silver dollar or a greenback to pay the costof exchan: 
transportation to our own country. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill ask the Senator one question furt! 
then I willnot disturb himagain. Isit not the fact that t! 


|ican silver dollar is at parin Europe because it has fu 
| tender quality, and that this country, exporting a Dilli 

| hundred and fifty million dollars of domestic merchan 
| assurance to the whole world that they can buy all that 


to sell as well with the silver dollar as with gold? Is i 
iomatic that ths legal-tender money of every country in ¢! 
is equal to the value of its salable commodities? 

Mr. ALLISON. The question suggested by the Sena 


| Missouri is only a reenforcement of ‘the argument Iam 1 
| It is the fact that our mints are not open to the unlimited « 


coinage of silver and that we have statutory pledges «1 
pledges that those dollars shall be maintained upon an e 
our own country, the legal tender, of course, having som 
ence. It is not very great, but it has someinfiluence. Thi 
tender quality has no relation to the fact that we coin sil’ 
in limited quantities on Government account, with a pled: 
over and over again, and repeated in this law, that we wi!!! 
tain those dollars upon an scully with gold. 

Mr. President, it may be true, as the Senator from Uta! 
that it is an impossibility to secure an international agr 
If it is true, then we will not have it, and if we are dea! 
conferring with foreign nations as respects a relation of 
lence between silver. and gold at a commercial ratio, w! 
believe is the only way whereby that can be accomplish 
will be dealing with nations every one of which has the 


ar 
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dard as we have and every one of which has a silv tht: tl ts s wa 
in its country as we have. France has four or fi) iS Te] ee 
ions; Germany has a hundred millions of full legal-t ig interna I 
the ‘German thaler; and other countries ar similarys lis billin th m t 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] appeaied to me as there you brought it in | W 
‘ts the conference in 1892. I will state what was said to me } in it 
r and over again, as 1 have no doubt it was said to others, not Mr. ALDRICH. D i 
iblic speeches and utterances, but it was said there by men of | answer now? 
ence and of knowledge, not only in respect of the political] Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Cert 
es of Europe, but regarding the trend of political opinion in Mr. ALDRICH. W ld 1 
own country. Some of them said: ‘‘We have been pinched | to rise in the Senate and state that ar 
1, respect to gold and we are being pinched, but we believe that | happen. 
trend of public opinion in the United States is such that your Mr. STEWART. Why did you not read y 
ts will be opened to the free and unlimited coinage of silver; Mr. JONES of Arkansa What changed you 
1 when your mints are so opened, the effect will be that all the Mr. ALDRICH. Thestatements made by Se1 
1 which now circulates in the United States will be transferred |} side th: it we had disowned bimetallism, inti 
=r and thus will = up our vaults and our treasuries and | that we were opposed to silver. That is wl al l 
gely to our gold s ply, and thereby we will be relieved Mr. JONES of Arkansa s. Itisan 
= ie tension we have so netimes felt respecting a scarcity of | a committee selected bya R publicar 3 
Bag ago charged with the respons fran 
I believe that one of the impedimentsin the pathway of bimetal- | which should express t nten ) 
in in the past was a belief on the p art of many European statis- | r1 n, ind it 1 ‘ 
ans and sti itesmen and financiers that we would go to a silver I that 
tandard and thus relieve the gold in our country from its use | tary diss 
re and give them an opportunity to replenish their gold supply That ) 
Europe. So, Mr. President, whatever may be the fate of the y knows what : ! 
1endment now suggested, we can not take a single step unless it | th S that were i 
with the concurrence of the commercial nations of Europe | the } that thev ha r 
hich we are to deal with, and they are not only gold-using but | ve rm t d ) 
ld-standard nations, busin n a urd to 
1 wish to emphasize what was said by the Senator from Rhode | trary. 
sland as respects my own belief. There is not a line ora syllabl e| I believe, Mr. President, that I t this 
ra sentence in the amendment which the Senator now proposes or | amendment was brou ] R 
n the bill as it came to us from the House that puts in the pathway | publican party in St. Louis you f 
ne single obstacle to the reopening of negotiations for inte srna- | bimetallism, which leading met R irty 
mal bimetallism at any time by our country or in any degree | laugh at as never having been int I ] wn 
minishes our duty or opportunity to meet a suggestion of interna- | that you were not then and are not i 


nal neg =< ition for that purpose from any other country. For] inany way. After you came into p« ryoua l for r 

yself I will say I think, under our present situation, it is not wise | priation to appoint a commission to g oad. Tl 

rus now to make that proposition to Europe. They ought to} ashow of an effort to carry out your pled t « 

me to us and say, ‘‘At last we are ready to again deal with the | went abroad and might have been successful. I hoped it | 
estion of the ratio of equivalence between the two metals that | be. I was anxious to see bimetallism mplished by any 
ulate in one way and another around the globe.” I hoped it would succeed and I believed it might have succeeded 

ave heard in this Cebate, over and over again, that we are | but for the fact that it was constantly undermined and discredited 

¢ by this legislation to destroy the use of silver in the world. | on the other side by the Re) pul lican Admi 

a notorious fact, drawn from all statistics, not only those of | Mr. Preside nt, when this bi 

ywn country, but the statistics of the world, that there has the absolute single gold sta: 
more full legal-tender silver coined, which is now used in | States bonds | in send. and there were other provisions, which I 

world’s supply, between 1873 and 1900 than was coined by all | regard as iniquitous. That bil hen it | me public mad 
untries of the world during a similar period prior to 1873. my ression, and the people were heard condemning it, and whet 
fore it is not a question whether the silver of the world shall | Republican leaders found what the Senator from Iowa ke of 

estroyed or abandoned, but it is a question for us fo decide | just now 








is ‘‘the trend of public 0} 
whether we now are willing, of our own volition, to transfer the | amendiment here, the dang r f arevolt \ R in 
lard of money, which has been a standard for twenty-five or | party was felt. It was conceived, th 
t y years, into a silver standard, which in the very nature and | same old fraudulent straddle that was in t S96 
f ce of thesituation must displace the money and the contracts should be put forth again for the pur} f undertak { l 
which have been made during the intervening period between | the votes of some men who would clearly 2 \ R 
is7) and now. publican party in an open avowal that t n Le 
JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa | the single gold st indar i 
Mr. ALLISON] began his statement with the assertion that we are Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from <A: ; does 
metallists, and he proved it by the statement that his opinion | with the Senator from Colorado, that tl ! ts wit 
it no one nation can maintain bimetallism unai led by other lican sentiment throughout the country: 
ms. The opinionof the Senator from lowa perhaps is entitled Mr. TE LLER. I did not say it was nst 
t ry great respect; but I for one believe the re are men living | every Re] — n. Itisnot. Itisagainst the leader 
who know more about financial questions than does even theSen-{| Mr. ALDR ICH. I understood the Senator to sayit 
rom Iowa, with his great learning and wide and extensive the idea of the great Republican masse 
information. | The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the S \ 
Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Arkansas. | sas vield to two Senators 
JONES of Arkansas. There was before a committee of | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainl) 
* the Houses of Parliament in England only a few months | vl a LER. I will take my own time h ift 
man who has been president of the Bank of England, whoisa | ONES of Arkansas. I have a 
or of the Bank of England now, if I am not mistaken, and | eae out of a Boston newspaner, an intervi ttr 
een for thirty years, who is a member of one of the largest | present Presiding Officer of th PRY l 
ess establishments in London doing an immense exchange t was directly after the Senat m ( i 
ss, who has all his life been connected with large business | the Stanley Matthews resolution and 
rs, and whose firm has business connections in all parts of when we had a vote. I have an idea that t 1 M 
orld, who understands finance as a science, and he stated in illustrated in this interview the f in t ey ved t 
rtoa direct question put to him that the United States | Committee when it authorized the Sez t i 
could, in his opinion, maintain a ratio between gold and | offer this amendment. I will read t 


Some of us believe that Lord Aldenham’s opinions on] =f ¢, 
questions are entitled to as much respect and weight as the | been voted 
mof the Senator from Iowa, and we believe with him that | not!!ng. 4 





| +} 4 
' country can maintain the P arity between gold and silver, not- | ,. ce’ Gen 
V standing the assertions of the Senator from lowa. ird 
is rather remarkable, Mr. President, that this proposition of | a ie t 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which is so earn: stly supported by : 
senator from Iowa, should have come to the Senate as an sit 



































| 7X2 CONGRESSIONAL 
v od 

iH 1 been entirely 

lard—t e the language 

La | \ > » dilut l 
f tl Committee in 
! 1 in the House 
I is fixed up 
nied -1t Wii have 
easily be said that it does 
inean and is intended to 

ir. TILLMAN. W he § itor { 1 Arkansas a 

PRESID!I pp e. Dy he Senator fro 
ld t \ roin South Carolina? 

M LILLMAN. For the purpose of quoting those words, so 
t} I } richt t ret » the sp t. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In just one minute. I wish first to 
view with the Senator from Maine. 

\ ; iy 1 the views of his party fully, but 
i M \ ‘ 

I t k the Finance Commi thought the House committee 
were not sufficiently ‘gua ded.” and they propos se to put this in 
uf irds to] lwink the public again into casting ‘votes for a 

! inte stablis} perm: inently the gold standard | 
\ idin ivor bimetallism. Now I will hear the Sen- 

I vuuth Carolina 

TILLMAN. On pa oO 1e House bill, which has been 

{ ( 1y the Senate amendment, 7 pear these words: 
ta 1 Treasury is authorized and required to use said re- 
gi time n rand equal val of overy 

1 by the Government any time the Secrets 

| it necessary,in order to maintain th » parity and equal 
\ State may, at } i tion, ex- 
it r money ied or coined by the U nited States 

t) the House provision, which is ope n, bold, manly. Here 

ite subterfuge or dodge in which they have veiled the 
hey bring it down to about three lines: 
lor ed by the United Stat Lt 
t va W itl tam i 
lon how, but you leave it to your Secretary of the 
I y to red . silver dollar dollars, as I tried to get 
. itor f vatoa sterday; but he would 

t doit. Nov ll t x thode Island deny that 
that is tl pose and « e 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notintl » Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will ti it afterwards? 

M ALDRICH, I will sider that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My time is about exhausted, but I 
want to call attention, in connection with what has just been read 

the Senator from South Carolina, to the adroit language of the 

paragraph of this bill, which is practically the same as the 

! e bill,in declaring that gold shall be the ‘‘standard unit of 
\ Youassert that that isa continuation of the present law. 
I not e. It is the continuation of the present practice, 
ala surpation on the part of the executive depart- 

the G ‘nment dit is not a continuation of the law. 

The act of 1 declared that the gold dollar should be the unit 
of value, and the word ‘‘standard” is not used in theact. The 
word *‘standard” means tl he particu lar dollar by which all other 
dollars are to be measured, and when you make the gold dollar 
the standard dollar, all others must be measured by it. 

Now, when the act of 1873 was passed, declaring that the gold 
dollar should b the’ initof value, greenbacks were a legal tender, 
a n on until 1879 greenbacks, which were below par as 
measur gold, were the standard of value and the only stanc 
ard of 5 All calculations werein greenbacks. Purchases a 
sales we nade 1 in greenbacks, and gold was ata premium. It 
was | and sold a ;any other commodity was bought and sold. 

tw urrent money and the legal tenders were the standard 
OL Vi i 

T d assertion in this bill that gold has been the stand- 

rd o ‘om 1875 until now is not true in point of fact. In 
1878 we pr led for the coinage of silver dollars and made them 
alegal tender to a limited an t. Now, any legal-tender money 
is a standard of value. This istrue in the very nature of things 
and needs no proot At ry le gal tender money is a standard of 
value, But you undertake here to declare that ‘the only standard, 
the sole sts an dard, tender which is coined in gold 


Ll gold alone. You do this by 
vide that it atone ah all 





his bill when you, by law, pro- 


is the one legal 
t 
standard, for you practically effect 


be the 


this by making other legal tenders only representatives of money 
and not money. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Are United States notes the standard of value? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course they are a standard of 
value, one standard of value, as I have just undertaken to show, 


and which the Senator from Rh de Island must know to be the 
truth. Pa rom 1873, while the law that you pretend to copy here, 
and which you do not ¢ ‘opy because you add the word ‘‘ standard,” 
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was in full force, up to 1878, silve 


t 
rent an 


r was demonetized and not 
nbacks were actually the standard of value 

Mr - STE \RT. Mr. President, I rise to protest against 

| assur imption that tl he United States has no right to legislate u 


i 


1 rree 





finan ‘al que stions , but that we must depend upon Euro} 
| that purpose. Vhen did Europe e ver pass a money law for 
| Did we consult Europe in 17 92 when the first coinage act | 
| passed? Did we consult her in 1836 when = second ac 
passed? Did we consult her in 1873 when we struck down 

by anact? Did we consult her in 1878 when ¥ we restored s 
Have we ever consulted her as to that? Have we not pa 


these laws ourselves? Are we consulting Europe in regard 
passing this propose 1 act, which is a radical departure from ; 
thing we have passed before, which takes away the legal-ten 
power of the silver dollar to pay public debts? When this is d 
there will be no legal-tender money in the country but gold 
takes away the legal-tender power of tho silver dollar to 
public debts, and consequently there will be no full legal-te: 
money in the country but gold alone. Are we consulting Eu 
about that? 

The idea that our financial legislation depends upon Europ 
| that we must go there for it is sTidiculous. The idea seems | 
| to fix a platform on which to go before the people and say, W: 
the best we could, but we have not the consent of Europe, 
consequently we will give you bimetallism whenever Europe t 
us todo so. That is the position they propose to take in ¢g 
before the country, and it is most aboard. 

The Senator from Iowa also argued with an utter misappre! 
sion of what money is, to keep some things equal to other thi 
and all that kind of thing. All there is of money is its | 
tender power, and this discussion that we should maintain 
parity between two kinds of money is most ridiculous. Tel! 
when and where a full legal-tender dollar of the United St 
was not equal to every other legal-tender dollar? Sucha case 
not be cited. What keeps silver at par? The legal-tender } 
that it has. Take that away and it will fall atonce. Take it 
gold and it will fallatonce. It is the legal-tender power 
sti ns and nothing else that keeps it at par. 

The ch: rac ter of this amendment is so well described in an 
cle in the New Y ork Times and meets my views so exactly, I 
take the liberty of having the Secretary read it at the desk. 
full and complete and states the whole thi 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A WEAK AND NEEDLE 
{From the New ¥e rk Times. ] 

to know to what el lem in our population Senat 

he was pandering when he reported from his commit 

amendment to the currency bill: 

— the prov isionsof this act are 


ray of the 
to @ sec ured t 
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&- 


8S CONCE 


SSION, 


“nt 


We should like 


DRICH thought 





not intended to place any obsta 
accomplishment of international bimetallism, provid 
yy concurrent action of the leading commercial nat 
the world and ata ratic ) which shall insure permanence of relative va 
tween goldand silver.” 
The currency ‘bill ce 
| gold standard. It 
recognition of bimetalli 
the graveyard, and 
nignant cours 
Mr, COCKRELL. 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALL rm to misrepres 
character cf bimetallism represented on this side of the Chai 
He may speak his own sentiments on bimetallism, but he c 
fairly represent ours. Bimetallism is that financial system \ 
gives to gold and silver free and unlimited coinage into full 
tender money at the ratio prescribed by law. 
Mr. Muhleman, deputy assistant treasurer of the United 
in New York, in his Monetary Systems of the World, says 


the 
sam 





fie declaration omen lishir 
to graft upon the sa 
upid, it is fatuous is a desecr 
an impudent interference with issolution at 
»of nature. 





ntains a speci 
t simply inconsistent 
sm; it Is st 


no +) 








is m 








Mr. President, I protest against the ri 


By bimetallism, simply defined, is meant the free and unlimit« l c 
bo th s gold and silver into coins of full debt-paying power. Not = 
: le standard, but the actually opened mints on the 


their definition of bimetallism. They said: 


A bimetallic syste m 0 f currency, to be completely effective, m 
view of those wh: ate it, include two essent ial features: (a 
mint ready tocoin any quantity of either gold or silver which may | 
to it; (b) the right on the » part of a debtor to discharge his liabil 

ion in either of the two metals at a ratio fixed by law. 


»advi 





opt 


‘ 


The Senator from Iowa says that we are not bimetallists. \ 
Because in his opinion to open the mints to gold and silver 
ratio of 16 to1 inthe United States by this great Govern 
independent of all the world, would not maintain the comm 
value of silver bullion equal to its coining a I have 
that before. I want to put a question now to the disting: 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIC H},and ask him ee al 
it as an honest man and “‘ good Indian.” We have to-day 

| the statute bocks of the United States a law duly enacted 
signed giving to both silver and gold free and unlimited ec 

| into full legal- tender money at the ratio of 16 to 1, indepenc: 

| every nation on earth, and the Senator from Rhode Islan 


} 
| 
| 
of the doubl 
& ive n 
The royal gold and silver commission of England in 18+ 
| 
| 
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es of silver bullion over in L l nts to sell it. 
is price forit? Wl 3; your ( 
\LDRICH. It depends upon I 1 cet 
CKRELL. Wha uld you as I What w i 
LDRICH. I wouldt th 
KRELL. ! much wi i that be 
ALDRI - iS t ov l l ver 
[ would get at the rat fF $1.29 an ou nomina 1 
coin would be worth at some future ti 2 question 
ther the Se or from M inor myself can answ 
COCKRELL. That is not t ju I put it a direct 
The Senator knows t if he \ n Lond when 
y was enacted and had 1 ly 1 and 
| to se it, he would x tl I x value 1 » | l 
3; interest and the cha of nsportation and 
n having it coined. 
ALDRICH. Mr. President,if there w y 10, 
r outside of the United States to come here to l 
ver dollars the condition which the Se rfrom Missou 
; to would undoubtedly remain true; | if the silver of th 
Las well as the silver of the United States s iid roucht 
American mints to be coined, instead of nz worth $1.29 
ce at its coinage value it would worth 59 cents or | 
n ounce, the « me il value of : ictly whathas 
n place, as has been alluded to by the Senator from Iowa, in 
rhboring country of Mexico. Mexico has her mints ope 
free ¢ ive of th gol id silver. A Mexican silver dol- 
worth just as much as Mexican bu n, the silver that it 
ins. 


































l} Willi I take l 
t time of the Senator from M ur 
{r.COCKRELL. ThatargumentI have heard time anda n 
, | want to bring up as aw ; in defense « he position |] 
> to-day 1 less a I 1 tha tingu 1 sen 
) r from [owa |Mr. A 1 Twill read fr what 
uished Senator said in in rd tothe precious metals, 
hat whenever the United States, a great commercial nat 
we are, With our unlimited and inexhaustible resources an 
ties for sa! ts 1 ts to the fz ind unlin 
f silver equally with gold at the old ratio 16 to 1 
ment there is a fixed pr for all th bullion of 
wherever it may | ind tha ling price in t 
States, and wherever that silve1 llio1 the lders 
not accept ! vn ifs coining va! n the United States 
I es OF trans} { l n and co ive, 1 l I ,and d lay 
% ] 
he 
tis law and « THAt I the < I r l valu f 
[ want t { I I eye « 
r from l want t n of senat 
ie ina | i 3 t] laW al V tne ] hat f Af 
imercia ilue LD i and silver bul ) ( 1 bullior 
é il to its coining value, because England has an op 
» t old the world at a fixed pric 1 nobody w 
0 ind the United States t same thing 
LDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him aque 
Is not gold and silver equal by law in Mexico ata ratio | 
COCKRELL. That is not the United States. Me 
I great commercial nation. It has not the products for sal 
} It is law that gives value to the metals. 
{. Butif itis law and not the size of the nation 
ther circumstance that mak t, why not in Mexico? 
COCKRELL. I will get to that point. I want to quot 
I m my friend from Iowa. Money exists not by measure, 
law, and without law there is no money on this earth. I 
se anyone of youtodeny it, Without law there can be 
iitender. You know that; every one of you. 
ALDRICH. The very term 
COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator from New York 
DEPEW], who is now sitting behind the Senator from Rh 
|. knows that without law there is no legal tender on earth. 
v and only law that creates money; nothing else, nothing 
i l nothing more: and without it it does not exist. 
*, then, it is law that gives to gold and silver their « . 
I lvalue. I read from the speech of the Senator from Iowa, 
re 15th day of February, 1878, in which he says 
establishes the « ercial valué Gold 
a < ther co clithe t r 1 § reg 
e pret us metals exert ? 1 r 
nnual total 
Ite t ficant 





, of tl c x 

“t ue < ul j n r 
oth, amounts to littk pared with the great sum of | 
Silver already in existence. 
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But. Mr. P lent, let us see what this remarkable provision is: 
‘ I ly « ] 1 
il , pr 
re perma! f relat 1 

t, ther : in that to commit the Repub- 

LyiUT to bimet sm, ¢ aid before; nothing that can 

the most acute sc f the party politician who may 

after us. It bsolutels rthless and 1s intended to be so. 

{ kl can say that; and I think lam justified when the Senator 
here 1 charges that every one of us who votes against this 
ilvermonometallism. lamas much in favor of bimet- 

n is I have ever been. I never wanted to see this coun- 

t put upon a monometallic basis either of silver or of gold; but I 
e opinion to-day, even with the great output of gold, that 
wi ild be i iitely better off on a silver basis than we should 

| itary go d bas 

What will be the resul t of this act depends upon conditions we 

n not foresee, If there should be a great output of gold for 
the next twenty years, as —— is now, we may not feel the stran- | 
ation, the trouble ch every nation on the face of the earth 

to this hour has fe . when she tried to go to the gold standard 


jutif we went he silver standard, we should havea money that 
ble us to trade with thirteen hundred million people, 
hundred and fifty or three hundred mill 
‘have heard a great deal in the 
of pac and commerce, You have got to look for 
to the Asiatic world; you have got to look for it 
irteen hundred million men who are not yet so far 
civili as our competitors across the Atlantic. 
turopeans are manufacturing most of their own goods. 
nd them a little iron and other manufactured arti- 
is not far distant when, in defense of their own con- 
save their own laborers from want and destitution, 
' | put up a barrier against our trade. Everybody can see 
who ha stt radied the } istory of the rid. 
movement that has aa venmade. Germany is com] 
gland, and England is alarmed at the competition. 
that any theory of free trade will stand in the way 
reat Britain saying to us, ‘‘ If you send goods here under certain 
conditions, there 1ance of destroying the laborers of this 


j 
10n. 


instead of with two 


ryt 


. Presid Lt, 
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misrepresentation with referen 
ancien methods, who stand for 
perience of the world. r 


‘e to those of us who stand 
asystem which has back of 
epeat whatI said the other day 
Dr. Johnson said the test of truth is experience, We hay 
the experience of the world; and when the Senator com 
and si ays, ‘*You want bimetallism, and because you ady 
you are for monometallism,” I resent it. 

The best scientists of the world to-day are for bimetallism 
the Senator sat in conference with some of the brightest ) 
Europe who advocated bimetallism—Mr. Tirard, Mr. Moles 
and various others I mig ca mention if I were not afraid 
time running out. Lord Aldenham, when he was a privat: 
plain Mr. Gibbs, said years and years ago what he has said 
When asked if England cou!d maintain the relation of sil; 


re 
ya 

+ 

u 


ex 





gold ata parity, he said, ‘‘Any great nation in the world 
it ’’—not a little nation, but any great nation with great 


cial transactions can do it. 

Then the Senator called our attention to Mexico, as if 
was a parallel between Mexico and this country. Mexic 
limited commerce, Mexico with a population unlike ours 
with a population which has never known progress—_to ¢ ( 
Mexico to the United States is a most remarkable thing 
Senate of the United States. 

But I see the Presiding Officer has his gavel raised, and | 
have to close. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the great princip!: 
governs in the coinage of metals into moneyisthis: Anyna 
and I challenge any Senator upon the other side to dis 
proposition—any nation can give to any two metals fret 
ited, and unrestricted coinage into full legal-tender mone, 
ratio prescribed by that nation, provided those two m« 


| not be brought to the mints of that nation in greater q1 


than its people can use for monetary purposes. If any 
dispute that proposition, I should like to hear him. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think there is no on: 


side of the Chamber who would not dispute it as a general | 


| sition. 


Do you | 


' 


Mr. COCKRELL, In other words, that a nation can 1 
to two metals free and unlimited coinage into full lega 
money at the ratio fixed by the nation if those two metals 
be brought toits mints in greater quantities thanits people | 


| for monetary purposes? 


country?” If we do, of course they will endeavor to prevent it. 
Self-defense, humanity, and decency require them to do so, and 
they are g ing to do so. 

[ti we would trade with the world, we can trade with ye T bet- | 


Asa re 


have enough of 


nite commercial natic 
other money, 


we will get gold 
if we have enough of 


mT, 


ter than with gold. 
enouzh if we 
s] ity is the most frightful thing — 
affairs. That will not be settle d when 

u go to a gold standard; that will not be settled if three hun- 
dred and fifty or five hundred millions of gold is put out in the 
rld every year. Youcan not make thirteen hundred millions 
gold; the 


that they can not doit. 


‘ation of the par 
urre’ . in financial 


> use 
The people who work for twoannas 
vy. or for lessthan 5 cents, or who receive at the utmost not to 
15 cents a day, not handle gold. They have never 
ha dit. Those people have been using silver from time im- 
memorial. They have not been using goid except as merchandise— 
not using it as money; and in the whole history of their race they 
have never used it except for the purposes of adornment or of bar- 

ter. Everywhere through the ‘Aa itic countries, as I said to-day, 

from more than fifteen hundred years before the Christian era, 
the people were using silveras money, and those people have been 
it ever since. While gold was used in some parts of Asia, 


can 








financial and commercial conditions are | 





ver was the real money in that country during all that time. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri that the relation be- | 
tween gold and silver is one to becreated by law. I say nowthat | 
the es man law, made in the days of Augustus, or before that 

ained the relation of gold and silver practically uni- 
rm —e out a great portion of Europe for one thousand two 
ind ars; it did not vary. 

When France, which has been on a bimetallic standard ever 
since anybody has known anything about it, raised the ratio from 
14.78, or something in that neighborhood, to 15}, the whole civi- 
lized world that traded with her accepted that ratio. 








Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the condition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, that is it. There is the pr 
you all admit it, and you must admit it. It resolves its 
this simple proposition: Open the mints of the United s: 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver, equal with gold 
old ratio, independently of any other nation on earth: t! 
silver and gold be brought to the United States in greater « 
ties than the people of the United States can use for n 
purposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isayno. I say, further, the questio: 
value of the metals to be coined into money is immateri 
not a question of the commercial value of the metal, not 
tion of the cost of the metal. The metal itself may be of 1 
for any other purpose than for money. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri pr: 
say that the people of the world, who have five or six +! 
mitlions of silver, would stop to inquire what was the } 
the United States or how much currency they requir 
they could get twice the price for their silver in the Unit 
that they could get anywhere else? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does anyone suppose they could ‘ 
the price by Mr. Carlisle's method of taking $100,000,‘ 
and going and buying $200,000,000 of silver, then bringir 
to the mints and having it coined, just as if the peo] 
world were so infernally ignorant that when free coi 
given to silver and its commercial value was equal to it 
value they would sell it at 50 cents on the dollar? T 

ridiculous p roposition. 

I say whenever the United States opens its mints tot 
and unlimited coinage of silver equally with gold at th: 
16 to 1 there would be an unlimited demand for the silv: 
world; and wherever that silver may be, the demand het 
ratio of 16 to 1fixes its commercial value. There is no | 
this earth that could prevent it, because every man, Ww 
child knows that that silver bullion can be brought to ou 


| and can be coined into standard silver dollars at ‘the rati 


[tis not true that you must have the same ratio in every na- | 
tion. Ican show you that for years Great Britain had an estab- 
lished ratio 8 or 4 per cent different from that of France; ae 
tugal had a different ratio; Spain had a differe nt ratio; Russ 
and German Ly ] a different ratio; and vet they maintain ds a 
concurrent circulation where the circulation was bim etallic; ; and 
where it was not bimetallic they kept the purchasing power of 


erg silver just as it had been and as it was everywhere els 

Mr. President, there have been more falsehoods and misstate- 
ments about the history of money in this country in the last | 
twenty years than ever before. There has been a great deal of 


| 


1, and that it would then buy all that we produce by th: 
the hundreds of millions, and by the tens of billions o! 
every year just at the same prices they could be bought ! 
gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri ge t 
we could, under the conditions he has named, maintai 
silver at a parity of 16 to 1, the price of silver in the Un ite i 


would be greater than it would be anywhere else? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It would be the s t 
Mr. ALDRICH. Why would i \\ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Why has goldin 1] t alway } You : 
Hh iuse they can ship it to England and vet t ; < ' Tame 
lucts of England at the fixed ra I loi l 
ALDRICH. But the mints of all the « mercial t ~ y 
world are open to gold, and not o1 f them is oj t t 
r. ' i rs, hail a $ 
Mr. COCKRELL. I can not stop to argue that proposition. I | but you havetou ily 
argue ag before we get through. I will show you, and I Every nation is using ! 
how you, that every nation on earth to-day is using silver. | the E } 
is nota nadie on earth to-day that uses only gold very | can not t t l \ 
l-standard nation on earth must have silver; the money of thi ire ma 1 S ! 
ms is in silver; the money the peop!e want, thou it is a} can not take | lver away from | 
ted legal tender; and that is the kind of bimetallism the Repub- | of all the transact tt people of London t ty 
party now favors; that is the kind of bimetallism which the | onin silver. Ther no danger. | le your They 
remarks of the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ar nly nightmare dreams. ‘ no real danger \ l 
d to—a minor, subsidiary, redeemable coin, and then to k have no flood \ 
t onan equality with gold by redeeming it in gold. That isn Wi shall have ] la \ v lent 
metallism. That is gold monometallism iny other nation on earth 
The object of the Republican — is to make silver a limited f silver bullion in every nation tha 
legal tender, with restricted coinage, so that it can not be used in | k v of the ex t l 
large transactions; and yet you say — is maintaining it, and | Value of silver bullion th a toit na ie less 
that that is bimetallism. That is not y kind of bin etalli { transportation. T please tell me who 1 irt? W 
favor. The kind of bimetallis1 ido r is the free and un limit } ag is been d Who has been injured? When tl 
it age of silver, equally wi th gold, at th table of 26 to 1. inde clal value of silver bul I ht 1 r mints t 
pendently of every nation, kindred, and tongue on earth. al wit ho is harmed? W1 l 
1 do not want any international agreement. I do not believe in |} W \ ; 
tangling alliances with any other nation. I believe in peac: r ny } ( inyt r tot t \ 
mmerce, and honest fri ends ship wi th all nations, but entangling | ican ci 
oiiianens with none. I would not bind the United States in any he PRESIDENT prot I to} ] 
agreement of a financial charac ter in any shape, manner,orform.| Mr. TELLER. Mr. } = ! ( I 


We established ours system in 17 92 inde endentie off avers othe r t down I was speaki out M I nov at t 
2 d a i] I 


nation when we had but 1,000,000 of population, and_ now, with | ther attention very brietly t lat, is t i 
75,000,000 of population and resources and produc ts f or sale be- | any analogy between Mexico and t United 
yond the power of figures to enumerate, you talk about our n | <A rding tothe mint r rt I I M ) 
being able enough and strong enough to establish our own finan- ] 33.71 of V l t i 
cial system. We can establish it; we can maintain it; we can | I have some doubt whether that is a cori ‘ 
bring every nation on this earth in subjection to it, either to | near enough to show that Mexico is not 
lopt it or to assist in maintaining it. There is no danger. | tion; that it mnmerce is very limited. 17 3 l 
There will never be a deluge of silver in this world—never, never, | differenc: bei tv een that country and the United State 
it will never come; it can not come to this country. between one of our small States and the ] t 
The silver of the world is in money to-day, nearly all of it in | States. We have St tes —— me-fourtl ne-fifth 
ill legal-tender money, and yet the Senator from Rhod te Island | lation of Mexico whi lave infinitely mor: mm 

ced me if the four ana one-half billions of dollars of silver money Mexico. 
he world, worth only 50 cents on the dollar, would not all come A Mexican gentleman of high character s I 
eto our mints. He knows that all of that except six hundred | t nth 3 of the people of Mexico had n lept ed t 
lions is full legal tender and equal to gold in the countries | know v what a bed was. There is as mucl t I t 
ere it isto-day. You knowthat. The records show it; your | circles in Mexico as ther ] t 

ld-standard records show it. I haveit here directly from the | andthe intermixtureof the racesthere ha fta ti which 
t, and you can not dispute it. is unlike ours. Thosa people have neither want rt 

[tis so in Germany, with a ratio of 154 to 1, with 3 cents less | rations that we have. ; 

ver in it than we have in our coin, and it is equal to gold Mr. President, I wish t 1 la t , " 
l full legal-tender money. The silver in London, in England, | of sily. te counts ; \ t } 

i limited legal tender for $10—40 shillings. It is the equal of | the world. it has been repeated 1 aon : 
lthere. Soitis the world over. It is so in France, with a ion made as to that by the cot s 
yof 154 to1. And yet the Senator tMilks to us as if we were! al] in monev.and Ir ring stingu 1s tor from 
ts, and says the silver of Germany and of France, full legal- | New York. Mr. Evarts that é , t 

tender money equal to gold, would be sold at 50 cents on the dol- | the silver 1 ey: the only au ;' in we a rb 

in order to be brought $e omer mNtaes aes COnRES here if we had | money? And thereply was that if t nln ques o 
coinage—in other words, those people would sell it for 50! they ] to continue to use it. Ever now, alth ws 


ts on the dollar when it is the equal of gold and is full 1 f the mint | to silver. th ' ey 
r with gold. tock of silver : 


Ought not the Senat or from Rhode Island to feel a little ashamed Mr. CHANDLER M I t 
Ont FOr pate sae 8 pECROR EON 8 s that in this intelligent 4 + reat ics : ; 4 ; | : 
ite? I submit that is not the way to meet creat questions. | ¢.5. q) :a half ; 
meet them upon facts, upon principles, and upon the truth Mr. TELLER (4 1 | nici 
s recorded in the annals of all the nations. na nti nl, f oe oe gems 
Mr. President, this country, with the people inhabiting it, can | jpover would come in, — 7 an sat 
any laws on the financial question it desires, and it can AT os CHANDI } R "ome Se i 
! tain th m. a. is a disgrace to our people and our race to say Se NE a oie = 
os ae : twelve billions of silv in t 
ot maintain a financial system at the ratio of 161 


ae ERO OE IU tO TOF Mr. TELLER. Outside of 


s i eee we , r tos] f Wh tis f rten1 
not want anya liance Ww ith any other nation. I do not Mr. CH LAN DL E T Ste to ts 
ny assistance from any other nation. I believe we are ’ , 








t enough and powerful ¢ igh, with resources inexhaustible, | 64. to $9 or & : 
manufa tur s increasing year by year, and w th the doors Mr. CHANDLER. 1 —_ 
ito the transportat on of thest products to oriental countries, 4 ° 
I absorb all the silver tl iat will ever come to our mints and | **!°*" i 
t not have enough, and yet have sufficient gold in our country Mr. TELLER. Lamt Ing t 
to meet every obli — n and at no premium, | » not like to be interrupted 
ice and the Latin Union, unaided, maintained bi 1Ons 
from 1785 down to 1873, for our ratio of 16 to 1 wa Mr. CHANDI I 
m, They maintained it, and their resources combined are not | t!m 
ne-half, not one-fourth of the resources and power of the United Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. it does. At 


1 
tates to-day. We can maintain it. France did it. We can Mr. CHANDLER, I 
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value at our mints, less what it would cost to get it her 
I ld not c . It would be needed there; but when 1 

ed it for minta ge in India or England or anywhere else, t} 

r would say, *‘I know a place where I can put it in 
money, where I can buy everything that a human being want 
luxuries and necessaries of life and everything else. I ky 
where will discharge as much money duty as gold: and 
you do not give me the pric *e that I want for it, I will ta 
th * The man who holds any kind of commodity, wit 
known and a reachal le “marke t,makes the price of it. W1] 
man knows the price in London for flour, he never sells it at } 
York at the bidder's swish. He sells it at the ndon pri 
the money that it requires him to get it there. 

This metal is moved from one end of the world to the oth 

- ely on the same commercial basis as gold. I mean it « 


‘to send a million dollars of silver from London to New Y 


{ mor 
than it « does to send a million of gold. That, I suppose, has |} 
the rule forages. It goes by value and not by weight; and t 
being ‘th » case, there is no reason for any man to stand her 


say we will be flooded by silver unless he has concluded that t 
business of the world can be conducted better without the sil 
of the world than with it. 

will some one show me where there 
where there is a superabundance of it—where th » people are 

1g to get rid of it? Germany went to the gold basis 1n 1871, 
she has got more than a hundred millions of full legal-tender si 
that she can not get rid of. A few days since the Parliament 


is a plethora of silver 





Ger rmany determined to issue a large amount of subsidiary 


* | Henry N. Covupen, D. D, 


bi y Ly I in 
rT ause I thin] 
| money of the world, and 
id " I was diverted by 
m 2 ] 1. I went to New 
I t t { t establishments that fur 
t l what they l 
] nt unie §} r 
] pt a vas mn 
a The! desir ] 
t ( V nd transmit it to their 
\ ‘ i with the silver money 
ted tender 1at i 
ut red and eleven lions 
Germany’s limit gal- 
t im The best of them are at 15 
t You « not pit here from one 
Mu 1 not lose fro to 5 cents. 
‘ wid fraction is tl lifference between our ratio | 
{ 1 when you consider that much of the si ris 
\ l ler that they must lose ints series oi 
n, J there is a difference of 5 pe etween 
{ l 11 it? Every dollar of tii doing m mney 
r great stock of silver, issues upon it paper 
( ity; and I chal! nge i iny man to show 
; France, based upor liver and pay ible 
i ( n of the Lank, is wort any less than | 
i bef very ‘ion that France _ 
18 relation een wh r silver and gi 
Phat vbr ir whic at niet ehten som: 
r in ites a lac incerit ‘ and fairness or 
on th rt of those who end for it her 
t rather temperate in del ate, but I think wher 
1am told that my efforts here are to get this 
lver basis, I havea right to speak as Senators sy] 
ictions, [ have no doubt, as to myself. 
N President, take tl untris There is not one of T 
\ 1can re this 1 y. Youcan not take $50,000,000 of - 
ver out of ] without creating a ] . Wecould absorb it 
in rht, f it thirty millions of gold in a month and 
forty-fiv ( ld in a month to Europe, and we have got 
f} etir half of it in az sonth or pretts nearly 
that—t r thirty m n dolla nonth, Youcan not 
rope ft i ut creating a panic 
\ i tr or fear we are going to call for gold to 
I es of trade betw us and them 
| is t resent tf fact I have been 
A 1 ind I havi ird the same « l thi & 
i 1in, hen I followed the Senator from 
in , when he made the s h which | 
Ww ad her the Senator from Missouri, 
t n this floor there were the same croakings, the sami 
\ an not circulate the two metals together, and you do 
You are after cheap money. That is what you are 
Ir. President, lam for an honest money, and that is the money 
col t ls for, whether it be 1d or whether it ve silver; 
di ti is that the debtor may pay either, that is an 
| ! that he paysin. I deny that in the interest of s 
called nesty the Government of the United States has a right 
rid of it great valu: abl e privilege and give it to the bond- 
rs, ©) if they are disposed to give now ninety-odd millions 
to them as a premium to refund their bonds not yet due. 
Mr. President, I have heard a great many foolish things. I 
] eard a gr 1any prophecies. I have seen this country | 
ing and using ten times as mu h silver as the Secretary of 
t l'reasury declared it was possible to circulate, and I have seen | 
ating it without any pledge on the part of the Govern- 
nt that it would maintain the parity. No such pledge existed 
$93, and that had not the slightest influence upon the value 
t ilver dollar or the silver certificate. 
= lver money of the country circulates at par because there 
i ty for it, because it is wanted, because it is needed, and 
any e y, as was stated yesterday, that has a commerce and 
vi er mone n her comm uJ demands, may justa 
we rculat hn or copper or paper as reulate gold. | 
only a quest vi r she will have the courage and the wi m 
t it righ 
Every ind we have not yet reached a y t where 
there could be an \ \ and if you open your mints, 
every dollar of it w L bey h it ‘e value as bullion, pounded 
up. It would stand t estina f because it could be recon- 
verted into money, a1 é is not a bit of bullion in the world 
that would not be, as the Senator from Missouri says, worth its 


| lions of limited legal-tender 


| Mr. 


mi y because of the demands the agriculturists were mak 
upon _/. em to so do, and the statement was made there that 
ountry was suffering for a lack of silver money. 
Mr. COCKRELL. She has now one hundred and nineteen m 
silver coin. 
Mr. TELLER. Besides? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Besid 
legal tender. 
TE Ll. ER. 
I 


es her eighty-eight millions of 


That makes somewhere over two hundr: 


_ n salt d, on Presid 








As ent, England has one hundred 
eleven mi iNi ms circulating, so that if she were to send it 
1€ + won 1 lose prac tically 10 per cent onit. Does anybody t 
t k she is going to get rid of it? Will anybody take this 1 
w ’ Director of the Mint has put here and show me a 
lar ny nation wants to get rid of? You can not do it. 
Mr, r'TUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr, LDR ICH. Before the question is put, Ishould like t 
| m “that t I shall try to secure a vote upon the passage ot! 


rly an ho 
| Mr. Cl oa 
|} Mr. AL DRICH 


|] iit at as eal ir to-morrow as possible. 
Take it up after the morning business 
I will ask to have it taken up after the 1 
ing business, and I will try to get a vote as soon as possible. 
The PR ESIDED VL pro temp The question is on agre 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama, that the Senate ad 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and ‘5 mil 
the Senate adj een until to-m oor, Thursday, F¢ 
), at 12 o’clock meridian. 


hn 


vo 


>», LOOK 


HOUSE OFREPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 14, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, | 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and app 
ELECTION CONTEST—WISE VS. YOUNG. 
| Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 
| views of the minority in the contested-election case of W 
Young. In doing this, I wish to state that the exte | of 
kindly granted to me last week expired yesterday; 
| House yesterday adjourned unexpectedly early, and Re r 
| was handed to the Clerk at 3 0 ‘clock yesterday afternoon. 
| TheSPEAKER. The views of the minority of the con 
as just presented will be referred to the House Calendar a1 
| dered to be printed. 
ORDER OF 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. 
solve itself into Committee of the 
r the purpose of considering appropriation bi 
Mr. MANN. Will not thege ntlema in withh« 1 1 that mo 
a moment in order that I may submit a privileged report? 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman from [lin 
| that purpose. 
ELECTION CONTEST—ALDRICH VS. 
. MANN. I present from the Committee on Elections No. 
a re eport in the contested-election case of Aldrich Robbins, 
lw hich I ask m may be printed and referred to the Calendar. Th 


> 


Ss 


BUSINESS. 
I move that the H: 
oe on the state of the | 


Tle 
A 


Speaker, 


ROBBINS, 










































ian from Georgia [Mr. Ba ET shes t resent th Mr. McRAE | 
fami ity of t mimitt rms ‘ 
BARTLETI I did not ma 
Illinois said; but I un and s i LYN 
rity of the « t n é 1 ‘ I 
i R ns from | rth al district \ \ { 
MANN. The gentleman is correct. l 
SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yn Georgia desire t t] 
it now the views of the minority: Mr. RL \RI I WW 
BARTLETT. I desire to submit now the views of the mi- | on t P 
and to ask that they be printed with the report of tl t l 
In submitting these views, I beg to state that one of my | 1 1 
ies on the committee, the gentleman from Miss ifMr. |ing Mondav. I 
, was present at the time the case was heard and determined, | under the five-minut 
;now absent by reason of the serious illnessof his wife. H Mr. PAYN] W : r I 
ithorized me in writing to sign his name to the views of th Mr. RICH Y [ 
nority, which I have done. ceneral debat 
The SPEAKER. The report of the committee, together wit . PAYNI 
views of the minority, will be referred to the House Calendar, | vote be taken t Pu »R r 
rdered to ne l. | Mr. RICHARDSON. A 
RDER OF BUSINESS. | minute rule? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Byeak r, before the vote is takenon| . Mr. PAYNE. But t 
e motion which I now r w, that the House resolve itself into | day. I desire to have that 
ittee of the Whole on the state of the Union r the purpose | the committee on this side « 
nsidering general appropriation bills, I trust we may reach | 0D Some peremptory bus 
»nnderstandine act hoa +77 at h h cener ebat shall we can nave that arrangem 
main — anding as tot ime at which general debate shall Mr. RICHARDSON, W 
LIVINGSTON. Isugg that t neral debate run for | T* 
aan und ve-minute rule? | 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I can not agree to that. In view of the | 48 Hour and a ail, and re Ww 
ict that we shall have a week’s discussion on the Puerto Rican | oered. 
ll, giving members ample opportunity to be heard, I think that Mr. PAYNE. 
1¢ time for general debate on the legislative appropriation bill} Mr. RICHARDSON, 14 
ught to be limited to ,4 o'clock to-day. I ask unanimou Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
nsent, Mr. Speaker. that all general debate on the bi st named Mr. CANNO t 
closed at 1 o’clo k to-day and th then the bill be taken up| TheSPEAKER W 
ler the five-minute rule. | his req 
Th ee Pending the motion of the ; _ man froi 1.| Mr. HEMENWA 
, that the House resolve itself into Committe » Whole | a suggestion. 
e state of the Union to consider general a] aasiath 1 bills Mr. ( NOD in ( 
unanimous conse nt that reneral debate on the legislative | gentleman from Indiana. It 
opriatio n bill be limited to 4 o'clock this afternoon. te abou ng ‘ 
Li as ING STON. 1 can not consent to that ‘ough in an orderly 
AKER, Objection is mad the gentleman from d confine oursely to ! 
( | question Will the H solve i f into ¢ wl l 
the Whol n the state nion for pur} to lebat It to! 
i L } , 
c Leli UOURLE, 
[EMENWAY. Will not the gentleman from Georgia con Mr. RICHARDSON. H i 
that the general debate t5 t! ft ) Mr. CANNON. out $2 


LIVINGSTON. I am willing that the ger al | bate run Ir. RICHARI : 


ail past o'clock morrow tter 1a ! l 1 we | Ll IN¢ i 
» the bill under the five-minute rule j} and that we t 


[EMENWAY. Ican not ent to that minut 1} 
CANNON. May I be allowed just a moment We are Mr. HE 
D 





ire that on Friday the bill from the Ways and Means Com Mr. YNE th 
to be called up, on which general discussion will be | want to take up the revenue b t 
ra week or longer. Now, it is very desirable that this | up 
ild pass before the expiration of the week. If we can “Mr \ )N We ar 1 t 





neral debate to-day, we can pass the bill under the five- | with y 











r VN 7 7 ‘ 
McRAE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Illinois | t r 
me to interpolate a remark or ask a question right there? | that t nal vote be taken 
that the committee in considering the revenue bill ex- | rise and report the l to 
to have a debate of ts week or more. Now, if we can get a Mr. RICHARDSON. That 1 
nt that we would have, say, ten days of debate on that sub- | If you y I eit Wed 
[ have no doubt that the gentleman from Georgia woul Mr. CANNON I wl Ly 
the proposition which the gentleman from Indiana now | co1 tt the H ud 
| ati bills and take such time 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas will suspend | universal questio 
nt. The Chair must again invite the Hous »come to Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. &1 er, | 
1 to cease « nversation. We are here to transact public | that general debate be closed 
s intelligently, and it can not be done unless the House is | row, after the readi1 t ‘ 
r. All gentlemen will please cease conversation. five-minute ru 
McRAE. You will appreciate the importance of this ques-| Mr. RICH ARDS IN. With the under 
n you understand that we have only six days in the week, The SPEAKER. The gent] in fro 
get out of that but fourteen hours. There are fourteen | consent that neral debate on 
ers of the committee, and those who are not members of the | be closed with to-day’s sess I 
ttee will have no opportunity to discussthat measure. For | Journal on to-morrow it | t 
t here is a desire to discuss it upon this bill. It would | Mr. LIVINGSTON. d | t 
pertinent upon the other bill, and if we can get that the re » bet 
ient which would allow discussion on the Philippi | a wer Ik from the iy followin 
- ’ Rico questions, it should be upon the other bill Mr. | ae aA] Mr. Speaker, I thir L | 





DA TAIT + 


AYNE. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Ar- will agree t eit in some way at that t 
hat his arithmetic is a little off. Six days a week would Mr. MAHON. Ishall have to. 
us thirty hours, The SPEAKER. The 
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Mr. MAHON, 1 th 
tiv nd s that, and then « ider the other when it comes 
Let i se of one at a time. 
-MENWAY. Ido not understand that the gentleman 
Pennsylvania objects to my request? 
MAHON. Not atall. 

\ SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
t] in from Indiana? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes: we object to that unless we make 
the other arrangement. I mean the agreement as to debate on the 
Puerto Rico bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent. leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Smiruiof Illinois, indefinitely, on account of important 
bt I 3 

To Mr. GrirvitH, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
f 

Mr. Baitrey of Kansas, indefinitely, on account of important 
business 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills, 


ihe mot 


ion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
elf into Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
‘ir. SHERMAN in the chair, for the consideration of appro- 
1 ition bills. 

~ The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Wi House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
} appropriation bill the title to which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


H.R. SM7, making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi 
‘ expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
{ purposes 


er pu 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to re- 
ccive a message from the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE 
The committee rose informally; and the Speaker pro tempore, 
DALZELL, having resumed the chair, a message from the 
enate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
ad passed bills and resolutions of the following titles; in which 
oncurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 
2356. Anactextending the powers and functions of the Court 
of Erivate Land Claims to June 80, 1902; 
5. 70 An act to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
r, Tenn.; 
S, Rk. 36. Joint resolution to carry into effect two resolutions of 
the Continental Congress, directing monuments to be erected to 


SENATE, 


the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Lee Davidson, of 
North Carolina; 

S, 1556. An act for the relief of Edwin L. Field; 

Ss. 1 An act to encourage enlistmentin the United States 
NI ery 


NAVY 


S. 1535. An act to provide for the examination of certain officers 


of the Navy and to regulate promotion therein; 

S. 1652. An act to amend ‘‘An act authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths,” approved 
January 25, 1895; 


i47. An act to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alex- 
er Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Army; 
i265. An act for the relief of Alice Walsh; 
2354. An act to authorize Hon. Arthur 8. Hardy, at present 
y extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to accept the decoration 
tendered to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 


the United States to that country; 

S. 2022. An act toauthorize Rear-Admiral William T. Sampson, 
United States Navy; Capt. Henry C, Taylor, United States Navy; 
Capt. Francis A. Cook, United States Navy; Capt. Charles D. 
s ©, United States Navy; Capt. French EL. Chadwick, United 
States Navy; Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy; 


mander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Commander 
James H. Dayton, United States Navy; Commander Frederick M. 
Symonds, United States Navy, and Commander Chapman C, 
Todd, United States Navy, to accept orders and decorations ten- 
dered to them by the Government of Venezuela; 

8. 630. An act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson; 

S. R. 60. Joint resolution granting permission for the erection 
of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C.,in honor of Gen. Francis 
E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States; 

S. 2681. An act for the establishment of a joint light-house and 
fog-signal station on the coast of Alaska; 


S 


; the number of salaries increased. 


i we had better take up the administra- | S. 1289, An act to provide for the construction of an additional 


light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washingt 
or Alaska, as exigencies may determine: 
S. 983. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Josep) 

ins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; ° 
S. 165. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and ¢ 
heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased; 

S. 945. An act for the purchase and construction of a launch 
the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg.: 

S. 2708. An act to amend an act making appropriations for { 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved Mar 
1899; 

Senate concurrent resolution 26. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), T 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to have a survey made 
submit a report and an estimate for deepening and properly impr 
: h innel through the outer bar in the Gulf of Mexico near the mouth of M 

ay. 

S. 2840. An act for enlarging the public building at Port] 
Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, Fifth, and s 
streets, in said city; 

S. 2566. An act to authorize the establishment at some point 
Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, of a station for the inv: 
tion of problems connected with marine-fishery interests 0! 
middle and south Atlantic coast; 

S$. 557. An act for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh; 

S. 76. An act for the relief of the University of Kansas: and 
S. 1749. Anact for the payment to Joshua T, Roberts of ba 
due for surveying public lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit! 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7739. An act to amend an act making appropriatio 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public w 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 5288 An act relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 

The messuge also announced that the Senate had passed tli 
lowing resolutions: 


} 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an: 
ment of the death of Hon. CHARLES A. CHICKERING, late a Repres: 
from the State of New York. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be onpeinted by the pr 
ofticer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of R 
atives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to th 
of Representatives. 

Resolved, That,asa further mark of respect tothe memory of the cd 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

And that in compliance with the foregoing the presiding 
had appointed as said committee Mr. PLATT of New Yor 
Mason, Mr. Scott, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. SULLIVAN, 
CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL REVENUE IN THE ISLAND OF PUERT 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice, in \ 
the action which has been taken, that I shall call up the 
Rico bill on Monday next immediately atter the reading 
Journal. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIO? 

The committee resumed its sitting. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to mak 
explanation of this bill. I call the attention of mem) 
committee to House Report No. 289. They will notice by 
port that the estimates amount to $25,000,000, and that th: 
recommended by the committee is $23,874,000, or $1,147 
than the estimate. 

Mr. Chairman, by a close examination of the report 1 
can ascertain the number of new places created by this bi 
They will see under t! 
of the different departments—Library of Congress, E 
Office, Treasury Department, and so on—the number of 
increased in each particular department. We create 
places. Of these places 77 are created in the Congressional | 
The committee find, on a careful examination of the « 
there, that it is absolutely necessary, if the Library is to b 
and be a benefit to the members and the public in gener 
there must be increased appropriations, so that a pro; 
can be made of the books and the proper work accomplis 
shall make the Library a benefit. In that number are 1 
15 places in the copyright department. The business of t 
right department has increased very rapidly. It isself-sust 
it pays a revenue to the Government above the expenses 
taining it, and we feel it absolutely necessary to ¢ 
right department the force that it desires. 

I desire now to call attention of the members to the fact 
in all of our Departments a number of clerks are now bei 
ried on the rolls who are incompetent. And but for this fa 
legislative appropriation bill would not provide, in my 
for a single new place. The Committee on Appropriations 
section in this bill and one carried in the bill for the curt 
year, 1900, have sought to avoid this difficulty and inserted t 


ive the 
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visicn: ‘*That the appropriation ] in made f e officers 
nd persons employed in the } sery ull x 
e fort payment of any person m rt nca 
1 This provision was in th for the fiscal veat 
notwithstanding that fact I that in t De 
ts a great many clerks are rried w uw ! [ v ’ | 
to perform their d 
\ id in the Auditor's Off of the War Department—and I Lepresenta 
t say that the Auditor f the War Department is one of | not t be dischat 
st ient officers that we have—we have 52 incompet So t yl) I ‘ 
. according to his statement: incompetent to perform a sufii- , office—to provide that rks s 
amount of services to warrant t r being continued on t! eth of time; t ‘ 1 t 
And yet they state that it is impossible to secure the dis- | pointed. Thus 
ssal of these p rsons: that the minute they propose to dismiss | ment, 1 he s i] 
lerk members of th nators immediately come and | the responsibility ° 
st that this part ] t be removed. We find Mr. BR WN. W I t t n t 
e are 23 clerks in one nly lerks em the lett rom whi | rst i $3 just! 
1, who are over 6: ‘lerks veen 70 Mr HI ME \ \ I } , 
1 80 years of age, an ve f age; and | I simply g¢ my 
find all through the ‘ that t M BROWN l m t ! 
they are carrying upon the rolls incompetent rks, notwitl he ht Dt ' lt 
tanding the provision of the bill last year, and this year they a1 Mr. HEMENWAY. Ishall be glad 1 so, W 
nued to be carried on the rolls as clerks, {the Hou I if w ld late t 
[ simply call the attention of the House to that fact, for I be et out of se Departments the inco1 tent clerk 
ve there ought to be a remedy: and unless there is a remedy f increasing salaries | t es 
applic 1, the number of incompetent clerks will increase year by | creased to the extent of 1 l ; 
ear until we shall have what will in fact be a great civil pension Id sire especially t ill attent t ry 1 reated and 
i] in th e Departm nts of the Government. every salary increased. Themembers of enod 
We have continued for another year the temporary clerks pro- | Stand that some otf 1 ns in 1 l may | to 
vided for in previous sessions of Congress. It was recommended | points of orcet While w leve That In every 1n r 
that a number of these clerks be taken up and placed on the per- | the bill incre i Salary or crea a new office thi t 
manent list; but the Committee on Appropriations, after giving | Committee was right wit re to the eflicier the se 
this matter careful consideration, do not believe that at this time | and in view of the add ! work W these emplove: \ 


any number of these temporary clerks should be placed on the | perform—while we believe that these provisions ought t 1 
permanent list. The condition of work now in the Departments | the bill, I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
is such that a not believe they can determine at this time as | Some of these provisions may be taken out pol rder. 

to the number of clerks that ought to be made permanent, so0 we The committee, in reporting this bill, have undert .inther 
have provided that the temporary force be carried for another port furnished, to 
year. that are proposed ade, 8 rat he iy clear] 

* We find after careful investigation that itis absolutely necessary | Whatthe committee have done. We have undertaken t 
that this force be continued. Mr. Scofield, the chief clerk of the | the House complete informa , y coin 
War Department, in reply to a question whether or not the whole | Which is brief, covering only some ¥1 pages, men 
te onaee force would be - ded, said that it was absolutely nec- | tain all the changes proposed to be mad t 

sary that this force should be continued. The Auditor of the | hundred-odd pages. 
War Department makes a similar statement, and numerous other We have placed upon the bill some limitations to which 


entlemen state on this point that it is absolutely necessary that | to call attention. 

this temporary force be continued another year. Mr. STEELE. Iwish tocorrect a wrong inference w ! { 
Mr. STEELE, I would like to ask my colleague a question, | be drawn from a remark which I madea while ago. When | 

vith his consent. my question to the gentleman I was under the impres 1 that 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. was talking about the Navy Department instead of the War D 
Mr. STEELE. I should like to know whether the heads of these | partment. In my judgment we have now in the War Depart- 

Departments make any | recommendations with respect to the | ment the most competent Auditor that we have had there in th 
le ‘ad wood,” which the gentleman has spoken of as now being | last thirty years. 


re? Mr. HEMENWAY. I agree with the gentleman. I bel 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no desire to involve this House in | that all members who have had dealings with the Auditor of t 





1 discussion of the civil-cervice laws, but I will say that there are | War Department will certify that he is one of the most competent 
recommendations from these ofticers of the Departments, , men who have ever occupied that position. 

Among others is one from the Auditor for the War Department, Now, as to the limitations upon the bill, beginning on page 5, it 

) gives his opinion in the following letter: will be observed that in connection with the Capitol p I 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. it is provided that the captain and lieutenant shall be 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, jointly by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Ser 

NTLEMEN: Ret ly ng t ur persor al scene eed . aaa a i ; = “ATMOS | f the H were : : R - 7 : . am : wee = xe a } 
Wzes and efficien y of the clerks in this department, I r port as foll the privates and watchmen, one-half of those men he se i 





4. | by the Sergeant- at Arms of the Senate and one-half 
ween | geant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives; and t 
cers, rage watchmen of the ¢ 





= = : 
.) clerks and laborers on the roll. Of these, 15 are between 45 an 
ween 50 and 55: im between i and 6); 40) betwee! i . d 
170; 9 between 70 and Si); 2 al e 80; total, 188 over 





































» HO ve of ag Of thes esol ntheir p 1e 
t {= arenwed frees the at o1 at onvete ead | On duty, wear the regulation unif rin. 
ve the opposi m Cor ul unt Heretofore this force has been selected by rd 
: wae 7? so great tl! eis n one » dis- the Are] itect of the Capit yl, the Se reeant-at-Ar} 
rged upon the charge of ine y aia we : oa nr aie 
. replying to your inquiry as to n y opinion regarding civil service as and the Serge int-at-Arms of the rouse. The col 
ipplied to the Departments, the above figures would seem to me to in- | that this force ought to be eq ulivd ied between f 
te all — one coul dargue ee | the poop erg byw - a rf te | the Senate, and for that reason we put on that 
of such ages indefinitely he usual reply that 1s made to this it | , ey ; ‘ 7a nrovide for von? 
upon the executive head to dismiss for cause—will not answer. The | You will notice that we provid ‘ 
vidence of this is the condition that exists. It is almost impossible to | at the Executive Mansion. I think there is n u 
fer sp py — ss people as will make a cause for dismissal, | that provision ou; cht t on. 
»w of the fact that usually their experience makes them correct, even y 
igh the amount of work they turn ( tt is not more than one-half or one- | We provide further- 
rd the quantity that should be disposed of by a clerk drawing the com That the ¢ missioner of I 
pensation they do. The rules for promotion from one salary to another are | collectors I 
1 that a high-school scholar will stand better examinations for promotion r 
erks with years of experie nee and wh »yhave proved themselves highly 
competent in the work they are doing, so that the « juestion of efficiency in | < 
y rk performed bears very li ttle » upon the right to increase of pay, and 
t heory advanced by civil service—that merit in the service is re ognized 
by } motion—does not follow. | i f P 
there are in the service to-day hundreds of clerks who makeita prof fes- | g ! ‘ 
nal business of posting up on rudimental education, so as to be able to | e Ser f “ 
sa high average on the examinations provided for.and whoare not worth | S I ‘ 
ything at all to the public service, as they are indolent, careless in - eir igers, and s 
, and a hindrance to others in their work, and the « li ited are r 
exceptions. I believe that some amendments must be de to as ivil and é 






| 

| 

rvice laws to correct these evils, as well as to reduce the average age of |: id ir 1 ‘thé 
ployees in the service. You look at my roll and charge me with having member of distric 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is there a like 
tency in all the other Departments? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In the General Land Office the Commi 
sioner, Mr. Hermann, estimates that 40 out of 400 are 


tent. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is 10 per cent. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Thatis 10 per cent. Here are two y 
whom I have selected from the list—the A 


percentage of incom; 


incom} 


competent officials 
en for the War Department and the Commissioner of the 
eral Land Office. Their estimates show 10 per cent of iepaines 
employees. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. And the chie fs of these various — pi 
ments make that admission in letters addressed to your c 
tee, do they? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
mittee or in letters. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
correct that evil? 

= HEMENWAY. 


Well, either in hearings before our « 
And do they confess their inability + 
They confess their inability to correct 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Under the operation of the civil-sery 
law are they not required to discharge incompetent men fro1 

1bile service? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. They are, but like all of us they a 
and while I have no desire to criticise Members of the 
or Senators of the United States, when a number of Senators 
Members of Congress come to ees gentlemen and insist that 
yee shall not be discharged, the gentleman can readily 


| derstand how difficult it is. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill reported by the gentlema1 
ries an appropriation for the payment of these incomp eter 
ployees, I presume? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It certainly does, because the commit 
has no way of ascertaining who these persons are. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And no power to discharge them, 
course: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No power to discharge, and we are si1 
bringing this fact before the House that they may understand 
conditions. The Committee on Appropriations, by inserting 
provisions found in section 4, on page 124 of the bill, has u1 
taken, py repeating what is now the law, to call attention t 
condition and to bring about the discharge of these incomp« 


| employees. 


1d ex] es ir 
‘T ruling of the Comp- 
| d » is appointed Eo ome alate t 
» fol up a case and work in another district 
paid pro rata out of the different dis tricts This 
j provides for |} pay! from the district where he is 
land where he starts to pursue his w rk, and has 1 een 
min the p v1 nt ion of the Comptroller 
i asury 
r pr n « ection with the appropriation for 
| buildin nd grou n the city of Washington is as 
for i 1 ur r public buildings and 
i : lout of ther nues of the District 
( 
7 : of these little parks around the city, and | 
L were of 1 ypinion that one-half of the expen 
( { rne by t l rict of Columbia. 
Ir. MUDD. What is the amount? 
ir. HE MENWAY. Twenty-seven thousand one hundred and 
This } 1 passed the House at the last session | 
f ¢ I , but 1 tricken out in the Senati 
DD. Wher that provision to which you have re- 
EMENWAY It is on page 6 of the report. It is the 
! ( el Bingham, in charge of the public grounds of 
prov n is just and ought to be carried on the | 
We und t this time to take _ t place on the perma- 
nent ¢ ees under the Secretary of the Navy who are 
pa 1] priations for increase of the Navy and other ap- 
propriations, but we found it almost impossible at this time, with | 
ynew ships being constructed, totake up all the employees 
} ice them on the legislative bill and provide for them spe- 
So in order that Congress be informed as to the num- 
ployed by the Secretary of the Navy and the salaries paid 
we put this provision on the bill: 
be tl y of the S« tary of the Navy to submi 
| for al year 14/2, and an: l reaf 
t wn ft : the Navy D In i i 
ir r< SD yed di g the ] i 
1 eacn der appro} it ror 
Ani ol ne approjy t 
Phis will give tothe memb of Congress a statement showing | 
the number employed and the salaries paid. 
W » put provision in connection ie 1 the appropria- 
tion for draftsmen, engineers, and others in the Hydrogr: iphic 


Mr. SHATTUC. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentle: 
from Ohio. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
of the bill: 

That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and } 
employed in the public serv » shall not be available for the comps 
any persons permanently incapacitated for performing such servic: 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ww here is that provision to be fou 
Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘That is on page 124 of the bill. Th 


In just a moment. I will read sect 







| mittee seeks by this provision to call attention to what is nov 


O in the Navy Department, as follows: 
ther fund apy riated shall t sed in pe t for such or simi 
nt Hyd rap! Offic 
i also the following: 
7 hall be in red or authorized for personal services or | 
under the Hydrograp Office during the fiscal year 1901 except 
1 ( ippropriatior nder the Navy Departmentor under 
that may be made for printing and binding. 
Ileretofore in the Hydrographic Office they have been paying fo 


law, and thereby to prevent the payment, out of sums appr 


| ated by this bill, for the services of incompetent employees 


| 


pel il service out of general appropriations. Weundertook to , 
ippropriate in this bill a sufficient sum to pay for all the services 
n that office, and then to say that they shall not employ and pay 

L e out of the r general appropriation. 

Members of Congress will at once recognize the necessity f 
thi on. If f tho Hydrographic Office can take general appro- 
priations and employ indiscriminately such number of people as 
they e, then we have no way of ascertaining the number of 
people who are being employed in the Government service and 
the amount paid to each; and itis evidently the desire of Congress 
to lerstand at all times whoare being employed and how much 
they are being paid. And to avoid as far as possible the payment 
for personal service out of general appropriations, this provision 
| been put on the bill. 


I should like now to yield to the gentleman from Georgia [{ Mr. 


LIVING YN]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
takes his seat, I should like to ask him a question. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague 
for a question: 


ir. HEMENWAY. 


M I do. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


I should like to have a little more infor- 


gentlemen may stand here and talk about this during this s: 
of Congress and the coming session of Congress, and the in 
petent employees will stay in the Department. Ifthe head 
Department goes to a chief clerk and down the line to try to 
tain who are incompetent, I will say to you that he has a \ 
hard job, because they do not try to aid him in picking out 
incompetent employees. And why? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). Because they are th: 
gether, they have been there together for years; friendships | 
are just as they are here; and they are not going to try to g 
old incompetent fellow out that has been there for many } 
We have got to have some legislation upon this question — C1 
remedy this evil; and if we do not, it is going to keep on grow 
and growing until we are going to have a great civil pensi on 

Mr. SHATTUC, Is it not your opinion, if the heads of 
Departments should dismiss these men and put in the men t 
Congressmen and Senators recommend, that the Senato 
Congressmen would not ask them to keep these seller tid n 
ple? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no doubt that is correct, be: 
when you give them the right to employ another man they w 


| recommend co mpetent men. 


mation about the condition of the public service in the various | 
Departments. I would ask the gentleman if he knows or can ap- 
proximate the number of incompetent employeesin any one of the 
Departments? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ishouldsay thatin the Office of the Auditor 
for the War Department the statement shows that 10 per cent of 


the employees are—well, you might say, incompetent. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ten per cent? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Their efficiency is very low. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Would it not be better for spoilsmen t 
ommend men who would be competent rather than to kee} 
incompetent men in the way they are now being kept? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In reply to the gentleman’s quest 

‘an only say, with reference to this temporary force that has 
ons: loyed, it is admitted by those who favor civil service and 
at the heads of the different Departments that this tempora! 


} 
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»nlaced there within the last tw r three years, is a very fticials tl] 
nt force; that they are more competent than the force s 2» | 1 i 
‘ough the civil service. They are younger m n bet- | not g 1 I ha 
i for tl arti ar & V to V cht Val sslgne 1 t I Ww 
ng the line more efficient than t r ured throug i a it t 
service. ma yimenina t I 
I would like to ask the ger this ques- zreat ext | 
likely tha he Departments | ought to be som i 
nt mor » positions | MANN . Hast 
t d by members of Congress and Senators Ban iu as to the number 
: {Laughter 
. In reply to that, I will y| Mr. HE MEN W. . Wel not: w 
ome al cael ntment of any particular Veather Bureau; th a 
iof aman they want. If they want | Department, and goes to t ( I 
the gentleman, ‘‘ Will you furnish m Mr, SHATT Mr. G M 
they want an accountant you would not a he CHAIRMAN " \ 
xperience that Members of Cong 1 | from Indiana vi 
pportunity to furnish a particular kind of tif 1 M 
j Mr. HEMENWA Ll \ 
PEARRE. Would it not give the heads of the I | Mr. SHATTI I 
to exercise their discretion solely, wit ny wrong dire I 
[embers of Congress and+ tor Thes ie fr ter WI! ! 
ywing what the people want, we would | necessal ilways c OVE 
m than th heads of the Depart l I 


| 
me 
a 
bs 
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lf into trou ya l Is no < l | | 

bers of Congress and Senators would make his life a burden Mr. HEMENWAY I 
very short time. | of two of the ofticials. w 


CUMMINGS, I would like to ask the gentleman if thes per cent are inef 
n were incompetent when they entered the servic Mr. SHATTU‘ We t 


Mr. HEME NW AY. Ithinknot. Ihave noinformation except | of them. H ny emplc yee n t 





h as I get from the bureaus. ington under the G rhnien 
Mr. Cl UMMINGS. Then how did they become incompetent Mr. HEMENWAY 
er entering the service Mr. SHUATTU( All t 
Mr. HEMENWAY. B: $y old age and disease and the other or- | so that, according to the gentleman 
ry ways by which men become incompetent to perform duties | who are simply 1 g off the G n 


t they were pr¢ usly comp ent to discharge. Mr. HEME NW. Well, I 
fr. CU MMINGS. I am glad the gentleman has recommended Mr. SHATTU C ‘ands t,v 





n in regard to the estimates of the Navy Department. There | some old soldier who fought to maintain 1 
een a disposition th ere, even in the estimates this year, to | flag—a good man—to ta 
) such matters instead of specifying them. said that 1 


| 
Mi -P EARRE. What cama will there be that the heads of | Mr 
reaus or the Departments will ni t sin iply exercise the ir dis- | 
in reference ra their own incompetents rather than the at 
etents of a member of Congress? Mr, H 
1EMENWAY. x ne whatever. I want the ge — ( 
lerstand that Iam not suse’ sting aremedy. Iam simply 
the attention of the Ho » to the subject, so that they may | » Ni : he 1competent 
the matter out and : gest a rem dy. | Mr. ] EME} NW AY. We did at 
c Ir. MANN. Is nae entlen an from ™ liana prepared to state Mr. GILLETT of Massachusett 
how many incompetent clerks are now em] 1 in the | them? 
vernmy nt service in Washington? Mr. HEMENWAY. We succes 
M EME NWAY. I can give no more definite statement | ber. 
ae wand which came from two most efficient officers,| Mr. GILLETT of Massachusett Iv 
; estimated that about 10 per cent of the clerks under | not be wel I he bil 
» virtually incompetent; very low in efficiency. be applied to those specific in 
MANN. Does the gentleman believe that this provision in Mr. HEMENWAY, The gentleman m M 
will result in the discharge of that 10 per cent? see that reaching throu lthe Depa nt { 
HE MENWAY. Thesame provision was in the bili for the | im i , 
ear 1900, and it did not result in securing the discharge of | thé 
ompete nt clerks. ay l tts. 
. MANN. Does not the gentleman believe os one of the | impossible. i t be disa bl 
oe so many incompetent clerks is the desire to | t 1 
the proposition now pending for a civil per sion bill go} 
{ the House? diai 
HEME NWAY. Certainly not. Ido not think the gentle-| Mr. 
d that in view at all. They are both very honorable and| Mr. sachus 
tentmen. It was not volunteered information, but infor- | not this year upon the subcor 
asked for by the committee. although Ih: retofore been. Hehas m 
MANN. The information is ascertained from sources be- | have some interest in this question, and I 


U 
I 





the gentlemen who make the report? sion in the bill for this rent year. 1 
Mr, ] EME NWAY. Ishould like to say that for the last four | in chargeof the employees thr 
y the Subcommittee on Appropriations having in charge the | year thatthey hadalarge number 
tive appropriation bill have been trying to ascertain the | num! er of incompetents. Weena li 
r of inefficient clerks in the Departments. The gentleman | i! is it compulsory upon the .various D 
1 Massac husetts [ Mr. Moopy] required at one time the differ- | these men. What excuse have they 
ee s to give the ages of the clerks, their efficiency | year for not complying with the 


, and their employment, by which the comm 





- 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The pressur 








‘ain the number of inefficient clerks. bers of ¢ rress, as I I 

is brought about by the Secretary of the Treasury saying, | M W I think the gentl i 

two or three years ago, that he had arollof honor. We} the ‘ Liss r of Pensions when i 
ook to investigate that roll of honor, and we then ascer- | 14 Sena ind many Mem yf 

that all through these Departments were a great many | that an incompetent employee should 

ent clerks, and that they could not get them out. We ~p- tne] Bom fh right along is that when 1 


undertaking since then to get them out. and in the bill for | one of these » ipetent clerks, such 
put in the provisio n referred to, thinking by that to get | that 1tisa ost impossible t get the e1 
it. We have constantly urged upon the Department | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the 


5 








‘ a 3a + 
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Mr. e to ask the gentleman from Massachnu- | 
r,. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should be ogee to answer. 
fr. HEMENWAY. I yield for that purpx | 
CLARK of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman from Massa- 
hat 1 those people at the Departments give his 
minittee for not putting out those incompetents? 
MOODY Massachusetts. If I may be permitted to an- | 
r, | will say that the s ibe minittee of which I was a member }j 
made 17 y, and we found that the question of superannuation | 
was growing to beso serious a onein the Departments that the | 
Secretary of the Treasury. in order to preserve the efficiency of | 
the force in his Department, was undertaking to establish what, | 
in effect, was a pension roll. We drew a provision, which was | 
enacted by Congress, against the establishment of any such roll; | 
we made it mandatory upon the various heads of Departments to 
d arge their superannuated employees. They have not done | 
eo: they have defied the authority of Congress. | 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman think that | 
this provision will compel them to do so? | 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. This provision was in the bill | 
of last vear. | 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not this provision, that incompetent | 
amplovees shall not be paid? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; that was in the last bill. | 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes,sir. Theyaresimplydefy- | 
ine the authority of Congress asa body, upon the individual repre- 
entations of members of ( ‘ongress, Permit me to give an illus- 
tration right in my own committee. The Commissioner of Pen- 
iol told us the year before last that he would be better off if he 
ould charge 100 clerks; that the remaining 1,700 would do the 
work better if he were allowed to select those to be discharged | 
hit lf 





CLARK of Missouri. Why did he not do it? 

Mir. MOODY of Massachusetts. We suggested to him, ‘‘ Why 
do you not do it?” He had said, ‘* Let me select the clerks, and I 
will better the service in my office with a reduced force and save 

oney to the Government.” We told him that he must do it any- 
way. He undertook to do it, and the very first man who came to 
him to intercede in behalf of one of the number selected for dis- 
ch ’was a member of our subcommittee. I am not going to 
Bay + aaietiiiines more about that, except that I was not the member. 


AT. 
Vil 


Mr. HEMENWAY. And I was not. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That being the case, does not the 
gentleman think there _— to be established an age limit, on 


attaining which employees should be retired, just as there is an 


age limit in the Army and Navy? 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do. Although I believe in 
the present civil-service system, yet I will say that if we do not 


do something to meet this question of superannuation the service 
will break down. 

Mr. WACHTER. I should like to know if the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. HEMENWAyY] can inform us what percentage of 
these incompetent employees are females? 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. We have no information on that subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow 
me to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I supposed that I was through 
with the gentleman from Ohio on this question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
GROSVENOR, The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
ed that the Commissioner of Pensions has said that if he could 
nly discharge 100 clerks and fill the remaining places with persons 


ny 

iT 

ctat 
St 
1 


of his own selection he could thereby greatly benefit the service. 
Now, does not the gentleman admit that the Commissioner of 


Pensions can not do this under the beautiful, far-reaching admin- 
tration of the civil-service law; that where the removal of in- 
compe ate nt employees is desired there must be a trial before a sort 





of court. with a prescribed set of rules, to act upon each one of 
the se individual cases? 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. In answer to the gentleman 


from Ohio, I willsay that I believe the provision to which he refers 
but which I do not understand to go to the extent he describes, 
Was an unwise provision. But I do not understand that there is 
any difticulty in the way of the head of a Department discharging 
any of his subordinates if he will certify that they are incompetent. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Ts there not an Executive order forbidding | 
that identical thing being done? 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not so understand. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Was not such a provision inserted within | 
| 


a year upon the demand of the civil-service organization? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not so understand. I do | 
understand that a man can not be discharged except for cause | 
stated, and after an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very good; that is just what I said. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. But I venture to say thatif the 


| do it. 
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head of a Department, who is responsible for his work, undert 
to assert that the man is incompetent, that would be a sui 
reason for discharge. If that is not so,it is time Congress sh; 
<o to work and make it so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We know they should; but they wil] 
The idea of the gentleman from Massachusetts seems + 
that if the head of a Departme nt will only assert himself } 
repeal the order of the Executive forbidding him to do wh 
undertakes to do. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
matter at all. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, 
[Mr. Livingston]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I believe that there is no limitation 
the time; that each member obtaining the floor may occu 
time allowed under the rule. I give way to the gentleman 
Colorado [Mr. BELL}. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 
the remainder of his time? 

Mr. HEMENWAY.,. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr 
is recognized in his own right. 

Mr. BELL. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
LOR}. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I propose to yield any t ) 
which I may be entitled to my colleague [Mr. UNDERWo: 1 
will ask the Chair to recognize him at some later period in t 
when he may claim the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
LOR] announces that he desires to be recognized and to yi 
time to his colleague [Mr. UNDERWOOD], who will claim it ; 
recognized some time later in the day. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the bill unde: 
sideration in all particulars, and this morning I wish to « 

a question which, in my judgment, it is our duty to the Am: 
people to consider, relative to saving a leakage in the reve 
the Government. 

A few days ago the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr 
and myself got into a controversy here over the question 
posits in the national banks. I made the assertion that w la 
hundred million dollars of deposits of Government funds in thie 
national banks, and that these deposits had as complete an as 
well recognized a value on the market in every part of this 
try as have cotton, corn, wheat, or any other commodity. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], ever the defer 
of banks, whether right or wrong, insisted that these deposits 
were not profitable to the banks, and said that the fact that only 
69 out of 3,600 had qualified for this money was evidence that 
they were not profitable. 

Believing that my contention was right, and insisting that only 
the powerful banks got the benefit of this gift of the Govern 
I wrote to the State treasurers in the different States this 
Union and asked what they did with the funds belonging t 
State. 

Ihave had replies enough to show beyond question or any chance 
of controversy that the public deposits of this Government have 
as well defined a market value as corn, wheat, or cotton, and 
that value on daily balances is as well fixed in New York, in ! 
in Florida, in Minnesota, and every other part of this coun! 
any other commodity. 

1 insisted then—and these letters have but confirmed m 
ion—that the policy of this Government, of giving the de} st 
the national banks, offers a premium to the banks to preci) 4 
tightness in the money market or to precipitate a pani t 
more free money. 

Now, sir, I want to read to this House, and I want to ap) 
every individual member of this House, not asa Republic 
a Democrat, but as the agent of the public to criticise these re; orts 
from the different State treasurers and see what the States ! 
out of the money of the people deposited in the national b) 
the different State capitals. 

I will begin with the great State of New York, where, if 
isa plethora of money anywhere, you can put your fins 
there. I will now read from the reply of the State treas 
New York. In reply to my letter, the treasurer of the + 
New York says ‘‘that the State receives on deposit, sul 
check at any moment, 14 per cent per annum.’ 

Bear that in mind. In the State of New York, on th 


I do not so under 


$ 
stand 


Inow yield to the gentleman from (; 


gentleman from Indiana r 


| balances of the State fund, subject to check at any moment 
| receive 1} per cent per annum. 


The State treasurer of the State of Kansas writes that th: 


| a fund of $20,000 in a national bank in New York, subject 


checks, upon which that bank pays them 2 per cent on the “ay 
balances. 

The State treasurer of the State of Maine says that that >' 
obtains 2 per cent on their balances kept in banks in other St"; 
and very probably in New York. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. 

















t us see what they take on more permanent deposits. I | | < 
ther now m the trea the S N \ 
friends, that is what t State su New York 
S ! he tunads oL the State ¢ New \ : 
inswer 1s from the State or Pennsyly L. ! S- |, ' 
sme simply section 6, of the State s v l : 
State treasurer of Pennsylvania shall } » certain funds | 4). , : 
n banks, and those inks shall ma - Cl tee 
: : I \V ¢ 
without charge, and in addition to the Vices they ns 
v the State of Pennsylvania 14+ per cent per annum ont TInitad < ba 
ROCESS. zs amt ted — , on tit l 
tcome to the State of Michigan. The treasurer of that | 70.7 ., 4 ; 
wrote me on January 27, that he ae 
lis pri would 
est rate has been u ualh per n+ 3 t that wit + Y thora num ind the ther < a 
1897 and i888, the rates 1 r tox ‘ vive us s ),O00 m. 01 t 
tile a yea ) | 
treasurer of the State of Vermont wrote me on January 26 30,949 every day. 
: Now, it seems to me 3 
t 2 per cent is the rate of nterest 2 1 on the principala ints | of « ntroversy that t! : , ts ] a mar 1 
that State + itt } w he nestot ‘ 
January 23 the treasurer of Massachusetts wrote me this, | it having shown that i \ 
h I want you to hear $6,945 every day, that 1 t 
. 7 +; » } 2 } bne ; hours } i “ init oe y t l 
s ‘, I I i r I I nit y-three | to submit to t 
this drew 2} ] t ! ‘ s of $2,170,- | th ery: Isita more m the G 
I tispaid. | I tt 1 ‘ e tl sand llow thes nks ral } ’ } 
1una and ninety-eight dollars and forty-nine cents of active or , ae g { ¢ 
ng bank deposits, interest at 1; per cent is paid, on which we draw | pu in S . 
y day | da v h } ’ market I 
to 3 ‘J : : | as Well fixed as t value v ut 
hat isin Massachusetts. Taking this as the average of the | “ rj ead nan ee “oe : 
ir, makes $157,853.73 profit per annum on the public deposits | ae rig ad ; : 
the State of Massachusetts alone, and on only a little over u TT 000 ¥ 
100,000; while we had, or now have, in the different banks to- | whicl 2 a meme din : 
y probably one hundred and fifteen million to one hundred and eatiiiceel iia A 8. OA the +}, 
twenty million dollars. c. aaa area ae eee : 
Se ps ‘ : oecretal Ot il¢ reasury Lb 
[am sorry that our friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], who | 2 Oe Tr noi a 
} . ] . . : ’ out OF The reasury, as l ‘ 
eves that these deposits are valueless, is not in his seat when I oth ; ’ 
. . ‘ >| other. 
the statement that is given to me by the State treasurer of Pe lent McKin! } , ‘3 : 
7. : . ‘esident J niey si on the ! { I 
State of Connecticut, who says that ‘‘ deposits are made atthe | ,.° 5 03. cs y Said 
of 24 per cent, and that in the year 1899 the State received | ~~’ *“~~" 
$34,566.53 Interest on the State deposits.” That is what the State Nearly $59,000,000 
of Connecticut receives on the little deposit of that State. MOVEFHmen’ DONS & 
January 24 the treasurer of the State of Florida wrote: Just as is done to-day 
deposits, which are always subject to check, the State receives | and they are g : , 
nterest per annum, payable quarterly | t G 
On January 24 the treasurer of the State of Georgia wrote: Just what they are doing to-day with tl 
y and severely criticised Pre t Cleyv 
osit with our St depositories and receive interest on the same at eI J s 7 ver cere 
f 2 per cent annum to have $59,000,000 without cost, and at 
fo ye cent per annum . 7 
‘ 7 1 them to have a ty t 
On January 22 the treasurer of Maryland wrote: 2 | ici tae Bia. ; 
‘ - way ie was right the S y I i 
n such deposits 2 per cent is allowed by the banks on daily balances. ministrati yn and the last one ] ve,in1 ment, permitt 
eee: - ; ia nammoth bondho gand | n ileh 
On January 25 the treasurer of Kansas said that about $20,000 | ¢....) the people more than ah red 1 lat In 
of the funds of that State are kept in the National Bank of the | 4),, ..., eA ular loat R ' ; 
: oe > Naw VYVork ~ F ‘ avant ¢ . vie we is ee od ie = 
Republic, of New York, as fiscal agent, and that the bank pays | they were worth on the market from to 109; there was an abso 


: | 
to the State 2 per cent interest. l lute gift of from $12,000,000 to SIS . There is no contro- 
rhe secretary of state of Colorado on January 24 says: havsak 404 itan Barrie) lei he alan Inne 4 

| 


Ly > 


versy about 1t; the Danks KI W i i I YDOUY @is¢ 


W hen I speak of banks fleecing the } [ do not includ 


e been informed that 2} per cent on opena unts and 4 per cent on 
sits are the rates we get in this State. 





little banks scattered out through the « ry—this ] 
On January 24 the treasurer of Minnesota wrote: 1 1 
State is now getting on most of its deposits 3 per cent, making about 

rty thousand dollars per year 


overishes the 


the 69 of 





ILL} speaks here, the associat 





of this nation. fin 
the most nutritious food 


rhe treasurer of Wisconsin on January 26 wrote: ' 
a ee | bonds of the rebellion. They have put the interest lower that 


tate receives interest of very nearly $25, 








Not giving me the rate per cent. The statutes of Nebraska | bonds t than G1 
2 per cent the minimum charge for State deposits, but Mr, | ain ight. W B { ! 
informs me they get from 3 per cent to 4 per cent per an- | take the 2 in W rt I 
um on State and county funds. Missouri receives from 1} to | he can deposit it, take out of the Treasury dollar for 


per cent per annum, according to the report sent me. people’s money, gold, silver, or paper, ta 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will it disturb the gentleman to | the use of that money for nothing, and draw 
lement his statement about Missouri? We have a law out | his bond. Who would not buy then The 
in addition to that, which requires that the county court let | them under those conditions if they did not 
he county deposits to the highest bidder among the banks. | interest, as security merely. 
Mr. BELL. Yes. The same banks a few weeks rought a I n 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In my county the revenues run | New York, and not only made untold n yns out that 
hing over $100,000, and a year or two ago one of those banks | Friday, but they walked up and made 1 Governm 
) per cent for the average daily balance. more depositsfor nothing. TheG rnment had t 1} pea 
Mr. BELL. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for his | or was rather glad to buy it 
Statement. | In 1837 a great panic occurred in th untry on M: 
Mr CLARK of Missouri. And gave good bond for it. — banks in New Yo1 K a | suspend 
_ our. BELL. North Dakota. The treasurer of North Dakota in- | wreckage, ind yet Prof. W.G.$ 
formed me that they received 3 per cent on their deposits. | history of American currency thi 


4he Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report says $76,283,- |! big money out of the suspe1 





XXXII——113 








=) 


CONGRES 


SIONAL 


om 
— 
ae 











RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY | 














{ re there has been no panic since that time that | undisputed, that one of the present members of the Un 
1} the mar th instit ns in the East—have not Se nate has recently been employed and is now the couns 
n they do in normal tandard Oil Company? 
mall banks, they destro Mr -B ELL. Ido not believ H 
uid among thet s, | us liberty to discuss the conduc . 
t I l unstable fina name. 
Mr. GAINES. I have not given any name; is not that 
( Yr a ] tor I tat “d in t} @ press? 
‘ i \ n t Mr. BELL. I would say to the gentleman outsids 
‘ nned t Mr. GAINES. I say it here; it 1s so. 
i ( he ld this Congress ir. BELL. ‘I never knowingly transgress the rul 
| pa bill that would for ’ 
per day of its dues in rey dees it not behoove us to lay down all partisanship 
and which is being awarded to the | tigate impartially some of these business questions 
f irtment, i t to pol il favorites American people? Would it not be well for us to 
ri get the benefit « t larges again our conduct made by no inconsider 
| t United Stat ( to f the people and coming from most elevated source 
( them y would not have the influ il parties, ‘and analyze for = pcsser anlbeteeapir -see wh 
( ing, and ‘‘see ourselves,’ possible, ‘‘as others see u 
uly divided among 3,600 | there not be some truth in eal d adage that where 
\ \ while if has recently been | much smoke there must be at least a little fire? Sh 
t y Bank of New York take up this great bank trust and see why we should 
nce of mtwenty totwenty-nine millions, | our $100,000,000 de] when our people at home ar 
l only stribute to three banks the $100,- | large revenues from their deposits of public funds? If ] 
va il City Bank of Ni w York were given thirty setts had those $100,000,000 in her State treasury, she y 
( ibe reached. If it got five millions, | lec tween two and three million dollars per annum o 
hed. The whole system tends to | dé posit. 
id the ordinary banks weaker. | Now, sir, I say that a sare no two sides to this pro 
r. Walker Hill, president of the American | that there is in this House a favoritism toward th : 
1 “an interview is reported to have said: | tutions—a favoritism wheich permits them to plunder 
profit of one-half of 1 per cent per month, or | Treasury: and every part of the history of this Governm 
m, on free deposit That was said | lishes it beyond question. 
if the d intention of thisGovernment You may go to the Tre easury Department of the Unit 
val City | New York forty millions of the | and let it have a dealing with an individual, an ordinary 
| aid it was really worth this to the banks, altho igh | or laborer, and it will figure for untold hours to disall 
pay to 3 per cent—6 per ci nt per annum, "the | conk Gab dees make me within the red tape of that or; 
tement,” said he, ‘‘shows that the National City Bank of | Yet it gives to the banks the free use of a hundred million: 
N York had $15,000,000 of those deposits,” worth $780,000 per | worth ni arly $7,000 per day—a value established as c 
| as the value of the « ther commodities that are on exchar 
e are t ( president of the Banking Association “ [t offers a premium to these banks to wreck the mark 
the United States in their row over the division of these free wh en the great banker of New York brought on that m 
that t leposit hat bank before this renewed deposit | ‘‘ Black Friday” he got a great premium for it. He 
wa th to the ba $780,000 per annum, or a profit of $2,126 | coffe ers filled with public money in order that he might 
per day, quite a har m ft to the richest and most powerful | people breathe. We had such a proceeding in the days 
al ntl ncial organization in the United States. The |son. We had the old Bank of the United States standir 
s ( vided among the 1 ks are worth to them $6,000,000 | an d insisting that unless its charter was renewed it ney 
por nun lake the $76,283,625.30 in the banks at the end of the | loan money to the ae it would not pay out the $40,( 
last fiscal year as the amount of money in the banks at that time, Gove rnment funds; t would not pay out the money ne 
thirteen millions let to the National City Bank of New York out | m the pensions; it would throttle the Governmen 
ft and treating the other banks as liberally, 6 banks would | Congress legislated to suit it. Jackson said, ‘* Before t] 
consume the entire deposit, and th 594 other national banks tution n gets bigger than the Government, let us throttle it. 
v l get nothing. Congress did throttle it. We have now a banking pow 
A State banks, it isan absoluteinjury toandadiscrimina- | is bigger than the Government; it dominates the Gov 
st those banks. It has a tendency to destroy and drive | there is no doubt about it; and I am sorry to say that inn 
out of existence your State eatibationn. It appears that, from the j ment five-sixths of the men who represent the people are i 
tement of om » gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], only | in some kind of banking. Ido not say that they can n 
},600 of these institutions call for these deposits. terested and be impartial, as but few of the banks get th: 
it seen nat »me that if these flagrant evils goon much longer | favors. But the men in the country and the smaller t 
many of our constituents, who ae that instead of their rep- | injured by these great favors given to the great central | 
I tives ré anal ng a public office as a public trust they regard As for me, I feel that we are plundering the people of 1 
it 2 n the nature of a private opportunity ¢ > serve some great | sum of $6,945. Giving the banks the benefit of every d 
that boosts this ¢ r the other political party, will certainly | taking the lowest estimate from every part of the count 
ipported in their position by the proof, striking an average, the above sum is obtained, Ido1 
Do not these flagrant wrongs justify the criticisms that are being | but that they could get from eight to ten million dollar 





hrown far and near from every qi 
y at the other end of this Capitol? 


Ww York University 


irter upo n this body and the 
A few days ago the chan- 
Law Sc hool, while deploring 





r of the Neé 


ikness and our failur t ) represent the people, said that the 

nte tof oure untry in the great rivalry between corporations 
the Government 1s coming; and where but from among the 
will ng the advocates of the people's rights? Hewas 





howing that the membership of this House was composed princi- 
pally of the 1 itives of the great sordid interests and not 
f the American ] le 

A few days ago I noticed in a leading text-book in general use 
in 01 the colleges of this ¢ itement that thisis a time 


tovernment without statesman- 
s being taught to our children 
great capit ul city « f the nation 








‘ ro, the day 1 efore yest rday, 
ity in the Uni ited States, welcom- 
iblage in that city, said that one 
ud bec me a gathering of the 





id that a few years more 
ymndition. 
, or at least is it not 


od to the eam c 


i. it. not a fact stated and 


saw fit, but the Government and the Treasury Department 
has been run so long by the banks, allow the banks th 
leges without money and without price. 

oa one I never expect to stop talking of these great fa 

' the flagrant neglect of duty of our Representatives wm 
treat these great institutions just as they treat the indivi 
zens of the United States, 

I now yield the balance 
nessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I take the present opportu 
submit a few remarks on the e question of pensions and t 

effects which our overgenerous pension legislation is hav 
the country, or at least some p arts of it. 

From the report of the Secretary of the Interior it apt 
there have been paid out on account of pensions and ex] 
cident to the execution of pension laws, from 1866 to 
enormous sum of §$2,469,751,366, a sum so vast as to tax th 
ers of the mind to comprehend its magnitude. 

The number of pensioners on the rolls in 1866 was 126,722. 
number on the rolls in 1899 was 991,519. The amount | 
account of pensions for 1866 was $15,450,549.88. The 
paid on account of pensions for the year 1899 was $138, 390, U0~.d03 


of my time to the gentleman fr 
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Qn co ( on \ 1 these 8 Nou ern re¢ 
t r the greater the num 
\I 1 s Infantr lled a 5 1 
3 Volun r Cavalry, killed, 15; wounded, 76 
} York Infan killed, 1 wounded, 4 
i pensi 
t yf i |i try, killed, nor wounded 
l for ons, 410 
. M 1 infantry, | 1, no wounded, n 
ne; 1 n applications I pensions, 610. 
In ‘I Mich Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; 
m oO r pensions, 45%). 
{ | n Infantry, killed, none; wounded, 
! ! e: app is for pensions, 535 
In—E Qhio Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; missing, | 
! itions for per ns, 487. 
e, Mr. Chairman, that the fewer the casualties in these 
N rn. ments th iter the number of pension applica- | 
tior ased upon causes of alleged service origin. 
| ires and tables are all official, all coming from the | 
Bn iu Pensions. 
th eight Northern regiments had the following number of | 
men enlisted and mustered out. 
regiments referred to are as follows: | 
| 
R ‘ th at 
rout. | 
fassa : Infantry 943 S41 | 
5 \ eer Cavalry 237 1,137 
e t y Ve I fant ] 164 
In 859 
M i I antry | 1,197 
M Infantr 1,20 
th M int | 1,1 
PETRIE sc ccckae dunknwntiinnk wana 1.2 
rom the above table it will be seen that the First District of 
Columbia Infant try had officers and men all told at highest point 
only 990,and 859 at muster out. The applications for pensions in | 
this regiment that never had aman killed or wounded is the mod- 
est nuinber of 419, or a number nearly equal to one-half the full 
strength of the regiment. 
Now let us look at the Ninth Massachusetts Infantry. Full 
strength of regiment, 1,554; at muster out, 1,197, with not a man | 
killed or wounded or reported as having died; yet the applications | 
for pensions are the insignific ant number of 645, lacking only 116 
applications of being equal to all the applications filed by the en- | 
tire S southern regiments. 
Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
. SIMS. Yes. 
Mr. GAINES. On what ground do these men, where there have | 
been none killed or wounded, base these applications for pensions? 
Mr. SIMS. That is a question which I want the House to an- | 
wer. This regiment had about six months’ service and now makes | 
ay itions for pensions based on alleged causes of service origin, | 


in number exceeding one-half of its full strength at date of muster 
out and lacking only 27 applications of being equal to half of the 
full strength of the regiment at any time. If this regiment had 
remained in the service another six months and had not been in a 


single battle or skirmish, the whole regiment would have been | 
disal : d and applicants for pensions, reasoning from the record | 
they have made for the six months they did serve. 


Mr C hairman, if the Ninth Massachusetts Infantry is any cri- 
terion by which we may weigh the value of the services of volun- 
teers from that State, it will be better not to ask for volunteers 
from that State in any future wars we may have. It must becer- 
tain that if these applications for pensions are honest and based 
upon honest causes of service origin, this volunteer regiment 
Ww ve cost this Government more money for its six months’ service } 
than any regiment of the Regular Army will cost the Govern- | 
mi a: including full term of service, retirement pay, and pen- 
sions. Those who advocate a larger standing Regular Army can 
certainly find much to strengthen their position from the records 
of these 8 Northern regiments. 

Mr. Chairman, I now turn from this regiment of hardy New 
Englanders to the Thirty-fourth Michigan Infantry V olunteers. 
Th ‘record of that regiment is none killed, none w ounded, none 
missing, and no deaths, with applications for pensions, 5385. The 
full strength = this regiment Ww as 1,334, and at muster out 1,198, 
— wing applications for pensions, less 64, equal to one-half the 
strength of the regimentat muster out. I donot know the length 
of service of this ré egin ent, but suppose it was about like that of | 
the other volunteer regiments that did not go to the Philippines, 
about six ate 





| cations t 


| applications to each death; 
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In case of the 23 regiments of the Regular Army, set « 
first tab tbove exhil l, it must be remembered tft] 
have been in t sery rsince April, 1898, and are st 
; active service, and that the applications for pensions from 
egiments of the Regula AArny cover the whole period of 
service since ril, 1808 ile the whole period of sery 





S volunteer re iments 
and that they 5 ve be 

twithstanding this, 

se S Northern regiment 
23 Rezular Army regiment 
Mr. Chairman, I now ite 
parison of the 8 volunteer regiments from thx 
in one of the above table S} aa it must be remembered 1 
First Kentucky served in Puerto seOG 0: and that the First Ts 


fr m the 
out of 
he 


North was only : 
the service for a lon 
annplic 


? 
il 


that ‘ations for pensi 


the ] 


> South e1 





+ ‘ 
1ciON O1 


com 


served in the Phi lippines from October 350, 1898, to Nove: 
1899—more than one year. 
The First Alabama, full strength, 1,651; deaths, 16: 


tions for pensions, 71; or 1 application of every 23 men, « 
cations to each death in the regiment. 


i 


The First Georgia, full strength, 1,531; deaths, 11; appli 
| for pensions, 65, being 1 application to every 204 men, or 


» each death. 
29 OR. 


The First Kentucky, full strength, 1,334; deaths, 2 
tions for pensions, 122, being 1 application to each 10 men, 
numbers, or 44 applications to each death. 

The First Mississippi, full strength, 1,141; deaths, 
cations, 66, being above 1 application for each 20 men a 
2! applications to each death. 

First South Carolina, full strength, 1,359; 


The 
plications, 110, 


deat] 
being about 1 application for each 12» 1 


| 61 applications for each death, 


The First Tennessee, 
tions 


full strength, 2,026; deaths, 
{, being 1 application to about every 12 men, or 

andit must not be overlooked 
First Tennessee served nearly eighteen months, and m 
one year of this service was in the Tropics. 

The Second Tennessee, full strength, 1,419; deaths, 15: 
tions, 93, being 1 application to every 15} men, or about t 
applications to each death. 

The First Texas, full strength, 1,397; deaths, 15; appl 
60: being 1 application to 23 men, or 4 applications to eac 

Iinvite the careful attention of the members of this I! 
these comparisons; and tell me what are the lessons to | « 
from them. Would any member of this House conside1 
honor to be on a pension roll made up from such applicat 
those from the 8 Northern regiments? 

Mr. Chairman, I have not selected these 16 regiments 
view of proving my contention. I am fully satisfied that 
records of all the volunteer regiments that served in 
with Spain were examined and compared the same result 
found to be true; that there are from five to ten times 
applications for pensions in proportion to length of s 
strength of regiments, and casualties in the Northern 1 
as wiil be found in the Southern regiments, 

There is but one general cause thatcan be assigned for t! 
and astounding difference in the number of pension apy! 
from the North and from the South. It must be due t 
and generally prevailing depraved, debauched, and « 
public sentiment that exists throughout the North and ¢ 
exist throughout the South, due to education and environ 

In the North the people have been taught that it is rig ht t 
sist private enterprise by so adjusting taxation as to fa\ 
at the expense of others, called, to hide its deformity and u 
protection. 

In the North the people have been taught that it is right 
ate great banking monopolies by means of friendly legis!a to 
the national and unfriendly legislation to State banks. 

In the North the people have been taught that it is right t 
down one-half the redemption money of the people in order 
crease the values of the fixed incomes of the wealthy at 
pense of the poor and the wage-earner. 

In the North the people have been taught that it is rig 
the productions of the Southern cotton grower out of ex1 
ander to enhance the value of the products of the Seether n 
men. 

In the North the people have been taught that it is right t 
subsidies to millionaire shipowners by taking taxes wrung 
the people and giving tothem, simply because they have t! 
to do so. 

In the North the people have been taught that the objec 
purposes of government are not the greatest good to the z 
number of the whole people, but the greatest number ol! S| 
favors and exclusive privileges to the favored classes at th 
pense of the masses. 

— the North the people have been taught that it is right 

e legislation having for its sole objec *t the benefit ot ce 


26; 
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- pee ee poe — aecnckaaals saci j 
business, certain classes of people, and certain sections control of the | mis er 
mon country. 8 rts as i a I 3 rot 
wny surprise, then. that the brave young) mthe North | granting of pensior i 
itely volunteered to go and fight Spain, to liberate her op- | officers of the law 
i d subjects, are not restrained by the same | mine that the ap n is 
it comes to thrusting their hands into the | der the very laws 
taxpayers and 1 t their hard N rel I 
by means of fraudulent and s I his House, as ! 
. Chairman, I hope and pray that such a state of things may | wl — n bills w 
prevail in my own bel Ls y South. But causes | and1 ited] rnize t 
ce like effects, and I suppos e people of the South can 1 Mr. Tal BI who desired tf 
d by subjecting them to the same causes that have de- | from South Carolina had as I 
i the people of the Nortl ber of the House, and was arbitrat 
far better that no pensions be paid than that our national | his rights while two bills granting private 
lof morality should be reduced, than that our national | amendments, wet nd t t 
r should be degraded. As far as the South is concerned, | action of the Chair was loudly applauded R 
» you of the oeraaees ur money, but let usof theSouth To such an extent | per 
r good name. Wecan afford to be poor, but we cat t | rush these p1 ills 2 
» I orru} | tional rights m t H 
Ir. Chairman, it is high time that a se1 Ss cons ation of | and trampled uy wi ma : 1 
nsion evil be undertaken. We must throttle it, or it will | the outra 
tle us. If the South were to-day in the same condition in} Mr. Cha in, Wl - 
h the North finds herself, no man can conjecture what would | member re ed recognit ( \\ t 
he result a private billof any other cha l have no knov 
Gentlemen on this floor are afraid to give expression to their | such aninstance. L thi t of last Frida ‘ 
est sentiments for fear they may be misunderstood, for ieee session, wien between thin rty pl 
y may lose a few votes at home or cause their party to lose | passed, and w me where a sit t was read 
tes somewhere. made in explanation of the ( t th 
Mr. Chairman, securing votes by voting money out of the | manded by a Southern De ! 
isury into the pockets of certain individuals or certain classes | = From wher s the money th w t 
securing votes by bribery, nothing more nor less. The same | Increasing pension burden? It 1 
unt of money paid to the same individuals by candidates or | t] s of t ti 
irty campaign committees would secure the same votes and | poor lasses us SVs 
ould be nothing less than bribery. | Classes consume 1 t 


Whenever the voters of this country cast their ballots with an Why not join wit 


e single to the amount of money they are tos cure, either from | this pension burd I I ) 
lividuals, corporations, campaign committees, or from favor-{ bearit and who are 1 d 
le legislation, then has = country reached that stage of de- | tion of our soldier 
hery and corruption which is the sure forerunner and pre- Tam willing that an in t 
er of re volutien andl Gea ‘uction. | payment of pensions, t Lord 
| make the assertion that there is not in this broad land of ours | mand for payment of pensions incr 3 Ol reas I 
single volunteer soldier who served in the war with Spain who | believe an income t ist al 
has not received numerous letters from sundry and divers pension | Government purposes, yet, situated as we are, I am v 
ittorneys inviting an l suggesting the filing of applications for compromise and take no more revenue from t] ree t 
pensions and making suggestions as to what was necessary to be | be sufficient to pay pensions. This woul 
in order to secure a pension, and; inuating and suggesting | relief te the people. But our Republican f1 
the thought of procuring a pension, right or wrong, and inclosing | If they favor an income tax, t l 
nks for applic “ations. Such wi oh as this bears an abundant | their campaign funds; if they d d ut 
f evil fruit, resulting in the debauching and corrupting of | want, they will lose their vot nd so tl t 
otherwise worthy and honored fellow-citizens of ours, | both by giving liberal pensions to rs an llecting 
hy are the applications for pensions frot 1 the Regular Army | taxes with which to pay those pen is from the] ( l 
few in comparison with those of the volunteer regiments? The | of the country. 
ents of the Regular Army are engaged ina much moreardu- | Mr. Chairman, all these evils are the les e ou 
m | perilous service than the \ volunteers, and yet applications | logical results of using the taxing ] this ( 
‘ynsions from this source are not one-thirs twhi ut they are from | other than strictly Government pur] 
volunteer regiments of the North. The 1 eouona are plain. Just so long as the rn} 
In the first place, they are not subjected to the corrupting and | private ends, to serve the A r gree p 
lebauching lafieene es of the pension attorneys and art » subj ct to} will we be cursed with th ind r ¢ 
examination of competent Army surgeons. | At this very moment re pending in this 
rhe organized pension grabbers have a great weight in politics, | civilian employ yees of the Government after t hay 
they never fail to use it. Just let an executive officer try to | certain period of time or1 
ite the laws and hold down the pension frauds anda howl} No sooner is such am 1 
goes up from that class, many of whom are members of that champions its cau I d rece! t 
lreasury-fed, Treasury-fattened organization called the Grand | Times: 
, of the Republic. No sooner do the Grand reget ana A 
‘meeting than these same pension attorneys set up a how! | Mr. | 
nst the offending officer and go to work to have him removed. } ; 
has been the case wi a the present Commissioner of Pen- | 
So permeating and far-reaching is this baneful influence | 
Democrats in the North, in many instances, are as bad or | i ; 
V than Republicans. It seems that in that section of the 
ry where the pension crop exceeds almost any ot = our : 
money supply Republicans, Democrats, and Popul a ull over iia aan 
other in their efforts to execute the will i ona Wi f this} All b 
y of pensioners. e—tl 
. Chairman, it has almost reached that stage on this floor | © ad acai a 
t n considering a pension bills the fact that the ben: «| while in t 
I of the private bill has been rejected at the Bureau is} ection cat 
isufficient excuse for the passage of the bill. No lor ger | We who have had an op] I 
( st Friday night a bill was passed where the examining | sands of people are anxiou ( 
: —s the Pension Bureau had certified that there was no | ernment positio1 the « 
e that the injury complained of was of service origin. It | civil list who does not s¢ s 
e th “ the one-sid led ex pa irte statements of some physicians | pay is good, far better than the avet ! 
’ friends and neighbors of the soldier stated that ey believed | character. Then pray tell me wl ( i 
nj 7 to be of service origin, and a distingui ah ed mi = r | ployees be pensioned at 75 1 
: Indiana, for whom I have the highest regard, charged t | pensation paid them at 


irgeons of the Pension Bureau were under the a fluence no a | served acertain length of tin r 
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i f wo hundred and fifty | Mr. HEMENWA The time to be controlled by th 
3 are supposed to | man from Gx d mysel! 
sery and are The SPE AKER. Unani1 consent is also asked 
my] time be equally divided between the ntleman from G 
r or 1 rm | Livi N| and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hi 
WwW! tis Mr. PIERC!] Per i object 
I The SPEA R nisi 
( M EMED A M { e that 
f int Commi ( W for the f 
n < t} le oj Ltive ! | 
f { Ve i i mm ) Wa if 
L vel mel \ ‘a , the Ho I 1 i f into the Con 
th untr { \ le H he Union, for tl l 
{ l sideration of the leg itl tive 1 jud il ap 
l mn t bill. w Mr. 8: ) ir 
Ww 7 } to its . ; i Ww rec } 
( lready ha TON, Mr. Cha an, before I pr 1, J 
! it s Hou the minute tl »Tne ntien {ro ‘a 
i sing to grat FITZGERALD]. 
é FITZGERALD Massachusetts. Mr. Chairm 
” i ind a terrorizer of | amazed at the unjustifiable attack which the gentle: 
| 1001 | Missonri who has just t seat has made upon the] 
Sou 1 House, who are | ple of this country. [1 with a great deal of inter 
it he ] vate for a seat in this | praise of the German character and what the people of 
1 d of this evil and by determined and long- | had done toward the development of this nation. I join 
it out m l n predict to what ruinous | in everything he has said in praise of these people who | 
Speaking ‘myself, 1 most sole nade dekare | 30 much in all periods of the development of the count 
1 mored with a seat this body I shall never | common good. I can not, however, understand his r 
i ie best efforts of which, in my weakness, I am | upon the Irish people, and [ hurl the charge back in 
l id utterly destroy this monster of evil, and I | when he says that ** while the Germans are always found 
the South who have the courage of | ing the Government, the Irish are always against it.” J 
t Ll by mein t it. {Applause. | |} ment which hehas given utterance to seems to have been 
1. Mr, Chairman, reserving the balance of my time, | itated and can not be excused on the ground of thought 
| y yield thirty minu to t gentleman from Missouri } orany other cause, because the speech which he has ju 
BA | was read from manuscript. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT addressed the « eset Appendix. ] | The meml ers of this House know full well the absurdit 
, . . ei : / | statement which the gentleman has made, and were it n 
When Mr. B time had expired, but before he had | fact that it would be criminal to let a charge like this ¢ 
ncluded his remarks, the following proceedings took place: lenged while there was a single individual in the Hou 
Mr. HEMENWAY [ ask unanimous consent that the gentle- | drop of Irish blood in his veins I would not dignify his st: 
uy be extended ten minut | by answering. 
| HAIRMAN i entleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN-} I would inform the gentleman from Missouri that fro1 
WAY] can yield to tl entleman from Missouri a part of his own | ception of the Government until the present time in ev 
time if he desir | of trial or peril the Government has found the man of Iri 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihave only about ten minut and Irish extraction always in the vanguard in the defens 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-| honor and glory of the Government. Does the gentle1 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri be | they are always found against the Government? 
vide ed ten minutes. Is there objection? | Why, Mr. Chairman, of the fifty-six signers of the D 
Mr. BRENTON. Will that come of the general time? | of Independence nine were of the Irish race. All through th 
Th C HAIRMAN, It must come out of the general time. | eventful years of the Revolution you will find a very larg: 
Mr. CANNON. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the! tion of Celticnames on the military and naval rolls of th 
MI +4 ‘ 


ntieman tron 
HAIRM AN. 
rentlem 


The gentlema 


n from Illinois is recognized, 


id yields to the an from Missouri 

‘ir. BARTHOLDT resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Imove that the committee do now rise. 

Mr EN’ rON. Mr, Chairman, I hope that motion will not be 
\ 1 t! ime, 

Mr. EME N W FAY, I willsay to the ge ntleman from Missouri | 
h e have agreed upon a ti for general debate as be- 


me limit 
ia {(M 








tw { entleman from Georg r, LIvinaston| and my- 
nd we want to submit a proposition for unanimous conse 
Ir. CLARK Missouri. Are you going pack ince: Canalo’ 
Hike Mi VAY, Then we will go back into Committee of 
WI) 
;ENTON. I< want to make any trouble or inter- 
LIVINGSTON. I to the ntleman from Missouri 
\ l go right 1 k into Committ f the Whole. 
i i \ H W was agreed to. 
i tee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
chair, Mr. SuzeMan, Chairman of the Committee of 
t House « he state of the Union, reported that that 
( had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8347 - 
riat for the rislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
the Govern! nt the is al year e ding June 30, 1901, | 
her pw es, and had come to no resolution ther 
LIVINGSTON, 1 unanimous consent that general 
L legislative bill be closed to-morrow afternoon at 3 
o'clock and that the bill be then taken up under the five-minute | 
ruk it arrangement has been agreed to by the gentleman 
from Indiana | Mr, HEMENWAyY] who is in charge of the bill. 


The SPEAKER, T ntleman fri m Georgia asks unanimous 
nt that general debate on the legislative ay pprc pri ation bill 
be closed to-morrow at 3 o'clock. Is there objecti 


There was no objection, 


cans 


States. From Pennsylvania alone five Irish colon 
many regiments, made up mostly of men of the same nat 
and fought on the side of the colonists. Barry and O'Bri 
the fi rst twonaval heroes of the Revolution, and Andrew .j 
‘*Old Hickory ”’—the hero of the war of 1812, was of Iris 
tion and some writers say of Irish birth. No brave rh 
Mexican war wore the uniform of the American soldier t! 
Shields, and every American loves to honor th 
| that fearless and intrepid fighter of the war of the reb 
| Phil Sheridan. 
| Ihave heard my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Berry] t 
times of the fear that was imparted into the hearts of t 
when the news was sent along the Jine that the Irish Brig 
infront. ‘* With coats thrown aside and their sleeves1 
he says, ‘‘they were the very incarnation of fighting m 
he has told me repeatedly in this House that the best 
that whole war, in his judgment, were the men who { 
Irish Brigade. 
I would ask my friend from Missouri if the men « 
race and Irish extraction were against the Governm 
recent war withSpain? If he thinks so, let him consult 


Is } 
is ii 


eral 













f the War Department. I know, speaking for my 
which sent a larg reentage of men to the front 
Army and in the Navy, than any State in the Uni ion 
Irish boy, so called, was very much in evidence. h 
Chairman, it would not se me, if the records c 
| tained, to learn that a majority of those who saietell 


State were either of Irish bir a or Irish extraction. 
In the struggle that is now going ontin the Philippines | 

that . large proportion of the men in the Regular Arm 

| Irish birth or Irish extraction. This was very forcibly br 

my ae one evening last week when looking over th 

of one of the local papers on the list of deaths reported by ( 

Otis. Every one of the names reported that evening ind 
that the soldier was either of Irish birth or Irish extractic 

| think it is only fair to mention these matters and to emphal 
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} rel mar N 
I y st t | 
1 a rl z 
- 
ma \r? 
A ! 1 
roin a f i 
in I ] I 
n t g : 
nment of f ! i 
\ | ~ ) l I = 
I i 
rted upon t 
is 
“unselves « I , 
Mr. Chairma nch I e1 
( » { \ ? T 
é St a 
- >and the na . 
nn } 
A lg yen th \ ] 
} rht 1 , : 
h Bi 
1 Missouri permit 
4 ASS ] ‘ Or! 
3 Ww cert ] I 
I lieve any I 
v n sé 
\ Goy I I th t 
ken ind som 
y :. 1 r S at S 1 
wu rnins V 
leliberat ! Ul ! 
the { mat f 1coun Ss Th J t 
ory. his right to vi ul 
ri{ Mr. B1 } of the registration 1} 
1 Gen. James S 
iat brave old ma 
} m that sover » wal LHe! rirom t ~ 
ary to attack the laws of his Stat of the op, 
ther member of this Ho from t ls the D i 
nge to the peopie and 1s som wel ( 
halls of Congress since the Dem¢ sin . I 
ion of the State government of Missouri i dist fy 
State of Missouri nobody |! er complai ae 
1 aserious way, and when they did and made their complaint | voters’ name d 
and showed that those complaints had foundation, th Was el » Congr 
ure has been promptly responsive to the request. Afte1 { state’s e in J ( 
thirty years of peace within the borders of Missouri, ther iven tol ul 
. gentleman’s voi n this floor—one of h Representa cind electior \ 1 ! 
ttacking the laws of that great State. Ihavelivy od long r | 70 the Repu ” 
uri than the gentleman who represents the Tenth 
district. and 1 think my memory of the various laws of | under tl yrstit 
te d ne K ind is « ire! than hi { 
} x of what Iam about to say. Mr. | man, ] rl i 
t to 1 l tan the } - | 
a. © i prairies of th it Sta n run- | am giad t \ 1 
I i ) ve ( ? t } rany 1 1 | i! i ¢ ( \ 
Ger n-American, hh Al ‘2 I h. | 2 md A f 
1 An n 1 terms nd ought ed t ‘ 
el irtof M 1 1 l I i 
] De m l ’G I i A} t M bAhI 4k ’ 
A l l ! I t ma ‘ f ment 
gentlemen in the cit f St. ] but w ut Mr. BENTON y 
regardless of our politics, are of opinion that when a 1 Mr. BARTHO! 
» the United States and petitions our G rm s,” I sim] 
; itizen and renounces his allegiance to every WW t 
ing, or potentate, he ought to be an Ameri ‘an and ought | in my rict I d 
» be a German, Irish, Norse, English, or French American, | Mr. CLARK 
en he becomes an American citizen he can not have a} my lille. Laug r. 
r title, and he ought not to have a prefix to it. [Ap-| Mr. BARTHOLDT. The R 
| ind I believe the gentleman said ‘‘( 





17 Vann hot } | 


Por the 150,000 Germans, Irish, English, and French that live Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You 
issouri, I resent the prefixing of anything to the title of Ameri- Mr. BENTON, 1am exceedingly 
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M Mr. B LI has begun to apologize for his un- 
x1 two or three times, Very likely he will 
1 floor. Laughter. 
( Liberal Republican element got control of 
M 1 S that is, of the State government. 
is not in their control, but by the amendment 
oO every bo he State who was of age 
per ted to vot The Demo ¢ party came into full 
ession ¢ 1e State government luary, 1873—all branches 
Mr. PEARCE of Mis ri, Willthe gentleman allow mea sug- 
tion 
Mr. BENTON, Certainly 
Mr. PEAR( M ri. J understand the gentleman to ad- 
mit that it w KR lican party that removed the disquali- 
ficat mw unde the constitution of 1865 
Mr. BEMTON. N it [have great pleasure in saying that 
n ¢ Republican party in Missouri, something like 
1 vote for enfranchisement, and, with the Democratic 
te, it made about 40,000 majority in the State. Yes, a large 
Republicans in the State voted for enfranchisement 
like 10.000 in the gentleman's own city. Idonot mean 
to take away t meed of praise from any man who ever does get 
f he has once been wrong. And I say that a large 
nu of Republicans, as many as 400 out of the 1,200 in my own 
! \ nfranchisement, and so all over the State, and 
a r them for it 
| Democratic party got into possession of the State govern- 
1 January, 1873. and in the election of 1874 the question 
‘ for a constitutional convention and was carried. 
TI tional convention convened in May, 1875. A very 
uestion at issue then, Mr. Chairman, was the enormous 
State debt which had been piled upon the people of Missouri and 
)mmanage it without robbing the people in the shape of 
{ The constitution of Missouri was made and ratified by a 
large majority, and we have now lived from 1875 under that con- 
o1 Some men say it is a little narrow. While in some 
points it is a little narrow, yet that is the best possible thing that 
could happen to the taxpayer of Missouri. It gives the people 
control of the corporate interests of the State; it keeps men in 
itement from doing things locally that they ought not to do; 
and while the constitution may in some points be a little narrow, 
it is the best constitution the people of Missouri have ever lived 
under, 
Now, after the adoption of the constitution in 1875 we had this 
f election law, All parties and all persons could make any 
rt of ballots they chose—that is to say, anybody could print bal- 
| for himself. He could, if he wanted to, leave off the name of | 
the nominee of the party, and leave it blank and have his own or 


er'sname written in. Thatlaw, when complained of by men 
irties, Was repealed, and it was made unlawful to scratch 
iny man’s name from the ticket except by the voter and give 


him an opportunity to insert the name he wanted to vote for in- 
id. Our Republican friends in 1889 and 1890 made this com- 
plaint of the Democrats. They said, ‘‘ Yourelection lawis of this 


icter. Every political party prints its own ballot; there is 


ig to prevent a man going to the polls leading another voter | 


irmand voting him, sometimes against his will.” Thecom- 
was made that ** You Democrats have got the wealth, the 
wer inthe State; you have the large farmers, you have the bank- 
you have the great majority of merchants, you employ the most 

and as lor 
voter’sarm and handing him a ticket at the ballot box, you unfairly 

ntrolelections because of your superiority in numbers, influence, 
ind wealth in the State.” 

A large number of 
laint of our Repub! 
“1 was thecens 


| y) 
Dem , 


rats were of opinion that this com- 


“yuence. Thatlaw we know asthe Australian 


] aw, under which the clerk of the county court is required 
)print all the ballots. At first they were printed all on one | 
heet, but afterwards a change was made so that each party had 

wn ballot. Tl ballots are held by the county court clerk | 
intila day or two before the election—never more than two days— | 
uy hen to one of the sworn judges by a sheriff or 
his deputy and handed to the judges in the various precincts of 
each inty No man is permitted to come within 100 feet of the 
I where the ballot is prepared. The voter on coming to the 
pla nds two judge What sort of judges? One a 
> ratic ju and the other a Republican judge (which is 
the requir nt of the law), who sit there with tickets. 

I \ n one of each ticket. He then goes into the 

l 7 his ticket as he wishes, folds it, and then 
goes to the ballot box, where sit two other judges. One of | 
the receiving judges is a Democrat and the other a Republican. 


And 


there to 


mark you, one Democratic and one Republican clerk sit 
take his name down and put the same number on the 


book opposite his name as the judge does on the ballot before it is 


ar 


fas you can walk up to the ballot box holding the | 


ican friends was well grounded, and the law | 
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deposited. When the ballot is deposited, the remaining } 
e put into a waste box. That is the election law of Mis 
to-day: and here is exactly how it is executed. In [em 
counties. controlled by Democratic ¢ unty courts, the Dem 
always have three of the judges. If there is a considerable | 
ber of third-party men, they have one judge, and the Repu 
have two. Ina Republican county—ard there are some 1 
two or thirty-three counties in the State that are usually r 
Republican—the Republicans have three judges sure, the | 
crats two, and if there is a third party, that party one, 1 
has never been any serious complaint of that law. 

But that is not all, Under the election laws of Missouria 
have existed for two decades, the Republican and the D 
and the Populist and the Prohibitionist and the Socialist-La 
are entitled to have a challenger inside the election plac: 
| Vv the box where the ballots are d posite d, who has auth 
object to any voter, giving his reasons therefor; and he 
right to stay there until the ballots are counted and strui 
put back into the box and sealed up. The Republicans | 
actly the same rights as the Democrats. If aman comes 
polls and offers his vote, if he is a Republican a Democrat 
challenge his vote, or vice versa; but his vote must be a 
if four of the six judges declare that he is entitled to vote 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. As I understand, the gent] 
discussing the election laws of Missouri. 

Mr. BENTON. The election law as applying to count 
will come later to the law as to cities. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I would like to ask my « 
whether he is familiar with the Nesbit election law? 

Mr. BENTON, I think so, as to its general terms. 
following it throug} 


Tha 
ch and pencil marking it for two days 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. The speech my friend is 1 
does not seem to agree with that law. 

Mr. BENTON. Wait. As I was saying. no man offe1 
vote at any precinct can be deprived of his vote if four 
judges concur in deciding that he is entitled to vote. Thr 
who watch the voting are appointed by the several politi 
They are entitled to remain until the whole n 

through. Such is the election law of the State of Missou 

Now, complaint is made by the gentleman from St. L 
what is known as the Nesbit election law which applies t 
| of 300,000 inhabitants and over. Iam going to read fr 
law, andI stand ready to be challenged about any secti 
| lam going to read freely from its provisions. The readi: 
be a little tiresome. But since the election laws of my St 
been attacked by a Missouri Representative it is right 1 
House should know what those laws are. 

Mr. THROPP. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask hin 
| tion for information? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. THROPP. Before the gentleman proceeds to di: 
law with reference to cities I wish to ask him, Are yo 
registered? 

Mr. BENTON. There is no registration in the count 
towns of 5,000 inhabitants and over there is for city electi 
| in smaller places there is not. 
| Mr. THROPP, There is registration in the cities? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, in large cities, for all elections. 

Mr. THROPP. Can the members of either party ap} 
of those judges, or are they appointed by the court? 

Mr. BENTON. By the courts of the counties out in tl 
but the law requires that the courts give to the opposit 
| half the judges and half the clerks. 

Mr. THROPP. AsI understand, then, a Democratic « 
required to appoint men who represent the Democratic } 
the Republican party? 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, yes; and in the same way a FR: 

' court is required to appoint Republican and Democrati 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, it may be 
my friend to understand one thing. The city of St. Loui 
| under a separate charter. 

Mr. BENTON. Ido not want my time taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman decline to yie! 

Mr. BENTON,. I can not yield. 

Mr. THROPP, I wished only to ask a question for int 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. THROPP. When the voter presents himsel 
a voter who can not well understand how to mark 
is allowed to help him mark it? 

Mr. BENTON. I ought to have explained that. I am 
| thankful to the gentleman for that suggestion. If a vote! 

in and asks for a ballot and says, ‘‘I am unable to fix m 
for any reason—he may be partially blind, or he may be. 
| erate that he can not read or write, or he may be crippled 
| those circumstances the law requires that the judge who: 
| lects—that is, one of these distributing judges from w! 
| voters get the tickets—shall mark the ballot the way he want 


ties. 


1 
ther 
Lule 


f 
his ti 











t t, if he wanted t t Re ta 
n judge scratched the D é W 
rough it, the I s Party, the P 
lleft the Repu lu ? 
V I ls th i cons 
Den tic ticket y judge scra ; 
il in cand t nd wrote in the i WW 
» fol m he wis to vote. Now, t s 
e required under oath to keep tl re how that 1 voted. | says, wl 
Mr. THROPP. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman for t It 
niormation. the pe 
Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have had something to ve brat 
th elections since I myself was enfranchised in 1870,and I iv T I 
ver seen a legislative enactment onthe subj of ¢ tions that le W 
clearer and fairer than t ele n law of Miss my 
In framing the Australian-ballot law we took advantage of t But L want t 
Australian-ballot law in several other States—one of the Ne \ s I \ 
England States and one of the middle West« States—and based s : 
our election law upon it is a reas nea 
I speak certainly for the count stricts of Missouri when I ws the | f M 
iy there has never been any idea in that State that there was new t 
thing like general frand. Now and then we hear of a fellow being curta 
bribed to put some particular name on his ballot; but as to wh may sa . 
sale fraud and corruption, it has been absolutely unknown f \ 
nearly thirty years in Missouri. I donot pretend tosay thatever We | 
man who votes at any particular ballot box in Missouri is abs t e | 
lutely an honest voter; but the judges and clerks of election be es 
lieve he is, and the men who watch the ballot box and who watch nd for the } 
the countir x of the ba lots beliey ; he is. I say, of course, 1n t! n 
small way there is wrong occasionally; but as far as the working e | 
of the election law in Missouri is concerned, the perfection of that n ] it 
working is due to the efforts of honest legislators. We passed 1 R n 


Australian ballot law.s 
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» that nobody could prevent a man voting 
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just as he likes one time and no more. lealthy vote. Butt in vot | 

Now, Mr. Chairman .wWas $8 norma ng with 1805; : 

Mr.BARTHOLDT. Willthe gentleman aliowa question there IS0S, that the peo} t ' 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. resentatives in botl t ‘ t that 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not a fact that the election law which | tion law uld b that t 
the gentleman speaks about now was passed by a Republican house | control tl f l 
in Missouri? leans and Vi bu ind Mem} ( 

Mr. BENTON. No, sir-ee, bob. the Mississippi River and 1 21 f til 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I know it is a fact. in the city and vote them in t t 

Mr. BENTON. Well, I know it is not a fact. I know when it |) on the Democrat 
was passed, Itwaspassed by thatlegislature that reelected GEORGE 
G. Vest fora third term tothe United States Senate,and gave him Mr. 
6 majority in the hoase and 14in the senate. That is the legis- | my life 
lature which passed it, and it was in 1891. Langl 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I say the last election law—— Mr. I not tl the same } 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? had ropes threatened for them the t 

Mr. BENTON,. Certainly. | Louis? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I say the last election law, which was re- Mr. BENTON. Yes, sir. Let m v tate of M 
pealed as far as the city of St. Louis was concerned, and for which | souri has grown in voting power t { 
the so-called Nesbit bill was substituted. That law was enacted | the situation In 1880 the Democr 
by a legislature of which the house was Republic: The Repub- | numbers, the Republican 
lican house had passed it, but the leg adjourned without | party, with Mr. Weaver at the head it , 

iving taken action upon it. Thereupon, by force of public | \ f y of ee 

nion, the governor had to recall that legislature, and then that | lican, 25,000; Greenback, 900, 
law was passed by both housesand signed by the governor, That In 1882 the Democratic vote in the Stat ) 
was the history of it. an off year, and t Repu in vote v the G 
Mr. BENTON. The gentleman is so anxious to get to wading | 35,000. Int it f St t 


hve] LuiIcan, 
Siature 





e mud of St. Louis politics that he will not wait until I get to 1 Re} G 
t St. Louis election law in the course of my remarks. I was | 1884 the De 
shing up about the State election law, at the instance of my State from 00, whe R 


end on my left [Mr. THropr]|, and making some explanations | ing from 15 : nd I wi h 
at I had failed to make in the beginning. M has en said by R t 
] hallencea now he attentic ‘ his House t shat hese ger . ‘ { _ + 
i challenge now the attention or thi use >What these cen il } »~ 2 l 
n call the Nesbit election law. The gentleman from St. | ¢ standat 
;{/Mr. BARTHOLDT] said the other day that if that law was taking ca f the Gov ment a 
rmitted to stand there would not be any more Republican me1 bargain w i Gt f in t Stat 


of Congress from the city of St. Louis. God grant that his | v nal ive { °G 
’ tement is true. {Laughter and applanse on the Democratic and voted a solid y 
I say that with all due respect to the gentlemen who now | their vot I t 
occupy seats on this floor from that city. were 50,000 be it t ned 
Now, I want to say something to you about the election lawfor | are anarchists 
Louis, and why the Nesbit election law was passed. The gen That ey tl vy of ‘ ( 
in is mistaken when he says that the governor, by force of for Blair n t 
| opinion, was forced to call the legislature in s] ilsession want to y I 
iss this election law. N lng on earth 1s larther from t part 
th. g 7 as ‘ 
Che disposition of the pex of the State was to pa 1 most | was R 
igent railroad law and a ’ vant law I egislatur , Th 
ts main session was composed of a Democratic senate and, wond t 
markable to relate, for the first time since enfranchisement in | rat 
‘0, 0f a Republican house. That was the time that the Demo e 15 
rats cut off their noses to spite their faces, and ¢ 1) of them | In 8,a P 
uld not vote at all, and1i Republican Representatives from D 
that State were rolled into this Hall, and the lower house of the | the fourth part In t 
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| matter of guesswork, 


| ers elect two clerks, 


Rie CONGRESSIONAT 
t= 
n wing t Re b 
r their } j But we 
a lot of veto yi 
of the [ L 
arty,and it affected 
t tate for the D 
( nd 
hrs 1) , 
W () De 
{ y,1 atte ) 
I Sid 7 
s, D if 1,000, and R 
irried the city and el 
1] nt t ittention to t 
{ the Dem itic legislat ire | 
ires alwa do. If it had 
ture it w lL have done the same thing, 
| was a districting bill passed, which 
rerrymander, by which one power 
or! l« wo counties of the Stat 
Louis and turned over to our Repub 
enemy; and when I tell you that 
t f unate pr e of that part of Mis u 
1 to 1 the gentleman who spoke to-day 
1 ! what a mifsortune occurred to 
{ i umber of Democrats did not vote at 
ly now mark you—the Dei- 
5 risen to »,.000 and the Republic 
th ty t. Lo he Democratic vote ha 
lithe Repal n vote to 66,000. In other words, 
Der ratic vote from thirty-five to fifty 
ars \ ).and the increase of the Repub 
{ t im i } re than 3 0 The people of 
uw it t ther as nosuch great disparity 
erof R 1 Democrats that had come into 
mol I uid not accoul rit, because our 
ised 15 vd t ve, in the natural way 
1 { t l ins had been any more indus- 
Der rats. They were of the opinion that some- 
wrol and the people of the State, as they had a right 
inde it an ele n law be made strong enough to go to 
m of thi that a political party sixty-odd thousand in 
ity in the State should not double its vote up from thirty- 
xt x thousand ir r short years in St. Louis, and 
to) fy t will of the people of the State. 
1 8a i the Repuolicans f low it up? Yes; in 1998, 
r, the De ratic vote maintained itself at 40,000, com- 
Yof i reat vote in 1896, a Pre: ids her Pe year; the 
} y Litself at over 5 ).0 0), And therefore to probe 
his m lented Republican vote our election | 
Was passed hat are the provisions of that law? if 
! h who wants to call my attention toa 
Vision of I will give himtime. I sha a aamae 
fthelaw. By virtue of the pri idennor the law 
nown the Nesbit election law, for cities of 300,000 and 
; rnor is required to appoint three commissioners, to 
m ty, and one of whom must be a member of the 
{ party next to the dominant party in the State. 
\\ y had € commissioners under the law of 1895. 
ir, PEARCE of Missouri, Will the gentleman allow me an 


| already registered, and the law 


yr | 


! ENTON. Certainly. 
PEARCE of Missouri. I want to askthe gentleman if it is | 

1 serious trust to place in tl hands of a Democratic 

to appoint a Republican « tion commi sione r? 

NTON,. Certainly not 1 he is de sling with the 
+) 1 s you ve St l Laughter.) Men that 
W t \ ‘ n ) I thirty odd ne ought 

| rk, es} illy when you give 

i in trat 1 as the pre ai But I want 

reply tothat, that there has never been a Demo- 

Missouri v vel € an appointment 

h that ns y attacked, 
coinmi ppoint y our govern 
! t i I n i Chara r. Of ( irse the 

ke t d t tral comiitt e name th mem- 
the « lission. They would like to have the central | 
ommittee name the judges and clerks of election, but that is not | 
itted by the lay Missouri. County courts do it in the 

yu try and election commissioners in the city. These commis- 
ioners are required to select four judges of election. But, in the 


first sien e, they are required to divide the great city of St. Louis | 
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into election precincts, which must be of contiguous territ Ty, 
and they must be as nearly in blocks as possible, and must ] 
as near as may be, 400 voters in a precin Wh: it was the re 

that? So that the inhabitants of that block might know t 
neé :bors whe sre they came from, where the Aoyeer 1, howlong 
had lived there, and wheth r they we1 nest voters. 

D any honest man kick on that proposition? If there 
Republican on that side of the House—and there > plenty 
honest over there, just as good as we a1 is thee one th 
that is not a good law, to make an election precinct as sm 
I ,even if it cos it n 1 y for judges and clea 
so that every voter can know that in the one, two, three, f 

ve blocks who the voters are in his precinct and howm 
That is one of t) rious things that hurts the Repu 
machine in St. Louis in this election law-—the fact that we 

¢ to divide the great city into precincts where there a 

ver 400 people in one precinct tov and wl revoters are kt 

What is the next thing? Election commissioners, after 1 

ven a $10,000 bond, are required to appoint a deputy com 
sioner, who is to act as th cretary, and it is made their 

o appoint four jude s. Now,I do not think my friend from 
Louis |Mr. Bart LDT}| has been in the American Cong 
long enough to get  branen, but he made a serious mistake in 
leclarations the other day in reply to the gentler nan from N 
souri [Mr. CLark]. He said no hi publican. had any chance t 
a judge of election. 

Me. BARTHOLDT. Willthe gentleman permit me an 
ruption right there? 


Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. BART! 


Yes. 


1OLDT. The law provides that two Republi 








ind two Democrats shall be appointed judges in each pré 
Is it not a fact that the three election commissioners will ap 
such Republicans as suit them? Is it not possible that they 
uppoint four Democrats and call two of them Republicai 
was done under the old law, which the gentleman praises so m1 
Mr. BENTON, No;Idenyit. Now, let me read the law a 
S ward of con ers shall » four tors as judges 
nd two clerks for each precinct in such ci * * Two 
and one of sa rks shall belong to and be mbers of the ] 
e polit to th 1er ty udges and clerk 
Now, of course, the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. BARTHO! 
not alawyer, but he knows as a matter of history and tradit 
that there are such things as courts in Missouri, and that if 


Democ catechouia violate the plain mandates of the law, the co 
would be open to him. Does he not know that the elk ctio nw 
be vitiated if they violated this section of the law, that it w 
invalidate the election in that ward or precinct? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. How can you te 11? Suppose they 
Democrat and call him a Republican; and suppose wh 
man i ed to account he Yes; for the purposes of 
election I ama Republican. 1 have changed my political 
since last night.” 
Mr. BENTON, 


s call says, ‘* 


Now, as tl : 


1e gentleman must see, that 
My colleague constructs for himself : 


man in order that he may knock him down. He has been so 
to the infernal politics of his party in the city of St. Louis for 
last four years that he does not think anybody is honest. \ 


rentlemen, here is the 


g fact about it: They are compelled 
point these four judge 


‘gs sixty days at least before the election. 

Mr. THROPP. Are they obliged to announce them? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; theirnames must be published; they: 
be voters in the pree t where they are Jud; ; must be caj 
men and not candida But thatis not all. These commis 
nait is the business of the cl tks to go 
from house to house to make up and verify their lists of 
requires that no one of the « 
go except in company with the other, and that the 
must be of opp site poh 


Mr. THROPP. 


re 


wm 





an 
ai lal 


shall g 


tics. 


Suppose that one or two of those 


com! ris 





ers are objectionable to the party, or tomembers of the parts 
they are chosen to represent. Is there any way by which t 
ular organization of that party can h: ve others substitu 


- BENTON. No less they can show that the comm 


tun 





ers are not members ¢ f that party, or can show that th y 
sonally dishon st, or hat the y are criminals or ex-crimin: 
for other lawful reasons are disqualified. The whole of the 
nal laws of th ‘State are spre ad over this election law. N 
1as a right to come in and say, ‘‘We do not want John ‘ 
for ju a .” We sometimes allow them to come in, but it 
the rule. The rule is for the R« Dp ublican courts in Re} 
counties to name the judges and in Democratic counties f 
Democratic court to name the judges. As we have seventy 


counties to their thirty- 
= than they have. 
*, THROPP. Why not amend your law so as to allo’ 
oak ir organization of each party to choose its election office! rs in 
a county? 


dd, of course we have more judg¢ 





















































4 ae e> 
_ catalan ; ibgeisieaiabs ae ee 
BENTON. It neve1 it 5 ! 
lo that i we \ : 1 , 
= cole inti vi 
a = } s 
: 7}? T 
m L 1 A 
rT No: Ie I 3 ( 
, ‘ l ea Tt 1 Y 
} D { 
AR( } E \ 
a } ts } vii \ 
‘mat e! \ ‘ 
BENTON, O t t 
ler the law « l 
eat net : al ; 7 i BARC aA 
ARCE of M ? i l hat is . 
° i+ ie | 
ENTON. 1 right to 1 y Mr. PEAR M : 
missioners |] l 1 pet l i 1 we J 
Un la \ ( nobody t 
the cir udges t ent the lis 1dg Mr. PEARS 
l 1 tl sfied t We said \ 
minal laws of the v e> should apply to St. Lou St. Louis 
v as to the other ) State; the nisi prius court Mr. BI N i 1 
1 not co | when the provisions of the law Mr. PEARCI MI 1 
ypenly violated i ( missioners authorized by law Mr. BENTON. No; you 
appoint judges and rks te the law, either in St. Lonis Mr. PEAR M i 
ut t State, tl ould be an appeal to the law in Mr. BENTON, Yon1 - 
t. Louis as well as in Springfield or elsewhere.” x ird me say that it wa 
rhe trouble with the gentlem rom St. Louis isthis: The ma- | P tionists, Populist | 
ority of the judges of the circuit courts are of their making; most ! hat I distinct rid 
f them were ted in 1896 and in 1898. They, the Republicans, | | did not know thet 
idently think—I do not think so, for I believe that the judiciary Mr. | v f Miss D 
St. Louis is composed of fair men—they evidently believe that ression } n this H 
iciary of St. Louis can be manipulated in the interests of Mr. BENTON, I! 
lar part ‘ganization. Thatis the only trouble with you | been stated, and 1 t 
is election la It is simply thatthe Republicans are wor- lature, and t t 
ito death because the machinery is put in the hands of honest | true, deter ‘ 
some Republicans and some Democrats. I say to my col- | That is what I mean. 
3 thatif it can be prove been appointed Mr. PEARCE of Mis ri, At 
Republican judge isin f uis | any } 
writs which all lawyers know exist 
, and especially in Missouri. t ] 
commissioners are compelled to con x 
vhat do they do? Theseclerks g I y; 
these lists. When they come to a ty Ir 
ind 10 rooms and find that 50 men hay t ld ] 
n that house, or even 30 or : 
e the hammer fell. | 
BENTON. Ith ras to have 
CHAIRMAN, 1e gentleman has oc 
BENTON. The gentleman from T 
ised me some time, l 
CHAIRMAN, One hour having been < ! 
ide of the House, the Chair must n 
n on the Republican side. 
Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. I ask 
in from Missouri be permitted t 
eech, the time which he may ox 
CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman 
inimous consent that the gentlemaz 0 
to continue and conclude his speech, the time thus occupied | didates on the vas 
taken fr { ich the gentleman from Tennessee | standards? 
reafte objection? TheChairhearsnone.| Mr. PEARCE of M 
tleman from Missouri will proceed. | That was the vote th I 
GAINES. Before the gentleman from Missouri resumes,| Mr. BENTON. W 
ullow me to remind him that the came which he was just | t1 
ribing has been practiced very successfully in th ty a 
lphia, where, according to the exposures of the North} Mr. PEARCI lis i 
‘ nh newspaper, 150 men have been f 1 registered | tic 896 
lwelling where perhaps not more than 10 or 20 wouldr | Mr. B TON. I1 
MI FARCE of 
. aes ” 7 — 3 } ir. rm vo vA 
BENTON. Yes. When , rks ap] the | city st. Louis 
ssloners—one a Republican and the other al é I rho y 
iin these election precincts and find that 50< LV t 
‘egistered as residents at a house where ther nlyiSor| Mr. BENTON. Well Mr. 
vs it is the duty of the clerks to verify the list, and if they | uur vote normally. W l oul 
nly 18 men living at a house where 50 are registered, it is Mr. PEARCE of Miss . And I 
worn duty to give that information to the election registry | free-silver heresy prevailed outs 
und must notify the persons registered; and the boar rest of the State of Missouri, 
ration, Republican and Democratic, publican clerk Mr. BENTON. But that 





Tt 
aud the Democratic clerk, shall purge that list 








n for anything personal, but I was 
sound money caused 
ian, that i am willing 
crats in the Twelfth 
us from the Repub- 
olumn in 18?6, and that that 
ing represented by the gen- 
as far as I know. 
! iontwice from 
‘count for your incre 
;, While the Democrats had a 


4 . ‘ + cit \ t¢ where you 


y, Mr. Chai 


Say 


ru 


ame to 


nan's elect 
ast 


i 
ur year 


rtaking to say what I knew about the city of St. 
d to you what the charges were that were made by 
nSt. Louis. Now, the gentleman knows they came to the 
me to individualize. I was not 
blic prints what the charges were, made by 
pu and Prohibitionists. I have just read from 
eturns of the State and of the city, for twenty years 
how that the growth of the Republican vote and the Dem- 
ad been normal up to 1896; that the growth of the 
189 was still normal, and even a little in ad- 

e Ri publican vote had increased from 35,000 
1 two years, and that, in my opinion, I said, was an ab- 
ind that in my opinion, following, it was not an 


»want 


tic Vote Nn 


ill not do to say that the tremendous Republican vote 
mn the Democratic party and swelled that vote from 
15,000 when at the same time the Democratic vote was 
nereased 15,000 in the same four years. That does not meet the 
q m. I say that is the reason why the Democratic legisla- 
t from the mountains, the prairies, and the valleys of Missouri 
ined to ¢ and make an election law that would be ab- 
and straight and clean, and that a man under that 
live in the State of Missouri twelve months, and 
the city of St. Louis sixty days, and in the ward or 
precinct where he desired to vote twenty di iys. And this very 
iid help him, if he wants to move after he has 
been registered he can go and have his registration changed. If 
is not 2i years old at the time of registration, but will be 21 
ld on election day, they must register him in the precinct 

where he lives. 

I never was on 
went to St. L 
i do not kn« 
and I chi 

an House 

you can hone 
nt 

1 


ron 


should live in 


because 


an election committee from the legislature that 
uis. I never was an attorney in an election case. 

| have read and heard the charges only, but I do 
illenge the radicals from Missouri to read to this Re- 
this Nesbit election law. Read it all. And then 
stly damn it, you damn your own performances 
of St. Louis. No honest Republican can object 
i. word of it. After the election, when the votes 
have been polled (and every party has a challenger at the polls in 
ouis as Well as outside), it is made the duty of one of these 

dges of election to string these ballots when they are called, 
they being called by one and strung by another, in the presence of 
who watch for us, and when it is over the ballots are put in 
ind it is sealed up and the names of the judges of election 


Ww. 
Say 
pu 
if 
he great city 
this law, not 


is 


the box 


are written upon it and the boxes are not permitted to be tam- 
pered with. If a box is tampered with. it can beseen. Then it is 
locked up and kept there and not reopened unless on a contest 
before the courts of the State. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that when any man attacks the present 
elect law of our great State of Missouri or of the city of St. 
Louis he does it in the face of the fact that he has the right, if he 
does not believe that law is constitutional, to go before the courts 
of the State, and there is not a Republican on this floor who would 
have the hardihood to challenge the supreme court of the State 
of Missouri as being dishonest. If he does, and the story gets 
back to Missouri, he would have to prove it or himself be pilloried 
as a dishonest mar 

Mi PE AR B of Missouri. Mr. Chairman— 

The {AIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 

Mi BENT IN. Yes. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, May I ask the ie gentleman if he does 
not know that there is a case now pending in the supreme court 
of the State of Missouri to test the constitutionali ty of the Nesbit 
law 

Mr. BENTON. Exactly. And it was the duty of your col- 


league |Mr. BARTHOLD7] to have sat still and let the great State 


of Missouri pass upon it, through the supreme court of the State, 
and 1 make the Nesbit law an excuse to attack our laws and 
our peop 

[f the Nesbit law is unconstitutional, if there is one line of it 
unconstitutional, you can rest assured that the old Democratic 
supreme court, one member of whom has been on the bench for 


neariy thi 


rty years, will give you the benefit of your constitu- 
_ = rights 
. PEARCE of Missouri, Ib pe so, 
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Mr. BENTON. Thatis an insinuation that is unjust. com 
from a gentleman who knows that the supreme court of Miss q 
has never been attacked for unjust or unconstitutional deci 
I need not defend the supreme court of Missouri. Men m;: LY Cl 
around the feet of our judges as vermin and attack them as + 
but the splendid records of men who have se fupon out 
preme court bench for thirty years area part of the histo 
this great Government, and no small-bore, two-by-four, rad 
politicians can hurtthat greatcourt. [Applause.] The decis; 
of the supreme court of Missouri are read and cited in the «4 
States of Pennsylvania and Massachusetts, with approval, ss 
as in Georgia, Texas, and Virginia; and the supreme court of M 
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| souri stands as high in rank for legal ability and personal ; 


acter as any court in America. With that grand old Miss 
Shorwasd, at its head, that court isaboveattack. Our judy 
not politicians. The judges of the supreme court are not 1 
be nominated in a political convention. This is given over t 
legal fraternity, and the high character of our supreme cou 


| not be successfully criticised by the gentleman from St. L 


} 





| 1865 and invite scrutiny. 


| have no aristocracy of the blood; 


{Mr. PEARCE! by any insinuations he may make, 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Missouri ) 
his colleague? 

Mr. BENTON. 
to talk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BENTON, Mr. Chairman, I hope I will never have ag 
while I am a member of this Congress, to defend my Stat 
hope no man from Missouri will ever have todoit. W: 
invited by the Representative from the Tenth Missouri d 
| Mr. BARTHOLDT], to use his own language, ‘* to raise the curt 
and look at Missouri. I can say to him that a man of more al 
and greater brilliancy than he, as the Republican nomin 
governor in 1892, presumed to raise the curtain of Missouri 
He had one round of it at Sedalia 
it satisfied him for all time. [Laughter and applause o 
Democratic side.]|_ I have been driven into this debate. M . 
publican colleague has the curtain up, and we must see mor 


[Applause oy 


I have no objection to yielding, if I had 


Shortly after the war, when 75,000 people of Missouri w 1 
been the owners of the soil—I had nigh said the aristocracy 
State, but that would have been wrong, because in Missou: } 


we know of no other arist: 
than that of individual merit and personal accomplishment 


plause]—when the best element in the State under the Draconian 
constitution were not permitted to vote, county courts were 
ized, not with the votes of the people, but were given whole and 


complete authority to put their slimy hands into the pock 

the pe ople and burden the resources of our bleeding State, aud 
they fastened a railroad bonded debt on about 35 different « 
ties, many of which never saw a foot of railroad, and yet 
bonds of from two hundred thousand to twelve hundred thousand 
dollars fastened on them. 

When the people of the State got control and elected thei 
county officers, they found bonds piled up on them, made bb 
midnight caucuses of Republican county officers. "They had 
sold to innocent parties for a valuable consideration witho 
tice—that usual plea set up by a scoundrel who wants to « 

a dishonestly contracted debt. They came to our people and s 

‘We have got $400,000 of bondsagainst your county.” The: 1 
that they be paid, and the county officers replied, ‘‘ Where is ' 
railroad?” ‘* Oh,” they said, ‘we do not know anything 
that. You issued the bonds for it.” Our people replied, ** \\o 
can not pay for these bonds; the people did not know that these 
bonds were being issued; no authority was given for the cr 
of these bonds; we had not the usual notice of the bonds 
issued.” There were fifteen or twenty million dollars ot! 
bonds issued. 

The bondholders appealed to the Federal courts, and thi 
the county judgesand put them in the jails of Kansas City, > 
field, and St. Jo when they refused to make a levy to } 
fraudulent bonds, There they lay with felons and crimin 
every class. They forced the counties to compromise thes 
in all but three counties in the State, and in these the judg 
the county courts have been for years fugitives, alth 

unanimous choice of thei r counties for the judgeships th: 
And in this way the Republican party, in city, towns h p. 
county indebtedness, put $32,000,000 upon the people of the 5 
when a large number could not vote. The great State ot Miss 
had just prior to 1860 loaned its credit to five great railr 
porations for $31,000,000 tohelp develop the State. Whent 
was over, not having been able to pay the accumulated inte: 
these bonds, they rose to $36,000,000, with interest. 

The State was not able to pay them, but we had a first-mort 
lien on every line of railroad in the State, and the appraisers 
pointed by a Republican governor of the State re ported | the « 
value of the roads on which we had a mortgage at $37,000,' 


r\ 





ug 
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\ \ H not lark chapte1 gins St M 
TY TV ? we t ‘ oO Y +) 
! bi s : sfranchis nt, s 
t ra I 1 
, ft ? } I i I ( 
lal m f I r sour g m St. I | \ 
Government paid ther reat ul of money ert g State u D 
1 $19,582,000, and only isfrom the S$ mor \ 3 that ‘ 
t ’ 1d; and wit ts19 00 they paid $14,000 } s 
$ lebt in four yea Mark y the first-mortgage 5S f M I 
1 these railroads lor | the sove ns We had egisla 
» foreclo ige and get our 1 s paid out first, | t hoe Y 
Re] ib] 1 + » 7 a etrat State eT of ] v x 
d l \ 1 for for the paltry ereign > I 
f six milli and a fraction, still leavin re than thirty | up wit } W 
of debt; and then by collections from | al Go N England. t G t l l 
ent and by enor is t nthat ran as is 90 cent Frenchmar Tr} 
1e hundred dolla bes ipation tax al ax, t ou rders, become g ! 
paid $14,000 n that time. lands; and when G } l \ 
{nd when we came into power in 1873 we founa fastened on us | have not called then 3 ** Get America 
sania aa: of $21,000,000. And what for? Because of the | When they hav col naturalized, they 1 rd tl 
t that the Republican administration, and legislature behind American citizens and Miss 
had sold our mortgage liens, whi h would have paid the d Mr. ¢ un, 1) I 
1 had millions left, had sold it for six millions and a fraction, | d IS¢ the Stat M t I } { 
nd the people of Missouri had to assume the balance. We were | will be allowed to rest and that me ! 
paying 50 cents on $100 taxation, and our legislature, under | peace in Missouri. I thi r histor : | 
constitution made in 1875, brought down the tax levy of the | while lam not to that State iti mat rn.” I 
State to 20 cents for gen ral purpos s and 10 cents for interest, and | claim to ts ui a Mis in 
iade it obligatory that when the great State chow d reach an as- | cause after I had attained my1 rity | ut 
ssed value of $900,000,000 the assessment should be 5 cents less. mong all the States of lnion mane } I 





And soit is that while we have reduced the taxation one-half in | have made my home ther 
that time, waite we have added to the great school fund of the ive buried my dea \ 
state § 640,001 ) making the grand total of $4,593,000, the actual time w é ! 





money for which the State issued certificates, I say, after having | that for thirty-odd years ] 
ut the taxes ie half, we have reduced that indebtedness from | Missouri v t 
twenty-one million until, on the 1st of January, 1900, there is the here will mal 


iitry sum of $2,800,000 of that awful debt left upon us by the | as gentlemen | say it 


ublicans when we came into power. proper line, will ca t é 
(ne more term of Democratic government in Missouri will wip , 


h 
the whole State « oo The gentleman | Mr. BARTHOLDT] r N 
; to the time when the Republicans, good and true men of the 


hope it will be, you w rai ( 

State, will come again to the ir own and bein possession of the | Louis; and then, in 1 pi t 
State government of Missouri. In view of the fact, my fellow- | in the caucus of his par that no rR 

intrymen, tha’ in the township, city, county, and State debts | the doors of this House from Missouri, y 

ch eee peopl. piled up on us, amounting to $70,000,000 in | ter and applaus 

five years in which they controlled the State, his hope will be} Mr. BARTH¢ LbT addressed the Chair. 

 defe srred. As long as these men live who were not permitted The CHAIRMAN, 14 gentleman fr M 
the right of suffrage, who were not permitted to practice law, | THOLDT] has four1 linutes rema 

not permitte practice medicine, were not permitted to Mr. BARTH aL D Mr. Chairman tle y 


h the gospel of Christ, were not permitted to teach school in din chine we ch he a irled at me. He t ' puttiz 
rneighborhood; aslong as the men who have come to America, | up a straw man to knock him down. No word, no 
| their sons after them, the men who have come from the North | been uttered by me or by my colleague t ili 

who have learned the story from the public prints and from | or the integrity of the State of Missouri or her people. No word 





r friends of what the Republicans did when in control, so long | nor syllable has been spoken here by us to l the! 
it be impossible for the dream of the gentleman from the | tegrity of the supreme court of t] tat Missouri one 
Tenth district of Missouri to be realized; so long as we keep our | word. When it comes to a question of ilty to tl 
memory there will not be a Republican administration in the | Missouri, I say, although my friend characterizes m ne 
t State of Missouri. [Applause on the Democratic side. | comer, having lived in the State but tw n years,la 
Che State of Missouri's record for financial integrity is as peer and certainly second to no De hat Sta 
ny State in this American Union. Nature has been wonder- But, Mr. Chairman, I am afraid s S 
y good to us; she has blessed us beyond belief. We were a | the gentleman has made are misleading. } ve you ge 
er State when the war came up. Unfortunately, our people | on the Democratic side of the House t fair, well-meani1 
did not think alike on the subject, and 89,000 of them joined hands | You are desirous of knowing t} t tion to the ¢ 
their brothers in the South, and 109,000 were loyal to the | laws of Missouri. My friend has assu mixed up and 
f the Union. It made a bitter and disagreeable state of af- | founded the law as applied to the S LW as ap] 
in that great State. It was a battle ground, a fight between | the city of St. Louis. It is true thatthelawn 


the militia and the guerrillas, to say nothing of the great armies | Missouri is a good law, and that is the very reason v t 
of the contending forces passing across her borders. At last peace | its operation continued in the city St. Louis. I 
came, and at last the people made up their minds that the way to | law, why, then, was it changed and t ) t 
lasting peace was for every man to be permitted, white or | ply to the city of St. Louis? 
k, Republican or Democrat, whatever his politics might be,| Ifthe growth of Republicanism alarms tl ntl n,I1 
te at every election, and vote once and only once, and the | point him to the fact that under the old tion laws, v 
| eof Missouri have with great cheerfulness accepted the re- | vided for a Democratic register of voters and for not t D 
f every election held in the great State of Missouri. cratic or so-called Republican judges an 
; wonderful what this great State has done since the people | Republicans of my city had to t 20 ‘ 
£ 1 possession of their own property and their own elections. | be fore they were credited with 1.000 wh 
h id: v fraction over 1,000,000 peop le thirty years ago. I think tion was announced. After that af t ' er 


can promise you that the census of 1900 will g ath ree and a half | by a Republican house and a Democt 
1 n people. Thirty years ago, or conan seven years ago, | Democrati rnor, and u t W t 


ul = * ai a ‘ A i ‘¥ 
when we took control of the State, the assessed valuation of that | history of the city of St. Louis, we receive Ines. 1 
was something like $400,000,000. It has mounted at the rate | cast were honestly counted, and the result revealed 
e hundred millions every quadrennial period, andto-day, with | Republican majority. That is just what 
ssessed valuation at the rate of about 62 cents on the dollar f | cratic friends, They put their heads together 
al value, we have an assessed valuation of twelve hundred | condition must be changed; we will have to1 St. 1 
milion dollars. We are also superlatively blessed by nature. | ocratic; honestly, if wecan, by an unfair elect 
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aiid 
1 is, and, Mr n, Mr. a — Then, as the gentleman | doe $s not see the 
\ 1 neia of that ous | should like to ask him what point is there in this disc mnasion if t 
p ( he Republican side. ] | State of "‘Mieeeri ee, of taking care of her own ek 
| laws, as we a! ae she 
t in from Mis-} Mr. PEARCE Missou Possibly before I get thi h 
| gentleman may baabiet inane: the } 7 
C] . a" ibit since I have = my own time and not by virtue of th G 
I t t! H to treat all | man, I believe. 
? | { e W me in } “Mr. COWHERD, Will the gentleman allow me to ask h 
{ 1] ! courte question? 
m M M N] ha ne a long Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Certainly. 
i l il attac pon me, for} Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman refers to the Kansas 
man W resor election law, which I und aoea the gentleman to heart 
f deba ( uinly w dorse. I wish to ask hin 1 if his colleague [Mr. Bartn 
! I ti y on that subj not condemn that law in the same terms in which he cond 
to the « the St Louis law? 
{ ri, and he | Id us ab Mr. -PEARCE of Missouri. Iam not responsible for the 1 
I not ances of my friends. 
rr | Mr. ¢ OW HER dD, I will ask the gentleman if the Ren 
\ n ly party did not condemn it when it was passed? 
ndta t t Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I am responsible only f 
f tl | say; and I say, with a full knowledge of the responsibilit: 
nd, a J have in saying it, after a careful study of the Nesbit « 
ty | law, that it is the most disgraceft al piece of election legi i 
| Was ever written upon a statute book—worse in its admin 
we were right after t | features than the law enacted in Kentucky and known 
\ L ut th G llaw. Here is an election law that provide 8 ang 
( ily, an ernor of the State of Missouri shall appoint an election 1 
u f tl then vé ee e power—with 
wa r subject to th power of revi y by the courts of our State—the ab solute p ) 
{ was chargeable with d institute ax 1d c bed he all the machinery of politics in the 
! Missouri. Will imy friend al St. Louis, and th it law was passed and made applicab 
Li ouis, not in specific terms, but made applicable to cities « 
h ie linly population. A a as there is but one such city in the 
\ } Is it? true that Gen. Frank Blair, men iri, it was therefore designed and enacted for the pu 
ir years in the Union Army and commanding | of stealing the city of St. Louis from the Republican } 
d the privilege of voting under that Drake con- | wiht itsoever means were appropriable to that nefarious m 
ti | ing, and the courts have no power of review. The gent 
RCE of M iri, The cause—— | talks about the growth of parties. 
f Missouri. Wait aminute. Washer 1otrefused | The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expir 
{ md Lhe not sue the judges and briz 1g th: > case | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think the ge ntleman ought t 
pI Court of the United States an a: ‘bust” the Drake | five minutes more. I took up some of his time. 
| Mr.CANNON. If Ican berecognized in my own time, I s! 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Yes; because that constitution pro- | be glad to yield some time to the ¢ gentleman. 
vided a test oath — h General Blair refused to take, for the pur-| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair ‘has recognized more gent! 
pose of testing the stitutionality of that provision. than will occupy all the time that has been assigned, provid 
Mr. CLARI Mi Let me ask another question. Iwill | gentleman demands the balance of his hour. The Chair 
] mar me ¢ - a d. Did not General Blair | course recognize the chairman of the Committee on Appr 
i n they want ae 9 tha t test oath, that he fought | tions, 
f irs to put down the rebel : that he would be willing to Mr.CANNON. ILaskunanimous consent that thegentlem 
r years more, i u that 1 he ome not take that test oath | The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the ger 
\ ut swearing to a lie, because he did sympathize with his | from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON], but the Chair desired to mak 
| l relati ud his friends who were in the Confederacy, and | Statement so that there might be eras standing to-m 
1 not take it on that ground? Is not that the truth abot | when gentlemen who have been ree ognized can not obtai 
j 1 did not that oath require a man to swear that he not onl ly | hour's time. 
abet the rebellion, but he did not sympathize with | Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, did 
il that was in the rebellion? | include my name among those recognized for to-morrow 
Mr. PEARCE of ] uri, Well, my good friendis notcorrect;| The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. The gentleman has 1 
n nding that constitutional provision. Iam sim- | been recognized. The Chair now recognizes the gentlema1 
ng House the historical condition of the thing; that | Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. 
L¥ t of St. Louis in 1866, and from that hour | Mr. CANNON. I will yield fifteen minutes to th 
l hay een campaigning upon the skirmish lines of the | from Missouri [My, PEAI iz E]. 
R Lic y. In Democratic territory I have been rotten| Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. My colleague fro m Missour 
l es thrown at me; I have been fired at; I | BENTON], from what motive I don ot know, und lertook t to] 
\ riven tump in Democratic counties in that | my mouth an innuendo against the supreme court of my 5 
ti Lin m 1866 to 1874, by Democratic thugs | He knows that he had no justification for that statem 
ers at was the condition of things that | made no attack, I made no intimation of any kind that‘ 
| 1 yet in 1872, despite those facts, I am one of | reflect upon the supreme court of Missouri, which court I r 
en 1 1 to repeal tl nstitutional inhibition, ani d to | and honor, and before which I have practiced for nearl 
\ f our at State to the right of suffrag | years. 
3 to me that it was foreign to this discussion to og in| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman al 
the constitution of the State of Missouri of 1865. What in the | to ask him a question there? 
name of conscience has that to do with the Nesbit election law? Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. ertainly, 
It happens that the city of St. Louis is a city which is living at | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it not a fact -~ t w! 
t ti een for twe years, under a separate ch: r; | colleague was talking, and was saying that the supr 
the ele n law which applies t theo unties of the State Missouri would certainly ; rive justi los hs oeaunaeting this 
leven e city of Kansas City, does not apply to the city of | the gentlem an said with what seemed to me to be an ironi 
| ol “voice ‘I hop > so? 
Mr. ROBB, I uld like t k the gentleman a qu ; | Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. I did not use the word “ju 
The CHAIRMAN, ] tleman yi Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When the gentlema 
Mr, PEARCE of M Certainly. | Missouri | Mr, BENTON] was saying that the supreme court } 
Mr. ROBB. Ti t na ed what certain matters had to | consider that law and do justice, did not you say in a sot 
do with the Nesbit m lav shor id like to ask the gentle- | tone of voice, ‘‘I hope so?” And was not that the occasion 
n { he does 1 k the St € Missouri is fully capable of | gentleman goin g off and saying that you had made an insinuat 
t are of its own election ne Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Not at all. 


AKIng ¢ @ 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I suppose 
believe. to take care of its own election laws. 
point of the gentleman's question, 


sO. 


It has the right, I | 
I do not see the 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
you did. 
Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. 


Some gentlemen here thi 


ia 


That was on the suggestion 
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i criticise si ’ 

. PEAR Missour The fiz ‘ | in legis Ir («) : \V 
ew » Te} 1 t] i \ t M 
Democrats ull chan it the } \ppl on the Re M t 
lican sid Tha the } y of Ce} nparty. Iti t 
tuated by the gent! his acc tion that New Orleans il ARC] M 

we irted I e the statement | 1 
by him or any other man, and I denou 1 
.» Lknowasmuch about the ele : 
ny other man in this House; and s t \ 
ry of that State, whether under ect ] 
mes, has there ever been any suc] l ma 
ntimates, y \ t I i 
reason for the large growth « 21 rly ! 
}and in 1898 was | use of the 1 
. With a normal Republican ( 
te largely bec: it was known to be and act a sound- | rel ly t ) 
ycenter. The great mass of her people believe in a sound- I 
y policy. When I was nominated for Congress in 1896 I told | lor Lar 
ngressional committee that if Iran for Congres in 1896, I th \ 
+ hen? y\] , y | ‘ \ y | 
propose to split ! I m iest n Ij M [LENWA ( 
t that campaign, gentlemen, upon the gold standard, in | don 
ps, among the rich men, among the poor, and I carried i l 
mo district, W 1 n Democra ev ce ] : 
by ne 1.000 majo uld have carried it by r| Mr. Pay I 1 
majority if I nad not been swindled out of 1,500 by the Dem- | the ¢ mitt os 
anagement. [Applause on the Republican sid ;r ( 
‘found any I 1 pr ples | bill (H. R 
St. L ffiiculty about | utive, and ju 
j I bDay »h id t f I J 1! 





Will the gentleman yield a moment ‘ 
CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Missou R | 
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l sit here an hour unles ight he was a representative | nected with 1 
majority sentiment of district in which he lived. | Atlan nu the M 
} im 1 : } + > Bisasncenk _ -= — . sal r 
‘80 1n 15V5 In the State o. JMisso Tl, Sis known to a great j + isule;ric 
people at least, the silver sentiment, called, prevailed} §. 1535. Ar t 
TY? nm > 7 ‘4 Raw - . : ? ye | . AY , 
ighout the whole State. Even such counties as Jasper and | of the N al tlate ]} 


teene, counties which were heretofore Republican, wenthell bent | tee on Naval Affa 
40r the silver heresy; and these facts account for the large in- 8. 1632, An act toamend *‘An act author 
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the Na 1 Cory] idminister oaths,” approved Janu- 
a ( imittee on Naval Affairs. 
n Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alexan- 
t \W on t retired list of the United States Army— 
MN vy Affa 
t I \ Walsh—to the Committee 
\ to autho Hon, Arthur 8. Hardy, at present 
ry and 1 lenipotentiary of the United 
to ¢ Rom 1, and Servia, to accept the decoration 
ed to him by the Shah of Persia while he was minister of 
the Umited States to that intry—to the Committee on Foreign 
An act toauthorize Rear-Admiral William T. Sampson, 
United tes Navy: Capt. Henry C. Taylor, United States Navy; 
Cay ran \. Cook, United States Navy; Capt. Charles D. 
Un States Navy; Capt. French E. Chadwick, United | 
Navy: Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy; | 
( mander William W. Mead, United States Navy; Commander 
James Hf, Dayton, United States Navy; Commander Frederick M. 
Symonds, United States Navy, and Commander Chapman C, 
odd, United States Navy, to accept orders and decorations ten- 
dered to them by the Government of Venezuela—to the Committee 
Foreign Affairs, 
\n act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson—to the 
Comunittee on Clain 
R. 60. Joint resolution granting permission for-the erection 
ronze statue in Washington, D. C.,in honor of Gen. Francis 
pinner, late Treasurer of the United States—to the Commit- 
t n the Library. 
|. An act for the establishment of joint light-houses and 
isnal station on the coast of Alaska—to the Committee on 


erstate and Foreign Comninerce. 
4, An act to provide for the construction of an additional 
hip for use on the coast of California, Oregon, Washington, 


or Alaska, as exigencies may determine—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S.983. An act for the relief of Lindley C, Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A, Webb—to the Committee on 
(Claims 

S. 165. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and the 
heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased—to the Committee on 
C 


iAllnIS, 
S. 945. An act for the purchase and construction of a launch 


for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 557, An act for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


i6. An act for the relief of the University of Kansas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 1749. An act for the payment to Joshua T. Roberts of bal- 
ance due for surveying public lands—to the Committee on Claims, 

S. 188. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Rob- 
. deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2540. An act for enlarging the public building at Portland, 
Oreg., situated between Morrison, Yamhill, Fifth, and Sixthstreets, 
in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Senate concurrent resolution 26: 

by the S te (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

f War be, and he is hereby, directed to have a survey made, and 

areport and an estimate for deepening and properly improving the 

outer bar in the Gulf of Mexico near the mouth of Mo- 


9 
a 
} 
{ 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


M 


r. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title: when the Speaker signed the same: 

H, R. 3718. An act for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

5S. R. 83. Joint resolution increasing the limit of cost of the 
new building for the Government Printing Office, to meet the in- 
creased prices of building materials, and to permit of making the 
south end of the power-house extension of the same height as the 
main building. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (1. R. 8582) making appropriations for the support of the 
Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1901; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I desire to reserve all points of order on 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
reserves all points of order, 


The gentleman from Alabama 
The bill, with the accompanying 


eal CC LCN Tt LN i 
mon on 


report, will be referred to the Committee of the Whol 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEMENWay (at 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned, 





f o'clock a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executiy: 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and refe: 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secré 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of | 
nal Revenue relating to readjustment of salaries of collec: 
internal revenue throughout the country—to the Comm 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recoin 
ing an additional appropriation for clerks in the office of thy 


‘tary of the Treasury, tra: 


| ditor for the Interior Department—to the Committee on A 


priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a re) 
the California Débris Commission—to the Committee on R 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tran 
ting a copy of acommunication from the Secretary of W 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for military road 
bridges in Alaska—to the Committee on Military Affairs, a 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tra 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of W 
mitting a supplemental estimate for the Signal Service 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
printed, 


OF COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the { 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv: 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein naz 
follows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate ar 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
(H. R. 5056) to authorize the Carolina Northern Railroad 
pany toconstruct and maintain a bridgeacross the Lumber 
in or near the town of Lumberton, Robeson County, N, ( 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 1 
(No. 328); which said bill and report were referred to the H 
Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referr 
bill of the House (H. R. 7945) to amend an act entitled ** Ar 
permitting the building of adam across Rainy Lake Rive: 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 1 
(No. 329); which said bill and report were referred to the | 
Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and F 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
1006) to authorize the Union Railroad Company to constru 1 
maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, report 
same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 330): 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Hous 
7946) to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and maintain a 
across Fishing Creek within the boundary lines of Ed 
County, N. C., reported the same without amendment, a 
panied by a report (No. 331); which said bill and report wei 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Printing, to which ' 
referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 65) relative to }1 
ing of contested-election cases hearings in long primer ty] 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a repor 
which said resolution and report were referred to the fH 
Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Mines and Minin: 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 5030) to « 
an executive department of mines and mining, reported the 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 354); W 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the W! 
House on the state of the Union. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of t0 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Who.° 
House as follows: ; 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to wh 


was referred House bill 3043, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. 4. 


REPORTS PUBLIC BILLS ) 
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332); 








ae 





for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty and other H. R. 8487) for the re 
ers of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry, ac- | met rsof the Ninth R nia | 
l by a report (No. 313); which said bill and report were | Private Calenda 








ito the Private Calendar. ; By Mr. WEEKS \ s4Ss 
MAHON, from the Committe n War Claims, to which wages fo1 r it 
erred House bill 7801, for the relief of John D. Youell, | ont | t of ¢ 
lin lieu f aresolution (H. R iwccompal i | IERS : ‘ 
rt 4 , ¢ ‘hl sald Tres l hn I l rt wer I ; 
to t Private Calendar, + 1 < 
COCHRANE of New York. f1 l mm eon Inv 1 | a . 
s, to which was referred t l H« 1, | i 1 rw. A , 
ranting an increas pension to ( George W. Weed eo “aay \ 
) yville, R. 1, rey rted the same 1 al mel I Foes, a. 4 RTIS: 2 
1 by a report (No +): Whicl ind 1 t were re the Revised Statu 


1 to the Private Calendar. 


ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred th 


the Senate (S. 1795) granting an in ise of pension T. a oO ; 
) nint. renorted the sar withon? ndmant wae PELE PCR 
ca P, Quint, report d the same w out amendment, a a Tr ineeee neal 
ed by a report (No. 318); which said bill and report we 


l tO Tit ile ilendar. lditional 1 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 4...05 04 44 the Indian Territory—to the ( 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 470) granting | ~:" aan re a ae nd 


port \ De My BI YNN. A rR 
ed tot Private ( 1 M1 ae ‘ a l it, I 


} ers - clal 
nsion to Jane Dykes, reported the same with amendment 


4 
I : : aur > CUR’ i 1.: | ™ 
mpanied by a report (No. 319); which said bill and report | ,, Bi Mr. RTIS: A bil Ik 
» referred to the Private C 
He also, from the same comm 





e, to which was referred the ; = a 
of the House (H. R. 5346) granting a pension to Elizabeth mittee on — . A nigel ae 
B. Norris, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by By Mr. BOUTELL of Illin \ bili (H.R. 8 
eport (No. 320); which said bill and report were referred to | Of the acting (volunteer) officers of the United St 
Private Calendar. civil war—to the Committ. vaval 2 : 
Mr. MIERSof Indiana, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R, 8496) to provide for t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 206) to pension | Of @ public building at San Francisco, in 1 CALE OF ' 
aac D, Smith, Company A, Fifteenth Regiment United States | & he Committee on Pubin Buildings and G 
ifantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a By Mr. LITTLEFIEL 
report (No. 321); which said bill and report were referred to the | @¢U-gamoing laws from nu n 
rivate Calendar. y telegraph, telephone, or otherw to the Commit l 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | State and Foreign Commerce, 
| of the House (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to | By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (IH. 1 ta ( 
Margaret Gangloff, reported the same with amendment, accom- tled “An a tto authorize the reassessment n 
nied by a report (No. 322); which said bill and report were re- | the District of Columbia, and for other pur] 1 
red to the Private Calendar. 8, 1696—to the Committee on the District of ¢ 
fe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the By Mr. GAINES A bill (H.R. s4 
f the House (H. R. 3966) granting an increase of pension to | !aws—to the Committee on Pensions. 
ivid Talmon, of Wymore, county of Gage, Nebr., reported the By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H 
same with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 3 - which | tion of new bonds and release of sureties the C 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. the Judiciary. 
Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which |, By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A_ bill (H. R. + 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4648) granting a pension | 198 an appropriation tor maintenan I 
{ liam G. McLain, reported the same with amendment, accom- | Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| by a report (No. 324): which said bill and report were re- | Harbors. 
ferred to the Private Calendar. Also, a bill (H. R. 8502) making an appropriation f 


I 
= 


( 


7 

I 

‘} 
” 









also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | improvement and maintenan mprovement N niver 
1 f the House (H. R. 7622) granting a pension to Peter M. North Carolina—to the Committee on River 1d Hat I 
Heaton, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a Also, a bill (If. R,. 8503) making an appropriation f ne mam 


I rt (No. 325): which said bill and report were refe rred to the | tenance of improvement ol! Northeast (¢ Fear) River.) 
Private Calendar. | Carolina—to the Committee 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the Also, a bill (H. R. 8504) mal an appropriatl roma 
bill of the Senate (S. 917) granting an increase of pension toSarah | tenance of Improvement ol Black River, North Car L © 
E.Campbell, reported the same without amendmert, accompanied | Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

1 report (No. 326); which said bill and report were referred to | Also, a bill (H. R..8505) making an appropriation for works of 
Private Calendar. improvement and maintenance of improvement of the Cay ear 
Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | River above Wilmington, N. C.—to the Committ n Rivers and 





referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4177) to correct the mil- | Harbor. 
tary record of William Elkert, reported the same without amend- 

accompanied by a report (No. 333); which said bill and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 


A DVERSE REPORTS. 





Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to ther purpe 
t erk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr, SPALDING, from the Committee on War Claims, to which \ H. R, 8955) mak 
1 ‘eferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4324) for the relief of | tort! tru nota breakwater in sag fa ‘ I 
George W. Croft and others, reported the same adversely, accom- | N. Y.—to the Comuinitt hhivers and Hat 


1 by a report (No. 314); which said bill and report were or- | . By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. soe ns 
i to lie on the table. in the Court of Claims, and for other purposs to the ¢ 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 0 Indian Affairs, A peck 
the House (H. R. 4323) for the relief of Eugenia A. Stone, By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8567) to ¢ 
ted the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 315); | tateSouth Manchester, Conn., a port of delivery—to the’ mittee 


W L Sé id bill ¢ ( reno rere orderer ( ie he ts ble, Oo! Vays and Mi 
uid bill and report were ordered to lie on the ta |” By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
ne ee : | (H. R. 8582) making appr ition for t support of the ‘ 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS | and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending Jun 


INTRODUCED. | the Union Calendar. 
ler clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 3y Mr. ESCH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res 


¢ following titles were introduced and severally referred as | the Secretary of War to sul-mit estimates of am 
Ws: any, tosteamboatinterests on Upper Mississippi R 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill | said river known as West Channel, opposit 
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Wi ivigable—to the Committee on Interstate | By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 8539) for the relief of JJ 
and I« ( Inerce | Patterson, of Pottawattamie County, lowa—to the Committ 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) pro- | War Claims. 
posing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the repeal | Also, a bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J 

the fifteent] nidment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Silva—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. CUMMINGS: A ution (H. Res, 148) to appoint a | By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8541) for the | 
in the press gallery of the House of Representatives— | of the heirs of C, C. Spaulding, deceased, late of St. Mary C 
Comn n Account Md.—to the Committee on War Claims, : 
7 | By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. $542) granting a pensi 
‘ ile we James W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

PRIVA BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. $543) for the relief of Mary L. 

Under cla 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | of Ashland. Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ~ 
t i ny titles were introduced and severally referred as By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 8544) for the relief 

: estate of Henrietta Bauers, deceased, late of Madison P 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8508) to remove charge of de- | La.—to the Coinmittee on War Claims. 

ert from 1 rd Benjamin T. Buford, Company H, Third 3y Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8545) for the relief of 
Ker ky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Af- | Woodress, of Grundy County, Mo.—to the Committee on 
fairs, Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A Dill (H. R. 8509) to amend the military By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8546) for the relief of Mr 

rd of Lieut. Alonzo Miller—to the Committee on Military Af- | Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ail Also, a bill (H. R. 8547) granting increase of pension t 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8510) granting a pension | Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| is Rh. Trent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 8548) granting 

Also, a bill (H. R.8511) granting a pension to Madison Grimsby— |{ crease of pension to Horatio P. Smith—to the Committ: 
to the Committee on Pensions. valid Pensions. 

A 1] (H. R, 8512) granting an increase of pension to Capt. By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8549) to pension Cla 
John ©. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Mills—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 8513) to remove the charge of Also, a bill (H, R,. 8550) to pension Frances P. Thoin; 
desertion from the military record of Charles Ransom Piper—to | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 8551) to increase the pension of Fra 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H, R. 8514) for the relief of Joseph | Haughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A, Jennings—to the Committee on Claims, By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8552) to remove the 
Mr, CRUMPACKER: A bili (H. R. 8515) granting an in- | of desertion against Conrad Schindler, late of Company L 

crease of pension to Henry Stansel—to the Committee on Invalid | fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and ; 

Pensions his honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military A! 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8516) granting an increase of Also, a bill (H. R. 8553) to remove the charge of d 
pension to Isaac Sweetland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | against Rudolph C. Blancke, late of Company G, Twelft 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8517) granting an increase of pension to |} ment New York Volunteers, and authorize his honor 
Llarry Planter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI, R. 8518) granting an increase of pension to T, By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8554) for the relief of M 
i. De Pui—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Gordon, of Camden County, N, C.—to the Committee 

Als», a bill (H. R. 8519) for the relief of John H. Davison—to | Claims. 
the Committ n Military Affairs, Also, a bill (H. R. 8555) for the relief of Sylvester D 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8520) granting a pension to Mary Ann Bren- | Beaufort County, N. C.—tothe Committee on War Clai 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8556) for th 

By Mr. CRUMP: A b If. R. 8521) amending the military | the creditors of the Deposit Savings Association, of Mobil 
record of Albert E, Pringle—to the Committee on Military Affairs, | to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8522) for the relief of Albert F. Wakefield— Also, a bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of the Medical ¢ 
to the Committee on Pensions, Alabama—to the Committee on Claims. 

\ L bill (HW. R. 8523) for the relief of Esther Pringle, de- By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina (by request): A} 
pendent mother of Albert E. Pringle—to the Committee on Inya- | 8558) for the relief of P. H. Boisseau, administrator of 'T) 
lid Pensions Doe, of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 8524) to remove the charge of By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8559) granti 


desertion from the record of Charles C, Eddy—to the Committee 
nm Military Affairs. 
By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8525) to increase the pension 
f Maurice Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr, FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8526) granting back pension to 


Isaac Lantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8527) granting a pension to 
Simeon Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8528) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brown— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8529) granting a pension to Elias Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H.R. 8580) granting a pension to Thomas Baker— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (1H. R. 8531) to correct the military 
record of Joseph G. Best, alias Albert E, Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8532) to quitclaim all interest 


of the United States of America in and to lot 4, square 1113, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., to William H, Dix—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: <A bill (H.R. 8533) granting a pension to Thomas 
O’Toole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 8534) granting a pension to 
John R. Latson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8535) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew E, Dunham—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Anderson, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (i. R. 8537) granting a pension to Mary Ann Mer- 
row--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 8538) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William Cameron, alias 
Samuel C, Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


> 


\ ee 


crease of pension to Mrs. Margaret R. Clune—to the C 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 8560) granting an in 
pension to Mary Gioodrich—to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8561) granting an increase of p 

Jenetta Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8562) granting an increase of pension | 
J. Appleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 8563) granting an in 
pension to Joseph Kiichli—to the Committee on Invalid I’ 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8564) for the relief of | 
Fletcher, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Pen 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8568) granting 
to Charles H. Lipp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief : 
of William Dufour—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8570 
an increase of pension to Joseph Westbrook, of St. E 
the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 8571) to remove t! 
of desertion against the military record of George Man 
Albert Fulton, Company G, Fourth Wisconsin Volunt: 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8572) to correct the military record 
K. Selzer, a member of Company D, of the Ninety-third ] 
vania Infantry Volunteers, of Wellsville, N. Y.—to the Co 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8573) to remove the charge of deserti 
the military record of Charles Armstrong—to the Comm 
Military Affairs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Mild: 
Corkle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8575) granting a pension to Samuel A. ! 
bery—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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1 bill (H. R. 8576) grant ng anin of pension to Hiram | for the 1 : 1 
res—to the Committee on Invali nsi other | ses—t ( 
: bill (H. R. 8577) granting 1 nsio! Levi C. Ha C : 
Committee on Invalid Pensions By M Re Tr: P \ 
1 bill (H, R. 8578) granting ay nsion sa J. Wooa- | ciatior Ny \ a 
ite a member of Company Kk, Forty-1 1 New York Vol- | the 1 : 
to the Committee on Invalid Pens Committe I m 
1 bill (A. R. 8579 eranting a pens I George C, Smith— Also. petit i D. W 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. field, Vt.. urging t passage 
a bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to William Y. Clin- | the prevention of cruelty 
mber of Company E, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York | to the Committ the D 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions By Mr. McALEER: R 
Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8581) for the re | the State of Pennsylva 
David Bolling—to the Committee on Claims No. 13 stablishing a 
DRISCOLL: A bill (H, R. 8583) to remove t harge | amo1 S : 
rtion from the record of Frank Van Valkenberg, alias | Foreign Commer: 
; Duane—to the mmittee on Military Affairs. By Mr. MOODY \I : 
Mr. OGRADY: A bill (H. R. 8584) granting pensions to | A ie Req f Nev M 
Be njami in and Jane C. Benjamin, the 1 an | 3} H N t vid 
Es ee en Henry B unin, d i—to the ( ers the Ar? ind N 
In \ 1 Pensions, pub scl t ( m \I a 
| Mr. NAP N tier 4 i 
PETITIONS, ETC. WAY stal « 3 Sta a 
r clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | Provi r I 8 M 
iid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: the Committee on the bPost-On nd P 
Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Fireman’s Association of By Mr. NORTON of Oh Pr R 
ite of — ylvania, in opposition to the passage of Senat cierks i Ut N 
». 1743, ablishing a division for the regulation of insur- | % 1 
saan he several States—to the Committee on Interstate A ‘ 
Foreign Commerce. Ciyde, Ohio, favoring t 
Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6623, | to! U 
nt a pension to Sarah E. Wall—to the Committee on Invalid ain », 1 2 
sions. i 
y Mr. BRANTLEY: Resolutions of t mayors and councils | V0 
Eastman, Cochran, and Fitzgerald, Ga.. indorsing the work of | 40! 
», Goodyear on the er bar of Brunswi Ga., a rging , 
legislation as will ] LD l wo to the A , protest of ¢ lakers 
gag dade against 1 j 
Mr. TRKE of xas Viavi Co ( 
Dallas, Tex ni mes, per By Mr. OGRADY i \ 
vy, and cosmeti to the Committee Wa nd Means ( ypany He 
ir, BURNETT: Papers to accompany H« bill for t Brig. Gen. William Henry ‘ 
Jos ‘ph A, Jennings—to the Committee on Claii valid Pension 
ALDWELL: Petitir nof Au nk s Millin Com b Mr. OLMSTED Re 
yf preety get thers, in favor of cert in | iendments {| of Trade, 1 \ { ( ' 
terstate commer law—to the Comm on Interstate | {om 1 \ M 
reign Commerce. Also, ] n ee 
Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill No, 6865 | relating t mp t 
r lief of Jacob A. Henry—to the Committee on Claims. W iM 
ir. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the South Carolina Railroad By Mr. OVERSTREET: R it the ( 
ssion, of Columbia, 8S. C., favoring amendments to the rf Ely 1, Ind I tot 
te-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | pu! i—t ( t l 
mmerce, Als t > st. 
resolutions of the city council of Georgetown,S. C., asking | the pa t Law 
ppropriation for the improvement of Winyah Bay and | 01 W2ys and Means 
ry rivers—to the Committee n Rivers and Harbors. | By Mr. PHILLIPS: Pape 
lution of the council of Georgetown, 8. C., asking | ' ry tl , 
ppropriation for the > purcha if a sit l the erect f jt Com Milita \ 
building in Georgetown—to the Committee on Publi By Mr. PUGH: I l 
rs and Grounds, for relief for those who served the St 
FARIS: Petition of William J. Shepherd and other | ‘ as r—to the Committ n Invalid ] 
Terre Haute (Ind.) post-office, praying for the passage of y Mr - RE EDER: Paper 
ill No, 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | ' ohn Johnson—to the ¢ m 
ids. 'B y Mr STEVEN sof Minns i: Re { ( 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petitions of James Club of St. Panl, Minn ! t 1 } 
vy, W. H. Leonard. 8S. A. Kelly, and other post-office Cat the ¢ t ( 
Boston, Mass., in favor of hoon | f House bill No. | Also, } n of N. Gruber ar 
\ the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. | testing against ‘1, : ; 
y . Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Commerci ] s of beer rs { 
lis, Minn., urging the establisl of a1 ment—to the { \ M 
rn Minnesota—to the ( omnitte » Public By Mr. STEWART of Wis 
etition of Coopers’ Union No, linn \polis ens of the State of W sin 
peasage of Hi use bill am n venue iw mak- terin¢ { » the ( I tt ( \W } 
er barrel of beer the smalles uge of beer that can Also, resolutions of the | M M 
l—to the Cx — ee on Way ans. | Wis.. against the ceding of pu 
GAMBLE: ition of the S wath St. Paul (Minn.) Live | tories—to the Committee on the P 
xchange, aantien t increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to Als tition of the Retail Nat 
mittee on Ways and Means. tion of Ashland, Wis..in fa 
petition of Garret E n 4 and 130 other citizens of Doug- | lands of the United Stat 
Charles Mix counties, 8. Dak., expressing sympathy for Lands 
r Republic in its present war—to the Committee on For- | Also. } tor me! 
ffairs. | sition to . ' { 
ir. GORDON: Petition of Charles M. Dorsey and other ; the Commit m the Me I 
f Sidney, Ohio, post-office, favoring the passage of Hous e| By Mr. THROPP: Papers t 
1351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | correct the military record « \ Rn. | 
: lr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the Firemen’s Association of | 0m Military Affa urs. 
tate of Pe nnsylvania, in opposition to Senate bill No. 1743,} By Mr. VREELAND: Petition f 
2 establishment of a division in the Treasury Department | counties of ( ‘att iraugus, ( hautauqua, and A Ne Wau! 1 








IsI2 


ind dairy produets to the laws of the State or 
| they ® imported—to the Committee on 
‘ nl 
\ I WORTH: Res tions of | ird Trade m 
l i ile n’s Association, all of Nor 
ae rotestin ! th sae House bill 
M4, aut t nstru n of a dam at the head of 
N il i ! ft Co f n Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. W IK Ve on | h Schauber and other drug- 
M Clem M : ting tothe stamp tax on med 
1 cosmet to the Committee on Ways and 
mypatr fouse bill relating to the regulation 
‘ nt ! t of ¢ lnbila y the Com) e€ 
it District of Columbia 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of M issippi: Papers to accompany Honse 
] ! ting to the citizenship of Choctaw Indians in the State of 

i—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Susquehanna County, Pa., 
Medical S lt ty favoring | islation to enable the Secretary of 
, » scientifically investigate and classify native drug 
rilant to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By } YOUNG Pennsylvania: Petition and papers of the 


(‘ompany, in relation to the tax on ole 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
\l tter of the secretary of the New York 
and Transportation, in relation to the 


margarine 
Board of Trad: 
consular service—to the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

\lso, resolutions of the Kansas City, Mo., Live Stock Exchange, 

tinst increasing the tax on oleomarg?*”ine—to the Committee on 
Wan nd Means, 

Also, petition of H. K. Mulford Company and the Allison Man- 
facturing Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage 
if House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits in the Phila- 
] 


delphia inuseums 
Commerce, 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Also, petition of Joseph J. Meany & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., | 


protesting against the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with 
France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association, Boston, 
Mass., for competing cable facilities between the United States 
and Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on Insular Affairs 

Also, letter of M. B. Mahnrin, of Indianapolis, Ind., in relation 
to monetary and banking systems, rates of interest, and taxes 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 145, 1900, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- | 


ceedings, When, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 


SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 7th instant, a report of the Auditor 
for the War Department relative to the account between the 
United States and the State of South Carolina growing out of the 
claim for moneys expended by that State for military purposes in 
the Florida war of 1836 and 1837; which, on motion of Mr, TILL- 
MAN, was, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 


GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary 
to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, a report of the Gettysburg Na- 
tional Park Commission relative to the acquisition of lands in 
the vicinity of Gettysburg not exceeding in area the parcels of 
land shown on the map prepared by Maj. Gen. Daniel E. Sickles, 
now on file in the office of the Secretary of War, which were oc- 
cupied by the infantry, cavalry, and artillery on the Ist, 2d, and 
sd days of July, 1863, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota State Veterinary 





of War, transmitting, in response | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Medical Association, prayir 





FEBRUARY 


praying for the establishment of a) 


veterinary corps: Which was referred to the 


tary Affairs. 


Comunittee 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of Loca 


No. 74, Cigar Makers’ 
Local 
burn, and of | 
Union, of Peekskill, al 
avainst the admission of 
Puerto Rico, Cuba, « 
to the Committee on 
He also pre senteda 
International Union, of 
Local Union No, 


Union No. 311, C 


} 


a 
p> 
i 


International Union, of Px 


nN hh! 
t Ment 


igar Makers’ International U 
socal Union No. 81, Cigar Makers’ Inter) 
lin the State of New York, ren 
cigars free of duty from the Phi 
any other territory: which wer 
acific Islands and Puerto Ric 
petition of Local Union No. 74, Cigar 
Poughkeepsie. N. Y.. and a 
57. Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Bra: 


i 


of Elmira, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislati 


the hours of daily service of laborers, etc. 
works done for the United States, ete.: 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 


. upon publ 
which were 


He also presented petitions of D. M. Osborne & Co. 


Wadsworth’s Sons, of Auburn; 


the Wegman Piano ( 


Auburn; H. A. Mayer,of Syracuse: the Frontenac Manut 


Company, of Syracuse; 
Manufacturing Company, 


Meyer & Co., of Throopsville; 1 
of Lockport; Mil'er & Van \ 


Brooklyn: the National Lead Company, of New York ( 
ardson & Boynton, of New York City: the Vose & Clif 
turing Company.of New York City: Masury & Son, of 
City; the Roessler & Hasslacher Chemical Compan: 
York City; C. H. Childs & Co., of Utica; F. Linke & C 
York City; the Standard Harrow Company, of Utica, ar 
age Arms Company, of Utica, all in the State of New \ 
ing that an appropriation be made for the construction 


fireproof Patent Office building: 


which were 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


referred to 1 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry ra 
| clerks of Terre Haute, Ind., praying for the enactment 
| tion to provide for the classification of clerks in first 
class post-oftices; which was referred to the Committe: 


Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented the petition of Thomas H. Boyd & 
sundry other druggists of Laporte, Ind., praying for th 
the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries 
metics: which was referred to the Committee on Finan 

He also presented a petition of the Dodge Manufactur 
pany, of Mishawaka, Ind., and a petition of M. Rume! 
of Laporte, Ind., praying that an appropriation be mad 
construction of a new fireproof Patent Office building: w! 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gri 


Mr. SIMON. 


I present a petition of the Columbia River 


men’s Protective Union, of Astoria, Oreg., praying that 
remaining public lands of the United States be held for th 
of the whole people and that no grants of the title to an) 
lands be made to any but actual settlers and home builcs 


land. 


I ask that the petition be printed in the REcor! 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


There being no objection. the petition was referred to t 
mittee on Public Lands. and ordered to be printed in the R 


as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 
Whereas one-third of 


ASTORIA, OREG., Fe): 


the entire area of the United States, 


Alaska, is comprised within the domain and still belongs to the } 
Whereas the reclamation and settlement of this vast territory 


ican workers: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Columbia River 


| employment and a chance to get a home on the land toa multitud 


Fishermen's Protective Un 


allthe remaining public lands of the United States should be s 
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of thet 
these lands should ever hereafter be made to any but actual 


home builders on the land; 


Second, that the public grazing lands should be leased in limit 
settlers on adjacent lands, title to remain in the Federal Gover! 
actual settlement, and the revenues from rentals to goto the > 
used for the reclamation of the irrigable arid lands; 

Third, that the Federal Government should build storage 1 
save the flood waters that now ure wasted, and should wherever 
build the irrigation works required forthe reclamation and settle! 


arid public 


lands; and 


Whereas the foregoing policy is advocated by the National In 
sociation, as embodied in its constitution. and the object of said as 
to bring about its adoption by the Federal Government: Now, thir 

Further resolved, That we believe it would be enormously bet 


interests of labor that said policy should bea 


izati 
plish this result. 


opted, and that all 
ons should cooperate with the National Irrigation Associati 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the director 
Latin-American Club and Foreign Trade Association, of 5‘. 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable cm 
cable companies to lay and operate submarine cables 
United States to Cuba; which was referred to the Comm 


Relations with Cuba. 


He also presented a petition of sundry members of the 


M 


State Militia, praying that they be granted pensions the 


1 


I 
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regulars and volunteers of the United States Army; which Mr. PERKINS present 4 petit the I r Cou ! 














referred to the sions, l : a t 
Mr. PERKINS. solutior yislatura | the I Sta 
California, relativ is in that Stat , : 
: that the joint resolution be printed in the R ip and re inade to any it a : ers and S 
ed to the Committee on Public Lands. ly h was referred to the ¢ tt 
here being no objection, the joint resolution was referred t He also presented memo! f ( san 
i : : _— : 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the |} Francisco, ‘ I 4 s 
RD, as follows: | ; 7. cones I 1 
hn ied = 
Tr ’ ' 
: N I Mr. Know Mr. McBRIDI 
=] 00K | } th ! ‘ 1 » MCD 
. | I Port i, O o é , 
No. 5. Rela 41 $ cc : 
( rniu } to rovid rth 3s 
} Nos t 3 \ } to ( ; 
( . a f m ¢ re t t ( + S G ( 7 
s that during year iJ ” re © ost-Roads 
v of 7 Sta ins Ir. CULLOM presented a memor Local Un N 
t i{tosu ur 3 rs te was 1 t ? near . : 4 4 ; - e 7 
“ ; shegitoe ees re, and nearly | Cigar Makers’ International Union L, 
Hiacres in one Stats ina ‘ + » a } 
Whereas it is rtant for the welfare and development California | remonstrating against the ce ! 
public surve hou pushed as rapidly t ! mpletion | States: which was referred to the Committ n Pu l 1 
\ I ir + yy “ft ts. rad rt it Yr cot t I I ’ i in ta Mr. LINDSAY pres + ] a +x n iry ++ 6 \ 
sw >same fa ty as ¢ vhe1 ind bo, is are aca eR ae oe pay ; se woken 
r Stat |} Which was referred to the ¢ Litte n Military Af! 
. ve ; : : 8 / | Mr. FORAKER present a memorial of the medical ieties 
ir Senator ( res i Representatives be 1} + ° y ++ 
am kina ons ; nthis Stateand prompt | Of Miami and Shelby n QO) remonstrat 
g of plats t th tl i that t public 1 is be | enactment of legisiation { I I t f > 
r settlement and improvement animals 1n t Dis ( I } 


ide availabl 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature | ©Qmmiuttee on the District of imibla z Ma 
of California, relative to Government lands containing petroleum, Mr. DA NIEL presented a petition of the business Me¢ \ 
asphaltum, and other valuable minerals in paying quantities. I ciation of Hampton, Va., praying that an appropriation be! , 
sk that the joint resolution be printed in the REcorD and re- | © continue the work of the Phila Comme M 
erred to the Committee on Public Lands, which was referred to the Committ Aes 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to | Hea so presente 1a memo! of t | \ ation Oy | 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the | tO t Extension of Suffrage to Wom remonstracin nse ie 
REcorRD, as follows: adoy n : nt 



























iW nof the Unit Stat toy rred ) 
, 1 oe . ] Felt ? ‘" + + 
! luced by Mr. Dale February 8, 1900 Select Committee on W ns 
ruary 0, 1900) 
G rr? + Ve ta ing I 
| 
in ities. | ; 
b “S| Mr. HALE. I present a1 
ti Fres? | resentatives of certain cable « mpanies it 1 Stat re 
a. the | lating to th construc I i ’ : 
“al ; 1? , t 7 
red v communpicatilo t prin i as 
re il rs of | Committee on Naval Affairs 
' ‘ 
ilth in such mi i ind th 1ild yan stry of immeasurable The motion was agreed to. 
th to the State of California: and 
Whereas certain pers sf” now attem} gt et SA | PORT OF « Ml 
gricultural State lands under an act authorizing the State of California 
ike Government lat n exchange for State s ol lands u ranact | Mr. McMILLAN. from the Com + n (Comme! t m 
ed in February, 18#1, and “relating to lieu lands to be ted by State | 4) 

‘ . > A . ie Ss nec#® ? re Tred ST y) tted a ret T i ? ? \ L 
rritorv and als n exchange for forest-reservatior nds under an act the ubie tw is 1 er! = l } i } 
Tune 4, 1897; and bl 5S. 3176) to provide for t erect \ , tha 
Whereas the sole purpose of such persons in acquiring said lands for sp. | keepers of the Grosse Isle, M Bs ht-hou - wi) s read 

tion, because of the value for oil and other minerals and I twice bv its title 
n Califort thwat f . He also, from the same f ! 
nal Congress granting rt ghts t mit bil S. 152) to provide ! t i l 
} 1 no ¢ } ; + } , + +ir 7 
s, and depriving thousands of miners ell lding et .f e Aroas , ict i t Se. 7 ted adver«s 
Gee she es Fy ly es “snag ge a ree a ceueaanen a ort > GI 8 I , Mi tI 1 adv \ 
fore. 1 it } and t 1@ DLL W 8 postpone i] enh 
l by the as bly (the senate concurring), That our Senators be He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
Pore r Representatives be requested to use all honorable 1 ns t bill (S. 15 to establish wind-sign | ’ itions at South 
t the frauds which seem to be practiced upon t vetmeien tie't co SU ; 
iring the passage ot wa by the National Concross as 1 sd Manitou Island. Lake Michigan, re} ed it hout am ment 
he use of what is knov is forest reservation land scrip t 1 and submitted a rt the 
these well-known mineral lands. Be it He also, from the sai mittee, to whom was refe { 
pha I I t iSsS 137) ; ‘ 
transmit by mail acopy hereof to our Ser 1 Rey ‘ wil >. mS 1uthorize ( s ‘ atl 
Congress from the State of California tenance of te ul twe United Stat \} 
AT. DERLYIWe 2 — se : ¢ a ica and Haw ind t PI ne Islands, ar 
Ir. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature “ye 
California relative to the report of the California D¢bris Com- , uae +3, 


ssion. Llask that the joint resolution be printed inthe Recorp. aa Naval Afi ae i easiest gg aati aaa ta = 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of | °™ spine Sas ip whe 
Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee Milit Affairs, to 
id Lands. whom was referred the 1 a ae e x ’ 
ere being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to | yy) 77. gaclinder sear ig-rar “Reaer feal nected” ee See aes 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and eae 
red to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: ena 











bly joint resolution No. 4. Introduced by Mr. Caminetti, Feb ry bill (S. 2199) for the re I I 
8. 1000) Male spec lorder February (. 190 . 
; ’ made a . 4 served i Phil pi iSiat 
y joint resolution No. 4, relating to the r rt of the California D les s 
caste la a iceman , vl ment, submitted an adverse repo W 
eed Btn TASTY eecenme Ceretiineerees 
reas the California D ris Commis n has.in the report neer? and th . athe! } | iil l 
ims and restrainil works recently submitted to t ~eecretal ‘ Mr. COCKRELL. from t » 4 t ( ) 
recommended a system which is claimed to be safe, pract e,and | Whom Was reterred the bill 
il; and AT ram ¢] ; . , ot I 
is, in order to secure the inauguration and ! t won = : es 
} vithont mend ent ndas« ; ; 
riations recommended by said commission should made without | Without amenament, ana I . 
Therefore, be it Mr. SEW ELL. from the ¢ } ‘ mn \ 4 : ; 
) hy the an ny i} sonate ¢ . TT ‘ » < tore he ir wid 5 —= 4] } ; ‘ , 
mW INE Gesemity (tN te } t was referred the bill (H. R esta 
and our Representatives in Congress be r« ‘ rg he ay near D Moin: Iowa. repor 
of said report and the publication thereof, and t eal norable al MOMMIES, Va, Teporte 1 i 
to secure the appropriations required to put into execution the pla mitted a report thereon. 
mended ther . Be it : Nhe oe He also, from t am te who a ; 
resolved, 1at a copy of this resolution, duly attested, be trans +1 e 4 { as of (Wy 
+ : > ; 11 . 43 {ol he relief f ¢ irles a ' nn 
o each Senator and Representative in Congress from the State of bill t —_ harles W ? ? 
rnia. | adverse report thereon; and the bill was post 
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| ( mittee on Commerce, to whom was committee, we take the say so of the committee, and we someti; 
! inge 1 characteristic of Cape | pass them w reported; but important bills, bills aftecting 
Cod t [ass setts, reported it without amendment, and | interests, an./ espec lally affecting the Army and the Navy, ou 
to be passed without giving Senators an op portunity to &) 
UP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | them: and it ought n ot to be considered intrusive in this b 
S 7 the relief of Gilman Sawtelle, | cause a Senator asks that a bill may go over fora day in 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. that he may examine it. 
roi the sam mui ,to whom was referred the | Mr. SEWELL. I would not object to the extension of tim 
relief of Francis S$. Davidson, reported it | the consideration of the bill exe m that i $0 ghoebiiaky nec 
e] ndsu tted a report thereon. that this bill shall be passed within a day or two. For ins 
VEST, from the Conunittee on Commerce, to Wiom was there is one provision of law that prohibits the Quartern 
Lthe bill (HL. R. 44% o authorize the Natchitoches Rail- | Department from paying more than $150 a month for any} 
way and C uction ¢ any to build and maintain a railway | services. We never contemplated then that we would hay 
nd t bi uwress Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish 
f L wa, reportedit withanamendment. 
ORT ON COPPER RIVER EXPLORATION EXPEDITION, 


Mr. PLATT New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
m was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 

DF , January 22, 1900, reported it without amendment: and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Lhy th te (the Hon of Rep ntatives concurring), That there 

be print WN copies of the report of Capt. W.R. Abercrombie on the Cop 

r | ‘ | ped m to Alaska, transmitted by the Secretary of 
War 1500s] r the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of th 
iH f I I ind 1,000 for distribution by the War Department 

COMPILATION RELATIVE TO THE PHILIPPINES, 

Mir. LODGE. In accordance with Senate resolution No. 44, 
passed January 9, I report from the Committee on the Philip- 
pines a | f compilation of the latest information and statistics 
( the numbers, areas, population, races and tribes, 
LEY ure, exports and imports, forests, and harbors of the 
Philippine Islands, I move that the usual number of the report 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

| tion was agreed to, 

RTERMASTERS’ SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY, ETC, 
Mr. SEWELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 


A rs, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6267) to amend an 
ict entitled ‘An act to amend an act to suspend the operation of 
certain provisions of law relating to the War Department, and 
for other purposes,” to report it without amendment, I will state 
that th are provisions of law restrictive in their nature under 
Ww] \ l arried on. In advertising for the pur 
( 1 hor ve etc, the Depart nt find it is an 
y that the privilege shall be extended, which ex- 
pil the end of this fiscal year. ey sed to exté - it for 
vear, so as to continue during the next fiscal year. oT 
Ul per il ee Dill. 

Phe | R ESIDE? r pro tempor ‘he bill will be read in full for 

fhe Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE, This is a very important bill and there are very 
lmportant provisio 7 in it. IL should like to have an opportunity 
of ¢ lining i deals with the Army and its future. I do 
not Vv to o bj ‘t, although I shall have to do so, if necessary. 
lask Qo sel ti oie t stand over until to-morrow. 

Mr. § aW E L : [will say that it is the provision of law now. 
The provisions of the old law were suspended. The old law pro- 
vided for anarmy of 20,000, and in advertising in relation to the 
number of horses and things of that kind, we could not carry on 
i war without suspending those provisions. The Secretary of 
War asks that the time be extended for another year. 


Mr. HALE. I will examine it. 


Mr. ryenhone LL. We could not goon after the first of the month 
if thos ‘Visions were not extended. 

Mr. Hz AL Kk. IL will examine it between now and to-morrow 
morning. Ishould like to have an opportunity to examine it. 
We ought to be very careful about legislation respecting the Army, 

Mr. HAWLEY If the Senator will pardon me, I will state 
that this is nothing but a renewal of the act which we passed a 
year ago, which was ve ry carefully studied in all its details, It 


is merely to facilitate the 
of the War Department. 
Mr. HALE. I understand that. 
that the bill shall s go over 
examine it 
SEWELL. 


and that the 


transaction of business in some bureaus 


but it is not asking very much 
for a day in order that Senators may 


Is the Senator aware that it isa House bill 
measure went through the House? 

Mr. 4WALE. IL haveacopy of it here before me. Butit does not 
follow that it should be passed when reported because the House 
has passed the bill. A great many bills we put through by unani- 
mous when they are reported; bills that are not of special 
importance; but it is not in the line of good legislation that im- 
portant bills should be put through in this way. When the bulk 
of bills which are of a private nature have been considered by a 


’ 
cil> 

+ 
it 


consent 


of transports and probably would have to pay $250 or $3: 
for first-class officers. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I feel constrained to object to the furth: 
sideration of the bill at this time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3177) for the relief of 
persons who sustained damage by the explosion of an ammun 
chest of Battery F, Second United States Artillery, July 16 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com: 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 
man; which was read twice by 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S 
Fox: which was read twice by 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill ( 


The bill goes to the ( 


al 


3178) for the relief of Sarah 
its title, and referred to th 


9) for the relief of Benjai 
its title, and referred to the 
S. 3180) granting an increase : 
sion to Horace H. Redford; which was read twice by its tit] 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3181) to 
the act relating to the public printing and binding and th: 
bution of public documents, and for other purposes; wh 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on P1 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3182) to incor) 
the Wesley Heights Railway Company, of the District of ( 
bia: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ar a introduced a bill (S, 3183) granting a pens 
George W. Newell: which was read twice by its title, and 

» the ; souaiae e on Pensions, 

“He also introduced a bill 5184) granting a pension to |] 
R. Alfre y; Which was read twice by its title, and referred t 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3185) to remove the charg 
sertion from the military record of Frederick Heer; whi 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on M 
Affairs. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 
Margare tha eae 
ferred to the (¢ 


3185) granting a pe1 
which was read twice by its title, 
‘omiiittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3187) for the relief of t 
tate of Jesse Mabry, deceased; which was read twice by it 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S.3188) granting an i: 
of pension to Henry W. Walker; which was read twice by it 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committ 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3189) for the relief of Leo 
Brownson; which was read twice by its title, and referred t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3190) to amend an a 
titled ‘‘An act in relation to taxes and tax sales in the Dist 
Columbia;” which was read twice by its title, and referr: 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3191) for the relief 
estate of James Young; which was read twice by its title, 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 3192) to provide for the er 
a public building at Jersey City, N. J.; which was read tw 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3193) granting a 
sion to Charles H. Force; which was read twice by its tit! 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3194) granting an in: 
of pension to William Kepler; which was read twice by its ' 
aad referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3195) i 
relief of the estate of Sarah G. Smith, deceased; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3196) for the relief of the heir 
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on, d sed: ¥ 1 was l ty 
Z 1 of \\ 
£ ] I s f \ M 
yitst ly dl ( 
ind Grounds : t 
Lal | ~ ; , gy , , 7 
1 to the Committee on Pensions, licat t 
y introduced a bill (8.3199) to correct t military record | tl as a sort of sop to | 
mJ. McNatt; which was read twice by its title, andr I | 
» the Committee on Military Affairs. ! I \ had 
MILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) ti the t 
r the purchase of historical manuscripts 1 ting to tl f n 
of Columbia; which was read tw 3 ti and re- | each is OV a 
» the Committee on the Library. Ha ton at t 
’ acces elena. ald and with the fu l Vas 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL, aectim s so Micaela ah 
KYLE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the | result was the greatest report 
ince for salary of consul at Beirut from $2,000 to $2.500 per | financial genius in 1 hist 
m, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and con- | pu dministra I ‘ 
appropriation bill: which was referred to the Committee on | p oncurred i J l : 
erce, and ordered to be printed, years by th me I 
BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to in- | ciat \ 
the allowance for salary of minister resident and consul- | parties and of both secti 
ral to Siam from $5,000 to $7,500 per annum, intended to be TI lief establis three f 


sed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation | the best standard of value was nd 








which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, | ver; next. that that could only be 
rdered to be printed. | operation or common action of t 
the world; and 1. that if ! 
LIEUT, COMMANDER R. M. G. BROWN, | whi h is the most va metal, is I ( v 
Ir. TILLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the | necessary to resort. 
S. 1636) authorizing the President of the United States to The two part hiffered 
ninate Lieut. Commander R.M. G. Brown, now on the retired | rency sued by the G 
, to be a commander on the #etired list, was indefinitely post- | authority the Government, s} 
1,and that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on | currency: but thosethree truth sul 
il Affairs. by the entire American pe l 
motion was agreed to. | They not only were accente 
double standard lai t 
POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. eee é tha & 
{ bi i i t ‘ ‘ € ’ 
KENNEY. Mr. President. I desire to give notice that on | silver legal tender, and of ¢ 
lay next, after the routine morning business, I shall call up | in that prohibition that | 
nt resolution (S. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the Unité no State shou 
with reference to the Philippine Islands, with a view o Now, then, the ] 
tting some remarks thereon. bimetallism. 1 
; MWe f v7 ? i 1 
SEIZURES IN AND NEAR DELAGOA BAY, ind silver « ated evet . 
PRESIDENT pro tempore Iaid before the Senate the fol- | and the civilized world t along 
message from the Pre tof the ted States: which Now, when the destruction of sp 
1d, and, with the accompanyi! papers, referred to the | an f t war cal n. we got nd 
ttee on Foreign Relations. and ordered t printed: the fiat-mone\ emes, and 
7 } + , . thy 
f ned | 
to the 1 i ‘ ' [ tr 1 pr ted a eur Vv ¢ 
port from t Santa Stat , : ses Ste nations of the world owil Ey it ¢ 1 
he steps that have been ta n t Depa t sta t ybtain ) ; ? + ’ 
ition of property f Ame t ’ 1 t t. i @ at F é : at : 
vuthorities of Great Brita dela h Africa tition hings which Ales oe 
W LA MeKINLEY nftima S$ in th Oo! ca ( 1 ( 
UTIVE MANSION eon a4 f tin? — : or . | 1 \\ 
Vashinaot / , 1 Z ; ; pee : 
; n i ma 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | in the path in wh they 
unfinished business. re doing just what Hamil , 
must do if t ti } } 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. ; 7 
most valuable metal and tl \ 
Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | adopt as cur standard 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of But in doing that, Lv t \ 6 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined | not changed its mind, but that till belies 
United States, and for other purposes the | we are only saying that we reaffirm t 11 ' 


RESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on | of the American people for red W het t 
endment reported by the comiittee vote los whether it s f tent 
HOAR. Is the pending question on the amendment in re- | or do not satisfy them mains t 

international bimetallism? man in t! te o! 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. war, wl cial 
HOAR. Mr, President, I wish not to makea speech or ar- | nary intelligent American citi 

t. but merely to make one very simple statement before this | have the two metals if y can get 
ment shall be voted upon. It is almost too commonplace a | doing it: that if you can not, if d ! t} 








Pudi 
say in the hearing of gentlemen who have been, hke the | you must accept the most valuable m 
rs of this body, meditating upon and discussing this im- | back to the double standard agai: I 
t question for so many vears, and yet it isa thing which | the doul andard and n t 
to me to be entirely forgotten in political discussions and | for mankind and the best f 


1 


scussions of the pre ss, Now, that is all there is of it nd 
ever thereis added any action in favor of the gold stand- , contented communities or hel) 


iny recognition of the gold standard as something forced | ing votes and pleasing d tent 
the people by the necessities of the case, ther mes up a | party in power by a reaffirmat t sim 
m the press of both parties, and that portion of the press | affirmation of the accepted beli f t \I 


likes to style itself independent, that there is an attempt to | parties and of all sections for iundred y 
, to get silver votes, or please silver communities by mak- | new. There is no disguise in it; ther no pretense in 
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| irom in 1776 as to the feudal system. 


| United King 


i t: but the simple fact that every Amer- | 
rmed his opinion since Hamilton made his ré 
yeal | ved these three truths: and that is 

M MORGAN, Mr. Presic t. theamendment now before the 

f those misera makeshifts that force themselves 

to financial bills to cover the wounds of those who support them 

ist the | ations of conscience When this amendment is 

\ { on the committees substitute for the House bill, I will offer 
what I will now read as a substitute for that amendment: 

J That it the fixed | vy of the United States to pay and clear off 

ona ra t and equal taxation and the a ul n 
of rm f Gi I nt will permit, with constant regat to 
t \ | t sp to this national duty 

I isistir > ior silver « 1. or} h. is 
the il basi » issue of bank bills t ircu 

! ut and 1 itional burden on the taxpayers 

{ l i it ( cr? l agree to change the terms of the 

v thi tthe bondholders, so as to deprive 
! und pr paving said obligations in coins of 
i the ies or the requirements of the gen 

I I ntra the } y of the United States that the 

i il ide perpetua r that it should be maintained or in 

hen ! banks, or to regulate : the commercial 

If this substitute for the amendment of the Senate committee 

h 1 be adopted, I would then move to strike out the word | 
nacted in the enacting C es Se See ee ‘e of it the 
word *‘ resolved,” oe it would bea joint resolution. 

The ground that has been covered in the general discussion of 
this measure is the iieunaiein has been surveyed and resurveyed 
in the Senate for more than twenty years. The facts, with slight | 
additions, and the arguments, almost without change, are the 
saine that have been presented at every session of ten successive 
C onvresses. 

All the old battles have been fought over and all the now heal- 


ug wounds have been torn open to bleed afresb. 

It would be an intolerable cruelty to a people who are push- 
their enterprises with renewed vigor and great prosperity in 
the dawn of a new era, 
Republic developing in concert with the noblest virtues and 
best aspirations of benevol and justice, if this bitter discus- 

on was forced upon our country for purposes of party advantage 
in the elections. 

This motive has something to do with this agitation, 
come to the pe ople. 

The compelling power of party organizations is the chief reli- 


no 


1S 


ence 


coming 


so unwel- 


in which the strength and splendor of the | 


ance of the projectors of this measure for its passage, and the | 
fretful protests of some distinguished leaders of the majority 
igainst its provisions and the artful introduction of provisions 
that are misleading and deceptive, for the purpose of quieting 
others, show that the bill has impressed many of its supporters 
with a feeling of alarm and abhorrence. 


But it moves on its course with the steadiness and ease of a cloud 


driven by unseen winds in a summer sky. It is well directed in 
its covrse and is resistless In its progress. 

It is not dea ne ‘with ratios between the money metals or ques- 
tions that relate to their equality in the mints, nor does it pause 
to consider the sanctity of contracts or the questions of constitu- 
tional laws and rights that obstruct its progress. 

Nhe mission of the bill is to decreea higher law than the Consti- 

tution, that shall emancipate concentrated capital from all taxa- 
tion, to make capital the beneficiary of the powers of taxation 
which were given to Congress alone for the purpose of conducting 
the -ihevers ment, to make the bond debt of the Government per- 
petual, and toincrease it as occasion may offer, so that the national 


anks, based upon it, shall rule the financial destiny of the people 


forever, and to give them the power to create money that the Gov- 
ermment is bound to redeem in gold gathered by taxation, and to 
regu'ate its volume of supply to the people. 


his power to increase or diminish the volume of currency at 


will is the inquiry of absolutism in the hands of the money power, 
the most potent and relentless of all des] _ 
This ruling and irresponsible agency of the power of money, 


given into the hands of 3,500 national banks, %, more dangerous 
to the people than if 3.500 regiments were concentrated under the 
command of an ambitious, selfish, and cruel despot who has no 


1 
regard for any rights or interests that are not his own. 


| 


No national bank has interests that are in competition withany | 
other national bank. and they are all so subject to the power of 


the 
is irresi 
preme. 

l am not 
no need 
whole 
bank 


Secretary of the Treasury that his will as to their operations 


stible, and therefore his power to command them is su- 
g the facts to support these statements. I have 
them. They are known to the people of the 
They are and have been on every page of every 
accounts for more than fifty years, and they 


statin 
to state 
country. 


book ot 


| full and free coinage of silver to put into the foundations o! 


are | 


i 
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written in the experiences of everybody who ever had an a 
in one of them. While it is a leading purpose of this bill t 
this enormous concentration power under the control of 
and credit engaged in manufacturing bills to circulate 
on the basis of the credit of the Government, and while t] 
danger to the peo} le that threatens all the sources of th: 
perity and all their liberties, there is a still deeper purpose, 
the least concealed, to divide our people into two class 
the bearer of national burdens and the other the untaxed } 
of permanent mortgages on the labor, earnings, productio) 
prope ty of all the industrial classes. 

The feudalism of Europe, that our Constitution was ex 
designed to prohibit in our country, has been transferred | 
in the British isles from lands into consols, which repres, 
interest-bearing national debt. It is the purpose and m 
effect of this measure to establish this system of feudalisin 
United States. Its success is assured, and I fear it is irre 
when this bill or the House bill is enacted into law. 

To aid this plan in the Kingdom of Great Britain and | 
by increasing the purchasing power of the interest paid 
bonds, gold was made their sole legal-tender money, and 
hanced in value, its scarcity was safely relied upon to loy 
price of the labor and property out of which the bondholde: 
to derive their interest. 

This bill adopts gold as the sole money to be receive 
taxes and to pay the bonds and the interest upon them 
turns us to the same dominion that we thought we were « 
We are now on 
than our brethren, the British subjects, becaus: 
dom all paper money is issued and redeem 
private corporation upon a basis of specie on which the 
are not taxed, while we redeem all our national-bank 
gold taxed out of the people, and at the same time we pay th 
that issue the bills interest on the bonds upon faith of whi 
are issued. In England the basis of banking is specie, o1 


footing 


as? 


the people pay no interest. while in this country the basis o! 
| ing is the public credit, which rests alone on taxation to 


it. We pay the national banks the interest in gold uj 
capital. We allow them to convert that capital into m 
use it at rates that seldom fall below 12 per cent per annui 
redeem their bills in gold raised by taxation, and exclude 
owners from borrowing money on pledges of their real est 

The industrial classes are thus made servile, while th: 
create money under corporate charters escape taxation and 
lords paramount in all but the name. 

This bill makes this condition inevitable and perpetual. 

In this debate I have pointed out already the manner in 
these results are fastened upon the country, and [ will 
attention now to the only creed known to the people of th« 
States that is opposed to this new revolution, which retur 
the dominion of the British system of finance. 

That creed is the broad and historical ground upon w 
Democrats have always stood. It is the payment of the n 
debt, not its perpetuity; that whatever banking is autho: 
law shall be conducted on the specie basis: that the spe 
of all contracts, public and private, consists of gold ané@ sil) 
tender coin. The national banks are based on the credit 
United States inthe form of bonds. If that basis is ren 
the payment of the bonds, they must provide for the redem} 
their bills in specie or go out of business. 

So that a resort to the old Democratic creed is the only 
which the people can be saved from the destruction of 
dustries, the taxetion that will never end, the loss of t 
liberties, and their degradation as feudatories of the mone, 

In doing this, by paying off the national debt, we s 
necessarily restore silver to its former equal rights with 
its full coinage will be then demanded by the national 


ve 


the only means of securing a full specie basis for the red 


of their notes, and the Government will go out of the | 
business. 

We have but one way to enforce the will of the people i: 
of silver money, so often expressed and so often baffled 
appointed by the friends of monopoly, of the national ban 
the other money corporations, associations, and combinat 
Congress. It is to make it to the interest of the national | 
demand the full and free coinage of silver. This can 
done by the payment of the national debt. ' 

That will take the foundation from beneath their bit 
force them to the specie basis for the redemption of th 
notes, or they will have to go out of business. This th 


never consent to, and they will at once become clamorous ! 


credit. 

The object of this bill, so far as they are cone erned, 
vent this result, which is the necessary result of the pa: uy 
our national interest-bearing obligations. 


+ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Chair regrets to inform A stem —_ ; 
the Senator that his time has expired. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iask the consent of the Senate to prox 
three or four minutes to finish my statement, as I do not expe 
to again take the floor. 
Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the Senat 
from Alabama may be permitted to finish his remarks, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? TheCha 





irs none, and the Senator from Alabama will proceed 

Mr. MORGAN. Lam much obliged to the Senate for itsin L Senator will see | 
dulgence, ms Ww 

Mr. President, this bill makes the issue between the Democratic | “©P4°e ' < , 
and Republican parti s sodeep and s » broad that one or the other | “V4 cony a \ v 
will fall under its deci . “ . i Ba eee beer words vou ] . \ 1 l 4 5 
will fall under its decision, never tc rise, if the people sustain this , 
measure \ under Hamilton which | have just 1 Let me 
nez ; renee 7 


If they sustain this measure and vote the national debt shall be 
perpetual, they will thereby hand over to the national banks the 
whole control of their financial affairs, and will give them th 
power and the legal right, in cooperation with the other bond- 
holding classes, to saddle a perpetual mortgage upon all who en- 
gage in the productive industries of the United States. 

It is to save our country from this artful, quiet, cold, and almost Observe, he is only spea where there is a ni ity 
silent revolution that I make this appeal to the old Democrati me metal 
creed of Jefferson and Jackson, and implore the Democracy to ‘ = 
take their stand upon the specie basis for the redemption of all hetw 
contracts, public or private, whether made by corporations or by G 
individuals 

If we will now adopt this true and ancient creed of the Demo 
racy, that our national debt must be paid, and its converse propo 
sition that the national debt shall not be made a perpetual 
burden on the people, and that the specie basis of gold and silver 
coin shall stand to redeem all money obligations, the Democrats C f 
of all the country and of all opinions as to what is sound money Beane Pxiagioncvons & 
and what is the proper ratio between silver and gold, and as to In Mr. Jefferson's paper on the same s n 
the equal rights of gold and silver at the mints, and the necessity | reaffirms that. It is put into the Co 
for gold as the money of foreign commerce, will forbear their | trine of Daniel Webster. Mr. Webstet self alw 


iS 


doctrinal contentions and will gather under the old standard of | in which his contemporaries and ntrymet not © W 
Jeiferson and Jackson without a man missing from the ranks. him—that his greatest single service mar W 
Th's is our opportunity, and if we use it we can save the coun- | upon questions of finance and that tha t t 


+ } 


try from a social. moral, industrial, and political revolution that | stood best—better even than « titution . W t 


will preserve the Republic against that worst of despotisms—an | Benton and Jackson and every! part ol 
1? 

i 

! 








neorporated mot y of the money power, backed by the taxing | Weight were agreed in those doctrine 
power of the Government, for the benefit of the wealthy classes, Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President. if the distinguisl 
t the cost of the tol’ ing masses of the people. had made his last speech first, there would have be 
Let the people denounce this measure at once, before it has had | for me making any re} When you tak U1 
ime to fasten upon them its fatal parposes and the destruction | Were that all the way along we had been guided by1 rer to 
hat otherwise is inevitable, and they will redeem themselves | the commer al nations of the world, a 1 that we had eed upon 
from a fate of which the class distinctions and poverty-ridden rtain financial plans because they were In accord with t 
pecrute of Europe will be only a mild example. Once we vote our- | Ue commer ial nations of the wot an 1 that finally \ rad 
Ives into slavery to the money power, the shackles will never | (mifted down to the present Republ \ Ltimiat 
tail fromm our limbs, of all that had been don: for l ntrovert that stat os 


‘ = os 2 e 29 tiynoat Ther > Ove . a | , tay y ] ‘ } , ; ‘ 
; Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President, I rise simply to enter my lat there never na ae BCMA AN ! 


rotest against the remarks of the distinguished Senator from | ~'#%€S Prior to TSso where aoe ae aeaan actus aor ae 
M:ssachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The general impression which was | COMSU!ted any foreign nation; and In 1sd~, when W ot 
doubt ess left upon the minds of the Senate by his remarks was | * COU8T OF con the United States—not 01 ae BAG BO? 

1 the adoption of the bimetallic or the double stand in 1792 | 2N@ Had no power to coin, we ad ae oN ry syster ter 
withorities conferred with the leading commercial nations « OF OWN INVEStiZasion Into WHAE We 
arth. I deny that our governmental authorities up to 1s OUt 1egal— Tavlos OxIsting in I A HACION 
it any time, in planning its financial system or in enacting Phe o1 y guide we Dad was | . Lor melt 
financial legislation, anything to do with foreign nations or | 2°™. ane ert 2 Quam 

reign systems. ough examination, w ul nsult n Wi 
Mr. HOAR. Mr President, 1 do not know whether I ought to | “@S'82° oa eee ee = : = a ¥ ; 
the Senator to yield to me for a moment, but I should like a | 2° ST O19" aaa Sik cshane ait aaithenine cae / pees 
rt time. andl sliver at tha vai iinaih teed ime aan ag ca 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainiy. that up to 1872. During that w tis ahi aed Pcs 
Mr. HOAR. What the Senator says is entirely true, that there | erat I itv or the old WI ty wa ' that 
is no agreement with foreign nations; but what happened was | was concerned, there was a determination t 
t Hamilton in his report. in determining what should be the | alliances with anv foreign ? t ’ 
io between gold and silver, goes over each nation by itself and | his first inaneural address. pt tim 
ows substantially that the ratio ranged from 15 to 1 to 16 te 1, | has been adhered to from that dav t th : 7 
ut was a little over 15 tol at that time. He treats all through) jave the honor of belongi1 4 ’ 
1e consensus, the average, adopted by foreign nations as the ratio | friendship with all natio1 ental ' ! 
which we should establish. Theri. in addition to that, he treats | That createst of all creat met 1 
it as the ratio which we were to establish. Then he “nizes | jn his Farewell Addi to 
nd adopts foreign coins and the legislation of his time as the | heritanee which should be 1 ) 
nage system to be used by the United State r an indefinite | Jong as we love to be Ame1 ' that ] vel] 


} ’ 


i 

riod. He then proceeds to fix by law not only the ratio of our | Address as follows: 
wn coins, but the value of Spanish dollars and other foreign 

ins. So he completely affirms the doctrine which [impr 
ulm as the whole basis and postulate of his argumen Then he 
goes on to say—if 1 may be permitted to read one sentence more, 
ind that is all—as follows: 


The Secretary is, upon the whole, strongly inclined to th nthata 
preference ought to be given to neither of the metals for the money unit. } ar fi 1 the 
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| msn Id} 

; ‘ whoare bowing their knee to the golden 
( 3 l nda ra foreign system, 

r which would have held us in 
( if she had had the physical power 

4 
\ 
fa ure liable t 
1 ae 
appla 

l t I nn ns is, in ext 1 
1 toh ] : a n n 

*y , } +} . 

h per h. J 

I a tof pri y interests which to us have none ora very 
rr ition le n engaged in frequent controversies, the 
‘ f concerns. Hence. therefore, it 
must be unw nus toir te ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary 
nary combinations and collisions of her 
oO ‘ int situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif- 
{ If we remain one people, under an efficient government, the 

i far off when we may defy material injury from external annoy 

i ! ike suchan attitude as will cause the neutrality we may 








serup tlously respected; when belligerent na- 
he impossibility of making acquisitions upon us, will not legally 
\ i when we may choose peace or war, as our 
hall counsel 

\ sO] arasituation? Why quit our own 
rm) 5 Why, by interweaving our destiny with that 
Europe, entangle our peace and 7 sperity in the toils of Euro 

p, interest, humor, o1 ( 





Now, we are called upon to adopt this gold standard because it 
isin comity with the standard of Great Britain, because it is in 
comity with t tandard of Germany, and to ally ourselves to a 
foreign system and be dependent upon all the changes and fluc- 
tuations and adverse circumstances which may surround that 


foreign countries, bringing home to our own doors all 


tandard in 
ly) 


the ills and ail the disadvantages which may result from that sys- 
tem in all the foreign nations of the world. 

Why not adopt an American system—one of our own? Whycry 
before the world our insignificance, our incapacity, with 75,000,000 
Peo] »do what we did in 1792 with 4.000,000 people? Then we 
esta hed our system: we maintained it. To-day we can estab- 


lish any system we desire; and I want nothil 
eign financial system. I want our own f 


and distinct from any other—an Ameri 


1¢ to do with any for- 
nancial system, separate 
an system, which we are 


abundantly able to maintain, whatever it may be. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was simply going to ask that 
we take a vote, but I yield to the Senator from Connecticut if he 
desires to speak, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it seems to be the 
fashion in this discussion for each Senator, as he rises, to protest 
against somethit i wish to protest against the assumption of 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber who oppose this 
bill—the assumption that they represent the people of the United 
St: Ido not know where they get the right to claim that they 
ar representatives of the people on this question. 

Mis question went before the people of the United States in 


1806, and 


went before them upon the platform of the Republican 


party, which announced—I do not suppose I am able to quote ex- 
actly t language, but the substance of it was that the United 
States would maintain the existing gold standard until bimetal- 
lism mld be secured by the concurrence of the leading nations 


of the world, which the party pledged itself to promote. 

That question went before the people, and notwithstanding the 
suppression of some half million votes, more or less, in this coun- 
try, that policy and that declaration and that pledge received a 


majority of the votes of more than half a million of the people. 


taken to the hearts of the gold | Mr. RAWLINS. 


} 


| The existing gold standard was what we promised to mainta 


| people. 


Now, I stand here 
Mr. RAWLINS, Will the Senator from Connecticut permit 
me to ask him a question? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. PLATT of Connectieut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If Lunderstood theSenator’s statement of the 
platform, it was that it pledged the Republican party to maintain 
the existing gold standard. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. With the limitation and qualification— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I did not use the word “ exist- 
ing.” it was an oversight. I intended to use it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. This is the stion: Do you propose by this 
measure to change the system which existed at the time that plat- 
form was made? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not understand that this bili 
changes in any respect the gold standard as it exists before the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR, It does not change it; it maintains it, as the plat- 
form says, 


| ject now. 
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Then what is the object of the bill? 
‘onnecticut. Mr. President, those “repr 
“of the people who continually insist that they alone 
represent the people have been trying to delude the people during 
all the years since the enunciation of that. platform by sayi: 
that we were not on the gold standard, and they have been shout 
ing with the same breath that the United States was not on th 
gold standard, and denouncing everybody who did not agree with 
them as parties to the crime of 1873. What was the crime 
1x73 if it did not place the United States on the gold standard 


Mr. PLATT of ¢ 


enbinttercia 
sentatives 


until we could get international bimetallism, and this bill is ¢ 
the purpose of making it sure that we do. maintain the existi) 
gold standard and taking away from the representatives of fr« 
silver the opportunity to say that the Government is not on 
gold standard to-day. If it had not been for the continual m 
representations of those who advocate free silver coinage, tl}, 
would be no occasion for the passage of this bill. 

But, Mr. President, I protest that they do not represent t! 
With all the suppression of the vote in the last Pres 
dential election there was a majority of more than a half milli 
of the people of the United States for the maintenance of the 
isting gold standard until we could secure international bimet 
lism by the concurrence of the leading commercial nations of t} 
world; and if they wish to go to the people again on the doctrii 
of the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1, which I believe means si! 
ver monometallism, they will find to their cost and sorrow th 
that majority will be largely increased in the next Presidenti 
election. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Missouri for removing all d 
guise from the issue in the next Presidential campaign. I 
obliged to him for proclaiming the leading doctrine of the Dei 
cratic party and its representatives in the last Presidential ca 
vass and its representative in the next Presidential canva 
Whatever may be said about anti-imperialism and about trusi 
and about the money power and about corporations and ab 
the toiling masses and the classes, it will be the same issue 01 
again, and that is whether the United States shall attemp‘ 
change the existing gold standard in this country into a sil 
standard. 

Mr. President, we heard when the Senator from Nevada m 
his speech here something about the alchemist and alchei 
There never was any such alchemy as is now proposed by t 
Senator from Missouri. Of all men whe have sought the 
losopher’s stone which should transmute base metals into g 
the Senator from Missouri is entitled toa patent for the discove: 
Only it does not happen to beastone. It is a law which i 
transmnute silver into gold. Of all the conjurers and macgicia) 
and wizards who have existed in times past and in times prese1 
and who sought to delude the people, no one has reached the 
lime height of saying that by the passage of the law and the s 
ing of the President’s name to it you could increase the value 
a commodity the world over 100 per cent. Neither Cagliost: 
nor Hermann nor Kellar nor Frank Daniels would ever aspir 
any such distinction. It remained for the wizard of Missouri ' 
wave his magic wand or magic pen and thus raise the pric 
ail the silver in the world 100 percent. How much? One-] 
certainly, and more than one-half of the silver coin of the wor!:! 
although made a full tender, passes for only 50 per cent as mu 
as the gold of the same denomination. 

Mr, COCKRELL. What did I understand the Senator to sa 
Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Make that statement again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the $119,000,000 
Germany, containing 3 cents less silver than ours, only pass ! 
50 cents? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have not said any such thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You came very near it, I think. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did state that one-half of 1 
silver money of the world to-day, in round numbers, passed in t! 
countries of coinage and in all countries for not more than ° 
cents on the dollar of gold of the same denomination. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator permit me to ask him on 
question? 

Yes. 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. 
I ask him to name any great commerci 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
nation—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
commercial nations. 





Oh, I am not talking about great 
Iam talking on an entirely different su! 
Iam talking about what the Senator from Missou 
proposes to do with his magic pen, when it shall have written : 
law; and I say that of the four thousand millions, more or less, © 
silver money in the world at least two thousand millions ol 


| passes at 50 per cent or thereabouts as compared with the valu: 


of gold money of the same denomination. He proposes to make 
that entire stock of money, depreciated money, as in Mexico, 
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fered it. it is all right. 


it 


nd Chin foun world, | 1 I say to you ; t [ y 
las gold. A thousand million dollars va created by | t na t 
ich of the pen! And not only t but all the silver of tl t but becaus , 
in bullion, in ornaments, or inW ever shape it may exist, | lar v n M 
nm immediately to 1 me worth a ir and twenty- v twel r tl ‘ 
ents an ounce instead of less than half of that asl I I 
r. President, if it were anywhere el than in the Senate of | silver money and many | 
ited States, I should simply say t this proposition is too | States upon a l \ s 
icnlous for any body to believe, Isece that my time has ex] l. | With gold. 
fr, ALDRICH. Question. Mr. HOAR The S ’ 
e PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to | me put it in another fort 
mendment offered by the committee. | Mr. TELLER. \ 
Mr. ALDRICH. 1 understand that the Senator from Alabama} yr HOAR. If 1 
red an amendment to the amendment. 1 ocket and coi * ' 
1e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from what State? | j.5. will he not cive v 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]}. | yale in Mexican silver dollars 
understood that he offered an amendment to the amendment. “Mr TEI I ER. \ ren, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Noamendment was sent to the Mr. HOAR. eee eas ; 
_ 4 ri wiih. \ Vy. well tha Ww i 
Ix, ; carve ee nat ie 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ho read it in his place, and I understood he | a ee” ee ee ee 


If it is not pending 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I may 1 














, ave misunderstood the :, TELLER. When the gold of the world gets ther 
nator from Connecticut {Mr. PLAT Before I go ahead 1 | 4)... 4:2, Wi you take vou! ee er ee el 
uuld like to know what he did say, Ihave the misfortune to aT aaa a eee Lad eno ee —- 
. . ° . . |} erelign they Know that they can sena K 
t behind him, and I conld not hear, I understood him to say | Mr. ALDRICH. Will thes : ; ' 
that the silver money of the world was circulating now at 50 cents} <= es res — ae ee grpseialip eo mon a 
n the dollar. nominally, with the gold in the country where it is Mr. PELLER. No. I wan set ti W t 
reulating. What was it the Senator said? | You will have plenty of tim 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I said, speaking in round num-|{ Mexicois a country of limited cir How do we mair 
rs, that one-half of the coined silver money of the world is pass- | tain here at_a parity five hundr n ‘ ver, and 
ig at only 50 per cent or thereabouts of gold money of the same } than that It is because we area gi 1 al nat 
enomination. | there is a demand for it. Mex Has} r i gol lard 
Mr. ALDRICH. n the same countries? lrepeat. She has nev ad ) ( t ) 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In the same countries. } Duy It at the brokers, you ca \ 
Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that he is misin- as 1 rehan lise. It is not in use 1 
rmed. There is no foundation for that statement. The silver | that conaltior lt] 
oney of the world, where gold is circulating with it concur- | What the S 1 it , Ww 
ntly, is circulating at the same ratio. } resp t to the he w 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would not a gold dollar, if there | hundred or at ‘ 
re one in Mexico, buy two silver dollars: and would not a gold | that it is twi is Depat 
llar, if there were one in India, buy two silver dollars? absolute parity nd t I 
Mr. TELLER. In the first place, there is not any gold in cir- | shops of France is not gok \ | 
tion in Mexico, eleven millions of silver money in 1 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Because silver, having depreciated | does more money duty in the purcha ! ¢ 
‘cents on the dollar of gold, has driven it all ont | transactions—than the five hundred mil \ 
TELLER. The Senator there again shows his unacquaint- | have said of u Germ ! 
with the facts. There never was a gold circulation in Mex- | Belgium, an ‘ t 
t any time. Never at any time while the mints have been | a gold circul 
has there been a gold circulation. The Tr. asury Department | Mr. Presi ( t 
them in a report which they make here nore gold than silver. | thi i 
t is evidently an error, becaus er dy knows that is | a face of g w 
true. Take the coin of Great Britain—a hundred and eleven | was gold an neta ul 
ms of it circulating at a limited uder. It does the same | country wes other day that Lmad 
duty, when you have 20 shilling f it. that a sovereign | speeches in t ut 1 
[It buys as much of anything th: in wants | Repub n uid Veare a 
sovereign buys. Ten marks of si ‘buys as} g andar lie pr 
as a ten-mark gold piece buys. | vision. You r You 
r. President, thisis not the place for misrepresentations of that | did 1 vt t l ( 
icter, This is the place where facts and not falsehoods ought | tions materia { e on t 
presented to the American people. There is not a country 1 go ert i1,in Mir t ! 
where that-maintains the standard of gold and silver where and in other sections fro » we 
ver does not do thesame money duty, at the rate established lpeople. They may I { l- 
w, that it did previous to 1875. standard fold by the pressur f par rejudic nd } 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Did I deny that silver circulated | sympathy and party pride, but they have not been there yet. 1 
rity With gold in Germany or the United States or Eng- | highest authority from the President's State, in one of 1] reat 
> places where men have influence, declared that that bimeta r 
Mr. TELLER. If he has denied anything at all, that is what ) vision puta hundred men in the last Hou f Representativ 
i deny by that statement. It was intended to go out to the | would not have been there if it had not b th e. J 
ican people that where they have the-two moneys in circu- | do not know whether that is true or not, but I know l { 
n, one half is doing money duty at 50 cents on the dollar and | make a campaign upon the gold standard, 
ther is doing it at a dollar—a hundred cents. | The American people have not declared for t} 
‘ir. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a question? | You may make them. It will take m money that ( 
Mr. TELLER. 1 will yield to a question. I will not hear any | in 1896, if you do make them, to carry it. a S06 t 
1 from the Senator. | which you boast, the party to which you b nt mo ha 
. HOAR. You will not hear any speech from me? | it ever spent from the hour it came into exis that 
‘ir. TELLER. No; I can not afford it. You spent two dollars where the aggregat 
lr. HOAR, Is there any country in the world having an un- | from the very foundation of the party in 1856 tot you no} 
ted coinage of silver where the silver dollar is worth more | nated McKinley. You may doit again. You ma th 
an 50 per cent of the gold dollar? |} tories or threaten to and frighten t into vot for tl 
lr. TELLER. I will answer you now. You can not answer | gold standard. You may do what v 1 in all the great 
me. I will take Mexico. I speak with knowledge, for I | of the East. You may say to the employer If you vote for M 
é a trip to Mexico for the express purpose of considering its | Bryan andheiselected, this factory clos You did itin ( 
al condition. I stayed there six weeks, with as good an | you did it in all the great cities, I repeat, and in ; i 
rtunity as any man who did not hold a commission from the | manufacturing centers. You may do it aga You 
‘rovernment could have. Linterviewed merchants, I interviewed | expression of the people, but you did not get it 
ikers, l interviewed everybody from the head of the Govern- | were walked up, under the threat of starvation an i] 
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from their employment, and they voted for the ticket under voer- | ounces of silver per month and coin it into silver coin it w 
cion: and they did not believe then that you were a gold-standard | raise the price of silver to its o!d price and the ratio price of $|.» 
part id you did not dare to say you were in two-thirds of the | an cunce. Wedid it, Mr. President. We believed that. Wewer 
rea of the United States. | told over and over again that all we had todo to raise the pric: 
| Senator from Connecticut is nothing if he is not a prophet. | silver from what it was then to $1.29 an ounce the world over y 
{ remember once here when he prophesied—and he particularly | to buy and coin 4,500,000 ounces per month, and we carried ¢]} 
| hesied as tomyself—that a position I had taken would not be | on for three years. I do not remember now how much it y 
tained by the people of my State. Mr. President, they sus- | annually that we coined. 
taincd me by more than 8) per cent of the vote, and so it isnot}| Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Fifty-four million ounces. 


rth while for the Senator to tell us whatis going to happen next | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We coined 54,000,000 ounces 
time. Wedonot know what is going tohappen. Weare willing | nually, but the number of dollars was much greater, and still + 
tomake this campaign and take the chances. If the American | price of silver went steadily down: the divergence grew wider 
people say they are for the gold standard, that is the end of it. | wider. Then we repealed the purchasing clause of the Sherm 
The Senator complains that we say we are the representatives of | Act, and still the price of silver has gone down as compared \ 


o not think anybody will aceuse the Senator from | the price of gold, but not so rapidly as it did from the years 





the people. Id 

er = tient of being arepresentative of the peopleespecially. Ido] to 1893, when we were purchasing the four and a half mill 
1 now that he has misrepresented the people of his State. I | ounces per month, which we were told was going to elevate sil 
do not know what their sentiments are, 1 presume they are for | to the price of gold. 

th ld standard. Ihave nodoubt the people of Connecticut are, | And now we have come to this, that there is no bimetallisn 


| probabiy he properly represents them in that way, but Con- | cept free coinage at 16 to 1; that no one believes in bimeta 
necticutis not allof the United States byanymeans. Thereissome | who does not believe that we can take silver. now worth 47 
section of it besides which has something to say about these ques- | on the dollar as c mpared with gold commercially, and rais: 
tions and will continue to have, notwithstanding the Senator may | the parity of gold by just opening our mints at that ratio. 
enter his very earnest protest. If a man believes in another ratio he is not a bimetallist. | 
L mean to assert, in spite of the Senator, that I stand for the | believes in the ratio which represents the real parity of val 
American people, if I know what their sentiments are. WhenI)| tween gold and silver that man is not a bimetallist at all. 
shall tind that their sentiments differ with mine, I shall find | must believe what is beyond belief, what it isincomprehensi| 
that Lam of no further use in this Chamber—I mean on this great | suppose that any man believes, that we can take these two m 
question. I will be ready to quit when that occurs. I do not be- | with all this divergence, one being worth half as much i: 
lieve that the American people are a gold-standard people. 1 be- | market as the other, at the ratio of 16 to 1, and make them 
lieve the Senator from Massachusetts told the truth when he said | in the market the world over. 
a couple of years ago, or three years ago, that 90 per cent of the} Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
people were bimetallists. Il believe they are now. I believe they | interrupt him for a moment? 
want bimetallism. You are afraid they want it, and therefore Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 
you put in this childish and foolish statement in the bill that this| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I protest against the assert 
bill is not intended as an obstacle or hindrance to bimetallism. so far as I am concerned, that I insist that every bimetallist 1 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, we are all the while | believe that we are capable of coining silver at 16 to 1 ours 
getting something new in the Senate of the United States, We and sustain it. I myself know men whom I regard as as 


are getting new definitions, and we have now what seems to me to | bimetallists as anybody in the world who do not believe that 
he a new definition of bimetallism. Bimetallism as proclaimed | I have never accused them of inconsistency or anythirg else. 
to-day is the opening of our mints to the free coinage of silver at | of the best bimetallic men that I ever knew, and one of the 1 
a certain ratio. The opening of our mints to the free coinage of | intelligent, was General Walker, who never believed that 
silver in olden times, in the times of the Constitution, when our | could do it alone. He was a bimetallist, he was an intelli: 
friends are wont to boast that gold and silver were made the | man, a man for whom I had great respect and great affection 
money of the Constitution, meant to the coinage of gold and sil- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, we 
ver at a ratiothat then represented as nearly as it was possible an | parties and parties in this country, and we have representat 
equivalence in value between the two metals. Now there is no | and representatives of parties. lam rather pleased to see | 
bimetallism except for the opening of the mints of the United | the Senator from Colorado, who represents one party, does 
States alone at a ratio which represents a divergence of one-half | quite agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELI 
in the equivalence of the two metals. represents another party. This is what the Senator from 
| will say this: If I believed that we could open our mints to | souri said: 

the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and thereby bring | __ Mr. President, this country, with the people inhabiting it, ean ma 
to a parity throughout the world the value of the two metals and | laws on the financial question it desires, and it can maintain then 
maintain it there. my objection to free coinage as preached by the disgrace to our people and our race to say We can not maintain a fi 
new financiers of the United States would be largely diminished, | *Y*te™ 8 the ratio of 16 to I or 15} to 1. 
if not entirely eliminated. But there comes the exact difference | That is the bimetallism of the Senator from Missouri, at 
between us. We donot believe it. We do not see how it is pos- | rate. 
-sible for anybody. taking into consideration the history of the Mr. SPOONER. He went further and stated that he di 

i 

| 


past, taking into consideration all the laws which govern cur- | want international bimetallism. 
rency and finances, to believe that silver money can be main- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He said that he does not 
tained in the United States at a parity with gold upon the ratio | any international bimetallism; that he does not want any « 
of 16 to 1, in the ratio. He wants that old thing which has been ins 
The fathers did not believeit. Nobody believed it up to a recent | on the banners of the Democratic party of this country for tl 
period. The greatest care was taken in opening our mints to see | ten years to delude the people of the country—16 to 1 or not 
that the quantity of silver which was coined into a dollar should |_ Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I was delighted wi! 
equal, as nearly as possible, in all markets the value of gold that | beautiful imagery that the distinguished senior Senator 
was coined into a doliar. We had that law: we had a ratio, and | Connecticut |Mr. PLATT] cast over me when he spoke abo 
up to 1873, if Lam not mistaken, the mints had been open to the attempting to wave the wand and by the pen give value toa 
free coinage of both, and in that year there came for the first time modity. Prior to 1873 throughout the world the commercia! \ 
a divergence between the two metals as to the value of the gold of gold and silver was their coining value at the ratio of 15 


or silver represented ina dollar. In 1873 there was a divergence | Why was the commercial value then equal to the coining va 
of about 8 or 9 per cent. Because law gave to that silver bullion free and unlimited 
Mr. ALLISON. Not 1873; in 1878. age into full legal-tender money at that ratio, and that law 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In 1878, that commercial value and nothing else, 
Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; in 1873 silver was at a premium. Mr. ALDRICH. What law? 7 
Mr. TELLER, Silver was at a premium in 1873. Mr. COCKRELL. The law giving to silver free and unli: 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was incorrect. I intended to | coinage into full legal tender. 

say that the divergence came in 1878, orshortly before that. From Mr. ALDRICH. Whose law? 

that day the gulf between gold and silver value has been widen- Mr. COCKRELL. In France.inthe United States, in Gern 

ing. It has not been the result of law. If law has had any influ- | that was upon the silver standard alone after 1857 to 1571, an 

ence upon it, it is not entirely responsible for the widening of the | other countries. 

gulf, Silver went steadily down from 1878 as compared with the | Mr. ALDRICH. You mean international bimetallism, in ot 
| 


gold in commercial value until 1890, In the meantime, between | words? 

1878 and 1890, we were coining more silver than we had ever Mr. COCKRELL. Not international bimetallism at all; ea 

coined annually at any previous time in our history, and yet the | nation independent of every other, and no nation betittling a! 

divergence grew. degrading and dishonoring itself and its people by asking a foreiz 
Then in 1590 we were told thatif we would only purchase 4,500,000 | nation to come and help it establish its monetary system. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. But all substantially on the same basis. Mr. COCKRELL. N wai 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now. Mr. President, the Senator from Con- Mr. ALDRICH. But you tal ne si ntry 


cut says that lam trying by the magic of the pen, the wave Mr. COCKRELL. Wait It ison L quest 
the wand, to make the commercial value of silver bullion equal Senator admits that by tion wilt anes tes 
its coining value and equal to gold. The Senator says that the | it | it takes a cert nantum 
preciation began in 1878. In that the Senator is mistaken. tion is, Hast [ 


re was no divergence between silver and gold prior to 1873, M , i 
the contrary, the standard silver dollar of 412) grains weight Mr. COCKRELI Now wait \\ 











ne parts fine, as acommodity was worth 3 cents more than gold. | will get down now 
Mr. ALDRICH. How could that be, in the face of the law t sary to mainta t ) 
Senator spoke of? its ining va A 
Mr. PLATT of Connect saslip money all thes ? 
the tongue, Mr. President. talking That ll; no 1 ‘ \ 
ut 1873 when [ meant 187 show a nat 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now. yf silver \ g their t 
mence? It commenced : Now, I if ratio! 
Dy al to the Senator to lay aside his inv ‘terate pre] Ices against 1 t \ 
silver and look at the facts of } diver- | cial val . I \ s 
ence in the commercial value land ir Mr. A 
its divergence from its coina; Ww I Mr. COCKRELL. W 6.1 
mysterious wand of law was er power | nered Laughter I 
nd free coinage were taken ’ was the } r pure and yl 
effect of it? It began to depreciate. It was law that caused the | all th ver that is 
depreciation of silver. No intelligent man can deny it. If it had N the Senator i" 
not been for law, there would have been no depreciation of silver, drive us t mono? t that we ca 
and every sane man knows it. It was the law of Germany. pass- | bination with other) ns. Isavy that , ! | 
ing from a single silver standard to a single gold standard; it was | that this great nation, t reatest t \ 3 
the law of the United States demonetizing silver: it was the law | far beyond t Cal tv that t ' | ’ } 
of the Latin Union closing the mints to the free and unlimited rope maintained t pualit nd silver a 
coinage of silver to 1, when we ha ! tely gre f consumption and 
Every man who has ever pretended to have any knowledge of assumption and ass iti 
the facts of history admits that it was legislation which caused Mr. ALDRICH \ssu 
the divergence between silver and gold; and the distinguished Mr. COCKRELL. And of ] + t e f 
Senator from Iowa |Mr. ALLISON] who sits before me time and world over. we can b en inint ! 
again has said that if that legislation had been directed against of silver that \ evel me t 1 
gold and in favor of silver, that gold would have depreciated as | for more. It is only a qnestion of ! no ity 
silver has done. The Senator from Rhode Island can not deny to coinand utilize all the ver that w nothin 
that proposition, that if the legislation enacted against silver in and nothing less and nothir 
1873 and subsequently, and in tavor of gold, had been in favor of Mr. ALDRICH. Willthes tera ! 
silverand against gold, gold would have depreciated commercially, The PRESIDING OFFICER the S Mis 
as silver has done. yield to the Senator from R} le Island 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to get him to ma 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I put the question. I have only ten | just by himself so we could get at h 
minutes. Say yesorno. Was it legislation that caused the de Mr. ALDRICH. Iam trying t 
reciation or not? I dare you to say yes or no. Laughter. Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator interrogates m 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer your question in my own way. The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator f1 R Islay 
Mr. COCKRELL. Answer the question. It needs no explana- | must be recognized by the Chair before he can proceed 
tion. Lassert that it was legislation which caused the deprecia- Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield to the Senator 
tion of silver relatively to gold. The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Missouri yield 
Mr. ALDRICH. What legislation? to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. COCKRELL. And I will say that if - Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. ALDRICH. Whose legislation? whether he thinks tl f Frat ind t ther Stat he 


Mr. COCKRELL. If that legislation had been directed against Latin Union had continued to coin silver, had kept their mint 
gold and in favor of silver, gold would have depreciated just as open to the free coinage of silver at a rat f 154 tol. andif tl 





O ‘ 
silver did, and I challenge the Senator to deny it. ther nations of the world that were then using silver main 
Mr. ALDRICH. Whose legislation was it that depreciated gold? tained its use, the act of 1873 by itself would have ds ited 


Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make a bit of difference whose silver? 

legislation it was. Do not dodge it. Mr. COCKRELL. Tho act of 1873? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not dodging it. Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Wonuldtheact of 1873 h epi te 
Mr. COCKRELL. Come square up and toe the mark. Say silver, the mints of France and the Stat the Latin Union and 

yesorno. Idare youto doit. [Laughter. | all the other countries of the world having gone t 
Mr. ALDRICH. I say that the same legislation which demone- both gold and silver at t 

tized silver can rehabilitate it. Mr. COCKRELL. Would it have depreciated silver 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then you say that if the same legislation Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Would theactof 1873 have depreciated it? 
id been directed against gold and in favor of silverit would have; Mr. COCKRELL, Not of itself, it wonld not, 

caused the depreciation of gold? | Mr. ALDRICH. That is the wh f it; that is the wh 
Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. | question. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably. Then why did you not Mr. COCKRELL. Because the other nations 

uswer it at the beginning? [Laughter.] Mr. President, it is Mr. ALDRICH, Then, how can we by an act restore 

only then a question of power. They admit that legislation can Mr. COCKRELL. The other nations had the 
ng it up, and the arguments of my distinguished friend from | sume all that was offered 

Connecticut have been swept away. It is legislation that caused Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator’s ar \ sufficis 

depreciation, and legislation can restore and cause the appre- Mr.COCKRELL. How- y sat the natoris! H 

iation. Itisonly a question of how much legislation is necessary. | just take a'most anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not how much, but whose legislation? Mr. ALDRICH. If au act of 1 nt 1 not |} 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). | preciated silver. how cat 1 

yes the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Rhode Mr. COCKRELL. We weve 

sland? not using gold | sil 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave heard him answer a question once | We never could resume sy} ! 

itfooted, and I will yield to him almost any ti 


me now. Mr. ALDRICH. TheS tor from M riand all of the 
Mr. ALDRICH. I always answer questions. ple who agree with him have alway tended that the fact 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is so refreshing. Now. Mr. President, | we were not 1 


egislation caused the depreciation of silver. Had it been directed call the crime of 18 





sainst gold and in favor of silver, gold would have depreciated Mr. COCKRELL. I 

nd silver would have appreciated. Now, what we propose is by Mr. ALDRICH. There was no cri: bout it 
egisiation to restore silver to its former status. |} Mr. COCKRELL. It was acrime against God and 
Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, no, ) and civilization and Christianity. 
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.G OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired, | true that gold certificates and silver certificates have been de- 
‘ir, STEWART. Mr. President | posited to take it out; but where is there a debt to be paid, whe: 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Nevada | is there full legal tender, where is there coin to be paid, that si! 


yield to me for a moment to put some figures in the REcoRD | ver coin will not pay where gold coin will, by statute? 


WW] I intended to do when I was up before? Before you say that you are maintaining the existing gold stan 
M EWART. Very well; but lL do not want it to come out | ard, tell me why it is that you deny to silver the function that 
me, iuse I have some remarks to make, has enjoyed by statute all the time since the foundation of t] 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER, Then the Chair will recognize | Government. Tell me why you do that, and then I can und 

44 ttor from Connecticut. | stand you: but I can not understand a law which Says We a 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was a great increase in the | maintaining the present gold standard. If you are acting in g 
production of silver in the years from 1866 to 1895 and continuing | faith with regard to this matter, you will strike ont the w 


} 
} 


until the present time. I think that that increase had something | ‘‘ gold” and leave it *‘ coin,” as it has stood from the beginni 
to do with the depreciation of silver, and I want to put in the | Let it standasit hasstood. Donotchangeit. Be consistent wit 
‘ 


igures, yourselves. Let the Treasury Department make the standard 
From 1866 to 1870, a five-year period, the production of the | usurpation, but do not legalize that usurpation nor enact into la 
world in fine ounces was 215,257,914; | a declaration which is false. I hope that those who think they 
Kor the next five-year period, 1871 to 1875, it was 316,585,069; | maintaining the same standard by this bill will hurry to strik: 
For the next five-year period, 1876 to 1850, it was 393,878,009; =| the word ‘*‘gold” and leave the statutes for the payment of 
Por the next five-vear period, 1881 to 1885, it was 460,019,722; obligations as they now are, in either gold or silver coin, at 
} 


Por the next five-year period, 1886 to 1890, it was 544,557,155; | option of the debtor. 
and | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adopt 
lor the next five-year period, 1891 to 1895, it was 787,906,656 of | of the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 


fine ounces of silver, as compared with the period of five years | Mr. TELLER. I offer a substitute for the committee's am 
from 1856 to 1870 of only 215,257,914 ounces: and the production | ment: 
has been going on substantially in that ratio ever since. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the assertion is often made | substitute offered by the Senator from Colorado, 
hat this billis for the purpose of maintaining the existing gold | TheSe&creTary. Strike out the amendment proposed b 
andard., nasmuch as that i 16 pledge in the platform o 1e | CC ee, anc sert: 
tandard. | | that is tl ledge in tl latform of the | committee, and insert 
fepub pn y Thich ni b 71] » observe F A pub- 1 > + > : . 
Ri on n} o ly, which no dou t will be o rved by the Re pub The people of the United States are in favor of bimetallism and 
licans everywhere with great fidelity, ] propose to suggest a modi- | of an international agreement with the great commercial nations 
tion of the bill that will prevent a palpable, plain, unmistak- | world that will admit ot the use of both gold and silver at such ar 
d violation of that pledge | lished ratio as will maintain the parity between gold and silver « 
cpp cae he : er a = fe. | the efforts of the Government are hereby pledged to endeavor to 
I give notice that at the proper time I will offer an amendment such international agreement as speedily as possible. 
triking out from the substitute bill of the Senate committee the 


word * gold” wherever it appears in that bill. In every case where The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreein 
it appears it appears as a qualification of coin. In all the legisla- the amendment of the Senator from Colorado to the amend: 
tion previous to this time that word was omitted. The term gy las elena ; , 
“coin” was used in the act of July 14, 1870, when the public debt Mr. TELLER. Ido not see the chairman of the committ: 
0 h now exists was provided for. and as toall of it issued under his seat; but after his effusive declaration for bimetallism | 
that act. it provides for the payment of that debt in gold and | S™™me the chairman will accept the amendment I have offered. 
‘iver coin of the then standard value. he does it will simplify matters very materially. * 
The resumption act of 1875 provided for the resumption in coin, | es prone ye H. i a = aia, - eee the 
not in gold coin. In purchasing bonds to get coin for redemption | Mee should accept t tat amendment. All these amendments 
the act provided for the purchase of the same kind of bonds de- simply offered to embarrass the committee and to embarrass 
fined in the act of July 14, 1870. It has been admitted all the | Site of the Chamber who intend to support the bill. There i 
time, in every debate for the last twenty years, that all our obli- amendment which could be put on it that would secure the \ 
cations were payable in coin. ih of the Senator from Colorado. That is very well underst: 


It true the Secretarv of the Treasurv has been giving them | They are all antagonistic amendments to this bill. 
sirue the ecreta I he SI 5 ; f le 1m mr 7 : 
j aera F i : Sl ee i eo ie 3 Mr. TELLER. I agree to that last statement. Ido not bel 
eold when they wanted gold, because his friends were on that side, | ae ee 
but not because it was the law. No man ever claimed that the | that you could amend it in this Senate so that I could vote for 
oblizations of the United States were payable in gold coin as| , le PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adopt 


azainst silver coin, All the Secretaries admitted that that was | °! the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to 
ee a ee a ee aa a Tae ~~ | amendment reported by the committee. 
the law, but they had a higher policy than the law. There was | one . : 
catiiion-sameitelie sis denied that that was the a . “| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have not offered that am: 
oN oda Ol atelione treme th ; af stnte etn coin of gold or gil- | Ment as an embarrassment to the bill, though I should not \ 
AN © e is l Ss Ss ) ©C Ble : 4 5 Sli- . . on: po = . “2 ‘ bi : 
ver and substitutes gold coin alone. That is not the gold stand- for it if it was put on, I will admit. : But if the proposed ani 
aed hich hanevieind Sine anid uthadend auiek aaaaae ae tie ment of the committee means anything at all, if it is to hav: 
{ me of the cnnntine of the St ‘Louis convention and that now infiuence itself, I certainly think my amendment is an im) 
exists is the vold st ndard of usurpation of the Treasury Depart- ment on it, because this is a virile and live provision, The ot 
aaa 5 ke ae ptt 2s ; is negative; this is aftirmative. 
ment, not the gold standard of the law. Ido not wish to have the | 5 284 . . 1) 
usurpations of the Treasury Department incorporated into law, eons A mbes ee ona rte a 
articularly under a false assertion that that has been the law all ” aenrnay . ; 5 : 
a ' Mr. STEWART. He could. 
Now, if you strike out the word “gold” and leave the standard | _ fv. ALDRICH. I presume he could, as the Senator fro: 
as it was. you will have some commiatency: but you propose to vada says, but the committee prefer their own language. _ 
a fir ghee haere 2 f ¢ ; Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would tell me what obj: 








change the coin which you said you would maintain, the standard | there is to the phraseology I prepose 
which you said you would maintain, which was in the law. ; ae eee . ; ee 

I deny that we have ever had the gold standard in thiscountry, | , "ALDRICH. I have tried to state it as frankly as I 
for every dollar of silver coined had the same purchasing power as | I should not care to reenact the Ten Commandments on this 
every dollar of gold. Nor have they had the gold standard in | however much I might be in favor of them, : 
France. Silver is there doing duty as money, and it is not depre- | Mr. TELLER. I do not wish to enter upon any discuss: 


the amendment. I will call for the yeas and nays upon agr 
have about $100,000,000 or thereabouts in Germany, which is a to it. , " . 
full legal tender, as good as gold, because it has n +t been debased | Mr, WOLCOTT. I should like to have the amendment rea: 
or degraded - ~ | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by t 
- — es . . ° . . ° Seni or ff } rar AS a sl wstitt ‘Or , a € To 
Now. here it is proposed in this bill to degrade the silver coin | 5 nator one es as a substitute for the amendment 
that we have and say that it shall not be received in the payment ee vier Re “ib +t] 
f public dues; that the public debts shall be paid in gold; that au.) SEER ears! eee 


ciated one hair's breadth. It is as good as it ever was. They 


‘ 
paki 


the reserve shall be gold. It is changing the standard. It is The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by t 
going back on the pledge. It is a plain violation of the pledge committee will be first read. : 
When you claim that it is the same standard. It ought not to be|__The Secretary. It is proposed to add the following as 
put forth to the country. It ought not to deceive anybody. It is section: 
false that the same standard is provided in this bill that has been SE > That Se rores: f this act are not eee vce any « 
: this on sap tan | tencal ca Sale ‘les in the way o » accomplishment of international bimetallism. prov 
in existence in this country from the beginning. It is false to | (°° = t2¢ way of the accomplishment of international bimetaliism. prow 
make such a statement. I hope those who maintain the truth of | Of tha world and ota cate wi on. of the leading comm enative 

a SLATE nt, , l ‘ ot the world and at a ratio which shall insure permanence of relativ« 
that statement will prove that 1 am wrong and show me any stat- | between gold and silver. 


ute where an existing obligation is made payable in gold, It is The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed as 4 
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» by the Senator from Colorado {Mr. TELLER] will now Mr. ELKINS. I do not understand 


side of ’ m . mt 
Secretary read as follows: ferences and confusion that exists to-day on that sid t 
ti 
\ reial! : yor Mr ; Lae 1 ] { 
th i West sre 
+} parity hetw , . . y \ i i u 
terd ana ve my reas 
greement as speedily as possibl Mr. ELKINS And I ‘ 
. . -an fr , , . but not upon his reason 
WOLCOTT. Mr. President, if I could frame the language | ~*\,- VEST. eee 
side of the Chamber respecting an amendment which t ‘in ab ; ; Si ete tl s 
id reaftirms the principles and policy of the Republican Me TON big" 
1 $ 2 . a 1 on Mr. JONES of Arkansa I t 
to the restorat ion of 1 imetailism, I sh mid make it strong . 
, oth} for 1. I thought it wa i i 
rous and unqualified andearnest. I should probably add Vv 
phrases to the declaration as it appears in the amendme: 


; Mr. ELKINS. No, Mr. President 
d by the committee. But, Mr. President, I can not mak ELK Sa ke ieee 
cuage for the Committee on Finance; I can not frame th: ; 


ize for this side of the Chamber. mn good faith I accept eS : ; No 
. . ; own language, as he stood t) ( vleds 
irations of honorable Senators belongi ng toa party whose ’ Lad 
one of honor and not of dishonor; an t wher , toa man, = i 


+] : approaching campaign, and [1 very ¢ 
tate on the floor of this Senate that the y sto lievers in the | “Fe rere ee : : 








. * “ - g t. ‘ + ~ , , } 
les of international bimetallism, that they stan ready to ne ( 
1 bringing about the accomplishment of that beneficent | ; 
as an honest man | accept that statement and am grateful | * a : : 
at admission and that appendage to this bill r specting the ‘y 
o* . : ° \re | t 
ept it, Mr. President, because I know it is made in good a 
. te . . - } t lation 
It may be, in the opinion of the Senator from Nebraska Mr. ELKINS. I f 
ALLEN], puny and futile: it may be, in the opinion of the Sr ee 
. . ‘ . Tet ns 
itor from Missouri {[Mr. CocKRELL], humiliating and dis- I ; : 
eful; but it is enough for me andit is enough for any man Mr. TIL] LAY \ , 
wants to be a Ri pul ican and is a bimetallist a wants to} .) oe ere a 
eve that the Republican party will not agree to the reopening Mr EI Irirrc \ 
‘LKIN \ \ 
the American mints at 16 to 1 without considering the wishes | _, thir 1 t 
° ° Ait him aa £ u \\ 
any other country, but do stand ready to assist in bringing vet Se ; 
ut, with the consent of the leading nations of the world, the | f°," S's ; 
; ri nes: things when and as tl 
toration of the bimetallic system at some fair ratio. And be-| -"", ak waatl 3 , 
se I believe that I accept it, and I am not going to be driven vit] Mes ntrioa that « 
my earnest desire as a Republican to stand with the com- ! ion } and ! 3 
: ' ade ant mmerce and in t 
ind stand with the party by changes of phraseology, how- | “"S,- anak duke weabi’ > 
specious or however attractive they may be. Hiei Se i ce ee eee 
may be true—I hope it is, Mr. President—that the people | jo a ee oes 
the United States are in favor of bimetallism and desirous | = Stee ae t 1 
international agreement: but I do not conceive it to be my | W248! Soes on in every oor 
. ' } the markets and the movements in } ness a 
as a Senator of the United States to enact upon the statute t] ; 
: . ae he i na 7eCcAl et np I f 
s of our country a statement as to the beliefs of the people of | jy 7 : Ald of. ; . 
nited States. te = : 
TIZIN , and declare at the s K 
ELKINS. Mr. President, I hardly know how to interpret | orn OC ee ee en wh, 
tion on the Democratic side of the Ch umber and the ; MOPC) Bonen avai el py eg gi 
° . a Tinit "rr) STHY r¢ 1 rs 
of the Democratic party toward international bimetal _— a eee eae 
t - } : ‘ i Ey Senator must admit that t aaah hele +} 
[am a firm believer in intern — a bimetallism: ae | re Se a ee ea 
: f ial 1 the financial world in the interest of t1 
the Si nator from Missouri | Mr CRE! v ntl 
+ i bed ~~. | he an azreement among the natior e + ! tr) ¢ | 
ltoit. In order that Im y do him no injus fr vish to Peery phar tes th aE § a ad 
m the RECO RD what he said yesterday in th debate on | Of% : } aoe we 
a naa thie lancnace: ; | one common standard of value for the ent mercia 
neial bill, He used this language: Restnidie anak amas Wik thins wena ; 
want any inter: I rreen ‘ 1 tions al . y . } 


y does that sound to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TE! trade transaction We can not stand a 
great light and leader also in the Democratic party, who | bimetallism alone, any more than we x] nes 
t introduced and is pressing earnestly an amendment favor- | county to have one measure of valine \ 


ternational bimetallism? The Senator from Missouri says | another State or in another count 





os P resident. it seems to 1 wa are in 4} Benet 
— >» antharitey } ‘ cael ra 
il not bind the United States in any agreement of a financial char Missouri as the proper thority. as the ie er 
hape, manner, or form Dem cracy in the appr ling camy t 
. ‘ : ; real enemies of silt ’ [ hay " \ 
ms to me the Senator from Missouri is bound to vote ng all t harges of the R } : 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado. os 





ae : ; ; ; r, there is no great emy t \ tol 
Ag the Senator from Missouri said, in speaking of an interna- | qo o4). ¢, m Missocri and those whos } 
sreement: no assistance: they want 1 “St wal 
vant any alliai with any other nation. Ido not want any as- | rancement as to the use of silver t 
* oxhar natios mig) ead to the use lt 
President, I take it that the Senator from Missouri speal I y. [had supposed t 
ity for his party, as he is its acknowl Iged leader on the | national arrangement would the best t 
the Senate and stands next to Mr, Bryan in prominence | for the world: but 
rty. tion to any arrangenient that’ I 
INES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from West Vir- | in the world as money while Republican rtily f 
v a question there? arrangement. 
IKINS. Yes, sir. Ll wish to say that, in my judgme1 
M JONES of Arkansas. Does not the Senator from West 1 


' 


\irginia know that immediately after the Senator from Missouri | 1 
r. VI so expressed himself he was the only Sena 1 


te values: you can not legislat I 
with the Republicans in favor of the then pending prope- | prices in Europe of products t] the Atlar ( 


~ 


: and compel Europe to acceptour valuation. Therefore wes} 
. ELKINS. Who did? agree on a common standard 


JONES of Arkansas, The Senator from Missouri who Mr. STEWART. I should lik k th 
m that statement is the only Senator on this side of the Cham- | Mr. ELKINS. Very w 


ber 1 _— with the Senator from West Virginia. | Mr. STEWART. I ask if the question will s 
. VEST. The Senator from Arkansas is mistaken, | pass this bill? 
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Mr. ELKINS. It will settle itself, and sooner than the Senator | commission in regard to the monetary systems throughout «|! 
: nations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
With little or no gold coin, as in Scandinavia, Holland, and ( 
Without a mint or gold coinage, as in Canada and the Dut 


thin 
Mr. STEWART. Ido not think so,and so I am opposed to the = 
Mr. ELKINS. The Senator knows that the world is producing 
‘ »rapidly and we are getting so much gold for our exports. 
that in afew years we shall have enough gold to make all the a 

: ndies; 


Y’ we may need: « so. this will settle rt , » silver oa ‘ . eee ; 
money Wwe may need: and if 0, th is will et le not only the silver, ¢) With a circulation consisting partly of gold, partly of over: 
I the currency question, That is what Senat rs on the other | inconvertible silver, which is legal tender to an unlimited am 
de are afraid of in the approaching campaign. The Democratic | France and other countries of the Latin Union, in the United Stat 
oa ik dei Bie ne oe Sonia dala on sett] tam 3% ll give | 12 Germany, th ugh there the proportion of overvalued silver i 
party do not want the money question settled, even if it will give | ited. the watete te ‘all these countries being freely open to gold. } 
the people and country all the gold need d to carry on business, | silver, and in some of them the silver coinage having ceased: 
and the use of all the silver that can be : _ ly used. | (d) With a syste “m under which the banks part with gold freely f 


} 





posal : nn as in Holland, or refuse it for export, as in France: 

Mr. STEWART The Senator is mistaken about that ea Witl } : 

Mr. a NV 2 ‘ ! t . e) nts closed against priv: inag ‘both silver and 
Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, our currency amounts now to ceereg eae ware tone 


c : with a currency of inconvertible paper, as has been temporarily t! 
about two thousand millions of dollars. We all know that every Austria; ' ial iin 
‘ ‘1 \f t ia crgod. arn he volt eof wan ay je] reaAcinge fy ith a cireul ation based on gol mut consis ingo oKen silv: 
loilar of it is good, an 1 the volume of g¢ d money 1s increasing | jowever, is le al tender toan unlimited extent an in the Weat ind 
rapidly. We are all satisfied, and the world is satisfied; we are | case of Holland and Java is very remarkable, since in that case t 
doing very well: weare carrying on trade and commerce in volume | standard has been maintained without difficulty in both countri 
t b-otennlc aturtina »imacinati f - aking is com- | there is no mint in the Dutch East Indies, no stock of gold there, a 
that simply startles the imagination. Whois making this com- | (iSfS tock of gold in Holland; whilst the currency consists of 
plaint about money? paper legally and practically inconvertible into gold, except for 
The only fear the Democratic party has, I will say to the Sena- | export. ane ee ae which maintains a gold standard wit 

- from Col] id is 1e Ss , | coinage, is also very remarkable. : ; 
nee eee Saree aS that mn the next ten years we : hall have The case of Austria-Hungary is also interesting, and presents a 
enough gold to do the business of the world, Silver will continue | able contrast to that of India. 
to be used as money as much as may be needed for all purposes in | It will — en that a country with a silver ager ye mt and acu 

“— aworld hn ; nev of the f om ak al ee | sisting partly of overvalued silver, but chief y of inconvertible 
the business worl L, but the money of the future will be some form | Comrnene by closing ite taints saninet geivate colmaee fara ark 
of pay er or certificate ol deposit, which W ill be represented by gold | and whilst still continuing to coin silver on Government account 

which will be redeemable in gold. We will also have silver | tain a fairly steady rate of exchange with gold-using countries for a 
certificates maintained equal in value to gold so far as they can be | able period preparatory to adopting a gold standard. 
used with safety. Mr. VEST. Those were the conclusions of the Hersch 

It secms to me the rapid increase of gold will settle the currency | Mission, appointed by the British Parliament to investi 
question without any legislation of the kind proposed and advocated | @estion of closing the mints of India. It will be seen th 
1 Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The time is at hand, | i8 0 systematic and uniform arrangement of this money qu 
owing to the rapid increase in the production of gold, when we | throughout the world. The exports of every country det 
can confidently believe that anyone having gold dollars or gold the value of its legal-tender money. That is an axiomat 
bullion can deposit the same and get certificates for the same from which there can be no variation, . 
redeemable in gold, making the best money in the world We have hear¢. a great deal here about the silver of \ 

1abl g , mi g 5 . 





mn } . . . e] or a ecié 2, X 2xic 2x ts j s,s 2» Fes nA 
This will be far better than establishing a national bank, buy- ; de ge ig oo ate 4) 
ing bonds, and taking out note circulation. Under tis arrange- | & COMET EN « : : eas : ; t 


ment there will be no need of a public debt or bonds as a basis to | report igh pe oe ra ape = round ae ii 
insure a safe and sound currency. Going directly to the Treas- | P€S0S oF Mexican dollars worth of domestic merchandise. The 
ae 1 ss ai sO 4 ey tig ¢_. | Valuation of a peso in 1899 in American money was 46 cents on 
ury with gold will be the shortest and best way to get certificates the dctier. aad ts “pa vy the « tof e a ce tee 
of deposit. These certificates will take the place of national-bank | '7© C0" apchcheangs os san ane a aie ee ee ee 

notes without injury. country was about $34,000,000. : ; 
ae : As the result of this, when the Mexican dollar is outside of the 

Of the two thousand millions of currency we have only two | territorial limits of Mexico it sinks to the value of silver | n 
hundred and seven millions of national- bank notes, or about one- | commercially. But how is it with the silver dollar of the United 
tenth. If the banks do not find note circulation profitable, as| Grates? It isas good in Europe as the gold dollar. I had 
they do not, then instead of putting out a bond that can not be | jn'the debate of 1893 to state that when I happened to be at avls- 
redeemed in thirty years as a basis for national-bank notes, why bad. in Austria = tember there had aieed tn give me i ab 
not let gold certificates take their place? This would allow us to Auetelan none for oar amount of tee silver of the United States. 
go on paying off our national debt instead of perpetuating it in either silver certificates or silver dollars, because, as he expressed 
order to furnish a —_ for national-bank note circulation when | it the silver Acliavs of the United Staten holes full Sewn’ tants * 
it may not be needed, because gold certificates or paper redeem- | .ould equally with rold purchase an ; of our salable products, 
able in gold issued direc tly against gold deposited in the Treasury After all ‘thon it i. wevaian et aatele as to the aie of tha 
will be tar better. : : legal-tender money of any country. 

[am very glad to hear from so great an authority as the Sena- The Mexican dollar has nearly 64 grains more of standard sil- 
tor from Missouri the emphatic declaration that the Democratic | y+ in it Seine the dollar of the United Shitee: ‘endl wet our dollar 
party do not want any international arrangement; do not want is worth all over the world 100 certs eiiad we a ted Rpg 
any aid or assistance; and I want to make this statement s0| end of the fiscal year 1899 one billion two hundred and sixt} dd 
strong that it will not be denied in the next campaign. million dollars of domestic merchandise, excluding gold ani <ilver. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is unjust to my colleague {Mr. That is the reason w hy our legal- tender money, no matter w iether 
CockkELL| and myself for the mistake to be made that I made | jt be greenbacks or silver, is e jual to gold any ‘where. 
his declaration upon yesterday and that he voted with the Repub- Mr. President, if the time ever comes, as predicted by the Sen- 
licans, as stated by the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. JONES]. I) ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] who has just spoken, that 
voted with the Republicans, and gave my reasons for doing so. by reason of gold discoveries this country will be flood ith 

When the proposition was made here some years ago to send a | gold, we shall have exactly the same condition of things that we 
commission abroad in order to bring about an international con- | jad in 1850 and 1851, after the discovery of gold in California. | 
ference as to bimetallism, I did not vote for it. Iwas absent from | remember distinctly when the bankers of the United States in 150 
the Senate upon a sick bed at the time, and I did not pair upon | called for the demonetization of gold. They were under the im- 
that question. If I had been here. I should have voted against it pression that this country would be flooded and inundated with 
then, because I believed then, as I believe now, that suc h a proj- gold; and they then declared for silver and against gold distinctly 
ect is utterly impracticable. and emphatically. The only motive they have or ever wil! have 

I supposed when the Democratic party announced in their plat- | is to have the money of the United States in that coin which will 
forms, national, State, and county, that they were for the free | purchase more than any other, and which will increase | 
cuvinage of silver at 16 to 1, without regard to what might be done | come of the wealthy classes. 


f 





by foreign nations, that we meant it, and that we were prepared | The whole struggle now, as it has been from the time wile” 
to do what must be done in order to save bimetallism and take | money was first invented, is between the money chang nd 
our position behind silver and defend it, as France did for nearly | capitalists, who want to make money de: wer rand higher, wit! 4 
Seventy years. | larger purchasing capacity, and the peop'e without money. ) 


Why, Mr. President, it would seem from what is said now upon | are . depende nt upon their labor in order to obtain even the neces 
this floor that there is a unanimity with foreign nations in regard | sariesof life. To-day we see the United States in the same strv gio 
to this question of gold and silver. I had occasion in 1893 to read | which has occurred in all the nations of the world. In the \- 
from the reports of the Herschel commission, showing that there | World, where there are privileged classes, where there are 10 
were all sorts of differences in the systems of the nations of the | living from year to year upon fixed incomes, as in England 1 
world as to the question of gold, silver, and paper. I willask the | some nationsof the Continent, the struggle is to establish th J 
Secretary now to read the conclusion arrived at by the Herschel | standard, because they believe that gold i is scarcer than silve: 
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( tl J produci ing and exp ting country in f} 

tain siver aS France sustained i If we aba L 
in as anything can be in the futur 1at th ist 

for bimetallism has been in and that ti pitalist 

y chang ae have triumphe a. 
SHOUP. Preeident, I | elieve it due to m l 1es 
» mysel if that ‘| ‘shoal seal ce a few observations on the pend 

(r, President, the position that I have heretofore taken on kit 

| measures, is well known to every 5S nat Yr in this Chamber. 


\When I addressed the Senate in 1893 ill to repeal the A ur 
hel 


1¢ clause of the Sherman Act, I conscientiously believed 
he United States alone could establish and maintain the 
betw en gold and silver by opening its mints to the fi 
nlin ited coinag re of silver at the ratio of 16to1. With the 
d conditions which soon thereafter followed, I became ap 


nsive that this was too great 


t an undertak ng for a single 

n. Ihave, however, steadil y adhered to bimetallism. 
. President, admitting that we have heretofere been unsuc- 
ful in making an agreement with other untries, I am in 
r of again negotiating with for en nations with a view of 
ng upon a parity between gold and silver, and in my judg- 


ment the day is not far distant when the principal nations of the 
Old World willinvite the United States oin them ina conference 
purpose of establishing an intern: ational ratio of bimetal- 
m. The bili reported by the Committee on Finance, and upon 


to; 


LLC 


Yn 


n, as Ido a that the St. Louis platform provided all that 
lis nation could hope to ac onmaiias ‘tor silver and bimetallism in 
the absence of an intern atic mal agreement, I remained with the 
nvention. Supplementary to this view, | wish to add that in 
my judgment there are other principles advocated and incorpo- 
rated in Republican tforms which are of great moment and 
mportance. 
In order that my position at the time of the last Presidential 
paign may be better understood, I beg to quote from an address 
| issued to the Republicans of Idaho shortly after the St. Louis 
nvention: 


, 


i la 





Realizing that the integrity of the Republican party in this State is endan- 
i by a conflict of vie “ws upon thesubject of bimetallism, a principle long 
rished and advoes dd by a majority of the Republican party, but re- 
ting the best 1 eth xl ot accon ‘plishing which there has always been a 


te of opinion, it is deemed wise and patrioti ec at this time toset forth 
facts, which may serve to direct the conduct of unwavering Republic- 
l inspire in the hearts of the faltering a renewed loyalty tothe grand 
cal organization known to the history of this Government. 
political party has ever yet succeeded in formulating a creed which in 
i lars met the unqué ilified approval of every member of the organi- 
ino party is likely to arise within the lifetime of this generation 
n hove to att ain to that degree of perfection. Theref re each indi- 
itizen, sensible of the imperfection of all human contrivances, should 
iate himself with that politic al party which in its aims, pr ns, and 
evements reflects most nearly his own views of correct and successful 
rnment. 
uestion which confronts the Republicans of Idaho to-day is this: Ought 
‘Yr our connection with the national organization because it is not in 
ord with many of ns as to the best method of establishing bimetal 
his is the sole subject of difference between the national party and 
Republicans of Idaho. Is this difference sufficient cause for alienation? 
ve not; and, moreover, Iam firmly convinced that within the Republican 
party rests the best promise for the cause of bimetallism. On the other 
hand assurance have we that abandonment of the Re publican party 





















‘ibute anything toward the desired result? * * 
my profound conviction that when the intellige - Republicans of 
iho have carefully and calmly considered the situation in this State they 
nelude that they can not afford to make the sacrifice required; can 
rd to incur the risks which abands mnment of the oe an party at 


+ 
a 


ime as this involves, but will continue in their unfaltering allegiance 
to the par ty which has given the country all the sound and beneficent legis- 
lation it has enjoyed during the past thirty years. In this connection Iam 
impelled to the declaration that an independent financial system must be 


ed with the enactment of a law protecting all our industrial and com- 


linte rests, which can only be accomplished through the Republican 
> * 

, .orty years ago the Republican party first raised its standard. Under it 
olds were arranged all that was purest in American c itiz enship and best in 
American statesmanship. Toits triumphs on m any fields not only our coun- 
civilized world owes a debt of gratitude for its achievements in 
» of progress and humanity. That standard has not yet been low 
and will not be until the beneficent mission of the Re publ ican party, 

al with the Republic itself, has been accomplished. 


ry but the 


By the declaration in favor of international bimetallism as pro- 
d for in the pending bill the position of the United States is 
rated to the world and in a manner to admit of no question 
A. ur sincerity. 
Mr. President, the people of the State of Idaho in 1896 saw fit to 
st t the electoral vote of the State for the Democratic candidate. 
' were told that the election of Mr, McKinley would result in 
longing hard times, low prices, and want of confidence. 
On the contrary, the dominance of the Republican party has 
ught toour State, in common with the rest of the United States, 





as fo ¢ 


XXXMI—115 


which we will to-day record our votes, provides for such a conter- | 
: for the purpose of establishing a rati 
fhe platform of the national Republican 1 party adopted in con- | 
vention at St. Louis in 1896 contained a similar provision. The 
iclegates in that convention not in harmony with that provision 
vacated their seats and retired from the convention. Believing 
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The |] s 
peo} Ur . 
> ya S a 
| Northwest s 
s rt of I 
i ent t 5 l 
ad estic 
Believing this 1 sur s not in 
of bimetallism, 1 r ; 
that when the 1 g : ‘ Wiil 
efforts of the Republican as V ) 
amendment and the bill 
Mr.SPOONER. Mir. Pre t.Is \ nst t n 
ment ered by the Senator from ¢ ido |) I 
shall vote against it min f the ple S 
Republican party in St. I s topr the « 
I think the amendment red by tl r is not s 
Mr. TELLER. May I as S from Wisco1 
thinks the amendment o lbyt muinitt ] 
Mr. SPOONER. I think the amer ! f l 
mittee is entirely proper to be ] which t 
1 think the dist ‘ ent « 
committee and the am nent ] ed the + 
Colorado is a very plain <¢ VI In offered by 
| commit san amend) leclaring tention of t ly 
which passes the bill as to its constru t { I { 
offered by the Senato1 m rado i ttem t ) 
Congress ola the wish of the American pe 4’ par 
ticular subject 
Mr. President, the pledge which was made by the Repu n 
—: in St. Louis was speedily 1 med and crystal ) 
law; and if any do has been cast or ld be cast upon the at 
| tud eed the party orthe a ide G t 
| ject covered by the amendment proposed by t L 
Colorado, it is sueh an amendment a S 
I wish to call the attention of the Sen lt r 
| ord the act of 1597, passed only three I ¢ 
| of which reads as follows 
| That whenever 
‘*Whenever,” at any time 
| after March 4, 1897, the President the 1 Ss 
= United States should be represented at 
“d by the United States or any othe int? 
Authoeleien r him ( to call it, contemplating the fact t} 
| countries might call it; a continuing statute, in every se as 
| vital to-day as it was the day the President affixed his signature 
| to it, and speaking in unmistakable terms th ttitude of the 
| United States upon this subject 
| with a view to securing by internat rreement 
| value between gold and t I ( 
these metals, with f1 I ige at é ‘ 
ea ssioners S al ferel | 
con 1 mm i t 
a pe 988 ; , 
| €a ‘of $100.00 
| here} ( \ 
| It did n it refer to any particular conference. It did not refer 
| to any conference called by any particular government, but it 
| authorized the Pre ssident, whenever any conference is called upon 
| this subject either by the United States or by any other govern 
| ment, to send cstensiasionens, and it appropriates the sum of 
| $100,000 for the payment of the expert ind $75,000 of it ap 
| propriation, under this continuing act, lies in the Treasury of the 
| United States and can be used for that pur] 
| Mr. WOLCOTT. Eighty-five thousand dolla 
| Mr. SPOONER. Eighty-five thousand dollars. Section 2 was 
| & 8] pecial provision: 
| That tie President of the United State , 
of the Governinent of the | ut 
| national conference, t t 
| he is further aut! ri 
| section a f l i 
mmi ch of 
\ 
.* ; a 
pr i 
or envoys. 
| The President saw fit to ex se not the general and conti 
| ing power conferred by the first section, but to appoint sp: 
| commissioners and envoys under the s Ll se an 
| pointed a commissio m. Itmay be that the gs; Ll power 
| the second section is — He app nted a commission 
| able in every way, headed by the Senator f ( ! r 
| Wotcott], known all over this c ountrs to be a firm 
friend of international bimetallism, able in every w t 3 
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try to accomplish it, to present by argument Mr. MONEY. I wish to announce that my colleague [\, 
in the country will | Livan] is paired on this question with the Senator fron 1] 


| 


Ly 
| 
| 
| 
| 


any m n th 

the « se of 1 rg I think no one 

di that every proper resource which could be emp loyed by 
employed by him and his associates to bring about that 
1 No greater glory in this world could have come to him 
{ ) have brought back from Europe an international agree- 

The Pri sident never acted under the first section. He ap- 
pointed the special envoys under the second section. Very likely 
he could still act under the second section. The only possible 
argument, and that w — be p erely technical, which could be 
mude as to his power to act under the second section is that he 
has once exercised tl ypperer: 

Mr. TELLER. He could act again. 

Mr. SPOONER. I rather agree with the Senator from Colo- 
rado, that he could still act under the second section, but I take 
it that no lawyer can vy, and no one has here denied, that he 
ean act under the first section, and that there is a law then upon 
the tute book authorizing him to call a conference and author- | 

in) m at any time when any government calls a conference to 
appoint comm rs to attend it. 

Mr. President, there would be no necessity whatever for the 
amendment offered by the committee, L: ma fra ink to say that there 
wi | be no particular appropriateness in it, althou; chit is a legit- | 
i nd legislation, but for the fact that it has been said 
ovel over again, I think here and I know elsewhere, that this 
bill is intended, if enacted into law, to put an end, so far as the 
United States is concerned, to any effort for international bimet- 
‘ other words, to change the statutory status of the 

} States upon that subject. Therefore wereported from the 





t is often done, a declaration that it is not the in- 


(‘on 


f th gress Which passes the bill to lay by its provi- 
onus anv obstacle in the way of international bimetallism. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we have charged more than that. 
We have charged that the bill itself would do it without any refer- 
ence to its intention. The committees deal with the intention 
only, I notice. I am free to say that I think the act eich the 
Senator from Wisconsin has read is in force and the President can 
appoint a commission under it if he sees fit, so far as that is con- 
cerned 

The Senator says that this is not good legislation which I have 
suggested, I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the act 
of 1893, and it is about ali 1 do want to say on the subject. 

And 1 } he policy of the » United Stat es to c ntinue 








the 1 of both th gold and 
1 


oney of eq. intri 





sil into m uch equality to 
be secured through internat feguards of legis- 
lation as will insure t maint ance of @ parity in value of the coins of 
the two metals d the | p ower of the dollar atall times in the markets 
seal tes She panama sil le rt And i it is hereby further declared that the ef- 
forts of the Govern rent shi uld be sieadily directed to the establishment of 
such asafe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the equal power 
of every dollar coined or issued by the United States, in the markets and in 
the paym it of debts 


The mi war y of the Re — an members of this body voted for 
that law. I did not vote for it; not because I was opposed to the 
declaration that was made, but because in voting for it I would 
have had to vote for the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman law, which I did not choose to do, 

Mr. President, I know Senators are anxious to get a vote; Ihave 
no desire to discuss the matter, and I will refrain from saying 
anything furtheronthis amendment. Iam willing to have avote. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute for the committee’s amendment, offered by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr, TELLER, On that question I ask for the yeas and nays 

‘’he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
a e all ‘the roll. 

TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MALLORY’s name was called). 
My ‘aclouan is ill and necessarily absent. He is paired on this 
question. 


_Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from lowa |Mr. GEAR]. I transfer that pair to 


the Senator from Flori 
a, i 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLutory]. If he 


la [Mr. MaLLory], and will vote. I vote 


I have a pair with 


were — I should vote ob 
. WARREN (when his »wascalled). Iam pair d with 
mg senior Senator from Washin nat n |Mr. TURNER], Who is de- 


tained from the Senat 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], who is 
absent. I ae r my pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
BAKER], and will vote. I vote “ nay, 

The roll call was concluded. 


e on account of illness. I therefore with- 


| Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 


| would vote ‘‘nay.’ 


FEBRUARY 15. 





[Mr. Mason]. Ifmycolleague were present, he would vot 
Mr. BATE. I wish to state that the senior Senato: fr 
gia [Mr. Bacon] is ill and can not be here. He is pa red 

nounced by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Wir 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to state that the Sen ron fr 
Dakota {[Mr. PETTIGREW] is sick and is paired with tl 
If the Si n 
South Dakota were present, he would vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. McCUMBER, Iam paired with the Senator from Ny 
[Mr. ALLEN]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne: 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to say that the Senator from | 
{Mr. WELLINGTON] is absent on account of illness and if ; 


Mr. BUTLER. In accordance with the announceme: 
made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], whil 
a general pair with the Senator from Maryland | Mr. W 
TON], he is paired on this bill with the Senator from S 
kota | Mr. PETTIGREW]. That leaves me free to vot 
tions connected with the pending bill without any ft 
nouncement. Before I vote however, I wish to sta 
Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. ALLE N] is absent — 
and on all votes on this bill he is paired with th 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. I vote “yea,” 

Mr. KENNEY. I desire to state that the senior Sena 
Washington [Mr. TURNER] is detained from 
sickness. He has a general pair with the Senator fr 
{Mr. WARREN]. Were he here, he would = ‘‘vea,” 

Mr. MASON (after having voted in the negative 
general pair with the junior Senator from ML Ssiss 
LIVAN]. He is absent, and I ther fore Withdraw my y 

Mr. PROCTOR. I transfer my pair with the seni 
froin Florida [Mr. MaLLory] to the senior Senator fro 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], and will vote. I vote **nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS. Under that arrangement lam at libert; 
I vote ‘* yea.” 

The result was announce »d—yeas 27, nays 45 


»; as follow 
= EAS- 27. 





the (C] 


ippi 





Bate, McEnery, Stewart 
Berry, McLaurin, ‘Taliag; ‘rl 
Butler, Martin, Teller, 
Chandler, M mey, Tillma A. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Turley, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Nev. Pettus, Vest. 
Clay, Kenney, Rawlins, 
NAYS—45. 

Aldrich, Fairbanks, McBride, Ross, 
Allison, Foraker, McComas, Scott. 
Beveridge, Foster, McCumber, Sewell, 
Burrows, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gear, Nelson, Simon, 
Carter, Hale, Penrose, Spooner, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Perkins, Thurst 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Wetmor 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Deboe, Kean, Pritchard, 
Depew, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Elkins, Lodge, Quarles, 

NOT VOTING—14 
Allen, Gallinger, Mason, Warren, 
Bacon, Hoar, Pettigrew, Welling 
Baker, Kyle, Sullivan, 
Cockrell, Mallory, Turner, 


So Mr. TELLER’s substitute for the amendment of th« 
tee on Finance was rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no desire to dela 
as I know everybody wants to have a vote and dispose of t 
There are some propositions I should like to make, but : 
votes which have been taken the entire Re ublican mem! 
of this body with one exception have voted against the 
ments, I think I will submit to the chairman of the co1 
who seems to have the power of geet all our amet 
the question whether he will accept certain amendments i! 
them. If not, I do not propose to ask the Senate to take a\ 
them. 

I should like to know whether he should allow this to 
want to tell the Senate, before I offer it, what it is, be 
very evident that the Senate has forgotten. It is an ext 
the platform of the Republican party o of 1892, Iam su 
not be recognized by at least some of our friends on this sid 
Chamber if I do not make that statement: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bim¢ 
the Republican p arty demands the use of both ‘gold and silver as st 
money, with such restrictions and under such prov isions, to be de 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenan¢ 2@ of the parity of values 
two metals so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of th 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. 

I should like to know whether the Senator will accept tha' 
whether, if I call for a vote, he will insist upon voting it down: 





1900. CONGRE! 


ae —_ 












































AY 


amendment, but to make a suggestion to the Committee on Fi- 


Read what is proposed in all, and I shall be | he will 

















Mr. ALDRICH 





I suge 
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Mr. ALDRICH. he will be tl rman of t 
-lad to answer, or Go you want an answer to this? | 
TELLER. I want an answertothis. Th: is her | ntti 
+h I will call the attention of th Ss , 
\LDRICH. I wi! i say to the Senator from Colorado ver 
y that I shall ré sist, and I shall ask the friends of the biil to 
any declaratory reci tal of the ure he ha og 1, wit! 
y regard to my personal opinion or the opinionsof Senators | , 
shin. ails of tha Clamaies is to the declarations themselves. | },.° otk th 
part of the purpose of Senators in supporting this bill to | , et de . 
orate into it LI us Rep iblican platforms which have | * I PRESID N17 ‘4 
n pted s rty hirst had exist nce, | ment r ont d 
Tk 'LLER. 8 is a pre amendment which I proposeto| yr TELLER, « 
to the pending a ndment. “Td » not desire to t the time | The 1s and? . 
Senate unnecessarily. The 8 nator has < in say- call the roll. 
is opposed toit. Willthe S tor be « { | kx Mr. CLAY (w M } ‘ 
ALDRICH. I am in favor of the platf It was the | ma , a j : ay 
orm of the Republican party, and I voted f he candidate | , hh 
f that party up¢ n it, but [ think it would be man tly imp per | een hei ii 
ncorporate that platform into thi Mr. PROCTOR les 
TELLER. The Senator has got a sort of pl rm in this | 4) we Senator | 
isure, and I think this would bea great imp on it | 1 re ld - we 

want to ask the Senator—if it will embarrass him he need n tt)” Mr. WARREN his nan 

wer it—whether he thi the Rey an majo! in this | am} ed withth rSenat 
mber, with the except f one who voted for my | | 1, ted to stat con Thieme 
mn, bh vote against his \ nd what w ’ hi te 

‘ALI Yes; under these circumstances, | lonvine the Chaenbor % ive 

Mir. TELLER, ‘Then I will n ter it, because it is as good as | amendments off D See See eens 
fe aa But there is an » to which I wish to call the at- | ang would 1 mele eunatidbens 

ntion of Senators. I havea declaration of = cal fa Lith that That would 1 atte 4 ack 
ame to the people in the spring of 1896 with a great deal of satis- | now co | not rene: 

ion, I think, the declaration made in the State of Ohio, the } jiperty. “yea” upon t} mend 

ate which was about to present, as everybody kne Ww, a candi- | q, h amendments as a oe 1 

late who was reas mi ibly sure to be suc ssful at least in securing and vote in tl} firt mative 1 n 
the nomination, whatever doubt there mi ight have been about his that explanation. I will not a 
election. I will r ad it and ask the Senator whether he objects to | the pair. : 

as an amendment to the pending amendment: Mr. WETM RE (when nan 

] | paper, with the senior Senator from ¢ 
‘ ind rover sence I transfer th t pair tothe Ser 
lard money. cithor in aw | Who is also absent, and vote. I 
=a ara be 3 l agreeme f Ci The roll call was concluded. 
tined, or under such restrictions ar I ; be ce ned yr TE iD tieh aeain te 
r veo as will secure the maintenance: ) 3 of value of the neal eta =o ae 2 a ; 
tals, so that the pr using and debt-paying : of the dollar, | ' Uh Vakota | Mr. FETTIGREW | 18 
r of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. present. He is paired with thi 
ELI ( N 
ALDRICH. We have crystallized that platform into a bill a resnit was announced—veas 
and propose to legislate on that subject. Ihave been perfectly| = = 2 ee 
nk in answering the Senator from Colorado the question he a : mA : 
ime, and now I[ should like to ask | is n a question. a Fai 3 ’ 
TELLER. You can do so, } : re M 
ALDRICH, Will he and the Senators who vot oe him } Bi F1 
this subject agree, now or hereaftes , tosupport this Re ublican | &3 . = M 
platform that he is reading? Is that their purpos Is it their | , W Stamm. P 
1 se, too, to express confidence in and to approve « » plat- H rough, 1 
m that he is reading it in this presence? Da H P 

Mr. SPOONER, Would he vote for the billif it were put on? 4 i 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator vote for the bill if this plat- | £1 L G 

rm is put on? NA 

Mr. TELLER. No. Iwill not. The Senator need p 

ALDRICH. Will any of the Senators who are acting with D M 
him vote for it? Harris, M 
Mr. TELLER. I hope not. C HH id M 
ir, President, I supported, to the best of my ability, the candi- | G5 "hront 5 N 
under the first proposition that I read. I could support aj ¢ fad K , 
candidate on that proposition if it was made in good faith. I] ‘ 1, L, 
sh never have an opportunity again to support a Republican NOT V 
lidate on a bimetallic platform that means anything. They |} ajon ( 
may put in the next platform some foolish and useless provision | } n, kK 
for the purpose of ere the public, as they did in 1896, which | Baker M 
not deceive me; but if they would make either one of these| So the amend f the C 
basis of an honest declaration there are thousands of men who | tute reported by mmitt 
{not support Mr. Mc Kinle y who might then support the Re-| Mr. MO fer an ame! 
publican candidate, but there is no prob ability of their doing it. | amendm pted, 
11 enator says that this has not any place there. It has as The PRESID | yt ’, 
mu h place in the bill as the declaration that he has got ther an amendment? 

M President, I knew if we got a vote we could not v this in. Mr. MOR( A N. I offer it : 
[knew that when the party dictated by its caucus action every of the commi as amended. 
man, no matter what his personal and private opinions might be | The PRES IDEN T pro tem] 

this subject, had to stand up to the di ctates of the ii That amendment has just 

1, and that there was not any practic ul use of mov | Mr. MORGAN, Theamendme1 
rther pec ne Therefore, Mr. P, resident, Ts The PRESIDENT pro t 
+urthner amendment, } committee amendment? 

an CHANDLER, Of course all legislationis ultimately putin| Mr. MORGAN. Asasubstitut 
g » by the conference committee. I do not rise to move an | mittee as ame nae d. 


st that 


st tg 
hance, of which the Senator from Rhode Island is chairman, and | moment until the amendment is each 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order if no other 
i me I to | tered, 
Mir. ALDRK I thir the Senator from Arkansas has an 
fr. MORGAN. Iloffered this amendment on the 31st day of 
N BERRY. Tshould like to ask if it is not in order to offer | 
i substitute for the committee’s amendment? 
fr, ALDRICH. No; not at this time. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in order in time; 
if Senat ck pose any amendments to the amend- 
ment reported froin the committee, they would take precedence 
of the amendment 0 1 by the Senator from Alabama, because 
the amendment offered by the committee is entitled to be per- 
fected, but any amendment proposing to strike it out entirely is in 
order, 

Mr. MORGAN. That is very clear. 
Mr. HWOAR. I desire to inquire if the bill has been reported to 


ot ait 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 
Mr. HOAR. Very well; then the Senator’s amendment will be 


in order when the bill gets in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. Because then the question will be on concurring 
in the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert the following—— 

Mr. CULLOM. That is not in order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is open to the same objection now. 


Mr. STEWART. Ihave an amendment to offer to the substi- 


tute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
offers an amendment which will be read. 

The Secretary. Amend by striking out the word “gold” 


wherever it occurs in the committee's substitute, 

Mr. STEWART. That will leave-—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
a question. 
mentioned, 
ment? 

Mr. STEWART. I will say ‘‘except as to gold certificates.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I suggest that he change his amend- 
ment so that it shall not exclude all mention of gold certificates. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I propose to strike out “ gold” except 
where gold certificates are referred to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to have it so that we could un- 
derstand just where we are, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART. I propose simply to continue the law as it 
now stands, and to say ‘*‘ coin” where ‘‘ gold coin” is used in the 
bill. ‘Coin’ was formerly used and my amendment substitutes 
coin again for gold, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I call attention to the first two 
lines of the substitute to show how it would read if this amend- 
ment should be adopted: 


That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold nine-tenths fine shall, as 
shed by section, ete., continue to be the standard unit of value. 


In several instances in the bill gold certificates are 
Tlow would the Senator designate them in his amend- 


estal 


Strike out ‘‘ gold” it would read this way: 


That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of nine-tenths fine shall, etc. 

| Laughter. } 

Mr. STEWART. That declaration is false any how. That 
would suit me exactly. I want to bring up the question of restor- 
ing silver. Any little phraseology can be arranged if you put back 
silver whereit was. If you are going to maintain the gold standard 
as it was, you will strike out * gold” wherever it occurs in this 
bill, except where reference is made to certificates or something of 
that character. 

In the first place, gold resumption is in this bill. 
gold-standard law as it now exists. In the second place, gold 
bonds are inthe bill. Itis not in the law. In the law all the 
bonds now outstanding are payable in gold and silver coin, at the 
ratio that existed July 14, 1870; and so on, wherever it relates to 
obligations. If there is anything as to the phraseology of certifi- 
cates, that can be ascertained afterwards. 

The question is whether the Republican party are willing to 
maintain the gold standard as it existed in the spring of 1896, 
which they pledged themselves to do until they could get an inter- 
national agreement. The question is whether they intend to do 
that, or whether they are dissatisfied with it and are going tochange 


9 
a 


It is not in the 


it and destroy the full legal-tender power of the silver dollar as 
a reserve, as resumption money, as bond-paying money, as inter- 
est-paying money. The question is whether they are going to 
take that power away from the silver dollar, and if it is the inten- 
tion to changethe gold standard. They call it the gold standard. 
I call it the double standard, so far as the use of money is con- 
cerned, up to this time, It is now the double standard, 


I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada | 








| 
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The only gold standard we have ever had in this country y 
the usurpation standard of the Treasury Department, whic! | 
been denounced again and again for twenty years here and n 
ought to have gold, and the Treasury had to pay it tothem, >» 
body ever contended that it was the law. That never was c; 
tended. Now it is proposed to change the law, and | want 
understood that it is changed by deliberate vote, so that 1. 
may not be deceived by the declaration that they are maintain 
the gold standard as it existed in 1896, when they are chan) 
and substituting a legal gold standard for an usurped gold s 
ard. If you are going to make that change, I want it done | 
deliberate vote, and I want the yeas and nays on this amendine: 
Perhaps the phraseology can be changed as to the gold certifi 
if that be the opinion of the committee, and I will modify ij 
will not apply to the first clause in the first section. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest tothe Senator that if he wants 
vote on the general question—— 

Mr. STEWART. The general question is whether oblig;: 
can be made payable in gold alone which are now payabl 
ver, and I want a vote on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will theSenator from N; 
please modify his amendment as he desires to have it present d to 
the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
this question. 

Mr, STEWART. I want the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; we might as well dispose 
one time as at another. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada 
sires to modify his proposed amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator that if he will : 
from that general sweeping provision in the first section 
committee’s amendment 

Mr. STEWART. The last part of the first section relates 
redemption in gold. I can not do that. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, the provision as to the unit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator's purpose would 
complished as well by moving to substitute silver in place: 
wherever it appears in the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Notatall. Coin means both gold and 
I will modify the amendment so as to strike out ‘‘gold” \ 


I suggest that a viva voce vote be tak 





| ever it occurs, except in the first clause of the first section, \ 
er : ° . ‘ 
| it relates to the unit, and in any other sections where it relates to 


cold certificates, 
stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is intelligible. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand what effect t 
will have on the bill, and I for one will have to insist on | 
the bill read as it would be if the amendment were adopted 
I am ready to vote on a proposition of this kind, Iam per 
willing to vote for what the Senator declares as his pur} ) 
declare that the bonds of the Government of the United States 
shall not be payable in gold. If he will make the amendm ) 
as to apply to them, I shall vote for it with pleasure; but I want 
to see what sort of effect a sweeping proposition of this 
have on the entire bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the simplest way, and the only w 
which is in order—as the Senator can not, if anybody object. make 
a motion to strike out a certain word wherever it occurs i 
bill—is to move it as a separate and independent amendme 
each case. If he does that, it will take a very short time, an 
Senator from —— will then see without reading the | 
what the proposed change means. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I quite agree with what the 
from Massachusetts says. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada wishes a test vote 
on the question of gold, 

Mr. STEWART. In order to bring it out I will make my 1 
tion specific. I move to strike out the word * gold” in line J. on 
page 10 of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, That will not do. 
tor wants. 

Mr. STEWART. That is one of the places where I should | 
to have the word ‘ gold” stricken out. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest, in view of the utterances of t 
Senator from Arkansas, that some Democrats should be ac: 
to the subcommittee of which Senator STEWART is chairman. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. STEWART. I will offer my own amendment now. | 
want it to apply to the redemption of greenbacks and Treasury 
notes. Wherever the law is changed I want to have my an 
ment apply. On page 10, line 22, I move to strike out ‘go 
In line 2, page 11, after the word ‘‘in,” [move tostrike out‘ go! 
on the same page, line 8, after the word ‘‘any,” strike out ** 40! 
on the same page, line 15, after the word ‘‘the,” I move to sti 
out “ gold,” leaving it ‘‘coin” in each instance; on page 12, line 


In all other cases I ask that the word ‘‘¢ 


S 


Sort Wil 


That is not what the Sena- 
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ter the word ‘‘in,” I move to strike out “ gold” and leave it | ent standard value” and ins s 
* on page 12, line 6, after the word ‘‘ the,” I move to strike | act of July 14, 1s 
gold,” leaving ‘‘ coin” to stand, and on the same page, line The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from Rhode 
. the word ‘‘ the,” I move to strike out ** gold.” Island moves to lay the am 

fr, ALDRICH. That is enough. oe make a test vote. Mr. J ALD RICH. Id 

- STEWART. That coversall the « slcare about, That Mr. STEWART. Lask forthe y nd nay that mot 

make a test vote. Phe selnaeal nays were ord und t : t 11 l 

r. ALLISON. That, I think, is enough. to call the roll 
STEWART. I will state in explanation that that leaves | Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was ca I in 
iw where it is so far as the redemption of greenbacks and } nounce my pair with the senior Senator fr New 1\ Mr 

Treasury notes and the payment of th » public debt and the reserve | PLatT]}. 
‘Treasury are conce ‘rned. It leaves the law just where it Mr. PROG oT MR (when his name wa eo ’ 

stands—"‘ coin,’ my pair withthe S nat rfrom Florida {Mr. M 

. CHANDLER. [ask the Chair to state what the questionis. | Were p1 d should vote ** vea.” 

» PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will Mr ARREN. hen his name was called), Iam} 
1d to the Senate. | the senior Senator from Washington | Mr. TurRN a 

[The SECRETARY. In line 22, page 10, it is proposed, before the Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). Lha neral 

d **coin,” to strike out the word * gold.” | pair with the senior Senator from G ia |Mr. B t I 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How will it read then? | transfer that pair to the Senator from Kansas | Mr. Bak 

‘SECRETARY. The closing paragraph would read: ; is absent. and I understand is not paired. I vote ‘‘ yea. 

1 United States notes and Treasury not ied under the act of July The roll call was concluded. 

*), when presented tothe Treasury for redemption shall be redeemed | Mr. COCKRE L i: J want to annom that my col l M 
of such standard VEST}, who was unavoidably called from the Senate ¢ : ra 
JONES of Arkansas. I call the attention of the Senator ; iM = : r from M 

m Ne vada to the fact that that proposed amendment is abso- 
ely inconsistent with everythi ng else in the section. It has no ; ae MT oe ; \ 
olan an te section; it does not change a solitary thing in it. ; — es Woe pe 
t is to pay the same standard coin that is provi led for above in a . 
he section, which is the gold standard of 25.8 grains to the dollar. ; Mr tr 
Mr. STEWART. Well, we can modify thet further and say | jess and ¢ eal aeons. ag 
X : ie ae ee - 4 1égss and ) i nat 1f pr en il a S11 ) 
in coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870.” Thatis what | 4; 5 to et : 
they are payable in now. nresent. w ee ee ee ee : a 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that if | feo, ty), Se ee 
he wants to get a vote as to whether we shall make the obligations eee a laes } ‘ 
of the Government not now payable in gold hereafter payable in | ee Oe a ee “2 
ld, he can get it by inserting his amendment on page 15, where | Y! 
t provides that the bonds shall be paid, principal and interest, in | Aldrich, \ 9 
ld. Ferri’ 
Mr. STEWART. Very well. | Sane Forak MN 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada will take one place, | Caffe Me 
t will do just as well as taking half a dozen places in the bill, Chan 7 ens Most 
Mr. STEWART. I will adopt the Senator's suggestion. | Clark Wro Hat na Ma S 
The PR 2ESIDEN NT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada | Cullom, © Ha ig] RP 
thdraws his proposed amendment and offers another, as the | P*)" Hav P ’ 
\ir understands. ao. ui " 
Ir. TELLER. 1 make this suggestion to the Senator. In sec- | NAYS 
n 6, on page 15, — in line 3, the bill reads: | Be aa rs a S 

h bon ds to be paya at the pleasure of the United States after thirty | Butler, Harris M i 
from the date of the! r issue, and said bonds to be payable, principal | ‘ t J Ark Mor ‘T 
terest, in gold coin of the present standard value. | ¢ font. J v I T 

| Clay Kenn R 

f the Senator moves to strik out the words ‘‘in gold coin of | Cockrell, MecEnery S 

present standard value,” he will be able to accomplish what NOT VOTIN« 
b desires. Allen, Ha ry r 

Mr. STEWART. I propose to do that; and to insert “ gold or | Bacon, H 1 \ 

lver coin of the standard value of July 14, 1870.” ie at eee ha 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the Senator can get a vote on | — ager ee kad 

t without any further trouble. ; 5o Mr. STF WART’S amendment was laid on the t 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I only want to say thatif| Mr. PETTUS. lo‘fer an amendment hI the des 

were a proposition in this bill to make the existing bonds of | Phe PRESIDENT pro tem Ai will be stated 


United States now outstanding payable in gold coin alone, I | The SECRETARY, 1t is proposed to amend the amendmen 

u l vote against it; but this isa proposition to issue new 2 1 ei the committee by inserting at the end of s¢ 1} the followin 
bon4s, into which the w hole public debt is to be voluntarilv | Gold ns al - doll t 

led; ni. as I have said before, I am willing to vote for that _ © at ek 

f we can fund our national debt now existing into new 2 percent | jn weight 

ld bonds. I call the attention of the Senator from Nevada to | tion i tot Lw 

» fact that these bonds could not be negotiat d if they were not | Mr. z AL DRICH. Imove to lay 
{bonds. Therefore the Senator can accomplish what he wants Mr. PETTUS. Why not hay 
tmuch easier way by joining me in voting against the whole | meni: 

That is the easiest way to do it. Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection t 


hae ak A i vt ‘ 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam afraid the Senator from Nevada has not | amendment, if the Senator prefers 
heard the suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire, that Mr. PETTUS. Ido; and I call for the y: 


‘in the Senator from New Hampshire in voting against the The yeas and nays were ord 
| Laughter. ] | to eall the roll. 

a. ’ ° ? r - | ro rcet — : os . 
ir. ALDRICH. Ithink the Senator from Nevada had better Mr. HEITVELD (when his name was i l 


idraw his amendment. | eral pair with tl ! Sen; f New ¥ 
Mr. STEWART. No. } Mr. PROCTOR (when his name w led). I] red with 
ALDRICH. Perhaps it would s implify n matters if I moved | the Senator from Florida [Mr. Mau , and therefore w 
t 7 y the amendment, whatever it is, on the table. | hold my vote. 
‘ir, STEWART. Let the amendment be first read. Mr. WETMORE (when his na I a 
‘ir, ALDRICH, I move to lay the amen ndn nton the table. |nounce my pair with the senior Senator { 
Mr. STEWART. Wait until it is read, will you, ; ? | Bacon], and transfer that pair to tl 1ator from | ~ 


¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The S ecrei tary will read the | Baker], who is absent. I 4 

hendment proposed by the . Senator from Ne vada[Mr.SrewartT].| The roll call was conciuded. 

7 ile SECRETARY. In section 6, on page 1 5, line 5,aftertheword| Mr. WARREN. I again announce my pair 
interest,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘in gold coin of the pres- | Senator from Washington | Mr, Tv 


’ 
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The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 44; as follows: 
YE 1 7 
Ra ( i Mel Sullivan, 
1s Da Mat Taliaferro, 
j ' ’ Mor Teller, 
( } Ar} Me i Tillman, 
( ! t | Ney Turley, 
I vy. Ra Vest 
{ Sst x 
- AY 5 t 
; v Li Ly, Pritchard, 
} Ss iv y Quar 
I Pai MecBrid Ros 
i | McComas Scott 
‘ j McCun Sewell 
( ( MecMil Shoup 
( Masor $i 
Cc] Nel 
( t y ’ 
D> I Perkir , 
I Piait, ¢ in. 
NOT VOTING ) 
A (ia t ls > 
I ria 1’ row, 
| Heitfeld, Pla ‘fa ¢ yn. 
I I . I tor, 
so Mr. PETTI amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PETTI [ offer another amendment, which I send to the 


‘PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will bestated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert at the end of the billas 
a separate section the following: 


nothing « ed in this act shall be held or construed to 

‘present Jegal-tender quality of silver dollars coined by the United 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 

ment of the Senator from Alabama | Mr. PETTUS], which has just 

be nr ad. [Putting the question.| The ‘*nays” appear to pre- 
Mr. PETTUS. I call for the yeas and nays. 


Tho yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secret 
il] the roll. 
Mr. HEITFELD (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New York [| Mr. Patt]. 
Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). LIagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida |Mr. MALLory], 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). lagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Turner]. 
Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). ITagain announce 
“my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and 
that that pair has been transferred to the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. BAKER], who is absent. I vote ‘* nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I inquire whether the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr] has voted? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a general pair with that Sen- 
ator, and so I withdraw my vote. 
Che result was announced—yeas 26, nays 44; as follows: 
YEAS—26. 


iry proceeded 
t CE 














Bate, Culberson, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Daniel, Money, Teller, 
Butler Harris, Morgan, Tillman, 
Chiltor Jones, Nev. Pettus, Turley, 
Clark, Mont. Kenney, Rawlins, Vest. 
Clay, McEnery, Stewart, 
Cockrell McLaurin, Sullivan, 
NAYS—44. 

Aldrich Depow, Kean, Platt, Conn 
All : Elkins, Lindsay, Quarles, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Lodge, Ross, 
Burroy Foraker, McBride, Scott, 
Caffery, Foster, McComas, Sewell, 
Carter Frye, McCumber, Shoup, 
Cha Gear, Me Millan, Simon, 
Clar Hanna, Mason, Spooner, 
Cu 1, Hansbrough, Nelson, Thurston, 
Davis, Hawley, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Debooe, Hoar, Perkins, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—16. 
All Hale Mallory 
hi Heitfeld, Pettigrew, 
Bs Jones, Ark Platt, N. ¥. 
Gal r Ky Pritchard, 





So the amendment was rejected. 

ir. VEST. 1 offer an amendment, and ask the Secretary to 
read it from the copy which I send to the desk, as by some clerical 
error two or three words were omitted in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 7 
the following: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be pre- 


pared Treasury notes to the amount of $200,000,000, said notes to be in such 
form and denomination as the Secretary may determine, and to be full legal 
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tender for all debts, public and private. The Secretary shall canse ¢ 
engraved upon each of said notes the words ** bond note”’ and the stat 
that said note is a full legal tender, asaforesaid: and he shall loan, nnde: 
rules and regulations as he may prescribe, said notes to any person, } 
or corporation in sums not less than $100 on their depositing in t} 
States Treasury United States bonds at par value and in sums equal 
amount of bond Treasury notes issued to such applicant or applican: 
bond Treasury notes so issued shall bear the same rate of interes 
bonds upon which they aro issued, and said bonds so deposited 
Treasury shall only be redeemed by the original! depositors of the 
their assigns by surrendering to the Treasury bond Treasury notes 
legal-tender money of the United States of equal amount with the } 

ot said bonds and accrued interest. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the Senate will indulze m: 
very few moments, I should like to say something ab 
amendment, though I frankly state that Iam not very sar 
as to its adoption. 

The obvious meaning of this amendment is to place all t 
zens of the United States upon the same footing as the 1 
banks as to drawing currency out of the Treasury upon the 
of bonds. There are some good features in the national | 
system, amongst which are the double-liability clause as t 
holders and the examination of the banks periodically; b 
always objected to that feature which gave to those inst 
the right to contract or expand the currency of the c 
pleasure. 

It has seemed to me always that that was a dangerou 
and I think that our experience in the past justifies my a] 
sion. It is now an open secret that three or four of t 
banks in the city of New York control the stock marke! 
prices of all securities. They can expand or they can contr 
currency at their pleasure. 1 
in their bonds, upon which they are drawing interest, t 
money,.and loan it to the people of the country at 6 percent: 
If, upon the other hand, they want to contract the curren 
simply retire their notesand take out bonds, the interest 
tinuing to run in their favor. 

Now, what is this, [ask in all sincerity and candor, 
moneyed monopoly of the most dangerous character? I 
personal antipathy to banks or capital; I have no desir: 
down the wealthy classes in the country, if legitimately \ 
But human nature is the same everywhere and under all 
stances. When you put the power in the hands of any |! 
rectors, I care not how high their standing or charming th 
sonality, to contract or expand the currency of a great co. 
it is a dangerous gift; and I am compelled to say it will 
be excused. When I say excused, I mean to say they wil! 
have the influence to make it appear to the people that wh 
are doing in regard to contraction or expansion is entirely 
mate and proper. 

Mr. President, I intend to make some statements, in n 
which I have the slightest personal feeling and in none of ' 
shall I indulge in any criticism that is not, entirely proper : 
public official in regard to his official acts. Two years 
entered the Senate of the United States—in 1881—we had an 
lesson in regard to national banks which will never be for: 
It was proposed in Congress to fund the bonded debt of tli 
try at 3 per cent and to make the new bonds the only ba 
bank circulation. It aroused the deepest resentment on t! 
of the banks. 1t cut down the interest upon their bonds a1 
pelled them to take, at a smaller interest and as a basis for 
lation, the 3 percents. Those of us who were here th: 
remember that these corridors swarmed with bank officers. 

They came from my own State and said to me personal): 
Congress dares to pass this bill,” which they denominated : 
bery, “it will cause a panic in this country which will sh 
entire monetary system to the center.” The great ban! 
New York, as they always do, led the attack upon Co! 
Millions and hundreds of millions of dollars were repr 
around this Capitol. They said, ‘‘ The idea of cutting down ' 
terest on our bonds and forcing us to make these the basis 
culationisafelony. You dare to doit, and we will creat: 
in Wall street, the effects of which will not be recovered £1 
years.” 

Iam glad to say that Congress for once stood firm agains! 
assaults, and we passed the bill. Hayes was then Preside: 
ex-Senator Sherman Secretary of the Treasury, and in 01 
after that bill was passed stocks fell 40 per cent in Wall 
and some of them went down to even a lower price. They? 
good their threat. Then the President of the United Stat 
the full concurrence, of course, of the Secretary, vetoed the b 
we were unable to pass it over his veto. I have here, bi 
not detain the Senate by reading it, the veto message ot | 
dent Hayes in which he declared that the national banki 
tem was the most perfect ever created by the genius of 1 
man and that to pass this bill—the bill then pending—was | 
stroy the system, and he therefore felt it his solemn duty to 
pose the Executive veto. = 

The bill failed, but under the Administration of President 
rison Secretary of the Treasury Windom funded the debt at | 


a 
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1 a half per cent, one-half per cent more t] 1an we had put in the 


which was vetoed by Hayes, and there was not the slightest 
ible throughout the country. My colleague calls my othe ntion 
thing I have not mentioned, that on the day after the bill 

he banks retired eighteen millions of circulation in order 
ssist the panic which was then going on, and which affe i 
lit of the entire country and ruined hu eds and thou 


innocent people. 
. Presides nt, I came to the c 
ernment, lool { 








ba i } 
mi ndous pow. as this sh uld be given to any men orany 
rations, Ihave h: ad add litional re¢ 0S si for entertaining 
inion. 
Now, I am not talking about these banks in anyspirit of hyper 
ism. for I have mentioned the fact that re ; some good 
sin their organization. I take it for granted that nos 
re will for aninstant pretend that any indivi - 
ion in this country should be permitted to vi 
ught to be axiomatic. Under t national 
il bank, declared by the Supreme rt to 
e Government, should have its d ( it 
to pay out toad tor his money in its vat 
ink, with a capital of fifty thousand « ra hundi 
lars, should refuse to pay my check for $5 and I had that m 
money in its vaults. it would beclosed by tel egraph from the olky 
Washington and put into the hands of a receiver. All th 1e | 
world knows it. In 1590, when the Baring Brothers failed, and in 


in that awful which shook the country all over, the 





great | banks of New York ¢ , with millions of dollars of deposits 
belonging to in lividuals, ¢ ntinued to do busine s, and yet re- | 
d 1 te O : ut one dollar in money to their depositors except as 
i matter the highest P ersonal fayor, ex gratia. 
I had friends in the city of Ne . York who told me that they 
had thousands of dollars in those banks and when they would ap- 





| lease? 


ply for money to defray the ir ordit ary family expenses they were | 
cooly told, ‘* You can have cl earings house certificates, but not on 
dollar in currency or in goldor silve er.” oe state of things con- 
nued for three weeks openly, notoriously, an i flagrantly, in vi 
ition of the law, well ! wn to the officers a the G vernment, 
ie Con iptrolie if of the Currency,and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ry. No} bank wasclosed. They stood there, monumental viola- 
statute, with perfect impunity, and sneered at the idk a 
tl thet ed use th y refused to obey the nation: \- 
bat w. Willi any Senator here dé that. Can a system 
1 in any country, but esp ially in a popular Government 
‘8s, Which permits this sort of thing openly and notoriously 
and almost in sight of the Capitol? 
But, Mr. President, I come now toa third phase of this ques- 





retance 
iWcian¢ 


tion, which I spe great rel . L have come to 
that age of life and of public life when 1 know how easy it is to 
icisea public man. It is hardly necessary for me to say that 


[ have suffered from that sort of at g myself. If one-tenth of 


rit 


what has been said of me in my publi fi fe is true I ought to bein 
ve cell, and there is hardly a Senator in this body who is 
not in the same condition. Iam no boy to be using loose words 


ird to the character of men, publicly or privat ‘ely. 

: wl justly and legitimately subject to the criticism that must 
affect everybody in public life. I have the kindest feeling per- 
uly for Mr. Gage, but I have read with very great attention 

ind reread his answer to the resolutions passed by the House of 
presentatives and the Senate in regard to the recent transac- 
tious with national banks and national depositari Iam com- 
pelled to say, Mr. President, that that answer of the Secretary of 
the Treasury is unsatisfactory. I have been unable to understand 
why the Secretary of the Treasury should choose the City National 
of New York as the distributing agency of the public 


But we 





s. 


, 


ane says that he desired, in putting the money into the 
c depositaries from time to t me, to prevent ¢ in 
easury of the Unite s pol inji - to the } ess of 
th untry. With that I have no But why does he 
take one national bank, even if it ‘e bonds than any 
ther on deposit in the Treasury, distribut 


ngestion 
usine 
hy 


1 Stat 


ne 
sal 


for th purp 


t her banks the tax money of the peop! Yr. Gags dieeaeen 

of that questi nm by saying that it was impracticable to use the 

subtreasury in the city of New York as a distributing agency. 

Wi Were not the vaults of that instifution secure? Did 

not have sufficient clerical force? Was it ina ible to the pub- | 

i Did it have no facilities for sending money to nal banks? 

At s due to the people of the United + nd the representa- 
3s of the people that Mr . Gag e should say specifically and in 


detail what creat d these « 
‘ew York f 
hen Mr, Ga; 


Pe Tec eive 


lifficulties as to choosing the subtreasury 
for the distribution of this large amount of money. 
d $58,000,000 from the close of the Pacific 

ad transaction he said it was inexpedient to put this large | 
amount of money in the Treasury. Therefore he looked around | 
for some distributing agency, when he had his own subtreasury 
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in v York 1 ty, as it n ave had, { 
M eo I tso1 vy that wa t ) 
th ink that constitu wa 
leled fact that a nationall : t 
iry of t United States Vha i to 
that institution v n Mr. ¢ ( l 
I nt aid t ill t world : | 
Cr i rv its 
Mr. Gage sno n ! \\ 
ol r pay c¢ it have t 
cr and re 
When we ! il 
gS? " t “Ly 
e} vs. s uid | 
Govern! We] 
W yalda li ‘ —, 
that t lact tha \ ~ 
rmous amount of n { 
ind in this « rv w! 
aid transmit ft SU, | 00, I { 
( N nal Bank New Yi wa 
invwh than a draft or I ry of 
The m statement of the } t 1 I 
Du M ] le t ~e ta j 
Swer ti l it r ¢ Y > } 
to the sale at s rf if 
York. Under the terms of t ‘ ! 
the old site sto be putu } l 
the ( Na il Baz Mr. ¢ ‘ I } 
4 
lar 
+ 1 i 7 \ ny 
So fT \ ty 
to the bank under the provision « 


1 13 


the old cust 


ser of 


purcha 


Government at & reasonable 1 I stom 
be erected. Mr. Gage states that no mon 
Congress had made no appropriation t yt 

Mr. President, the question that ought t 
by the Secretary of the Treasury is, What were the term 


Was th 


vO 


ere interest to be paid? Under wl nditions did 
into effect? 
1 ste ites Gove rnment 


ase 


that | 
Unit 


4 wate Tes At ‘ 
All the worid knows tn: Wi 


made that lease t] must ha 








some terms not stated in the reply of Mr. Gage to the resolution 
of Congress. What sort of transaction was tl n which the pur- 
| chase money was left in the hands of the p r with i 
|est, no deed put upon record, which exempted the propert 5 
Ui Ppa s property from the State and city tax in the § 
and city of New York? Why is it we are told « ly and de 
neds ‘that no money was paid by the Government, I se no 
appropriation was aed by Con ? The bank had the mon 
in their vaults, and why should they require cash t rid 
down by the Government when they alrea ly ha itrol t 
Mr. President, not only this, but when Mr, G sp the 
bonds that the bank deposited to qu: to use his ex} 
a national depositor y, the e rrespond t t 3 
came from the Standard Oil Company, \ ers and sto 
holders are also stoc — rs of the City N Bank of New 
York. We find in this correspondence letter f from t 
City Nati sak tenieae he Se ry of the Trea 
transmit to the Standard Oil Company a n lred 
thousand dollars in bonds, or $ )in 1 sho t 
| as the bank needed bonds in ler I 
ury of the United States they aj it il ¢ 
pany and received bonds, which as a matte1 > 
wards returned v they had irt} 
Mr. President, rv \ v 
here, and which id f 
campaign of course, from Mr, 
bank, in which he saidto the § y 
sire to be continued as a nat ) | 
the list of our dit rs you 1 
the last canvass What v th 
faced demand for official fa 
paign had been conferred upon t \ 
bank? Isthata proper condit i 
man in this Chamber and outs it, who wis 
ee msi his question, was that letter short 
insult to the highest fisca ( flicer f this ( ernment wl 
in words hardly veiled, ‘‘ We helped you; now you 
Mr. President, this auaineet simply L ts it ¥ l yer 
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of any individual citizen of the United States to take his bonds, 
; nto the Treasury, deposit them, and draw out an equal 
s 


amour hese Treasury notes. no interest to run upon the bonds 
while they ar » deposited, when under the existing law and 
under this bill the national banks have the privilege of depositing 
their bonds, interest still running, and taking out the currency 
which they loan to their customers at 6 per cent or more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair very reluctantly 


calls the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that 
his time has expired, 

Mr. VEST. I will not trespass any longer upon the time of the 
penate., 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I venture to suggest to my friend, 
the Senator from Missouri, that. the amendment as printed is not 
correct. 

Mr. VEST. Icorrected that. It is a misprint. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are two or three other objec- 
tions which I see to this. 

Mr. President, there is not a civilized country in the world en- 
gaged in large commercial transactions where there is not some 
sort of provision somewhere to meet an emergency in the case of 
a panic, except in the United States. And there is nothing here. 
The idea presented by the Senator from Missouri is worthy of con- 
sideration, in my opinion. It ought to be carefully considered by 
the Senate. Weall understand conditions in this country, that 
when acrisis begins thereis atendency to hold money everywhere; 
and if there should be a deliberate conspiracy to corner money, to 
bring on a panic, the people are practically helpless and have no 
mexns of preventing or checking it. We heard only a few weeks 
ago when there was danger of a panic in New York that it was 
prevented by the Treasury sending a considerable amount of 
money and by certain individuals advancing money that went into 
the market and checked the panic. 

Now. this proposition of the Senator from Missouri, as I under- 
stand it, is intended to be about this: That persons who own bonds 
may deposit them in the Treasury and be allowed to take out an 
equivalent amount of money in cases where they need it; that the 
money taken or borrowed from the Government on the bonds 
shall pay arate of interest equal to the interest which the Goy- 
ernment pays on the bonds while the money is in the hands of the 
persons borrowing the money on the bonds. It simply provides 
a means by which a holder of United States bonds may be able to 
get money on those bonds when there is an emergency and he can 
not get it at the banks, a condition that has existed a number of 
times here. 

It is useless to go into a discussion of the conditions that pre- 
vail in England or France or Germany to provide for funds in an 
emergency. If this proposition of the Senator from Missouri is 
not in proper form, and I confess there are some points as to which 
I object, it can be corrected. For instance, I do not think there 
is a necessity for having $200,000,000 put in this fund. I think 
$50,000,000 would be quite enough. ButI do believe it would be a 
wise provision to put $50,000,000 of money in the Treasury, which 
could be taken out of the Treasury by the holders of United States 
bonds, on depositing ample security for the Government, and kept 
for a reasonable t.me. 

I had myself proposed an amendment, which has been printed 
and which I thought would reach the case better, and that pro- 
posed that 6 per cent should be paid on this money by the bor- 
rowers and that they should be required to return it to the Treas- 
ury within twelve months of the time it was borrowed, so as to tide 
over anemergency. I can seeno reason why it should not be done. 
1am sure the Senator from Missouri did not mean to say, as the 
amendment does, on page 2, after providing for the bonds at par 
vyaine 

In sums equal to the amount of bond Treasury notes issued to such appli- 
cant or applicants; said bond Treasury notes so issued shall bear the same 
rate of Interest as the bonds upon which they are issued. 

Now, this is evidently a misprint or a mistake in the structure, 
as the Senator from Missouri did not intend to have the Govern- 
ment pay interest on the bonds and at the same time pay interest 
on the money borrowed on the bonds, What he meant was that 
the interest on the bonds should stop while the money was in the 
hands of the men who took it out of the Treasury Department, but 
he intended to express it by saying the borrower of the money 
should pay the same rate of interest on the money that he gets on 
the bonds, which is the same thing. It was clearly, I take it, not 
the intention to make the Government pay double interest—inter- 
est on the bonds and interest on the Treasury notes. 

Mr. VEST. I did not mean that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, I hope we will now have a vote 
on this amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, this amendment provides that 
notes issued by the Secretary of the Treasury up to $200,000,000, 
and loaned on the bonds, shall be a full legal tender for all debts, 
public and private, yet, so far as I observe, there is no provision 
made for the redemption of this money at all in coin of any kind. 
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The provision is that these notes ‘‘shall only be redeemed by ¢) 
original depositors of the same, or their assigns, by surrenderi, 
to the Treasury bond Treasury notes or other legal-tender mo) 
of the United States of equal amount with the par value of sa 
bonds and accrued interest.” 

The point I make is whether it is not a departure from any ] 
islation we have ever had that we shall issue demand notes , 
redeemable at all in any kind of coin and make those notes |; 
tender for all debts, public and private. If the Government < 
make them a legal tender in payment of public dues and debt 
is all very well; but to make these irredeemable notes, so fa; 
coin is concerned, legal tender in payment of private debts 
think, a step further than has ever been gone by any legislat 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? My idea wis 
these Treasury notes should be redeemable exactly as the Treas. 
ury notes that we have already issued. But the Senator ey» 
obviate any question about it, if he makes any objection to it, }), 
saying redeemable in coin, like the Treasury notes. I certain|y 
meant that they were to be so redeemed, . 

Mr. LINDSAY. There is no description of these notes that 
would warrant the inference that they are to be redeemed at 1 
Treasury in either gold or silver: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be prepared Tr 
notes to the amount of $200,000,000, said notes to be in such form and de: 
nition as the Secretary may determine, and to be full legal tender t 
debts, public and private. ‘The Secretary shail cause to be engrave:| 
each of said notes the words *“‘ bond note’’ and the statement that sa 
is a full legal tender, as aforesaid: and he shall loan, under such rule 
regulations as he may prescribe, said notes to any person, etc. 

I am impressed with the conviction that some legislation in t} 
direction is not only proper but probably necessary, but I 
think, with due deference to the Senator from Missouri, that 
amendment ought to be made a part of the bill, which evidently 
will become a law before the end of the present session. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. It may be, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Missouri intended that the obligation of the Government 
set out in the bill to maintain all its issues of money at a parity 
would cover the redemption of these notes that he proposm! to 
issue upon the deposit of bonds. But it occurs to me that th 
adds to the evil that already cries forremedy. Wehavetoo much 
paper money issued by the Government now, and to add to that 
paper money by $200,000,000 would produce too much additio: 
strain upon the $150,000,000 of reserve provided for in the bill. 

I could wish, Mr. President, that this bill had provided at least 
for the beginning of a system of banking which would divorce the 
United States from any connection whatever with its own bonds 
as the redemption fund of bank notes. I believe that a heal 
system of banking ought to be commenced now in this bill, and 
that that system of banking should contain, as the redemption 
fund of the notes, whatever coin money the United States issu 

One of the evils of the present banking system, as the Sen 
from Iowa well knows, is the tendency tocongest all money in the 
city of New York. Ordinarily th. country banks deposit their re- 
serves and deposits in the reserve c' ties, which in turn deposit then 
in New York. In timesofstringency they would draw that deposit, 
and the very moment when the country needs currency in a fi 
cial or industrial panic, that is the time when no currency can be 
had. At all other periods money is abundant in New York, A 
very large portion of the money of the United States is there seck- 
ing investment and loan. When the country is prosperous New 
York has an abundance of money to loan, and when there is a 
panic it has none. 

So, therefore, I think that a system of banking ought to | - 
augurated whereby the wealth of eachcommunity would aifor! a 
basis for such an issue of notes in every financial panic as wou! 
tide over the difficulty. There will never be any elasticity in the 
currency, in my opinion, until the banking system is enti! 
formed and gold and silver are made the redemption fund 
issues of banks; in other words, until we go back to the an 
method, the true method, thesound method that prevailed in s 
banks before the war. 

As a matter of course, as at present, to have uniform Fed:ral 
supervision of the banks is necessary. I do not know but 
State banks chartered by the States themselves, with power to Is: 
money, With this provision of uniformity and regulation | 
Government retained, without Federal supervision, would b 
erable to the present system now in vogue. I believe it w' 
but so far as this particular amendment is concerned Iam ut' 
opposed to adding anything more to the burden that the 
States is now compelled to bear in the way of redeeming its! 
of money and providing an enormous reserve for that purpo 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is onagrecing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, 
to the text of the bill? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to offer an amendment. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reac. 


= 


Are there further amendm: ts 
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The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill add as a new section ia aii itt ees ” . 
th: following: yeas 27,1 / 














SEC 2. a a ‘ “ \ 2 
1] t : 
Mr. McLAURIN, I call forthe yeas and nays on that amend- L 
men*. ( Sie ngs ° 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | « \ 
to call the roll. Culberson, M - 
Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with NAY 
the Senator from Florida |[Mr. MaLLory]. Aldrich, } 
Mr. SULLIVAN (when hisnamewascalled). I havea general | A! I 
pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and 1 | pOvercss cater ‘i 
therefore withhold my vote headin. | “i 
Mr. WARREN (when hisname was called). Iagain announce | Carter Gea MoM 
my pair with the Senator from Washington | Mr. TuRNER]. WW H ; ; 
Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). Tagain announce . Ha 
the transfer of my pair with theSenator from Georgia [Mr. BAcoN] | Da H I ( \ 
to the Senator from Kansas |Mr. BAKER], and I vote *‘nay.” > ee oo Py a - 
The roll call was concluded, Po > reg ei 
Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to NOT VOTE: 
ask whether the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Desor] has voted? | AU Butler a . 
m Ty TAT IT ~~ . > I n, (ia r Ma W 
[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky | } K i W 
has not voted. amendment 1 see 
Mr. BATE, [ promised to take care of him on this vote on this | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. | : ment + I 1 
particular occasion, and | will withdraw my vote. I donot know | 4.7%) "7 yen 
~— he would v e. I should vote * yea” if he were present. | The PRESIDENT pro tem senator from Arkansas 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 47; as follows: | offers an amendment. which will be read 
YEAS—2 i} Thes ETARY,. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
Daniel McLaurin, Rawlins, } ere 
l Tle 1 Mar Taliaferro, t 
Mont hor Ark M rillman, nto 
Lin Ly M ‘ ’ Turley, 41° 
MeEnery Pettus, Vest. ee 
g n . I 
Aldrich Ross, t Preasu t t y 
Beveridge, foe Fo Splmeny The PRESIDENT protempore. The quest on agreeing to 
Caffery, ' McCumber, Simon, the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
Carter, McMillan, Spooner, Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. BERRY called for the yeas and nay 
eg ite ce Tele and they were ordered. a - 
Cullom, Piatt, Conn. Thurston, The Secretary proceeded to call the r 
Davis Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
Elkins. v Scone cea Laamtates the Senator from Florida |Mr. MaLuory}. 
PY" : ea Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), 1 am paired with 
NOT VOTING—19. the Senator from Washington [ Mr. TurRNER}. 
Allen Cockrell, Mallory, Sullivan, Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I a n ar 
am eee . a . Turner, nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia { Mr. Bacon 
ite, Kenney, Pe rew, ngton. and the transfer of that pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr, 
-S, Kyle, ~ Proctor, BAKER]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Ss the eiaendenent was reiected. rhe roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments | 7°85 =°: BAYS 445 aS Follow 
o the text of the committee amendment? If not, the amendment | YEAS—2s 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is in order, which is | Bate Culber Mc! St 
proposed as a substitute for the entire amendment. It will be | /e??y, papery M 








| I HW ! \ 
read, | t . - = 
[he SECRETARY, Strike out all after the enacting clause and | Clark, Mont \rk M ‘| 
inser \ } | T 
( K i V 
First tis the fixed } fF | . 
; ‘ak h¢ ¢ nanial< Sen : i . 
nati t asrapidly as jus ; 
t f the Governme A Pr 
e pe ple to res] 1A \) 
< e snecie hac | M I 
istitutional b s i - 
ey. | ¢ Fy 
i ¢ (i ‘ 
1. That it an unjust ar rs | ; ; xt 
U1 d States that Congress sh the ( . 
l ohlienat , ’ sith \) 
l obli i ‘ 1 with ‘ ( | i 
he people o e right an I | : 7 
d r silver a rding to tl : D | 1 ‘ \ 
il welfare. | D. é 1 
irth. That it is contrary \ : 
national debt shall be made per vi 
reased for the benefit of the na \ oe G ; ‘ 
of gold or silver bullion. a K 1 VK 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to | Baker, Ma 
the amendment. | So the amendment was rejected 
Mr. MORGAN. On that Iask for the yeas and nays, Mr. BUTLER. I offerthe amend t 1 1 [ser 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | The PRESIDENT protempore. ' mend) t Litted 
to call the roll. the Senator from North Carolina w 
Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I transfer my | Mr. ALDRICH. Theamendment l byt 





pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] to the junior |} North Carolina is a very ela n 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and vote “nay.” |of finance in the United States. | 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with | the Recorpa ed upon wit! 5 read. 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. The PRESIDENT} mpor he Senator from R 
Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I transfer my | asks unanim t that t pl 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the Senator | Senator from North Carolina | Mr. | l 
trom Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and vote ‘‘nay.” | RECORD without reading. Is there objection 
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Mr. BUTLER. That is satisfactory to me. ignating it fre m aon peces, and which may he pertinent for that purpose 
| Ph 27 WT : amnnra The Chair hears hiacti as may be determined by the Secretary of the Treasurv. F 
| he | A Ie 31 »] N } , ) = re, The Chair hears no objection, SEC ; 13. That plates shall be engraved under the dire: tion of the Secretary 
and tha der Will be made, . | of the Treasury for the purpose of printing or coining the various denon 
The amendment proposed by Mr. BuTLER was to strike out all | nations of m mey out of pent oe herein provided for. The engraving and 
af the enactit iuse of the bill and to insert: the printing shall be of the highest art, and the paper shall be of the tx 
c ‘acter and quality that can be obtained for that purpose. The piece " 
neh ells ey ee nal parts thereof paper money coined under this act shall be uniform in size, and the engra 
! hag pes Pind Hinih AAT Ane ae mark of aaGlAP ar (oe the plates on which they shall be printed or coined shall be 6 i: 
ee peptone Neg eee fr ee eee and seven-eighths of an inch in length and 3 inches in width. 
I Ll HO TAS ORS-LHOUsANCEM _dollar, or unit; and Sec. 14. That there shall be coined out of paperan amount of money of t! 
: a een 1d © ge p RBT OOS and | various denominations herein provided for sufticient to cover the t 
, ERS COU ; - ax Astated | amount of the following obligations of the United States, namely, bor 
t viONAL } oe ? 0 principal and interest, United States notes, old demand notes, fractional 
a ub ul ort ull be — 9r | ,enecy, gold certificates, silver certificates, certificates of deposit, Trea 
; -& . 1 all t ae notes of 1800, and the national-bank notes. Wheneverany of said obligat 
ee : exept Ml be known | CXcePt the bonds of the United States, come into possession of the Un 
pri fogs 1 t oa eed wi | States, the samo shall be retained, canceled, and destroyed, and in 
; . a. ‘ , so bos, ras ica SR ac rs as ae se the reo shall be substituted an equal amount of coined paper money, « 
ee ni : : andard silver. The « ean for dollar, and the same shall thereafter be paid out upon the various o 
: tof on ellos of whint 4. | tions of the United States as they mature. 
‘ gone se ee 7. ccakaiaien aes, a = Sec. 15. That whenever any of the bonds of the United States shall } 
iy : ics Raa AGATRGE oe on t _ is the sented for payment at the Treasury thereof before the same shall 1x 
d qu: wuiich shall bo determined by the Secrotare of the | due..the Treasurer of the United States shail pay to the owner thereof t 
— ; FOSMUAEE NY BAG PECECALY OF tHe | nominal or face value of the bonds presented, and interest thereon to the d 
—- fantuead ontofacld eileanr | OL presentation, in coined paper money, dollar for dollar; but if when 
, eiiniss Sa ed ouv of gold, Suver, | sented for payment as aforesaid, gold or silver coin be demanded, the 1] 
“pel: yr than its, and each piece of | yrer may pay the same either in gold or silver coin, or both, a3 he may 
y fe eae Sones ats See r shall All bonds paid by the United States as herein provided for shall be im 
RP Sn aren Sete neh Ree ere oe ®, at their nominal or face | ately canceled and destroyed. 
Vhe minor coins shall be a legal ten: eet BORURAL OF 1A00 Value Sec. 16. That each national bank organized under the laws of the U 
ts, ] | private, in amounts not to exceed one dollar or unit | States shall, within ninety days from and after the passage of this a 
ee ; fe all be ‘Aisi ai ial en aii tate ward to the Treasurer of the United States an amount of money equal t 
- ee ured Or comed out of standard gold | amount of notes issued and put into circulation by it; on receipt of wh 
t OF PIOCeS 4 mary venty dollar or unit pieces, | ponds held by the United States as security for its circulation shall be 
‘ © twenty llars or er n 016 grains, troy; ten dol- | ered to it. as 
pie ‘ ach to t or unit and to contain 208 grains, Sec. 17. That if any person, after the passage of this act, shall bring 
t doar or unit piece » tive dollars or units, and to con- | or silyer bullion to the mints of the United States to be coined into 1 
, ‘era ba a ; a aa : there shall be delivered to him, at his option, the coins coined out of hi 
i J 1 1all be manufactured or coined out of standard silver | Jion, or an equal amount of coined paper money, dollar for dollar; and t 
ge COU r pieces of money, namely: Dollar or unit pieces, each | shall be coined and kept on hand a sufficient amount of coined paper m 
t one dollar or unit, and to contain 412} grains, troy; one-half dollar or | to meet any demand that may be made upon the Treasurer for coined } 
unit pieces, each to be one-half of a dollar or unit, and to contain 206} grains, | njoney in exchange for gold or silver bullion. : 
t | ter dollar or unit pieces, each to be one-quarter of a dollar or unit, Sec. 18. That whenever gold or silver bullion shall be exchanged for c 
contain 1034 grains, troy; dimes, each to be one-tenth of a dollar or paper money the bullion so exchanged shall be and become the proper 
wd to contain 41} grains, troy. ; . . the United States and shall be immediately coined into money and used i 
c.t. That the minor coins of the United States shall be a 5-cent piece payment of the debts and obligations of the United States as they mat 
a l-cont piece. The 5-cent piece shall bo the one-twentieth part of a dollar | “Spe. 19. That the Treasurer of the United States shall under no cir 
; ind shall contain 80 grains, troy; the l-cent piece shall be the one- | stances exchange one kind of money for another kind with any person, | 
h th part of a dollar or unit, and shall contain 40 grains, troy. sons, or corporation. s 
‘re. 7, That any person may bring to the mints of the United States gold Sec. 20. That in coining money out of paper, as provided for in th 
. ver bullion to be coined into money, and the same shall be coined into | the following rule shall be observed, namely: For every twenty-dollar 
ey for him free of charge immediately upon receipt of the same at the | ynit piece there shall be coined 2 ten-dollar or unit pieces, 4 five-dol 
ae | into pieces of such denominations as ho may designate, and if he | unit pieces, 10 two-dollar or unit pieces, and 20 one-dollar or unit pieces 
fail to inform the Director of the Mint at the time his bullion is received at | eyery ten-dollar or unit piece there shall be coined 2 five-dollar or unit } 
t what denominations he desires his bullion to be coined into, the | 5 tw6-doliar or unit pieces, and 10 one-dollar or unit pieces; for every 
+ all bo c d into such pieces as the Director of the Mint may direct. | dollar or unit piece there shall be coined 5 one-dollar or unit pieces. ~ 
fl and r bullion whic h is now owned by, or which may hereafter Sec. 21. That any of the money that may be coined out of paper under t 
a e » the poss ion of, the United States, shall be immediately coined | act that shall become mutilated or injured so as to becomo unfit for use s! 
nto! Vy 


Si That the minor coins shall be coined out of material purchased by 
the Director of the Mint with funds appropriated for that purpose, and the 
t hall be delivered to any person or persons who may purchase thesame 
iovernment at their nominal or face value. 
‘oins other than those provided for in this act shall here- 
‘ed at the mint to be used for money in the United States. 
ll be coined hereafter at the mint the 
3, and none other, shall be stamped or printed, 
»an impression emblematic of liberty, with an 
‘**Liberty and the year of the coinage, and upon the 









’ 





















sure or representation of an eagle, with the inscriptions 
1 States of America” and ‘‘E Piuribus Unum,” and the designation 
of t} mber of dollars or units or parts of a dollar or unit of the coin; as, 
for example, $20 or units, dollar or unit, or half dollar or unit, as the case 
may be; but the figure of the eagle shall be omitted from the 10-cent piece. 
The coins shall bear the same inscriptions as the other coins, except 
tl hall be omitted, ana each piece shall be designated as 5 cents or 1 
cent the case may be. 
S 11. That there shall bo manufactured or coined out of paper, at the 
] Mngraving and Printing of the United States, the following kinds 
or ] of money, and none other, namely, twenty-dollar or unit pieces, 
each to be twenty dollars or units; ten-dollar or unit pieces, each to be ten 
dolar ‘ units; five-dollar or unit pieces, each to be five dollars or units; 
t ir or unit pieces, each to be two dollars or units; one-dollar or unit 
} h to be one dollar or unit. 


Src. 12. That upon the obverse side of each piece of paper money that shall 
ned under this act tho following devices or legends shall be printed or 
i,namely, the denomination expressed in numerals, the serial num 


r (ond each denomination shall be numbered separately) commencing with 
he nber 1; the respective signatures of the Secretary and Registrar of 





lreasury; the year of the coinage; the words‘ United States of America” 
ii Pluribus Unum” and an impression of the Goddess of Liberty, with 
vord “ Liberty’ beneath it. Upon the obverse and reverse sides of each 


ited te oe OD Gh ob mt 7 






















shall be printed or stamped the words ‘tA legal tender for all debts, 

i private,” and across both sides the denomination thereof expressed 

‘ds, as, for example, “ Twenty dollars or units” or “ Dollar or unit,” as 

! may be. Upon the obverse s of each twenty-dollar or unit piece 
tamped a vignette of George Washington, beneath which shall be 

pl lor stamped the words ‘**George Washington, first President of tho 
United States.” Upon the obverse side of each ten-dollar or unit piece shall 
be stamped a vignette of André kson, beneath which shall be printed 
r ped the words * cson, seventh President of the United 
Upon the obversé each five-dollar or unit piece shall be 

i 2 V te of J In, beneath which shall be printed or 
stamped th rds, n, sixteenth President of the United 
States.”’ 1 he obverse sido « ach two-dollar or unit piece shall be 
printed or ed a vignette of Thomas Jefferson, beneath which shall be 
printed or 5 nped the words * TI as Jofferson, third President of the 
United States.” Upon the obverse side of each one-dollar or unit piece shal 





be printed or stamped a vignet Benjamin Franklin, beneath which shall 
be printed or stamped the words ** Benjamin Franklin, one of the first advo- 
cates of paper money.” Such other devices and printing may be placed 
upou each piece of paper money coined under this act for the purpose of des- 


when presented to the Treasurer of the United States by the owner th 
or when the same shall come into the Treasury of the United States, be ta 
up and destroyed, and in licu thereof shal] be issued new money coined 
of paper. 
SEC. 22. 


That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisi 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 23. That the title of the act shall be amended to read as follows 
act to establish a unit of account and to provide for the coinage of m 
and for other purposes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the ad 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from North C 
lina [Mr. BUTLER}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agr 
ing to the amendment in the nature of a substitute reported 
the Committee on Finance as it has been amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am: 
ment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to offeran amendment as an additi 
section, to come in as section 10. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted 
the Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill a 
tion the following: 


Sec. 10. That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amend 
to read as follows: 

** Sec. 5138. No association shall be organized with a less capital than > 
000, except that banks with a capital of not less than $50,000 may, witht 

roval of the Secretary of the Treasury, be organized in any place tho j 

ation of which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and except that banks 1 
a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the sanction of the Secreta 
the Treasury, be organized in any place the population of which does n 
ceed 4,000 inhabitants. No association shall be organized in acity the! 
lation of which exceeds 50,000 persons with a capital of less than $200,000. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have no desire to submit any 
remarks upon the amendment, except simply to state the propo= 
change in the existing law. The only change is that under t! 
amendment national banks with $25,000 capital will be permitte 


The bill is in the Senate and 


Se 


new s 


— 


to be organized in places havinga populationof 4,000 or less. Itis 
to meet an urgent want in the West that the amendment has been 


offered. 
Mr, ALDRICH, I shall not object to that amendment, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend-| The bill as passed by the Senate as a substit 


nt submitted by the Senator from Minnesota. No. 1 is as follows: 
































i 
The amendment was agreed to. | What the dollar consist € 25.8 ot 
he amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | established by t t g s 
1a third time. | tinue to be the standard unit of value, and all 
: bill was read the third tim | ard; and Unit d States 
e PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Shall the bill | July 14, 189 wh 
~ ta x A s ‘ 
‘ir. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas | to secure the prom 
1 nays. y 38 r 
yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to | Serve fund of $150,000,(% 
the roll. ; eo ee ee 
fr, BUTLER (when Mr. A N’S name was called). I as 
unce again, on the final passa f the bill, that on 1 lin the ma ‘ 
| and all amendments which have heretofore been voted upon, | (ooo 4 
senator from Nebraska [Mr. A1 : paired with the Senator | change for ‘ 
1 New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGrR]. If the Senator from y the | aid 
braska were present, he would vote ‘‘nay” on this question If the Sec: : ia 
1 the Senator from New Hampshire would vote ‘‘ye a , , 
Mr. CLAY (when Mr. Bacon’s name was called). If my col- | gold in said fund shallatanyt V 
igue [Mr. Bacon] were present, h ould vote “nay.” mee on ee Tatted ae $ , 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). While [ have had | ; nd sell on or registe. ed | : 
eneral pair with theSenator from Maryland {[Mr. WELLINGTON] | as he may preseril» 1 natior ; 
this bill and on all votes which have been taken heretofore, | @teTest at the rate of not c J 
that pair has been transferred to the Senator from South Dakota | year from the d: > diaieiiemen. aad eeehea Ts : 
ir, PETTIGREW], who, if present, would vote ‘‘nay.” I vote | i coin of t nt standard 
Ir. PROCTOR (when his name was called I again announce | a rte arr 
pair with the Senator m Florida (Mr. MauuLory]. If he 
present, I should vote ‘* yea. t ! ‘ 
Mr. KENNEY (when Mr. TurNER’s name was called). The |}... re Ee 
1ator from Washington | Mr. TURNER] is detained from the Sen- wand the gold « : 
» by reason of sickness. If he were present, he would vote ‘* nay.” | ! we 2S pl 
» has a general pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. hwo pee 
WARREN]. la ‘ larsa 
Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). As announced by | 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], Iam paired with the 
nator from Washington [Mr. TurNER]. If that Senator were | gic: , 
resent, he would vote ‘‘ nay,” and I should vote *‘ yea.” f Treasu 
Mr. WETMORE (when his naine was called I again an- a tit! 
1ounce that I have a general pair with the senior Senator from | pacted to receiv gold « 
reorgia [Mr. Bacon]; but I transfer that pair to the Senator from | t irer of tl Stat 
Kansas | Mr. BAKER], and vote. I vote * yea. certificates th 
The roil call having been concluded, the result was announced— | havtiteates on demat sed. 
yeas 46, nays 29; as fol'ows: | be receivable for cus tax 
> he reissued. and when! 
YEAS cnn das a part of its wfulre 
ldrich, ¥ yanks, swage Quarles of United States n 2 
ige ster, T mas, S te suspend 1: And pre Tha 
t ] iy } s e I t I i > ay l 
Wy is m : n. :, er, - , of t] x l 
er issu in & 
ry, aniel, uartin, - EC. 6. Ths [ ir s 
r arris, ié Vy i anu, f t , rr i il 
. r, , _— 7 Pot I = yy; iL er : bat a I - ot : 
M nt. J one ye . aw iy O07, nh y stat 
iney, , a ul t i 
. 1 , a<r st) e , 
NOT VOTING—1iL inter nt pe 7 ' 
Gallinger, ttigrew, Varren, lat 
, Kyle or ’ Wellington. rd va 
i Mallory. Turner of tae Stat 
pa 
So the bill was passed. 4 in ‘ 
e title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to affirm the ex- | © eee pei 
standard of value, to maintain the parity in value of all | pry is authorized tot at the 5 
of money, to refund the public debt, and for other pur- | f r exchange, out of any money in the 1 
gag ” ;as 1 not greater than the dil 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill may be printed in the | PUtcd ss aforesaid, and their par va ae ee 
LECORD as it has been amended. | by section 3604 of the Revised Statutes: A 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? The Chair | cent bonds to be issued under t 
rs none, and that order will be made lj snd when pay . 
Mr. COCKRELL. _I wish to inquire of the Senat m Rhode | a rs 
and whether the bill is not also to be printed in separate form | Soe Cae 
t passed? | Src. 7 That w 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I ask also that the bill may be printed | any national ban! 
rately, manner provided by ex ng law, s 


"The PRESIDENT protempore. Thatorder will be made, in the | §)5° i ant Genie rsigned as provi 
sence of objection. value of the bonds so deposite 


ersigned as pri 1 by jay 


1; and any national 








t fort] ty of circulating notes 
sthan the 


Ipon due ay ation tot Con ged 


and upon which 
. h Es 





Ree of the 
r of the Cur 
1 amount whi ich 
f ie the } 
! be d and treated 
nal ‘ban king iations heret 
existing law affecting 
tained shall be construed tom J 
oath f the Revised Statutes 
-of the Currency to reqt lire 
‘ine ase the market value of 
tes shall fall below the par value 
tich such bonds may be deposited 
he circulating notes furnished to 
ie provisions of this act shall be of the 
7, except that no national banking associa 
act, be entitled to receive or to issue or re 
reulating notes of a less denomination than 
» time shall the total amount of such 
ed the amount at such time of its 
id allacts or parts of acts inconsistent with 
a) ronuiiel. 
association having on deposit, as pro- 
bearing interest at the rate of 2 per 
sits circulating notes, shall pay to the Treasurer of 
5 ymonths of January and July a tax of one-fourth of 
i half year upon the average amount of such of its circulati 
as are based upon the deposit of said 2 per cent bonds, and such t: Uxe 
xisting taxes onits circulating notes imposed by sec 
Statutes 
e provisions of this act 
tf the accompli 
ured by cor 
lata rat 
ilver. 


5138 of the 





‘lath 
hel 


assoc 





additions 
tes of natic 


ns oi 








none 








1 are 
ial bank 





States 


» United 





pe 








tion 


are not intended to niace any ob 
hment of international bimetallism, pro 
urrent action of the leading commercial 
» which shallinsure permanence of relative 





Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 


Fr los. VO 


asso 


iation shall be organized with a less capital than 
pt that banks with a capital of not le ss than $50,000 may, with the 
he Secretary of the Treasury, be organized in any pl ace the pop 
f iich doe ‘s not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and except that banks 
with a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the sanction of the Secretary 
f Treasury, zed in any pla e the population of which does not 

No association shall be org: nized in a city the pop- 

is 50,000 4 ys With a capital of less than $200,000.” 


be organ 
‘ 14.({«0 inhabitant 
f which excee 


ulat h 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (8, 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawai. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I move that the Senate do now 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate 
sideration of executive business, 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 


adjourn. 


proceed to the con- 


Mr. CULLOM. My motion is pending. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 


moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the 


title of which will be state re 
The SecRETARY. <A bill (S. 222) to provide a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Pending which motion, I move that the Sen- 


ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. THURSTON. Will the Senator yield to me for morning 
. 

Usinessr 

Mr. CULLOM. TI hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 


Withdraw his motion until the Hawaiian bill can be placed before 
the Senate. 

CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me it is not worth 
while at this late hour, after a somewhat tedious day, to under- 
take to determine now what business the Senate will proceed to 
take up to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is a full Senate present. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was rejected. 


Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the vote may now be taken on the 
question of proceeding to the consideration of the Hawaiian bill, 
the title of which has been read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. 
‘I he r motion was agr ed to; 


the Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 222) to 
provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate 
sideration of executive business, 
Mr. PETTUS. If it bein order, I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like, if I may be permitted, to say 


proceed to the con- 


to the Senator from Alabama that there are a large number of | port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa 
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« | of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WotcortT], 


The question is on the motion | 


| 


| moted. 


aie — .| States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, February 7, | 
and the Senate, as in Committee of | 


FEBRUARY 15, 


post-office nominations, as to which requests have been made hy 
many Senators that they be reported to-day. . 
Mr. PETTUS. I withdraw my motion. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the mot; 


Tke motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spe nt 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock a) 

30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Frid; 
February 16, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nom inations received by the Senate Fe bruary 1s 


COMMISSIONER TO INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


James Allison, of Kansas, to be a commissioner of *he U 


States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
year 1900, to fill an original vacancy, 


Ald 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Corps of Engine crs. 

Maj. William S. Stanton. Corps of Engineers, to be lieut 
colonel, F ‘ebruary 7 7, 1900, vice Benyaurd, deceased. 

Capt. George W. Goethals, Corps of Engineers, to be 
February 7, 1900, vice Stanton, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Keller, Corps of Engineers, to be ca 
February 7, 1900, vice Goethals, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank C. Boggs, jr., Corps of Engincer 
first lieutenant, February 7, 100, vice Keller, promote ! 


Subsistence De} martment, 


Capt. David L. Brainard, commissary of subsistence, to | 
missary of subsistence with the rank of major, 
vice Smith, retired from active service. 


February 1. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 
To be second lieutenants. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. John M. Cr Thirty-sixth Infant: 
United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900, vice Toncray 
moted. 

First Sergt. Israel F. Costello, Company K, Thirty-sixth In! 
try, United States Volunteers, February 12, i900, vice Davis 
in action. 

Sergt. John A. Huntsman, Company E, 
United States Volunteers, February 12 


Thirty-sixth In! 
1900, vice Sowa: 
M. Sergt. George F. 


Young, ge sixth infantry, U 


States Volunteers, February 12, 1900, vice Wing, deceas 

Sergt. Maj. George J. Oden, Thirty-sixth infantry, Uniteds 
Volunteers, February 12, 1900, vice McGowan, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Lieut. Col. Albert S. Cummins, Twenty-seventh Infantry 
colonel, February 4, 1900, vice Bell, appointed brigadie:-; 
United States Volunteers. 

Maj. George L. Byri mi, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 


tenant- colonel, February 4, 1900, vice Cummins, pecesene: 
Capt. eee Scherer, ‘Twenty-seventh Infantry, to b 
February 4, 1900, vice Byram, promoted. 
First Lieut. Zan F. Collett, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 1 
tain, February 4, 1500, vice Scherer, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Richard H. Brewer, Twenty-seventh Infantry 
be first lieutenant, February 4, 1900, vice Collett, promot 


THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY, 


Second Lieut. Edward McGowan, Thirty-sixth Infantry, Unit 


Toncray, deceased. 


CONFIRMATION, 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs tor U 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. |} Mr. RICHARDSON. If 1] 
THURSDAY, 4 ) se clerks 
H yuse met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev Mr BULI \ 
y N. CovupeEn, D. D. e. DECtEr, - 7 
7 Se ‘ 2 ,° 7 1 1 at rt {AR is \ | \ , ‘ 
» Journal of yesterday's proc: ngs was read and approved 
: : a m S reso npr eced 
ENROLLED LLS sider y But I nT 
BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported } 1 tior AsIm sta 
hey had examined and found truly en ed s of the fol- lditional ass nt 
x titles; when the Speaker signed the sai d ent col Now, | 
R. 7739, An act to amend an act making ropriations for | mittees, at least son t} 
struction, repair, and preservation of « 1 public works Mr. BABCOCK, Will t 
vers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved March 3, | at that point? 
| Mr. RICHARDSON, Y 
- 7 s 7 ’ | , » 
I. R. 5288. An act relating to lights « steam plot vessels, Mr. BABCOCK 1) ( ! ( 
LEAVE OF ABSENCI | the Distt Colu \ ) 
‘ . ‘ nesses [Mr at ’ I t 
Mr. SMALL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absenc ~ 1?) LRT ‘ 
, Siar aM Matec Ble Mr. RICHARDSON, 1 \ 
ten days, on account of important business ’ : : 
. : with my frien 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RI\ ° Mr. BABCOCK And w la 
Mr. DALZELL. Iask unanimous consent for t resent con- | tire session of t Fiftv-fifth a ‘ 
i 
ration of House bill No. 4006 committee had to pay the clerk § I 
Che bill (H. R. 4006) authorizing the Union Railroad Company | during the entire session hat ( 
mstruct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker t \ t 
is read, with the amendments reported by the Committee on | t in f1 W sin ] [1 y 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. the gentleman { l 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- | during the last Con 
n of this bill? 1 know that his m | \ nui I sand 
Mr. MCRAE. I would like to know whether the bill has the | does a great dea \ M t t 


pproval of the War Department. on Claims. This 1 ition ves that mmittee an assistant 
Mr. DALZELL. The bill is in the ordinary form of such bills; | clerk. Ww, that cor tt iy 1 doubtles bnuni 
has been approved by the Secretary of War and unanimously | ber of bills referred toit. But [want to say, Mr. $ er, that 





‘ i ‘ 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | nearly three months of t ( ! } i 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- | mittee has not even a le r 1 of nel ill 
ation of the bill. na Private Calendat 1 
The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. That committee and 1 Committee on War Claiz \ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | Friday of each wi They e1 ( i 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. consider bills from that comm ( i : 
On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last of the majority of this House to mult cler 
vote was laid on the table. are doingit. Isee the able chair f the 


priations there. and he is not raising his voice a nstt 

in the clerical force. 
Mr. GRAFF rose. 
The SPEAKER, 


ANNUAL TO THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
Mr. BULL. I am directed by the Committee on Accounts to 
esent a privileged report. I report back favorably the resolu- | 


CLERK 


Does the gentleman fron 











) 


tion which I send to the desk, . —— ; : 
” hn £ : = > gentleman from Illinois? 
[he following resolution (introduced by Mr. LoupENSLAGER | ee \RDSON. Yes 
m the 5th instant) was read: ee a eck KF , ; 
on the ad ' 4 ‘age - : a — Mr. GRAFF. I desire to state, in reply the gentleman f 
- ata cler ot ommittee on Fens S reby authorize ™ } ‘ +44 ’ 
ee cee an ase te te oe ie cee nanan = TP the | Lennessee, that the Committee on Clair udy at any t 
; until such salary is provide I l slat cutive, and | that they are } ermitted to do so toecall u r lera ! 
ial appropriat act for the fiscal year ling June J), LW] | claims which are on the Calendar. 
The resolution was agreed to. | In addition to that, I will say that t mitte n 
On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by | holding two meetings a week, commen t 9 o' c in e 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. morning, and have been devoting them energeti yt 18 
nerformance of their duty. and they have mpted to 
ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. PCLTORERAMCS OF Shett Casy, HNC Shey RAY a : 


claims actual consideration, and we desi 


Mr. BULL. 


I am also directed to present another privileged 


in the 


House. 


report. Iask that the report be read. Mr. RICHARDSON. Now 


The SPEAKER. 


The Chair is advised that there are several 





, Mr. Speaker, I have made noc1 






cistn of the committee, as to what they a ng 
resolutions, for which the committee report a substitute. Does Mr. GRAFF. And I desire to sav ft o th = 
the gentleman wish to have the substitute read? from Tennessee. that I have been con to emp! 47 li. 
Mr. BULL. The report covers the whole ground. Itis very | tional clerk. who has been actually e1 d in docketir 10 
brief. Iask that it be read. (00 bills which are before that comm Every day 11 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: | communications from the members of the use. dé cond we 
Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred Hou © res lutions | the different bills assigned. 
ered 6, 63, 93, : 9, for the appointment of assistant clerks to the 1 ase: } ' 1; 
I ittees on Public Lande: Claims District ¢ ohne at Riv rs a In additir n to the assigninent of the to the different 
rs, have considered the same, and beg leave to report as follows: | committees and the docketing pI the ' en 
ir committee appointed a subcommittee to consider these and other | are to be considered have to be ] nd that reat 1 





sitions calling for additional clerical assistance to certain committees 
nvestigated carefully the work of the various committees, aided by 


| tleman who is competent to perform the ta 
ind written evidence, and recommended to the full committee the allow- 


|gence. This committee has always been granted an a t | 















f assistant clerks to the committees above named, and an assistant | clerk, at least since the Fifty-fourth Congre Iny coming 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, at a salary of $100 | to the House 
per month each, during the sessions of the present Congress, in which recom- | NIT ARNCAN — —— . ’ 
mendation your committee concurred. : |. Mr. Rie HARDS( IN. Now, M1 Speaker, I do not 
Committee on Claims was granted an assistant clerk issue with the gentleman further than to say t 
Y vi TT. . T it ‘ " tadicti rer 1 . 
previous Congresses. That committee has jurisdi | time that I have heard the chairman of that eT! 
‘llaneous claims, and its work, which is voluminous, j t- | ~oice in this House in behalf of claim ae } 
the additional clerical help requested. The Com | VOICE in this Hou ; an gall Serra 
District of Columbia, Riversand Harbors, and Mer The gentleman knows that, under t 
eries have never had assistant clerks, but we think apart for the consideration of bills fron 
nittees warrants the allowance at this time, and | ws ‘ i 1 
+ : ; , a } Tree o7 Var ial? ty ‘ 
the adoption of the following resolution in lieu with th € ommitt * 1 War Cl : my a 
60, 63, 93, and 119, namely | passed during this Congress, until nearly t 
d, That an as ant clerk is hereby allowed ea he { w- | one-half of the session, and ] enot 1 r 
med committees during the sessions of the Fifty-sixth Congress, to be Snes te » claim tha 7 } } ‘ 
] it of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $100 per month, | dertake vo claim ne J , 
to Public Lands, Claims, District of Colui i, Rivers and Harbors,and | for the considera r measures 
ate int Marine and Fisheries. Mr. OLMSTED rose. 
_the SPEAKER, The Chair will ask whether the original res- The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 7 
olnt 


ons have been returned? 
Mr. BULL. Yes, sir, 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I am about thn h. Iam not 














) 
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BARTLETT. I will answer the question of my fri 
Now, Mr. Speaker, because there happens to be one commit? 
upon this list that has not been able to secure a day for the . 

sideration of its business in the House, I do not think it ju 
the chairman of that committee and other committees should 
denied the clerical aid to which he is entitled. Speaki 


++ 


in ; 
ing § 


| from information which I have obtained fromthe chairm: in 


committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr], I bel 
that the assistant clerk which is provided for in this resoly 
should be allowed. It is true that committee have not been ; 
secure a dayin this House, because a majority of the meni] 
of the House have voted to adjourn 
take up — business, but that is no reason why an injus 
should be done to the chairman of that committee. 

The ec enenittes have gone on with this work; they have m 
taken the discharge of the duty; they are doing it; and the c] 
man appeared before the committee and said that he had p 
of his own pocket money in order to discharge his duty as 
man of that committee, and therefore-asked that he be given 1 
additional clerk. 


LO 


+ 


on Friday, or have vot 


Mr. SIMS. If the work is worth nothing to the country, 
doit? Why haveacommittee at all, if youare not going to 
| upon the rights of the committee before this House? 


| strated to us it is absolutely nece 


Mr. BARTLETT. Why, Mr. Speaker, if we are to measn 
work of a committee by what we think it is worth to the con 
we will in many instances not allow them any clerks. I | 
in a great many instances a great many bills are reported 1 
House which are injurious to the country. Some of th 
conunittees report bills which I think will do harm to the co 
but for that reason I can not deny to the committee, as a m 
of the Committee on Accounts, the money to do the ne 
clerical work of that committee or to furnish them the nec 
clerical hire, especially when they have stated to us and d 
ssary to enable them, with 
ness and with equality and with justi ‘e to themselves and 
justice to this House, to discharge their duties. As a meu I 


| am ready to vote for this resolution. 


take care of th ritv, if they are determined to increase the 
cle1 il force of the Hou 

Mr.OLMSTED. Willt entleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. RICHAR ON. if they are willing to add these extra 
of they have the power todoso. I sir ay ae ee with 
ref to the mmittees that have not had assistant clerks, 
{ lon hink tl ought to be given. Committe s that 

th committees that actually need them, ought to 
} a Liter will he bn oO; tion to lt. Now, I do not 
are to tale irther time. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wiil ask the gentleman if he d not know 
that, inst of providing an increase, this resolution, so far as 
the ¢ it Claim ed, cuts down the salary which 
hi: bie uid to t tant clerk of that committee 
fron ) ra 

Mr. Ri ARDSON. That may be true as to that committee; 
but t f t in must 1 e that the resolution gives ad- 
dit ( ther committees that have never had assistant 
( 1 i 141 

r, OLM ED. Andin every instanee the chairman of that 

inittee bas come before the Committee on Accounts and | 

lthat o the increased oa isiness of his committee, he | 
wa | lt yradditional a tance out of his own pocket. 

\ BARTLET? Mr. Speake1 | 

EAKER. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
D i to the gentleman from Georgia? 

N BULL. Y 

BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker. rep1 111 eee upon 
the Commit nm Accounts, | ¢ re to say it l would aa ve 
are tt rable 1 rt of this resolution if laid 3 - 
] \ pro rone 

M aker reat many propositions have been submitted to 

1 consid by the Committee on A unts, and we have care- 
fully mvesti lthem. TheCommittee on Accounts are simply 
‘ ve to the various committe of the House having | 
( e } ness of the House, and to the chairmen of those 
( mittees, that assistance and aid in the way of clerical help 
that they absolutely need. We must remember, Mr. Speaker, 
tha’e aki ol have private secretaries tod ,our OWN Work as Mem- 
be pt those who are chairmen of committees having annua 
Oy! 1 { i | 

it happens that all of the committees for which assistant 
( re provided in this resolution, and in the resolutions passed 
by vi on the other da‘ committees that have a great 
deal work to do, and the chairmen under the law not having 
an eretarics to do their work asindividual members, have been |} 
comp led to pay out of their own pockets for the services of the 

cretaries, st raphe 8, OF r lerks to do their private work. 

Now, much as lam in favor of economy in the expenditures of 

iblic money, much as I believe that we should not extrava- 


witiy axpend the 
the members of this House in the discharge of their public duty, 


Whether they be Republicans or Democrats, whether the House is | 
Republican or Democratic, are entitled to receive and shall re- | 
ceive vf my hands so long as lam upon that committee just con- 


ideration and necessary assistance where it is required for the 








pub lic money, L for one stand here to say that | 





| before the House. 


| 


transaction of the public business. 

And, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I am not in favor of having a 
condition of affairs where the chairmen of important commit- 
1 are to be mulct out of their private pockets by the payment 
of 1 ey to secretaries to do their work as individual members, 
sunply because they are prominent enough and distinguished 
enough to be chairmen of these great committees. 

We haveinvestigated this matter very carefully. Weappointed 
i subcommittee toinvestigate the question. The gentleman from 
\\ nsin | Mr. = cock], chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Col , stated to us that all last year andeven now 
] is been payin _ 1oney out of hisown pocket to a secretary to 
‘ t himin his a iness as an individual Representative. Other 
rentlemen, chairmen of committees, have done the same thing, 
and this resolution gives to these chairmen additional committee 
clerks only when we believe it is necessary. It simply gives to | 
the chairmen of the committees named a clerk each ata hundred 
do a month, the same as every other member of the House 
gets for clerk mise dar! ing th session of Congress. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Accounts are unanimous in 
their decis n th: it thisresolution is right, and that it does not call 


oran unnecessary expenditure o f the pt tblicmoney. They believe 
t i 1 expenditure In the intere 
effective discharge of the duty of a Representative to the Hous 
and to his stituents, and it is an effort on the partof the 
mittee on Accounts to a those gentlemen who are chairmen of 
important committees upon ane — with other members, 

Mr. SIMS. lagreew it} te it the gentleman from Georgia says, 
but ! want to ask him this question: Is there any use in providing 
facilities for a committee to report bills, if those bills are never to 
be considered in the House? 


con 


| pose, that is of the members who were present. 
t of the public baninees, in t] : 


pte 


| twenty-five years, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the subsi 
offered by the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. To whom does 
Island yield? 

Mr. BULL. I yield to the gentleman from California, 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to yield ‘ 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. OTEY]? 

Mr. BULL. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak for one committe: 
which I have the honor to be a member, and that is the Com 
tee on Claims. As all of you may perhaps know, that is a 
mittee that has a great deal of work to do. We have over? 
bills now before that committee. We have been meeting at 9 
o'clock in the morning on T uesday and 9 o’clock on Thursday an 
a subcommittee meeting on Monday at 9 o’clock, of which 1 
member, and we need all the work and assistance that a 
can give us. Weare endeavoring to bring the claims toa 
clusion and get them out of the way, either by having them 
versely reported or favorably reported and disposed of, and wit! 
an assistant clerk to that committee it can not be done. 

Mr. SIMS. Do you know why the chairman of the com: 
does not demand his rights here every Friday? 

Mr. OTEY. Isuppose the chairman has demanded his ri 
I do not know of any reason why heshouldnotdoso. He d 
to get rid of these bills as well for the House as the patrons 

bills, and we are doing all we can to accomplish it; and th 

question of whether we shall have assistance to carry on this w 
is a mere bagatelle. We had better have two assistants and | 
the work done. From one session to another these bills are 
ably reported or not reported, and they go on for twent 
Some of these bills have been before the | 
for twenty-five years; and it is the duty of Congress to get 1 
them, and not let them stand on the calendars ad infinitum. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the committee, | 
sire briefly to define my own position in regard to the resolu’ 
It has become the custom of gentlemen Ws 
they address the House to say that such and such a report i 
unanimous report of the committee, In many instances, | 
Gentlemen! 
know that I never favored a resolution of this character. | ' 
not present when it was adopted, and I do not desire to | 
any of the confidences of the committee; but I would like th 
tention of the House for a moment in order that they 
stand what the committee has had to contend with. 


the gentleman from ] 


wy Ul 


This « 


tion has been before the Committee on Accounts for something 
like six or eight weeks. b 2 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 


We can not hear what the gentleman is saying. 
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De 
suing spinmicaieesiianaitotsckoapian —, 
SPEAKER. All gentlemen will be seated. 17 com: ees havit €3310 \ , 
.LOUD. This question, as I was saying, has been before | favored appointing 3s at O2 
( mittee on Accounts ior six or eight \ eeks: ict. ever } Ses a 
ongress has met. We have i resolut iter Tre vi LOUD L 
i think I betray no confiden of the committee in Mr. OLMSTED. 
that, beca tis a fa some time ago tl mimiitte tieman’s remark, C01 
ted a resolution to give all committees that had an annual | of the House. I w 
an additional clerk at $100 a month. 
Yow, I stated at that time, and I may as well do the same here, | upon my word tl , 
far as the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road iirman of ea 
erned, which is one of those committees, I do not need and | additional clerk hire at 
ask for any cle I would even be willing and would urge | 38 in a 
ery committee his House having an annual clerk hay Mr. LOUD. That is 
>the chairmanof the committee. Th € committee hardly Mr. OLMSTED. \ 
it that was fair, and they included them all. The resolu- | been reconsidered and 
came back and was reconsidered, and reconsidered, and re- | made the mo 
sidered. Wehave since then been acting on this matter piece- Mr. LOUD. Ima 
ae are > cha rmen of committees in this House who are | clerksshou a ‘ \ 
modest to come here and ask for assistance, and the result is | mittees. 
ritism. Mr. BARTLETT. make the } t : M 
Ir. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? The SPEAKER 
Mr. LOUD. I will. will proceed with 
SHERMAN. Why can not the whole difficulty be reme- Mr. OLMSTED. Let u 
| by bringing in here a resolution providing that the same clerk | Committee on I tions No. i : 
shall be allowed to all gentlemen who are members of com- | give that: un an addit ( 
itees during the session of Ci tress that is now allowed to | session. How would that work as bet l t ( 
em who are not chairmen No. 1 and the Committees 2 an Ww ‘ 
Mr. LOUD. The difficulty about that is this: The committee | ally The | mittee on El! 
termined on that course at one time, and we reconsidered that | 53.2 t year for clerk ] . t ( N 
tion and then came back and took the matter up by piecemeal | would have nothing. We thought 1 I 
nd gave the Military Committee, the Naval Committee, the Com- | !a y respons for the defeat therm re—v¥ 
ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the Judiciary Com- | it wise to take up each commit an 
\ittee, and, I think, perhaps s - others who were particularly | so we have recommended that 1 mimit not 
urgent, clerks at 56a day. They have tak nso many out of the | 21 committ I llowed ‘ 
list for important committees of this H and given themclerks | not cf Sia day, | 
at $6 a day that it has compli ated the matt r, and unless you re- Now, the chairman of each 
peal the action you have taken the time has gone by for any recon- | law, while Congress is not in st } 
sideration —— month for clerk hire. Theyreceive tl v hile ¢ 
Mr. SHERMAN. Could you not except those instances? is notin session the sa as members 1 Lirt 
Mr, LOUD. It is not an act of justice, permit me to say. | committces; so that if this resolution 
From my experience in th is Hor ise, extending over a few years, | chairmen of these 5 committ will hay 
nd association on several committees, I do not believe there is a | Congress his regular allowance of $100 a1 r ¢ ‘ 
committee in this iioene taviinn & commen tent man as its clerk but | besides the assistance of a $2.000 clerk allow to ft 
vhat can get along with one clerk. The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, | tee. We thought that the $2,000 « now al l by law 
it incompetent men are appointed as clerks of committees. | to be able to do the work of the committee and t! the « 
vow, there is a pr¢ op sition contained in this resolution for a | manasa member of the House could t a 1 | o 


nographer for the Committee on Invalid Pensions, because they | ance of $1,200 a year the same as other me 






ive not got a stenographer. In the year 1900, a committee in | interest of economy—in the interest of the ta: rs—we recom 
» House of Representatives having two or three clerks and have | mended the adoption of ther eporte i] 
t got a stenographer! Why, stenographers are the cheapest | sweeping one granting a larger! 
article in ewer tto-day. You can get stenographers at $50 The question being taken, the r ition reported 
and $60 a month. Let i be } snown that you want one and you | mittee was agreed to. 
will have 500 here in an hour. : On motion of Mr. BULL, am 1 tor . 7 ] vote 


Now, because the chairmen of committees propose to appoint | was laid on the table. 
hn Smith or Thomas Jones as clerks of committee, incompetent The SPEAKER. Withoutol tion, t riginal r 
Y 





‘ v A > 
to perform the work, they come to Congress and seek relief. Here | which the resolution just adopted was reported 1 substitut 
is the Committee on Claims, and let us see what injustice is being | will lie on the table. 
done. While I believe this is doing well enough for the Com- rhere was no objection. 
mittee on Claims, let me sep thnk atlas tenis served on thatcom- | STENOGRAPHER 1 COMMITTEE « PENSIONS, 
mittee four years, there is not a committee in this House, except- LI Y thaws cme mee © a t in 
ng none, that has the same work to do that this Committee on hes ee ‘Weta aga een a 
Claims has, and yet you give to the other committees assistant _— Poe ee ; 
rks at $6 a day and break through the custom which has ex- 1m, ee 
isted here for years. And you say to the chairman of the Com ae a Res bs 3 ' 


ttee on Claims, ‘* You can have a cle ya at $100 a month,” and | aut} i aaa 
because some one else is more persistent shall have a clerk at | } i out of th fund of t isha : 
‘jaday. Asarule the clerk of chairman receiving $100 a month ;: 

ing the recess is turned over to a six-dollar-a-day clerkship Mr. SULLOWAY, I have an am ! which I d 
during the session of the House. This question is going to aggra- | offi 
vate you until you settle it. We have got to the point now where The SPEAKER. ; the gen 
you have given clerks to all standing committees having annual | to allow the amendment to 1 fe 
cl rks, except three, four, or five, and you may just as well take r. BI 
this matter up now and dispose ofit as to ec: ne here by piece-| The amendments nt to the desk by Mr. 

1 and give clerks at $6 a day. | follow 

ir. BULL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from | Amend by striking out t] 
insylvania [Mr, OLMSTED]. | thet at $ 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we all | now the reputation of | TheSPEAKER. Th tion is t 























my distinguished friend from California | Mr. Lown] for ec nomy, | ment. 
but it seems to me that, in the lan rage of a popular minstrel| Mr, RICHARDSON. I desire t 
£ ng of the day, ‘* he hasn’t got his habits on” this morning. He| TheSPEAKER. "oes nileman fr 





opposes this resolution which proposes asession clerk for the 5 | tot re man fron nes Mr. \ 
comn nittees named at $100 a month, and he opposes it becausewe}| Mr. RICHARDSON, I desi a minu 


. i Aude 
¢ » NOE give clerks to the chairmen of 21 committees instead of 5. | = M1 ULL. I desi t te l to ren an 
indeed, my distinguished friend advocated giving to the chair- | — shire, if he des »bel Gin support of hisa 
man of each committee having annual or session clerks $100 per| Mr. SI moc te AY. i desire to say in behalf of this an 
month for his own clerk hire during the s ssions of the House. os =~ resolution now per nding was introduced, | 


AS a vil m vue siiiiii 


Now, there are 21 committees having annual clerks by law, and | five week $ ago. At that 1e the committee were ho that 





% 





. ‘ - ‘ > ay ict 7. 
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they could secure s competent stenographer for $100a month; but, 
developit nder the Darwinian process, we have found, during 
these four or five weeks, that will be absolutely impossible to 


amount of money a man competent for this busi- 
ht] 1 As 


; miliar with the medical dictionary. Inasking for astenog- 
t S6.a day we are not asking any expenditure in behalf of 
committee beyond what has heretofore been allowed. In the 
ifty cond Congress there were two assistant clerks at $6 per 
dl we have but one. In the Fifty-third Congress there were 
two a tant clerks at $6 per day; we havebutone. In the Fifty- 
fourth Congress there were three assistant clerks at $6 a day; we 
have but one. If $6 aday be allowed us to enable us to obtain a 
competent stenographer, we shall have aclerk and what might 
be termed two assistant clerks; andif you gentlemen who have 
bills pending in our committee, where there are 3,000 to-day, a 
thousand of which it has been impossible for the clerk, up to this 
time, to docket—if you want your bills considered and reported, 
then we must havethisstenographer. That is all I have to say. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to rise in 
opposition to any of these rec mimendations of the Committee on 
Accounts. But J now rise for the purpose of emphasizing the fact 


ihat this committee is now asking something that no other com- 
mittee has ever asked for or had. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. The gentleman will allow me to correct 


him. We have had stenographers, and we have had additional 
assistant clerks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I understand you have now a clerk and 
an assistant clerk. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
from the Pension Office 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Which this committee has always had. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Thus there are now three clerks for that 
committee. Now, I say that when the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions come to this House and ask in addition a stenographer 
they are asking what the House has never authorized before. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would not undertake to put my recol- 
lection against that of the gentleman on a matter of this kind; 
but I have no recollection that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
has ever had a stenographer. 

There is only one other point to which I wish to call attention. 
Gentlemen on the other side have the right to make these increases 
if they want to do so; they have the power. Iam opposed to giv- 
ing this committee a stenographer, because they already have 
three clerks, and I also oppose increasing the pay, as recommended 
by the committee, from $100 a month to $6 a day. I believe that 
$100 a month will secure an efficient stenographer for that com- 
mittee, if it is necessary to have one. Therefore I shall vote 
against both propositions, and most earnestly against the amend- 
ment increasing the amount of the proposed salary to $6 a day. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Does the gentleman know of a competent 
stenographer familiar with medical phrases who can be employed 
for less that $1,600? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I take it that the member of the com- 
mittee who may be dictating to the stenographer will furnish to 
him such information about medical terms as he may require. 
Of course the member must himself have the necessary acquaint- 
ance with such terms; he can not expect to depend upon his ste- 
nographer for information of that kind. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr, Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SULLOWAY], the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
|Mr. SuLLoway] yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
DINSMORE] for a question? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE, Istheclerk of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions a stenographer? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 

Mr. DINSMORE, 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 

Mr. DINSMORE. 


And you have a special man deputized 


No, sir; he is not. 

Is the assistant clerk a stenographer? 
No, sir. 

Neither one nor the other? 

Mr. SULLOWAY, Neither of them. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Could not allthis be obviated by having one 
or the other of those clerks a practical stenographer? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No, sir; it is a physical impossibility for 
any two men, no matter who selects them or where they come 
from, to do the work in that committee, and have these bills ex- 
amined, docketed, and cross-docketed. 

In the first place, you can not docket a bill that comes from the 
Senate in less than fifteen minutes. Here are 3,000 bills, and we 
had no clerk up to the 1st of January. When he got here there 
were 2,000 bills piled up in the room for him to assort, separate, 
docket, and get ready so that when any gentleman in the House 
came down there and looked for his bill he could find it and tell 
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him where it was. The work never was done by two men anj 
| never can be. 
| Mr. DINSMORE. I should like to ask the gentleman if it 4 
not add to the efficiency of any clerk or any assistant clerk of 
committee to be a stenographer? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I dare say it might. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Then, may I ask, in the interest of the busi 
ness of the House, not with any purpose to interfere with + 
affairs of the committee of which the gentleman is the able chair. 
man, if it would not be intheinterest of the business of the Ho 
to have stenographers appointed as clerk and assistant clerk 
| stead of the people who are there. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It would not be a disadvantage, brt in ¢] 

| particular case I do not see that it would be an advantage. 1 
work of the clerk is different from the work of the stenograp) 
employed in that committee room. There is a special examiner 
that goes through all of this evidence which is filed in these di; 
ferent cases and makes a condensed statement of the facts —— 

Mr. DINSMORE. And I believe a man is detailed from { 
Department to do that. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. This special examiner has to go through 
this evidence and dictate a brief statement of it to this stenom 
pher, and that forms a great portion of the work which a ste: 
rapher has to do, 

Mr. SIMS. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committe: 
Invalid Pensions a question for information only. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions if the business before that committee is in- 
creasing? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I think it is as large or will be as larg 
in any previous Congress. There is every reason in the world 
why it should be, 

Mr. SIMS. There is no decrease? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. As long as there are old soldiers to-day 
who are shivering with cold and gaunt with hunger and not on 
the pension rolls there is no reason why they should not come to 
our committee. 

Mr. SIMS. There is no decrease as I understand it? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. ILThope not. [Applause on the Repub! 
side. 

Ths SPEAKER, The question is on theamendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is to increase the compensation to 
$6 a day, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. This is on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire to the report of the Committee on 
Accounts. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that in the 
opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 44, 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended, the Speaker announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BULL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
AsI understand the situation, the resolution, if passed now as 
amended, provides for $6 a day instead of the recommendation of 
the Committee on Accounts, for $100 a month. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentlemanis correct in his understanding 
of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I want gentlemen to understand it. | 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution 43 
amended, on a division there were—ayes 113, noes 45. 

Mr. TALBERT, No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made by the gentleman trom 
South Carolina that there is no quorum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the gentleman did not make the point that there's 
no quorum present. 

Mr. TALBERT, I meant that by implication, and I now make 
the point that there is no quorum present, if that will satisfy the 
gentleman any better. E 

The SPEAKER, having counted the House, announced 1): 
members, a quorum, present. 

Accordingly, the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 4 Te 
print of the bill (H. R. 7572) extending in the district of Alaska 


svi 


the placer-mining laws to lands reserved from sale in sections 1 





aily 
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of an act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘“‘An 
tending the homestead laws and providing for right of way 
\ilroads in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa asks unanimous 
t for a reprint of the bill H, R, 7572. is there objection? 

» was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
x, one of his secretaries, announced that the 


President had | 


ved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following | 


On February 7, 1900: 
ms agg "An act fixing the salary of the 
v, D. C.; and 
R. ose. An act to create a new division in the 
istrict in the State of Tennessee, 
February 8, 12u0 
1, R. 5042. An act to provide for improvements in the 
tments of the District of Columbi 
n February 9, 1200: 
R, 6237. An act making appropriations to supply 
ncies in the appropriations for the fisc: il year ending June 30, 
), and for prior years, and for other purposes: 
H. R, 5491. Anacttoamend section 1843 of the Revised Statutes; 


postmaster at Wash- 


eastern judi- 
tax de- 


urgent de- 


J. Res. 6. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
use $60,000 of the appropriations for the support of the Regular 
| Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30), 1900, for 
construction of a modern military hospital at Fort Leaven- 

worth, Kans. 
On February 10, 1900: 
H. R. 6073. An act to amend section 4 of the act of Congress 
ipproved June 16, 1880, granting to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., 
‘tain lands as a city park, and for other purposes; 
H. R. 5076. An act to amend the first section of an act tochange 
e time and places for the district and circuit courts of the north- 
rn district of Texas, approved June 11, 1896; and 
H. J. Res. 136. Joint resolution providing for the distribution 
f Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives. 
On February 18, 1900: 
R. 284. An act granting permission and authority to the 
Orleans Levee Board to move, without cost to the United States, 
existing line of levee in front of the marine-hospital prop- 
erty in New Orleans, La, 
On February 14, 1900: 
Hi. R. 5066. An act to amend section 4290 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to log entry of collisions; and 
H. R. 3718. An act for the preservation of the frigate Constitu- 


+) 


On February 15, 1900: 


Massachusetts sits down, wi 


{, R. 4000. An act to authorize the Southeastern Railroad Com- | 


pany 
\ 


pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber 
River within the boundary lines of Robeson County, N. C, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. R. 10. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 3,000 
copies of House Document No. 141, relating to the preliminary 
mination of reservoir sites in Wyoming and Colorado; and 

Senate concurrent resolution 19: 

lved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
nted and bound 20,000 copies of the message of the President transmit- 
e treaty of peace with Spain and the accompanying documents, in 


ume, of which 13.000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
ives and 7,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


“nder clause 2o0f Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
Wing titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
\eir appropriate committees as indicated below: 

R. 10. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 3,000 
sof House Document No. 141, relating to the preliminary 
mination of reservoir sites in Wyoming and Colorado—to the 

Conunittee on Printing. 


— 


+> + 


L 





Senate concurrent resolution 19: 
lved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
"inted and bound 20,00) copies of the message of the President transmit- 
‘the treaty of peace with Spain and the ac¢ os “7 ing documents, in one 
‘+, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use « House of Represent- 
s and 7,000 copies for the use of the Senate 


to the Committee on Printing. 
63. An act granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation, in sai i ‘State, for the purpose of 


ior th 


iblishing western branches of the Kansas Ravloditen il College 
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and of the Kansas State N 1 School ther 
par t »Co > oO! P L s 

Ss. 41. Anact r Pres nt A \ 3 
on the retired i 
Military Affairs. 

EA\ \ 

By unanimous consent, leave of nee wa nted to Mr. 
BuRKE of South Dakota, for four days, or 1 ! rtant 
business, 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL Al 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEMEN\ I 
itself into C I f t) ; » H 1 the 
Union for tl (i. R 
Ing appro] . executiy l | 
expenses ¢ nhs i year ? 

1901, and f S TA n 

The CH: A} fr Massa l M 
Moopy] is recognized. 

Mr. Mot DY of M.: Issac husetts. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty- 
five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. B re! 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from 
ll he, as a member of the committe 
answer me a question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massach Mr. Chairman, I will say to 


ventleman from Georgia th it ts m1 1otont subcommittee which 
1as in charge this particular bi 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ee want to ask the gentlema n if in 
this bill provision is made for the payment of salaries due to 
members who have died during this Congress? 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Ch airmi in, I am informed 
by the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HemMeNWaAy] who isin charge 
ot this bill that that subject properly belongs to the deficiency 
bill and is not, therefore, upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair desires to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that an equal distribt 
between the two sides would leave seventy-eight minutes to the 
Republican side and thirty-two minutes to the Democratic side, 
considering the time that was used on vesterday. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Moop 
gentleman from Illinois | Mr. BouTELL} forty-fi 


{[Mr. BOUTELL of 11 
pendix, | 





7 


ition of the time 


y] yields to the 


ve minutes 


linois addressed the committee. See Ap- 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a moment, if th: x ntle- 


man from Alabama please. 
like—thirty minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois has b 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. There are others who want to 
speak, and I will not take further time. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Mr. 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, 


How much time would my colleague 


. } . 
it three 


Chairman, how much time have I 


The gentleman has thirty-two minutes. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I thought I had thirty-eight minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia 

the gentleman from Alabama to occupy that entire time? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield to him such time as he wants. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. end — 1e time ago I intro. 

duced a resolution in favor of the repeal of the fifteer th amend 


ment to the Constitution of the Unite a State s. Idonot know what 
fate that resolution may meet with in the committee to which it 
is referred; nor do I know that there ever will be an opportunity 
in this Congress to discuss that resolution directly on the floor of 


this House. I therefore take advantage of this opportunity to 
give some reasons why I believe the time has come when it is not 
only right, but expedient that the people of the United States 
should seriously, without partisan prejudice or political strife 
consider this great question of limitations or the rights 
ions of the franchise in the United States, 


In his Farewell Address to the people of the United States 
| George Washington, in speaking of our Government, said: ** Re 
spect for its authority, compliance with its laws, 1 nce in 
| its measures, are duty s enjoined by the fundamental maxims 
true liberty.” 

In a republic the keystone in the arch of government, abov 
all other questions, must be a love of liberty by the citizens « 
Republic, and the mental ‘ wity and desire to discriminate 
tween “true liberty” and personal licen for if the latt 
allowed to go uncontrolled it must result in the subvers 
rights and liberties of others. 

To the people of the United State ng ? r 


to make and control the fundamental princi 
and first among these must always stand ih 
and control the suffrage, 


% 
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We therefore 
the privilege of the ballot to those who will understand 
al ld erty in its truest and highest sense, together with 
th t principles of government, and at the same time 
citizen the fullest share of civil liberty and freedom 
( can | iven without danger to the Republic. 
ily tru lide that we can use in determining how to 
;vexed and difficult question is that which is the best 
fort reatest number of people, and we must not be misled by 
our sympathies and prejudices for individual or particular classes. 
We must never forget that the duty of preserving civil liberty in 
this country is intrusted to the people as a sacred heritage from 
our Revolutionary forefathers, and the ballot is the weapon by | 
which it must be preserved if properly exercised, for if subverted 
it will become the tool of base, ignorant, or unscrupulous men, 
by which the liberties of the people will be finally overthrown. 

It ] been said ‘‘that the right of suffrage is at the founda- | 
tion of our Government; that it is the moving power and first 
principle that puts it in motion, and sustains, operates, and gives 
] tion 1n ali its parts. 


{tis evident that 


when the power of the ballot is given to unfit 


or unscrupulous men it will in the end corrupt both the voters 
and the officeholders, and produce bad laws, dishonest legislation, 
Lb ( upt judiciary, and tyrannical executive officers. It will 

rrupt the people because it gives greater opportunity for bad 
men to succeed by dishonest methods, and a greater temptation 
and opportunity,to resort to them; and it will produce corruption | 
Le ‘honest men will abhor the means necessary to attain suc- 
ce l leave those men who do not scruple as to the methods to 
be employed in sole possession of the political field. 

(on the other hand, if the privilege of the ballot is only granted 
to those who act from patriotic motives, with honesty and intelli- 


£ , it elevates the right of the franchise, it makes it a privilege 
that every good citizen will guard with care, political power wiil 
emanate from a pure and uncorruptible source, dishonest men 


will not dare to enter into the contest for Office, and the principles 
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must face the problem as to how we can best | 


|is not accorded to citizens of other nationalities. 


FEBRUARY 15. 





With these principles to guide us, let us take up the quest 
of suffrage as it is affected by the fifteenth amendment 
Constitution of the United States. It reads as follows: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote 
abridged by the United States or any State ona 
vious condition of servitude 

In Ex parte Yarborough (110 U. 8. 
Court says: 

This new constitutional right was 
descent 

As construed by this and other decisions of the Supreme ( 
the negro race is given a privilege under the Constituti 
You « 
clude the Mongolian, the Indian, or the white man on a 
of his race, but you can not exclude the black man, The Ip 
and the Chinese are to-day excluded from the right of suffy 


shall not be ¢ 


unt of race, « 
, page 665) the 


ainle dacionad far ni 
mainly designed for citizens 


| some of the States, regardless of the personal qualifications 


individual! citizen, This being the case, is it just to t] 
body of American voters to insist that the fundamental law , 
land shall grant this protection to one class of our citizen 
it is not granted to other races better qualified to exercise t) 


| of the ballot. 


On the 13th day of March, 1870, when the fifteenth ame 
was adopted, the country had just emerged from a b! 
war; the South was crushed by defeat and devastated } 
the North was triumphant and flushed with the success of 1 


| the Southern States were about to take their place once: 


| the councils of the nation; and it is probable that the poli 
| of the North feared thatif political power was placed in the | 
| of their late foe the contentions of war might be revived ; 


| 


of liberty and good government will become perpetuated in our | 


political institution. 
W henever an effort is made to elevate the right of franchise or to 
disqualify unfit persons from the right of the ballot, thedemagogue 


piled 


equal.” 


© server is sure to at once assail you with the often misap- 
and misquoted maxim ‘‘that all men are born free and 
So they are in some respects. All men are entitled to 
om of action and thought: 
juality before the law, 


equal freed 


onan e and all men are entitled to equal 


protection from the Government. But it can not be contended 
that one who is being consumed by a hereditary disease is the 
physical equal of the robust young man who has never known 


sickness, nor can one who has been ushered into this life an idiot 
be said to stand the intellectual equal of the great, liberal, and 
just statesman who wrote the Declaration of Independence. If 
Jefferson had believed that all men were his mental, moral, and 
intellectual equals, he would have returned home and freed his 
slaves, and insisted that the privilege and duties of government 
be put in their hands; but he did not do so, 

\s a matter of fact, nowhere are men endowed with equal po- 
litical rights to-day. Some menare exempt from jury duty, work- 
ing the public roads, and serving their country as soldiers. An 
educational qualification is required for one to practice medicine; 
only those learned in the law are allowed to hold judicial posi- 
tions; men are excluded from the exercise of the elective franchise 
on account of moral qualifications, and in most of the States 
vomen, no matter whut may be their intellectual qualifications, 
are denied the right to vote on account of their sex; and through- 
out all the Union men are denied the right of the ballot until they 
are 21 years of age, in order to secure, to a certain extent, a con- 
stitnency of matured intelligence. 

When the question is raised as to who should be entitled to ex- 
ercise the right of suffrage, the public safety should be the gov- 
erning test. It should not be sufficient to say that a man may in 
time, or his descendants may ultimately, acquire sufficient intel- 
ligence and moral character to authorize them to take part in the 
government of the State; but the question is, Do they possess now 
those qualifications that justly entitle them to exercise the power 
of government, and can they safely be intrusted with the high 
privilege of governing themselves and their neighbors? 

I contend that no greater crime can be committed against the 
people—yes, against the Government itself—than to prematurely 
thrus 
and intellectually disqualified to exercise this high privilege. It 
is incompatible with the public good and has a tendency to 
weaken and destroy the Constitution. 

i donot believe that any gentleman on this floor will controvert 
the proposition that the public good must determine what quali- 
fications must be placed on the right of suffrage, and that any 
limitation that is placed on this right for the benefit of good gov- 
ernment is not an abridgment of the liberties of the citizen. 


all men are entitled to stand | 


i 


t the powers of government upon a people who aré¢ morally | 


| newed, and for this reason they desired to confer the right 


frage on a class of people whom they believed they could 
and direct. 

The unwisdom of their actions, viewed in the light of t! 
must be apparent to all fair-thinking men, when we kn 
the people of the South under no terms and conditions w 
turn to or countenance slaveryin this country or any o! 
pendencies; when we have seen the soldier of the South 
in the same battle line with the soldier of the North for th 
of our common country and the glory of the flag of the n 

You have tried the experiment for thirty years, andit has 
Instead of its becoming a source of strength to the Repu 
party, it has proved to be a badge of weakness. You can 
your laws contravene the laws of God. The Almighty, 
divine wisdom, has made some frail and others strong, 
weak and others great and powerful. 

Ever since the day when the Aryan (or white) race cam: 
from the Caucasian Mountains and overran Europe, thoug 
were barbarians, no other race of people have been able to 
against them. They acquired the civilization of those the) 
quered, but retained the power to rule. They embra 
Christian religion and carried the banner of the cross to 
tine at the point of their swords. They have dared the d 
of an unknown ocean and cleared the path of civilization t) 
the trackless forests of America. They are the only r 
have ever known the art of self-government and who hay 
able to maintain the liberty of the individual citizen. In 
country, whether their ancestors landed with the Pilgrim fa’ 
at Plymouth Rock or with the Cavaliers at Jamestown, th 
blood flows through their veins. They have never bowed t 
domination of an inferior race and never will; and the ma 
seeks to make them subservient to an inferior race is not 0: 
traitor to his own blood, but is foreordained to failure by a! 
nature that the legislation of man is powerless to change. 

Nothing but reckless brutality will array the weaker race © 
the stronger, for in the end the weaker must give away. !) 
of the helping hand he should receive from the stronger t 
his intellectual and moral development, it forces a strife tha 
only result in the further degradation of the weaker race. 

In many of the Southern States immediately after the w 
negro was in absolute political control. What was the | 
Government became a farce; bribery stalked in the legis 
halls; justice was purchased ata price, and corruption h: 
reins of power; the rights of property became insecure; |i 
endangered every hour, and anarchy reigned, clothed in the 
of ignorance. 

In my Statein four years a debt of twenty millions was cr 
negro legislators were bought and sold at the price of « su 
clothes; and the women dared not walk the streets in broa: 
light without armed protection. Men of the North, would 
submit to such a condition, would you have abandoned | 
homes and your property, or would you have snatched the 1 
from the burning, the government of your State from disho: 
whatever the cost? As long as this condition remains do yo 
pect to see anything but the solid South? Can you expect : 
political question to become more dominant than the right o! 
preservation? 


some 
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ol | 
- thirty years the great bulk of the negro population of the Mi LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. ¢ 
is no further advanced than it was when the fifteenth | minutes n 
nent was passed, and yet it is not becaus y ha not M MIER ( 
opportunity. In the State of Alabama they do not pay na 
:t of the taxes, and yet they have their ownschools, their own | parts ti In matter 
rs, and receive an equal share of thes ol money in pro ( rinesof Ameri ism 
. 7 A » population. There is not a State in the Union where | always 
) has a better or fairer opportunity to work at any trade ythatwew Ir. 
vment he may desire under the prot on of the law than | member of this House v ¥ 
uma. i aration of A l I 
ace he has not advanced morally or intellectually because | prit s among the s I 
been forced prematurely into political contests with the } out of the res m 





r 
iti 
r white race. I do not believe the negro race can ever be L gl 
ual of the white race, because th » Creator of the uni- | resoluti 
lid not so intend it, but } -an devel under the } ti 
iidance of his white neigl hb or to a poin ae here he will reach | f2 
ner understanding of the rule aa gov rnment and 1 
en he will respect good government and know that liberty 
; not mean license 
t this can only come by removing the continued political cor 2 ong 
that now exist and h 
ege to be attained by 


eeg 


¢ the right of sutfrage a 1 
 Pecegee than a useless rightthat is | Sta 











egestas rstood. } en 
may say you can acc mplish this fully by an educational | ;;,, 
ation, a I say that you can not accomplish the result in 1 ' 
way in the South. I have known many young negroes in the | Plish: 
th who could read and write as a parrot can talk who had no 
ion of the rights of others or the necessity of good govern 
tand probably never will have. On the other hand, I have 
wn honest, law-abiding, Pro} perty-holding white men, who r 
have not had the benefits of an education and could not read and t 
write, who understood ties theory: of ur Government as well as 
you or I, whose votes are absolutely above any pr nd wl re v 

r more capable of exercising the right of suffrage than many 

en who have had an education. 

There can be no doubt that the fifteenth ame to tl { 
Constitution isa mistake. It has failed in its obj lit can y Sou 
not advance the material and moral development » negro our n 
race. Onthecontrary, it has a tendency to array one race against All 1 
the other, and, as I have already stated, a conflict must inevitably ht 

nit 


in injury to both races. 


Let us then face the questi yn fairly and hone stly; let us repeal uel W 
the tifteenth amendment and allow the States the untrammeled \ 
1 lege of reg bullae the wulleeme with ut cc inflict wit h the Fed- rois} 
a 





Governme at. The tendency in all free governn ents — is a i qniratl l 
v toward an enlargement of the franchise, and it n be | true Americanism. There was noR 
pended upon that the sovereign power of the States, veal no Populism in it, there was no Det 
the people, will never yo » any man of this high privilege | on which sh K to the ver 





whose hands it can be intrusted without endangering the Goy- and I do not be the 
ernment cai aire witee iples o! liberty. fo be douedt nal i. 

The CHAIRMAN Mr. CANNON), As no one addresses the The war weak gh 1d at it om 
Chair-—— bound to carry out the purposes t 


. LIVINGSTON. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask unanimous | Cuba an independent government We 





consent to extend the debate until 4 o'clock, thirty minutes to be | !7 d, in fr ens ; th Cubans, the othe 
use! on this side and thirty minutes on the other side. | colonie f Puerto Rico and the Philip} 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know of anyone who wants to use | us todo as we pleased with. Americar 
any time on this side. w th respect to Cuba, that 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- | 820s of valuable lives in o1 ere 
mous consent to extend general debate until 4 o'clock. | ment. The war was succes pee 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. One-half of the time to be given to this | to being able toconfer this boon of inde 


1 


side and one-half to the other side. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the bet tter way is to let 
the committee rise, because the House has made an order that de- 
te shall close at 3 


Cuba, we were able also toconfer it upo 
ippines. We had not only carried th 
narrow channel which divides Florida 
tilles, but we had carried it 7,000 1 
‘laimed for liberty a part of the Orien 
fore been known. 

Mr. Chairman, this war was not f 
ment in order that we might make m 


fought in order that we might subj1 


was fought and America expended 


make other people independent and 


3 o'clock. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the oe rose; and Mr. Hernury, the Speaker 
tempore, resumed the chair. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. he House will be in order. 
; LIVINGSTON, Mr. Spesier r, ] now ask unanimous con- | and free, But, Mr. Chairman, instea: 
sent that general debate be continued until 4 o'clock, one half to | pajce th » standard of the dollar, and | 
be under the control of = gentleman from Indiana and the | ove that it hides the fla eer eae 
other half to be controlled by this side. a "caiataga ipon the floor of t 

the SPEAKER pro rt The ge ntl man from Georgia | what would better the conditions of 
asks unanimous consent that the general debate be extended until 


: 
; “ siete, | SETVE to enavie th 
ick, one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from Indiana | jntimated that this bill will enable 
| 
| 


T 


the other half by the gentleman from Georgia. Is there ob- | and independent government? N 

J on? [After a pause.}] The Chair he ars none. lis all reduced to a cold, m 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House | the islands of the Philippi: 

I e itself into Committee of the Whole House for the further | the privileg hi 
consideration of the appropriation bill. 





4 11? nh iy 
paid two dollars and a half head f 


a0 motion was agreed to, lration of In lependence and our <A1 
_-\ccordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the ent tled to independence as we are. Shal 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- al i of the men who object to being s 


Hon of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. | two dollars and a half? 
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fr. ¢ ve hear the wails of the people from Puerto 
I | t what they need in order to make them sel if- | 
l hay ‘hey tell us from what eines ial disease 

r, Shall we arise to the emergency of the occa- 

them the remedy? Itis a question with the House, 
\ he humane thing todo? It is what is best for Puerto | 
.and not what will bring the most money into the Treasury 

tiie ceenpheeerais 

We r the opinion plainly expressed that Cuba, Puerto Rico, 
and the Pl hilippin “an be parceled out for the benefit of indi- 
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| sion to add these little bits of islands scattered thousands 
| apart, the as 
| sion as did the decision of the United States Supreme Court 
| controversy concerning what is known as 


vidual Americans. Thismust not beso. Asaresult of the grand | 
war for humanity, I protest inst even the expression of such 
an opinion. If subsequent events prove the assertion to be true 
it will canse the blush of shame to mantle the cheek of every true 
American. I make no charges, because I still hope that patriot- 
ism, Which I know is not dead in any man upon this floor, will | 
trinmph. Weare still Americans, but different interests incline 
and warp the judgment of some, The islands are wealthy, and 
iis fact has arou ereedandavarice. Greed and avarice should | 
ever be allowed to have a place in the dictation of national legis 
tion. 

The principle upon which the American Government is founded 
is stated in the Declaration of Independence in the following 
anu 4 

W l these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal 
that ire ved by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that 

he r erty, and the pursuit of happiness. That tos : 
h ‘ riments » instituted among men, deriving their 
mn the ent of the governed, that whenever any form of gov 
! mi estructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to 
I to abolish it,and to institute new government. laying its founda 
i such principles and organizing 1ts powers in such form, as to them 
hall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness. 

The Declaration proceeds to enumerate the grievances ayainst 
the Crown of Great Britain. The principal ones of these are that 
King George kept an army in the United Colonies in times of 
peace and that the colonies were taxed without representation. 


Has there ever been aconsent by the people of Puerto Rico or the 

pie of the Philippines to a government by the United States? 
\re we not maintaining military authority in Puerto Ricoin time 
of peace? Is not this very provision a taxation for the benefit of 
the United States of the people of Puerto Rico without in any way 
sranting them a representation? Not a word in the entire Decla- 
ration of Independence must apply to us in our treatment of the 
pe ople of Puerto Pico, Cuba, or the Philippines. 

The colonies had ample cause for rebellion. Every American 
is proud of the fact that his forefathers did rebel and that liberty 
was established upon the Western Hemisphere. That spirit of 
the eqaality of men and the rights of the governed to their own 
self-government, the spirit of liberty, breathed through every 
word of the declaration of war withSpain, The war of the Revo- 


| over none 


lution and the war with Spain were fought upon the fundamental | 


American principles. And now it is advocated upon the floor of 
this House that we abandon the American principle in our treat- 
ment of these peoples and adopt the principle Great Britain ap- 
plied to us when we were her colonists. [Applause. | 

Ir. Chairman, I hope that the gentlemen in this House will 
pause and deliberate before they so act. There is not one of us 
who, if he can cast aside all consideration of money and look at 
this question not from a partisan but from an American stand- 
point, will deny these people their liberty and will vote to give 
these people either admission upon terms of equality or independ- 
ence in the matter of their own government. 

| want to read to this House a paragraph from the 
dress of President George Washington: 


Farewell Ad- 








} 


| for the sake of humanity by a party squabble as to how t 


The unity of government which constitutes you one people is alsonow dear 
to you. It is justly so, for it isa main pillar in the edifice of your real inde- 
pendence, the support of your tranquillity at home, your peace abroad, of 
your safety, of your prosperity, of that very liberty which you so highly 
prize. Lutas it is easy to foresee that from different causes and from differ- 

t quarters much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weake n 
in your minds the cor ic tion of this truth, as this is the point in your politi- 

ortress against which the batteries of internal and external enemies will 
} e most constal itly and actively (though often covertly and insidiously) di- 
rected, it is of inflnite moment that you should p roperly estimate the im- | 
mense value of y« our National Union to your collective and individual hap »pi- 

s; that you should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment 
to it; accustoming ‘yourselves to think and speak of it asthe palladium of 
your political safety and prosperity; wate hing for its preservation with jeal- 
ous anxiety, discountenancing whatever may suggest evena s uspicion that 






it can in any event be abandoned, and indiguantly frowning upon the first 
iwning of every attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the 
rest, o1 enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 


t is a national maxim: * United we stand; divided we fall.” 

Mr. Chairman, President McKinley is reported to have said in 
a speech at Pittsburg that Puerto Rico and the Philippines were 
as much ours as Louisiana or Texas. Granting this to be true as 
against Spain, the United States could not under the Constitution 
sell either Louisiana or Texas by a treaty. They could not sell 
Puerto Rico or the Philippines. The nations of Europe deal in | 
islands; they buy them, they sell them, and they trade them. 


Under the peculiar form of government we have in the United 


- | gsionisfs. 
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States this Government can not go into business as a real-; 
speculator with a view to profit and loss, This Government 
chain of States, and it is only as strong as is the weak 
For us to have a republican government on the contine: 
despotic sultanship in the island of Sulu, a military Sovert 
in Puerto Rico, a protectorate in Cuba, an aristocracy in A 
and possibly a monarchy in Hawaii is to entirely destroy th 
dation of the Union, and it will be impossible for us toh 
discordant elements together. 

I do not wish to be severe in my criticism of those who 
agree with me, but I warn them that this new policy will ; 
the Union and make the words of Lincoln in his first ina, 
address apply nearly as strongly to-day as they did when 

We are not enemies, I We must not be enemies. Th 
sion may have straine dit must not break our bonds of affec tion. ‘J 
chords of memory, stretching from every battlefield and patriot 
every living heart and hearthstone all over this broad land, wil 
the f the Union when again touched, as surely they will 
better angels of our nature. 

We haye been termed by the press expansionists and anti 
The terms are misnomers. Noone would cal! it 


at 


ut friends. 


horus 0 





ro 
ass 


regate of which would not result in as much 


‘“No Man's | 
That decision expanded this country more than these con 
did. There was never anything said or thought abont t! 
sion. There was more expansion in No Man’s Land becau 
was more room for expansion. It is impossib!e for the 
States to expand in Puerto Rico, because the island is ov: 
lated now, as are the islands of the Philippine Archipelag 
in both instances there is no room for expansion, but on); 
for contraction. 
There are no anti-expansionistsin the United States. The | 
States have expanded in territory, wealth, and populatio: 
rapidiy than any other country in the world. The sett!ed 
of the United States has been to add contiguous territory a: 
as such territory can be assimilated into the Union. N: 
trying to overturn this wise policy. The State of Texas a! 
enough unoccupied land to supply our needs for many \ 
come. When all of the States of our Union have becon: 
veloped that new lands are necessary the opportunity wil! 
as opportunities have arisen in the past, for us to still 
extend our boundaries. We want the Stars and Stripes t 
but freemen. We want America for American 
don't want Americans that can not be Americanized. W: 
to exert our great strength in bestowing the blessings of { 
upon the pe»ple of other lands and to encourage the cause 
erty throughout the world. We have been a world-pow 
good ever since the Declaration of Independence was sigu 
we want to continue to be a world-power for good until tine « 
time. [| Applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I hope that we will deliberate upon this 
Americans, and not as partisans. I hope we will carry : 
spirit of the Declaration of Independence and of the resolut 
claring war with Spain. Let us not lessen the dignity wii 
now have in the eyes of the world on account of our nob!) 


I 


the most of the spoils of the conquest. I want to deal wi! 
question under the broad principles expounded by the Decl: 
of Independence and perpetuated by the stars and stripes 
American flag. I do not want to wave the dollars. I wa 
wave the principles. I do not care whether the Philippin«: 
worth $20,000,000 or nothing at all. If, with the expendi! 
$20,000,000 or any other sum, we can carry out the prin 
our just and glorious war and enable struggling people to |) 
I will consider it money well spent; but to try to make a prvi! 
of the liberties of our brethren in any part of the world is be 
the character of the American people. | Applause. } 

We have no internal dissensions. The flag is revered 
The South and North stand together, guarding the sacred « 
of national peace and unity. This wonderful Republic of 
unparalleled in its onward and upward career, has expanded {1 
13 States, with a population of 3,000,000, to a gigantic powe! 
45 States, with a population of 80,000,000. Let the blood 
heroes of the Revolution, of the war of 1812, of 1861, and: 
Spanish war incitein all Americans the true spirit of the ! 


| Let us read anew the Constitution and the famous Declarat 


| 
| 












Independence, and not forget the patriotic devotion whi 


| these men to the field of mortal conflict,and emulate the spil 


self-sacrifice which animated these heroes to the strife for | 
tuity of the Republic. We should always bear in mind the t 
and significant saying of Jefferson: ‘‘ Eternal vigilance i> 
price of liberty.” It is a price which must be paid or liber 
must be lost, substantially at first and formally at last. L 
erty flourishes not like the weeds in the field, without labor o1 
tention, but like the useful grain, which requires painstaking c\ 
ture to maintain its life and perishes by neglect. 
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1ew problems now upon us call for a wis« On ind for all tim wn tha ’ 
. Casting away the bonds of mere partisan f 1 session of the Phili pines, 1 i l 
, let us apply ourse ‘Ives to the task of working the ut for | and that of treaty—a titl 
highest interests of our country. The nation’s |] 1 Alask Let it be known t t t 
rit. Let us accept their legacy of honor and wille th abat it Al 
s not neglect our means of as We have th territory; she never surré s \ 
ind; the destiny of the nation is in our hands the Philippines? Govern the1 J 1 
ting the issue of * eir final decta yn. | under the Constitution, wl 1 the } 
We have a weay sie ner set tory or ithe pro} { nV W ind | S } 
And bvtter tha in the bayonet; ‘a nhabitants having the cons a 
*"coneniaen tal apon the sod; E and such politic ts as Congress mav 
But executes a freeman's will, vision of the Constituti \ says é 
As lightning does the will of God. to dispose of and 1 ill fulru nd y na 
If we employ it against the powers of evil, we can make our na- | the territory belonging t United States This cor 
n the joy of all the earth; and in every latitude and clime, | power is n seriously doubt y any ve t 
ther at home or in distant lands, it will be the highest boast | stitutional 
very man, ‘‘lT aman American citizen.” | Ap} lause. | | The prey of constitution t headed by Gi 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. St I nowyield fiftee n minutes |} verneur Morris, Daniel Webster, and 1 is Vent lan 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr, SHOWALTER}. | broken t aoe cy of decisions by t irts United States 
Mr. SHOWALTER. Mr. Chai cane , 1 am heartily in favor of | for the last fifty years, from Cl lus Waite and M 
his appropriation, and, believing that there is no soa of its | Miller down to the most recent utteran 1 the su that 
issage, I will, under the rule prevailing in the House, devote my | Justice Morrow, of the circuit court of appeals, sustains this pow: 
me to the consideration of another subject. | We are in the Philippines as we are in the West Indi 
Mr. Chairman, in the summer of 1898 I was invited to make an | duty called us and we responded to the call. Shall 
ldress at a presentation of the flag, by the young ladies of my | recreant to the opportunities that are showered u Never 
wn, to the public school. I said in part: “I congratulate the | in all history has such opportunities | een thrust uy n. 
ung iadiien upon the result of their labors. They have wrought | Are we equal to the occasion? The two richest are s in 
beautiful work. I oometabaiete them because of the patriotic | the world are in our possession. 
pirit that prompted them to this service. It is the same spirit The largest ocean on the globe is in our hands—the ocean tl 
is exhibited by their mothers in earlier days, a spirit of devotion | is to bear the commerce of the twentiet ntury. The Philip 
and love of country, and why not? For who has sacrificed more | pines are the gateway or foothold f rtrade withChina. They 
for the dear old flag than the mothers, wives, and sisters of our | command ( hi 1, India, the Orient, the v Pacitie for the pur 
land? For it they poured out their heart’s richest treasures; for | poses of offense, cefense, and trade. ina’s foreign commerce 
it in silence and alone they endured untold anguish for loved ones | in 1897 was $286,000,000, in round numbers, of which we had less 
battling that it might float in freedom’s air. For it they have| than 9 percent. In ten years we will ve 50 per cent. China 
suffered, for it they have trained their sons to die if necessary in | only has 350 miles of railroad for hei OOO, e0 ess than 
ts defense. All honor to the noble women of America for their | a mile to the million of populat In 1 ul v r 
levotion to the flag of their country. That flag represents the | have 10,000 miles. Her trade is the most powerfu mmercial 
hopes and aspirations of millions of our race. It is the emblem | factor in our future. 
f freedom. It represents more to-day than ever before in its his- | The 400,000,000 American ens of the twentieth century de- 
tory. Under its beneficent folds has recently been fought to a | mand that we retain the Philippines and the cot nd 
uccessful issue the most holy warever waged—a war for humanity. | great trade for them. Shall we prove recreant 1 duty that 
Under its shining stars the immortal Dewey and his brave sailors | posterity imposes? Shall we yield to the demand t itt 
won the greatest naval battle ever fought and placed the flag of | otic so-called anti-imperialists and surrender this rich ‘ssion 
eir country and the American eagle in the far distant Orient— | with its command of this vast trad Shall the histor 
ther let us trust, to remain forever. that at this unexampled crisis in our history we wet 


‘I for one am in favor of kee} in g what we have conquered, and | short-sighted and were unequal to the duty of the h Shall 











verreturning tothe blighting, laminin ngrule of Spain one foot of | we prefer, with the the teeming population that t vill 
1d wrested from her by the -doonepeaye. lehsont vee and the blood of | bring us, to be a * hibernating nation, living off i t 
American heroes. When we declared war we deliberately de- | *‘ hermit nation ir du Wi s t 1a 

clared to the world that we did not desire any new territory, and isolation of this « will d ir dt I 
we meant it. But a power higher, greater, than the American | have in the bi ist. made by the R L rty 
Congress ordained otherwise. Without intent upon our part, we | has been redeemed. 
ve been irresistibly swept, as by an avalanche. into a position | Mans stirring events have transpired sit the 4th of Ma 
rom which we can not in honor recede. We have become a} 1897. Our party, led by its matchless chieftain, W m McK 
rid power. The God of nations has a work for us to do. Boys | ley, has gained new victories and won fresh lau 3] 
nd girls, prepare yourselves for the great work. No greater or itself, as it ever has from the day of it rth down to the present 
7 n opportunities were ever offered to the educated, in- | hour, able, patriotic, prompt, and fear t d 
sent young men and women than will be offered to you upon | ev ry duty. When it came into powe1 l 
ir graduation. | cling for existence, handicapped, burdened, and opp1 Lt 
With rich opportunities at home for advancement, the acquisi- f riff law Adi 
n of Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines waiting with | | nence of that law, our mills and 1 ries 
tstretched arms for your coming to colonize, educate, Chris- | : ),000 Am n workingmen 
ize, and govern, will give you advantages and opportunities | t and idust1 
ndreamed of in times gone by. May you be ready and prepared | $ para witl e nat 
» high duties that await you; may you ever maintain as te the extent 
ir fathers have the dignity, honor, and glory of the flag! ( nto } r | 
[ quote this part of my address upon that occasion that you may ¢ adits } ndg 
that Iam no recent convert to the doctrine of expansion. | WwW I 
th early day, long before the signing of the treaty with ry r ptt 








enths of the Republican press were opposed to the perma- | business man, good prices for the products of the farm 


1 

iin, when few public men had expressed their views, when | house” has revived 
t 

nt retention of the Philippines, I was a firm believer that the | than a sufficient revenue to run the Government ona 


i 
id of nations had a duty for us to perform and that duty could | and prosperity for all has been the result of t 
y be performed by permanently retaining Puerto Rico and the | The party redeemed its pledge on t 

Philippines, | tainedthe nationalhonor. ‘They ve throug 

What else could we do with these islands? We could not turn | Senate by the Demo-Populists of the I 

m back to Spain; we could not leave them, unarmed for defense | for the paymentof our bo n si oe verwh 

i untried in statecraft,to the horrors of domestic strife or to | feated in the House of Representative a ed Republican 
partition among European powers. We had assumed the respon- | phalanx, thus maintaining and preserving our nation 

ilities of victory, and wherever our flag has gone, there the That day, January 31, 1898, w 4 momen ne in 1 

erty, humanity, and civilization which that flag « mbodies an 1; of our country 

presents must remain and abide forever. The civilized nations To the minds of many tl ation tl I \ 

the world and wise and patriotic men of all partiesin our own | ican Congress on that d Wi creater mol 
land now see that there is but one course for us to pursue, and | more evil consequences and ril, ‘ 2 situ 
that course is being pursued by our able and wise Chief Magis- | fronted the c untry yin the dark days 16 early sixti t 
trate, was a question whether the Government handed d 
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our forefather Jd bo maintained a single republic or 
wi] } \ tw rep blics in the e United States. It 
W: tion un rdisunion. Onthe 3lst of January, 1898, 
est rf ] ty or dishonesty, whether we should be 
le and the people of other lands, or 
uld dishonest with our own people or the peo- 
i | lia It m of honor or dishonor. The 
Senate had p l the resoluti n declaring in favor 
ur just and honest vations in 44-cent dollars. It 
( l virtually for ition of 56 ¢ nin-om every Mallar 
bt. The R ins of the House of Representatives 
( ve the than f the American people for preventing this 
{ tion f 1 plunged into the vortex of national re- 
) t nd disgrace. 
Ma 1 er prevail which will sully our fair fame 
‘ ike u proach among the nations of the earth. The 
i party established our finances on a sound and solid 
} lit in ls to keep them there. The country can rest 
i at as lor s the Re} un blican party is in power the 
l credit will | main tained, and not only will our national 
by paid in 10))-cent Bers. bad also will our workingmen 
1 ry, forge, and field a everybody else receive their pay 
n nt doll . The wild theories of our misguided free-silver 
riends find no place in our midst, and I firmly believe that when 
{ \ | eagain get an opportunity they will bury them 
uanche of ballots so deep that they never again will 
j ted. 
of the House of Representatives deserve the 
than the nation for their patriotic stand on the Cuban reso- 
lutions. From the day that our noble battle ship with her 266 
bray lors went down to deathin thedark, sullen, and mysterious 
wate Habana Harbor, victims of cruel, treacherous Spanish 
hatred, [ knew, everyone who felt the public pulse knew, that 
armed intervention in the affairs of Cuba, to the end 
th gcling patriots fighting for liberty and independence 
ly ree, would appease the just and awful wrath of an 
aroused, awakened American conscience, but it was important 
that no false or unsound position should be taken. We were 
making history, we were writing legislation for the emulation of 
t itions of the world. To take a false or uncertain position 
was tocreated nsions at home and annoyance and interference 
} } 
How 1 ly the Republicans of the House of Representative 
wted during ti train and excitemen of many long and weari- 
me ] f contiz session let history and a grateful people 
te Wee dupon a war for humanity, the most holy war 
C1 waged, the 1 t of which no one ever doubted—the freedom 
independence of Cuba. 'We entered upon this struggle to 
i iccor starving childhood and outraged womanhood, 
ove 000 of whose starved and outraged bodies had enriched 
hi l of Cuba in the past five year Chat we did right every 
pa ec citizen believes. We expected no recompense except the 
2] il of our « consciences and the smiles of an approving 
God hat we are to be recompensed by the acquisition of valua- 
ble ry is now certai 
The pri Ps rs or ment of these territories for the time being 
devo upon ‘th ‘publican - rty; upon its wise and patriotic 
li r, thi Ps a tof the United States, whom to know is to 
honorand to love. The Am ea in people, the civilized world, are 
looking to us, ¢ a ing, » de manding, that we restore peace and 
ord 1 t] Phi — ‘8, and they shall not be disappointed. 
Peace and oie hall prevail there even though it takes our last 
dolarand last gun. The insurrection must be effectually crushed, 
that peace, tran aquilli ty. and freedom shall be established and 
maintained. t nder the flag of the Republic and the honest ad- 
ministration of wise laws these beautiful islands are destined to 


become the abode of 

and revering the 

dom undreamed of } 
1 deplore the att 


a contented, prosperous, happy people, loving 
rs and Stripes, enjoying a liberty and free- 
y their wildest enthusiasts. 
acks upon the Administration on account of its 


Qt 


Philippine policy, because of the encouragement it gives to the 
Filipino insurgents, great encouragement; and hope and a de- 


termination tocontinue fighting has been theresult of these attacks. 


The ire well-substantiated facts, as witness the statements of 
the lamented, courageous Lawton, of General Wheeler, and many 
others in the Philippines. Every such attack coming from the 
Senate or House rings the death ke ll to an American soldier. 
Let us as patriots forget that we ar vartisa n and rise above such 
detractious; let us support, instea ie of ensure, until every armed 
insur lays down his arms and a aewiedaes the sovereignty 
of “a United States. [Loud applause. ] 
-HEMENWAY,. Mr. Chairman, I yield seventeen minutes 

and a half to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr, GROSVENOR], 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I did not think twenty- 
four hours ago that I wou : lever again address the House of Rep- 


resentati ives on thi 


- 4 : . 
Istri ition. 


» subject of the civil-service law and its admin- 
I have stood in my place on this floor, a good deal of 


| 


| 


| indirectly t 





the time almost alone, at other times with eloquent and able su; 
port, and have pointed out to the House of Representatives. 
he country, 
ire and arguments. But we had a committee a 
1 Congress since 1883, nominally called ‘* The C 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service,” and had in the t 
branches of Congress introduced and referred to that comm 
and its kindred committee in the Senate bills running yupinn 
ber to the thousands, bills for the repeal of the law absolut 
bills for every form of modification that genius an: I sti itesm: 
could devise, and yet up to to-day there has never been 
He — a report on a single one of those bills. 

hat which has suggested itself ee I this; 
of pcm has been that that committee has always been so con 
tuted that it hovered with patriarchal anxiety over this bantli 
of mistaken education. and was afraid to trust the representat 
of the people with any measure upon which it might ingraft 
amendment that would have expressed the views of the Hou 
Representatives. And so we have had the door locked and 
pigeonhole stuffed full of measures and no reports. The f 
which have changed my own views about again speaking t 
House happened here on yesterday, when the distinguished 
tleman from Indiana, in charge of the pending bill [Mr. H 
Way], representing, as I assume he does, the views of at k 
majority of that great Committee on Appropriations, had cour 
enough to tell the country something of what is going on m 
this beautiful administration of the civil service of a great count 
| Applause. | 

For once there has been some light thrown in, and the | 
of the country have an opportunity now to see the open do 

1ind which there is a vast amount of information not yet bro 
to the knowledge of the country. 

Now, in the very brief time I shall occupy I shall atter mp tt 
back to the civil service of the country at the time of the ack 
of this me: oe in 1883, and I shall put into my ae ct 
from the speeches of Governor Morton and the speech of S 

, and from the declarations of the Secretary of the Tre 


service litera 
pointed at eaci 


in 


Ingalls 
at that date, all of which I will putin, with the names and 4q 
tions properly given, in support of my proposition that : 
date of the passage of this law in 1883 the civil service of 
Government was a model in the estimation of every honest 
and in the estimation of the people not only of this countr: 
of the world. 

I will show you that by the framers of this measure, the u 
ances in favor of the efficacy of the then civil service, it wa 
mitted on the record of both Houses of Congress. No man! 
up his voice to say that so far as benefiting the civil service 
Government there was the slightest necessity for this bill. | 
lenge any man on this floor to put his finger on an utteran 
the character to which I have referred. Not only that, but 
great leaders in the debate in both Houses, of both pa 
Secretary of the Treasury and the heads of the Departments 
forward with one voice and said that so far as their Departm 
were concerned they were run in the most efficient and valu 
manner. What, then, was the demand? It came confes ssed]) 
a single purpose. We had had a long line of Republican : 
istration, beginning in 1861. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Will the gentleman allow me one su 
tion? He will find that in the hearings before the Appro; 
tions Committee the declarations from the War Departme: 
other Departments were that those temporary clerks were ( 
just as efficient service as those on the permanent roll. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ithank the distinguished gentlen 
should have come to that. ButIam very much obliged, nm 
theless. 

What, then, was the object? We had had, as I was proc 
to say, a long line of Republican administration, and pa 
ship had assumed control, in effect, of all the Departments. | 
had gone from 1861 to 1883 without any Democ1 ‘atic adm 
tion; and Mr. Pendleton, the author of this bill, frankly s 
his whole object was to bring about a division of offices b 
Democrats and the Republicans. Nobody thought oi « 
proposition. 

These gentlemen who to-day are exercising a power in thi 
ernment dangerous to the very principles of the Government ! 
had a dream at that time that there was a necessity for anyt! 
else than a division of the offices. Mr. Pendleton so declared: 
further than that, he was so uncertain in his own mind as to 
efficacy of his bill that he put a limit upon the number of of 
that it should cover, saying that not over 10,000 at the outsid: 
the whole United States would be covered by it; and in urg! 
the measure he advocated it as a tentative measure, saying th: 
he hoped it might work well, but did not know whether it wo" 
or would not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. One suggestion, 
allow it. 


< 


The gentleman from Ohic was about as mucih resp 


sible for the St. Louis platform as any other man inthe country. 


up- 
and 


some of the fallacies and errors of civil. 


if the gentleman will 
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1 like to know why he consented ut in that platfor 
ration in favor of the extension l vi \ m ss ; A 
_GROSVENOR. Mr. Chan is the gentk n a meer 69 
‘ennessee acted the fool ¢ nv i it atter 
rm making? [Laughter. é 1 my 
RICHARDSON. I confess I car t answer an argun 
GROSVENOR. Nor can I answer your question in any t 
way than that. y 
very often said on this floor that the details of these con- D SHAT 
, . i. . — ond } r " Vir Ty ‘ ‘¥ 
piatiorms make ho Unpression upon anyvouy, Lhe : ay on 
o things at St. Louis that w ere looking aft \ ‘ ‘ 
we had got those intothe platform w red but li about : . : ‘ 
arations which might be made by the little fellows who 
sa las 9 a 
about ‘* declaring M AT 
RICHARDSON. as Iu r- 
implies that he i : 
*. GROSVENOR. wy > t 
r. RICHARDSON. NS n then 
st admit that the } n made his 7” 
paign four years iuse that ni 
rm did not advocate the extension of the civil-service sys- | way: ! 
So the gentleman ca now be w m to a ] ition on \ 
Bryan platform. : 
. GROSV ENOR. ( i snows wheid Loa Wlil De Ol ‘ . 
ivail when the next campaig ies. [| Laughte 
it I do not want to consume my t on any extrinsic matter, 
[ have only seven minutes and a half left. : ae 
fr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman will remember that the Mr. P 
dent in his letter of acceptance and in his in iddress | ' . 
, 1{ S\ ( stem 
rovea this Cly ry Len. ( < 
r,. GROSVENOR That straw ha en thrashed out here so d NWAY 
times ! ill allow me to say unwortl 
1 to orl tT up again ¥ 1 1 l ) ! a 
it hra 1 out just as well. 
Now, Lhave pointed out that it was never clain by the friends 
the original civil-service bill, first, that it was needed becaus 
the condition of the public service, or l.tha Was al Mr. ( 
* but a tentative measure for the p e Lhave indicated Z 
Now what is the conditio We have ne f1 ( eee Ji 
resent tin and hers 1 this great « mittee ¢ ’ ; ; 
and, speaking through the gentleman in charge of t bi { 
+ . fio5 ’ 7 j . + NI } 
before th country \ V aint and in St ag ripi n 
+ } . } } + } . EN VA : i n 
twe havecometo. I heard a high offi this Government, | are females 
ig a position nearly up to a Cabinet position, say not ver Mr. H Ly. Wi 
o that he would take a contract, and giv nd to carry it Ir. Gitte re. t ; 
to pay all the expe ses of running thes Departments in th te Mines Ma 
f Washington for 50 cents on the dollar of what they are | gentleman f: oO] 
ng to-dav, and would grow to a millionaire’s position every | Mr. I : Y. 1 
vear that he could have the contract. Ccseneectn P : 
[ quote the following from the debat f yesterday on this bill: remaining } 
CRUMPACKER. I should like to havea little more i rmation about | + ¢ ( 
tion of t! 1 n the various Ds rt t [I y cl rea ’ at t : 
l in if I rcan appt ite t I ! : ¢ . red ‘ 
‘ n ary o1 f the D t I ; ¢ 
HEMENWAY. I should say tl t ffice of t¢ \ tor for the Wa ae . nT 
ent tl ate! nt sl wa t t 107 nt of 4 y | ' : 3 ; 
rht say, incompetent | understand to go to 1 <a 
CRUMPACKER. Tet per cent } ; a 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Their efficiency is very low | De ; 
CRUMPACKER. Is there a like percentage of incompetency in all the | are incompet 
Departments? Mr. GRosVENOR. Is tl 
[EMENWAY. In the General Land Office the Comn Mr. Her- | + 
stimates that 40 out « f ‘ware ‘ompetent | Mr. Moopy of M i. 7 
CRUMPACKER. That is 10 per cent. _ it Mr. G VEN . 
HEMENWAY. That is 10 per cent. Here are two very competent offi- | ¢ha demand of th r rva . 
m Ihave selected from th t the Auditor forthe War Department Mr. M \ [ 
Commissioner the General Land Of Their es t w 10 ‘ . 
f incompetent employees shosntéw ¢ 
;UMPACK] ithe nts mal hat | Mr. Grosv & F tha I 
sion in letters ad it | Mr Moony MM 
HEMENWAY. W ,either t ? ett Depa - : f . 
CRUMPACKER. Anddotl ‘ rrect that l? | ma netent. t ld 
HEMENWAY. They confess th » evil | not + ja ¢ ( : i ‘ 
CRUMPACKER. Under t laws are t Mr. GROSVENOR. We k ¢ 
juired to discharge incompet ervice | \ t ger la 
HEMENWAY. They ar lan, and wi 1 t t 
ve no desire to criti m f t United va forhid . kT eae 4 
. when a number of Senat tot Mr. Moopy of Mas ‘ 7 
nen and insist ed, t 
' nm PaaAtic nna + 
in readily und And nobody doubts that any I 
CRUMPACKER eport arries an apy ier gree aaa 
I n for the payment of these incompetet iployees, I pre me | could take this e1 ! 
{r. HEMENWAY. It 5 he committee has no 1 f | 50 cents on th rd l that 
‘ertaining who thi ; | more satisfacto1 in 
Mr. CRUMPACKER em, of « ‘ { ae Wat 
HEMENWAY. N are si y z Let us se Aen } cen War D ‘ 
ore the Houss ( Com- | less clerks in the Pension Office 





e on Appropriations, by insertir 
124 of the bill, has undertaken, by 
attention to this condition and to b 
etent employees. 1 Y 
. * * ® * * * limit? IF: 
Mr. SHattuc. May I ask the gentleman a ¢ th t 
he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from Ohio? | li 
r. HEMENWAY. In justa moment. I will read section 4 of the bill “he ; ; Se ers 
That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and persons | Mames Of these inefficient clerks; second, ey 1 


repeat 
ing abou 





put I 





r 
I 

ina we find, first, that the Departmen I 
t 
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F ! them to discharge such clerks; and third, that | 
t ! stem by which they can be discharged without a 
pl t mor ing to the helpless clerk and disgusting | 
ot s Departments. 

7 ! the Executive that compels written charges and a 
heat is equivalent to a trial in every case, and he who turns | 

lerk on any ground other than that violates the statute of 
| intry. Thatisallthere is about it, and that order was made 
n the demand of the  civil-service organization of the United 
tes. I} ve their address, in which Mr. Carl Schurz and others 
declared that without that ; ord r the civil-service law was inoper- 
ative, because the heads of Departments might discharge without 
siving the reasons for it. And so at last that, as one of the im- 
provements of the organization, stands across the pathway of any 
removal except for cause, that cause to be stated in writing and 
the party have a hearing upon that question of cause. 

Now, what is t] swer to all thi 3? Why do they not discharge 
then For avery good reason, gentlemen. No chief of a bureau | 

d consent, With his eyes wide open, to-day, to discharge even 

r eflicient clerk who had some know ledge of the routine of the 
of and trust to an academic competitive examination to fill the | 

| That is the whole of it. That is where the whole evil 

( It « ‘omes of the fact that these Departments are unwill- 

to hazard the result of an application i thie Bacene that has 

t] atronage of the Government by the throat and is administer- 

ng it in a way that ought to be condemned by every honest man 

scountry. [Applause. | 

That is the reason why the Departments suffer the evils that 
they have ‘trather than fly to others that they know not of.” 
Tha the whole of it, and we must come forward as the repre- 

tati of the people and abate this nuisance or we will never 
have it abated. What is the answer to it all? I stand upon the 
platform of the Evans bill of the last Congress, a measure that 
Ci ed all the clerical service of this Government here, covered 
ali the clerical force in the Railway Mail Service of the United 
States, covere d = 09 great post-oftices and custom-houses of the | 
country, and § ly provided for a tenure of office such as you | 
have. a tenuro ‘of “office such as the President has, a tenure of 
office such as the Senate has, and then provided at the end of the 
four or six years the young fellow might go out and go home, 
unless the chief of his bureau or his Department desired his reten- 
tion. and provided for a bureau to examine as to his fitness, 

It is true, as the ciatiaiaiadh from Georgia has said, that there 
never was a more efticient set of clerks eve ‘pes into the Depart- 
ments in Washington than the ten os clerks under the Army 
bill. There is no more efficient service in all this country than 
t] men have made here. Why dot s not the Civil Service Bu- 
renu, that has made war upon these clerks in every possible way, 

nd tried to drive them out, tried to prevent their promotion, 
done everything to humiliate them that they possibly could—why 
do they not come forward and point out to the people of the coun- 
try some failure in that service, which came upon the recommen- 
dation of Congressmen and went into the Departments to rescue 
the Government from the hands of the inefficiency that had cursed 
{ Departments for lo, these many years? Why did they not 


| bring forward 
| was never able to do it, 





point out where some of these men have failed? 

i tell you, my countrymen, I shall not agitate this question very 
much longer. Ido not care very much aboutit. I care nothing 

it it from a personal standpoint. But when I see 25 per cent, 

)per cent, 40 per cent, 50 per cent of thisenormous expenditure 
of my country’s money paid out to uphold a mere theory that has 
no foundation in practical justice or practical effect, Iam dis- 
gusted with the w cate subject of the administration of the Civil 
Serv ureau, and the people of this country will inquire into 

me of these days, and they will inquire into it in a way much 

ni etive than the passage of the Evans bill would have been, 
and the time will come when the ad vor ates of this measure that 
lias thus ruined the administration of these Departments will wish 
that they had accepted the Evans bill as a just compromise, rather 
than to have made war and carried on this devastation against 
the best intere f the country [Applause. ] ; 

Under rm n to extend my remarks, I reproduce in sup- 
port of my argument here portions of a speech which I had the 
honor to m: ipon this subject in the House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress on the 19th day of July, 1897 

ii il Vil iVICE LEGISLATION rilt PRESENT PRACTICE A 

WIDE A » UNJUSTIFIED DEPARTURE 

Mr, ¢ ‘nan, I come now to discuss, in connection with the 
agg nd wth of this bureaucracy the original idea of the 
promot 1 eg ion. Had there been a suggestion to 
Cons S aw would have been construed as it 
has | of the Civil $ rvice ( ‘ommission have 
grown unt | the President and Cabinet officers and 
Congress, it W {1 not have received 10 votes in cither branch of | 
the - Hl lative d I make this statement in the light of the 


Th e original effort, following the law of 1853, was the effort of 
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Mr. Jenckes, who played to the public galleries in 1866-67, 
struggled on and on, and encountered defeat in the Thir 
Congress by a vote of 72 to 66 in the House, 52 members ref 
to vote. This chimeri ical system, which has since grown int 
enactment, was spit upon by the distinguished members of | 
gress of that day, am a ‘it is pk sasant now to consider that ; 
the great statesmen of the hour who voted to table th: 
business we find the names of Mr. Blaine, Mr. Kasson, s« 
Wilson, Secretary Windom, Senator ALLISON, and Mr. Bout 
while Conkling and Garfield refused to vote. 

At that time Mr. Jenckes was challenged over and over a 
any reason why such a law was to be pa: 
and finally, after his de feat, as 

stated, he abandoned the field, so far as Washington and t}y 
partments were concerned, and undertook to try and reac 
ciency, as he calledit, in the customs and internal-revenue s 
After the defeat and death of Mr. Jenckes, Mr. Schurz, wh 
never refused an office from any party, no matter what its } 
ples were, brought the same bill into the Senate, but it w 
tracked by a production of Senator Trumbull, entitled 
to prevent importunity and to maintain the independenc 
Departments.” ‘‘Senators wanted onething,”as has been w 
by another, ‘‘ but the civil-service ‘reformers’ wanted 
and finally they both joined hands, but for different ob 
reach the same result.” 

Mr. Ham, a most able and lucid writer upon this — 
recently published a small pamphlet in which he revit 
historic accuracy, the rise and promotion of this hers 
Albany (N. Y.) Evening Journal quotes Mr. Ham with 1 
lowing indorsement: 

Mr. Ham treats eI 
English experiment, int 


sul ), ject 


of civil-service reform, modeled 


ligently and candidly. 
This candid anes says: 
DENUNCIATION OF SPOILSMEN. 
At this juncture the most alarming 
press and onthe stu 
alleged to be 


statements were made in t! 
mp concerning the condition of the civil servi 
rrupt, inefficient, and wholly under the control of < 
and the country was flooded with untrue, unjust. and most malicio 
tio ns and insinuations. The re yple were told that the country | 
under the yoke of an office-holding oligarchy (Grant) and that its 
poisoning the vitals of the Republic. Every man who failed to fall 
worship at the British eomnpetitive”* shrine set up in the market | 
Dorman B. Eaton was denounced asa “‘spoilsman,”’ and the very air v 


( 


nant with the clamor of the demagogue and the applause of those w 
cently followed in the wake of ambitious politicians cloaked in t! 
civil-service ‘‘reformers,’’ while bells were tolled to warn the peop 


danger from the “ officeholders”*’ under General Grant. 

Let us glance at the situation and conditions which existed abou 

The nation had just emerged from a death struggle to maintai? 
existence. Toraise the needed revenue, obtain supplies, and distri! 
promptly to vast armies called into the field a large number of 
not needed in time of peace. Contractors were a necessary evil, an 
in contact with the peace contingent in office, abuses outside th: 
ments may have come to infest the public service. The impetus 
force was so great, and the peril so imminent, that the final result f 
Government generously tardy in coping with evils which had 
attached themselves like barnacles to places invested with mo: 
power; millions of war and other claims remained to be adjusted 
new system of internal-revenue taxation had become necessary. 

Heavy amounts of revenue were and would long require 60 be r: 
only to repair losses, but to reward patriotism and to pay our inde 
A large force must be kept employed, and, for the reasons stated, 
entirely clean. This abnormal situation brought to the surface 
theorists, ambitions demagogues —reformers, some of whom were 
the civil and military personnelin power—who, in Congress and at 
had carried the nation successfully through a great war. The 
became ripe and the moment favorable to commence an agitati 
thing that promised ‘‘reform.”’ 

Only a month or two after General Lee's surrender a select com! 
“retrenchment” was raised in the House to investigate matters 
was a suggestion in the resolve that the inquiry extend to the su 
pointments to office, to the examination of persons for place, and t 
icy of continuing them in office for afixed term. That was the o7 
and, aside from Mr. Jenckes’s effort, that was the starting point 


] 


cre 


| ent civil-service law. 


A train of abuses is the inevitable result of a civil war: they w 
been gradually removed without **competitive ” examinations, } 
trouble was not so much in the Departments as outside of them, 
service reform * was sprung upon the people who were bearing hes 
dens, and they were made to believe—by diligent efforts—that t! 
lay in this pretended reform. Petitions were circulated, edito: i \ 
and speeches made which finally ay ‘din an educated clamor 
service scheme that was eventually foisted upon the people. Pp 
who had labored hard during the war in Congress and had gr wn 
gan to gradually favor something—anything—which would relieve t 
the “importunity * of those who desired places. These men were h 
to take this elixir because they either deemed the ‘*competit ive i 
sary or that it contained the ele vating, eradicating, an d puri 


> 


claimed for it by the civil ervice reformers. It simply furnish 
chinery to relieve men from impo rtunity.’ , 
For tive years—from 1866 to ist the House of Representatives} 


refused to accept the civil-service idea, but the people had be« 
all sorts of statements relating to the public service, and they! 





alarm. Not one in ten thousand, however,com pre - nded what the 
meant. Some interpreted it to signify a decrease iu taxationand 
ing of the public service and as much more as an ac ctive and imagina 
could be wrought to conceive. But Congress refused to move, u 
the ‘competitive * idea was hitched on asa “rider” toa sundry ci 
priation bill during the last hours of the session of 1870. 

To attach this scheme to an appropriation bill smacked of unfair} 
ba motion to lay it on the table escaped defeat in the Senate by 


ote, and it was accepted by the House under 


protest from Gent 
and by a minority vote. 


It is known as section 1753 of the Revised Stat 
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eir own can A very importat t leed; or ; ti 
ete refutat g lly placed $01 can parts 
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The original law of 1871 provided that the i ; . 
prescribe such regulations for the admission of a 7 
civil service of the United States as may best pr 











( Following the passage of that act came th ae 
the reformers to prepare rult regulations to make the scheme pe : 

rk out their theories. They failed, and the competitive idea ; 
finally collapsed in 1875-76. The President, General Grant, said 
distinctly in his message of December, 1875, that 

If Congress a 3 t t I Iso a I t 

orm, | ‘ t ! liz led t 
t ( x I : \t +} } ti) ? ? 

Congress, wisely and deliberately, and with its eyes wide open, | certed his poli ly a 
did adjourn without any “ positive legislation.” Now,in this con- | and ] ing out for late wel 
nection it is important to see whether or not the allegations of Ww cd ; 
corruption and inefficiency alleged against the Republican Admin- | an insignifican 
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} land « y ronted in his 1ssaults upon the Govern- | and their constituents have and the country has been cheated by 
nt pa t ry in Washington, he said | this bill? ; 
Ll 1 ica? \ ther they were well or] Senator Logan said: 
\ rj r ] ! 1 ther the re Was any re- | Idon against certain Senators constantly discussing this qu 
I 1 nner i is Well t juote what | t l 1e corruption of the cle al force of this country, becau 
| New Ham} aid recently inaspeech nas no foundation in fact 
But Mr. Pendleton then and there waved a flag of compromise 
g ne D which alone saved the bill, by declaring: 
I fr to 1874 bya ulcon- | ‘ . 
am : ; : tl Department. I | It has been said that the aband Sy reta 
1 ia. a’ ie in the | ‘ the appoint tments of thi Re] I " 
: . r nroposition to extend the tern 7 
. I \ ll nage no} Lig! ition to extend tl ter! l 
a vit) lly di removal. 
ut t from Is 1875 | But to-day the Civil Service Commissioners z ‘mand that 
| ] + 1 , + ] > 4 ¢ rmiclativa annr Gh. s Tr aoa . 
Phen ¢ tinkerin he ] n a legislative appro- | Power of moval shall be limited by an Executive order which t] 
priat \ $76,and then came the great struggle | Executivehas no constitutional power toissue, ona in arecent art 
to cr pu t, and Mr. Ham has so well stated the lela Forum the chairmanof thee xecutive committeeof the Na \- 
univ nd lil efforts that were made in that direction that | tional Civil Service Association says that the weak spots in oo 
[rey uce h nar | asit stands to-day are, first, that there isno power of removal a1 
l to wl ke the reformers, who com- | in fact and by inference, that no Presidential order can limit t} 
Boece e Hagel sete wage, wn ee | power of the ‘ap pointing heads of the Departments from mal 
oy t proportions toterrify | removals with or without cause, excepting in so far as the Pr 
; to pa an claborate act Accord- | dent can coerce the judgment and action of his Cabinet; and sec- 
~~ ; ‘tet . — wong _—_ ee. | ond, that there is no provision for the disabled; that is, there is no 
45 printed pages about two years and four | civil-pension list. As I have already said, that will be the next 
ng back to the Not vasion and tracing the | step needed. The step has alre ady been taken by the honorab! 
buses in the Brit re. desiring. of course a ° aid 
neater ageed ed by I tecen the tale of Eee. | Chairman of the Civil Service Committee of this House. 
a Al aj r A i Lie ¢ al iY * ° 7 
xisted here also or was likely to be precipitated | _ 1 Shall here incorporate some of the pertinent discussions when 
etit applied at once. | this bill was pending. These choice excerpts are collated fr: 
ted and it Sttios i larm., 1G it 1 vi no | speeches of HAWLEY, Pendleton, and Sherman, and has been wi 
' ) wit. that the abuses in England had been | ¢Xpressed by Senator MorGANn in the following: 
‘ 2 ! tive ami ons nae ue weake Is not “‘importunity ” the great evil against which we have to contend 
‘ fort Mr. Eator wed that Parliam . 
Ly. pra f 160.000 ¥ me districts 10. 1 So it appears that— 
t re ee eee ee ee e object of Senators on both occasions was relief against the import 
I i total Vv bf those who desired places. The competitive scheme would thr 
Rw ; ‘ ee OVE t Linor oftice hunters upon the Civil Service Commission. 1t was not t 
‘ I ntt eee re ey Oe eral wert + UT , com} ben @ x aminations were necessary. That idea — simply furr 
' ‘ age, | , IPNnacices cen of by t machinery whi h would attain the other desired resul And the c 
LIC ‘ ‘ : ee ee : : quence was that, independently of the competitive sche me, its machi 
' ” ind ©p A os 1 Gy ta would defend men from “importunity.”’ 
1 \ } ar could ther read nor Se ce E . 
( nder tl 1855 in J That is to say, distinguished Senators who had risen upon t 
u thn wave of results achieved by the working men of their part 
: ti 4 me wanted to put a legal barrier between the importunities £ 
al there a a th | reward of their constituents who had made them great. This v 
An Ly Y el the declared position; but General HAWLEY, the gallant aa : 
; : ee s dier, hero, and statesman of Connecticut, has said, as stated by Mr. 
_, att teceed, and rit fh cmc rew out OF | Ham, and I quote a considerable amount of the collation of th 
it \w cnown an t ished civil ervice reformer: sailed indefatigable writer: 
Mr. Daw Senator from Mas usctts, toknow why the lawhad “1 : we : es a ; 
2 . ae i a 1 Tow can vou expect a law N ths of those who do the headwork in the great } 
: i aay Sean r. VAWes sald, BOW CAN YOU CEPCCt & AAW | at town and county and State committees, and wh: 
t . by ¢ VI 1 the constituents of Congress do | dis s, serving as counters, running out to bri te 
} u A ne of th of that dav said: “O t sto sponds ; n who serve with no care for, no tl 
] v that t t Thich i ery . i ctation of a political office. Nine-tentl . th 
L know tl true t no which is very much in , shade bos nagging peeppmir Leet: Toc 
: . . - “ oO rable uses of a campaign ti 
lvat the prevauing ton Cj » morality is ever effectu- n. There al of unlimited and nonsensical abus 
y executed. It will execut Bes 
' | ( ct ‘“Wac ot get the levis- | W ould Sen atives erect a barrier between t! 
= : ee We can not ge he: lves and these m rvice, seek the labor and financia 
it } Dp unit our constituents en ind us sistance even ¢ en be able to turn about and 
ort j t ] -y »hicher than t somehad inswer toa re h, I can’t he ‘Ip you; all the pla 
. 3: , jar the vi] iJ +t + hi ‘ 
er nan Nes ahn atareotyne ecatem of nr ad headinesa | U I V id—evenif itisina whisper—‘w 
a Pee ee a J a aera ystem of print i heading: 1 helped to enact ie.” Ex-Senator Vilas gave the 
an yle of petitions, signed promiscuously in coun- | away when he said on the floor of the Senate April 7, 1896: “The relief w! 
t1 st-offic and every where, poured in upon Con- | has been enjoyed by Senators and Representatives, not to speak of tho 
ress as an evidence of a growing public sentiment. ee ae oflices of the Government, is in itself a second item of g 
Now « he part tial anction of the civil-service-reform move- It may be of great consequence for a Senator to be able to turn a ¢ 
1 lt did not « inate in the House of Representatives; it ent down with the leverage of a law of his own creation, but the Senat 
ne eal from anv smn ( hi ite representatives of the people, but no ma in it has himself been retired, and the people are ready to retir 
, - ; >a ee tas cairn ak ‘ : y 7! nay ti I he does : 7 
: int 1 aU f the United States, It roge nitor B whi enators and Representatives advantage by this 
( y was Mr. Pendleton. It has been well said, and is true, | sofar as it mi to relieve them from “importunity?"’ Without 
that the bill containing the competitive scheme was handed to | service law they woul a me anes 60 io Bs ey genre - a 
Me Ranalates ac ssvaieal seman 5 Sate ehinttnine they are importuned t ersons in and also to secure reinstatem 
Mir. J end n, and was re wit i favorably, devoid of s¢ t10ONS 5, | Wethink the law increa > volume of importunity. 
ov, l ,» and 1 1, h really contain all of reform there | It is by and through pol partie 3 that this Government has work: 
is in ‘4 civil ice law. its greatest achievemen lvances—and all before civil-service reform 
a 1 4 - 7 . had an . tence! By an gh partic ‘$ come purification, exposur 
Senate ed the bi 3 renorte a or ’ Ww 7 
rt ee ee a * bill as report d by adding the above | wrong,and economies. Dx ne of the incentives whic h a small per 
SE ( ; Ras Bas and con from Senator HAWLEY, who | age of party workers ha . “d * fidelity — zeal and a repul l 
now has views on this great question, and section 14 from the late | form of government will gra i a & se ir ates state of coma. Polit 
senator Rec} Nir ndletor war drafted a line of e axneri- | ties are the Vitali for es of ¢ system ey consist in part of \ wot 3 
-_ ? - \ ie : ae a eS ere ene La line of th Saper | ana organizers not oue in a thousand of whom seek Federal positions! _ 
ment. «z\s Se! r Mi said: The strife between the comparatively few who do develops the unob 
bill t} tv a1 ero lueated gentlemen who ar nable and qualified person. T} » assumpti nis that unless compet ’ 
? l pr ting a reform in the civil service i j orted to we get incompet ts The whole country is l 
call Sorat] Would Mr. Gage or any other bank presiden it wanting 
anne : : hi te clerk, or ‘oflicer go to some “con a l 
I 1 1 d either political pa 1ate; it was sent n off And why not, as well as for a clerk in » Treasury? 
here } n of excee oa aioe nae | t- | : ‘ ° : 
ice It « resent the sent of the al So now it becomes pertinent to ascertain ahve the real in- 
parti rew tl Sel | centive of the Senator: s to pass the Pendleton bill. Was the civil 
and | W V t a i used to pas | ; 
A a ] 1 : a | service ineflicie i have already more than once commented; | 
And he added | shall continue to comment. 
o rl appes a eee oa se of cheating President Arthur said in 1881: 
Le ¢ y party upon grounds that are absol ly leas sie 
nadve to th n S ported by the other, and it will end by I declare my dissent from the severe and almost indiscriminate censure 
defrauding bot | with which the present civil servants of the Government have been recently 
} 4 . assailed That hey are, as ¢ ‘lass, indolent, inefficie > ant sorru is a 
And who will that to-day the intelligent, far-seeing, and | 2SSalled. That they are, asa indolent, inefficient, and corrupt 


say 


shrewd men of all political parties do not recognize that they hav 


ae 


statement which has been often made and widely credited; but when tl 
extent, variety, delicacy, and importance of their duties are considered, the 
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] LW wa pict in il ‘ a I V 1 1 A 
t iort ni uWways l t 
1 law for one pury when « I nd sé 
opel el not I \ tl H 
1 of the rights o membe1 t Hon l I 
they represent. It was n¢ led to cover 
Departments in Washingt l t i 
to the clerical for« Had man in those days l 
law would be tortured to affect the appointment by the P1 
himself of an assistant messenger in the W] Hou 
ild have been no vote in favor tont 1 of t Sena 
3 an experi! t to be tried t] Depa 
I The whole line of debat \ . Mr! 




















iid t W 
l it it to what W1 to the very su hat v 1 day 
s limited to. Pendleton, its author, understood it Pendle 
n, its putative father, knew what it meant. 
In 1888 Mr. Cox said that when the Pendleton bill came ov 
m the Senate the House was about to take up an importan 
pping bill, and he at once proposed to Mr. Kasson, of Iowa 
hat a vote be take n the Pendleton bill without debate, and it 
"as passed in that y, or, as Mr. Cox expressed it, ‘‘on the tidal 
wave of an emoti and that emotion has emotioned out of offic 
very Administration that has touched it h a single item 1 
ts baneful effect re just being felt in this count1 and here I 
juote from Mr. Ham what this experi it } t e peopl 
the United State 
A n 
t < 
‘ 
A *) 
’ f ‘ D 
‘ 
t : pa 
it S 
l I r ( 
lr 
ir. LIVINGSTON, How1 time have I 
The CHAIRMAN. The gent 1 has thirteen minu 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, I yield i n f New 
k (Mr. Dricas]. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from N York [M 
DricGs] is recognized f hirteen 
Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. ¢ rman, | eb iber of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions for three yea »tosay 
ng that time I have not n in that cor ( partic] 
partisanship. Every bill brought in there, whether introduced 
a Democrat or Republican, has been fairly, honorabiy, and 
irely treated and considered. The Democrats have received a 
.consideration as have the Republicans, elieve the tim 


me when the country should understan 








se atthe Friday night sessions, The newspapers of the com 
y: ‘* The pension) in the H vain at work grinding 
iD. 
BELL. M the n a question 
Ir. DRIGGS, 
Ilr. BELL. I like to how t committ 
Ir. DRIGGS. I will come to tha 
Mr. BELL. I should like to know 1 it s of us 
} x ont? 1 ” ‘ _— Bune P ths} na w . on } +h 
re introduced a number of bills and w ve made the 
I n the very beginning of this session have 1 t got a bill 
pr re th 1 tl 
t ble to get « bill on the 





M1 
nvalid Pensions sent a not 
fous if he had any special prefer 
would be given considerat 
request of the member. 


Mr. BELL. Now, may I ask the gentleman again—— 
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mmit t we members of Congress are pushed forward | changing or amending of asingle report, and when the y wel 
nin their behalf and not of the sol- | to the other end of this Capitol there were but 26 or 27 bil lls tl 
f stem of b! mail | went to a conferenc showing r that the two committees ha: 
hat there ha vel 1 one single. solitary pension | their work and that the Senate and the House had agr i to 
e that i to talk to or consult with us or to sion measures alm ost absolutel ‘ly and unanimously. No black: 
t about an per vislation; and I say now | or threats here, sir, for many members have no bills befor 
[, for ¢ if a pen ttorney Vv ask permission to I would say, in ts lition, Mr. Chairman, we realize that 
that com t n any §] il bill, would be one of | applications to Congress for relief are increasing, that in « 
t int ( uzainst giving him the privilege ‘ar there are more and more of them. I desire to show, \J 
ir the \ l ldiers thems - S brows up t Chairman, why it is that these applications that have been com 
{ of that committee.  ( llow-Representat f this House | into Co NETess are increasing. 
come b C1 n behalf of this soldier and tha it SO die er; it is thei { would say first, however, in reply to the conclusion 
duty and their right to coi it is our pleasure to listen to them | above-quoted editorial, that not one private pension bill he 
they stand up to defend old soldiers who ask 1 ‘thing but simple | the present time been enacted into law during this session 
ustice and fair treatment. though a few have passed the Senate and House independer 
Mr. SIMS. May I ask the gentleman a question? | but have not been acted upon jointly. 
Mr. DRIGGS. Certainly. I am always willing to yield toso| The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expi 
courteous a member as my friend from Tennesse | The hour of 4 o'clock having arrived, the Clerk will read thi 
Mr. SIMS. As a member of Congress. is it not your experience | by sections. ; 
that the applications coming to you to file bills for private pen-| Mr. DRIGGS. I desire to ask unanimous consent that I } 
i are usually accompanied by a letter of some pension attor- | mitted to proceed with my remarks. 
who has told the man that he can not geta pension underthe | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous con 
law and that he must go to Congress? | that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the REcorp. 
Mr. DRIGGS. Most emphatically, no, sir; that isnot myexpe-| Mr. DRIGGS. No; I have that consent, given last F: 
rie? | night. I would like to ask for five minutes more time. 
Mr. SIMS. That is my experience, and I have the letters which | TheCHAIRMAN, Itcannot be doneinthecommittee, the « 
will show it. | of the House being that general debate should close at 4 o’cl 
Mr. DRIGGS. TI have never received a letter like that. and I} Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent th: 
have received letters from a great many old soldiers. 1 do not | may be permitted to extend my remarks in the REcorRD. 
vy the experiences of other members of this House, but 8} eak | Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that leave | 
or myself, Ido not recall that I have ever received a letter | tended to all who have participated in the debate, for ten day 
from 2} sion attorney in reference to one of these private pen- | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks uw 
n bills | mous consent that all gentlemen who have particips ited j 
Mr. SIMS. Tdo not mean a letter to the member, but a letter | debate on this bill m: y hi ive leave to extend their remarks in 
io the applicant, which he files with his letter. Recorpb. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair h 
‘ir, DKRIGGS. That may be, but they never come to me. |none. The Clerk will read. 
Now [ will goon. They say this is a system of blackmail, that The Clerk read as follows: 
the old-soldier vote is held over the head of every Representative | B it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unite 
on the floor of this House if he does not vote for liberal pe nsions. | s re h aoe. a Seated enka ap anes eee ee on ofl 
I desire, Mr. Chairman, to go away back to one of the early | appropriated. it foil cuasneemelinn Sirti dalvaian ak dice maaan ne 
Congresses and read to you the resolution which organized and June 30, 1901, for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely. 7 
authorized the establishment of the Committee on Invalid Pe Mr. DRIGGS. To resume, Mr. Chairman, I find, accordi: 
11 It was found away back in 18 0 that Congress had not the | a most carefully prepared report of the ex-chairman of the ( 
time to consider all pension claims which came before it; there- | mittee on Invalid Pensions, Hon. GEorGE W. Ray, that in 
fore in this Congress—that is, the Twenty-first Congress—in the | Fifty-second Congress there were 217 special acts passed; in | 
second ion, it decided to do away with one committee on pen- | Fifty-third Congress there were 119 special acts passed; in 
I anderect two, and thus a resolution was passed under which last Con rress th< ‘re were 643 special acts passe d. 
this Comittee on  invali d Pensions wa organized. In that Con- Now, then, what is the reason for this great increase? It is 1 
I Mr. Trezevant, a member, moved the following resolution | difficult of explanation. Shortly after (October 15, 1890) th 
Ol th day of January, 1531 actment of the act of June 27, 1890, the following order, kn 
| to tl nding committees, to be ap- | a8 No. 164, was issued by Commissioner Raum: 
; great - 2 aka eas oe i nto consider | ORDER NO. 164. 
itters res] ing in i pensionsas shall be referred to them | DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU - PENSION 
| Washington, D. C., Octobe 
“evar’ 0 fixing tes of pensions a et e a 27 HM) 
rhat resolution, then adopted, has continued in force from that Thateall cl to ts un ear the A r ‘ot Jane 27, 18 ih showing + n 
on t his. very nearly seventy years, and during all that time it | physical disabi ~¢ r disal . es of a a eee te me ot th 
: ‘ . : their own vicious h: d uch i ¢ ‘ 0 e per 
nt - duty of the ‘ omiunittes on Invalid Pensions to con- ot cneamekiel or, re deri: ing iieen anubietosarn o vunpert in sucha des 
wiat lo consider claims where an a} ypli cant for pe nsion. would be rated under former laws at or above $6 and less than $1” 
not able, through some Pp cculiar te serene ity in the law or some | rat — coef ale hee viliti fy ee ; en renee oo 
niar * . + marine nafataa . $ cihilitey i pensionabie disability which, if of service origin, would be rated at 
2 - scar d \fici = ot the medical ref ae , or the impossibi ), | $12 per month shall be rated at $12 per month # 
( ducing sufficient evidenc: to prove his case, was ee the GREEN B. RAUM, Co 
right to come to Congress as a court of last resort and ask our re- Approved. scl liar ated ae, , 
lief for their disability thus placed upon them in the Pension | CYRUS BUSSEY, Assistant 
Bureau: and as such a committ committee of last resort—the | This order created, as events and time proved, an ext 
Comn ittee on invalid Pensions has done their duty to this House, | liberal and generous construction of the act of June 27, 1s!) 
to their constituencies, to their country, and its Treasury. Were | is well to remember that at the date of issuance of Order N 
W report a bill favorably to this House at any one of the se | no person in or out of public life knew anything as to the p1 
pension sessions which we had not investigated and c ong «1 | increase of expenditures for pensions under the law of Jun 
thoroughly. and considered earnestly, and considered justly, we | 1890. So great, however, became the increase in the pension 
would n entitled to the fair consideration of this House or that on June 9, 1893, Order No. 225, which follows, was iss 
the tion, b ause we would not have been performing our duty ORDER NO. 285. 
either capably or honestly. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS 
| know, Mr. Chairman, that the members of this House find Washington, D. C., J 
almost impossible from the reading of the reports as they are | As to adjudicating and fixing rates of pensions under the act 
d x m the desk, to und rstand all the ree salient features | Er A claim for pension under the second section of the act of Jun 
of each one of these measures. I know, and I repeat, in our com- | can only be all owed upon proof of mental or ph ‘al disability of 
mittee no bill can possibly pass = ugh unless it has first passed rs not the result of the claimant's own vici as bel S, 
the eyes of the expert examiner from the Pension Bureau. and | t#tins r the performance of manual labor in sucha degree as tor 
nf4 : = 4 } ii 5; a4 aia him ur >to earn a support. a 
passing hi s eyes it then goes to the subcommittee, and the | “ss x, pec ific injury or disability can, as such, have a pensiona r 
subcommittee carefully considers the brief which the pension ex- under that act, nor be considered otherwise than as it affects the capacit 
pert has drawn, and then we decide in accor lance with the reso- | the claimant to perform ordinary manual labor. " 
lution which « no ed the Committee on Invalid Pensions as to | 8 Proo ches: the disability is not the result of Soe it” airy! wn ¥ 
ne “a | habits is re juisite; and therefore the causes and circumstan f 
whether the appl cant is entitled to relief or not. | of the disability should be shown by the evidence furnished in suppor 
In every case reports d to this House in the Fifty-fifth Congress iim for pension, so far as can be done,and by persons other than the c 
the committee unanimously reported, and the reports were ac- 8 To give the claimant a pensionable status under this act the disabili 
ce} ted and adopted by the House of Representatives without the | must be such as to incapacitate him for the performance of manual labor 
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na a ( { 
iS 
‘ I 
( 
t t ‘ = 
: Al nriations 
: +) 
order cor 1 in ft ( 1e Nres iv \\ ( 
lex i in fo I i a aac: oh 
H+ wast il, Order N . vas and is too ; 
racticallv leaves all ses co lered nd its } \ , te - 4 
idgment and almost absolute authority of the n ae 
eree It makes him almost in reality the absolute dictat sv 
Pension Bureau as far as tl t 1890 is concerned. M : . 
. . . ; - I ‘ \ 
(hairman, I do not desireto attack the med referee, but solely | *, Seas 
the great power given him, or, more properly speaking, his ce | * ; 
ler Order 225, 
; . ; ane Cone ' 
is this order alone that has created the ne tv for almost uf 
‘special bills introduced ( | yas it cor 
nues in force Congress will be tlooded wit special pension Dl ( 
It is un-American, because it st and unta » those of ; ' 
yple seeking relief at the Pension Bm it isa thorn in a 5 
le or every meniber Of Congress, tor it keeps us DUSY Calling up , 
ises that would otherwise have been speedily adjud the : 
Pension Bureau. Born ina Democratic, continued pu ea ao 
lican Administration, it has been tried and found w - 
should be m 1, ar le r repealed, and some order, a fair = 
equitable, ar 1 jus edium betw 1 it and No. 164, issued - ‘ 
i respectfully submit in emphasis to the above the following dé ae 
4 + W £ 
cision of Assistant Secretary Davis. of the Interior Department, ; = , ; 
in the case of Charles Norbury (Senate Document No, 1, Fifty eas es ; ; 
sixth Congress, first session, page 36): ais a Sac Abas cites el , , ; 
( r | ly lil s ‘ . 1 ‘ ; 
nr r i ‘ | l i l ’ wd , 1 “ = 
WW i t i \ ‘ r ¢ t t 
} Order N S] € . 1s \\ 
é vy cases resu r alow . 
. large measur val a 2 ; 
l it I il i i l ‘ 
tepel i} S$ nst! Ss ¢m i 
i Ww eob TV 1 I i iu ie! ; 
ing is left larg the t e med r su ; ’ 
I oF matt 2 hos t N« w I ant ] ‘ 
As already indicated ends u t s to t point, wl he : 
uw and tl ! lay, and \ I l 
its lid rl nl 1 t tl \ i ’ : ‘fe } f " 
\¥ Wet 1 ! TY — th) ‘ ” . = 
DY t , ir'y ? € it ne t ‘ | 
sa ] } f iW t i ) 1¢ ? f ulat \I . 
meut y warrant t ! I t Ss! 
give ! f ra 1, at least I i i PI i z 
‘ ty f v1 ‘ 3 show 
exist 
The repeal of order No, 225 needs no additional or stronger argu 
ment. Does that t any limitation n t ficer in regard I 
Mr. Chairman, another reason for increase of special pension 1 al? Allit requires is that tl larg be made ag t 
bills is that the laws as they now exist can be construed in any | man, that he shall be removed fo1 ., and that he sha LV 
manner desired, and I quote from Commissioner Evans's personal n opportunity to put in his ans r. But after he has ] 


tatement when being examined by Senator GALLINGER (Senate | answer, the head of the D tment may remove or not at 3 
Document No. 1, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, page 9): pleasure, It is required that th 1 haveany hearing. The 



















Cor SvANS. In my annual report for 1898 I sa MmMcer 1: ‘ l l he | ite and 
“Since the passage of the general law of . y 14, 1862, there |} ‘ I tion, 17 he wants t . l im. ©O é the reason tor that 
umerous laws amendatory, special and general, with the many rulings and | ryle is \ 1s 3 to 7 vel nv sure t I i f 
sions interpreting the laws, until the whole system is a1 t : . 
lerfn) twork o hherpin¢ ¢} and bn 4 1 } ty s r I I bie 1 t 
lerful network or labyrinth of laws and ypinions | ! ! i ; 
edent , be cited for any action of this B complaints and n I l t 
The importance ot the work is such and th ! the re lac i I t I ) l 
the Government so great, with a prospect of 1 g . o aia 
. + - . t i i 
t lam of the opinion that in « »s rer r f i t 
i . > ws Rs > \ Ty 
m practice in the future a cor nsl be ay ! ‘ \ R I i 8 
! iws, rules, and regulat rning a S 
hat was the statement on that subject in al rt ists. I >A\T A ; 
} \ y 
report of 1899 I add this \] <_MAN i ng I 
a mare F whengs . SQ N — 4 
ifis si ld be d esi uly to n t ( t s W VU ’ VT L [a t ) ) 
it laws and established practice there can in } 
rhe beneficiar are dissatisfied and there is 7 Mew é . ‘ 





Revision of all the pension laws has become essential, the sooner | we have put a farce on the r 
he better. Revision unquestionab] hall 
vpensive task: but is it not better 


aaa . ) 
entury wit! 





a feeling of general satisfaction in t justice and | shall have opportunity t sprov 1e 1 10V 


1 
rness of the pension laws and their administration instead of | whether those charges are t1 f 


eling of general dissatisfaction: Mr. GILLETT Mas | 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, am I recog: Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 
Aa 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized in op-| charges? Whyd 
position to the amendment. is no trial al t it. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the question | with some delinqu 

civil service was so thoroughly thrashed out in the last Con rge is not true, that ( 
ress, one yearago, that I did not suppose it was necessary to touch | prove it; but th noto 
n it in this Congress, but the words which have been spoken | the power of remoy 
y the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in regard to the | the way of prov his inn l m 
hew information given here yesterday requires a moment’s an- | out regardless of whet! t I 
swer. The gentleman from Ohiostated that, asreported fromthe! Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, n id 
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Mr. FITZGERALD of Massac 
mony than 
Mr. 





‘husetts. I want straighter test 
the best which the gentleman seems to be ableto giy 
GROSVENOR. I read the statement of the gentle 


gentlem 


from Indiana |Mr. HEMENWAy]. 
Mr. HEMENWAY Will the gentleman allow me aw 
We had before us Capt. C. H. Davis, of the Naval Obseryat 
| who called attention to the fact that he had recently sent to ¢ 


| tend that the local 
| tent to 


Civil Service Commission for an engineer, and ~ y sent hi 





Methodist parscn and a negro at that. [Laughte 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Exac A happy iliustr: ition of 
whole thing, and I thank the gentleman for the information. 


{ Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York ' 
Driaas] is recognized in opposition tothe pro forma amen “mt 
Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, another reason for the i 

of special pension | ills is the ever-increasing misunder: 
be twe en the medical referee and the local boards of medi 
im I 
ty wou ld like toadd right here that in the report 
LIN 


sions 


of Sena 

ER in response to a question asked the Commissioner o! 
by the Senator, twice repeated, so that there could be 1 
understanding. as to the desirability of omitting from future 


priation bills the provision that the ratings made by the 

board shall be considered by the Bureau in reaching conclu 
he replied that he was emphatically in favor of omitting 
ratings. Mr. Chairman, the e medical boards come from 


our districts. Many of them are made up of the best phy 


that can be found in our localities. 

Mr. SIMS. You mean the local boards? 

Mr. DRIGGS. I mean the local boards, for I judge Co1 
sioner Evans so meant. I say the local boards have the ver 
physicians throughout the district. The soldier appears 
them, and yet the medical referee in this year’s report of th: 


missioner of Pensions, says that there are but very few of 1 
boards who are able to draw an adequate pen picture as 
disabilities of the soldiers who have appeared before them. | 
medical boards are far more able and c 
judge of the disabilities of the soldiers and sailors, « 
entitled to a pension, than some man in the Pension Burea 
as a sort of referee on that case. They are the most ] 
kind of referees I ever saw or heard of. They know 


acts 
acts 


no 


| whatever about the applicant except from the evidence wh 


agree to ia ts 
t 
iR OR i ruct of the law is that if 
{ tt 1 not removed. That con- 
n if ! { it of the Government. 
Ll {M ich ] f tleman give that 
2() \ ()P Lad 7 ( S 
i ht to I f 1 ment, to m 
il with; and if I prove my I ruil t 
ted. 
i what 1 day 
‘d by Me s | 
| 
: ; aie 
: , vn. Will of 
i ‘ 1 vo Ww i 
i Mi I ( zres l 
t i} K 1 ma I | 
| 
| ‘ { man from Ind .{Mr. HEMENWAY] 
iret en t s 
t i t yt se wl i 
1 } I) nte itt 
i t t ul saver 
i t i 
ore eff < 
Lt ! that every chief of division in this great 
‘ kno bo { v ma I think, whenever the gentle- 
I m M: ich tts wants to get the information—that that 
ly of rks who did the great business of this Govern 
rie who h: ink tea sreat servict of the Government during 
th raordinary deman 1ds Spanish and the Philippine war; 
t he service of that force hs is been more efficient than any- 
1 robtained under ci rvice procedure in this country. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusett Do Il understand that 
th tement net made by the gentleman from Ohio is signed by 
©) id of a Department i 
GROSVENOR, Isay tha l erified by every bu- | 
r¢ Cth | 
| RIT AGE R AL : of Massach t The statement just 
read—} whi 17 tatement mad | 
Mr. ¢ LOSVE NC R By the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
i ENWAY in charge of this bill | 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Ma chusett Then itis not the state- | 
ment of any chief of a bureau. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Isa would be confirmed by every | 


1 that it 
bureau chief in the city who had these men 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts 
GROSVENOR. I kn 
with those gentlemen. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 


in his division. 
How do you know that? 
yw it from constant, everyday con- 


Does not the gentleman 


ky rat the efficiency of the Railway Mail Service has increased 
tremendously within the last ten years since that service was pro- 
tected by civil-servi ip senatational 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That service is better 
now than it ever was 

Mr. GROSVEN¢ R. It is better now than it ever was; and | 
have [ not always voted to ) retain this system in that branch of 
tl rvice? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Ido not know anything 
about that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you are talking about something 
else not now under discussion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman par- 


a mea moment? 

: r. a SVEN MR. The gentleman is occupying my time. 
PIT ZGERALD of Mz Assi ichu 3ut the gentleman was 
x that the service of clerks appointed without reference to 
v iI. service requirements was better than the service of clerks 
nted under civil-service regulations. Ido not agree with 


t< 
setts, 


aa a 
— 


he gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam stating what the record shows; and 
the testimony of every bureau chief in this city will back me up. 

Mr [TZGERALD of Massachusetts. That testimony is not 
here 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This testimony is here, coming from a 
member of this House who has this bill in charge and who says 
it is the test mony ¢ f th: 1 who know. 


Mr. FITZG BRAL D of Ma iss cohiennainn, 
committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
timony than this? 


Was it given beforeany 


Does the gentleman know any better tes- 


put before them, never having 
the physicians who personally 
are t ar n lore capable of judging the disabilities thana ply: 
not having had an actual eye study of the case. 

I contend that the local boards are as careful in their exan 
tions as are the examiners in the division of the medical ret 
Why, sir, in hundreds of cases considered by our committe 
ing the past three years we have found local board upon 
board agreeing upon various disabilities and their reports a 
wards rejected by the division of the medical referee. 1n nin 
out of ten we would overrule the referee and allow the « 
accepting the testimony of the local board as conclusive 
questions raised. 

Ido not believe such language as the following, taken 
page 94 of the Report of the Commissioner of Pensions for 1* 
justifiable, viz: 


seen the soldier at all, and su 
‘xamined the applicant for pe 


It is the experience of the medical examiners and reviewers of the 
taat too many boards have very little appreciation of their duti I 
little regard for the interest of either the claimant or the Gusamum en 
too much aquestion witL them of the number of examinations they mak 
the amount of fees that may be coming to them at theend of a quarter 
whole system of employment of the members of the boards of exa1 
surgeons is faulty in this, that it fails to guarantee the best talent for 
places. And so long as influence shall alone determine who shall | 
pointed, the Bureau will fail to secure the best results. 


This is part of report of medical referee. 

I do not believe local boards are infallible, but I do believe t 
errors are no more numerous than those of the division of 
medical referee. I desire to cite one case,and others cou 
shown had I the time. The case referred to is from Senate D 
ment No. 1, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, page 37, to wit, 
witness before the committee a Mr. Patrick: 





it the second case was that of Born, to which Ihave referred. T! 
ice i examination in that case showed that this applicant was disabled t 
extent of 50 per cent inthe use of his right shoulder from crepitus, a1 
disability was rated by the examiner at nine- sighteenths. He was a 
ported as suffering from hemorrhoids and similar troubles, fo wr whi 
medical board had rated him at six-eighteenths disability. For 


| infirmities that I do not recall he was ee as having been disable: ito 


te! six-thirtieths. This claim had } ee 
professional view that it should have beer 
properly combined. 

At our request the medical referee was sent for, and he came in ar 
discussed at considerable length tl 1¢ first disability which he thought did 
establish a pensionable status. But when we passed to the second he v‘ 
promptly stated that when combining the effects uf the first and second 
abilities, and taking into consideration perhapsalso the third, the applicat 
ought to have been allowed. He also stated that two months prior to 
time he had placed a competent and careful member of his staff in charge 


at of 


n rejected, ae ee to 
1 allowed had the disabilities 


+) 
t 


yf 
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to OK thema rt 1 1 uy i 
1 I becau s s S1X1 
i alt W + 
‘ ‘ s i 
T nli 
h ¢ + rv that ; . 
I re quote each of tk pass t I 
g 1 lari: , tact nn? 
e best medical tal- | as t I I 
r the pen pictures | pensions ) t Lust 
r ns are those made | total nm f per 
local boards and not by the Pension Bureau. And so long | centage would \ 
fluence shall alone determine who shall be appointed in the | iture in m 
n of medical referee in Washington in the Pension Bureau | table (j R 
reau will fail to secure the best results 
SIMS. I understand the gentleman to say that the best | 
il talent is found on the local boards, 
Ir. DRIGGS. Yes, I do say so. 
SIMS. Now, in your city of New York can the best medi- 
talent be obtained to work for $10 a day 
Mr. DRIGGS. By no means, 
Mr. SIMS. That is all they can get on a local board 
DRIGGS. Iam aware of that. : 
Mr. SIMS. But they can not get m than § i. day, because 
ey examine more than five cases they do not get paid for it 4 
Mr. DRIGGS. Thatisthe case. But they have their own pri- 
te practice; they are largely not political appointees: they are 
good physicians and surgeons; certainly 90 per cent of them 
I believe that a very d led r m or even a revolution of , 
method é ition now in vog n the sions of mes 
x I l rel ind local ia "i 
tive of very benel esuits to the pensionel the « ntry S 
d the Treasu e United + 
From all tl bove argument tal ( t lv I} end 
d to show ho hy a comm rf Ce ( pass upo! 
pension claim fairly estly, and w y as 1 i ex 
ts of the Per ! 
Th pension qu : 
Yenublic. Manv del A 
and thousands 
Globe, and R RD 1 S09 
in 1820 the agitation 
s “alarm act,” whic 
I 1 schedu ] 
ing excepted 
In 1830-1835 more discu 
ntinued to the present 
nsions? 
It is impossible for me to deal with more than our four great 
ws While considering amount of p is paid, ; 
I \ ) \ Y WA 
[S04 
In all 278,000 soldiers served during the struggle for freedom. | 1*” 
Of this number 37,918 received pensions amounting to $19,000,000, |} 
nd to this day we see from the following table that some of their | |. 
scendants areonthelist. (Pension Commissioner's Report 1899, | 1599 
] ize 61.) 
of surviving widows and daughters of Revolutionary soldiers on t) 


- 
3 
‘A 
“4 
I 
r 


sion rolls June 380, 1 , with their ages and places of residence | 
j 
| 


| Massachusetts} Boston, Mass. 





Y 
I 
n 
ber of pensioners on therollto 
C 
n, Esther S ..| 8 | Damon, Noah Massachusetts f 
‘ 














t > $6 1 llowed 
| | ss : . soul i W a 
+ | i ‘ { | ‘ ; , 
i wt. farahO “a ie | ILO J irom 1,6 we ind 
| pong “bec | passed over the dark 1 
M Virginia | The following tal OV 
S i Ur i >tates ing June 50, isv9 
l ’ rg L i 
| | N 
5 Mary .......} 83 | Snead, Bowdoin do... Oriciz 1 
I n, Rhoda | 78 | Thompson, Thad.; New York >. , 
> 4 ! ¥ SS a 
aes j . , ' Inerea 
Augusta* | Way, Isaac ....../ Connecticut 
j 
Origir 
*Daughter; pensioned by special act Increase widows 
m Cronk, who served with the troops from New York, is the only sur 
pensioned soldier of the war of 1812. He is “9 years of age, and resides i 
rthwestern New York | ‘ 
Vaniel F, Bakeman, the last survivor the wat e I Or 
in Schoharie County, N. Y., September 28, 1759; died in Catta- | Add nal 
Taugus County, N. Y., April 5, 1869, aged 109 years 6 months 8 day } Increa ‘ 





To the widows of the Revolution were paid about $20,000,000, 
making a total of $69,000,000, 


ym the rollin 1850). Collectiy 
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The pension roll has increased during the past seven years m 
largely from the fact that the soldiers of the 1861-1865 strage 
through advancing age, are less able to earn their daily s 
nance by manual labor. In their days of strong young and 
dle manhood, when each succeeding day dawned upon conti 
ambition for old-age competency, their thoughts dwelt not 
pensions, but upon work. Old age has now overtaken ma 
them; thestruggled for competency has not been poured int 
coffers by Dame Fortune, and at last their thoughts hav: 
to Uncle Sam to make their declining years easier and 
happier. 

Pensions are not a question of dollars alone, To carry 
letter and spirit of the pension laws should be one of the 
in their administration. Fairness, based on justice, ought t 
ate the Interior Department in their execution. No worthy 
should be passed over as unworthy; neither under any ci: 
stances should an unworthy applicant be given consid 
There should be no petty quibbling and hairsplitting over 1 
details of no material importance, causing delay, annoyan 


bitterness. 
If the case is just, grant it; if unjust, rejectit. Throug 
of years, the death of comrades, or a weakened mental or » 


condition the applicant for pension frequently finds it imp 
to furnish all the proof required by the Department and hi 
Construe the laws fairly for the benefit of 1 


| dier and the United States alike and no one complains: c 
| them differently and press, people, and soldier shout alou 


denunciation of the pension laws. 


[Loud applause. | 
The CHAIRMAN, 


If there be no objection, the formal a1 


| ment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will r 


f ~— 7s ‘ TAND THC 7 
\ 
- 14,906 
eat ; 14 
416 
en 17,335 
emai 477, 239 
m l l t nun Fs s decreases have enone’ 
{ ( n by the following table 
\ i auihieehenaiiaedeadecs, RE 
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‘ 
- 10, 244 
» aoe 
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oe ee 066 
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While the decrease is only 2,195, it is nevertheless a decrease, 
and [ believe we have, notwithstanding our Spanish and Philippine | 
war claims, passed hight-water mark and are now on the ebb tide. 
i believe, too, from figures and from the average life of man, that | 
in 1915 the pension roll,as it now is formed and exists, will amount 
to less than $80,000,000 per annum. 


Many people think the nation’s pension rollis heavy with fraud. 


Strange, indeed, would it be were there not-some fraud; but, all 
in all, 1 believe that that roll is honest and almost without re- 
proach, Take, if you please, and consider this report of criminal 


cases in the various Departments of the Government 
have not noticed the 1: ist annual re port of the Attorney-General. 
If not. get one, and look at the subhead * Criminal prosecutions,” 
which shows convictions, acquittals, etc., on account of violation 
of different laws, as follows: 


possibly you 





Convict Acquit- ‘Nol pros., 

tions | tals. ete. 
Internal-resenue lay 4,021 825 | 1, 698 
P fice ws o 770 92 344 
( SC rae ae nn | 136 21 59 
law 7 | 109 17 8&8 


4,889 were for 
laws, 112 cus- 


Of the prosecutions still pending July 1, 1899, 
lation of internal-revenue laws, 755 post-office 

ious laws, and 196 pension laws. 

it occurs to me that there is food for thought in the foregoing, 
in view of the fact that in the papers in Washington, surely, and, 
so far as I have observed, in the metropolitan press everywhere, 
there has been but little notice of the frauds, indictments, and 
prosecutions _ rally going on throughout the country except 
those relating to pensions. These have been regularly ground 
out fro m day to day and week to week, as you have doubtless all 
noticed 

I freely confess that before my election as Representative to 
Congress I believed in the ‘‘pension-fraud” ery. Since my ad- 
mitt » this House my views have entirely changed, for such 
reports as those of the Attorney-General are bound to appeal to 
any fair-minded person. I believe the pension roll is in many, 
many ways a roll of honor, and one to be respected and not uni- 
versally condemned. The cases of suffering relieved are many; 
the cases of fraud few. 

son Chairman, in cone I realize thi . pension payments 
have been almost inconceivab ly stupendous, but the service per- 
form ‘d has been equally great. Had it not been for the soidiers 
of the Revolution, we would have hi ui os no Republic; had it not been 
for the soldiers and sailors of 181 e would not be to-day free 


mce t 


lusion 


upon the highseas; had it not been for the soldiers of the Mexican 
war, we woul d not have remained the great North American 
power; had it not been for the boys in blue of 1861-1865, we would 
have been a disunited Union, while the soldiers and sailors of 1898 


tablished us firmly as a soe power, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
SENATE. 
For compensation of Senators, $450,000. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, | 


| to strike out the last word. 


fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts | \ 
FITZGERALD] is recognized for five minutes on the pr 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I wish to say aw 
garding the statement which was made here a moment ago, 
ing from the gentleman in charge of the bill before the I! 
[Mr. HeEMENWAY], regarding the certification of persons f 


| ferent positions in the United States Government. 


1 have never heard of any such experience as the gent! 
has related, and I do not think any such thing has occurr: 
our section of the country. He stated that a head of Depart 
asked for an engineer, and a Methodist minister—and a n: 
that—was certified. I can not understand how any gentle) 
who may be a Methodist preacher could pass an examinat 
an engineer if the examination for engineer in the particular s 
tion of country that this gentleman came from is of the sam 
as is required in the New England States. Iama firm belie 
the civil-service law as far as this law applies to positions a 
the grade of mechanics and laborers. 

As I stated a few moments ago, Mr. Chairman, in answer t 
statements made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRrosvr\ 
I have seen it repeatedly : stated in the public press and in t! 
ports of the Post-Office Department that the efficiency of th: 
way Mail Service has increased greatly since this Rare 
came under the civil-service law; a very small fraction of 
cent of mistakes are made by the clerks employed in that ser 
compared to the large percentage of mistakes that wei 
before the operation of a civil-service law. I wish at this til 
indicate to the members of this House how the civil-service | 
carried on for positions in the United States Government d+} 
ments in the city of Boston. 

In the post-office department there every man who tak« 
examination for a position in the post-office, whether it is for tho 
position of letter carrier or clerk or for any other position, is 41' 
his appointment in the order of the percentage that he rec« 

Beginning with the administration of General Corse, und 
Cleveland when he served his first term, the man who pass 
best examination for letter carrier and clerk was appointed. 

There is a list exposed in the post-office, and if five men. f 
stance, have been appointed within the last few months, it 
be found that the names of those five men are the names of 
who are first on the list. It is the same way in the matter o! 
appointment of clerks. The same practice was followed ! 
gentleman who succeeded General Corse, Hon, Thomas M. 
who is now the mayor of Boston. 

His course was followed by the Democratic postmaster who 
ceeded him, and he in turn by the Republican postmaster, so 
in the appointments in the Boston post-office service—and I thit 
the same thing obtains in the Boston custom-house—the poor ! 
has as much chance as the boy with political influence, if he shows 
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his examination his capacity and his ability to meet the 1 
ents of the position. 1) 
nk this condition of affairs ref! } t f t Mr. G 
€ our section of the count: $ er aod ; 
stmasters in t ng this Mr WW 
ple of Bost n demanded t t l-servi LW muld | + . 
rced in letter as well as in spi 
Chairman, I say that I be ein that practi In thes = 
when trusts are getting control of private businesses and i Committ n \\ 
is of men are thrown out of employment, itis a gratifying, ratiol Executive u ) 
- : } = ; \ at 
say. a Wise arrangement, and a necessary and proper precau ~ 
that the Government takes in giving out and apportioning | ™ ert 
ices Within its gift to exact a civil-service examination for | P#eyees W 
os Lt vi 


roper to exact an educational test and then 
n the order of their merit and fitness for the position as 


: » MIPRG a? Tratios : 
in their examination. Mr. MIERS of |] liana. Mr. S 


S ’ : : . : : . . racaintion that ed ¢ } 

is way the boy and girl who, through the advantage they | ' ition That W ba > 

in the great public-school systems of our country, becon port in the matt t tested Pea 

arly a : : “yn . re : ae v* ed rovefor< ; y + , , rit + , ry 
cient in education and learning and fit themselves for posi- | (T@Wtord, giving th AOFIUY ' a 
of trust and responsibility in the Government service are Wc to file their views 
led to secure positions on fitness and merit rather than | @2C as Mey | 
igh favoritism or political consideration, The SPEAKER, 1 


Che Clerk read as follows: wing privileged report, pursuant the ise, V 


; The SPEAKER. The. 








Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, | offer the following amend- printed and referred to the House Cal ! 
ment. Mr. HEMENWAY, Mr. Speaker, 1 1 t 
Che Clerk read as follows: | now adjourn 
On page 10, line 20, after the word ‘'the,” insert the word “ present.”’ | The motion was agi it ind accord yO ] 
7 | the Hous ljourned 
The amendment was agreed to, j 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Under Architect of the Capitol: For chief engineer, $1,700; 2 assistant e1 EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ET‘ 
Lt $1200 enc "¥ nducte rs of ¢ vator ut S1.100 « } a at - a 
aaa ‘ Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, t ! 
) firemen $900 each; electrician, $ r, $1,000: labore nications were taken from - ¢ 
ry Hall a watch statuary there 4 ull, $16.68 low 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | . A letter from the Secretary of War, tr 
io return to page 12 and offer the following amendment. the Paymaster-General and draft of a ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- | Paymas 
mous consent to return to page 12, Is there objection? [After a | tO be prin 7 
.| The Chair hears none. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury) ns} 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I offer the following amendment. | of proposed legislation rel 
The Clerk read as follows: | dying abroad—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or 


1s¢ 


1 
ms — . : to be printed, 
page i-, atter the i i n line 6, insert Document and } 

er 1 t | ruarv 2. 1000. SL. ind r 


ne ae ee a |} REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk read as follows: 





rks and 1 g For k to the Commit : ‘ ; minitt 
1 Mear 3K r aan G1 ony ng t S ré 1 ) 
ba tha’ App C2): as snd | the ¢ 4 1 refer t ( t I, 
> 0H la stant <« y . to ( as f Ows 
‘ ou ts Agr 1 u J . i" i L r pis + of Mr SHELDEN. f1 yy + ( ; h 
Affairs, Invalid Pen Judiciary, M und 1 | was referred the | : a 
ry Aff Naval Affairs, Post-Oftice and P »B 8 of the act of Congress ¢ 
l Lane I rs and Harbor ir L nd clerk t Simi | tel tail l 
Cl \ mith and Wes | ( L 
» bp «+ ilms u r res tlor f March 7, 188 at s2.000 ea sattemaea dine al +1 ( ioe . . . ‘ 
ra stant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,201 all, $55,920 ralwas Hrousn the a mS ” ; n 
, PAIENW AW + ae lerritory, and for other pury reported ul 
lr. HEMENWAY, I offer the following amendment, Mr. | amendment. accompanied report (No. 337); 7 
Lhairman. son and report were referred to the House Calendar 
» Clerk read as follows: | Mr. FLYNN. from the Com 7 
t the end , insert “‘pensions;” and ne 24 str was referred the bill of the H I.R ) 
three “ and insert | mitting to the Court of Claims for d n ther t 
amendment was agreed to. | Delaware Indians in the Cherokee N t M ( 
Clerk read as follows: taws in the Choctaw Nation, the \ ( 
: clerks to committees at 36 « h ner dav dnrine the scion. 213.088 | ‘ hickasaw Nation, and inte1 rl tj 1 t ; ; 
+ Ree Sat S! ak erat a Se ak as. ce ae iy | Chickasaw, and Cherokee nat s, and for r pur} 
Mr, HEMENWAY, Mr. Chairman, I offer thefollowingamend- | the same with amendment, a mpanied report (XN 
ment ee - { which said bill and report were 1 ed tot H ( 
Clerk read as follows: Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. f1 ad mittee on Ir 
ze 13, line 25, strike out “eighteen ” and insert in lieu thereof “seven- | fairs, to which was referred Hi ind 
lon page 14, in line 1, strike out * $13,068" and insert * $13,342 in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8590 


amendment was agreed to, ment with the Comanche, Kiowa, and A 
Clerk read as follows in Oklahoma Territory, and to open t 
ment, accompanied by a report (N 


eis ; cane . port were referred to the Commit \\ 
HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- | state of the Uni 


nra 


partitions, screens, and shelving, 330,000, 


I on. 
t se. Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committ nW ind M 
motion was agreed to. which was referred Hous I 
committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having re H. R. 8620) amendatory 
d the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of | Statutes of the United St 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that | fermented liquor } 


mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8347 and said bill and report were referred to t ( umitte f t 
Hou 


i come to no resolution thereon, on the state of the I 
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REPORTS EF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Rule XIII, Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the 

( 1 Pensior » which was referred the bill of | 

i nting an increase of pension to Fred- | 

Clay Center, Kans., late of Company A, First | 

reported the me with ‘amendin nt, accom, 

NO. i | ind report were re- 

» the Private Calendar 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS. AND MEMORIALS 

INTRODUCED. 

Und LAllise f Rule X It, bi . resolution 8, and me morials 

f the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
f 

by Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8585) to amend chapter 313 of | 
the United States Statutes at Large, entitled ‘‘An act to prevent | 
forest fires on the public domain”—to the Committee on the Pub- | 
lic Lands, 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8586) for the erection of a |} 
pu uildir t Lawrenceburg, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Bui eee ee 

By L ATI MER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8587) to abolish 
t] ice of regi of wills, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
niittee « . District of Columbia. 

B “AL LL.EN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 8588) for the extension 
of | nth street NE. (West Railroad avenue, Brookland, D. C.)— 
to the Committee on the District of ¢ arn 

13 INES of W: oe on: A bill | R, 8589) giving the 
r tary of the Interior di etionary power to extend the time 
for making final proof in donee’ land entries—to the Committee 

t Public Lands. 

bv Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: A bill (H. R. 8590) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Okla- 
homa Territory, and to open their reservation for settlement—to 
the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. " ILLIVER, from the Committee on Ways and Means: 
A bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the | 
Revised St ss tes of the - a i States, relative to internal-revenue 
tax on fermented liquors—to the Union Cale wi ir. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: - A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 175) provid- 
ing for the authorization of the Secretary of War to purchase 
lands necessary for and to proceed with the works recommended 
by the California Débris Commission—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States relating to direct taxes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A concurrent resolution (H. 
C, es, 18) providing for a preliminary survey for a canal from 
Puget Sound to Grays Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

iy Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A resolution (H. Res. 149) 
( ng on the Secretary of State fo r certain information—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Ir. RICHARDSON: A resolution (H. Res. 150) relating to 
unts in the War Department—to the Committee on Rules. 

\lso, aresolution (H, Res. 151) relating to accounts in the Treas- 
ury Department—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LESTER: A resolution (H. Res. 153) for examination 
of Savannah Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follow : 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8591) for the relief of the 
estate “R: — el Segura, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. B E R RY: A bill (H. R. 8592) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth J. Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8593) for the relief of the heirs 
of C, C. Spaulding, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8594) granting a pension to Ma- 
tilda Rapp—to the C : mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8595) for the relief of the legal 
owners of the C tomb: a Bridge, at Columbia, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr, BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 8596) to appropriate $10,000 


l beautify 


to inclose an 


the Moores Creek 


the 


gro ands end repair the monument on | 
battlefic 


, ld, North Carolina—to the Committee | 
on the Library. 
_By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H, R. 8597) for the 
rick G. Meath—to the Committee on Claims. 


relief of Pat- | 





REC COR D—HOUI 


By Mr. 


SE. 


—_ - ~ 
FEBRUARY 15. 
CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8598) for the relief of 
genia M. Allen, née Rossman—to the Ea on War C| 

By Mr. CO¢ er of Wisconsin: A bill (H. SOOO) grant 
pension to Ellen J. Williams—to the Comm isos on Invalid 





sions. 
By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8600) granting a pens 
Edward S. Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 
By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8601) for the relief 


trustees of the Methodist Protestant Church of Middlewa 
ferson County, W. Va.—to the reer on War Claims 
By Mr. ELLIOTT (by request) bill (H.R. 8602) for th 
of Theophilus Fisk Milis—to the ( counadiaes on the Library vy. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 
authorizing the Secretary of War to place upon the retired | 


the Army Sergt. Patrick 5S. Cleary—to the Committee on M 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLEMING: A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief 
Frasuer, of Wilkinson County, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 8605) granting a pensio 
seph Champlin Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8606) for 1 
f the estate of Jesse Mabry, deceased, late of Rankin | 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8607) granting an 
of pension to Chancy J. Poore—to the Committee on Inval 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. for the relief of David A. ¢ 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8609) granting bounty to William H, 
well—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8610) gran 
pension of $50 per month to Abner 8S. Crawford—to the ( 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of J 
Gillon—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of } 
Bell, of Emanuel County, Ga.—to the Committee on War | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) for the relief of the Chatham Ar: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8614) to muster Fran 
Ayres—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) granting a pension to Ettie E. | 
as Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 8616) to place on the ; 
roll the name of Mrs. L. L. Johnson—to the Committe: 


S608 


} 510nS. 


By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a | 
to James W. Wick—to the Committee on Inv oor a ns, 
By Mr. TERRY (by request ): A bill (H. R. 
pension to Clarence E. Haney—to the Comealite: on Invali 


18) grat 


sions. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8619) granting a per 
James B. Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8621) granting an inc 
pension to Beckwith A. McNemar—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEREA (by request): A bill (H. R. 8622) for 1 
ment to Bart. A. Nymeyer of the balance due him for s 
public ee the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8623) gra 
pension to Florence Tate—to the Committee on Inv: ali aj 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8624) for the relief « 
Gammon—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Letter of the secretary of the New Yor 
of Trade and Transportation, in relation to the consular s 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of George D. Case and 
druggists, of Milledgeville, Ga., for the repeal of the stam] 
medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Building Trades Cou 
America, against the passage of the bill prohibiting ticket 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme! 

By Mr. BELL: Resolution of the National Live Stock A 
ation, held at Fort Worth, Tex., in favor of the passage of ! 
bill No. 3988, to reorganize the Weather Bureau—to the C 
tee on Agric ulture, 

Also, Boulder Branch, No. 642, Letter Carriers’ National A 
ation, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4911, to increa 
pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- fi 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of J. B. Mercer, D. L. Gove, 
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izens of Brunswick and New Hanover counties, N. C.. By Mr. UNDERHILL: Pet ] ; F.H 
ing the Chamber of Commerce and Produce Exchange of | citizens of New York, to autho t - 
f 


2 
ington, N. C., for an appropriation for the improvement of | t t with Charles St 


yoods Folly River, North Carolina, c.—-t 
m No. 12—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors By Mr. YOUNG 
Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of R. P. Kelley, of Eureka. | Engineering Com 
: 


Oo accompany int res Kills Canal, et t Com 





asking that the Government continue the manufa ind I 
ution of blackleg vaccine—to the Committ nAg re. | ¢ Littee on Pater 
Ir. BURKE OL pout! a l Nel strance ] n P, \ net ion — : J 


i 
j and othe r cltizens of Flar irean. Ss Dak ‘ ainet tt] roaneadal t+ 
t an 1LIzen imnareau . ank., a@afalns ti repeai Ot 
I I 


ai iaeeti Baan s 
re . } i Lup t . } 
s-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos tot Committee on W [ 
3, Also. peti ( a i" ( 
Ir. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany House bill relating | enue tax on warehouse 1 
claim of Eugenia M. Allen—to the Committee on War | Me 
\ f t I ( 


— 
a 

oa 

o- 
t 

- 


ng a pension to Harry E 
i Pensions. \ . resoluti t Fire? , 
Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolution of McPherson Post, No. 33, | Pennsylvania ng the pas 

artment of lowa, Grand Army of the Rey ny the regulat 
a service-pension bill—to the ¢ mitt n Invalid Pen- | Stat to the Committee on Int Fo. 1 ( 





Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 1782, | 


e relief of D. B. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen SENATI 
), affidavits of Dr. J. W. Ramsey and others, to accompany FRIDAY, ff 
e bill to increase the pension of Beckwith A. McNemar—to} _. . 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. r’ e secretary pr t , 
Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Racine (Wis.) Trades and Labor | C€¢@/ngs, Wen, on m : 
Council, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 5067, nsent. the further reading W 
ncerning the boarding of vessels—to the Committee on the Mer- Phe PRESIDENT pro tem : 
int Marine and Fisheri | tion, will stand appro 
By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of John P. Tenold and other citi- PI ; 
ns of Flandreau, 8S. Dak., protesting against the passage of the ad msc 
rcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-| The PRESIDENT em 
ads. nication from the § 
By Mr. KNOX: Paper to accompany House bill relating to the | # Teso:ution of the 1iti : t I 
iim of Joseph S. Gillow—to the Committee on War Claims. from customs, postal s 
By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of General Hancock Post, No, 22, | Sources trom the date of 1 
partment of lowa, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the | forees of the Government ’ 1 ¢ 
passage of House bill No. 2583, giving veterans preference in em- | ¢t¢.; Which, with the accompany 
ployment—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. Committee on helations with Cuva 
By Mr. LATIMER: Resolution of the Young Men's Business \DJOURNM 
League of Charleston, 8. C., in favor of an amendment to the in- | a 
state-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | Mr. HALE, [1 , _ 
n Commerce. vo meet on Rlonday 7 
sy Mr. MEEKISON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7704, | , Mt. NELSON. [hope that motion will not ; 
pan) a a cee: aia aad ‘ 


iting a pension to Maggie M. Myers—to the Committee on In ar ay Ser sn that we ougat t 


id Pensions. : 





By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Farmers’ Institute of Ne ‘ { 
ska, protesting against any change in the present tariff law | GUCSUon Is on The mot , 
with regard to products of Puerto Rico and o icalislands— | 4+"© mouwon was ag 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill No. A message from the Hou a ate al a 
. for the relief of Josiah Standiey—to the Committee on In- | prow : Chief Cler : al +] aces fie 
Pensions. a a 1 bill (H.R 06) to aut | 1 Rails ( ' 
so, paper to accompany House bill No. 7170, granting a pen- ciiaieanks inal saber eat hoe hala 7 : 
to Samuel Setzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | te whites th eeamentad 4] a on Gia ne 
Mr. NEVILLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4827, | ‘7 W102 ** Feadtested the con — 
ng a pension to Emily M. Gillespie—to the Committee on 
d Pensions. | om es eA ‘ . a 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill No. a ae a ws 7 aka ‘ ; ‘ se cigialegt See 
n the matter of granting a pension to John Conter, of Tiffin, ae iis Pr A aa Bea oe 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Se 5335 eEx ER RoR 
| “A bill (H.R. 
\ | 


m1 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the United Brother- 

f Carpenters and Joiners of Elwood, Ind.,in relation to the | gon ten nt ies 
imation and settlement of public land—to the Committee on | ~~ Se cee ’ : \ 
‘ublic Lands. : es ; ee co tine ‘ ; 

Mr. SHOWALTER: Papers to accompany House bill No. ; 
granting a pension to James W. Wick—to the Committee on 

d Pensions. Mr. LODGE. Mr. Pr 
Mr. SPALDING: Petition of the Congregational Church of | W« ay next, immediat 
ca, N. Dak., for the passage of a bill limiting absoht livol hall ask lea : 

District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of | the various billsand1 lutions 1 

bia 








, petition of Hans L. Ugland and 184 other citizens of the 
£ North Dakota, in favor of the Pettigrew amendment to FOSTER } | 
mestead law—to the Committee on the Pul Land ( ( 
Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the State prison directors of | ena 
{ cticut, against the bills restricting or forbidding the inte1 \ I i 
ranspt m of prison-made products—to t Committee | the | 
. re 5 res l 


. TERRY: Papers to accompany House bill granting a | and Miss M. E. Pike, secretar 
m to James B. Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | As iation of Washingto1 


teentl .endment to t ] 
Iso, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to | « 1 Unit t ( 
nce E, Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensior }2 nstrating ag 








0 ution to be framed for the govern- | 
( ti Hawaii, and the Philippines; which 
t mittee on Woman Suffrage. 


ARL yp nted the petition of Henry Halverson and 


1) Wis., praying for the establish- 
! eterina s:; Which was referred to the Com- 

( \ r \ ull 
(URSTO resented a petition sundry citizens of Ne- 
t establishment of an Army veterinary 
W was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
McBRIDE. i present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
Seattle, Or praying for the enactment of legislation 
pensions t eterans of certain Indian wars. I ask that 
n be print in the k kb and referred to the Com- 


, the petition was referred to the Com- 


and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 














nts to | 
\ l hi riy 
r} I They | 
tT ness 
ut L ul = 
\\ e- | 
igreatand | 
A ind p 
| sson of pa in 
not be too grateful nor say nor do too much in return 
l I experi l Tr »Tr 
‘ clashed he 
+} ria’ h 
{ 
ily A | 
a 
. x eel 
Vhat their eff 1 | 
Y 
, 
( rel \ € \ 
lf v ‘ paid Ca rnians similarly « 
rt r tr is truly as | 
\ \ W I The few w 
\ iw i 60 to 00 year f st of them 
: pon tl y of the 1 deserving 
} ¢ vet st } ra dau te 
the passag Sena 10, to gr 
Indian wars from 181i t 
vas pre i t he chamber of commerce at 
| 10), la ed by vote of all 1 rs 
THOS. W. PROSCH, Secret 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Live Stock Ex- 
praving for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
tate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee | 
terstate Commerc 
so presented a memorial of the National Live Stock Ex- 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called oleo- 
1 rit which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
t Ll} try. 
30 presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society | 
( iia, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- | 
ale of beer and intoxicating liquors in buildings and 
lsowned by the Government, and also tosuppress gambling | 
e District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
HENRY W. LEE. | 
Mr. THURSTON. TI have here certain papers transmitted by 
Secretary of the Interior to the Indian Affairs Committee, 
pertaining to the case of Henry W. Lee, together with a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in which hestates that they are | 
additional papers submitted in answer to a resolution of the Sen- | 


ate of January 9. 
ord 


A portion of the papers were transmitted and |! 
i printed, and were printed, and | present these papers and | 
that they also may be printed to accompany those formerly 

printed, 


move 


rhe motion was agreed to, | 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, | 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 
referred t] int resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing and directing | 


the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain claims of the State 
of Indiana, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon, \ 
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Mr. HOAR. 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 3131) to amend section 


the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the office, 


steam vessels, to ask that that committee be discharged 


fr 


Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi 


FEBRUARY 16, 


further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committ: 


Commerce, 
where i suppose it was drawn; at any rate, it came 


vertently. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


In the absence of object 
Committee 


Judiciary will be discharged from the { 


on the 


consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Com» 


on Commerce. 
Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. BAKER), from the Committee on Per 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2961) granting an incr 


pension to Michael Lochard, reported it without amendment 


submitted a report thereon, 
He also 
was referred the bill (S. 2062) granting an increase of per 


The bill came from the Attorney-General's © 


to us 
| there, and was referred to the Committee on the Judiciar 


for Mr. BAKER), from the same committee, to » 


William Blades, reported it with an amendment, and submit 


report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 3200) granting a per 
John P. Hinsley; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3201) to correct the military 
of James 8. Coyle; which was read twice by its title, and 1 


| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3202) to correct the military 
of John Green; which was read twice by its title, and ref 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3203 


| relief of the widow of Chaplain John R. Mathews, deceased, 
| States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensio 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3204) for the relief o 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offi 
Post-Roads 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3205) for the rel 
of certain tracks of street railways in the District of Col 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 


| on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3206) granting an incr 
pension to Moses King, jr.; which was read twice by its tit 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 


3207) approving ar 


| and adjustment of certain sales of Otoe and Missouria lan 


States of Nebraska and Kansas; which was read twice by it 


| and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. THURSTON. In connection with the bill I pres: 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting it to th: 


| Affairs Committee, which I ask may be printed with the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be prin 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3208) for the ere 
public building at Green Bay, Wis.; which was read tw 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildi: 
Grounds, 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3209) providing 
execution of new bonds and release of sureties; which w 


| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju 


He also introduced a bill (S. 8210) authorizing the appoil 
and retirement of David McMurtrie Gregg as a capta 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, a 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3211) to authorize t 
struction of an addition to the public building at Hartford 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co! 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3212) to grant certai! 
to the city of Miles City; which was read twice by its ti 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3213) granting an inc 
pension to Charles W. Jerome; which was read twice by it 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S, 3214) for the reliet 


| Central College; which was read twice by its title, and r 


to the Committee on Claims, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing toinc 


the salaries of the Second and Third Assistant Secretaries ot 


from $4,000 to $4,500, intended to be proposed by him to the 
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) 
etc., appr pri tion bill; w is I red to the Co1 : ’ ‘ 
° + , } } . » 4 ‘ 
Appropria ind ord i I ited i A \ \ 
THURSTON prese lan am t lt p1 und t \ 
him to the bill (S. 1¢ m C I to par Mr. s > 
¢ Con? ( , <7? aft ¢ \ e y —_— : 
' « ford f sal as ito t 
n Indian A rs, and I t 6 Tit 
; 
A at i 
Ft I ‘ \ + ~ 
ins I ask that Senate Exe I 1 ; ! [ ( 
rd Congress, s L session ngat ! 1 t 
ry of t rr 7" wer to Canata ree i e A \" 
ts 1873, in 1 n tot number of sympathy ~ K 
ler orders from that Department after the | the full succes 
, be reprinted state that this d Mr. LOD¢ | : 
ked for, and I understand t py I have it that that res 
1 7 *) 
1 is the only one in the Capit here s ud v1 , wit 
sf at | PRES] EN \\ + 
PRESIDENT pro tempol Senator f Arkansa | ( 
rareprint of the document l by him. Without t \ \ 
the order to reprint will be1 Si I Mr. A 
: i} sym of t U S 
CENTENNIAL CELI ATION IN y WASHID N, : 
Ne} t I 
£ . T nal y , ’ if , 
motion of Mr. HAL 1d by is sent, it v } 1 
} \ ] , 
+ = ‘ e hu } i i 
' i ' = I ‘ 
i t * , ) ° 
ing i PiEStil vi } 
’ Cormeen’ . ee : bat bis \ r AX rs ! 38 
The PRESIDENT pro tem} ppointed Mr. McMILLAN, rs 0 » an 
rH RN 
a9 ‘ ; ataae ds ci Mr. McENER’ \ 
ir. HOAR. Ia ive to introduce a resolution for reference Mr. .M NERY 
e Committee on Kules. Perhaps linay allowed to 1! L if MT. PAP IN IOAN IN 
tead of having it read at the desk. It is merely a re ition | 1 
reference. 
If I may be permitted to ma ( itel 6; 1 < t i : 
1 t \ 
mie ] i. habit f Ss m « nvel I é ( ( ra pore Mr M ‘ 
th t] eading tl Tourna Heret t 3 ] been ul I 
cae aia coal , r +} loge ¢ 36 ‘I PRESIDE? 
it neariyv evel Ss10On sometil Sl} r t Y rs or < i! l I t 
Ss art \ 1 inthe Journal at its 1 reading a1 t it I t es 
ected by the Sena ther: ( rtunity rt nes r 
practice continues. I] ms to 1 either that it Col { vy 
lu some S¢ tor t C4 vays to t requests or t tor it } \ 
nnder ’ ’ that w ae linitad Stat ‘ 
e some un sta h whe ournal is id t . 
a} } . she ‘ ‘ 4 ; ‘ } ttoan?t } te , ¢ Lit ’ ( I 
in it I desire t ove t res ! re } t tot { tl 
¢ T : Was Fepor { : t 
PRESIDENT nt mr Asthe1 ‘ een read Mr.SEWELL. M1 t 
Senator, it will ( ed it further reading to th T PRESIDENT pt 
‘ > ‘ 14 + ; ‘ 
\ ALLS ‘ A R 1 Vi 5 
AT VW IN ts 
ASSISTANT I | ( ry | a I - NERY oe 
\ SEW ELL ) 
Mr. McBRIDE submitted the following resolution hw M \ 
red tothe Committee to Audit and ¢ ti t Conting I Ma I ] 
I { the senat i l 
1 That the ¢ ne t T . e} 
: : ai Ik ¢ ¢ PRESIDENYT 
t nting t T = ra > ti e f + ) 
SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIMS, amend an act \ 
, e . “ is Tt oO} y 
TILLMAN submitted the following resolution: which was 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to ‘ a ~ ’ 
i > i T t 
‘ | r ‘ } ; ‘ l 1 ° L¢ 
" ¢ : i C t 1 l PRESIDENT 
te ya ‘ I é ( Tat 
a i 
1 ai re Stat Ther eing 1 
na Ty { ~ + t i mi +} \\ } 
vyment, a1 int I i The . { 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED to a third ung 
ll (H. R. 4006) to authorize the Union Railroad Company 
etroint¢ « a . ind oe hea . . ha Mono?) hal > ° . 
ructand! ntain a bridge across the M i River Mr. PLATT ( l l 
l twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- | yjeld to me for 
Mr. McENERY. ‘| 
SOT,1 NS OVI »} l ‘ 
RI ; PA , mathe Mr. PLATI r 4 f . 
PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | (S. 392) to pay the General Mar 
‘following resolution, coming over by agreement from a/ den t in . 
lay. United States bonds, which said cou, W lost 
: > Te » ’ . » rT ‘ a lie » fan + ] . : . + 4 ‘ 
SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. ALLEN, providing for a | steamship ¢ , sunk a 1 March 14 & J 
s } ] + } . 





I 1 committee to make thorough and complete investigation | will excite no debate 








T PRESIDENT ] tempor The bill will be read to the 
‘ rin: I 
Con t Ther . single amendment to it. 
and, r no objection, the 
( ‘ \ 1 d to its considera- 
I I I l to ask estion. Is that 
. 2 ; 
‘ I rT of Ce \ ? ( 
1 { ) TRI LI ! 1 L t! T UW re 
T res t i 
f t] s ul im 
1e of the coupons. 
I) | T lment will be stated 
I 
( mit yn Finance was, on page 
1 n “in double the 
‘ coupol Ss) as to tuake the 
j id Ger 
i 4 len 
i ’ t and 
1 
was I 
( LJ It seems to me the securities ought to be 
l'nited es 
LATI Connect The Secretary of course would in- 
{ 
! he Senate as amended. and the amend- 
1 VW ( rred in. 

| was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

ird time, and passed 
I Yy Ri RDIN‘ ri PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Ir. MCENERY [ now ask that the joint resolution (S. R. 45 
cle ring the purpose of the United States with reference to the 
Philippine Islands be laid before the Senate 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays the joint reso 
Intion before the Senate. It will be: 
iu 1 DELOTE hie enarce. Viil ¢ ea. 

The joint resolution (8. R. 45) declaring the purpose of the 
United S \ P neet Phi ine Islands, introduced 
by Mr. Ba Decem} vas 1, as follows: 

i States } 
Serie ‘ ccuis 
{ ry. } t ry « yes 
} i ar’, t h small tracts 
; “1 —? 
with 
| nD 1 j } P} np 

| Ga ( iStates Se 1 

i it ¢ ry 

i Sta rto per n \ reo! 

| i Stat ( t sub 

r itro 

“ 

atthe l ed St having I 1 the cession of t Philip- | 
| i | 1, and having by f iris overthr ‘ } 
yu ppos to tl ty of the United States ther 7. 

t i rest upon the United & 3 to restore peace and 

it tl to pr ct id islands the enjo 
| erty and the pur lawf ations: and to a 

until tl wer and duty to1 ntzin said protection 

} t s ed and intrusted by the United States to a govern 

uid islands deemed capable and worthy to exercise 
\ = ' . 
I v) he authority of the United States 
\ ‘ and order shall have been 
‘ ntion of the United States, sosoon | 
t 1 ine fely accomplished, to provide | 
l if t rmation of a g | 
1 i ul to be thereafter ind 
‘ l anc nse it being the design of the 
Stat ! the peo f said islands the same measure of 
l which ha 1 pledg by the Congress of the 
i C0} ( 
11 
\ 1 ert i i islan e 
t se A U them | 
\ irbors las ma ee t | 
e insfet tid gov n 
an a | 
‘ i 1 | 
7 | 
; ’ 
i thus for in 
t i Un t on 
bn i I to secure the guaranty of the co1 
ti 1 


Mr. McCENERY. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the 
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Senate with a lengthy discourse on the Philippine problem. It is 


a difficult one which time alone 


can solve. 


Everything in those 


islands is chaotic. 


idea of their social 
been confronted wi 


tunity which they thinkis favoral 
of our Government. 


that the land area is al 
of Luzon is about the size of the State of New York: t 


af 








they declared independence. All of these people who hay 


self-government have no conception of liberty regulated | 
} ; oY 


i 


but their appreciation of it is in disorder and revolution, 


The Spaniards, when they quit the Philippines, kney 
ibout them as we know. Our military commanders can 
and political condition in peace, as 
a state of war since our precarious } 























of the islands. Order is established and a government or 
ne day, to be succeeded the next by anarchy and revoluti 

there accept offices and make a solemn declaration of pat 

and allegiance to the Government, to be broken at the firs 






ble for a detiance of t] 


We know just about what is contained in some new 


manac; that the Philippine group numbers some 2,000 
ou 


140,000 square miles: that t 





lanao is nearly as large; that the population is from 7, 
1,000,000, and that racially the population is Malay; that 


population probably 2,000,000 are civilized, or, it would 





urate to say, semicivilized, and the rest of the popu 


‘ 


| as ignorant and savage as the aboriginal Indian. Very 
| known of the resources of the archipelago. They produ 


hemp, rice, sugar, tobacco, and fruits, all of which wi 
islands are a.nexed, come here and destroy ourindustries 
agricultural products. Of cotton, although not now prod 
is said enough was at one time raised for domestic consm 
The islands, so it is said, are as well adapted to cotton cu 
are the fields of Georgia and Mississippi. If annexed 
broken down, it will be brought here because of the chen, 
duction, and cotton mills will be established there and 
raised and manufactured near the demand for the manuf 
articles, thus interfering with the establishment of cott 
in the South and damaging those in the New England 
dle States. , 

The all-absorbing question is, What are we to do w 
islands, and what policy shall the United States pursue 


|them? I think it unfortunate that the results of the w 


Spain have thrown them upon our hands. I do not bel 


| they were ripe fruit and through providential aid were « 
}intoourlap. They are to us Dead Seafruit. It would |} 


well if Admiral Dewey had been ordered to leave Manila 
victory and Spain and the Filipinos left to fight it out. 
papers in the country, all the people of the United Stat 
silent as to Dewey’s future course and the policy of the A 
tration after the announcement of the great achievement 
ral Dewey. His departure immediately after the destru 


the Spanish fleet would have been declared an abandon 


| the fruits of his victory. All remember with what enthu 
| people received the announcement of every utterance of 1 


Admiral when he remained there guarding the approach 


nila and warning away all whom he considered intermedi! 


was said he was as great in diplomacy as in battle. On | 
{, 1899, Aguinaldo attacked the American defenses at 
From that time until now there has been war with the | 


If they had, as asserted, a government, it has been swep' 


existence, Their army as an organized force has been d 
and a guerrilla war inaugurated by the remnants. 

It may be that Aguinaldo is great—the Washingt 
Orient—but he is now a fugitive, with no hope of ever « 
a government unless this Government takes hold of him 
him in power. It is not likely to dothis. Events hav 
rapidly since the declaration of war. They have not sha 
selves as we wished. Results have followed that no on 
and we are now confronted with conditions which we 
make, but which have come to us as all events in his‘ 
Social and political forces move silently and as powerfu 
glacier. The crash may come, the valleys may be destr 
who could detect the silent disturbance of the equilib 
carried death and destruction? So it is with the movin 
in history. Weare unconscious at the time of some s1 
momentous fact. something that escaped the attent 


masses, but years after they become apparent to the hi: 
Who thought that the war with Spain would have broug 


results? Who believed that when Dewey sailed with 
destroy the Spanish fleet that from a single victory tl 
history and geography would be changed, an empir 
bered, and a new one erected in its place; that the tradit 
liberty, home-government, loving people would be dis! 
the policy of a great Republic changed, with tendenci 


it into an imposing empire? Whois nowresponsible? On \ 


conscience rests the war with Spain? for from that has 





FEBRUARY 


We know but little about the geogray] 
the country, its inhabitants, their social, political, and moral 
ditions, and we are not prepared to say whether they ar 
respects equal to the inhabitants of the republics south of 1 


i 
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h A T 1 rh W i ' i T ~ 
\ se pe shed I es t U1 Y l 
respect ] y.\ i 3 
ue - ‘ a ’ ‘ ‘ _ _ 
1 Vv Lilt Be € 1 I i i 
p] ps Li ! f l 
sto ' ( t eh t 
. hay v — l e \\ t 
pinion, u l EXISLINg l 3 ty 
ver! l é S L Lu 
c, a dis] ! vot 
that are 2 A S nt I 
ver 1 Ph } I t } l I 
ment of t f >Un is , i 
im opposed, Mr. P: tf : t 
Government annexil I i I ral -|1 I 
I rei rat veryti r | [ ne 8 l at i { | 
l I ty th zress } g ut t I Ss 
n the Republic of Hav NN I is ind t t it <s 
ns. They are marked by « I rivers nd mountains. {tice m x} 
has given them v« ind language t rk also the d tiv la re 
sof their dw g They ! t irt for t 3 1 i 
\ l iy,¢ n ¥ + yr) ) r , ) + a ly ) +) , 1] é n } , } 
Che v1! ! vee! nd and the pe ein the chara t throu t 
I +} ) ; + h i l + ~ c i 1? , + 
ai | ,? tth i &: @ + } l ? mriat , 
of the hor riven to them by t G r of all thing I not itest among natior 0 : 
think we ought to distu he faith tion Weare d ! ur s 
wr alter their phys ( itions. W to the sea, negle x hor 
ion is, the evangelist t spel objec t b 
made the world and the people it te n of cit 
He has not commanded this nation to wise to go 7,0 es av 
) to protect a cout i v 
moment the white man came in « lips that an nits ha 
race t ssertion of Ss supre y be The permanent at xatio 1 
ion of time when he will exterminate ritory beyond our 1 i 
He has accomplished this in Hawaii. this Republi It will involve u 
atives of those islands have dwind tions of foreign governments. W: l 
elpless humanity. It will take a lor danger has en emphasized Cha ! 
en million of people, but time will eff can deseribe it On a former ! 
with the Anglo-Saxon race, and as it the joint resolut annexin Hawaiiar 
, on will incr ase, The white man 1 } ‘ ; 
rom his accumulations may fora time be prosperous, as all ( ‘ 
as at the zenith of her colonial power, bi 
nquest, of crime and corruption, of d ‘ 
zement, will sap the foundations of 
people and government will, if not so corrupt and debauched, give j , 
way to indolence and indifference to the high and ennobling 
hings of liberty and become a prey to the ambitious and ft} 
crupulous. Long possession of the Philippines, with an alien H 
ernment over them, the inhabitants subjected to the arbitrary | 
vay of a military dictator, preyed upon and defrauded by men W 
» go there for that purpos 14 who make law the instrume1 
tality for oppression, will not only affect those unhappy peop 
but in the course of time will become the rule of conduct of our 
h pe ple. E nts have « me t : t T t 
warning of this condition of affairs in those distantislands | no declara n \ 
s to us from the repeated assertion that their continuous pos- | country. 1t was urged that t \ 
n by the United States is necessary for the enrichment of ry mi ry pul 
people in the extension of trade. While adventurers ther nad W ppetit 
V thrive, prosper, and get rich, our home people will be the | sion, would atished, 
rers. They will export tot l States hemp, tobacco, vv veag man 
it cotton. and we w dy ng there that will profit | attentlon—questions w! 
They will raise everything 1 manufactur ervthing they | are sure of 1 | nent 
ind drinkand wear. You mays | hem reapers, ws rl n We passed throug] 
nery, cotton gins, and sugar milis, but y will be furnish- | bermen f the | vas ! 
m with the means « nereased production of agricultural | 8 n. Armies geled t 
roducts which we produce here, and. with machinery and ip | liberty and di 
th ’ W i] ‘ i A ] l rl nil ‘ { 
ifactured arti ( r v } ses 1 rod 1 adhered tod 
ir economic con s byt ar 1 of r- | cl ¢ t 
Lf ‘ { \ 
trade is to take the pla yr pr f on { 
s Which will have unlimited i) t}% é 
lestroy to a great extent the farm nte! ft ( 1- t 
Fruits, tobacco, vegetables, sugar, and 1 w e prod 1 | t iTiCe, ¢ 
Dy the new territories and exported in quantit id deprive | ‘ irmy to n 
the farmer of his share of the benefits under the tariff law. Lk Fisiature by mliltary ! Ul Lissatisi ( 








[=64 CO 


1 cen int It and tl t 
‘ na ifion of f s cont o 
1 | ( nd strial ¢ Te 
t \ r ra I ment iil¢ The n 
( ition of capital: the consoli 
| 1 I ( I ny 1 lat l 1 
) nol ( l ns intrade and travel and 
tentthatt 1e Will be presented whether 
t ! f thre 1 reth e inter 
Only as a last reme \ be this resort it 
t } ters dei nad ft ultention of t people of t 
{ dStates 1 for r ts will only serve to D f 
nd il he more difficult of solution by the ad 
en t it consolidated interests. , 

\\ th hly understand our own form of govern 
rie { tha a representative government 
M ( tut il questions remain undetermined. Matters 
pert ng t eration of the Constitution are yet in thet 
' of inter itior Able « titutional lawvers in this 
{ ! roar as to the mode and manner of filling va 
( he Senate, one of the very essentials of the Constit 
tion. M é tful as to the extent of the powers of this 
( \ ir its laws and Constitntion will extend to 
1 lt by the United States: the line of demarca- 

! veen State and Federal sovereignty in interstate com- 

matt ffecting the welfare of the great body of the 

ne and sanitary regulations and laws. I might 
l n other questions which present themselves. Our form of 
TT not so firmly fixed, as it has experienced dangerous 
which may occur time andtime again. Wehave passed 

through ¢ litions which have repeatedly occurred, and which 
unlikely to occur again, of usurpation in office, a defiance 

( public will, and the inauguration of a government directly 
{to all the teachings of democracy. We have arrived at 

1 t t in our historv where corporations are exercising the 





it t overnment and the mas sol the people are helpless 
1 otect, themselves against corporate power with its share in 
himnent 

Would it not be wise statesmanship to straighten out and bring 
under the subjection of the people that power which now, by an 
‘ t universal belief, is oppressive; to establish our form of 
eovernment on enduring principles; to have every constitutional 
( which has threatened its perpetuity definitely fixed: to 
ad e differences between capital and labor; to educate and 
prep for the exeré of se vernment the vast number of 
ignorant and almost semisavage people in our midst before we 
h to other lands to teach the principles of self-government, 
h, if we know, we do not fully practice: to undertake, through 
lefinite time, the education of millions of barbarians and 
es, when we have millions of the same class among us who 

d all the attention we can give them? 
he resolution under discussion is predicated upon the fact that 
itants of the Philippine Islands are not capable of self- 
t. The Government of the United States must of ne- 
ler the terms of the resolution, establish and maintain 
rnment over these people until peace and order shall have 
! d. And thereafter it is the intention of the United 
st on as it can practically be done, to provide the oppor- 


be the method for the formation of a govern- 


I V 
ment | nd of the people of the Philippine Islands, to be inde- 


» of the resolution leav 
retion whether the government erected by the Phil- 
i} le shall be competent and worthy in the judgment of 
the United States to exercise the power of an independent govern- 
It isevident that the resolution contemplates an exer- 
nty over said islands until they are able to establish 


i soverel 





ndey den vernment having the power to preserve order. | 
The re ition embodies the following ideas: That the people 
incapable of self-government, that they shall not be in- 
corpor Linto the citizenship of the United States. and that the 
isla shall not be permanently annexed to the United Siates, 
and t the Government of the United States reserves the discre- 
tir ry wer to determine whether the government established 
eventui filipino be competent and worthy to be inde- 
1) 7 
TI Senators almost solidly voted for this resolu- 
tion in t Fifty-fi ( ress. As I interpret it. it embodies 
‘ ect principle Prac t is too restrictive in not allow- 
i ( ire Col No ean tell what the futur 
ma rine fort} lw t relat sthis G ment will haveto 
maintain toward ‘the P t they are unfit for 
seif-rovernment.as Vv ’ ! ! wiian 1 stit itions, I do 
not think admits \ 1 t thev« and will be fitted for 
self-government is a question to be yet answered. I do not think | 
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they will be ur in a distant age when thir intellect 


nless it be 
ir racial condition shall undergoa change, not until the. 


approach Saxon intellect and Saxon characteristics, 
these islands no nationali there are thirty different lang 


d 
poken by as many tril e 


are savages and a part 
hammedans with polys 


es who are at war with rh 
illy christianized people. There are } 
amy and slaves. There are Chi: 
‘hop sticks and j Chere is all the sensualism, all th 
ruption of the East. There are conditions there which 
never be incorporated into our national life. 


ach other, 


shes 


No sentimentalism should enter into the discussion of ¢ 
juestions. Our love of liberty, law, and order should not 
us into relations with other people which will disturb, p 
destroy. our love of liberty, 1: 


w, and order, 

Reason should control in all questions affecting our int: 
and no mawkish sentiment should carry us beyond our bor 
meddle with the affairs of others which do not concern o 
terial interest or affect our national honor. 

During the Fifty-fifth Congress I introduced a resolution \ 
passed the Senate. In its essential features it correspon 
the resolution offered by the senior Senator from Georgia. 

In the discussion of the resolution he criticised the word 
tegral”’ because the word ‘‘integral,” in his opinion, was a 
of limitation, and the purpose was to commit us simply t 
proposition that in holding the islands it was intended t 
them as an outside piece of property, not entitled hereafter 
admitted as one of the organized Territories of the count 
organized territory means a part of the United States, that 
his criticism is correct. I am not willing that the Phil 
Islands shall, in any event, become a part of the territory 
United States—-an *‘integral” part thereof, 

The resolution adopted by the Senate during the last se 
as follows: 








Re l lhy the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
tmerica in Ceo ss ct /, That bythe ratification of the trea 
with Spain it is not intended toi rporate the inbabitants of the P} 
Islands into citizenshij the United States, nor is it intended t 
1 ly annex said isla an integral part of the territory of t] 
States, but it is the of the United States to establishon sa 
1 government suital wants and conditions of the inhabitant 

ands as will best promote the interests of the citizens of the Unit 
and the inhabitants of said islands 


This resolution declared, and it was affirmed by the Senat 
there was no intention to make the Philippine Islands a 

the United States; that it was not the intention to inco1 

the inhabitants of that country into the citizenship of the | 
States; that when armed resistance shall have ceased and 

and order shall have been restored it is the intention of the | | 
States to establish a government suitable to the wants a1 
ditions of the inhabitants, to prepare them for self-goverm 
and in due time to make such disposition of them as will best 
mote the interests of both countries. The words ** when | 
shall have been restored,” etc., are not in the resolution, but 

are there by necessary inference, because the United Stat 

not establish a government until those conditions shall |} 
This resolution and the one introduced by the Senator 
many respects similar. Both extend the authority of the | 
States indefinitely. But in the resolution of the Senator 


Georgia the United States, if it relinquished its sovereignt 
7} 


| do so absolutely and unqualifiedly, with all the right ot 


’s it to the United States to exer- | 


eignty of an independent people, and the United States gu 
ing the continued independence of the same. 

But in the resolution adopted by the Fifty-fifth Congr 
United States is authorized to dispose of them as will |} 
mote the interests of the United States and the inhabitant 
islands. This is a check, anda salutary one. It gives t! 
States the power to prevent them from doing anything ini: 
the interests of the United States. It gives the Governm 
power in its relinquishment of sovereignty to make any s! 


| tion that will prevent injury to the commercial interest 


United States and to protect the citizens of the United St 
iciled there. It is not likely that they will for more than: 
have any kindly feeling for the United States. Many gen 
will pass away before the inhabitants of the Philippines « 
be benevolently assimilated. During their unnatural com 
with the Un‘ted States I believe they should be kept a1 
us. These inhabitants should not be permitted to com 
disturb our labor and make it more restless because of 
dation that would be heaped upon it by the introducti 
cheap labor that the islands will send here. Our agricultu 
manufacturing interests should be protected from the p1 
that country produced by cheap and degraded labor. 

Mr. President, in discussing the problem of the Philip) 
think that nothing can be gained bya recital of the facts t! 
tedated the war now going on in the islands. What ad 
what profit, to us to inquire whether the Filipinos have a g« 
ment when it is acknowledged that it has been overthrown anu 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. [S60 
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| m we must deal with facts as they confrat » WwW 
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ricate We mus il w 
rect t t tl east poss injury ! ! 
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: | 
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nat the Fit i Congress, vot i y 
1 yt eg I (a rei l ‘ 
i | WW 27 + | - 
n ! nex Phi ) islands } ris I 
bit s of t islar to the ! 
es. The final disyx n of tl 2 t ( 
ta me Wal 
stitution iv overnment, ai ! ts 1 ! 
be brought ab vi f rted t { l t The? I 
f tual way, in the my of life and x t 
tl (a ’ ] i ent ts < V ‘ I t¢ SI! A £ i T i M I 
ployment of f nd when thi el I n\t 
the « te ta ! vil order « loying t i tary only | St 
; n the exercise he police we f the Government: until t the inter 
nd ple su on of t | to its ar rity ! t 
eno sympat ort TI ul enemie the United | ti ind it W 2 \ 
States Lihere is1 ice for s I e of t) nti You 
§ I e future, wl n w ca \ ial to ta I me! ncer tf I 
f themselve en sympathy may ts part and arighteons | t na 1 
idgment vd at recog! in lent exist- | to] €1 
ni r) nD itan f t sland ia formulated a govern- | State of | na 
ent o ) i vas nationalit noexterna i ou ! I i 
nternal sign ereignt | played force and ove ny ! \ ! t 
in ter1 \ | mob ha 1¢ and can do the same thi! If | 1 ' col t 
had been left alone they tld not have protected themselves t ril t 
This is admitted, as they as i for the protection of United 1 I v nd 
es. They wer | | { 
ple of their ra in cal pl ! 
victims of internal Ww n get uy 1 ! 
ssessing intelligence States cout nd t 
ird proposition to « ( na ws of t 
time to come, capable of Mr. Pre t 
hit were so and tha nor! they could be turned 1 laws under the fourteen ( t 
i Unit s has 1 I t 
{ n In l 
een ved l t t 
Throughout the archiy is recentl l I 
'y communities and provinces, running through all local con- | editorial f1 the N ( 
ns, even to that of tribes. The early establishment of civil | which I send t : 
rnment may induce the inhabitants to go to peaceful pur- | part of my re 
its. It will,if they appreciate the rt, bring them hope of an d PRESIDENT pr 
endent government. requested, 
1ave no high appreciation of the intelligence and character of Che Secret 
people of the Philippines. From all that 1 can learn they ar 
ve the negro on this continent in either mora!s or intelli- 
The percentage of negi ( ling former sla , who 
read or write is greater among t negroes in the United ' : 
es, They have more learned men than the inhabitants of the 
ppines. Tosay that the Filipinos are fit to be trusted wit 
ral power is to affirm that the negro is entitled to its « 
We of the South know what the experience of the negr 
n the science of ment, : 
Vhen aided by white men, and to some extent restrained by S 
nee of disfranchised whites, they ma ree of gover 
If they had been left exclusively to themselves they would 
é literally cut each other's throats, and would have wrought 
lestruction, instead of partial ruiz devastation. It 
{ be so with the Filipinos if intrusted ely with th 
exercise of electoral power. No one can predict how long o1 


+ 


tical connections with the Philippines will last. So long as i 








SO6 


riff’s officer who : 


























treaty of annexation. In discussing that resolution I said: 








isa part of the destiny of this country, whether for good 
more territory I do not believe in the power of any 

ot of mer f any party, to prevent the accomplishment of 
While this Re blic grows it must expand, it must increase; 
lits ter? ry asits wealth and power increase. That has been 
every ntry while it was attaining itsdestiny. History does 
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and established government, while the vast territory included 


of Indians equally entitled to consideration with the s 
the interior of many of the islands of the Philippines. 
occurred to Mr. Jefferson that it was necessary for him to cons 
the people of Louisiana or the Indian tribes of the West befor 


ivages 
Tt 
it me 


" 
i 
r) 


made that vast area a part of the United States. 
The government established for Louisiana by Jefferson has { 
nished the model for every Territorial government whi 


United States has since established, and the denunciation, f{ 
bodings, and warnings against what was termed imperialism 
disregard of human rights which the Louisiana purchase ins} 
have also furnished a model for all subsequent denuncia 
whenever new territory has been acquired. There was not! 
new in the ravings of the Whig party against the acquisiti 
California and New Mexico which had not been said again 
Louisiana purchase. Polk was abused during his term of 0! 
with equally as much vehemence and acrimony for the ani 
tion of New Mexico and California as Jefferson was foi 
Louisiana purchase. 


The parallel did not stop there. The policy of the Federal 


| who opposed the Louisiana purchase destroyed that party, a 


| never again elected a President of tre United States: 


but 
cured the supremacy of the Democratic party for more 
twenty years. The election of John Quincy Adams by the H 
of Representatives in 1825 was the first break in Democratic } 
after the narrow, anti-expansion policy of the Federal part; 
adopted. 
THE ACQUISITION FROM MENXI( 

The Democratic party again came into power under Jacl 
in 1829, and continued in power under Jackson and Van 
until 1811. So strong was the prejudice against the name of | 
eralist on account of its narrow and illiberal policy that a 
name was adopted by Henry Clay and his associates, who 
opposed to Jackson’s Administration. They called their new 
ganization the Whig party, and achieved power in the mem: 
contest of 1840 on account of the financial crash of 1837, w 
was attributed to the Democratic party. 

William Henry Harrison was elected President, and on 


oO. 


| death, ashort time after his inauguration, Tyler became Presi 


in 1844 Polk of Tennessee was elected President. Whatever 
have been the merits or demerits of the Administration of P: 
dent Polk, the acquisition of Texas, California, Nevada, I 
New Mexico, Arizona, and part of Colorado attest the wisdo1 
policy. The abuse against Polk’s Administration by 
leaders of the Whig party equaled, if it did not surpass, 
efforts of the Federal party in the beginning of the centur 


its 


| destroy Jefferson for his alleged disregard of justice, huma 


and the rights of sovereign States of the East. 
The disappointed ambition of the great leaders of the W 
party, on account of the disapproval of the people, embittered 


| last days of the great men of that party, whose brilliant orat 
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t ) al i t S ¢ t per ul au 1 
| ‘ wi 1 il ! l neg t pow t 
in} t L ‘I is i noto nl 
t St } Ss t ‘ i 11t 1 ! r trar 
\ Mu s | the rule t States wl 
‘ W 
1 i lar ? 1 pu t w } T j 
‘ it they ul « I I ] rv 
I i wi not avaliabi ( it | 
ra {resort ctri ) e 
! a ytow! »negroes ( to 
I vs. These are tters that should be | 
r ler the discus 1 of race questions in the United 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, no amount of fault-finding, | 
sting, or remonstrating will prevent the fulfillment of the 
t destiny of the United States. On the 1ith of January, | 
resolution was pending in the Senate to appoint a commis- | 
»to San Domingo and examine the condition of the coun- 
i the people and report as to the advisability of ratifying 


and matchless logic adorn the history of their time. Nom 
how brilliant or influential they were, they could not with 
the irresistible aspirations of the American people to expand, 
cress, and achieve. 

THE ISLANDS ACQUIRED FROM SPAIN. 

The acquisition of the Philippines and other lands from S 
in a war waged for humanity and against the cruelties of : 
barous and decaying monarchy, is one of the most im} 
additions to the territory of the United States since the ad 
of the Constitution. The islands we have secured are essent 
our financial independence. The people of the United Stat 
annually more than $250,000,000 to foreigners for tropical an 
tropicalcommodities. The United States can never be thorot 
self-sustaining until the people can produce what they cor 
The Philippines, Puerto Rico, and Cuba would mitigate to 
extent the evils of the gold-standard folly. 

With the acquisition of these islands everything consum 
this country might be supplied from our own natural res 
Such acquisition would enable us to enter upon the ine\ 
struggle for the commodity gold on equal terms with 
countries. It might do more. It might give us some advan 
which no other country would enjoy. The gold-gamblin 
under which we must live until we can break the chains o! 
cial bondage with which the gold syndicate has bound 
compel the United States to buy the fluctuating commodit 
at any cost. If we can not supply ourselves with tropical! 


| semitropical products in our own country, we must buy thir 


| foreigners, who will demand gold in exchange. 


any nation that has risen to power and promi 
} ! t wthexpanded. Itis one of the elements 
xpand as 1 1asitis the element of growth in 
‘ gr ist have room to extend its trunk and multiply 
Forty-first Congress, third session, Part 
juent events have strengthened me in the views I then 
expre d. 

W hile it rue that the opposition to President Grant’s Admin- 
istration mustered over one-third of the votes of the Senate, and 
defeated the treaty, the parties who engaged in the defeat were 
overwl ied at the nextelection. Their desperate effort to defeat 
Presid Grant's reclection, by acombination with the Democrats 
t Mr. Greeley President, illustrates the unpopularity of that 
pa in attempt to limit the growth of the Republic. 

HE LOUISIANA PURCHASE 

Whatever of despotism, imperialism, or disregard of the consent 
f the verned there may be in the acquisition of the Philippines 
or any other territory which may add to the wealth and power of 
the country and furnish new and greater opportunities for our 
progressive and enterprising youth, the principle of such acquisi- | 
tion is Jeffersonian Democracy. When the author of the Declara- | 


tion of Independence doubled the area of the United States, Loui- 


5 


ianaalonecontained a population of over 49,000, with an organized 


If we must 
$250,.000,000 in gold to foreigners for commodities which w 
produce with the acquisition of these islands, such acquisit 
most important. 

With the islands, the contest to save this country from impo 
ishment which must necessarily follow the contraction 0! 
volume of the circulating medium to gold alone, will be sufficien 


severe, but without them the struggle may become hopeless. » 
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iC, , | in 
the purchase outside of Louisiana contained hundreds of thousands 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE iSG7 


ecan produce everythin 








iz WwW nsume and the S etary of tend t i I yw 5 
isury will be merciful l t d ust } y With 
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the gold standa in \ ‘ ! i 
se god. We mus aw 
r gold, beca ling l not . Y 
L nited States leva i { } tlol 
ui . ae lu h to sta os 
y of legal ter ld ? s 1 r »M s 
ntest am I ; for t the f st. | ss 
national res \ t 3 and ent ris sion au 
le, t! vil Tr 
isl S i l hl hn tl , a 
yin the total darkness | 
s | 
‘ 3 POSS ‘s 
prognostications of evil at m the annexation « : 
ry so often repeated ought 1 to deprive | 
! i States of the opportunities | {out to them by our ney ’ 
lisitions. Why should not the present generation enjoy 
nities similar to th furnished our f rs by the acquis ane 
Lonisiat Flori les New M », and California ‘ 
Vhy should not the wealt \ ind enterprise of t Al 
n ] p } creased lal ¢ rag May 1 Ul acquis | | ) 
m of the islands of the Atlat nd the Pacific wrested fr | country 
un piace the United Stat l r iuture i m as lari 
lnulacturing, Comme il, ha and } I il powell I 
\ CIs ION ¢ I Ri k r IMPI IALISM co I i! \ 
The suggestion that the acquisition of territory is imperialism | and its governme1 
refuted by the fact that neither Jefferson, Monroe, Jackson, | its vernment vel I 
Polk, nor any of their associates are regard rialists. | t rthrigl t I 
Che imperialism they advocated made homes for pa c. liberty- | C 
loving, self-respecting citizens, whose loyalty to the Government | of t free 
of the United States is unsurpassed by the people of any of the | not neces W 
thirteen original States. jaunt ty When ¢ 
If to assist the people of the Philippines to establish lox I self- |p imed Californ 
rovernment after the plan adopted by Jefferson is imperialism, | mation to the people infor: 
then Jefferson was the pioneer imperialist of the United States. | and assuring them that their 
The Philippines will never be dependent colonies. They will be | would be protected. Fromtha 
ullowed to conduct their own affairs with the assistance of such | General Riley, onthe 12th \] 
officers as it may be necessary to appoint to aid them in establish- | by various military officers assui z 
ng local self-government. They will not have a voice in the leg- | authority. These military officers 
slative councils of the nation until Congress shall ascertain and | | a dhe y were applicab ited 
determine that their admission as States would bedesirable. Not- | the k al offices and such other persons a 
withstanding the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo ed to make | ple or appointed by the military authorit car 
States of the territories acquired from Mexico, New Mexico is still | On the 12th of April, 1849, Brigadier 
» Territory. The suggestion that we must not trust the future, | San Francisco as military governor, w truct 
iat those who come after us will admit the Philippines as | War Deperten nt to administer civil atfa He w 
States, whether qualified or not, is an assumption that our system | retain his military force because thi liers | 
f republican government is a f: iilure and that patriotism will | the mines, but he proceeded rgan L CiN ern f 
ecome extinct when the seats in this ¢ haml er are filled by our | ordered an election on 
1ccessors. constitutional convention to |} 
PAST FORERODINGS OF CALAMITIFS that year. TI! mventioni ( 
No person occupies a seat here to-day but myself who was a tion was h ld in November : ; 
ember of the Se nate in t he Thirty-eighth, Thirty-ninth, Fortieth officers. Peter Burnett wa 
Forty-first, and Forty-second Congresses. I wasimpressed durin | St ite government went into oper 


that time with the anxiety of many Senators for the future and | 1890. The volume containin 

their forebodings of calamities which they contended would nec- of Cue EP eeare, DOEIARNE : 
ssarily follow if the opponents of the Union in the civil war were | 4¥ly with the system « pict ei yi tenant 
zain allowed to participate in the government of the country, | @Win and Fremont were ¢ 1 Senat 

that future Congresses couid | September, 1 . 

be trusted and that the Government was in danger of being | gress legislat a 
erly subverted. How theyn isjud ged the future let the heroic | 2OA8WS Were passed kor near!) ee : s 
patriotism and valor of the soldiers from every State in the Union | “ 


s » 
y assumed in their arguments tl 


; : gale : | aneiiad tha ensmire mada thair vee 
» late war with Spain and in the far-off Philippines bear wit- | CUPI6¢ Pie country made ser 
mt : . ’ . . ? . which ti Monrts aconted | { 
The patriotism and fidelity to the interests of the whole | WC? the Courts ae a 


intry exhibited in both Houses of Congress by mem! ers from | Supreme court of Valllornia anc ft » , 








south as well as from the North prove that a reunited P ople | (2! Pores ee . 
: . : 7 . then vit ut anv { 
‘enjoy a more perfect union than ever before. I have faith oe : re 
: , 7 Yr we? » 
my country and in the American people that they can extend a eee : 


I ‘ } : 
ng hand to the Filipinos and enable them to peacefully as- | 22 4% 4ealizing the rute a 
hlaa 1 rfect i ina +: » lo 1 oe S vern} ent wl re life miners and proviaing ; l 
and perfect in due time rove! nt where li oa a ee 
4 ° . : Vv The miners ws 
property will be as secure as it now isin any State of this | W!* “e miners laws, 
Union. I have seen order grow out of confusion in tha ( 

y acquired from Mexico, until the’governments of the f: 

; 1 

‘ 









West are as efficient in protecting life, liberty, ar property as | their institutioz ver t 
best-governed State of the East. *hilippin¢ \ V 
EXTENSION OF FREE INSTITUTIONS OVER NEW AC S ) ecutil their k i laws 

No one pretends that the Filipinos are now fit for statehood, but | the people of the a1 11 
I repudiate the suggestion that they are not fit for just such gov- | will be to appoint a ice! 
ernment as Jefferson extended to the Louis i purchase and | tl vs to ada to tl 
Monroe to the acquisition of Florida. There may not be enough | eign inter I { 
Americans in that country to organize a State government with- | come useful and law-abidin 

it Congressional or Executive action. as in the cas f California; | lowed t ae egates to CU 

t if the same Congressional and Executive care that was ex- | not to interier ith the instit 


it ‘ 
nded to all other acquisitions of territory except California is | our form of governm nt ior the beneiit 
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the report of the Secretary of War and commend it to the caret 
souaene ration of Congress. 
PRECEDENTS AGAINST TARIFF ON PRODUCTS FROM NEW 


ACQI 
is recommendation and thy 
verned by the establishe 
at ing with the people of newly ac 
territory. Their recommendations are in hz mony with the 

lowing precedents: 

On the 25th of November, 1803, and cont oe Ww 
ssession of the Louisiana purchase, Congress passed 
act removing restrictions of trade between the United State g 
the Territory of Orleans, thereby fully recognizing the new te; 
tory asa part of the United States entitled to the privileg: 
American customs and revenue laws. 

On the 7th of May, 1822, the customs laws of the United Sta 
were extended over Florida. 

The military officers governing California, previous to the } 
any law of Congress, enforced the customs laws of 
United States and collected over $600.000 of duties on in 
from foreign countries, and when Congress acted the cu 


laws of the United States were extended to all the territory 


I am glad the President in h 
tary of War in his report are 
of the U nite 1d States in tre 


sage of 


| tained from Mexico. 


| more, 


| furnish an example 


it was never before suggested that any territory acquir: 
the United States should be treated as alien territory by im) 
a customs duty on imports into the United States. Iam ¢! 
know that the President of the United States fully pe 
injustice of an attempt to treat any territory which we clair 
our own as a foreign country. His advice against a duty ol 
ports from Puerto Rico must be followed if we hope to have p 
and prosperity there with its accruing benefits to the United s 

The colonial policy of greed, with discriminating duties aga 
the products of our own territory, V would breed dissatisfa 
and discord. It might lead to militarism. It might requ 
large army to maintain order and force the people of the co 
to submit to such unjust and dise rimin: iting policy. It mig! 
It might involve vast expenditures to maintain armi 
occupation, which would be dangerous tothe safety of the Re; 

If we treat Puerto Rico as we treated Louisiana, Florida 
California, the people of that island will learn to love the A: 
can flag and will soon be loyal Americans instead of a sullen 
discontented people, suffering from discriminating laws. 1 
mutual advantages of continuing the established American | 
in the treatment of Puerto Rico will be very great. It will 
only secure the friendship and loyalty of that island, but 
which will be most beneficial in our dd: 
The great prosperity which Puerto Rico will e: 


with Cuba, 


| will be an irresistible argument with Cuba in favor of joi 


people 


vi and can not be in- 
t ab 
t vy in selecting an eminent jurist in 
{ : t t] Philippine Islands in 
rnment after the models which our 
( V fur Sues, All liberty-lov ing people, when 
‘1 ‘ h rovernment, look to our country for 
th l Constitutions similar to our own 
n ad f n M 1 in various States of South 
. Altl t Republics to the south of us frequently | 
ort the |} standard of legislation and administration 
ng in t count ll they are progressing in the right 
| | themselves already look to the United 
or mod fe titutions and laws in their own country, | 
as need 1 ( clamations and publications which we read 
1 t \ Thy 
\\ t very little legislation for the Philippines. We want 
! ( e here and see how we govern ourselves, so as 
to do likewise. We wish for oi Filipinos peace 
l order, and they will have them with very little assistance 
fhe absurd charge that there is ii hebedtion on the | 
| Administration or the Republican or the Democratic 
y to govern the Philippines or any other territory which we 
hi r may acquire as colonies by the strong arm of the 
ary’ J ; entirely without foundation. There is no more 
( the Philippines, with our assistance, will have good 
nment, and that they will be beneficial to us, than there is 
ernment has been secured under the American flag 
floated 
| le vel issumed the responsibility of establishing civil 
! t in tl Philippines for the protection of the lives and 
f the foreign as well as the An ierican residents there, 
to it t the relations of the islands with foreign coun- 
1 ich as t law of nations require. 
i ORA INCOMPATIBLE WITH FREE INSTITUTIONS 
le to suggest something in opposition to the time- 
I methods treating new ac juisitions, some advocate a 
ite and in tl ne breath proclaim against imperialism. 
| not define what they mean by a protectorate—whether 
v1 ito gover a islands by a Cromwell or a Warren Hast- 
or Whether they mean to subject the islands to the intrigues 
nd aggressions of ieee mers and go to war with all the world to 
maint rights of the Filixana s to violate the laws of nations. 
No protectorate has ever existed which was compatible with free 
institutions or in accord with the principles of our Governme _ 
Atte ving undertaken to establish law, order, and good 
er? nt in » Philippines, we can not abandon them without 
d to the United States. If we allow them to set up their 
wi 1 self-government under our Territorial system, we can | 
‘ nd protect them without any danger of foreign complica- 
tio? 
When t ( ments of the acquisition of territory meet a grow- 
i ment of the country in favor of doing our duty toward 
the Philippine ve have in all other cases, they say th at the Fili- 
tasen peed anti people of Massachusetts or Ver- 
t, and consequently we must abandon the acquisition. We 
hat harule had been adopted with regard to Louisiana, | 
| rexas, California, or Ne w Mexico, the boundary of our 
( day would be the same as it was when the Constitution 
Was a ted. It is very doubtful if any acquisition can be made 
ter if the rule is adopted that people of the land to be ac- 
red m equally intelligent with us to become a part of the 
United States. 1 have no doubt that the Filipinos are the most 


it ivent people we have ever annexed, although the barbarians 
‘islands are numerous, If we expand, we must take the 


and the people as they are, as we have always done. 
r DUTIES N PU ro RICAN PRODUCTS PREGNANT WITH EVIL. 
tion of an impost duty upon the prod- 
which, of course, would be one of the worst 
| This uggestion is pregnant with evil, 


uld furnish substantial g 
ld 








| ing the new ac 


her fortunes with the great Republic. 

Our relations with Cuba are anomalous. Wehavenopreced 
for such responsibilities as we have assumed toward that coun 
but our relations to Puerto Rico are the same as they were to 
of all other territories which the United States h 
quired and afford us an opportunity to furnish an object less 
the people of Cuba, 

PLENARY POWER OF CONGRESS OVER THE 

The discussion of the constitutional power of Congress i 
nection with these islands isunprofitable. There is no don! 
Congress has power to rob the territories in a thousand way 
render the people of our new acquisitions more miserab! 
they were under the horrible system of Spanish extortion w 
we undertook to abolish. There is no doubt that the pe 
the United States could amend the Constitution and re: 
slavery if they were wicked enough to do so, It would be 
profitable to discuss whether the people could, if they w 
tablish a monarchy in this country as it is to discuss the qu 
whether Congress has the constitutional power to discri! 
against the people of the new acquisitions by unequal res 
laws or any maar system of extortion which greed may su 

But it is necessary for those who support and defend t! 
tinued possession of the vast acquisitions of territory wl 
have acquired from Spain to adhere to the Jeffersonian | 
our treatment of the people of theseislands. Departure fr: 
policy opens a wide field of discussion. While the oppone 
annexation may give aid and comfort to Aguinaldo and his f 
ers by their unpatriotic and intemperate ravings against t! 
now prosecuted at great cost and sacrifice of the lives of our 
soldiers, it is the plain duty of Jeffersonian expansionists 
tain our established policy in our treatment of the people in! 
juisitions. The country has a right to know t 


ISLANDS. 


m 


| no imperialism or militarism is intended; that the people ot! 


S roundwofk for the 

. Itw be too much like the exactions 

‘made upon her conquered provinces, and it 

lel to some extent of the imperial policy of 

les in recent times. [ am glad the President 

t; 1as not made that mistake. Onthe contrary, 

it t annual n e he says: 
1 all cust : tariffs between the United S 
rt r products free ac 3s to our markets 

Che recommendation of the Secretary of War, contained in his 
Jast annual report, describes in forceful language the injustice of | 
erecting a tari irrier against the products of Puerto Rico. 
Since the t1 el the ) intend _ the United States Spain has | 
erected such a barrier dif the United States does likewise, her 
markets will be cut off an a tl aa ‘le will be in a deplorable con- 


dition, 


islands will be treated in the same manner that the people 
Louisiana, Florida, and California were treated, andthat no ari 
will be necessary to make them submit to the local governme! 
which we will assist in ordaining and establishing. It maj 
that there are savages in those islands, asin the case of every‘ t 


I will print as an ap pe ndix to my remarks a portion of | acquisition, that will require military force to keep in subjection, 
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milions of people who ipy those islands who are not | ment and agree to t 
will furnish no excuse for militarism or imperialis1 , 
\CHINGS OF THE FATHERS 1 W Y THI : ‘ ihe moti was 
Vhatever mistakes may have been made in dealing with tl *B 
s or in failing to fully acquaint them with t policy ed To a] t | : 
Government, the Pres dent S me ive r mmet ting t UA \ t M1 \ M 
or Puerto Rico and the appointment of Judge Taft to com- | Pointed 
the work of instructing and aiding the Filipinos to estab- | MEM \ 
nd maintain local self-government indicate very clearly that Mr. THURSTON. Mr. 1 I 
President has no idea of departing from the teachings of the | ¢)e elose of 1 
s or establish ng an empil1 1 the ruins of t Republi Ww eau } ‘ t 
ill be impossible for the opponents of progress toimpress upon | may pay fi nd ‘ 
minds of the people that the size of a country has anything to } wapp. Senator-elk a eee . 
th the form of government. If republics can only exist in | with some of the Senato1 
| territories, the United States passed that limit ninety-seven | ness of the Sena all's 4 ; : 
s ago, when the Louisiana purchase was made. The truthis 
t when the situation is understood and the value of theseacqui-}| | 
s realized, the people of the United States will be as unwill- | _ The PRESIDING OFFICER (M 
sive up aninch of territory in the Philippine Islands as they | Calendar under R Vi 
1ow to give up any part of Alaska. The United States would Mr.CULLOM |! 
o war with Great Britain and take the consequences rather | Preiminary wot I 
to have 10 miles square of Alaska taken from us, notwith- | ™' lerritors Hawaii w 
ling that when that country was acquired it was supposed to | Sent to prov i to its 
thing but an iceberg. : , che The PRESIDING OFFI t 
pe the great financial issue, upon which the happiness of the r the set >from | 
an race depends, will not be buried beneath the rubbish of Mr. PETTUS. 1 L 
spansion and fault-tinding, as it was for many years beneath | NOt hear what 
tariff controversy, but that it will be kept before the peop! Mr. CULLO) ; 
til the fetich worshipers of gold understand the money question b wh h I pro t 
vell as the descendants of the devotees of the flat-world theo1 ! t, 2 will) 


. . . » |p ry ~ I 1s 
yw understand that the world is round, Mr. | rd rl 2h Do 
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wn; andI wish most strongly t that the customs en | word Th S 
rto Rico and the United States b 1 





THE FINANCIAL BILL. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- | | 
reed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to | ‘45, 
ne and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all 


is of money issued or coined by the United States, and for | not apply t 
‘purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagree- | Mr. CULLOM. Ther 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. | word “ applicable” 4 

( RSTREET, Mr. Brostus, and Mr. Cox managers at the confer- | should be inserted en t 


on the part of the House. i page 3. ar 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
n of the House of Representatives on House bill No. 1. The 


lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action | cable shall } 

the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of The ai di t 

Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standardof}| TI mendn 

ie, tomaintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined The reading tit ! 

the United States, and for other purposes, and requesting a Mr. PLAT‘ 

iference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two | sent during the read 

uses thereon. have some little understan r about it. I 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- | ments are being voted upon as we goalong, § 
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| what it is. 


' ! appl nd some might not. Ishould like toknow 
whet} . ence to go further to-day than the reading of 
' \ h the committee proposed. I 
he wh inatter will be open to amend- 
il lments wil have been voted on will, 
into the Senate, be still open to consideration. 
| t l that Senators are a little anxious 
\ I nit ia 1a int of some mMat- | 
{ [ did u it I would | ble to get the Senate 
tl much bey i the reading and adoption of the | 
nts of the committ and then some little amendments | 
I « re to offer m f in behalf of the committee, that will 
muted, I thir ry e rather corrections of the chap- 
t it ha t been read: that is to say, putting in the word 
t ive” in ¢ pia where it ought to be inserted in 
01 ma I Wu W t 18s meant. 
Mr. PLAT’ ( t I simply wish to know that the 
bill v not pass t e open to amendment hereafter 
Mr. TELLER. O not likely to pass to-day. 
PLATT C‘onnecticut rhere are some matters, as we 
! i in bill, which, it seems to me, should receive more 
( ttention than } been given. This may all be premature, 
| n I find that we have repealed the law with re- 
urd to other ‘1 tories, requiring them to submit their laws to 
Con ‘ 
Mr. HALE. Not in this bill 
M LATT Connecticut Yes: we have. in this bill. 
\ HALE. That can not be 
Mr. TELLER. It would be the case i bill passes in that 
} li ection 1 
Ir. PLAT Connecticut. We have already passed the pro- 
\ hat section 1850 shall not apply to the Territory of Hawaii. 
Mr. TELLER. W ill the Senator allow me to make an inquiry? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 
r. TELLER. I should like to inquire whether this bill is on 











| person who, in due course of law, shall have been convicted of an} 
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ritorial law, and there are in the bill that I 
think ought to be enacted. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senat 
pose the changes he desires t 

Mr. TELLER. If th 
there pe be time to examine 

Mr. CULLOM. I! am not seeking any 
yond aha is reasonable in the premis« 
fested any such disposition. 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. The understanding is simply that 
shall be read and the amendments, as they appear in print 
us, shall be acted upon as reached, That isas far as we shall 
this afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I apprehend that by the time we gi * bn 
read and the few amendm«e nts are acted upon which were 1 
in the committee before the bill was reported from the Comn 
on Foreign Relations, it will be about the time when I cade ac 
so far as I was concerned, to allow the Senate to adjourn. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to offeran amendment to the per 
bill. I wish to offer it at this time, so that it may be print: 
we may have printed copies at the earliest moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro terapore. The amendment will 
ceived and go to the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let it 


some 


things 


ao ! 





Yr will have an ¢ 
» have made. 
Senator isnot going to railroadit throu 


it. 


/pportunity to pr 


special haste about it 
s, and I have not 1 


+} 


be read, so that we may know 


The PRES 
be read. 
The SECRETARY. 


IDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment 


Insert, on page 25, after the word “ langu 







in line 2, the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That the slature of the Territory of Hawai 
iny t ter January 1, 195 ny ite ins aia eee voters 
Terr Vs 1 changes and m ications in the qualifications for el 
they A tit, and the same being ad« pte 1 by a majority vote, t 
they prescril by the legislature, shall be valid and binding as 


7 heP R E ‘SIDE N Tocobe mpore. ci hocdnendinaak ett be ori: 
The Secratary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment 





in section 14, page line 14. after the word ‘‘ Novemb 
strike out ‘1899” and insert ‘1900; so as to make the se 
read: ; 

That a general election shall be held on the Tuesday next after th 
Monday in November, 1%), and every second year thereafter. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, page 10, line 7, afté 
name ‘** Hawaii,” to strike out ‘‘including notaries public 
agents to take acknowledgments;” so as to make the section re 

Sec. 17. That no person_ holding office in or under or by authority 
Government of the United States or of the Territory of Hawaii sha 
gible to election to the legislature or to hold the position of a member 
same while holding said office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, on page 10, line 25, : 
the words ‘*‘ convicted of,” to strike out ‘‘larceny, bribery, 21 
cheat, or of;” and on page 11, line 3, after the word ‘‘ exceed 
to strike out ‘‘ two years’’ and insert ‘‘ one year;” so as to rea 

No idiot or insane person, and no person who shall be expelled fro: 
legislature for giving or receiving bribes or being accessory the ret 

ffense punishable by imprisonment, whether with or without har 
for a term exceeding one year, whether with or without fine, shall 1 
to vote or shall vote or hold any office in or under or by authorit; 
government, unless the person so convicted shall have been pardo1 
restored to his civil rights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 42, on page 17, line 22, 


the word “other,” to insert ‘‘house,” so as to make thes 
| read: 
Sec. 42. That neithe r house shall adjourn during any session for 


1 understood that it was simply the formal reading 

\ CULLO Ch ll at this time. 

\ rELLI I } veral amendments that I propose to 

I RESIDENT 1 It was agreed that the coim- 
nil mem nts s iid be acted upon as they are reached in 
U I ling ¢ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill will be open for action by 
the S« 

M rELLER,. Is ild like to know what are the committee 
amendment Ch ». Senate bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TELI AER What are the committee amendments that we 
ire to con rat this time? Are any amendments to be consid- 
ered that did not come from the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. All the amendments of the committee are 
printed in italies. 

Mr. CULLOM, The committee itself reported some amend- 
ments ter n “y brought the bill back. 

Mr. LL iR. There are no committee amendments except 
what t] it comtale, 

M No. except 

M 4 Then that all right. 

M Al f Connecticut. There are other amendments, I 
understand, from the committee besides those which are printed | 

ill 

Mr. CULLOM. I have stated that in the chapter which the 
: etary has just been reading a number of sections have re- 
pealed the local laws, and there are places- 

Mr. HALE. The local laws of Hawaii? 

Mr. TELLER. The Hawaiian laws. 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes, the Hawaiian laws. And there are sec- 
{ cited here where the word ‘‘inclusive” ought to beinserted 
between certain numbers, and that { thought could be done this | 
aftory an | 

M LLER. Oh, there is no objection to that. 

M ULLOM. There is nothing in those amendments except 
to m that « 

Mr. PLA‘ Connecticut. If we are going no further than 
that whole n r will be open another day. That is all I 
des re. 

Mr. CU] M. Iv tosay that | am very anxious to g¢ t this 

} we can, and yet 1 do not desire to inter- 
{ with ri son th ther side this afternoon, who I 
und to hav conference of their own. 

Mr. TELLER [ wish tosay a word tothe Senator who has 
the billin charge. I don want to delay the passage of the bill, 
but there are some provisions in it that I am going to suggest 
some changes in. 


Mr. CULLOM. Th 
moye to amend the bill. 
Mr, TELLER, I have had someexperiencein living under Ter- 


Senator will have ample opportunity to | 


| 


three days, or sine die, without the consent of the other house. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of secti 
on page 25, prescribing the ‘‘ Qualifications of voters for senat 

Mr. MONEY. Would it be in order to make an inquiry 1 
formation about the qualifications of voters for senators, ! 
the Senator who reported the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to the Senator that there is an 
derstanding that nothing shall be done to-day except fo 
reading the bill and acting upon the amendments reported | 
committee. 


Mr. MONEY, Very well. I was not aware of that. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendm 


the Committee on Foreig 
32, line 4, relative to the 
the word ' ‘ Provided,” to 

That allsales, grants, | S, 


and agreements concert 


n Relations was, in section 73 
‘‘Commissioner of public lands, 


insert: 









nd other dispos ition of the public « 
ng t ame, and all franchises granted byt 
waiian Government in confort with the laws of Hawaii prior t 
day of September, 189, are hereby ratified and confirmed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of section 
on page 33, relative to the ‘‘ Investigation of land laws. 








rite 
Mvy 
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HANSBROUGH., I desire toask the Senator from Illinois toriai statutes as w l Ss \\ 
of the bill if he does not think it would be more app , 3 
) place the charge of the public landsin Hawaii under the control and juris 
f the Interior, rather than the Secretary of Agriculture \ i United St 
LLOM. One or two Senators have made inquiries re ld k? é 
the provisions of the bill, but I will say to the Senator I4 er 


/ 
a 
e+ 





i the amendment t commiutt pon i } wl 
y i t I t N h \ 
ull have been comple l | Senate is 1 t i 
iit i ] sent tim ( t 
i j I just came i 1 ( ‘ 1 wa As t my i f 
that such an arrangement had been 1 ; udges here 
viding of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of forming the 
ittee on Foreign Relations was tion $1, pag Et 4 ‘ 
7 7 ? + ] ‘7 : os 
after the word ‘office,’ to strike it **during good be- 
ind insert ‘‘ for a term of nine years s to re plan th 
} f UnitedS 
and qua 1 i 
ut i 3 nu i i 
+} er tc w) " a 
judg t \ Tr) | 3 
exes tt? . ’ ' , A 
irds, whose ter sha t t 


Hawaii M FORAKER. VW 
PLATT of Connecticut. Iask that the amendment ma I it to be passed 
ssed over. This whole section proposes to i 1 








n iu into Aa > tli i 
ry which we are creating an « ntireiy new system of appoint ( d Wet } 
of judges and some other officers, f t bill this after ; 
fr. CULLOM. This is only the reading of the section. It is Mr. CULLOM. The Set 
eing adopted. liscussing it, and I was t 
PLATT of Connecticut. I want this amendment to be Mr. FORAKER. I underst m ¢ 
i over, because 1 do not want it even adopted now. t y tha 


ir. CULLOM,. Very well. wanted it 
ir. JONES of Arkansas. What page is it? passe : 
ir. CULLOM. Page 56. Mr. CULLOM, H is b 


[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Page 36, line 1%. Mr. PLAT ( 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Section 8$1,to which I refer,com- | t! os 

nces on page 59 Mr. FORAKER LV’) 

Mr. President, we are giving to this new Territory of ours pow Od r. PLAT! ( 

and privileges which we have given to no other Territory that thought I was rea s 

ever been organized in the United States. m hereatter ; Ww | 
everv Territory that has been organized we have reserved to section Sl shou vdopted 
President. by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, The PRESIDENT protempo1 . 


appointme nt of judi ial officers judge Ss. marshals. and other over? 
cers of that character. Here we commit it entirely to th Mr. CULLOM. Ihavy 


+ 


ai 


vernor of the Territory. If this section passes, neither the and had not in the first pla 

President of the United States nor the Senate can have anything The PRESIDENT pro t 7 ' 
say about who shall be j;udges in that Territory. over. 
Now, one single thing mére. Wehave provided that the judges Cher lwas1 aa 


ill our legislative courts should have a tenure of office of four | 1M section 85, page 59, line 1, after the word aN 


rs only. This bill not only takes entirely away from the the words ‘either directly or through such 1 i 
sident and the Senate the power of appointment of the chief t! tion re 
ce and justices of the supreme court, but it continues in Sree. 8. That per ha 
e by legislation the chief justic e and justices of the supreme — % we vel — rad rr 
irt for a term of nine years. We never had a Territory of th: «may have any ' . 
ted States where judges had a tenure of office longer than | uew tri ein Ww 
years. I merely speak of it now. I should like this amend- The amendment was agreed t 
t to be passed over. Ido not want to go into the matter at Che next amendment was I 
*th at this time. the word } 3° to 


Ir, CULLOM. Mr. President, I merely wish to say a word, | $5.000;" and in line 18, 
nuch as the Senator from Connecti i 
bill as we go along, which I have tried to avoid as we are only Sec. 9%. That the wing 
ng it read now. aries, to be paid by the Ur t ‘ 
commission which was sent to Hawaii found therea very  ){° oo) 
civil government. Of course there were many things not 
ely satisfactory and which we propose to change, but the d i 
mission desired to recognize the situation asit was and,so far ‘“! " 
-e could, consistently with the interests of the United States, |, 
Ww conditions to remain there that were not entirely out of 
mony with the spirit of the Government of the United States | | ae ee ere 
me. We found a supreme court there, not to administer | #5” a a ee ag 


+ 





cut is disposed to discuss | nually;” so as to1 








United States statutes, but to adiminister the laws of the Territory, | “oy ¢ wi . 
1 is preserved in the bill and which is in harmony, as we the eae af s 
ht, with the general principles and interests of the Govern- | ye rt 
f the United States as well as of that Territory. ae ne 
rhe plan of the bill is to retain the legislature, the system of | #0 ™&*' : 
courts, purely to administer Territorial statutes, and to pro- an 
United States judge to administer the United States laws, | for the. 
mmission believe that the wisest course for us to pursue is 
tain in force the laws, so tar as they are consistent with our 
is of government, and the courts to administer them: and we 
l there a life tenure of judicia icers. The Committee on The amen ver 
i gn Relations of the Senate thought perhaps that that was I dit 
I xactly the right thing to do, and so we limit the terms of the Mr. CULLOM. 1 
ges of the supreme court to nine years and of the circuit judges | strike ont sections 104 and 103 an 4 
nat Territory to six years. tions: 
_We believe there is no occasion for changing everything there | gro im 7 sah a t boner 


ply because we can and because in the Territories here in our | th 
own country we have United States judges to administer Terri-| The adoption of this amen nt I will st 








I. 
~) 
iw 











\ PET | e phrase ‘‘on and after the date” mis 
| | tem] It is wrong. If the Senator 
v t it he will that it is wrong 
( LOM, I the House print. Let it read 
pa 
PRESIDENT pro te1 re. The Secretary will read the 
! s modified 
ra it } ito stz ut sections 104 and 
1 llo WW 1 
I Hawaii ma v 
the 
2 ( t ly f J i é 

And 11 if I r té I { 

\ ys fr l er the i 

i endment was agreed t 

CULLOM.,. I believe it was understood that on the com- 
pletion of the reading of the bill there would be an adjournment. 

i PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator gave notice that 
| toinsert the word ‘exclusive ” in two or three places. 

N ( LLOM Phere are quite a number of those places, and 

l think Senators are a little anxious that the Senate shall now 

[ w efer that for a future day. I move that the Sen- 
| motion was reed to: and (at 3 o'clock and 20 minutes 
{ Sena adjourned until Monday, February 19, 1900, at 
clock meridian, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
RRIDAY, February 16, 1900, 

I House met at 12 0° km. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
i N. CoupeEn, D. D. 

| Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
| ) et 

i E FROM TH NATE, 

Al ive from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the bill 

H.R. tod ea x the standard of value, to maintain the 
parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, 
ind r other purposes, in which the concurrence of the House 
Wai requested, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
I 1 | 

t f H f ‘es concurring), That | 
mr pi the report Abercrombie on the 
| ration ex] »Al ee ee es 

\ 1.500 shal rt e of nate, 2.500 for the use of the 
i R sentatives, and 1,000 for distributic iv the = as Departencet 

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate resolution of the following 
t was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- | 
priate comunittee as indicated below: 

t ite (the H f ] itatives rring), That 
‘ rint i”) copies of the report of Capt. W. R. Ab rombie on the 
( ¢ ‘ neh expedit to Alaska, transmitted by the Secretary 
of Wa ich 1,500shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the 
i! Re ‘ itives, and 1,000 for distribution by the War Department— 
e Committee on Pri nting. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, House bill No. 1, known as 
the financial bill, has just been returned to the House, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendment and ask for a conference 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
rar nut that the House nonconcur in Senate amendment to the 
House bill No. 1, fixing th andard of value, etc., and ask for 
conference. Is there o ction: 

Mr. RICHARDSON, "os . Speaker, I think the amendment of 
the Senate ought to be print 1 inthe Recorp, and if the gentle- 
man will accompany his motion with that request, I see no 
objection to it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ithinkthe amendment isalready printed 
in the R mp of this morning. 

Mr. RI HARI SON. Ti ntleman thinks it is printed with 
the Senat ‘ ngs of vesterday 

Mr. OVE! STREET. \ 

Mr. RIK HARDS IN. Is the gentleman sure that it is the same 
as it comes to the Hou 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I would not object to the request, Mr. 


pe aker, 


but 1 am under the impression that it is contained inthe 
RE 


ORD of this morning. 
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| Mr. RICHARDSON, I think the REcorp shows the } < 
| passed the Senate, and yet I thought it well to have the am 
ment printed separately as a part of the House proceedings 
Mr. OVE RSTR EET. Ihave no objection, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman adc is to his request t} 
Senate amendment be printed in the REcorpD. Isthere ob 
| After a pause] = Chairhears none. The Chair will ann 
the confere ig the day. 


EXECl 


‘S duri $ 
LEGISLATIVE, rive, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Ho 
solve a f into Committee of the Whole House on the state 


AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION 


Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 
Mr. SIMS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. It 
| motion is voted down, will it be in order to move that the H 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider busi 
the Private Calendar, it being Friday? 

The SPEAKER. It would bein ‘order. 

Mr. SIMS. Then I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves t} 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Hous 
state of the Union for the consideration of the legislative 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The question was taken: and on a division 
Sims) there were 76 ayes and 54 noes, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committe: 
Whole House on thestate of the Union (Mr. SHERMAN in the 
forthe further consideration of the legislative, executive, an: 
cial appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee 
W hole House on the state of the Union for the further con 
tion of the appropriation bill, the title to which the Clerk wi 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I | 


(demanded 


use bill 8347, makir 






ig appropriation for legislative, executive 

cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June ‘4 
or other purposes 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 

For supe SOO 

For assist ers, under the direction of the Joint Lili 

ites of Congi 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an i 
of the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HEMENWay]. I want 
quire of the gentleman in charge of the bill if this is tl 
expense of the Botanic Garden? Is this bill the entire « 


of that institution, or are the 
bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iaminformed by the clerk of the 
tee that on the sundry civil bill there is an appropriation of 
for the buildings. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Are not the appropriations for the 2 
Garden carried on still another bill, is not that the rule? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. lLunderstand on the sundry civil bil! 
is an appropriation of about $5,000 in addition to the appr 
tion carried here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And no other? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not that I know of, 
correct 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, readas 

For contingent expenses of the Executive Office, including : 
therefor, as well as record books, telegrams, telephones, books f 
miscellaneous items, and furniture and carpets for offices, care of 
riage, horses, and harness, $12,000 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 1 
two words. If I thought that a motion to strike out th 
priation providing for the Civil Service Commission would 
end to that commission and its work, I would make that 
before this House, and ask for its consideration and a vote tI 
am persuaded that even if this clause in the bill should | 

| pated by a vote of this House, this commission would cont 
existence and in the performance of its functions, and t 
money needed for its payment and sustenance would be fur 
out of other appropriations of the Government, or supplied 
quently by the presentation of a deficiency. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do desire, in the presence of this 
and of the country, to register my unqualified and unequ 
opposition to every feature of the civil-service law of 1s>) 
plemented by the act of 1871 in its present application and ai) 
istration. My reasons for the opposition to that law are f' 
mental. They go to the very foundation of the theory 
which the law is based. 

shall first, sir, consider the first objection that occurs. 
that is that the passage and application of this law to the va 
branches of the public service without requiring examinat 
to test the fitness of the then incumbents in office of the pt 
service was pernicious and vicious partiality. If this law: 
justified upon any theory, it is upon the theory that in S83 t 
| Departments of the Gov ernment of the United States were filled 


re other items carried in some 


and I think 





i 


f probity, men of honesty, 


} 
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ompetent people. If that were not true, then there was 
ssity for the passage of the civil-service law. 
it were true, then the test of examination sh 





en applied to those who then filled the offices 
irtments of the public service That was n 
re the inevitable conclusion is that hundreds, yea, : 
incompetent clerks and other officials were kept in the 
service by the ci es rvice law of 1883. 


Mr. 


yt necessary, ‘hairman, to rely upon inference alon 
t state ment, because it has been stated by those in charg: 
bill that the public service to-day is fil lle 1 with incompetent 
s. That being the case, where, La ask. do you find the effi- 
of this law? This law practically said, ‘*The public serv 


lled with incompetent clerks” 
CHAIRMAN, The time of the g 
\RRE] has expired. 


ot 


entleman from Maryland 


HEMENWAY. I -_ unanimous consent that the gent! 
allowed to continu ' five minutes. 
PEARRE. I woul 1d} like to have ten minutes more. 
HEMENWAY. Then I ask that the gentleman be allowed 
nutes additional. 
HAIRMAN. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none 
gentleman will proceed. 
. PEARRE. Those in favor of this law, its advocates, pra 
y said to the people of the United States: ** The public ser\ 
d with incompetent clerks; we must have a law to put them 
we must have a lawto purge the public service and make 
ncy the test of eligibility to that servic Yet that law 
iined no provision which would test the qualification of thi 
who was in—whose incompetency must have been the reason 
justification for the passage of the law—but only placed C 
sin the inconsistent position of requiring a test of qualifica- 
. for those who are trying to get in. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another reason why I am opposed 


the civil-service law in its present ope ration and administra- 
n, and that is that its provisions apply solely to the lower 
es in the public service. Heads of De — 1ents, heads of 
aus, the ai who control the affairs of those Departments, 
subjected to no test of qualification. It is s disc Pinetiseition 
inst the poor, the humble, the uninfluential, and places a pre- 
im upon political favoritism or upon the political hack, who, by 
lling primaries or manipulating political conventions, has in- 
cratiated himself into the favor of some political boss. 
Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 


Ir. PEARRE. Yes, sir. 
TERRY. Isit not apparent from the gentleman's exam- 
tion of this matter that the question of the efficiency of the 
il-service law dependsalmost entirely on the head of 
r Department who undertakes to administer it? 
Mr. PEARRE. I quite agree with the gentleman as to that, 
| that is my argument—that if you put at the he ad of the De- 
rtments men of proper qualifications, men of efficiency, men 
who are determined to see that the 
lie service is purged and kept free from incompete mnt subordi- 
s, you have every guaranty that the safety 
ood of the public service requires. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
w me a question? 
Mr. PEARRE, Iyield fora moment, but Ido not want it taken 
t of my time. 
Ir. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is there any single De- 
tment of the Government where inefficiency has resulted 
1 the operation of the civil-service system? Has any head of 


the partic- 


y of this nation and 


Will the gentleman 


partment ever complained that the inefficienc y of ‘clerks in | 
: Dey partment was due to the operation of the civil-service | 


em? 

Mr. PEARRE. Ihave heard numerous complaints in regard 

lerks, 

ument of the gentleman is concerned unless he is prepared to 
the instances of inefficiency arising before the passage of 
Ss iaw. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. There were thou 

Mr, PEARRE. Yes; and there are thousands to-day. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Where are they? 

Mr. PEARRE. Where were they before? 

r. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. In every Department 

Government. 

ir. PEARRE. I reply to the gentleman in the same way. In 

Department of the Government the complaints of ineffi- 

y are so common that any specific or special cases are not 

é ssary to be referred to. So far as that is concerned, the gen- 
in from Indiana said yesterday that in the Departments—in 
Department, at any rate 


sands. 


re tent clerks; and the « :omplaint is made that it i 

t those incompetents out. 
r. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
tle man 


I should like to ask the 
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But that would not make any difference so far as the | 


of | 


there are to-day 10 oe r cent of in- | 
s impossible | 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the ntle1 M M 
PEARRE] vield? 
Mr. PEARRE. Yes. if 
The ¢ _MAN. It i : 
time, 
Mr. FITZGERALD of M 
civil-service law to pi nt 
| ing incompetent m 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes: int | t 
»} Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusett I 
| man from Maryland 
| Mr. PEARRE, I will answer t ntleman from M 
etts without any su I 
wo 1s ? ‘ ? 7 { ~ 
iterferes W \ 
sin tl rd ] l 
removed ey | i au ! l l 
Mr. FITZGERAI Massa sett \s my e st 1 
vesterda\ 
Mr. PEARRE. Ido l 
the gent n fully ~ 
Mr. FITZGERALD \ \ 
were ou the way, the | I 
near Washing ‘ th Ma 
cupnvil put ( 
Mr. PEARR L fancy ‘ . ’ 3 
not superior to t tl Sta 
House the ot s ! Mass t 4 
that never sm : ‘ now 
| ing pensions. 
Mr. FITZGERALD M (ha 
The CHAIRMAN. 1 
Mr. PEARRE. No, sir 
The CHAIRMAN. The I t 
Mr. PEARRE. Sir.the M i t 
near Santiago, has i l L 
responsible member this Hous 
number of 500, or n ly f of t ! 
Now, Mr. Chairman. | am furtl 
Ido not believe that examination is a test 
| ticular work. It has gone into history, 
| is never heard of after commence? td 
If you will go through the annals of ir is l 
and I think this statement will commend i ther lec 
judgment, and approval of every member of tht rintl House 
you will find, sir, that those students of law wl! l iven t 
| best promise of success by standing high in their l " t 
the law schools and passing the best examination 1 ma 
stances, when brought to face the practical px ms the 
fession and apply the principles to the practi have 1 
absolute failures, 
Look at the Army in every war in which this country 1 en 
engaged. Some of the most distinguished successes hay 
gained by men wh » had n t the advant ige of the techr I 
ing of the West Point Military School, the latest illustration 
| which, sir, is the magnificent career of that s ler of the peop 


ippines the Se iuse. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, look at the medical profes 
will find that cain sare filled with profess 
knowledge of the principles of their profession, w1 
by the application of those principles to the ills 


proved utter and complete failur 


. . : } —— ‘ ss 
5 n from its loins, Lawton, who died so riously in the Phil- 


Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to go that far. be t has 
been admitted in this deba it the temporary I “id 
by the deficiency acts of 1898 in the War Department ha n 

s complete satisfaction in point « rvice and efticie1 i y 
men taken from a certification of the ¢ Ser Con I 
and better in many instances. If th e the case, Ww 
need for such a law? 

| TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
Mr. PEARRE. I should like to have 1 1 

| interrupted several times. 

| Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts. 1 

| Mr. HEMENWAY. Lask unanimous 

| man have five minutes’ time. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemar I M 

WAY] asks unanimous consent that t m rom M 1 

may proceed for five minutes longer. Is thet tion 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEARRE, Now, Mr. Chairman, that mitted nq 
| floor in this debate, that the temporary clerks in t \ 1) 
ment have given ample satisfaction and have performed 
| duty the public service requires. Why, Mr. Chairman 
| ther illustration that examinations are not conclusive t 
ness, nor even reasonably good tests of fitness for t 
| work, I may be pardoned for calling the attention « } 
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hin my own personal observation. <A 
in the Census Office and was required 


ex: tion. She was 50 years of age. She had been 
my } nal knowledge for twenty-five years 
1 engaged in literary pursuits during her whole 
a man of fine intellect, of great qualification, a woman 
\ had devoted her life to the technical matters of education. 
Yi , in the face of that examination she failed; whereas to-day 
I epared to say to this House that there is not one jot or tit- 
( bt about her eminent qualifications for any position to 
\ might have been appointed had she passed that exami- 
hatio n that Bu l 
But, Mr. Chairman, these are not the only objections. This law 
is full of inconsistencies and inequalities in its operation. Why, 
the ittempt made in the act of 1871 to lead the people in 
t] try to believe that some sort of preference is shown to 
the e! these civil-service laws, but if you will look at 
th you will discover that in order to have that preference 
he mu how in injury in the service. traceable to the service, 
\ the President's order requires that he shall pass the ex- 
amination and attain a grade of 65, no matter what his service 
iay have been, no matter how loyal he may have been to his 
( try, no mafter at what personal sacrifice of comfort and pros- 
pe } ive his services to his country. He has no preference 
in e his disability to the service. And yet, sir, in 
t 1 ction you will discover that those who were not 
1 in t rvice are kindly recommended to the tender mer- | 
( the banker, the manufacturer, and the merchant for pref- 
erence in securing employment. 
[f this be not a lie written upon the statute books of the United 
then repeal this law and give to every loyal soldier of the 
G rnment of the United States preference for employment to 
v he was entitled. [Applause. ] 

(Chairman, this law is un-American and unnecessary. It 
remin ne and savors much of the old laws of primogeniture 
and entailin England. It is unnecessary, for the reasons that I 
hay ven. 

During the whole period of this country’s history it was never 
found necessary until all the issues between the parties seemed to 
have been thrashed over and fought out and statesmen were look- 


ing about for some sort of new political emotion. 


Then they 
turned to this grand reform in the civil 


service of the Government. 


Why, sir, these colonies, when but 3,000,000 people, waged 
war against the strongest nation then upon the earth. All the 
civil Departments of the Government of those colonies were 
strained to the utmost, and yet, sir, the autonomy of their Gov- 


ernment and their success was never interfered with by the fact 
that we had no such civil-service law. 
[In 1812, sir, this nation, a little bit stronger, got into a contro- 


vel with Great Britain again, and whipped out of that nation a 
re ition of the principle, which has since become a principle 


if international law, that the American flag on board an Ameri- 
can ship protected any man who rested beneath the shadow of its 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PEARRE. Ishould like to have five minutes more. I will 
promise the gentleman from Indiana that I shall not ask for fur- 
ther time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection to 
the request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEARRE. As I said, sir, in that war we whipped out of 
Great Britain the recognition of the principle, which has since be- 
come a principle of international law, that the American flag on 
in American ship protected any man who rested beneath the 
shadow of its folds. And, sir, at that time, as in every case of 
war, every civil Department of this Government was stirred and 
strained to excessive activity, yet no need was felt for reform in 
the civil service, and the success of our arms was in no way inter- 
fered with. 

In 1848 we took into our arms appealing Texas, with her mag- 
nificent domain, and Florida afterwards. Prior to that time we 
had made the Louisiana purchase, and we have managed and ad- 
ministered the affairs of that vast territory, bringing portions of 
it in as States at different times, without destroying the autonomy 
of our Government or feeling the need for reform in the civil 


sel vil ( 


7 
i 
( 


In 1861, sir, brothers in this land were engaged in a controversy 
Which could only be settled by the arbitrament of the sword. All 
the branches of the civil service of the Government were un- 
usually stirred, and yet, sir, we went through that war and 
reached a satisfactory settlement of the enormous questions in- 
volved without the aid of a civil-service law and without feeling 
any necessity for it. During that war, sir, billions of money were 
spent and the armies of the United States were organized with 
more than a million of men. Yet the civil branches of this Gov- 


| 


| ernment restored? 
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| ernment did not suffer by reason of the fact that we had n 


service law. 

The United States Government has been the pioneer, unde: 
in the progress of civilization, and to-day, sir, she has plant 
flag in the Orient, which is the day star of hope and the } 
to the nations of the earth, to the haven of politica! rege; 
and redemption. There we find the boys in blue and the } 
gray, under Grant and Wheeler, marching to the blended « 
of Yankee Doodle and Dixie [applause] toadvance the lan 
of civilization and to retain the flag of this nation where 
been once justly planted. [Applause.] That flag, sir, } 
b&en and will ever be the panoply of freedom and the tali 
equal rights to all men under the law. 

Those boys who are fighting there to-day, sir, are cons 
pable by the people of this country to guard this nation’s 
honor and to advance the landmarks of civilization. If 
fit for that, in God's name, I ask, should they not be reco: 
fit to administer, without examinations, at least the mir 
offices when that insurrection has been suppressed and 
[Loud applanse on the Republican si 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman 
there is some reason, judging from the criticisms we hay 
the public press at various times during the past four 
the manner in which the civil-service laws are adminis! 
the present Administration, for the criticism of the ci 


| laws in general which has just been made by the gentle: 


Maryland. Ithink the real reason that actuates the gen 


| making this attack is the fact that Maryland is so clos 


ington, if the civil-service law should be repealed, all t! 
man’s constituents would flock here and take possessi 
offices. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman permit me? 
the gentleman to interrupt me. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PEARRE, I just want to assign a-reason, one reas 
on this subject. The Congressional platform upon whi 
nominated declared for the repeal or modification of t! 
and further than that, when an amendment to the consti 
Maryland was suggested and submitted to the people in | 
viding for a civil-service law in Maryland, it was def 
60,000 votes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That only confi: 
statement that I made, that the gentleman's constituents i 
land, as a general rule, are in favor of the repeal of the 
that they could get possession of offices in the District 
lumbia, and the other portions of the country would not 
proper share. 

Mr. WACHTER. I desire to say, asa member from Ma: 
that it gives us more trouble also, by reason of being so 
the capital. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I appreciate t! 

Mr. WACHTER. But we are against it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. You are so cl 
the rest of the country would not get recognition at a! 
civil-service law is repealed. Now, Mr. Chairman, as | 
yesterday on the floor of the House, the civil-service law 
ried out nearly to perfection, if I might put it that way, by 
who are the responsible heads of the different department 
National Government in the city of Boston; and, as I st 
terday, for the past fifteen years, since Mr. Cleveland f 
sumed the office of President, the women and the men w! 
taken the examination for service under the National ‘ 
ment in that city are appointed in the order of merit. 
walls of the Boston post-office to-day is exposed a list 
men and women who have taken the examination in the } 
and I challenge the gentleman who has just taken his seat 
other member of this House to show where a single indi\ 
name has been passed, Politics has not interfered in 
pointment, and every man and woman who has been ap} 
can thank his own brains and industry rather than charge | 
pointment up to some one with a political pull. 

I donot know, Mr. Chairman, how the law has operated i 
sections of the country. I know that it is not lived up t 
city of Washington at the present time, and the Civil Servi 
mission has protested against its evasion more than once. 
it is not lived up toin other sections of the country, and thi 
tion of the President has been called to that fact by the Civi 
ice Commission. The attention of the President of the 
States has been called to the fact that the civil-service law! 
violated in the matter of levying assessments upon office! 
for the success of the Republican party in the Ohio campa 
year. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is a notoriou 
Mr. Chairman, that almost every postmaster and every em] 
under the United States Government, in our State at least 
ceived a circular letter from the chairman of the Republican * 
committee of Ohio asking for an assessment to benefit the Re} 
lican campaign in the State of Ohio. 


Ij 


Certainly. 
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WACHTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a of the Spanish-Amer ! r vete i \ 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. from the sery FA Ninth Ma 
WACHTER. Do you mean to say that that was not done tainly displa t 

the Cleveland Administratio1 lent | s 


FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I never knew of any t N 
being sent around, and I do not b any such } tice | A tant-G 
lged in ina 
WACHTER. Do you n » say that V s ¢ 
C} land Administr Mr. WACHTEI oe 
FITZGERALD of M Né ra at tha M FITZGER i 


WACHTER. It was done in the city of Baltimore. nthe D 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I challenge the gentle- | to underst 


produce evidence in order. Now, Mr. Chairman, the rec- | record than 3 l 
the Railway-Mail Service he Lys 

CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. is not trt 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask | about the first 

mous consent that I be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. | | , and t t Ninth M 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent alte . that 1 St 

he be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. Is ther yjec- | record ei2 nly $ 


After a pause.| The Chair hears norte ti ra i 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The records of th Now, Mr. Chaiz n, it was 1 ? 
yay Mail Service here in Washington show the efficiency of Wounds int Sant real 





vil service in that branch of the Government work. The l to entitle tho 
| rts of that office tell us that since the civil service ] nin) a > I I 
n that great department of the Government ha creased ; a} the Eng soldi , 
ficiency tremendously, to tl extent, I believe tonly a nthes , I 
y small fraction of 1 per cent of mistakes are made in tha ite 1 ther I ! 


au now. the British arm u 


When boys from my district and my State have written tome Cuban coast and atta 
asked me to do something toward getting them appointed, | efficiency | t 
[ have told them in every instance that the appointment V 1 Mr. CORL 
made in the order in which they appeared on the list, and I Mr. FITZGERALI M ( 
lieve there never has been an exception to that rul Now, I Mr. CORLI 
yt know what State the lady who, according tothe gentleman Mass 
om Maryland, has been teaching school for twenty-five years | Santiago 
me from, who could not pass a civil-service examination, but in Mr. FITZGERALD 
own State of Massachusetts we have the list crowded with tl that state 
es of those who pass these examinations without any trouble Mr. CLAYTON of New Yo1 \ 
ce every year, and I will cheerfully excuse the ignorance of my , Regiment was there 
nd from Maryland upon this great question if that is the char Mr. FITZGERALD Ma 
ter of school-teaching that he has been compelled to submit to. | setts Regiment was on t 
\pplause on the Democratic side. at El Caney and San Juan, and the N Massa 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has chosen to go out of his] just after these battles and lulged 


iy and attack the Massachusetts regiments. He made a state- | the peace treaty was signed. This regi 
ent that men in these regiments had applied for pensions who | front of the city of Santiago, Lif } 


id never smelt gunpowder. would have been directly in front of the my. 5B 


Mr. PEARRE. I did not make that statement. I referred to | ments were armed with Springfield rifles and 
: as a statement made by a gentleman on the floor of the House, | exposing them to the well-directed shots of the Spaniar 
t t 


m Massachusetts heard the speech on his side of the House | the most modern gun known to civilized warfar , Fy 
terday by the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Sis]. hree m rs of the Ninth Massachusett lon 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I didnot hear the speech | result of their service within a mont] t 
I would have answered it on the spot. Iwas in my committee | ment, and the colonel of the regi \ l 
m, and I never knew anything about the matter until a few | after contracting this insid fever t l re, died 
ments ago. two days after his arrival in Boston. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be well to answer the gen- It was the duty of this Government, t ! t world, to 
man from Tennessee | Mr. Srus]? provide these troops with every f scie? 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I intend to do that. I | could suggest; but how lamentabl nt failed in this 
will answer the gentleman from Tennessee before I take my seat. | di t] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. He said that there were six or seven hun- 
| applications for a pension from one regiment in your State | eas 
t never heard a gun fired. Me 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I was just going to ask if the gentleman | though fighting for a bankrupt Govern: 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I intend to answer that | What General Shafter replied. General Sha g 
ment if the gentleman will give me time. 7) per cent of his command had 
Ir. WACHTER. That was only a repetition of the statement | general officers of the lifth Army ‘ 
gentleman from Tennessee. robin in which they declared that if 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman from | ately moved it must perish. 
Maryland said that neither of these regiments smelt any powder. Shafter also said, ‘‘ What put my I 
He seems to be as familiar with the records of Massachusetts sol- | tion were the twenty days of this paign v\ t 
rs as he is with the working of the civil-service law. Now, | ing but meat (fat bacon), bread ' 
Mr. Chairman, I have the Spanish-American war record, taken | clothes and without any s ter \ 
m the Office of the Adjutant-General, in which the Second Mas- | August 3, ‘‘ There has never | i 
usetts had 1 officer killed in action and 3 officers wounded; 4 | medicine for the daily wants o 
ted men killed and 41 men were wounded, and 4 enlisted men One of the magazi riters, Ss} 
lof wounds received in the service. Two officers and 86 men | personal observation, made this cri 
of disease contracted in the service. ‘*The marines observed the la 
vill now present the record of the Ninth Massachusetts, the | the dictat modern sanitary 
r regiment referred to by the gentleman from Maryland. I | no fault of their own, were force ( 
will say at this time that the gentleman from Tennessee who made | law of healt nd 1 is as 1 
the original statement concerning these regiments stated to me , Sanitary science In existent 
before I took the floor, when 1 asked him his authority for his I was at Montauk Point when the Second Ma t 
facts, that the table which he read the other day was prepared by | ment arrived from Cuba, and I saw 1 


Pension Bureau, and he gave out the statement just as it was | ity of them not able to walk the short distan half a 
esented to him from the Pension Bureau. This action of the | the detention camp fall by the roadside—1 
ension Commissioner confirms the charge that I made against | but by the tens—and I saw them ten days afterwar 


iim the other day in the House, that he is hostile to the just claim | walk to the boat which conveyed them to Massachusetts and hou 


} 
} 
i 
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[saw the Ninth Regiment land at Montauk Point a few days 


, and | helped them in every way that I could to | 


get tena The incapacity of the Government at that time | 
to furnish these men food and rations was such that I was com- 
I | to fight with the commissary down there before I could get 


and bread and beef five or six hours after they had 


n that island. There were no overcoats there; they 
were not provided with proper tentage; they had no stoves to cook 
food. And when | went to the Quartermaster-General and asked 


for overcoats and uniforms and stoves, he said they were not on 
hand. And those after they came from Cuba—and I was 
with them for a week—lay in their tents upon the cold, damp 
ground. 


But with 


} oOyvs, 


all the care that was given by private individuals, to 


these boys, after their return, died by the hundred. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, because these men did not receive wounds, 
because their legs were not shot off, because they were not hit with 
missiles fired from Spanish guns, is that any reason why they should 
be deprived of their right to a pension? If this Government, by 


i ipacity, its inability to furnish those men with food, with 
proper sustenance, rendered able-bodied men unfit for employment, 
made it impossible for them to support their wives and their chil- 
dren, their fathers or their mothers, is it to be said that they are 
not entitled to exact from the Government that which is theirs? 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the gentleman from Mary- 
land holds any such doctrine as that. I can not believe the gen- 
thanan from Tennessee meant to make any charge against the 
patriotism of Massachusetts soldiers. The statement which he 
presented he took as a record given him by the Pension Depart- 
ment: and, as I stated a few moments ago, the Pension Commis- 
sioner of the United States has no sympathy at all with the 
Spanish-American war veterans. I know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I would like just two 
minutes more, 


The CHAIRMAN, 


\t 
\I 


Is there unanimous consent that the gen- 
theman from Massachusetts continue his remarks for two minutes 
rn The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I know that among 
25.000 applications pending for pensions there are some that are 
not warranted, are not justifiable; but I know that there are 
hundreds of worthy claims lying in the Pension Bureau now, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Pension Commissioner himself, 
that have never been investigated, but await the first scrutiny of 
an official of the Pension Department. 

I know of instances where these boys attempted to go to work, 


ve 
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Senator Beck said: 

_ Secretaries have said officially to Congressional committees that t] 
obliged to take people they do not want; that they have to supply p! 
people for whom they have no use; and one Secretary came before 
mittee at the last session and said he was obliged to keep 17 pers 
partment whom he did not want, when one man would do the 
than the 17; and still such places are kept for political purposes. 

It seems to me that that answers the challenge which th: 
tleman threw out yesterday. 

And now one word concerning the remark that the two M 
chusetts regiments in Cuba never smelt powder. 

The Second Regiment came entirely from my section 0} 
State. It was, I think, the first volunteer regiment in the w 
country that was mustered into the United States service. |; 
only smelt powder—which the gentleman denied—but it 
and used the old-fashioned powder on the firing line at El « 
all day beside the regulars with their smokeless powder 
modern guns. It showed a gallantry and steadiness which 
been repeatedly praised by the regular officers and of wh 
at our home are very proud. Just how many werekilled | ¢ 









W 


| know, but I doknow the number mentioned there is far too 


and did work for a few days, but they were compelled to give up. | 


1 have heard employers of these men say that they did not know 
what was the nature of this disease contracted in Cuba by these 
men—this malarial fever and typhoid fever and dysentery—but 
that the disease was more insidious than any of which they had 
had experience; it simply left these men unfit for duty. 

They went away full of animal life and vigor—in the prime of 
manhood, They came back physical wrecks. I donot know what 
may be the number of pension claims that have been presented at 
the Department, but I will say on this floor, Mr. Chairman, that 
those hoys from Massachusetts who served in the campaign in 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Islands did their duty hero- 
ically, and that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has every 
reason to be proud of the grand and noble record that her sons 
made in this struggle. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I was very 
glad that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE], who isa 
vood lawyer, recognized the futility of making the usual annual 
motion to strike out this appropriation. I do not believe the 


House wishes to waste its time in debating this question, which | 


we all see is not coming to any issue. I do not want to discuss 
the question generally. I would not say anything but for the fact 
that the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GROSVENOR] made yesterday, 
ina confident and rather pugnacious way, a statement which I 
think demnands a reply. He said that when the civil-service law 
was enacted nobody claimed that the existing service was poor, and 
that Senator Pendleton, who had charge of the measure, took the 
ground that it was introduced simply to make a division of offices 
between the two parties. ‘‘And,” saidthe gentleman from Ohio, 
**T challenge any man on this floor to put his finger on any utter- 
ance of the character to which I have referred.” 

Now, unless somebody responded to that it might be thought 
that that statement was correct, and therefore I wish simply to 
read the following sentences from the debate at that time. 

In the debate on the civil-service bill in the United States Sen- 
ate in 1883, Senator Pendleton said: 


I repeat, Mr. President, that the civil service is inefficient, expensive, and 
extravagant, and that it is in many instances corrupt. Is it necessary for 
me to prove the facts, which are so patent that even the blind must see and 
the deaf must hear? 


for we brought back from Santiago to my own city, wher 
were only three companies, the bodies of thirteen boys. and 
fifty for the whole regiment; and I think it ill becomes an 
ber of the House to sneer at the services or the losses or t 
quests for pensions from that gallant regiment. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, yesterday 
speech defending the policy of the Administration in refer 
the Filipinos and Puerto Ricans, the gentleman from Ilinoi 

3;0UTELL]| discussed at length the constitutional prerogati) 
the Federal Government. The burden of his speech was 
that anybody should call in question the absolute sovereig 
the Government of the United States. The gentleman se« 
entertain the opinion that the Federal Government posses: 
same powers as have immemorially been exercised by th: 
archy, and to regard as anomalous the contention that in 
country governmental agencies are restrained, limited, ani 
cumscribed by the Constitution. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the fundamental difference betwe: 
republic and the monarchy is that in the republic the pow 
the government are limited, while in the monarchy they a1 
By our Constitution the Federal Government is invested wit 
tain enumerated powers and prohibited from exercising oth 

The Congress can not enact ex post factolaws. It can pur 
treason, but can decree noattainder of blood. Itcan impos 
but taxes must be equal and uniform throughout the countr: 
can preserve the peace, but the people shall not be prohibited fr 
bearing arms. 

But evidently the framers of the organic law were unwilli) 
rely upon these specific curtailments of thesovereignty of the (icn- 
eral Government. Theamendment, which was doubtless int l 
to preclude the growth of the nation’s doctrine of “inherent 
ers ’ and ‘absolute sovereignty,” now for the first time pri 


| by an American President, declares that all powers not delegat«| 


j 


| poraries were of the same opinion. 


| States. 


to the Federal Government are retained to the people or t 
And yet we hear gentlemen express surprise that 
body should claim that this Government does not possess al! 
powers exercised by the governments of the Old World. 

It is said that if we can not obtain and hold as vassal s' 
populous islands thousands of miles from our shores, then 
Government is shorn of a power exercised by all govern: 
throughout the world’s history. Why, Mr. Chairman, if w 
to accept the history of the monarchy as a guide for our 
steps, if we are to accept as acriterion the powers exercis 
foreign governments as the correct interpretation of the pow 
our Government, this will be indeed the abandonment of th 
stitution and the end of the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, the new and strange doctrine upon whi 
imperial policy of the Administration rests is at variance 


| the teachings of all the great statesmen of past generations 


with a score of decisions of the Supreme Court of the Unit 
States. Even the Federalists of the generation that fram: 


Constitution, the earliest and sturdiest defenders of centra!izat 
and extension of the powers of the Federal Government, de: 
that it could only exercise the powers expressly or by fair in 
cation delegated by the Constitution. Webster and his cont 
And the decisions of the > 
preme Court of the United States coincide with the views he! 
this side of the Chamber as to this as well as every other pro} 
tion upon which the Administration stands. 

Mr. Chairman, not only in their interpretation of the Consti! 
tion, but in their demand for the establishment of arbitrary ¢ 


| ernments over distant colonies the President and his support 





are at variance with all the great statesmen who in the past ha) 
written or spoken upon the subject and with the decisions ot 
Supreme Court. If the Philippines are to be annexed, it must 
with the understanding that then and thereby they will becou 
a part of the United States, and as such entitled to the safeguar\'s 


CONGRE 








1e Constitution. ver and over again the Supreme Court has 
imously affirmed that the Government of the United States 
Uni Stat t 


nds to all territory belonging to 








t] ite 
icquired. It has hel the at the tert ‘* United States ” mea 
merely the States of the Union, but all territory belonging to 
United States. It Ben distinctly held that when territory 
ed to the United States the safeguards and all the provisions 
. Constitution extend to that territory. 
xander Hamilton, an avowed monarchist and most ultra 
ate of centralization, laid down this rule for determining 
constitutionality of proposed legislation: 
end 1 ] ly re 11 h 1 t S pow 
1 re have an v ST it t I I 
provision of the Constitution, it may safely it \ 
pass of the national aut 


Chief Justice 
Marshall .in the 
declared: 


case of Martin vs. Hunter's Lessees (1 Wheaton, 


Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
ito it by the Constitution: and t vers a i granted must 

is are expressly gi ir g ven by! ry im} 

1 Gibbons vs. Ogd (9 W! hi aton) he said: 
nstrument contains an enumerat f the powers expressly gra 


the people to the Gov: 
Daniel Webster asserted the 
Hayne” he said: 


rnment 


same rule. 


National Govern 








it possesses those powers wl in i ! 
people conferred uy] and 1 re Che } ple e1 1 this Gov 
They gave it a Constitution, and in that ¢ titution they hay 
erated the powers which they bestow it i it 
i government. They have defined its authority I i restra 1 
to the exercise of such powers as are grant 
Itisa Government of strictly limited powers; of enumerated, spe 
i particularized powers, and whatever is not granted is withheld 
In his argument in Gibbons vs. Ogden, he said 
In conferring powers it [the Constitution | proceeds by the way of enumera 
tion. stating the powers conferred another in few words: and 
where the power is general or complex i ature, the extent of t ral 
1ust necessarily be judged of and limited b 3 ¢ t and the nature 


power. 
Chief Justice Marshall thus compactly expressed the s 


iying of the Federal Government: 


ame views, 





Its powers are unquestionably limited; but wl within thes 
s perfect a government as any other, having all the properties a s 
longing to a government, with a perfec them freely r 
yaccomplish the objects of its institutic 





Daniel Webster said: 














We mislead ot s often by using terms without sufficient accuracy or 
terms not custom found in the Constitut ind laws The term “soy 
ereign ” or “sove y ' does not o I the Constitution of the United 
States. It does not ik of the Govern tasa “sovereign govern t 
it avoids studiously the application of I that might adr f different 
views; and the true idea of the Constitution of t United States is that pow 

are conferred on the legis] *,not by general vague description, but 

by enumeration. The G f the | i States holds no powers 

which it does not hold as} merated in the Constitution or as powers 
cessarily implied. 

And again: 

The sove rreignty of government is an idea belonging the other si f 
t Atlantic. Nosuch thingis knownin North America. Our vernment 

all limited. In Europe sovereignty is of feudal origin, et But with 
all power is with the people. They alone are sovereign, and they erect 
it governments they please,and confer on them such powers as they 
please. None of these governments is sovereign inthe European sense of 


iby written con 
Chief Justice Taney also pointed out, in Scott vs. Sandford, the 
limited extent of the sovereignty of the United States Govern- 
ment, and in Ex parte Merryman, saying: 
Nor can any arg fre 


t word, all being restraine 


stitution 


ument be drawn m the nature of ignty or the 









ssities of government for self-defense in times of tun and danger 
iovernment of the United States is one of del egated and ed powers 
rives its existence and authority altogethe r fr om the Constitution, and 
er of its branches can exercise any of Ene p yf government beyond 


specified and granted 
Che leading writers, without exception, adhere to the doctrine 
at ours is a government of laws, administered by governmental 
igencies whose powers are enumerated and limited, and that the 
ngress possesses no powers except those conferred by the Con- 
titution, and can enact no law obnoxious to the Constitution. 
In Cooley's Constitutional Limitations pag re 11) it is said: 


Government of the United States is one of 
nal Constitution be i 


h authority should 


( 


enumerated powers, the 
ch specifies them, and 
any power which 


nstrul 


ment wh 
r the 


be found f 


1g the 
t 


exercise of 


sal Government assumes to possess. In this respect it differs from 
f the several States, which are not grants of powers to 
ch apportion and impose restrictions upon the powers 





nherently possess 


In his C ‘onstitutional Law (pages 29-31) the same learned jurist 





> Government created by the Constitution is one of limited and enu- 
rated powers, and the Constitution is the measure and the test of tl 


vers conferred. * * It is manifest that there mus a difference in 
presumption that attends an exercise of nationaland one of State powers. 
* differen eis this: To ascertain Se any power assumed by the G 
ient of the United States is rightfully assumed the Constituti 


t be 


OV 


yn is to be 


Jay announced the same doctrine, and Chief Jus- | 
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Mr. Chairman, ‘ 
T ] ++ + 
hundred y 
\\ igs of the is i i l 
juestion dil J t 1 
octrine that rGov } ~ 
ch as al exel Ss s 
pointment, is i 
which treats the | I f | 
the Bill of Rights as i A ! 
contends that Pr I t] R 
extend its l t l i M 
man, under any ci mist t ns 
nti t g + t \ il \" 
tions t whay view st 
our own n s, 1s it the 
d ing s Vit \ ] ved 1 
meaning the ¢ stitu I 1 f irG t 
na institutions ert t ‘ I I 
grave responsibility s l < is fa 
Mr. Cl man. | donot ! i t of t | 
stat I it not stitnu l s y ) 
permit Té toria ranizat , : entiall ‘ 
[Yr 1 those existing 1n mo! 1 evel ! s l 
ircumstances ws f{ t I vould hav 
vided ( gress, and such laws w to « ri y 
to the Constitutio1 
I chasm between this view of tl tutiona tion 
raised by the p1 sal of t Admit yesta and 1 
Tain unconstitutional gov nts I \ I y « l 
Gg t is deep and wid 
We challenge and our opponents affirm 1 loctrine that 1 
Government possesses powers n {on t 
We contend that under the ¢ it t I nd 
immunities guaranteed by the ¢ { t 1 \ 
inch of territory owned by the Un 5 ‘ ! 
by all who dwell under the flag. Our 0} 
armies may conquer distant lands and that, r ! t | 
independence for ourselves, We may 11 por 
lions any form of government that pleases us, rega 
Constitution. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman f1 M 


has expired. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I ask - r five minutes m 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentlk m 

that he may have five minutes more. 
There was no objec 
Mr. COCHRAN of 


mal 


tion. 
Missouri. The gent 
t 

} 


rom Illinois 


BouTELL], referring to arguments that have been made agait 
the policy pr sed by the Administration, expresses surprise 


that we shot ld de ny ve 4 wer of this Government to do thi 
which may be done by all other governm 
of the Constitution is that it te! 


wa l 
Government. It was intended to deprive Government of 
powers exercised by others. It prov t Wl ea 
c rpus shall n sg d except whet 1 case of rebellion o1 
invasion, the public safety may 


Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman 1 Missouri permit 


| question there? 


mine d in order to see whether expre ae or by fair implication the power | 


is been granted, and if the grant does not appear, the assumption must be 


Mr, COCHRAN of ri. 
have not the time, and I can not 
The CHAIRMAN, The gent 


Mi 


yield, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It } tt 
der or ex post facto law shail be pa ‘. That n apita n 
other direct tax shail be laid inless } rt 
or enumeration herein directed to be taken. Tha 
duties shall be laid on article XD lf any Sta 

[ might mention other similar provisions cont the ¢ 
stitution as originally adopted. Passing to 1 el 
the Constitution, we find other li tior 
government imposed. The Billof Rightsisa 
the doctrine of the absolute sovereignt \ M 
Chairman, even more significant th 
the constitutional provision that 

The powers not it tot - 
pronai ito the Sta 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, if the reigning politicians really hope t 
in the programme mapped t at the White Hous 
assume that the Supreme Court is going to reverse at lea 
adjudicated cases, in which every proposition la ‘ 


Administration policy as to Puerto Rico and the Phi 
| clared unconstitutional, That this is their hope was il 
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SSION Al, 





leclaration of a prominent Republican 
delivered in the Senate that the Dred Scott | 

rt unanimously concurred in denounc- 

nal y thin 10w proposed by the Ad- 

ro became ‘‘a hissing and a byword.” The 

| he way for an assault upon former decisions 

( und took this method of disposing of one of 

I Dred Scott de n at the time < a its enunciation was 

lly as il or contrary tolaw. The one 

he decisior ich sh ed the cons¢ cience of the natic n 

\ that it defined accurately the pless condition of the slave 
| red th ttention of the American people » to the fact 
that millions of human beings in this country had no civil rights | 

which 1 were bound to respect. 

It served a purpose in the po litical discussions of the slavery 
question in 1 that it did hold up to the American people the 
m ! m that millions of human beings could live | 

! American flag without the right to resort to the courts 
( d by the ¢ itution for the enforcement of human rights 

1 tl inishment of wrongdoers, Now, what is proposed? 
T aders of the great party whose founders poi nted to the Dred 

( de n adjudication, eloquently setting forth the 
enormity of human slavery in a Republic, propose to place 12,000,- 
000 Filipinos and 1,000,000 Puerto Ricans under a government re- 
strained by none of the safegaards of the Constitution. They 
ha lared, and propose to proceed to the end upon the propo- 

that the ple of these islands have no constitutional 
righ which the American courts are bound to respect. The 
President proposes that, under such legislation as Congress, un- 
restrained by the Constitution, may enact, rulers by him ap- 
pointed shall govern these peoples. They are to be treated as 
conquered peoples—their islands as vassal states. Weare to have 
om lard for ours¢ lves and our children and another standard 
for them and their ch — . Liberty in our own country—vas- 

ila ur ee ndeuncie 
\ not to be at mporary, but a permanent arrangement. 






hese islands are to remain forever the property of the Republic, 

I ire never to fully share its blessings. When I asked the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois [Mr. BouTELL] yesterday es if in the 
future the islanders should, by means of education, arrive ata 
tandard of intelligence and morality justifying their admission as 
States, he would favor their admission, he re plied that he would not. 
; iy we all. Therefore, the proposition is that eternal slavery 
hall he tened upon these people. Mr. Chairman, was such a 
proceeding ¢ dreamed of by the founders of our Government? 
Could su vstem endure under the ¢ stitution or laws of the 
i) 1 ute No wonder defenders of such a policy find it nec- 
‘ » assail the decisions of the Supre me Court. No wonder 
the Senator who acts as the Pri sident’s mouthpiece sought to 
evade the di yn of the main question here involved, made by the 
S me Court in the Dred Scott decision, by appealing to preju- 
ing out of the antislavery agitation of forty years ago. 

I teve trange that the Senator forgot to state that as to 
t} 1estion now under discussion—the powers of Congress in leg- | 
islating for the government of the Territories—the court was, in | 
the Dred Scott case, as it has been in half a dozen others in which | 
t] ime question was under consideration, unanimous in declar- 
ing that in all the territory of the United States the Constitution | 

Dp} that Congress has no power to enact laws applicable to 
territ ‘quired by cession, treaty, or conquest which contra- 
vene in any respect the organic law. Ours is a Government of 
laws, 1 all governmental agencies are circumscribed, limited, | 
and defined by enumeration in a written Constitution, which ap- 
plies to every inch of the dominions of the Republic. [Loud ap- | 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. | 

Mr. HEPBURN Mr. Chairman, that our discussions here | 
sometimes take a very singular course has been illustrated this | 
mornin Two or three days ago the gentleman from Tennessee | 
| Mr. Sims] made a speech waren I find reported in the CONGREs- 
SIONAL Recorp. I find two tables showing the casualties in 8 | 
Nort a ‘n volunteer regiments and 8 Southern volunteer regi- | 
ment 

A a What page is that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Page 1851. The gentleman states in his 
tables that the casualties in the regiments from the North aggre- 
gated 254, in the Southern regiments 185, and in another column 
the pensions that have been sought for were 3,588 from the North- 
ern regiments and 161 from the Southers regiments, and he takes 
that as a basis justifying this language: 

The but general cause th at can be assigned for this great and | 
astounding ¢ if ein the num f pension applications from the North | 
ind from the S h. Ita ’ cod ‘toa wide and generally prevailing de- 
pray red, debauched, and I mublic sentiment that exists throughout 
the N 1 and does not exist throughout the South, due to education and 





environment 
> a 


that the brave y« 


a ~ 


Is it any surprise, then, ung men from the North who 


lately volunteered to go and fight Spain, to liberate her op pressed and tax- 
bur ened su jects, are not restrained by the a me noble sentiments when it 
com s to thrusting their hands into the yx ket ts of American taxpayers and 


| those and secures only the meager total of 


| kille 


| a total of 158. 


| in your remarks. 
| a figure of them; I did not make a figure; I simply wrote lett 
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bbing them of their hard earnings by means of fraudulent and unjust 


That langage was used by the gentleman from Tenness 
partisan friend of the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr, F) 
GERALD]; but the gentleman from Massachusetts sat in his 
silent when that assault was inade—— 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I was not present. 


Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Upon his constituents, on t] 
regiments that he eulogizes, and never a word of dissent f; 
him. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. HEPBURN 
= sent, he 
1orning. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman. rst 
a few minutes ago, and the gentleman must have heard if h« 
here, that I was not present in the House w hen the gentleman /: 
Tennessee [Mr. Stus}] made his charges. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And when reading from 
Recorp, holding it in his hand, he blandly stated to the ¢ 
man from Tennessee, ‘‘ Undoubtedly he secured his inform 
from the Department.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). The only rebuke he saw fi! 
make; and yet when the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Pea) 
in the course of a speech in reply to a taunting suggestion 
him, imputing an ignoble motive to him, made reference to \ 
had been said by the gentleman from Tennessee, at onc 
wrath of the gentleman from Massachusetts is excited, a1 
calls that simple reference an attack upon the honor of the ( 
monwealth that he in part represents. Singular, is it not, to t 
without a word of rebuke the assault that is made by his par 
from Tennesse: licitous to construe into affront and as off 
a mere allusion to that which has been said without the sli 
pretense of indorsement? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expir: 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwould like to have five minutes more 
committee will indulge me. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous < 
that he be permitted to proceed for five minutes, Is there « 
tion? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And while lam unon this subject I war 
call attention to the unfairness of the usually fair gentleman 
Tennessee. I find in the tables that he has made this 


Mr. Chairman— 
Will the gentleman yield? 

(continuing). Or if the gentleman wa 
has seen the RECORD, because he read from it her 


» oe 


tables relating to the 8 regiments from Northern Stat 
headings, ‘*‘ Killed,” ‘‘ Wounded,” *‘ Missing,” ‘*Total.” N: 


tion of those who died: no mention of that. Yet the gentlk 
from Massachusetts tells us that those should have been 
bered by the hundreds. The gentleman from Tennessee 
254 out of those 1 
regiments, to whi 


ments. Yet when it comes to the other 


| invites comparison——- 


Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Inamoment. When he getstothecasu 
that have occurred in the 8 regiments from the South, |! 
xd in action, 1; wounded, none; died—the number of ( 
which he has omitted in the other table is here set out in = 
toge.her with the 1 killed, no wounded, and the dead, 
If the gentleman had been fair, if he had 
all the facts in regard to the Northern regiments, as he did 
regard to the Southern regiments, he would have found n 
disparity as seems to him to justify this harsh, harsh—other ' 
would suit better than that—language. 

Is it any surprise, then, that the brave young men from the N 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave told the gentleman once that w 
got through I would yield to him. 


Is it any surprise, then, that the brave young men from the Nort! 
lately volunteered to go and fight Spain, to liberate her oppressed a 
burdened subjects, are not restrained by the same noble sentiments 
comes to thrusting their hands into the pockets of American taxpay: 
robbing them of their hard earnings by means of frauduleyt and 
pensions? 

Which is worse, to perpetrate a frand upon the Pension D 
ment or for a man in this House, under the protection that ! 
is given him, tocreate by suppression of the facts an a}; 
condition that seems in his mind or might seem in the min 


ortl 


| other persons to justify such an assault? 


Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow meto make a statem 
You are making an attack on me. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not make any 


attackon you. Iam 


| ing attention to what you have done. 


Mr. SIMS. Let me tell you what I have done. I want it to 


These papers were furnished me; I did not wr 


for information, and I got the information and the tables. an 
they were printed just as they came from the Pension Office. ! 
did not select them; I did not leave out or put anything in. 


CONGRESSIONAL 








EPB URN. Did not the gentleman see that these tw 
he was holding up for the purpose of comparison, on 

base his remarks, were not alike That from one t 
mitted the great aggregat those who died from 


HAIRMAN,. The time of the ¢ ian from Iowa has 


HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman. if the Hot will kindly yield 
minutes more, I think that will be sufiicient. 
HAIRMAN. ‘ ntlemat isks un 

t that his time be extended for five minutes. Ist 

was no objection. 
SIMS. Now.Iwanttostate how Ica le tom ike thisinvesti 
I started out to investigat e and see what the differen 
pensions between the Regular Army and ‘th ose volunteers 
ervice, and the two first tables were sent me because those 
ts served in Cuba at the battle of Santiago, and,if th 
nan will notice, they are alike. Neither shows any deaths. 

[ wrote for other regiments coming from farther south. I 
tname them. There were eight L 

tin battle. There were no killed, wounded, and di put 

i there were no columns of death in either tabl l knew 
ng about it only what appeared from t the record, 

HEPBURN. The gentleman's explanation has been n 

SIMS. Idid not know there were any deaths in these other 

ients. I did not intend to make any statement that was not 

n every sense, and I will be glad to correct it, as far as possi- 
there is errorinit. I got the tables from the Pension Off 
iblished them as I got them. 

{EPBURN. Nowthatthe gentl man ‘s attention has been 

1 to the matter, [ shall expect yet gentleman, ar d his associ- 





of them, and three of them 








3 will expect him, to correct it here on the floor to remove this 
lition—— 

Mr. SIMS. I will be glad to doit, if found to be wrong or in- 
rect. 


Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Of the wonderful disparity be- 
en the two regiments that he thought just fi d hi m in making 
assault upon the Northern soldiery, the assault which the 
tleman from Massachusetts listened to when it came from his 
ague without a word of rebuk 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That is not true, as I 
e repeatedly told the gentleman. 
Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And nowina honeyed way tries 
apologize for and smooth the way without contradiction. 
lause on the Repub lic an side. 
Ir. SIMS was recognized. 
r. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman - 
CHAIRMAN, For what purpose doesthe gentleman from 
rise: 
Ir. GROSVENOR, I did not know that the gentleman from 
nessee had been recognized. 
r. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, if the g ntl man from Ohio wishes 
peak to this matter, I will yield to him, for | may want to refer 
hat the gentleman fr: = Ohio says 
r. GROSVENOR. I shall only occupy a moment. 
he CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio proceeds now, 
; in the time of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
[r. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, oe I withdraw my request. 
the CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentle 
n from Pennsylvania | Mr. GREEN |. 
lr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. C hairman, the gentleman 
1 lowa {Mr. HEPBURN] has alluded to the fact that men on 
side of the House, after the recent state ment of th e gentle- 
1 from Tennessee, were silent. He spoke of the fac t th: it this 
1. debate. I never was able to see the opportunity of debat- 
a question in the House of Representatives. Notonly isa man 
ted in time, but he is not recognized unless he specially makes 
lication for recognition, perhaps weeks ahead. 
| simply want to say this: I received irom the Commissioner of 
Pensions a statement that there were 27,00 applications for pen- 
s from men who had served in the Spanish war; and I was not 
rised at the statement. I say to you that in five years there 
will bea hundred thousand suc h ‘ap pli tious. And you will find 
most of them to be honest claims. The situation of the Spanish 
men has never been understood by you people who stayed 
in Washington. 
rhe gentleman from Massachusetts has given you a bird's-eye 
w of what happened to Massachusetts regiments. I happened 
be in a particularly favored position—not at the front, but in 
liness to go to the front. I happened to be with the Ninth 
Pennsylvania in the fever-stricken camp of Chickamauga. And 
at was the condition there? In the company I took down 
, in four months 2 2 men were dead and 36 down with the 
oid fever, so sick that the y had to be removed from camp. 
e total result was that in a regiment of originally 1,200 men at 


ister out there were 30 dead, 3 of them captains, and one-third | summitofSanJuan, If dead heroes are r 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


7 ae 
i Wer I 
L YW t n 

Vel W 
+ . } 
elv ck 
I I l l 
( ttributeada i 
irg the | t E 

I mr W Ss < 
thelr m You 

T) l ] i Vy att 

f } D> 
I ne vt Liat 
i rit tl I 

arran me? \ 

Ww I l I \ 

sa th imu I - 

\ ils l \ l l \ 

g man from Tenness 

rom M ind has mad i \ ! 
mis i ss [ 
, 

R in O1 el 
Wa tT! | atte to fT 

come I \ yea y T t 
ke pu t] 

Hhunare S i i is 
, i figh , , ) } n \ 

‘ t \ ¢ ¢ 
\ WV l 

i Frnt. 

X Isa ; l 

tin { ip, and ul y f 
l tit. and wl! you hat ut 

rl Ge 
Mr. GAINES. AsIiw 

unteer servi : 

Mr. GREEN Pen vania. \¥ 
Mr.GAINES. And hadso1 c] 
Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. <A v¢ 
Mr. GAINES. And lem 
pon wl he saw there: 








and what I kr 1e, 

Mr. GAINE What was the caus¢ t 
the eg ntleman is des i 

Mi GREEN of Pennsylvat . Becau 

ge of the United States Army f 

vent the troubles tha se t 

Mr, GAINES. The super 

Ir. GREEN Penns\ ! 
tratio lown they had no t 
wt men. 

Mr. GAINES. W y 
t} 6 h 1 or } 4 re 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. O 
th h =+ m<é n { 7 x } ; 

Mr. Gi ;OSVEN' YR. Mr. Chairman, al 
sachusett 1 h reat tl ind 
pacity tor searcl , Ul t I t } 
a declaration by the auth e ci e law 
thing was wrong in the Dep: rd 
But I stand corrected by the gentleman, l cong 
that he found that splendid itement. Now, I put 
that statement of Mr. Pendleton, referring back again 
said yesterd: [put up against him the st me 
Morrill. the sat ment of Sen M It 
ment of Mr. Richardson, Secreta t Treasury 
ment of Senator Logan, tl tatement tor H 
ment of Senator MORGAN, and all the other gentler 
ticipated in the debate. A brief ti nt of wha 
and whether the Departments were in 1 condit 
pears on page 1929 of the CONGREs VAL RI . a 
upon a clear, overwhelming preponderan 
in the statements I made, except that Mr. P 
I did not think he said. I had a bette n 
than I have to-day. But I honor him, dea 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I shall he 
committee but a minute. The gentleman from Ma 
Mr. FITZGERALD] ina itly, without doubt 
name of a New York regiment that participated in tl 
at Santiago. I need not call the attention of tl 
fact that it was Captain Rafferty, of the Seventy-first 
who led two companies up the slope and was the fir 


i 


[N% 
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ntrv of } York troops, look at the grave of Sergt. Nicholas | 
| l at Quas ;. Fish was the grandson of President 
(rant retary of State, and one of the grandest men, physic- 
ntellectually. that ever came from New York. 

(1 t y point to the corpse of William Tiffany. whose doc- 
{ that he was starved to death on a Government transport. 
A else we have a living witness of the gallantry of New 

troops in the person or Theodore Roosevelt, leader of the 
Riders. to-day the governor of that great State, nominated 
lelected because of his pluck, bravery. and endurance in the 
nisl ipplause on the Republican side], and the only thing 


distasteful about him in my estimation is his politics, [Laugh- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I deem it due to my State to make this 
tatement, so that, neither by indirection ror imputation, any 
tain shall rest upon the gallantry of her soldiers, whether in the 
war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the war with Mexico. the 
civil war. or the war with Spain. New York has always held her | 
place in the line of battle when the interests of the nation were 

threatens d, 

Mr. PEARRE, Mr. Chairman, my courtesy to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts |Mr. FirzGeraLp| rather led me to fancy 
that Limight be permitted to interrupt him and ask a question or | 
two and to set myself right about some wrong inferences which 
he had drawn. 

The gentleman endeavored to impugn my motives of hostility 
toward the civil-service law by stating that I desired that law re- | 
pealed in order that the people from Maryland might come here 
and gobble up all the offices, or words to that effect. In reply to 
that foul imputation, I suggested that if what was said by a Dem- | 
ocratic member on this floor a day or two ago, referring to the | 
centleman from Tennessee | Mr. Sims], were true, then there were 

»some patriots from Massachusetts who were glad to receive 
ossistance from the Government. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland said that no Massachusetts soldier had 
ever smelt powder. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, I can not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask the gentleman if 
he did not make that statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PEARRE, I will now read what the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee {Mr. Sims] said, upon which I base my remarks or my re- 
ply to the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts: 


In the Ninth Massachusetts Infantry, killed, none; wounded, none; deaths, 
n missing, none; applications for pensions, 645. 

[ cast no imputation upon any soldier from the North or from 
the South. If any imputation were cast, it was cast by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee | Mr. Sms], onthe other side of this Cham- 
ber. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That statement is the 
statement of the Republican Commissioner of Pensions, who is 
himself from the State of Tennessee, as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee said at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has stated that he declines 
to vield, 

Mr. PEARRE. That has been sufficiently replied to by the 
gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. SIMS. My. Chairman—— 


The CHATRMAN,. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield? | 


Mr. PEARRE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, | think after hearing the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
this House was convinced that the center of the intelligence of 
(he universe is Boston. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. There is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr. PEARRE. And that the Athens of the world has at last 
found a new location, 

I may also add, Mr. Chairman, that after the pathetic narration 
of the gentleman's patriotic services at Montauk Point, this House 
is also convinced that they have an unrecognized hero in the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. [Laughter, | 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr, Chairman, the men who went to war from 
Massachusetts or Maryland, whether wounded in the service or 
disabled in the line of duty, under pension laws passed by the 
Republican party, with no assistance from that side of this House, 
are entitled to their pensions, if the law so provides. And I call 
the gentleman's attention to the fact that were it not for the pa- | 
triotism, fairness, justice, and devotion of the Republican party | 
to the old soldier, the heroes from Massachusetts would not now | 
draw pensions and never would. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman—— 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland | 
peatedly declined to yield. s 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to reply to something which the cent 
has said about me. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gen: 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, sir; my time is so limited I can n 

Mr. Chairman, I wiil further call attention to something 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] ma 
to know, and that is that in the troublous times in 177: 
Boston was in danger, it was the regiments and the co) 
from Maryland, which afterwards distinguished them 
throughout the Revolutionary war as the Maryland L 
Tenth Legion of the Armies of the United States, the Old 
of the Continental forces, that marched to the rescue o 
and saved her from attack. [{Applause. ] 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would not rise here to : 


| thing had not my name been mentioned so often and th: 


man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] come so near putting 
hole. 

Now, I want to say this, that in a list of 8 Northern ree 
to which reference has been made, there is no heading of 
I am not responsible for thelist. I knew nothing as to th: 
only as the list was turned over to me as sent from the P 
Bureau and turned over by me to the Official Reporters « 

I received it from the Pension Bureau, Every word ot 
from thatsource. Butsince looking into this, there is not : 
in it after all. 

Now, take these 8 regiments, and there are 3,588 app! 
for pensions, 80 of them for widows, 303 for dependents. 
of the whole 3,588 could be on account of death, including 
and wounded. Now, there are invalid-pension application 


| And inasmuch as so much has been said of the Massac! 


regiment, the Ninth, I want to say about the Second that 


| were killed, 5; wounded, 40; and the applications are on 


that in the First United States Cavalry the killed and w 
are 93, and the applications are only 241. In the Seven: 
New York there were 13 killed, 60 wounded, and their a 
tions were only 305: but the other five of those regiment 
District of Columbia, the Ninth Massachusetts, the Thirt 
Michigan, the Thirty-fourth Michigan Infantry, and the | 
Ohio—did not have a single man killed or wounded in th: 
tles; and yet the table will show by investigation that th 
killed and wounded the greater the number of applications 
in the Massachusetts regiment the invalid-pension appli 
are 552, and not one of those applications can be from a dea‘ : 
They must be from a live man. 

Now, I will admit that possibly it is true that it makes a N 
man sicker to face bullets than a Southern man, and in 
ness I ought to say that perhaps regiments north of the Ohi 
going to Cuba in the summer time might be more subject 
matic troubles than regiments from Southern States, which | ! 
quoted, but it can not make up for the astounding differe: 
these applications. Either the soldiers of these Souther: 
ments have not applied in proportion to injuries received 
service or these Northern regiments have applied out of a 
portion to injuries received in the service, because there ar 
invalid applications out of 8 regiments, while in the 23 regi! 
of the Regular Army and 2 batteries the invalid applicati 
only 2,403, 

What is the matter with the soldiers of the Regular Arm 
the North? Does it not make them sick to go to Cuba in t 
mer time? Look at the applications of the 23 Regular Arn 
ments. The applications from the8 Northern volunteer rez: 
exceed them all, and in the list of the 23 Regular Army reg 
there is no list of ‘‘died” either. But I simply compare t! 
cations of these 8 Northern regiments with the applications 
the 23 regiments of the Regular Army. You need not 
Southern regiments. You need not make a single calculat 
You need not go further than to say at once that the appl 


| of the volunteer regiments from the North far exceed th 


cations from the soldiers in the Regular Army, and I must s 
that there is some cause other than military service to : 
for it, and I think it is due to education and environment. 

We see here on Friday nights, and at ail other times. 
Democrats, Republicans, and Populists from the North are a! 
running over each other in their attempts to show their | 
and devotion to the cause of pensions and pensioners. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. How much time did you take up last Ir 
night talking upon a question with no pertinency to the ques! 
at issue? 

Mr. SIMS. You will not ask me to pass on the pertinency 
my own remarks? 

Mr. SHATTUC, In my opinion, about half the time. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of t f an has ex l 
Mr. SIMS. I ask for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks f 
e minutes more time. Is there tio After a paus 
he Chair hears none. 
Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to give all jus 
se 8 Northern regiments. I did not call for them by n 
They were sent tome. I want tog i list of t dead, not |} | 
battle, and when [ get it I will be glad to insert it in my 
arks. I will say in reference to the statement of the gentlemaz 
m Massachusetts that the widows and dependents of these 
Northern regiments are not knocking at the doors of the Treasury 
like those who are alive, the invalids. Further, I ntend that 
will show that my contention on another matter is right, and that 
n account of the abuse of the pension system, not wrong in itself 
but on account of its abuse, it costs this country more money 
to fight a war with volunteers than it does by the Regular Arm) 


ncluding retirement pay and pensions. I am in favor of just 
nsions, but it is the abuse I object to. It will exist in th 

uth as bad as in the North as as it i there as 
long as it has in the North. I asserted, and as I believe, it is due 
to education, environment, and surroundings. not that the peo- 
ple of the North are not just as good naturally as the people of 
the South. 

lam going to say this to this House, and you shall have the ben- 
efit of it: I have applied for a list, Mr. Chairman, of every volun- 
teer regiment in the Army that served in the war with Spain and 
that was called out by the Government; fora listof killed, wounded, 
and died, and a list of pension applications: and I assert now that 
when it comes in it will prove my assertions in the main are abso- 
lutely true. 

Mr. GAINES. 
tion? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. You received the tables that you published in 
the REcorD from the Commissioner of Pensions, did you not? 

Mr. SIMS. I certainly did. 

Mr. GAINES. <And you never changed the tables, and they 
appear as you received them, do they not? 

Mr. SIMS. I gave the originals in as I got them from the Bu- 
reau. 

Mr. GAINES. Then they were not of your making. 

Mr. SIMS. I donot want to do anybody injustice: I want to 
help save my own country and my own section of the country 
from the same trouble which must appear to every thinking mind 
afflicts that section of the country that is getting the great bulk 
of pensions. The taxes have got to be paid, and they are to be 
wrenched out of some people that are not able to support them- 
selves; and while I have no objection to granting just and liberal 
pensions, I think this House ought to rise in its might, have a re- 
vision of these laws, and stop this abuse, because it looks that we 
are going to have rumors of wars and wars without end, 
men come from every section of the country, and I ask you gen- 

lemen on the other side to rise in your bravery and help combat 


i 


soon 


has operate 


1) 
ail 


Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 


these abuses and stand by an executive officer when he executes the | 


law, and not hound him by trying to drive him out of a place 
which he honors, as you are attempting to do now. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very unfortu- 
nate discussion which has been precipitated by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. I have examined these tables. I do not know 
what he asked the Commissioner of Pensionsfor. That request is 
not here. Probably he got exactly what he asked for. 
say to the gentleman from Tennessee that if he wants a fair test 
let him ask the Commissioner for the number of applications for 
pensions on file for each regiment that served in the war with 
Spain. You talk about men dying of wounds—— 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I have done. 

Mr. MAHON. Why, does not the gentleman from Tennessee 
know—and perhaps he was asoldier in the late unpleasantness 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Not much. 

Mr. MAHON. Thata bullet may strike a young soldier not in 
a vital part, especially a young man, and that wound will easily 
heal and simply leave a mark, and he will remain 4 
the rest of his life. The history of all wars shows that 
the bullet that leaves the disability that follows a young man from 
his early manhood to the grave. It is the disease from bivouack- 
ing, camping. and marching, and sleeping on the snow without 
shelter, and sleeping without blanket. Why,the gentleman from 
Massachusetts complained that these soldiers of that regiment did 
not have stoves. Why, the soldiers on both sides would have 
taken spasms if they had run across a stove in any tent 
greatarmies of thelate war. You can get from the Pension Office 
what applications have been made and see how many there are 
and wherethey served. Take a regiment of the South that served 
in Camp Alger or at Camp Meade in my State, and a regiment 
from the North that served in Cuba, not acclimated, and it had 


a large number of men with fever put into their system; and of | pension bill here. 
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I fiments as ) 

N ee 
/sitie aoe ng 

g of a1 t ] 
I nt. that l 
too cowardly ‘ : 

n theirs 

this ¢ gress is! gy m 
pension laws. 

Sir S78. Mr. Chairmar - 

s bef sH Ss 
th m $ 01 irrears l W 

nsions from SS to sl a: i t I \" 
a irs go sion the 1usband 
to parents lent} il n. Now. Mr. ¢ 
man, the Der atic } ! - Houst t 
of these lis bn 117 V I recate they « 
it (48 votes The Repu f I 
and during all these vear R 
] vote has ever | i s ber t 
of soldiers who saved this natior 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman vield 

Mr. MAHON. No.I can not now: I will ward I 
the first great war President, never vetoed a pension bill. J 
who followed him. never d Grant \ Haves, G 
field, non Arthur,1 Harris ! MecKin1 ind 
your President Cleveland vet ral | L 
the Republican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time } eX] ! 

Mr. MAHON. Iask that mv ti | tended five nte 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman as} nanimou nsent 
that his time be extended. Is there objection \fter a 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES. I want toask the gentlemanif h 
member that when the pension appropriation bill w 
here in the Fifty-fifth Congress it was passed in ten minut 


out a solitary vote against it on either sid 

Mr. MAHON. Yes: Iam coming to that. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, you did not mention tl 
give the impression that this side of the Hou 
pension bills, which is n 

Mr. MAHON, N 


Ol Ul 


it the truth. 








Now. I am saying that the Democrati irt £ 
this nation can not point with pride to that record w t 
These | have in regard to the care and welfare of the soldier he lat 
civil war. When the great army came back from the field, when 
the Confederates had laid down their arms, when a great review 
vas had, upon this Capitol was placed a piece of canyas feet 
long and 2U feet wide upon which was written that this nation 
could never pay the debt that we owe he veterans of the wa 
who saved the nation. The Republican party has, in season and 
out of season. tried to keep that pledg Now, | say it is unfo1 
tunate that when we had got to that point in this Cong 3 dur 
ing the last five years where this opposition had passed away tl 
I want to | this debate should have sprung up, and I} this will be the las 
I say it is unfortu hen we werea ned as patr 
ple, both great se ( try under one flag. that any 
sectionalism shou! 1 here regard to ] ions ny 
| other great question except a purely polit H t 
| with my approbation, the widow of that great war general, Ja 
son, ig on the pension rolls, and there ve | We 
pension rolls hundreds of men wl é l in the ¢ li 
army, and they were put there by t Re ! 
party under the law with reference » Mexicat | 
as I have stated before, that since I have been in t ( 
ound man | the men on that side of the House have 1 
it is not | old soldiers, and especially those who 1 
Wattle. and I trust that after this disc 
and last sectional discussion we s I | 
sions of the civil war or the Spanish war 
There are 69,000 men now wl uri g 
and their cases are still before the Ps 1 | 
The Pension Bureau has millions of applications here to-day 
in the | itis trying todothe bestitcan withthem. Iam op} l 
ing any issue of this matter here in debaté If th 
are not right, let us correct them. There are n 
would like to correct, but it must be done by 1 
Spanish-war soldiers should be cared for. It mat 
whether it is a boy from Mississippi who pre 
if the evidence satisfies me that d 
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| 
n tl Cuba or in any of the Southern | general was not there, will go down in history as a very notal 
‘ n as Willingly as I will a boy from | and a most successful battle. 
i \\ ld tice to the Spanish soldier, and do The campaign in Puert« ) Rico is notable. It was a scientifi 
alism, and when this debate closes I hope | campaign. We did _ lose many soldiers down there as kil 
hear of this matter | or wounded in battle; but it was because we had one of the | 
| INSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield a mo- | generals in the world in command there. And that campaiz 
| from beginning to end was planned and executed 
IAHON. Ye The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

\ IBINSON Indiana. Is there any remedy the gentle-| Mr. CLAYTON of New York. I ask two minutes more. 

n suggest by which we can avoid the unfortunate condi-| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Yor} < asks unani- 
f 27,000 claius that have been filed and only 400 acted upon? | mous consent t ) continue his remarks for two minutes. 
What would be the gentleman's remedy for that? Mr. GROSVENOR, Five minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to. say th that I have from my own The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman havi: a 

ite 400 men, applicants for a pension because of the Spanish war, | an extension of time for five minutes? 
ind Iw to the Pension Oftice and I found that their cases were There was no objection. 
not con ted, It is the same old story. Attorneys take the Mr. CLAYTON of New York. That campaign in Puerto Ri 

lnims and leay m half finishe 1. Atl they do is totake the$25 | was planned scientifically and executed with the greatest int: 
when the pension ie rranted. gence and vigor, exactly as planned. In the first place, the ge) 

Mr. ( on of New York was recognized. | eral fooled not only the Spaniards, but fooled all the people in t 

Mr. HI ME NW re Y. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. | country about where he was going to land. While the peo 
I want to ask if there is any amendment pending. | were expecting him to land on the north side, he fooled the m1 

The CHAIRMAN. Literally none. The amendment and de- | going on the south side and thus got his landing without a: 
bate are exhausted if the gentleman from Indiana insists on apply- | losses. That general was General Miles—a great man, to wh 
ing therule. We have been going on by unanimous consent for | we should all feel grateful. 
the last two hours. Then by every successive movement of our troops toward t 

Mr. HE MENWAY. We have had two days’ general debate on | interior the Spaniards were fooled. Every movement on our s 

by ind J think we shoul 1 te roceed with the bill. Was a success from beginning toend. It was not because th 

Mr. GAINE I ask unanimous consent to address the House | was nothing to do that there were no losses on our side, butit y 

r five minutes because of the superiority of General Miles and General Bro: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | and General Wilson and General Schwan and General Henry a 

t the general discussion on this } avatars continue for twenty | other commanders on that island. 

minutes longer and then we proceed with the bill, | Mr. GAINES. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Hemen-| Mr. CLAYTON of New York. I yield for a moment. 

ks unanimous consent that the debate upon the Civil Mr. GAINES. Were the people there glad to have your tr 

Service Commission clause of this bill be limited to the next twenty | come? 
minute Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Oh, yes; the Puerto Ricans we1 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York, Mr. Chairman, f deplore as | but there were some 8,000 Spaniar is who did not welcome us ¥: 
1 any man on this floor any invidious comparison between | cordially. 
regiments from different sections of this c ountry. The gentleman Mr. GAINES. I said ‘‘the people:” I did not say the Spaniar 
from Tennessee | Mr. Sims} has, t believe, unintentionally done a Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Oh, yes; I believe the majori 
rreat wrong both to the regiments of th » Northern section of our | of the people were glad to see the Americans take the island, 
country and to the volunteers generally. If the gentleman, afte they were not running any chances by taking any active part 
he gets further information from the Pension Department, will help either army. There were a few ragamufiins who were rea 
make a similar comparison between the number of casualties, in- | to halloo for either the Spaniards or the Americans. 
cluding all the deaths from sickness, wounds, and other causes, Mr. GAINES. I was asking as to the feeling of the people. 
with the number of applications for pensions, he will find that Mr. CLAYTON of New York. There has been much exagger 
there is no material difference whatever in this proportion due to | tion on this subject. There were people there who were ready 
different localities from which the volunteer regiments were | shout for either the Spanish or the American side, according 
[ know this to bea fact, because 1 have examined the | which ever side might be on top, The conservative, intellig: 

ind | know that the figures all run about the same for | part of the population were glad to become Americans. 

the ditferent sections, when you take into account all the cireum- | Mr. GAINES. Did the people at large object to the invasior 
tances of the servic The showing was magnificent from all | the island by the army of General Miles? I was not aski 

tions of our common country. whether the Spaniards objected; but my information is that nj 

Now. Mr. Chairman, this comp: Ariss n of volunteer troops with | the incoming of the army of General Miles, that army receiv: 
the Regular Army is fully as misleading as the other which the hearty welcome from the people who wished that the Span 

entleman has made use of. The regular soldiers are still in the | might be exterminated. 
5 Those of them who are sick are being taken care of by Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Yes, that is true; but the; 
the Government. The volunteers, though sick and some of them | not want to undertake the job. 
have heen in the hospitals and some of them have died as the result We all know that in any country at any time there are two | 
f that very sickness, have been mustered out of the service. ties. Of course, when the American Army put down the Sp: mn 

{had the honor in 1898 of commanding a troop of cavalry in there were many people to welcome us; but one defeat would ha 
Puerto Rico, and 1 know that as soon as I left the United States | turned the current the other way, and many would have joi! 
my sick list began to grow. Ilost po man down there, but the the Spaniards to help put us out. All the people never welcou 
proportion of sick men grew very rapidly after we got out into | us. Why, there were a great many Puerto Ricans in the Span 
th ld. Ww e had no equipments; we could not have any. The |army. They called them volunteers. Now, Mr. Chairman, I h 
trouble was not due to the incompetence of anybody; it was due that gentlemen in talking about incompetents will not includ: 
to the necessities of the service. When I brought that troop of | the high officers in our service. There may have been a few; | 
cavalry back, 60 per cent of them were sick, and at least 50 per | taking our Army asa whole, it compares favorably with any ar) 
cent of them had to go to hospitals afterwards or be taken care of | inthe world. And our soldiers of 1898, though the war was short 
by their families at home. Now, the regulars who went down | showed themselves, whenever opportunity was given, as wort! 
there when they came back were taken care of and kept in the | descendants of the men who waged the gigantic and terrific w 
hospitals, while these other men—men of the volunteer service— | of 1861-1865. 
had to be discharged, sick or well. ees ‘ a ica i ala ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, an attack has been made upon the incompetence npdebaceranceietnyelarapenacedicuiive emesis 
of our higher officers. I have no defense to make of any incom- The CHAIRMAN, The committee will rise informally for « 
petent political appointee. I know there were a great many such. | purpose which will be explained. 

But I do say that our Regular Army, as it stood at the beginning | The committee accordingly rose informally: and the Speak 
of this war, and a large majority of our Volunteer Army would | having resumed the chair announced as conferees on the bill 
compare favorably with the army, regular or volunteer, of any | H. R. No. 1, Mr. OVERSTREET, Mr. Brosius, and Mr. Cox. 
country in the world. They show up well when compared with The SPEAKER also announced as Speaker pro tempore for tl: 
the British. Our people did not make so many mistakes as the | evening session Mr, HEPBURN. 


British army make now in South Africa. 

The battle of S: anti: igo—I do not say anything about that gen- 
eral who stayed back behind and was not up when the battle was 
fought—I do say that the subordinate commanders and the sol- 
diers, regular and volunteer, in that battle were the finest in the 
world; and that battle, regardless of the fact that the commanding 
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The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
resumed its session, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

| Mr. CORLISS. Mr, Chairman, I desire again to call public at- 

| tention to the civil-service law. My experience is that the only 
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correct existing evils and abuses in the public service is to 
ntion to them. 
not complain of the original civil-sery w when p1 
rpreted. I do complain of the extensions of that law by 
ient Cleveland and of the abuses of th W ul rall A 
strations; and I want to point out one abuse that has 
ypparent to certain members of this House during th 
iavs 
the 16th day of December ! rt from t} p Wat 
Commission was filed in se and re d 1 
r and ordered to be printed. if 1 rt was sent t 
rinter. Sixty days have elapsed, and yet, ata hearing 
° nittee on Rivers and Harbors on day before yesterd 
nmittee were unable to obtain the information cont 
report because of the incapacity of the Public Pri 
: document that in my city iid be printed in f lays. 


told that the failure to | 
he report had to be sen 
| if we have a Public 


+ na vata tarticny 
to some priva institutior 


that he go West and obtain his printing in hous an | 


luce it within a reasonabl 








| attention to the fac ig Tice 
t legally under the civil-service law, and that t] esent At- 
y-General has given his written opinion that t depart- 
t was illegally placed withi1 service by the order of 
ver Cleveland. 
lieve, from my investigations, that 20 per cent of the em- 
ees in all Departments in the city of Washington are abso 
‘incompetent, are worthless to the public service, are really 
acles upon the ship of state, and unless Congress sooner or 
r remedies this evil the entire law should be and will be r 


| believe in upholding certain branches of the civil service. I 
nk that the postal service throughout the country, the Railway 
| Service, the letter carriers, the postal clerks, and that class 
employees from which the inefficient ones have been weeded 
t, should be upheld and continued; but I call attention to th 
t that, in its present form, they are holding life positions, con 


iry to the spirit of our institutions. No man in this country 
uuld hold a life office, save possibly judges of the Supreme 





urt; and I think it would be better for our country if all of th: 
idges were appointed for a tenure of of I know so1 
where there would be vacancies if such a law were in existence. 

I want to call attention to another branch of the civil service, 
ind that is the custodian service. I have had a little experience 
n that. I recommended for appointment certain men to be em- 
loyed in the custodian service in my city. Among the appointee 

is an elevator man, who had rant levator in the city ha 

Detroit, where more people I up and down than in 
y other building in the city. beer 
vator for four years. He was an efficient elevator operator, 
th experience. He was put in temporarily, through the cour 





Lie Cases 





y. Lsuppose, of the Treasury Department, and served for eigh 
iths. He took the civil-service examination, } l, and v 
the eligible list, and the custodian desired to appoint him per 
inently, but the Civil Service Commissioners lected because 
was discovered in his application that he had stated that he had 
t one leg, having lost the other in the service of his country. 


he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CORLISS. Iask for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
t his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I shall have to object unless 
me is also extended on this side 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
in from Michigan? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CORLISS. I was going to call special attention to this 
t, that the Civil Service Commission put out of office a man 
who had lost his leg in the service of his country, a man who was 
perfectly competent to run an elevator, and who had been in 
charge of a public elevator for years. He was certified to be per- 
fectly competent by the custodian in charge of the building, and 
e Civil Service Commission put him out simply because he had 
taleg. The Speaker of this House, under the civil-service 
laws of our country, could not become an elevator man. 
Mr. GROSVENOR,. Could he pass the examination? 
Mr. CORLISS. Hecould pass the examination, and the man to 
m I refer did pass the examination; but in his application he 
1 to state whether he had two legs or not, and had lost one of 
m. He was perfectly competent to run an elevator, and yet 
ler a rule of the Civil Service Commission he was compelled to 
ave his position for the reason stated. 
Now, I submit that it is not right, andit is not legal, that the em- 
oyees under the custodian of a public building should be under 
civil-service law, and I call special attention to that case be- 


he 
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HEMENWAY. Iwill state to the gentleman from Ten- 


at tl ntleman from Mississippionly wants ten minutes. 
Mr. GAINES. I want five minutes. 
Mi pte Y. You may ask it afterwards. 
The \IRMAN. The Chair will —— put the proposition 
of th eile ao teak ee see, that the time limit for debate 
extended fifteen minutes. Is there ida ction? 


Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. Is there objection to 


the rejuest of the gentleman from Mississippi that the time limit 
he extended for ten minutes? [After apause.] The Chair hears 
none 


Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, 1 had not thought 
of speaking on this bill, but am prompts i to do so now by state- 
ments that have been made about our civil service. The gentle- 

} from Indi ina in charge « 
the great number of incompetent clerks and employees in the 
various Departments here. He read a letter from an Auditor of 
the Treasury, stating that there were a number of clerks in his 
department who were so low in proficiency that they should be 
dropped from the service. We have heard much of this before, 


and all of us know that this undesirable condition of things exists. 

We all know that nearly all the De ‘partments here are loaded 
down with deadwood, and that they could do their work with a 
less force if that force were efficient. And the heads of Depart- 


ments are constantly coming to Congress and asking for an in- 
crease of their force because of the inefficiency of the clerical 
force already employed. While there is no law creating a civil 
pension list for these people, yet the Government is, by its prac- 
tice, pensioning them by paying them for work they are unable to 
perform, I for one am opposed to the extension of the civil pen- 
sion list. 

| am aware that when these people in the Government service 
grow old and become incapacitated for the work they are em- 
ployed to perform they excite our sympathy, as all old and needy 
peo} le do. 

But | know of no good reason why the people who have not had 
the benefits of Government employment should be taxed to support 
in their old age those who were fortunate enough to get Govern- 
ment positions when they were younger. You sometimes hear it 
said by those who advocate their retention and who advocate a 
civil pension that they have grown old in the service of the Gov- 
ernment. While thisis true, they have served the Government in 
positions they sought on salaries generally larger than are paid to 
those who do like service in the private walks of life. 

Take the man who, instead of being able to secure a Government 
job, settlesupon a farm and engagesin agricultural pursuits. He 
makes a good citizen, ~_ his taxes, helps raise the products that 
fe d and clothe our people at home and that go abroad to give us 
our great balance of trade, which makes our country rich and pros- 
perous. He raises manly sons who help fight our battles, and 
daughters who go largely to make up our splendid womanhood. 
the country as any Government employee. When he grows old 
and incapacitated for work no one thinks of suggesting that the 
Government should pension him ona good salary. Then, with 
vhat sort of justice can it be claimed that he should be taxed to 
pay salaries to those who appeared to be more fortunate and se- 
cured Government positions at good salaries when they were 
younger after they have grown old and become incapacitated to 


objection would be admitted although a | over him places himself, it seems to me, in a very unjustifi 
: . | position. 
Mr. (:AINES. Do you object to extending the time for fifteen | 


He and his class are as essential to the welfare and prosperity of | 


| 


f this bill told us the other day of | 
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Bi it the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] comes to 


| rescue and ch harges eh is condition of things to the civil-servic¢ 


ame then he proceeds to berate the law and the commission 
admits that ‘as a member of the St. Louis convention, that n 

nated the head of the present Administration, he voted for + 
iathormn, one of the planks of which was that the civil-servic, 
should be maintained and its provisionsextended. Heist 
spokesman of the Administration on this floor; and whil 
ting that the President, both in his letter of acceptance an 
inaugural address, pledged himself to the faithful execut 
the civil-service law and the extension of its provisions. I be] 
no one pretends now that this promise of the Republican 
and the Administration has been kept. I am not thechampi 
the civil-service law or the commission on this floor; but I am 
disposed to sit here and hear either wrongfully accused when 
cuilty parties can be easily ascertained. I deny that the . 
service law or rules are responsible for the evil under discus 

The rules promulgated by the Civil Service Commission, 1 
the direction of the President in 1896, if enforced by the he 
Departments, would remedy itself the very evils of whi 
Departments complain and would doit in a way that import 
Senators and Representatives could not prevent. Rule 11 
Civil Service Conmulenen provides that a record shall be k 
the quantity and quality of work performed by the clerical | 
in the Departments, and that all promotions shall be made 
merits of the clerk as shown by an examination of this record 
it further provides that whenever an examination of the r 
of any clerk discloses the fact he has fallen below 70 in the « 
tity and quality of his work that he is to be dropped from 
service. 

Gentlemen have said that there should be some law toc 
the abuse about which we have been talking. Here is th: 


| already in existence that would correct the abuse if the D 
| ments would enforce it, and would rid the Government serv 


every incompetent or incapacitated clerk in the Department: 
3ut one Departmeut of the Government has enforced this 


| and in that Department the results have been entirely satisfac! 


Yet all the other Departments are controlled by appointees o! 
pretended civil-service-reform Administration. They are u 


| the control of the President, who has made so many pledges : 


devotion to the civil-service law. As amember of this Ho 


protest against the Departments complaining about this condit 


of things and then try to throw the responsibility off on Re 
sentatives and Senators, when the whole trouble comes from t 
failure to comply with the law; and I protest against the gent 
man from Ohio trying to shift the blame from the shoul: 
his Administration onto the civil-service law and the Civil *: 
Commission, 

I am told there have been more than 1,100 reinstatement 
this Administration of persons who had been dropped from 
civil service. 

Now, I am informed that the average age of these peoj)! 
have been reinstated is over 60 years. The trouble mainly « 
plained of is that the employees are too old to do the work. 

They are paid their salaries and Congress asked to appro} 


| money to employ others to do the work; yet, in the face 0! 


fill those positions? By the retention of these incapacitated clerks | 


we are indire ‘tly pensioning them at large salaries. Iam opposed 
to either directly or indirectly extending these c ivil pensions; and 
if I had my way I would knock out all civil pensions now recog- 
nized by law. 

It is conceded by all who have spoken on this subject that it is a 
wrong that should be righted. But there seems to be some diver- 
sity m opinion as to who is responsible for this condition of things 
and how it should be righted. As representatives of the people it 
is our duty to see that the employees of the Government who are 
unfitted for service should not be borne upon the rolls for salaries, 


The heads of the Departments claim that when they attempt to | 
discharge one of these superannuated or incapacitated clerks that | 


Senators and Representatives come and insist that they should be 
retained, and by their importunities prevent the Department offi- 
cials from doing their duty. 


This, if true, is a reflection on the heads of the Departments | 


and Senators and Representatives both. No Senator or Repre- 

sentative should salah that an incompetent person should be re- 
tained in the servic e, and no head of the Department should yield 
to any such pressure when it is brought to bear. The official 
who justifies his own wrongdoing, or the failure to do his duty, 
by claiming that he was influenced by those who have no power 


well-known fact, this Administration has reinstated more ' 
1,100 persons, whose average age is more than 60. What 

a record is this for an Administration that went in with such ! 
promises? 

I will not go intoa discussion of the thousands of places | 
have been taken out from the operation of the civil-service ' 
by this Administration, nor do I believe in partisan and n 
criticism of all the acts of an Administration of the op). 
party. But it does seem to meif there ever was an Admit 
tion convicted on its own showing of broken promises ani 
faith this one is in its dealing with the civil service. 

I believe the President is at heart a believer in the civil-s 
law. I think he thought he meant what he said when he 
ised to execute and extend it; but the only way I can account 
his failure to see that it was done is that he has not been st 
enough to resist the pressure of the spoilsmen of his part 
have thought it due, Mr. Chairman, that this statement shou 
made, lest the country might be misled by some of the spet 
here as to where the true responsibility rests for an unpardo! 
condition of things. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Mississi)) 


has expired. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois ask una 


mous consent? : 
Mr. CANNON. No, Mr. Chairman; I think five minutes 
suffice. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee has already limited the tim 


| of debate on this paragraph. 
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Mr. CANNON. Then I will not take any time, Mr. Chairman. | side, not bythe gentleman from Pennsvlv: but, It 









rhe, CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then. the informal | gentleman from Maryland. 
ndment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will proceed with rhe Democratic party had no ]} er to pla inything 
eadi ng of the bill. statute bi s: and when byt \ f t . thev ca 
Phe ( ‘lerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. this tloor, the pension laws w already t placed tl t 
-HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I thought the Clerk was still | R publican party: and f that them I t y 
ron some page earlier than page 28. I have been waiting | hat to the Republican part nd h \ 
re until the Civil Service Commission paragraph should be | ns. But when g part : 
l with a view of offering an amendment. Have we passed dy that has ever | hostile to t e t n 
ners, | deny I 
fhe CHAIRMAN. Yes; we have passed that and have reached | not the Den a 
e ol. fore the Committ 
Mr. HEPBURN. Then I ask unanimous consent that we return | visions of the ] 
ize 28 for the purpose of offering an amendment. one shudder at t etails itl ! 
Mr. LIV INGSTON, Will the gentleman indicate what the | are the gentl n that Is ( 
ndment is before we consent? Democrat Is General | 
. HEPBU RN I think it is an amendment that will be ger- | who ipied y rday t I 
ne. Democrat Chey arraigne 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I have no objection tration of t nsion syst 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would request | the floor of this Hous 
gentleman from Iowa to withhold his request until my col Why, sir. 1 my i 
gue [Mr. GiL ETT of Massach setts], the chairman of the Con that [ha ! urd ! ll ) 
on Civil Service Reform, comes back to the Chamber. He | he ld be heard peol teine 
- her¢ a ecting the amendment, but has gone to luncheon. | campaign. that it was t R in part lor 
Mr. HEPBURN. I will withhold it. friend of tl lier l was maint I . 
Th CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state that by some in Now, gentlemen 1 stand | I 
ertence the debate on the Civil Service Commission provision | challenge you to tl 1. Re 1 
was begun before that provision was, in fact, read. and as a mat mplained of, 1 \ S 
t roc teak eovee tas book 5 ad, At th ose of the debate, it | men who wore the shoulder f the f ‘ © 
wing been limited by unanimous consent, the next paragraph | tl ppeals of: the Grand of 1 Repu he dy 
is begun without having read the paragraph relating to the | evils that now exist 
Civil Service Commission. That being so, there is no doubt but When I cto the gentleman from Tent Mr. Sim 
that the gentleman from Iowa can demand the Clerk to return to , pect nothing. W1 H him ld t h never 
that paragraph and now read it, unless it be understood by unani seen him let an op tunit r ar \ I wit | 
mous consent that when the gentleman from Massachuseits | Mr. | ing. with all the vy r and \ in pow t pens 
GILLETT] returns to the Chamber the Clerk will then return to | laws. 
that paragraph. That will be done if there be no objection. The CHAIRMAN. The gent!eman’s t xpire 
After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. |} Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Ia nt t 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. fora few minutes longer. | uu t 


subject. 
The CHAIRMAN. §Isthere ection t I 
ing five minutes additional 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Is serve n tice that when the 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Se nate had in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 1) to detine and fix Loon been cocemiad. 3 al atcha ti tetas Haasan 
the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money | |“ naan a - th — antl : — sg ala 
issued or coined bythe United States, and for other purposes, dis- | ~ The CHAIRM AN. Th ee 
agreed to by the House of eon s, had agreed a econ- | of the alia from ¢ at . 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of a e two Mr Ni IRTON of e QO) or Now. Mr. Chairman. in resno1 ‘ 
Houses thereon, and had appoint a Mr. ALpRICH, Mr. ALLISON, | 4), pe a cee fa. — sate ree aoe oan aaa a ~ . a ae 
and Mr. Jones of Arkansas as the conferees on th: an Of thO | toad tha‘ anidieve of sie it sa Se ee : 


penate. : f 
mn . : Was in command of one of 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without ; 













amendment the bill (H. R. 6267) to amend an act entitled “Anact | ho - ao a ey aia aoe ee : 
to amend an act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of nly : ‘General Di seal Rela “ os Sen 
law relating to the War Department, and for other purposes. here to def nd the men who | der Gens , e hy 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, peaks no word for them. I say that the homes in Ohio of the 
The committee resumed its session. men whi y made 1 p that regiment are to-day virtually |} Spitals of 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: | th boys who returned from the military service in the Army of 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT the Union. : 
Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas | have no patience with any man who has not charity, genet 
v. $8,000; three Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; clerk | OSity, patriotism enough in his soul to d mething, if n y 
t ie SECTOR ae mencereeet, ee ee ee cee _ “pa but a kind word, for the men who defend the flag in the hour « 
trol f the Spams . $1 B00: ¢ ne clerk of ‘class 3; one clerk ot ‘class 2 two | MY country s pet l. Applau , ’ 
clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; four messengers; three assistant m You glorify the South. SodoI. Her people are taking care of 
ngers, and one laborer; in all, $45,330. their disabled soldiers and are d ] it of their own 1 - 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out | out of their - ird-earned dollars. But, sir, you are getting tired 
‘last word. Mr. Chairman, it is more in sorrow than in anger | of that: fo ore the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day there 
that I rise to-day to reply to afew of the insinuations, innuendoes, | is pending a bill introduced by the gentleman from 1 ~ 
and assaults made upon men who are not upon this floor to defend | the remoy a of the restrictions on a unt of servis 
themselves. I make noexcuse for those on this side of the House, | federate army, in order that those who afterwards served i 
neither do I desire to cast any reflection upon that side, but I do | Federal Army in the war of 1861 to 1865 and the Spanish-America 
fearlessly here to 4 that the most that has been said, I | war may get upon the pension roll of the Government. F1 t 
might say many things that have been said, are absolutely unnec- | State of the gentleman from Tennessee 1 names ar 
—_ to be expressed upon this floor: and I regret that men who | presented for the pet 1 list by the distinguished gentle1 
i the blue on that side, men a » have reached distinction in | that State [Mr. Gipson] than by almost any man in r 
the war of 1861-1865, men who participated in those bloody days, | North. Read your record of the Pension Department and say 
find i it necessary now in attempting to do somethi ng here for the | whether you will assail the honor and courage and pati f 
maimed and crippled should see fit to assault the Democratic | the Northern soldier. Do you say that it makes him more cto 
party. | face bul Rage gern men of the South? I hurl that ba 
It has been charged here that the Democratic party has never Mr. SIMS. did not say that. 
placed a line on the statute books looking to bettering the condi- | Mr. NORT¢ N f Ohio. I understood that to be your lar 
tions under the 1 ension laws of the soldiers of 1861-1865. How | If it was not, I will take back my statement. 
unfair that st ‘a ment is! Gentlemen here know that every line Mr. SIMS. I said that * maybe it made them sic] 
[ee has been placed on the statute books—— Mr. NORTON of Ohio. ‘*Maybe!” Your peopleou 
. MAHON. Doesthe gentleman refer to any statement made | that at Stone River, Shiloh, and all along the line we 
oF a | ord of the Northern soldier. It stands sid le wit 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I refer to a statement made on that | I honor both the blue and the 
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tism and courage of any | Now, no man has greater regard for the true and brave so] 


| we must recolle 


™m ps tremble when I assail the patri 
Sout soldier that ever fought in the field. gut I deny your 
right ‘ with statements fortified either by H. Clay 
By rder to cast an aspersion upon my comrades. 
G tther you have brought here. I hold you blame- 
i t ment 1 made that the Commissioner of Pen- 
‘ t] ist. If he did. andif he did so knowing its 
tl he ought to be dismissed from his office this day 
| 
| the 1 8 Northern regiments 17 claims for disease | 
( 1 in 1 ‘ here the soldier ‘head been killed 
( Lea 8 Sout n ments, where there were 761 
clail account of disease to 1 where thesoldier had been kiiled 
\ ] 
fr. Chair n, ( e! Yes, I am looking across this 
ai You cr nst us for what purpose? To make 
t} I in the Republican districts of Ohio that you 
v eC} hat law for the purpose of giving out more offices. 
! true that you want to doit, you can doso, But you know 
e pat} ‘ hetween the Executive Mansion and this build- 
he ] n you dare to atte mpt it. And I make this 
1 ti now, that no such thing will be, no such thing dare 
i ; > 1, , “17 } 
be this Repu in Honse. If it shall come, I will vote with 
vO ( e | ip nit as an arrant humbug, only exceeded 
in its? I inion 38 Who tend to want to get 
1 iw wl ae know they dare not. [Applause 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
| Cler] id as follows 
rk and I F 
Tre usury bt og S300) f | 
| I $2,500; insy f ire 
: l cle li ‘ks | 
f 2: 4 clerks of clas ; le W; | 
i messengers; s , ‘legraph operator, | 
$1,400: assistant eng sists unt en rs, | 
= i itor cor t Ag men, at 3 j 
‘ 20: loe t < ie1 
it SW ea i2 
na laborers, $1.4 sh bor | 
‘ ts h; 2t I 5 a 
] x} } 4) c} rw . 
man, $1200; 11 cabinetn rs, at $l ; carpenter, | 
< rpente he ‘ sOU0) | or, £1,000; 
> I ‘ r ator, 3 . 
} , hal i ana ré a 
} “ ‘ rw For cs 
ii wa il I n,atgrlea 10 “wbDo!I 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massa ™ isetts. Mr. ¢ ‘hai rman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [{ Mr. 
FirZGERALD] is recognized on the pro forma amendment, 
Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. | 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payne). The gentleman from Massa- 
asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed five 
inutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, in order that we may pro- 
cecd with the consideration of the bill, I shall have to object to 


chusetts 





any rther extensions of time. 

The CH AIRM. AN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

( f Auditor for War Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy Audi- 
tor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; 6 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 16 clerks of 
class 4; addit al to 1 clerk as disbursing clerk, $200; 4 clerks of class 3: 64 

2: 54 clerks of cla ; l0 clerks, at $1,000 each; 5 clerks, at $900 
en illed laborer, $900; 3 cle at $840 each; 1 messenger; 3 assistant 
and laborers; in all, $297,300. 
r. TALBERT. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ilunderstand there is already an amend- 

ment ? nding to strike out the last word. 


CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


from South Carolina in oppos ition to the pro forma amendment. 
TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that it is a 
strange statement to be made upon this floor that the head of a 


department should be relieved of his position and discharged be- 
cause, forsooth, he has seen proper to send information here to this 
House in regard to the dk partme nt over which he is placed, It 
seems to me that it is the duty of the heads of Departments to send 


suc h information here as will enlighten members upon questions 


relating to their several Departments, and it seems to me to be a 
strange thing th at members here exhibit so much temper and so 
muc} fi eling whenever they strike the subject of pensions. 
seems to me that whenever you mention the word “pensions” 
they want to raise su ha fuss as to drown out all atte mpts to 
throw on the light in regard to the grantin; g of pensions in the 
Department as well as i e upon the floor of the House. 

Now, it seems to me that we — to have arrived at a stage 


where we can stand - and discuss ]} 
sitions, in a dispassion and as a business proposition, 
without boiling over ar ind he: iting up in such a manner, 


te 
ohl 


it | 


ensions as we do other propo- | 





than I have, and no man’s heart goes out more than does mn 
toward our brave boys who ha ive gone to Cuba and Man 
‘t another fact, that the people at home who | 
these enormous expenditures t! ) pay are as much entitled to 
sideration as the soldier or his family. You must recollect 
the people must raise provisions, must furnish money to buy 


| and ammunition. and to feed and cl othe these soldiers, and : 
| we come to consider 


a pension proposition we should consid 
osition, and while we consider the bray: 
the soldier, we should not, at the same time, lose sight 
people at home who are the taxpayers, who must foot the 
which are being piled up here in an enormous way. Thes 
sion propositions should be investigated as are other proposit 

lam glad that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims 
the courage to stand up here and make the speech that hi 
day before yesterday. There is a great deal of information 
and the Commissioner of Pensions deserves credit for ; 
instead of being removed,as some claim. He has ope ned t] 
of members on both sides of this House. Iam glad he pu 
information before us, notwithstanding it has disple ased 
the Gréat and some others. I want to say that we should t 
upand useit and consider it in the light in which it was int: 
His investigation is an able one and has thrown great light 
the subject, and I stand here to defend the gentleman upon 
assaults are being heaped, and, while he is able to take « 
himself, I think it is an injustice for everybody on that sid 
gentlemen on this side to jump upon the gentleman from T: 
He has given you nuts that you will never crack; 
asked you questions that you can not answer, and instead yo 
epithets at him. Let us take his speech and consider it, : 
hope it will do some good in stopping the greyhound speed 
some of you pension grabbers want to make in giving pens 
soldiers and even to some who never shouldered a gun or sin 
gunpowder. 

The Clerk 


as a business prop 





see. 


read as follows: 






Division of bookkeeping and warrants: For chief of division, $3 50 : 
ant chief of d on, $ $400: estimate and dige st cle rk, $2,200; 2 pr 
bookkeepers, at 100 each; 10 boc eepers, at $2,000each; 11 cle rks 0 
$ clerks of class 3; 2 clerks of clas 3 clerks of class 1; 1 messenger; 1 


: andl tal yorer; in all, 

Mr. HEPBURN. inte. Mr. Chairman, I ask that we ret: 

yage 28, the Vivil Service Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PAyNrE). The Chair understands 
it was agreed to return to that paragraph. The Clerk will 
the paragraph, which the Chair understands has not been 1 

The Clerk read as follows: 


esseng $67,170 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 





For 3 Commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; ss 
$2,001 ; 8 clerks of class 4; 10 clerks of class 3; 13 clerks of class 2: 15 





iss 1: 3clerks, at $1,000 each: 2 
neer, $840; 2 watchmen; in all, $91,340. 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners act 

der the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinat 


clerks, at $900 each; 1 messenger; 2 | 






| investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $7,000. 





Mr. HEPBURN. I offer the following amendment as an 
tion to the paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


9° 


Insert after line 2, page 29: 
oe the term of service of all clerks, messengers, watchmer 

laborers, laborers, assistant messengers, and all other employees 
ploye a in or by any of the Departments shall terminate as follows: 

*One-fourth on the 30th day of June, 1900. 

**One-fourth on the 30th day of June, 1901. 

*One-fourth on the 30th day of June, 1902. 

*“One-fourth on the 30th day of June, 1903. 

“For the purpose of carrying out the above provision the head 
Dey artment shall divide the above-named clerks and employ 

asses, and sh¢ ull designate the persons whose terms of service shal 
in each of the above-named ye are: Provided, That any person wl 
of service is above limited, having the proper qualificati ons, may } 
pointed by the head of the Department for a period of four year 
period shall thereafter be the term for which all clerks and other em 
shall be appointed unless sooner discharged for cause, to be determi 
the head of the Department.”’ 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. lIask the gentleman if he intends th 
apply to all the Departments? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I make the point of 
that the amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the gentleman will not mak 
point of order. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. the p 
order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I donot want tosimply discuss the paragra 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I will repeat my question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill ask the gentleman to reserve the | 
of order, so that it may be discussed, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is fair and right that this I 
should have an opportunity in some way, at some time, to V 
upon a question like this. Heretofore through the legerdemaiu 







i 





I will reserve 
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s, through the stifling powers of committees, this House | The Cler} 
never yet been permitted a square vote upon this question. 
: the people were demanding with almost unan i 1in1 

lition of the civil-service law, at no time have the comuuit- | Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairmar 
d to let the people’s representatives vote upon this ques- | rhe CHAIRMAN. D 


There has not been a time. in my judgment. in the last tive | o1 f t com 








; that if the proposition could have come before us that we | Mr. MUDD. Iw 
it have settled this question by some kind of proper change | CHAIRMAN 
iment that would give us a proper civil service, | limited by order of the 
LIVINGSTON. I will repeat my question. Doesthegen-| fr. HEPBURN Tha 
mean his amendment to cover all the Departments? mittee, Mr. Cha 
HEPBURN. All the Departments. my amendment here and 1 
LIVINGSTON. Then you will have to change your amend- | the p1 sition 
because you have mentioned none except the Civil Service| Myr. FITZGERALD of Mass 
iu, | from lowa did make som: i 
WHEELER of Kentucky. Do I understand that the heads The CHAIRMAN, 7 
Deparments are to designate such clerks as they desire to | 1 nan is 
tire? } ul standing, that was I 
Mr. HEPBURN. The amendment simpiy provides that the | it y be modi 
sand employees are to be divided into four classes by each Mr. MUDD. Mr. ¢ 
f the Department in his particular Department, and that he | hear e min 
letermine what force shall cease their official connection with * FITZGERALD of Massa t Mr. ( 
Government on the last day of this fis year, What force | the nt of order against 
cease their connection with 1 the last day of t x i RICHARDSON 
il year, and so on until all are out. M will ad » | 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does not the gentleman think | to re] we W : 
it it would be fairer if it were called a speedy method of ridding The CHAIRMAN. Do it m Mar nd 
Departments of Democrats? his request so as to ask t 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is possible, in view, perhaps, of the next | M EMENWAY 5 
‘tion, thata great many of them will go [laughter]: butI takeit | that V 
ey will only becanse they were not fit forreappointment. There 
ight to be some settlement of the official term of these men. We | HAIRMAN. Tl ntl I 
ive sought to secure a term of service for all of the employees. | the gentlemar m Mass 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I will vote to abolish the civil-}| Mr. FITZGERALD Massa l L | 
vice law if you will give me an opportunity to do it. and I | against the amendment, M1 L 
know a number on this side will do soif an opportunity for such The CHAIRMAN. Wha 
vote is offered. raise 
Mr. HEPBURN. I will join you in that. | Mr. FITZGERALD of M | 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Why not move to strike the | lav 


| 
| 
paragraph out? | ‘he CHAIRMAN, There is 1 


Mr. HEPBURN. Because it would only be an expression of | can strike out a paragraph appropria 
the opinion of this House. Suppose we do not makean appro-| Mr. MUDD. Then I move to it t 
priation for apersonin office. He could gotothe Court of Claims | The CHAIRMAN. That can not be don | 
ind secure his judgment, and we have got to pay him. rules the point of order raised by th t in f 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I doubt that. | setts | Mr. FITZGERALI The qu is on ( 
Mr. HEPBURN. We vould not effect anything merely by the | amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland | Mr. M 
triking out of the provision for the commission. It would be Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cons 
simply an expression of our opinion. I am willing to have the any order that may have been made by the committ e1 led 
entleman move to strike it out, but it will not be effective ot | so far as this section is concerned. I think tl 
than as an expression of the opinion of the House. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa a ina lous 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him | consent that the order limiting debate on this section be rescinded. 
\ question? | Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. | Mr. CORLISS. Mr, Chairman, I ask that the amend l 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, your party has the Presidency, has | again read, 
» Senate, has the House of Representatives, and hasthe Com-| The amendment was again read. 
mittee on Rules. Whatis in the way of bringing your bill here} The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agree to tl mend 


repealing the civil-service law? ment offered by the gentleman from Maryla 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yet when your party was charged with the The question was taken; and ona divi lemanded by Mr 


responsibility, they not only refused to do that, but their Presi | Mupp) there were 49 in the affirmative a S in the n 
dent went on and covered with the blanket of civil-service protec-| Mr. CANNON. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairm: 
tion 80,000 employees. | Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I hope my friend will not charge us with The question was again taken; and the tellers reported 68 in the 
that. [Laughter. | affirmative and 66 in the negative. 
Mr. HEPBURN. And yet you do not dare, when you have the So the amendment was agreed to. 


power and responsibility, to repeal the law. The question of the Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in just to the committee, I 


tleman from Tennessee is not answered by me, but I will sub- | want to give notice now, sothat gentlemen may understand, 
t to him that the reasons that have animated him to retain the | when this biii ‘s reported to the Hou 1G ime 
service when his party had the power to abolish it are probably | up for approval there will be asked a separate y n the H 


the reasons that control gentlemen on this side to the same action | upon it. 
when they have the same power. If he will analyze his own The Clerk read as follow 





feelings, and determine what has been the mainspring of motive TREASURY 1 
with him when in the condition I have suggested, he will proba- Office of the Secretary: Fos 
} | ury. $8.00 S 


vy have some better understanding how gentlemen on this side | ury.¢ taries 

are affected. eee eee 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think the gentleman can cite | Troacure s1W0. Ll clerk of class 

the time when the Democratic party had the presidents of both | « 

fiouses of Congress. a 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, thank God, it was a good while ago Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I m to stril ut t t 
at I 


’ 
™ 
wa 





iughter]; but the gentleman ought to remember that there was | word for the purpose of asking t ntleman in ( 

‘h a time, | what provision, if any, h n ma riat 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has | to pay the rent of buildings which 1 uve to be occupied 
expired. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts raise the point | Government in cases where other buildings which h 
of order against the amendment? | occupied are being improved. For iustance, in m 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do. | vision has been made for an add 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. | making of this improvement wil DY Di ‘ 

Mr. MUDD. Mr, Chairman, I want to offer an amendment to | month: Meanwhile the offices now in that 


this same section. | post-office, etc.—will have to be removed. I would lik rv 








[SSS 


whether in this bill there 
in 


Such Cases? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
the sundry civil hill. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 


} 


is any provision for the payment of rent | 
| 


Improvements of that kind are carried in 
There is nothing of that kind in this bill 
Then, as I understand the gentleman, this 
js not the place to provide for a matter of that kind. 
HEMENWAY., It is not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment to strike out the 
t word will be considered as withdrawn, 

The Clerk read as follows: 





la 





\ ‘ ‘y Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 
Aud o2? UM k, 2.0000; 4c division, at $2,000 each: 17 clerks 
of class 4; 1 } f is 10 clerks of class 2; 20 clerks of class 1; 3 clerks, 
at <1.(K it $14") each; three assistant messengers; 4 laborers; 
and f class Land for 4 additional clerks of class 1 ren- 
a ary ised work incident to the war with Spain; in all, 
$125, 00 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the last word. 


From the observations made this morning by the gentleman 


from Missouri | Mr. CocuRan| it seems obvious that I failed yes- 
terday to express myself with sufficient clearness. When he 
states that he inferred from my remarks that I was in favor of 
holdi the people of Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines in 





perpetual servitude, it is evident, I think, that he failed to listen 
in the spirit in which I endeavored tospeak. I tried to discuss 
from an entirely nonpartisan point of view and in an impartial 
spirit the fundamental principles of our institutions respecting 
the acquisition of territory. 

[f | was animated by any spirit at all, I was animated by the 
spirit of Jefferson, Madison, Monroe,and Jackson. And the spirit 
that animated them was not a partisan but a national spirit. 
Asa lt of my investigation of these principles, an examina- 
tion of the opinions of our leading statesmen thereon, and a con- 
sideration of the interpretation put upon these principles by the 

people themselves during the past century, I was led to the con- 
clusion that the United States has the right to acquire and hold ter- 
ritory, inhabited or uninhabited, without immediately incorporat- 
ing it into the Union. I expressed no views concerning the final 
disposition of Puerto Rico, Cuba, or the Philippines. I did not 
understand the gentleman to ask me any questionconcerning Cuba | 
or Puerto Rico. I will say now, however, in regard to Cuba and 
Puerto Rico, that whenever the people of those islands shall have 
shown a capacity for self-government and a desire to be incor- 
porated into our Union, I would be in favor of annexing them to 
the United States as organized Territories and ultimately admit- 
ting them to statehood, 

1 understood the gentleman to ask me whether, when the Philip- 
pines were capable of self-government and were considered fit for 
annexation to the United States, I thought that ought to be done, 
and I replied no; that I did not think when that time came that 
it would be advisable; and my reason was, that when the time 
comes when the entire inhabitants of the Philippine Islands have 
shown that capacity for self-government which would entitle 
them to be incorporated into our Union they ought to be able to 
govern themselves as an independent republic. If after that the 
people of the Philippine Islands express a desire for union with 
the United States, I am fully in accord with President Monroe 
and President Jefferson and President Polk, who thought that the 
success of the system of local self-government, combined with 
Federal Union, did not depend on parallels of longitude or on 
isothermal lines, and should not oppose their admission. 

The time at my disposal yesterday did not allow me to give full 
expression to these views. I wish now simply to say in general 
that in acquiring territory we can, as we have done, hold it with- 
out incorporating it into the Union. It should be so held as to 
extend as far as possible to the inhabitants of the territory in 
question the spirit of our institutions and the rights so far as pos- 
sible which we enjoy; and whenever the people of any territory 
which we may acquire show capacity for self-government, they 
should either be given their independence or be incorporated into 
the Union. And during the time that we so hold them it should 
be our earnest effort to extend to them the principles of liberty 
and the spirit of freedom for which the wisdom of our sages and 
the blood of our martyrs have been given. 

Mr. NOONAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. NOONAN, Does my colleague contend that the territory 
of the Philippines and of Puerto Ricois not territory of the United 
States? 

Mr, BOUTELL of Illinois. It is not territory incorporated into 
the United States; it is territory belonging to the United States 
in the sense of the fourth section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 


I 
resu 
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Mr. GAINES. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Gary; 
is recognized in support of the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, several hours ago the gentlem 
from Maryland [Mr. PEarre}], I regret to say, took it upon him. 
self to decry the Democratic party, saying that it was not 
favor of promulgating a just pension system; that the Republi 
party had been the father of pensions and had perpetuated 
pension system. Mr. Chairman, we all know that is not bo 
out by the facts, and I regret exceedingly that the gentlem 
should make any such statement. I have been endeavoring « 
since that statement was made to get the floor, but my friend 
the other side, who possibly knew that | was going to rise for 1 
purpose of defending the Democratic party against any such | 
accusation, objected in a very eloquent voice to giving me un 
mous consent, and I rise now simply for the purpose of 
justice to that party, and to say that I remember in the Fif; 
fifth Congress it was the distinguished son of Mississip)i, 
Hon. JOHN M. ALLEN, who rose on the floor of this House w 
our last immense pension appropriation bill was being consi: 
and moved that it be passed unanimously, saying that when . 
Wheeler was climbing the heights of San Juan it was not 
to talk or parley about the payment of pensions. That bill 
unanimously passed. 

Since I have been in this Congress, Mr. Chairman, the D: 
cratic party as a party has not opposed just pension laws, ar 
American people donot oppose a just pensionlaw. The men 
should not be pensioned are the men to whom we object. T 
are the men that the present Commissioner seems to be after 1 
with a hot poker. The Commissioner of Pensions was 0; 
and criticised by the distinguished gentleman from Kansas | \| 
CURTIS], and my colleague from Tennessee [ Mr. Sims], as w 
myself, rose in our seats here and defended him from his own 
party, because we believe that he is doing his duty, if the ; 
reports and his own reports are true, and we must at least 
the latteras being true. If that beso, he is trying to do his d 
as Cleveland did, Mr. Chairman, in cleaning the pension ro! 
expurgating the pension roll, and instead of making it one of + 
picion, making it one absolutely of honor. 

Mr. Chairman, bear in mind another thing—and I want to st 
right here that the day my distinguished colleague | Mr. %: 
made his speech on the floor of this House which has excited s 
much comment here that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. FiIrzGERALD] who has to-day several times defended his 8: 
and her soldiery from a supposed attack, which I am sure was ! 
malicious on the part of my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Sims}, 
for I do not know a kinder, a more charitable, or a more just man 
upon the floor of this House than he—the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts |[Mr. FITZGERALD] was notin the House. I 
occupied his seat myself, and on the same occasion, a few minutes 
before or after the speech of my colleague, I spoke upon the floo1 
of the House, and I spoke from the seat of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts — FITZGERALD], which is a good one, because | 
could speak with more ease from that seat than from my own. In 
justice to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGerat! 

I want to make this statement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it remained for a distinguished so: 
Michigan |Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH], when my colleague [ Mr, Six 
occupied the floor on a former occasion, to make a statement which 
corrovorates the position that I have taken here. On page 1!)2)) ol 
the Recorp the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN 
SMitTH] said the following to my colleague |Mr. Sims]: 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SmiTH. Ido not believe the gentleman from Ten: 
represents the best sentiment of the Democratic party upon that side 
Chamber in that statement. 

Mr. Sims. I represent the cause of truth; and if the Democratic part; 
not sanction it, that is their fault, not mine. 

Now, this is what I particularly desire to read: 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will! say to the gentleman from Tenness 
in the passage of pension bills here it has been to the eternal credit 
bers upon that side of the Chamber, many of whom were in the Conf: 
army. that they have thrown less obstruction in the way ofa liberal a 
istration of the pension law than they have ever been given credit for d 
{ Applause. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. GAINES. 
for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks w 
imous consent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is th 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. And yet my young friend from Maryland [Mr. 
PEARRE], possibly, like myself, born and reared since the war, 
gets up here to-day and flaunts it in the face of Democrats upon 
the floor of the House that the Republican party and the Repu- 
lican party only has been the friend of the honest pensioner, to 
heroic soldier, the deserving patriot, and has been the only party 
which has enacted just pension laws. es 

The fact is that the Republican party has been in control of this 


The time of the gentleman has expired. | 
I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed 





1900, 


CONGRE 


















nse, with the exception of a few years, ever since the war, and t I 

¢ those few years we had a so-called Democratic President | ! , 

1, Democratic Senate and House which undertook to do the ‘ ) 

cal thing that the Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Evans, is irren 

ertaking to do to-day, as I said a moment ago, to make the Mr. DALY of N sé M 1 has 
sion roll a rollof honor rather than one of suspicion. The} 1 ndulged in t pon 
fact, as I said a few days ago, that there is oppositi: m to the t question of pensions. 1 18 
( missioner’s administration of the law, coming from his own , other side of is Honse t S son 
: and not from the Democratic party, shows that that roll | the 19th of last month in r n 
ould at least be looked after with more particularity than it has | Bureau. I do not suppose tha 3 mn 
heretofore. given t > Shis matter of pensiot yi r n 
Mr. ( vhs 1irman, the old Confederate soldier, the Sonthern people, | viven by the distinguished tl n from Ka ( 
x American people, believe in an hone: t pension law and a | Here is what he says abou nduct of the | 
; a nai er, nothing more and nothing less. It is in the mat- | ment under Republican é 
ter of the unjust pensioner that the American people feel they | on the 4ti Ma , iS 2 f s , 
being outraged. soldiers of 1 r re awit 4 , a ; 
Now. some gentlemen on the other side, I believe the gentle - = a orp ~ + ; ‘ ; 
. . 1 ind I LL k ua 
m a from Ohio, alluded to the fact that hundreds and hundreds | ; ein ¢ i aa 
f pension bills are before the Pension Committee, and called at- | * * . ° 

mn to the fact that the gentleman, I believe, representing the | B e new ( I 1 

nd Tennessee district [Mr. Gipson] had introduced so many | ! ees ard of s ud 
pills. I want to say to him that that district is a Republican dis- | tinued the same rules and practices as t = Sd 

aye ent dixtrict ia aces ttle #8 Wheaties os 5 then Stake * | ed the eam r 1d pra is tl Adm 
trict,as the First dis strict is. It wa the nion end of th State, | Now. here is inh Gauaal ut the Republican Com . 
end that voted against secession in days gone by, and henceit ® Penai M Fm le he Nit oe staked ‘ 
P ae : ; : a eee ae | of Pensions, Mr, Evans, who represents this Administration in the 
, aside from the great industry of the Representative from that | p...+tment of Pensions: 
strict and his great love for his people, that the distinguished | |* ae eer ; e 
TT : : . | t upt an faise r i t é | é 
n of Tennessee who represents that district has introduced s0 | pimcelf to be interviewed and wt ss 
many — bills. | toattract the attention of the pu i ‘ 
Now, finally, let me challe nge the kind attention of this hon- Further on. let me read this record. coming from a Repa in 
orable body to this fact: I say to you that the old Confederates— source. as to the conduct of this Department: 
of whom I am not one, 1 orn and reared as I was since the war, | a TS ; =e 
but my kindred, my people, my neighbors were Confederates, and | randum of , Ss i 
for that 1 make no apology here or elsewhere—have unmurmur- } the itter rt t 
ingly, as honest history portrays, stood up here in favor of a just | ‘"~* ANY Cae ; . 
and honest pension system. They have favored it upon the hus- ces 
tings. They have done so in face of the fact that there stands believe that 107,000 soldiers of 
pon the statute books of this country the following section: the U nion . rpetr: rated { falsehoods when they e their state 
No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to the | Ments in re ference to the contract n of disea un n the 
low, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner yolun- | war. I want also to say that the record of the D ra party 
ir iy wen oe or skied ors abetted. the late rebe 7 a inst the autho rity can be favorably compared with this record that \ g he 
the United States. Sectio 116, Revised Sti *s.) . ia Ws } A 
ee ee ree oe ne ad Commissioner of Pensions, who represents the Me n- 
_ That was passed in 1862, and it is the law to-day. This is true | istration. One hundred and seven thousand s i rsof the] n 
in the face of the fact that the colonel of the first Tennessee regi- | had their applications for pensions rejected, and when they wet 
ment that went to the Philippines and did such valiant service } rejected it was an imputation that the 107, 000 soldiers falsified 
there was a distinguished Confederate officer, and one of the lieu- Now, Mr. Chairman, I - not further desire to continue in th 
tenants was a distinguished soldier, Maj. W. J. Whitthorne, a } line of remarks. but I do ask permission to continue my remal 
brother of the distinguished Admiral Whitthorne, who was for so | in the REcor»D, in order that I may show the record of the Demo- 
many years a me ‘mber of this honorable body. . cratic party in Congress on this subject of pensions. 
Yet our people have unmurmuringly borne protective tariffs The CHAIRMAN. If there be no « bi ction the pro forma 
an id these heavy pension bills, And I was hi uppy to see the spirit amendment will be considere das withdra 
that characterized the Republican side of this House when I | Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman w aa pl a blish the whole record 
brought to the attention of this body last Friday night the fact that | of the Democratic party, I would be glad for him to extend his 
{ at ‘statute, section 4716, is still in force, so that to- day Colonel | remarks. 
Smith’s widow is not pensionable, although her gall ant husband The CHAIRMAN. The g ntleman asks unanimous consent 
fell snthe firing line at the head of his regiment in the Philippines. | that hisremarks may be extendedin the Recorp. Is thereobt 
Under that law, which the Republican party has allowed to re- | tion? | Atte a pause. } The Chair hears none. If ther no 
main upon this statute book for thirty years, we can not give her | objection. » pro ene amendment will be withdrawn. The 
apension. I have introduced this bill to re peal this law. Chair a none, and the Clerk will read. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. GAINES. I ask a minute more. apy ear as Wiican t: For auditor, $4.00 ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be | anditor, $2,500: law hi $2,000 eack fs 
genized for one minute more. | class 4: 19 oh rks nae 5; ks of 3 of cla 
ne ‘ TRC ° ° 1.000 « erks. at # i rk. § a sta! I 
_Mr. GAINES. Iam glad to say that I do not believe that this | * ae ard a col 1 fomnaia laborer. Ot € ius ; 
House, nor this Congress, nor the President, will long let that law . ATT 7 pene: F ; 

: . hoir y) offar +h £] ) re 
remain upon the statute books. I was happy to hear the mouth- Mr. HES ENWAY. Mr. Chair 1, I r te followin S 
piece of the Administration, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- | 4™e! dment. at 
VENOR], say that he would join with me in the repeal of that The Clerk read as follows 
statute that does not represent the feeling, the judgment, or the On page 40, line 12 
heart of the American people of this day. I shall ask later to ex- | -‘*W°"'s" aia ‘ 
tend my remarks by printing my bill to repeal section 4716, Tl 3 1 

my ° ® - © rre ‘ 
The bill referred to is as follows: The Clerk m<¢ aos was ee greed to, 
7 a: . 1@ \ Bi eat 3 ) 5S: 
A bill (H. R. 8499) to equalize the pension laws. a mp - . & s l _ : 7 
Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States | , -) tice of Audit chi ge a eee ace pre 
( rica in Congress assembled, That all the laws enacted and nowin force { 24, Hea $,! —y a ala r 6 athe t ane 1 
! ng to pensions for soldiers and sailors of the civil war of 1861 to 1865 be, | £5)". = at alameds Ui cheatin oa bare 
they are hereby, made equally applica ble to soldiers and sailors of the $1,000 ee + +. ae ~ ea ¢ 100 each: oI] Yat pig pag 
un war, without any distinction whatever as to age, participation in ers mag sat $900 es ee 2 rts hate amen ack 
ion, or otherwise; and the same rates shall be paid in either case alike | © stan at $7 pw be Se ae 
ers, soldiers, widows, chil ire ny invalids, and dependents; and that all aa Ts, enn atnn Sa ad 
nd parts of laws not in conformity herewith are hereby r rep -aled. es46 a oe 
Lat the ¢ Yommissioner of Menehin is is hereby directed to to Mexican | *” r oY additional for eee ec 
rar 1 oners now on the roll the rates allowed in each resp ive case by icons Geen yea r or m mo a = and { : ; 
l va relating to the civil war, beginning with the date « f the passage of | clorks of 54: 4c f : oi aa 
at applicants for pension or increase, based upon service in the Mexi- | 4°TSS: at ‘sit 00 each; and 5 clerks, at $ ” 
‘an war, whose applications have been heretofore rejected because they Mr.STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an ame 
b under age, or because they participated in rebell n, or because of any that paragrapl In line 22. after the word for . 
, r requirement or condition that existed in the laws velating to Mexican 1at paragraph. n ine ~~, alter the word jay =Svbes 
r pensions which does not also exist in the laws relating to civil war pen word ‘‘additional,” on page 41, 
é iall, if they apply again, be paid from the date ) of th e original appli- The Clerk read as follows: 
< and wide-vs, invalids, and de pendents who have applied for and been ae Be aa ial ees 
denied pensions or increase for any such reasons shall, 1 upon reap plication, be On page 41, line 22, after the word “f 
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not - 


ake any difference as far as the point of order was , 
cerned 


The Chair understands that it was carried in the lo 
approj riat ion bill at $1,000; and there being Gea statut 


tT 
ual 




















: a 
. | this subject, the Chair must sustain the point of orde 
Al 11, line 24, after the word ‘‘ busi- I : 
e wor ent to the war with Spain.” TRANSFER OF EVENING SESSION, 
1 as 10 Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman. on behalf of the Comm 
Ww 3 “iy on Invalid Pensions and at the urgent request of many m 
; on hath sides of rg House, l desire to give notice that wh 
GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, 1 make the | Set back into the House I will ask unanimous consent to su 
‘int of order that it « existing law. tute Mon lay night for pensi n business instead of to-nig 
Mr. STEEI It is pro r additional force, and it is a | @ccount ot the storm. 
+ , } iy t In ad r . rs } } ryé i? - . a o — = © = e 
my y} to b ployed only during the war with Spain, | LeGisLaTIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION 
Ir. GILLETT of Massachus« As I understand the ame nd- | The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as { 
} r me nothing t means that this forceis notto| on unt treasurer at ( _ 
ling ft isting law; and of course if it means | ult « $1 S00; paying 
, . | + } - 
isting law. As I understand it, it}? + eee one's 
nut ry j ly the same, but changes the method | . ‘ . $600; and 3 , 
tmel l sup} it is the purpose of the gentleman | 1 ull, $44,020 
| { - ° . . 
Ac. QTRETE. Tar picks ; : Mr. Chair HI MENWAY. Mr. Chairman. I offer the following ar 
Mr. S17 LJ} n! lisclosing my purpose r ‘ nal . 
MS OF im not al : a oe , aur, shairman, | h I send to the C lerk’s desk. 
Lela contravention of existing law. There are | ¢ a 
: 1°77 $ . ys itne 67 2 | ad as follows: 
! n the | providing for the same service, an | / ; s 
\ simply temporary throughout the Depart- | z ind line 1, page O38, strike out the words 
ITZG LD of Massachusetts. The law provides for} The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
> 1. ire ] ) TO? fF +}, rantla 
, Tk a ane UDB - lls the at sntion of the gontic : Om f assistant treasurer at St. Louis: For assistant treasurer 
l usetts to fact that it does not change the | cashier a lief clerk WO; first teller, $2,000; second teller, $1,s'* 
the Chair understands i There is no existing | teller, $1 mr fourth te ,, $1,200; bookkeep« m, OS: two - ’ 
| ~nr TT >neiAline nl te Keepers, and coin teller, $l.20 each; assistant bookkeeper, $1,‘k#); 
Here isa provision providing temporarily | cote tulies: stenographer and typewriter, and messenger, at $1,000 ea 
yees in one of t Departments. Surely it 18 | day watchmen, and coin counters, at $720 each; night watchman, § 
power of the committee to perfect that system. anitor, $600; in all, $25,460. 
AT ‘ rT T.wTrt e Mac jnatte Theraica ls Aaw wid- — — . " ~ . 
L ‘T lof Ma acht isetts. There is a law to-day provic-| Mr. HEMENWAY. On behalf of the committee I mo 
additional appointment s shall be made, I may not have | amendment which I send to the desk. 
he reading of th amendinent, but as I understood it, all| "The Clerk read as follows: 
s is to strike out the word ‘‘ additional” and putin ae rd | aa as iia lias 
poral which we all know has been so construed that they | On page 1, in line 1%, ins: 1;" and in line G 
s herpes arena ~*~ arcades 4g ne pat | out “twenty-five thousand | and insert in lieu 
hall be appointed in a manner different from the regular meal - | “twenty-seven thousand « 
if that is the proposition of the amendn ent, I submit that the 1) beneinh Senn cieuiih' tin 
hair ild hold that it was, of course, a chi ang re in existing law. S20 SESS OROS wae Agee ; 
If joes not mean by the word ‘‘ temporary” a different method LEAVE TO PRINT. 
ppointment from that which the law Ww " weseilen, I do not _ ; 
a it the pertinence of the amendment  e : , Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent 
ad Libs s 1 ‘ 4 av is, . . 
[AIRMAN,. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that it | ti 2 ee ae . — ago matter which will ma 
us to the f that is the intent of the amendment. an & page oo , 
My EET] Sead liesiohias Gaia sand iticeun.| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | 
TEELI Che additional force is asked for, and it is sup- | : : 5 se 
{ they want them during the war with Spain, as it is re- | RAN| asks unanimous consent to extend in the Recorp 
her Departments. I amasking that they be appointed | — — an the . sion of the Committee of th 
ume wa 0-day. 8 there objection: 
GILLETT of Massachusetts. I should like to ask if the bill] There was no objection. 
was Offered did not provide for the addi- | Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, a 
Cares | cut off and prevented from concluding what I desired t 
tg , . mm ka imi): equest 
the CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to sustain the point | ™4*¢ 4 Similar request, 
laa: , ; ? | The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusett 
\I STEELE, Well, lamsorry the gentleman from Massachn- unanimous consent that he may extend his remarks in the R 
— nd eneach Lait chter. | | Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The CHAIR) [AN. The Chair sustains the point of order. | Mr. GAINES. I ask the same privilege. i 
eClerk oceeding with the ie the bil sad as follc ..| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee 
i , proceeding with the reading oi the bill, readasioliows: : : : a: se 
| GAINEs}] makes a like request. Is there objection? Th 
f I rof the Mint: For Director, $4,500; examiner and com- | hears none 
s 200; adjuster « ‘counts, $2,000; 2 clerk Tha Clevl : 
‘of class 1; t! ie gL a: 1 cleric, $1,000; The Clerk read as follows: 
, tory, $1,000; and 1 assistant mes- Office of the Chief of Engineers: re r chief clerk, $2,000; 4 clerk 
: 3 clerks of class 3; 3 clerks of class ¢ lerks of class 1; 1 clerk, $1,004 
} EPHENS Mr. Chairman. I offer the follow- | 2™* ™essenger, and 2 laborers; in all “os. 040. 
Lis 4 asd bicbii Side . } L c Uisil ” 
met Mr. HEMENWAY. Ioffer the amendment which I sen 
( k read as 5 desk. 
sand S inane The Clerk read as follows: 
‘| ; page 76, i ;8 and 9, strike out “4 clerks of class 4; 3 cler! 
AT IOATY 4 . e = } k iss 2" ar rt in lien thereof ‘5 clerks of class 
I ) Mr, ( I make a point of order on | ciass 3; 4 clerks of class 2; and in line 11 strike out “$26,040 
+ 630,840." 
Mr. S] HENS I T} is the amount reco Aender e 
‘ oro ——ne x Lhbavis the amount rec 1m led The amen lment was 3 agrec d to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wi salle Cee seeeileaines Cites te Mr. HEPBURN. May I have the attention of the get 
Se ee a elingroumnelip ts rye Ny west ——ieeiee i. if. Wi HEMENW AY] for a moment? In the 
ara er Wee t,o ca eae | line of the note on page 22 of the report I read: 
YWAY There is no statu In the last appro- s 
, ‘ Net increase in the number of salaries estimated, 1901, over appr 
,TDAC ART .. oy ‘ ° ‘ | for 1900, O67. 
All MAN, The la ppropriation bill carried it at} *” * y , 
Mr. HEMENWAY. That is the number of salaries esti! 
I WAY. At$1.000. This amendment seeks to make | for; but of those some are for the temporary force that wa 
2 pected to be put on the pe rmane nt roll. 
h STEPHENS of Texas. That is right; but the recommen- Mr. HEPBURN. But that is the number required in the 
r that it should be $1,500. ion of the heads of Departments—967 more than were appropriat 
"The ‘CH. AIR ML \N. The recommendation of the Secretary would | for in the last appropriation bill, 
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ccaaiealdal seibichinaesseiagiataliiacten —— . a aa alo 
: HEMENWAY. No, sir. That includes a number of sala-}| And then. on mot Mr. Hemenway (at 4 : 
those who are now temporary clerks, but whom the hea minut t } r 
rtments expected to be put on the permanent rolls. 
‘ these, the increase would be 967. If the gentleman will | 
the first page of the report, he will notice that this matter | EXECUTIV MMUN t re 
+ ] , 
irtiaily explained 7 : 
a Under clause 2 of Rule XX1 \ 
rt tate that of tl Too ) ific sal ect ated f ex of the I’, sur trane? tt 
, I t ) ¢ 4 \liy 2 
\ ar ‘ apy at ma — 
fisca f id necessa new machine i ap} 
ent beca f d W tot Spa from the Speaker's ta 
code nf inltet heaped. oe priations, and ord i to 
al la Wit \ I year 4 = 
! ted f vi pla 
t I uppropriat ft ‘ 
EPBURN, P { s‘ line 1e note to which I | REPORT OF COMM l ON J] Ll ) 
called the gentleman’s att On Will exXp:aln 
" Under c] ’ 

















t, I presume, is the number they for in their estimat er ; ‘ 
id above those now employed 
HEMENWAY,. They called for a larger increase in the Mr. LACEY 
tes; but that is the number v wed in the bill. was referred f 
Chairman, I move that the com: é now ris a \ i 
motion was agreed to, thout amene t : 
committee accordingly rose; and Speaker having re- id bill and rt W ' 
the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of | Hous« th \ 
10le on the state of the Union, having had under considera- Mr. KLEBERG, from ( e | L, ) 
yuse bill No. 8847 (legislative appropriation bill), had come | whi Ss I . t 
nclusion thereon. land to th { I 
white pupils at ] iniak t 
r I I oO - ) 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Ia nil 1 Monda ; t 
! » o'clock tl u ike at ; until 8 o'clock, the eve nul i ere rele i 
ion not to ex i beyond ha i and to ‘ j | the state of t > Un 
consideration of such business as is in order at the regular M HERMAN, { 1 n J ) 
y evening meeting. Wt ret u t 
ir. PAYNE, And that the session of to-night be dispensed | POW . Re ( t ‘ ‘ 
with? reported t game W 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes,sir. Thisrequest is made at the solic- | (4: ‘ , 
m of me ; on both sides of the House. The reason is | Va@iendar 
arent to all. Mr. SNODGRAS 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks | dent, Vice-President, and R ati 
nit consent that the session for to-night be dispensed with | was referred the joint res ti LH { 
id that on Monday next, at 5 o'clock, the House take a recess | posing amendments to 1 ( 
ntil & o’clock, @ evel 1 to adjourn at half past 10} for election as Senators and | ! 
l » be devoted to the consideration of business that is | hibiting polygamy and polygam LSS 
order at the 1 ] ! it se Is there objectioz between s¢ , reported t . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I supp it is understood that we shall | pamied a report (No. 348); whi id nt r 
ourn to-day at ( k. You donot prop e to run this ses- | | rt re referred to the | 
evi 
ir, SULLOWAY ar ers Oh. 1 
RICHARI N tior > OF Ci MITT! ] LIND 
» SPI KORN Ist I ) ion i roposition of the | a } e 
eman f H ( hears none, and it T } s et Mr. NEEDHAM. f 11 ( 
dered. : ( ms. ¢ 1 the | 4) 
LEAVE s H.R.4 » tha 1 € f ron “7 
By unanimous consent, leave of nce was granted as fol |’ is bP. Cl ; t t 
Ir, Mal for four day it of ness | panied by a report (N 
Mr. RIDGELY, for one week, on unt of important bu rred to the Pr ‘ 
u | 
CHANGE OI ER! tacos a 
CH () | 
SPEAKER laid before the House t following ex tive 
inication and Senate bill, the reference of which was Under 1 2 of R t] 
1 as indicated: t 
r from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting | 0} r rred a 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior A H. R, 1) f ! | 
ing an estimate of appropriation for the pay of stenogra- | mittee on War (¢ ms larg 
I nd typewriters empl 1 by Indian inspectors and agent n | 
Committee on propriations to the Committee on Indian] _ 4A bill (H. R. 5347) { { 
I f the M uri Military Acad 
ate b for the relief of A. F, Fle upe rintendent of the | « } } j il 1. and r | ( 
M uri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo.—from the Committee on | A ffaiz 
to the Committee on Military Affai A bill rt y 
VISI » } } AVAL A Al I ly . 4 
mointmentof My ] 
poin Mr. 
teyy on the ps t « 10! 1 
i as . + Any i ] na? ? 
VISITORS TO WEST 1 [ MILITARY A¢ : : 
ibe SPEAKER also announced the appointment of 
NOR, Mr. OLMSTED, and Mr. SLAYDEN as Visitors on rt J 
the House of Representatives to the Military Acad blic La 
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BLIC RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUCED. 

n Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of t f ying titles were introduced and severally referred as 


PU BILLS, AND MEMORIALS 


¢ 


i, i. 
Unite 


T 


Mr. DOLLIVER: I 
of the Revised Statut 
Judiciary. 
Mr. ESCH 
rot r 


oO 


A bill 
sof the 


RH25) 


to amend secti 
d States—to the 


on 953 
Committee 
on thie 
A bill (1H. R. 8526) to construct a pier for a har- 
uge om the east shore of Lake Pey pin, Mississippi River 
ir or at t th 16 Village of Pepin, Pepin ¢ ‘ounty, Wis.—to the Com- 
ittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill 
m of fourth-cl: vostmasters 
and Post-Roads, 
Cy Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8628) to authorize the laying y 
and maintaining of a pneumatic-tube system between the ¢ 
ind the Government Printing Office, in the city of Washington, 
n the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
innova, 
By Mr. 
ubsurface ] 


1 
H. R. 8627) relating to compensa- 
ti 


Cftic 


iSS } 
1 


@ 


( 
BABCOCK: 


TY) 


A bill (H. R. 8629) for the protection of 
cables, wires, and other metallic constructions 
in District of Columbia from danger by electrolysis, and for 
= r purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
y Mr. SHAT BUC: A bill (H. R. 8630) to modify an act enti- 

‘An act to reg ulate = improve the civil service of the 

inies,” aaneoent d January 16, 1883, and for other pur- 
es—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8661) for the recog- 
n of services of a military nature rendered by certain civil- 
ians in the late war with Spain—to the Committee on Military 
A fiairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8662) to provide for the ex- 
f United States district judges while going to, returning 
r holding courts at places other than their respective resi- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


pes, 


t] ts 
U 
p 


“ll 


nif 


penses ¢ 


rom, 0 


Gaences 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 
lause lof Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
wing titles were introduced and severally referred as 


BOUTELL of Illinois: 
on to Elizabeth Englet 


is10NS, 





PRIVATE 
Under c 
the foll« 
follows: 
By Mr. 
pens 


1) 
i 


A bill (H. R. 8631) granting a 
1ardt—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8632) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John Nelson, deceased, late of Lafourche 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8633) for the relief of Mrs. 
irtha Stiff—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8634) granting an in- 
‘ase of pension to George W. Caseday—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8635) to confirm the title to cer- 
tain land to the Indians of the pueblo of Zuni, in the Territory of 
New Mexico—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Freeman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

BS Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8637) granting a pension to 
. He I n Harlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8638) for the 

t of George K. Bowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 8639) for the relief of James 
er, of Bourbon County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8640) for the relief of Oldham County, Ky.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8641) granting a pension to 
George W. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8642) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Bri to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 8643) granting a pension 
to Euretta Eggleston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to Melissa Eggles- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8645) directing the issue of a 
duplicate of lost check drawn by James B, Quinn, major, Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, in favor of Henry L. Brene- 
man—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 8646) to remove the charge of 
sertion standing against the military record of Alonzo Cornell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8647) to place on the pension roll the name of 
seph Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta Pollock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 8649) granting a pension to 
Margaret Vorhees, widow of Capt. Jared F, Vorhees—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Per isions, 
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to the Committee on the Post- | 
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By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8650) granting an inereas, 
pension to William C. Whitney—to the Committee on In, 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 8651) granting 
Rebecca Pratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8652) granting 
crease of pension to Joseph Cannon—to the Committee on In, 
Pensions, 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 8653) for the relief 
an, administrator of the estate of William Booth. d 
late of Stockton, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8654) removing the charg 
desertion from the military record of J. E. Getman—to the ¢ 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 8655) granting an incr 
pension to Edgar H, Stevens—to the Committee on Inva 
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By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8656) conferring j; 
diction on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and det 
the claim of Byt. Capt., Second Lient. James Davison, 
States Army, retired—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8657) granting a pen: 
Barbara Ann Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8658) ¢ 
an increase of pension to Edwin G. Fay, late lieutenant, Co: 
C, One hundred and seventh New York Volunteer Infant: 
™ Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 8659) to increase the } 
of Thomas P. McCracken—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8660) to increase the pens 
Philip Lang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Irving M. Webber and 
railway postal clerks of the Fifth Congressional district o! 
consin, for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—t 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the National Board of Trade, in 
of the passage of the bill for the organization of a national : 
reserve force—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ Associ 
favoring a competing submarine cable line between Cuba anit! 
United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions adopted by the employ 
the Bureau of Animal Industry stationed at Nebraska City, 
for provision to grant them the usual leave of absence with | 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas City Live Stock Exchange: 
of the St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange, State of Missouri, a¢ 
increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on \' 
and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of M. R. Newell and other 
ployees of the Woonsocket (R. I.) post-office, favoring t! 
sage of House bill No, 4351—to the Committee on the Posi 
and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. DALZELL: Additional evidence in support of 1}! 
bill No, 8403, to refer the Pittsburg defense claims to the ¢ 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolutions of Baldwin Lodge, N 
International Association of Machinists, of Boone, Iow. 
tion to the care and disposition of the public lands—to the | 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of the publisher of the Brad 
Sentinel, asking that white paper and wood pulp be placed 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Northeastern Pen 
vania Press Association, favoring the passage of House 1)! 
5029, relative to the free entry of wood pulp imported for u 
the manufacture of paper—to the Committee on Ways and Me: 

Also, resolutions of the Chemung Valley Tobacco Grower + 
sociation of the State of New York, in favor of maintaini: ) 
present tariff rates on cigar leaf tobacco from Puerto hi 
other island possessions—to the Committee on Ways and Mea! 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of the | 
(Mass.) Marine Society, favoring the passage of House bill No. ' 
to promote the commerce of the United States—to the Commit! 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Dr. Blair Medical Company, 
Freeport, Ill., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary} 
icines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JETT: Petitions of J. H. Sanner, W. H. Bohm, : 
others, of Edwardsville, [ll., and vicinity, to amend the act to 
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreigt 
Commerce, 


} 








an’s gener Temperance Union of Olympia, Wasb., to 
bit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor i 
ii—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. jacr m SATI VAY. / 
Mr LACEY: Memorial of John H. Kit and others. con- | The He 1 2 r . 4 = : 
ng the sale and other disposition of 1 ublic Socks etc.—to the | Speaker ° , rder by 
mittee on the Public Lands. aia a "Pr \ 1 byt Chapla } ’ 
so, petition of the Medical Society of Keokuk, Iowa, against | The Journal of tl @ proce ) : 
nassage of the anti-vivisection bill—to the Committee on the | proved ; : 
trict of Columbia. sith | ( 
Mr. LOUD: Petition of Phillip L: of San Jose, Cal for | wa i 
se of pension—to the Committee on taeel d Pe nsions no ' The St E -AKE! nn l 
y Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Post No. 5,G and Army | vhe Comm = R auWays and \ M 
Republic, Department of New Jersey, in support of the | \ ABSI 
. bill No. 4742, to provide for the detail of active and retired | > 
rs of the Army : nd N: ivy to assist in military education in By unanim 601 11 f . 
: bg hools—to the Committee on Milit ary Affairs. ; To Mr. Ni ) rt : 
Mc ALEER: Petition of g rraduate women nurses to sect ire : To Mr. Livinast ut Tt LA 
a Congress employment as nurses in the Army—to the | a 
mittee on Military Affairs. , 
oO, ¥ solutions of the Kansas City (Mo.) Live Stock Exchange 
the South St. Joseph (Mo.) Live Stock Exchange, against in- der claus Rule XAI\ . 
sing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Comauitae aa Waval taken ft enO'® r 
Means. 7° | priate committe ai 
\lso, resolution of the New York Mercantile Exchange, indorsing | S. S000. An to amend I 
e bill No. 7667, relative to the branding of cheese—to the | (ODS s7Uchon r, and | I 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . id ha s,and for M 
\lso, petition of Freytag & Peeler Com} any, ( f Philadelphia, Loo — to the Committee on Bi 
favoring the passage of the Russell bill, relating to the tax on ee An act ing an 1 i 
ol used in the arts or = any medicinal compound—to the Taylor Dodge—to the Com ' Penslot 
( mittee on Ways and Mea EULOGIES O} 
lso, petition of the Leag el American Sportsmen, urging thé aes 
ize of House bill 6634, for the aster weet ( tion ae Mr. DE ARM ND. Las oes 
tivorous birds, the game birds, and game animals—to the ~ rat beginning at 1 ck, set 
mmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. sies on the lite and characte te Ir. ] 
Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the Northwestern Manu- The SPE AKEI R. The gent an from M 
urers’ A\ss0C iation, of St. Paul, Minn., indorsing House bill No. | OS, Cousen that Saturday, <A m1 
. to provi ide for adding to and completing specimens and pro- be set apart for exercises in cor . 
‘tions, etc., to be exhibited in the Philadelphia museums—to and leath of the lat Mr. Bi M 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. There was no object 
_ Also, petition of H. H. Meyer and other druggists of Sleepy | LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTI A \ 
ve, Minn., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the | io 
Committee on Ways and Means. ss | And then, on m oe f Mr. HEMENWAY 
Also, letter of Noyes Brothers & Cutler, of St. Paul, Minn., | itself into the Committee of the Whole House o 
favoring provision for irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee | U™!0n for the consideration of the bill (I. R. 
| Irrigation of Arid Lanas. propriations for the legislative, executive, and 
By Mr. MEEKISON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7703 of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 101. ane 
9 anting a pension ace Kuney—to the Committee on oe for other purposes, with Mr. SHERMAN in the cl , an 
Pensions, . sins The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read from t \ 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5441, granting a pen- | be suspended last evening 
sion to Hugh Thompson—to the Committee on oe id P eel aa The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, readas follow 
By Mr. OTJEN: Paper to accompany House bill or the relief ; Of the foregoi a 
Henrietta Pollok, of Milwaukee County, Wis.—to the ¢ ‘ommit- a ee cae trast ; 
tee on Invalid Pensions. : " 7 cle . 
y Mr. POWERS: Petition of fourth-class postmasters of Rut- | Mr. MU “po Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a poi 
I i County, Vt., praying for the passage of the Cummings bill | 288 1inst the clause just read, from lines 20 to 23, incl ( L de 
increasing the compensation of postmasters of the fourth-class |} not know whether the gentleman whois in char eo! ca } ] 
I t-offices -to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, | “ nds that that provision is in order or not 
By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of Acme Grange, No. 498, | MM: HEMENWAY, I certainly do. 
North Barton, N. Y., favoring a general free mail delivery—to | ™Mr.MUDD, Mr. Chairman, | want to be heard br lw 
o Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 5 read the language against which I make the p: nt of 
> Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minneapo- | Of the f ere Las 
(Minn. ) Commercial Club, in favor of the proposed nati aie al | the sum of ul c i 
pa oe Minnesoti a—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | °' sy 
By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolutions of the State Agricultural So- | ms to me that there can 1 ) doubt 
of Minnesota, protesting against the passage of Senate bill | a‘ se of existing law, inas1 as A os 
1 _ mote commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United | Which these exper oe sha a - | ; 
ae - ecessary,” in its present form—to the | ject, but in the appropriation bill for t ( 
mittee on Agriculture. the last session. which I ye fore 1 1 + 
By Mr. THROPP: Paper to accompany House bill N 192 inlay tose a a Slane wve before me an Ey 
2 . x . . ibe < pauy 2 ouse bill No. 8403 to | essary to refer, every be lv knows that these eXNEN <6 
jurisdiction on Court of Claims in the Pittsburg defense | entirely out of the revenues of the ( jeneral Governmer 
s—to the ommittee on War Claims. | Now, these parks which are refer d to hi re 
aa bef IS WOR TH: Petition of D. H. oe and ; ther citi- General Government. The title to the land is in the General 
the 4 hirtieth ( ee aren a t of New } ‘ork, in favor | ernment. It is just as appropriate and just as 
lle tee anianee nceene  Laviale ote ck ox tevimme of a tet 
Mr. JAMES R. sto the Committe, ‘+ ances ; ei A et i = tr Papa err ar edocs 
No. 8183, to re move oe ame 4 | oe acco a y ouse IRVO the | a rict } ry one-half of 1 ri at 
iF eee +t e large of deserti: 1 fro 1e record | Various parks hereinbefore enumerat ] stal 
ve 7 “er oe to the ¢ omm tt eon Milit - Aff Airs, — here enumerated asa part of the public il 
ma Peanibiouaas to ‘Association Resolution of the Northeast- | Government : are the groun i the Ex \ 
ani ess Association, urging the passage of House green} houses, and nurseries, and r matter tha 
. No. 5029 , to put wood pu iP and printing paper on the free | which the District has nothing wt tever to d l 
i] —s »the C ‘comm ittee on Wa and Means. propriate and just as mucl in ordanc . t 
, letter of Frank B. Rose, of Swarthm: ore, Pa., relating to | ritory of Oklahoma sh u 1 be 1 lads 3 poe 
wetion 1 of the naval personnel bill—to the Committee on Naval | penses as that the District of Colum! hould n 
b i If there is no general statute upon this su Mr. | ri 
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new le ition which cl] hang yes the body of the law 
{ t-matt it ands to-day. Therefore 
the point « ier 
3] ything which in the nature 
i cha sting law 
t ause 2 of Rule XXI, as 
tas tothe District of Columbia and its 
1 ex auth rized by law, becauss 
le 7 pen 111 ,as thi h is ever 
to be ized out of the 
! t Mr. Chairman, that this is a 
le change of existing law 
e | » unauthorized by pre 

Mr. CANNO? Mr th ntleman’s point of order 
i for the followit ng reasons: Con- 
| for the District of ¢ ‘olumbia and has 
t nt. Its establishment is in 
ni Constitution. Now, it is a ques- 

5 er these are legitimate municipal expendi- 
{f so, t n bt about the power to appropriate 
says that the District of Columbia does not own 
t] Thatistrue. Nordoes the District of Columbia own 
et It owns the parks just as much as it does 

N L apprehend it will —~ t be controverted even by the gen- 
tle mn Maryland [Mr. Mupp] that it is competent to appro- 
p 1eT m the Fe ca Treasury or from the Federal 
T as it is replenished by taxation upon property in the | 
| f Columbia, to improve and care for the streets. 

There isa great park system connected with the District. There 
ological Park; there is the Rock Creek Park; there are 
ls of little parks at the intersection of streets, at almost 

every street corner, 

Now, it is true that in large part the app ropriations for the care 
ind preservati - of the numb rless little parks about the District 
have been » heretofore from the Federal Treasury alone. I 
mean the ap priations have been made from the Treasury as 
contradistinguishe d from the revenues of the District. But under 
the law of 1878, as well as under prior laws, all revenues collected 
in the District of Columbia are covered into the Treasury, and | 

















there is no way to get them out except to appropriate them. This 
bill does that, and it provides in substance, as is usual in District 
eX] nditt ires, that one-half shall be paid from the Treasury proper 
and one-half from the money that is in the Treasury from the 
reve es of the District of Columbia. 

N if th is no authority to make this appropriation for 

| these parks out of the revenues of the District, there is 
no authority to make it from the moneys belonging to the United 

ates. 

It is true that the act of 1878 does provide that it shall be the 
dui ‘the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to submit 

ites to be transi <1 through the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to Congress for certain objects. I read now from section 3 
public institutions of charity, prisons belonging 
y orin part by the District, the expenses of the Aque- 
rtenances, and also to submit an estimate of the amount 
fray the expenses of the government of the District of 
4 
Now, this is to defray an expense of the government of the 
| t of Columbia. 
hen, if you go further on in this section, you find this pro- 
‘extent to wh hall ~~ ve of said estimates Congress 
t i1creof, and the remaining 5) per 
‘ e sed upon the property of the 
2 ( 

The gentleman might say that as an estimate is provided for, 
unless the estimate comes, there could be no appropriation of one- 
from the revenues of the District now in the Treasury. If 
the gentleman does say that, I will answer his proposition by say- 
ing that by virtue of the same language there could be no appro- 
priation from the money of the United States in the Treasury, 
because the law applies to one as well as to the other; and if it 

plies to one, it necessarily applies to the other. 

The true principle is that if this be a legitimate municipal ex- 
penditure for the District of Columbia, whether it is found in the 
estimates or not, under the law which creates the District and 
inakes Congress the common council thereof, then from the bare 
fact of the existence of the District of Columbia, and Congress 
being the common council, and it being a municipal expenditure, 
it is in order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 


tleman a question. 


n 


| me, 
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Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 


Mr. BABCOCK. The parks, as I understand it, are under ; 
| control of the War Department, and not under the control of 
District Commissioners? 
Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Now, another question. Is the gentle 
3 | favor of the pending proposition? a 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, undoubtedly. 
Mr. B:z LBC ‘OCK. Another question. Does the gentleman t} 
| that it is wise that all expenditures in the District of C uml 
| muni ipal : affairs and improven ents should be paid one 
the District of Columbia and one-half by the Gene ral @ vern 


} 


Mr.CANNON. Yes,and no; ,if th itleman ¥ 


[am fully in harmony with the proposition that whe 


+ ms 
oth » gel 


| estate specul ators desire to have streets extended they ‘oer 


i 
the 





| 


| 
| 





eth 


lieve that is a District matter and th 
to pri ovide for : 1e extension, just a 
the other day in the legislation that the gentleman rep 
extend one of these avenues—pe aan: Sixteenth street, I 
recollect—and that that should a yat the exclusive expen 
District of Columbia and of the property benefited. Cong 
legislated. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the point that I wanted to dk 
Does the gentleman understand that in these street-opening 
the District pays one-half and the abutting property pays or 
Mr. CANNON. Very well; that is quite in the power of 
ress, and Congress has so exercised the power. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The impression has gone out that the 

is paying it all, and I desire here tocorrect that, and to call 
tion to the fact that the District of Columbia pays for one) 
the expense of opening all of the streets and the abutting pr 
pays s the other half, it being assessed against the propert: 
abie in one, two, three, four, and five years. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that exactly; and that 
in the power of Congress, Further, it would be in the p 
Congress, if the Chair will indulge me in further answer t 
gentleman’s question, to assess the whole of the expense up 
property. We have plenary power in the premises, and w 
exercised it. We have had such legislation, and we will |! 
do so in the future where proper cases are presented; but 
upon a different ground. Here are a hundred parks, crea‘ 
much for the benefit of the District of Columbia and the | 
people as the streets are created. The fee simple in the : 
| and in the parksareallin the UnitedStates. Now, the gent! 
says because of that this provision is susceptible or amena} 
point of order that one-half of it shall not be from the reven 
the District that are in the Treasury of the United States. 
point of order necessarily would run upon the same princi] 
improvements of the streets; necessarily so. It would neces 
run upon the same principle for the support of the loca) 
it would necessarily, upon the same principle, run for t 
port of the hospitals. 

Mr. STEELE. For the police. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). And many other munici] 
penditures. So,I state again, as to the District of Col 
Congress having plenary power, Congress has legislated 
organization of the District prior to 1878 and in 1878, a1 
plenary power to govern this city just the same as a 
council of a city would; more than that, it has greater ] 
than a common council, because a common council finds i 
rant of authority in the act of the legislature which creat 
We find our warrant of authority in the Constitution, a 
absolutely supreme in the exercise of that:warrant of aut! 
limited only by the general provisions of the Constitution 

We have exercised that authority; we have organized t! 
trict; we have created the streets; we have created the par 
have kept the fee simple in the hands of the United Stat 
obvious reasons. Wecreated the Zoological Park, whic] 
kept in the same way, for obvious reasons; and yet the gent 

says, because the bare legal title is in the United State: 3, t] 
have not power to appropriate, or rather we have not ai 
heretofore appropriations for municipal purposes w! el 
United States holds the fee simple. Well, Iwould point to 
line of precedents in answer to that; I point to the nec: 
answer to it; I would point to legislation in answer to it; 1 
the legislation of 1878, I would refer to legislation from the 
ning. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I realize, and all admit, that © 
gress is the common council of the District of Colum) 
also contend, and I think all will admit, that Congress, when 
ing in that capacity, must act in obedience to the law an 
rules of this House. I do not contend that it is not with 
power of Congress to provide that the District of Columbia § 
be made to pay one- -half of the expenditures for the mainten 
of these parks. I do not contend that Congress can not pro 
that the District of Columbia shall pay all the expenses of these 


ben ofits, and I bel 
cress has the power 


4 


ao 
5 


; 
4 
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ks, however inequitable and wrong that may be. both \ t to get t rig f ike P ‘ 
at Congress, in its absolute and unlimited dow t 
1 the District — fc | can not pr na Nox . ss 
of Columbia should eX] litur s of the D ( 
( THis 4 k t D iin, ca tpnt hit aut 
sense as tl >h nul t ytoa 
or inds. But ev ivy rea ti t f M M D M ( 
this by a ] i pon an appro} r li t 
} We can bring ina : is t yiect toa i 
ord . ay , AA ON . I t it y iy le mit! ‘ i 
his He liz I iw that such should | save of that act i 
but w ve expend » ne 1 
ANNON., ] t » ask hi bit ( a} 3 
n t q% res } 9 
on n= m ap} 
MUDD. Xes tr ( N 
{ ANNON. it Vv LV lk ‘ to pp! riate Ir 1 cont versy Witht 
ite | I f1 y the Distr n i municipal ¢ 
this purpose, will my f2 put his finger ( rress, t D 
on anywhere t yuld g 1s ower to ap} tr ind evervbod \ 
} } ] 4 T” ++ ay 3 
from the moneys of the people of the United States? ‘ 1 if tl ha 
iy further that when he will put his finger on such legisla- | it would ire a , 1 
I will show him right along with it the same power proposition as i 1 j 
priate half and half. Nobody has ever , led , P 
MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not contend that there is a | parks should b idled on t | 
ne upon the statute books s] cally showing in issimisverbis | fact that the citizensin this D n 
it you can appropriate tor the genera: purposes and objects of porarily residents of the Distz ( : l 
the General Government. No such particular and express provi- | people from all over the 
. =e awae thes en } hy af 7 
on is necessary. I aver that Congress is clothed with the general | no reason vw ! i j 
wer and with complete power to appropriate money generally of Columbia. It might j l l tha 
expenses of the National Government, and among the ob- | .able and lawful that the Sta 1 
s of expenditure of the Nati ynal Government is the mainte- | of the expenditure for m 1 { 2 I I 
of its public buildings, parks, and grounds, i that are scatté 1 here and there t oun ( 
gentleman is unfortunate in hisattempted analogy between | course I understand that v ’ i ; 
the streets of Washington and those public parks He replies, in | but the principle, the equity, 1) 
onse to a remark by me that on gen ral principle soutsideof| Mr.PUGH. Does the gentleman 1 1878 
aw such expenditures should be paid from the Government | eomprises all the law recula 


Mr. MUDD. No. sir: I understand that Congress has from time 


to time covered the statute book wit vs regulating a 


u 

venues because the fee is in the Government, that the same ar- 
ument would apply to the streets, and reads from the organic 
ct of 1878. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I needed any confirmation of 








’ ; ; ; eae a -~ | tions for the District of Columbia, but lu \ is 
my contention, the genticman has there supplie A it. The organic | the centleman from Kentucky understand 
ct of 1878 does specifically provide that one-half of the expendi- | My PUGH. One moment. 
tures for the maintenance of streets should be out of the District |  +.°° ‘ : eat ane . re 
revennt It coes furthe _Mr. M1 DD. b t mi answer the question. Th 
Mr. PUGH. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? seg int to — these ae eats hee si eee r 
Mr. MUDD. Certainly. rik georges “atten Seog ae ed 
Mr. PUGH. In whose province is it to determine what consti- | ,; 0004 ee aed ea Therma ee ~ _ : 
utes the expenses for the Disirict? Is it not solely within the |“), — a ete EP ee ee 
discretion of Congress? And also tell me what the difference — : = ae ill ss fa 
s between the principle involved in the expenses of the court of |, -‘T- MI D1), Mr. ¢ Nalrman, 1ao1 Vv 
ppeals, the supreme court, the Garfield Hospital, the Providence | be ft id Dy ( ri I 
Hospital, the Zoological Park, and this. my rr upon it t 3 
Mr. MUDD. I understand it is -ovince of Congress to not 1 ( 
etermine what are the legitimate: ures for the District of ropi i I ‘ I 
Columbia, but 1 understand just nd I apprehend that it howe t 





3; patent to everyone, that it is within the jurisdiction of the | Gestion to be considered at pr $V 
Chairmanof this Committee of the Whole House—and it istothat | 2Ob Change eNisting iaw in that it pro} \ i t 1 








irisdiction lam now making my appeal—to determine whether t appropriation—that we ar »} 
ot in the case in point that function is being exercised in con- | Ute books for the first time e 
nance With the law and the rules of the House. existing and m the 
The act of 1878 enumerates—and it is singular that the chair- | Spect to the District lor perhaps a hut ! 
man should read from the act of 1878; he seemstohave mistaken the |, +e very ut this bu! : ppro] 
ication of it—I say the act of 1878 specifies the objects of ex- | 1¢5'5!alive, executive, and ju a , 


penditure for municipal purposes for which payment should be | 520Ws its Character and natul pose. § 
le on the half-and-half principle out of the two funds, those of | Stated specilically In the title : ropl : tne 
















‘ an a : ° <u : «] ] cata ae f Rae tun 6 ; ‘ —- 3 
the District of Columbia and the National Government. It states | bill shall com itor Tunds In ti ivy LOr 
the opening of streets shall be so paid } tiona - eh nt pur 

me - aans ; ; . . as \T ‘ \ \ . ; ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. I will read it to my friend. Le VAL , y 

4 1 a t ss 7 | losing W rds t ‘ 
‘ oe al ge Bi ee | Mr. MUDD. Oh, I 

iintaining all public instituti say that you are ta ea I 
] ry toor< rol iv val sources 
oF District of Colomvls Mr. HEMENWAY. Is 1 
luct and its appurtenance politan police of this city to be } 
the amount necessary t District of Colum ; 
trint f e197 a far +} Y +* ] | TY 17 ih) 
ricy Ol Coimmibia ior tac next! a Mr. MI DD. WV 1] oa ¢ 

Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not the act before | The question of the gentleman 
I | the public parks, for which t 

’ . . - ae : Deane 

Mr. CANNON. Neither streets nor parksare mentioned. | Law. 

' Yr . ‘7 . i T.~. ry LrAT Ua A , x ‘ 4 } ’ 

Mr. MUDD. I have not the act before me, but my recollection Mr. HEMENWAY. N 
is ; } > ) *h aT 1 had <x +h, + x,t 
is Clear that somewhere in that act there is a general provision officers who are clothed w 6] : 


relerring tothe opening and construction and extension of streets. Mr. Mt DD. I do1 c 
lf that is not the case, everyone understands that the opening and | would not alter the situation. Mr. ¢ man, | 
extension and building of streets is an ordinary municipal func- | the very title of the act in which inG this | 
tion. { clent answer to the contention of gentlemen wh 


7 ' = 


Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me, because we | Sition in order, 
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I e1 thre st paragraph of the bill: 
t f A ind the same are h ereby, 
money in the Treasury not otherwise ay priated. 
QO! irs t « not specifically negative the ides a that lt 
! not refer to money in the Treasury to the credit of the Dis- 
{ of Coh ia: but I submit that by all fair rules of construc- 
{ e have a right to have con — red as superimposed upon and 
read into that language, after the word Treasury, the words ‘of | 
{ nited States for United States G rovernment purposes.” The 
! ruage asit stands inthe bill constitutes, in my ju igment, 
r intendment to that efiect. and should be read and constru d 
a mandate that the mon ys expend led under the bill shall be 
drawn exclusively from funds belonging to the United States. 
This is a very important question, Mr. Chairman. ‘ provi- 
sion of the bill makes a new departure. The amount coi money 


involved is considerable. Oura 


ction upon this question will set 


i very important precedent, greatly affecting the welfare of the 
District of Columbia. Therefore, Il have made the point of order, 


nd Utrust this matter will 
mn of yourself a 


receive the very careful and serious 
nd of members of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, the point of 
rder raised by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] is, that 
the provi . to exclude which the point of order is invoked is a 
han f existing law. The gentleman confines his point of order 
to ti 

Mr. MUDD. The Chair will allow me a moment. I contend 
that i achange of existing law and quoad the District of Co- 
hu i provides for an expenditure not previously authorized, | 
My nt includes Z th grounds. 

The CHAIRMA Well, that amounts to practically the same 
thing. Clearly this provision is for a work nowin progress. The 
rentieman from Maryland does not contend, as the Chair under- 


that it. is notso. The parks, according to the understand- 
ing of the Chair, are not on a p: ity with the Capitol Grounds, but 

rey similar to the streets of the city. The organic act of 
| ion 5 rather more clearly than in 





rly intended, and in sect 


m2 states, that Congress s 


sin the District to the District of Columbia. Section 5of 
uct expressly names ‘‘ streets and sewers and any other work.” 











) iat the ¢ hair thinks it was clearly the intention of Congress, 
by that organic act, to provide that Congress should charge the 
Dist of Columbia with one-half of all public expenses in the 
District. And this, it seems to the Chair, is suc z an expenditure | 
as Congress intended by the act of 1878 should be borne one-half 
by the District of Columbia. The Chair therefore overrules the 
voint of order. 
Mr. MUDD. I offer the amendment which I send to the des 
The Clerk read as fo mesa 
Str it all r the word “dollars,” in line 19, page 79, down to and in- 
uit Columbia,” in line 23. 
Mr. MUDD. As a member of the District Committee, to whose 
inds have been committe din a special sense the interests of this 
District. and with what knowledge I have of the conditions ob- 
taining here, I have felt it my duty to offer this amendment, which 


proposes to strike out this provision and leave the expenses for 
‘s to be paid hereafter, as heretofore, entirely out of the 
s of the General Government. 

inten go into any lengthy discussion of this ques- 
The House understands the nature of the provision and the 


nese part 


vent 
| 


do not to 


| 


| 
| 


7 
| 
| 
| 


| Columbia? 





nature of the amendment. Whatever may be the opinion of the 
Chair (to which, of course, I submit, though I protest very stren- 
uously that it is not the correct construction as to the legality of 
the provision under our rules), the propriety of the provision 
tands on a different footing. Everybody admits—the gentleman 

charge of this bill, in discussing the point of order, conceded— 
that the provision is at any rate a departure from the custom that 
has prevailed heretofore. 

Now, I have seen it stated, and I have no doubt all members of | 
this House have made careful observation of the statements of the 
newspapers within the last two or three days, that the District of 
Columbia is now approaching a very large deficit in its revenues 
that are needed for carrying on the ordinary expenditures of the 
government and for the ordinary, gradual, and average extension 
of streets, in response to the interests and necessities of this, as we 
hope, growing city. This provision isa departure from the spirit 
of the organic act of 1878. By that act Congress abolished the 
pr eee. existing government of the District of Columbia, took 
the cha of it out of the hands of its people and established the 

mi under which the District of Columbia was to be governed 


exclusively by Congr 
cerns. Conecress then said, 
ment to the declaration 


‘Ss Witl 
and pledged the faith of the Govern- 
. that thereafter the expenditures of the 
city, Which were enumerated, and which did not embrace the 
parks, would be paid half ont of the revenues of the General 
Government and the other half out of the revenue of the District 
of Columbia. 


one 


> ° . | 
out havi ng any say in itS own Con- | 
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Certainly it was never contemplated that the District shoylq 
pay one-half of the expenses of these parks. It was never 
stated; it was never hinted at. It appears nowhere upon the t 
of that act, either by express language or by any sort of imp] 
tion. It has never been « -ontended by anyone, trom that tim: 
to this hour, that the District should pay these expenses. 

The District is not able to pay these expenses. It is imposing 
hardship and a burden upon the District of Columbia that it 
not bear. It will cripple the growth of the District; it will 
tail its capacity for needed expenditures, It is, in my judy 
nnwise legislation: it is unjust 'egislation, and I hope that ams 
ment will prevail, and that we will leave this matter as it 
been heretofore. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The geuileman has stated that this thi 
has never been before this House. At the last session of this ( 
gress on the sundry civil bill a similar provision passed—— 

Mr. MUDD. Passed the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Passed the House. 

Mr. MUDD. But it was stricken out in the Senate. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman says it is not enumerate) 
in the act of 1878. Neither are the streets enumerated. 

Mr. MUDD. Icontend that they are. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Sothat if everything had to beenumer 
the General Government would have to pay for maintaining 
streets of the city of Washington. 

Now, what is it we have here? Weare providing fora] 
watchmen in the different parks in this city. They are 
clothed with police powers. They are placed there in ord 
protect citizens of the District of Columbia, as well as vis 
and members of Congress, who are passing through these pa 
at night. They are virtually policemen here in the Distr 
Columbia. Then, there are laborers who take care of the t 
gardens in parks around the city. Colonel Bingham, wh 
charge of the public buildings and grounds, recommends + 
this amount be paid out of the funds of the District of Co! 





| and says it is a proper charge upon the funds collected from 
hould charge one-half of all public | 


taxpayers of the District. 

Who is there in this House that can doubt for a moment 
the maintenance of the streets and the pay of the Metroj« 
police are proper charges to be paid one-half by the Distri 
If that is so, then this is a propercharge. Ther 


| certainly be no doubt about it. 


The Government does not want the District of Columbia t: 
a cent that it ought not to pay, and this is a charge, as Is 
great portion of it, for the police force to guard parks around 
city. 

Mr. MUDD. The little parks around the city do not 
watchmen or laborers either. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Thegentleman says the little parks ar 
the city do not have watchmen or laborers either. I shoul: 
to ask who makes these flower gardens, if the laborers d 
do it. 

Mr. MUDD. I refer to the little parkings under the cont 
the District Commissioners. And, if the gentleman contend 
the expenditures for these parksshould be borne as ordinary m 
ipal expenditures, to be paid out of the District revenues 
other municipal expenditures, ought not these parks then t 
under the control of the District Commissioners, instead of u 
the control of the War Department? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, certainly not. ; 

Mr. CANNON. They are all creatures of Congress. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly not. The original act pr 
what shall be under the control of the Commissioners, and \ 
under the control of the General Government. 

Mr. MUDD. And what should be paid by them, too. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And there is no reason why a poli 
on a beat down here, called a watchman, who is there to } 
the lives of the people, the same as the Metropolitan po! 
are here to protect their lives, should not be paid just as th 
ropolitan policemen are paid, unless, as the gentleman 51) 
is under the control of some one else. What is the dill 
Who is he under the control of? Congress has to make the 
priation, whether he is under the control of Colonel Bingha: 
under the control of the police board here in the city. H¢ 
forms exactly the same duties, except that he performs th 
tional duty of a watchman in the ark: and he certainly ou 
be paid one-half from the funds of the District and one-hal! 
the funds of the Government; and I hope, gentlemen, tha 
will be no great division upon this point. The committee are 
tainly right. This amount ought to be divided, and paid on: 
out of the funds of the District; and I hope that the amendn: 


| will be voted down. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with my 
league on the Committee on the District of Columbia in sup} 
of hisamendment. It seems to methat these are properly part 
the expenditures of the District that legitimately come within the 
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nrovision which requires them to be paid one-half out of thereve- | The Clerk read as f ws 

es of the Government and one-half out of the revenues of t ss 
—— hu 

But the particular point in which I wish to take issue with my rhe amend i a t 
olleague is the statement he makes in regard to a deticit in t I Clerk read follow 


venues of the District of Columbia. nO } } ‘ g \ 
Mr. MUDD. I only state it from the newspapers. I do not ner ’ | ‘lerk, $ 
know pe rson: lly. rR 
Mr. COWHERD. Iam not taking issue as to whether there i = 





il Ss ee : 7 . : 
probably will be a deficit, but to 1s whether there ought to be | ¢ t 
. deficit. ect. $15 ‘ 
I make the assertion that if the District of Columbia assesses | §*" 
] > i4 4}) ~ BER } itil as +} cee en SS N 
and collects its taxes upon anything like the same basis that taxes \ eek =e ‘i ‘“ . 
re collected in ali other cities in the United States, there would ir. HERS Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to 


no danger of any deficit in the revenues, and I wish to state the last w rd. 
it upon a hearing before a subcommittee of the Committee on Mr. Chairman, if you will pass H. R. No. 1 
District of Columbia in the last Congress the g 
rge of the assessment and collection of taxes, when the ques- | W1+' point 
n was put to him as to why certain property was omitted from | TeSpects as to best meet the ment 
sation, made the statement that there was no need to collect ad- | Turns Over to the banks the power to c tn 
tional revenues for the District of Columbia, because they col- | DOtes. This should not be so; 1t sh ee Teserve 
ted more now than Congress woul ae ropriation. | and lodged with Congress 
Mr. MUDD. That is not sufficient now g Hen i 3 Cl eu furnish 1 m1 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- | the people depend to do business, ud be r 


? a : NOs heine te — v est te +) » otar i 
ntleman in | P being to firm t gold 
I 





) ASK } h , ‘ ‘ 
man from Missouri [Mr. CowHErp], wh » evidently is familiar the full limit of th I ind then al wel! 
with the subject, whether it is not a common practice in the Dis- | /¢ ttKen from 1t to reduce U reuia . ty 
trict of Columbia to allow personal property to escape taxation? | Yl! does, to the national banks the rizht to Iss 
Mr. COWHERD. That is the very proposition to which I was | Much or littie, as they pleas ne t irther power to 
referring. and restrictt reulation at the i ~ 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Does not the law J rovide that | UP the most perfect opportunity ~aihtabede 
— nal property in the District of Columbia shall be taxed? will bring about CRESS COMMOINATIO! nd you will find 
COWHERD. I so understand it, excepting an exemption | ¢™ft! machinery of the national banks bined t 
I think, $500 worth of personal property. | SINOUNS OF CLECTIALION WHEN 3t 15 HEI PLeASUTE tO Test! 
‘Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. M: Ly I ask the gentleman why | at n and bring a it 1 times pat t 


his committee does not report some measure which will make | 0! *!! Dusiness save that of t pees 


effective the law taxing property in the District of Columbia? | Ls ty to you, my Repul RD DECLRLON, WRONSVO th 
Mr. COWHERD. That is a question that I can not answer, as | 424 are Tesponsible I in the passage Of this y 
Tam not in chargeof the commit ttee e. Thematter was under con- | ae ree gph appellate 2 
sideration in the last Congress, when a subcommittee was ap- | YOU Wil s pele doeonte Sy neennte? acne ripest gray tego 
pointed: but the subcommittee, as I understand it, did not report. as thi y oe = — Bisa tte Meter ; ie = 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I want to state to the gentle- Trusts are to-day the menace of this Republi : 





, . $e lacicl tix — vate? oft ¢ mi es } ¢ sot } 
man an instance which came under my observation, of an estate | li as te ae + So strtees 7 maa as 
: I TOIS @il Torms or Dusiness ul Pr ‘ 
which had existed in the District of Columbia for many years, an | at controls all forms of busi L say under he} 
lation: ves. the natural and legitimate outgrowth of 
estate of over $300,000, and had never paid a centof taxation upon | /@UOR; | ee ee ee “a oo 


' 

- | s Péha | mnnhl t tv. 

its personal property; and I was told in that connection that the | "It on mepublican party Sa 
« he , Ww ea Y sts ¢ riv &1 (WwW) 0) yf ? 

personal property taxation law in this District was a farce; that | __/n 1898 there wer new tri usts Of nearly 91, ri 

it was not enforced and was not intended to be enforced. I ‘here was in amount of stock issu 


It is a matter which interests us as Representatives. We must ! *” as ”), and the companies issued bon A aoe 
: . 1 > . . . . . , tots .< WH) e ( y? , lec ames Nh¢ ; oir 
appropriate for one-half of the expenses of the District out of the | total, $916,176,000, Th panes Bae ene Ca 


National Treasury, and then have gentlemen find fault because | “ODS are a matter of pubiic ho rd. , 

we ask the District of Columbia to pay one-half of the expenses of Che ee ne greasiy On the Incrense Cul ee 
public parks, which are intended for the sole benefit of the Dis- Mare h 0 a List a the trusts, Incit iS s0e; wi published in t 
trict of Columbia, when we all over the country have to pay the | New York World, aggregating en iS sum 0! 





whole of similar expenses. | it = ph hic J. Pj ue ee er 
. > > a 4 . rior to this Toaal + r al Nd aners 6 +7) , y 
Mr. COWHERD. I heartily agree with the g: man from Prior to this, J. Pierpont Morgan had su 





ven ] in | l 1 
Massachusetts, and it was to voice that sentiment t th: at I took the | ©1s4t raliroads In his gigantic coal trusts, with a cay 
floor. | $839, Ht. 
7 : si rer ai - } Mi 124. -has also consolidated 22 street-ear lines in New 
As I understand the situation in the District of Columbia, per- | atc hedbe ohnenueal ort gee SS : . ae 
i ] j oO ; ne nade f "tha at tt aie 19 , 
sonal property practically escapes taxation, and it escapes taxa- | , eee : ‘ ae : 
tion, as I understand it, as stated by the gentleman in charge of ow nO SD a 0 . — a 
the assessment and collection of taxes in this District, because | ?~ 1 by the R a ud 
hey do not believe they need any more revenues, for the reason | - . # wii 
; ) ; 


that they have as much now as Congress will meet by appropria- | Standard Oil 
tion. Wea, ral tri 


Mr. MUDD. Do I understand the gentleman from Missouri | £0°'°? OU ; aa : 


eat 


Mr. COWHERD] to state that there is anything appr — & | American toba ; 34. O 
neral exemption of personal property from _ taxation by the | ‘ " 
Commissioners without warrant of law in this District? lc 
Mr. COWHERD. Ido not know whether it is by the Commis 
ioners or by the action of the special officer in charge of that de- T 
irtment, orhow. But Ido say that the practi cal effect is that Meanwhile such men ars tan i 
rsonal property i in the District of Columbia goes untaxed; that | goubly plunder the publi Annla 


ractically all the taxes are borne by real estate. 





Mr. MUDD. I do not agree with the gentleman as to the mat- | with but small investment of capi 
r of fact. I know that property of various forms escapes taxa- | when a pol l part ' to pow } 
n in other places b sides the District of Columbia; but I deny sal svatem of robbery trusts , 
that it is a general proposition applicable to personal property in | plackberries in Julv. "The first effect of these tru 
ie District of Columbia. | what appears to be prosperit rhe owners of 1 : 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. | ctockholders have received cash for their ] nes. and th 
Mupp, the amendment was rejected, is put into cireulatior TI 1 ry} ue mone 
The Clerk read as follows: taal times gilt ved ner n i se 7 
Bureau of Supplies ar 1 Accounts: For chief clerk, $2,000; 3 clerks of class4; | at qa small per it. Profita nvestiie in} 
rks of clase 3: @cler of « 22 P+ Poetry “4 ? + 2} ( ] ley : ~ z —< 
lass I: Scleske. at $1,400 each: 1 assistant mess de r; 1 mess« r be y, | Money, it 11es idle in the vaults. W t t! 
s£20: and 1 laborer; in all, $40,200 well inthe hands of the trusts and the il CO 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- | driven from the fields of commerce and i pt 


ment, 
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will le effort to in trade. but all the effort will 


} down th pply to the lowest possible 

f order to secure the highest prices. <A 

r men will be out of employment 

with the labor class. W Then the 

usi sis placed in 

itions, aman with small capital can find no 

ill rar higher than now and the y e 

] ng power. The man who 

] r find profitable employ- 

When this Cc 

teach us that th people of 
t l : in revolt. 


tatement by the Comp- 


i 


{ of 4 Cur? ) \ 1at between May 5, 1898, and | 


an incr in individual deposits lying 


ndition is | ¢ 


| ban of thi intry of $437,914,981.33. This | 1 


; 


) r any avenues for individual 


( nvest in ombines it d more than 75 per 
in a lit more than a month, It is more than any national 
( in the world. It isseven timesthe bonded debt of the United 
States. It is $500 for every family in the country; $100 for every 
man, woman, and child in the land. The menace in these figures 
niost territ There can be no evading the alternative before 
1 ‘they must crush or be crushed. 
tad the § 1,000,000 for which trusts have been capitalized 
luring months been applied to the opening of 
ni and the erection of new mills we would now be enjoy- 
atest era of prosperity in all history, for the reason 
er before have the conditions in foreign countries been so 
favorable for the extensi American trade. Whilethe returns 
lsureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department show an 
in of about 20 per cent in the gross exports of manufac- 
tured articles, yet when these ex] ort § are analyzed, and those 
i which have been caused sol ly by the war with Spain, 

found there has been, in fact, an eeees decrease in the ex- 

port of manufactured products. ‘ 
This is a condition of affairs which every man, no matter what 
may have been his past political affiliations, should exert his ut- 
3 to } It is a serious charge to make against 


1 


any political party that it has opened the doors to this system of 





wholesale plundering. The Republican party seeks to repudiate 
t iarge that it has fostered or encouraged these aggregations 
of but the facts of history point so conclusively to it as the 


creator of this condition that no sensible man can doubt that the 
eq w il with direct knowledge if not actual par- 
ntherein. In 1868 there were but three trusts formed. 
I ) but five. These created such a protest that Congress 
ed the anti-trust law. W ithin one year after the McKinl ey 

law there were put into operation 34 new trusts. During 
rst. year of the Wilson tariff law ther ea hiadee: W hen 


\) y bill became a ! iw trusts immediately became the 
nd over 200 have been put in operation. 
this act you retire the greenbacks and place the national 


ve the Government itself, by charging ‘it with furnishing 
ney of the country. Add to this the terrible crime and 

> national banks the right to restrict the cur- 
rency | bring about hard times and panics at their will, and you 
vi h complete the most wonderful blunder of the age, for 
which the wrath of a long-suffering people will finally overtake 


Mr, Chairman, Lask leave to extend my re marks in the RECORD. 


‘CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to | 
f l his r narks in t] Recorp. Isthere objection? [Aftera 
pa ; Che Chair hears none, 

Mr. SULZER -, Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
sean 

In connection with what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Mirns] has so \ 1d eloquently said regarding the power 
und the sway of the tr sl concur and entirely agree, andId 

ire this time t iy a few words concerning trusts in this 
4 \ 

On the 12th th, and 14th of this month there was held in Chi- 
cago an anti-trust conference. At that conference there were re “p- 
resentatives from almost every State and Territory in the Union. 
There were over 1,000 delegates to th it conference. It was one of 
the most representative bodies of men and women that ever assem- 
bied in this count ind t rork it did for the common weal 
and agaiz the t ‘ beneficial effect all over this 
country. The anti-trust conference was a great success. 





There is no doubt that the trusts to-day are doing irreparable 
injury to ‘the consumers, the toilers 


r medium, including all | 

large per cent of the money lies idle in | i 

| De moc ratic party , of the 

York Journal makes the total capitaliza- 

t] ountry, May 27, $7,416,235,799. The | 
cl 
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country. No one will dispute that proposition. I believe and 
I charge that the Administration is r ape. le for the sway, the 
growth, and the power of the trusts. If the Att rney-Gen ral 
would enforce the law now on the st: at ute books, in my judgment 
very trust could be dissolved; and the g: ntleman from Ohio | Mr, 
GROSVENOR], the spokesman of the Admi inistration, took th: 
position at the beginning of thi 3 session and stated on the fi 
tl 








; House that the enforcement of thelaw would crus h the tra 

e McKinley Administration is re spons ib] e fe yr the trust ; 
owned and controlled by the tru ts; it stands sponsor for them, 
and refuses to do anything to curb their enormous power and 
their centralization and absorption of wealth. 


The greatest trust, however, of all the trusts is the money ti 
and the present currency bill which you are about to pass w 
create the greatest money monopoly and the greatest finan 
trust the world has ever seen. Its possibilitie »s for plunder ; 

inlimited. This conference at Chicago condemned that ¢ 
standard currency bill; this anti-trust conference at Chicago. 
composed of representatives of the Republican party, of the 

he Populist party, and of every politi 
party in the country, unanimously condemned that Republi 
iniquity, the gold standard currency bill, which intends to 1 
over to the national banks the money of the people, and cre 
the greatest national-bank trust the world has ever known. 
committee was appointed to bear this protest to Washington a 
present it to this House. 

I now send to the Clerk's desk the protest unanimously ado] 
against this outrageous bill, and ask the Clerk to read it as } art 
ny remarks, I want it placed on record before the bill is fin: 

passed and sent to the President. 

The Clerk read as follows: 









CuicaGao, Itu., Februar es 1 

By authority of the resolution hereunto appended I, M. L. Ww 
chairman of the National ‘Ant i-Trust League, hereby appo int W. oy * 
WILLIAM SULZER, George Fred Williams, Mrs. Helen Gougar, F. R. Ride: 
Willis J. Abbott, T. Carl Spelling, William Prentiss, J. B. Weaver, J. k 
reign, W. H. Harvey, J BR Romans, J. W. Wilson, Joun J. LENTZ, M 
Wetmore, and C. A. Towne as said committee 

Witness my hand. 





M. L. LOCKWOOD, Presid: 
FRANKLIN H. WENTWORTH, Secretary. 
Resolution unanimously passed by the anti-trust conference held at Chi 
February 12, 13, and 14, 1900, 
Whereas there has been passed by the House of Representatives 
commonly known as the “currency bill,” which is now pending in t! 
ate of the United States: and ; : 
Whereas it is proposed by said bill to further extend special and exclu 
privile ges ti ) favored classes; and 
Whereas said bill, if enacted into law, would surrender to tho nat 
banks th e governmental function of issuing the currency; second, best 
immense bonus upon the bondholders; third, give a bounty of many 
dreds of millions of dollars to the national banks, convert standard 
lars into mere credit money, and throw all forms of currency uj 
Pmcene for redemption in gold; fourth, make all debts now existing or | 
after contracted payable in gold; fifth, place in the hands of the banks 
ag »contract and expand the cu rrency at wi ll; sixth, in aS ’ 
ieve the measure is calculated to estab lish. a centralized money olig 
establish a powerful banking trust which will have the yg r 0 = we 
enslave the people, and in the end destroy the Republic: Now, therefor 
Resolved, That this nonpartisan anti-trust conference, assembled in Chi 
and consisting of representatives from 32 States and Territories, hereby u 
its most solemn protest against the passage of this measure; and be it fu 
Resolved, That the chairman of this conference is hereby instructed t 
p int a committee of seven or more members of this body, whose duty it 
be to immediately visit Washington for the purpose of laying z thi 
before the members of both Honses of Congress; and be it furthe Yr 
Resolved, That we warn the — of the United States against thisn 
to their liberties and call up: 1 the m everywhere to come together an 
their emphatic protests against all such legislation. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Ch: iirman, the committee duly cam 
Washington and instructed me to present to this House th 
test. I concur in every word it contains. I know you laugh and 
sneer at it now, but it will bear fruit. I know it will ‘not « 
you from passing that outrageous bill for the national airy 
1 believe in the end this mighty protest will be heard, an: 
avalanche to come the cruel gold-currency bill you will s 
will be swept from the statute books. ; 
The C HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | 
my time be extended. This is an important matter, and I \ 
to be heard. I will be as brief as I can. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous con 
at his time be extended. Is there objection? [After a pau 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr, SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the ge 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that at the time this r 
ion was unanimously a: lopted i in the anti-trust conference ov: 
thousand delegates from all over the Union were present and | 
chairman of the conference was a distinguished son of Ohio, a R 
publican, former attorney-general, Frank S. Monett. He w: 
turned down by the leader of the Republican ees: Mark HAN 
at the last Republican State convention in Ohio, over which, 1 be- 
lieve, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr, GRosvVENOR}| 





al 


and the taxpay ers of tho | presided, because he had “the courage of his convictions; because 
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j 
red,as an honest, as a faithful, agd as an upright attorney- | s e of the ¢ 
of the State of Ohio, to do } duty, and began an action l mat I ( 
t the Standard Oil trust { lating the law ) 
Mr. Chairman, I ag gent in from Ohio 1 
SVENO! t law. It vs 
roou | I lift i I < 
en! ‘ } H t is W i v 
( 10t b vein its « . Lwa 
, } e l , 1 } { »] } + } it 
i £ 
yen hat law, 1 a tr 18 CON Ta r g 
ei y< ih | 1 ‘4 4 y ir ‘ nh Si > 
rney-general in O} the § Oil tru rreatest : t I 
y to-day in all the land, would out of 1 ss and not | to an 
2) per cent divider e) thr months on $100 ) N ir, 
a ] y mil loll ( dends every ri} ( l t 
r on its Capita tll VE rt nftromt I I ) 
th iti Only ot] y, not s ed with | ga t 
i 3 it of $80,000,000 ¢ » capitalization of } 
ndard Oil trust raised 
! 
fr I cents a gall ‘ ! 
M W 1 a short time 
ins an additional profit | 1 t 
PA a year, and the R i Tlie isses il 
Ay lance } lg ] nt | ’ ; 
j trusts is clear and plain, | plause on the Dem uf 
11 passe 1 on its val lity ina The CH LIRMAN, The I 
istai provisions, The anti-trust] Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. ( 
t act or combination in the | the Vice-Presidency of the 1 1 ; suchte 
itu and commerce among the | were I should have no opposit for 
ra foreign nations 1s acon- | gation. herefore I am not “cite 
irac} » by fine and imprisonment. it L want to point out now 
Under the law of our country trusts are criminal, and there is | are being made by men cla to be 3 
no distinction between a so-called good trust and a so-called bad | peing intelligent ci 
trust, between a big trust and a little trust. Every trust is con-| Wow inthefirst1 I 
iry to both the spirit and the letter of the law. To seriously | 9 raw words about the Sherman ant u 
mtend otherwise as a legal proposition would be pre| osterous. | sentleman from New York | Mr. $ 
[f we did so, by anaiogy we 1 ight as consistently assert that | ney-general of Ohio undert : 0 


there were good pirates and bad pirates. If robbery is criminal, 
tis immaterial, so far as the crime is concerned, whether the rob- 
bery is a big one or alittle one. The violation of law is the same. 

Under this anti-trust actit seems to me every trustin the United 
States can be prosecuted for violation of law, the charter annulled, 
and the men behind it punished for conspiracy. Every trust by 
its very nature is in restraint of trade and commerce and in vio- 
lation this law. 


law and war was made on t attor yo 
House to absorb the enormous ignorans nv 

ment, [Laughter and applaus n the R 
Sherman anti-trust lawis a law of Congress 
violators of the interstate commerce under t 
act, and to be enforced by district attornevs in the 1 
courts, and not by the attorneys-general « 


sere who coes hinnodroming overt the « +> 
If you will read the anti-trust act of 1890 and the decisions of nen pete inde —. Regn e+ genes Parga ¢ 
hel Me , inceed: tee 0h me SIONS Of | with such nonsense as that. Laughter and 
the ’ | tes Sunr nrt +} tray \f 3 fei oht f 
pl 


it In the rt s-.i1880U0T] irelgnt miihiline ] 
; : nd publican side. 
ise and the Addyston Pipe Line case, the conclusion will be | ° Now, next. ies Republi i tie , « 


reziatible to the logical 7 d that the fanlt is not so +} stith : ~ : 7 
I SISUL : » i) are Ca ] nd wa Ne iault much W il | passed what is kr vn as the \ : in 
1e law as it is with t men who are sworn to enforce the law. |}, cial ace had ; ar. th 
1 r . . 11 1 Oo tne t ( S ( rusts l state ! 
The law so far as it goes is all right—the do-nothing Attorney- he had a right pte pa lal ‘ 
General is all wrong. The imperative mandate of the day is‘*En- | gh 0¢ jaw iy 4] ee seed , 
ay ee Senn i a 4 <9) 45 : C11 i 4 supre ( 
( LV naevery trus I i CONNLY Wii GISSOLVE yy hen- . 
r the trusts have been brought before 1 ourts,and their true |) aan: nition ‘ 
1 1 + + +7 : ques ( ne ( Ss I 
racter shown, they have been declared illegal. } io by M c xf 
es + : + 4} e };one side by Air. Virgii K ( \ i ‘ 
In my opinion—and I say so advisedly—the Department of Jus om Comawensiconal diats 
e under the present law can institute and successfully maintain | -4;. ' ls 
‘ . . . . the §1ae Y ine arte y ner ! 
tions against every trust doing business in the United States. | ~~ Ce eee a 
1 + : ee al eo ‘ ° . . . « sunrem cont aeciaded by } nia 
he law is clear and plain, and the facts are within the knowledge natitntios af + J 
all and too obvious for controversy. | +) vi la 5 f i ( 
z : -° . Lhe OLATOrS ¢ Ul! i 
[ am unalterably opposed to all trusts, especially the money Mr. SULZER. VW 
t,and I solemnly warn the American people against the money : sEsaaet ' 
. . cw aon os nabs a ae ey ee 4} a Pr Pay al)... TiO! 
ypoly and the national-bank trus he greatest of them all— | AE ROSVENOR Y 
‘ } . > 1.1: 1.277 ! r.G Ss ) es 
created by this Republican currency bill. } Mr.G VE a 


[The money monopoly and the national-bank trust menace our | Mr. SULZER. I wonld like t k t] ler ’ 





Republic to-day. Jackson waged the most bitter and relentless | distinguished Reput 
ar of his life against the United States Bank and finally de- | renominate Mr. M 
stroyed that gigantic monopoly. If he had not, it would have Mr. GROSVENOR. Well 
d the Republic. One of the greatest acts of his life was | got his foot into that 


veto of the bill extending the charter of that bank trust. In | Mr. Monectt has been tw 

it of what is going on to-day, that veto message should be | there is an unwritten 1 

y every citizen in our land. The bill now pending in Con- | one or twoexceptions since t 
s gives to the national banks of the country far greater powers | has been enforced without 


privileges than were ever enjoyed by the United States | 





Bank. It is a Republican bill, and the Republican party stands knew an attorney-general of tl 
ponsor for it and is committed to its passage. | Possibly it has been done, but I thi « 
When it becomes a law it will give the monopoly of issuing | tion; I was nota member, 1 venad I 
money to the national banks, and hence the right to expand or | of it, but I sat and listened tl )| Mr. } 
7 1 7: my . 4 ’ 





contract the currency of the people whenever it suits their con- 
venience. No corporation should have this power to make or de- | 
Stroy. It would deprive the Government of one of its greatest 

ttributes of sovereignty and give to the national banks the right | ived avery few v in tl n 
to paralyze, at their own will, every industry in the country. It | by somebody as a sort of acompliment toa 
1s the most daring attempt the banks have ever made by law to | pableyoungman. There were six or eight lidat 
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inc aan is tease ellie 


Now. let me summarize and see how much we get out of one of 
he pa mate harangnes, 
‘| CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mi ROSVENOR, Ilask for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tlernan from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Now,let us summarize it. The Sherman 
‘ trust law was passed by a Republican Congress, signed by a 
Republican President, lay absolutely dead on the statute book 
during the term of the only full-fledged Democratic Administration 


we have had in thirty-odd years. The very moment this Repub- 
l 1 Administration came in it was put into active motion, and 
under the instrumentality of the courts of the country the trans- 
Missouri combination was broken up, the traftic association in 
New York was broken up, and the court has made a decision that 


nufactureand saleof every commodity that ismanufactured 
nthe United States for ee commerce by a trust. Now, 
what does the gentleman propose to add to that? 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit mea 


holds that this very law, this Sherman anti-trust law, applies to 
t 
] 


Ir. GR oe R. Certainly. 
Mr. DA LY Nev w Jersey. What part did the Attorney-Gen- 


eral in thy secntion of these anti-trust cases? 

Mr HR SVI Ne )R. He argued them in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It is true, my friend, that the oral argument 
\ presented by the gentleman from Ohio, John K. Richards, 
t ; itor-General, a most able lawyer and ex-attorney-general 
of Ohio, but it is equaily true that the Attorney-General, whom 
you are constantly shouting at, was instrumental in pushing that 
prosecution just as much as the law of the country requires him 
liow often has the Attorney-General gone into the Supreme 
Court and argued orally? Very seldom; almost never. There is 


no one of the prosecutions that can be carried on without the 
proval and direction of the Attorney-General of the United 


While Ihave no particular interest in this question, and the 

entleman ean attack his own citizen, if he sees fit—I do not say 
that he has—but [have this to say about Attorney-General Griggs: 
A better lawyer, a clearer-headed administrator of justice, never 
lived in the United States than John W. Griggs, and no man can 
put his finger on the time or place where he has hesitated to push 
forward, under the proper subordinates of his office, every one of 
these prosecutions. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. FirzGerRALpD of Massachusetts rose. 

ir. GROSVENOR. Oh, this is not a case of the soldiers from 
Massachusetts. [Laughter.] So it comes about that every law 
on the statute book against trusts was put there by Republicans, 
every prosecution begun by a Republican officer, every prosecu- 
tion that was ended was ended in favor of the Government, and 
yet the gentleman goes to Chicago and comes back loaded with 
that sort of stuff, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is it not a fact that all 
the trusts have increased immensely during the last three years 
of Republican administration? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trusts and soup houses never prosper 
together. [Laughter.] You will never while you live see any- 
thing prosper but poverty under Democratic administration. 

Now, so much for the national part of this question. Now, I 
ask, how many States of this Union have anti-trust laws that are 
not in the hands of the Republicans? 

Mr. LACEY. And is it not true that the Democratic legisla- 
ture of Ohio elected Mr. Payne, of the Standard Oil Company, a 
Senator from that State? 

Mr. GROSVENOR.,. Oh, yes; but we do not charge them any- 
thing forthat. They do not know yet howit wasdone. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Now. then, about Mark Hanna having defeated Mr. Monett. 
Mark Hanna had no more to do with the nomination or non- 
nomination of Mr. Monett than any gentleman on the other side 
of the House had. He was not a delegate to the convention; he 
had no interest whatever in the question of the attorney-general- 
ship. There were half a dozen able lawyers named for the place, 
and one of the best of them was nominated. This same attorney- 
general is to-day pushing forward under the Valentine act all the 
prosecutions that were begun under the administration of his 
predecessor. The New York anti-trust law, the Ohio law, the 
Illinois law, all the laws of that character that I know anything 
about in the United States, outside of Texas, are laws which wer 
passed in Republican States by Republican legislatures, while the 
Democrats were crying— 

A Member. There were other States besides those which the 
gentleman has named, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, there may be others. 

Mr. COWHERD. Missouri. for instance. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; Missouri had one of the earliest of 
such laws. I admit it. 


j 


a 


a 
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Now, the matter comes right down to this: All the States of th 
Union where business activity has been felt and where the evils 
of these trusts have become manifest have joined together Calas 
passed these anti-trust laws. 

Now, let me tell the gentleman —e The man who in 
the campaign of 1900 undertakes to run for Vice-President or any 
thing else upon an outcry about the trusts—howling in the e 
of the American people upon that subject—does not know Ww hs it 
the American people are made of. The American people, Mr, 
Chairman, unde rstand one thing, and there can be no disp Ite 
about it; they understand that for four years—from 1892 to 1s96— 
business broke down; they starved; everything went to destruc. 
tion and disaster all over this country. ae and applause, } 
And they know that it was not twenty-four hours after the elec. 
tion of 1896 before business began to revive. And they will stand 
by the party that stood by them. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a brief time to reply to tho 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Perhaps the country will accept the apology of the spokes: 
of the Administration for the failure of the Republican ty 
Ohio to renominate Attorney-General Frank S. Monett, but | 
doubt it. Iam glad, however, to hear the spokesman of the A 
ministration now say to the country that Frank S. Monett wa 
honest, a faithful, and a capable attorney-general; that he 
doing his whole duty and bravely enforcing the law against the 
trusts. 

And I desire also to say in this connection that so long as hoa 
was such a good man, such an honest official, and such a good 
Republican—so long as he was doing his dutyso honestly, so fait 
fully, and so conscientiously enforcing the law against the tr 
it seems to me that the old precedent in Ohio referred to shi 
have been turned down instead of Mr. Monett. Iask my fri 
to think this over carefully. It would have been better, in 
opinion, for the people of Ohio and for the people of the country gen 
erally if anexception had been made in this case. The Republican 
party should have renominated Mr. Monett if it honestly was 
posed to the Standard Oil trust and wanted the law enforced. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr.SULZER. Ihave the floor, and I can not yield now. | 
haps, too, the country will accept the apology of the gentle: 
from Ohio in regard to the trusts, and MARK HANNA, the lead 
the Republican party, the man who absolutely dominates it 
day, the man who believes in brute force. the man who does 1 
believe in reason and persuasion, the man who believes that 
American people ought to be driven hither and thither, the man 
who believes that all he has to do as the master is to snap the party 
whip and the Republicans from one end of the land to the oth 
will march in serried ranks to the polls and vote as he dictat: 
But I doubt it. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] says 
I do not understand the American people. I think I do; I beli 
he does not. I know the great American heart. I believe I und 
stand the nobier impulses of the great civilization on this hem 
sphere. I think I know the sentiment of the American people; I 
think I know what they are thinking about; I think I do k: 
how they feel in reference to the imperial march of the Repu)- 
licans under the leadership of MARK Hanna; I think I know how 
they feel as they witness your actions here—overriding the ‘ 
stitution, trampling under foot the Declaration of Independ: , 
and turning to the wall the picture of the great emancipator: and 
I prophesy now that the people of this country will never sul 
to the brutal dictation of either the gentleman from Ohio or | 
royalmaster—MARK Hanna. [Applause on the Democratic sid 
I believe in the people, and I trust the people. Can yousay t! 

The protest which I offer to-day and which has just been r 
coming from the source it does, coming from a large represe! 
tive nonpartisan body, coming, I say, from as great a gather: 
thinkers as ever assembled in this country, will have its effect 
will not stay your mad course in turning the money of the pe 
over to the national banks and allowing them tocreate the great 
trust in all the world—a gigantic money trust. It will not stop 
you from enacting that bill into law, because you were sold to do 
it, sold body and soul to do that very thing by MARK H ANNA, 
your imperial master in the campaign of 1896. He is sim phy y 
ing his promise now, and delivering the goods to the nationa Ih 
ers. You are the tools, the agents if you will, to register hi 
crees and do as he bids. What a speciacle of representative gov- 
ernment! 

Mr. Chairman, in 1896 Mark Hanna marched down Wall street, 
his hands stretched out like this [illustrating], collecting money 
from the Wall street bankers for the McKinley campaign. W hat 
a sight that was for honest people to witness. It marked a r L- 
letter day in the history of the Republican party, the party of 
plutocracy. 

He marched down Wall street, from Trinity Church to the Ferry, 
and every national banker bid him welcome, and every ni tional 
banker gave most freely and most bountifully to the Republican 
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ion fund—the largest by millions ever raised—to thwart th 





the people. 
he CH \ IRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
— ’ 
ir. SUL EI R. Lask unanimous sent that I may proceed. 
e ( HAIRMAN. Unanimous ¢o1 3 asked that the gen- 
in may proceed. 
Mir. SHATTUC. Not unless he will answer a question. 
r, SULZER. I will answer the gentleman's question. What 


Mr. SHATTUC. 
fr. SULZER. 


WI! siness is do in 


it to you what we 


Let me say to the gentleman 


Mr. SHATTUC. Let him catch his breath, Mr. Chairman. 
ighter on the Republican side. 
(ir. SULZER. There is an old. saying that those who laugh 


laugh best. The gentleman from Ohio asks what 
me what they do in Ohio. 
s intelligence justice. It should be remembered. I will tell 
what concern I have. I want to see the imperial march of 
Ohio syndicate checked and its corrupting intluence crushed 
I want to see a Democratic Representative returned in 
ir place from Ohio next fall. 
want to see a man who laughs and sneers at the people like 
1 beaten, because in a Government like this you deserve to be 
ten. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I 
nt to see Ohio cast its electoral vote for the Democratic nomi- 
» for President, because I believe it will be for the best inter- 
s of all the people, and if I can judge the future by the past, and 
he last election is any criterion, it will be done, and you make no 
stake, Mr. Interrupter, you will not be herein the next Con- 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
sir, [ want to say that the money MARK HANNA collected 
1 Wall street in the campaign of 1896 was used to carry the coun- 
y for the Republican party, and he to-day snaps the party whip 
ver you and makes you vote for this iniquitous Republican cur- 
ney bill to make good his promises in Wall street. He knows 
could not pass the bill through this House unless he made you 
ilk into a caucus and be bound by the caucus. Many of you 
hate to vote for the bill, but you dare not bolt the caucus of your 
party for fear of the vengeance of HANNA. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Hegets enough on your side to make up what 
we lose on this side.* 


business it 


ever 


Ss. 


Now, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to | 


yield, 

Mr. SHATTUC. How many have you got on your side that 
voted for the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. You did noi dare; you could not pass that ini- 

uitous currency bill without making it a caucus matter. MARK 
{ANNA Whipped you Representatives into the caucus, and then 
whipped into line the men who had the courage to protest against 

; iniquitous features. 

Mr. SHATTUC, The majority of your own N 
tion voted for it. 

Mr. SULZER. You are mistaken. 
your own household clean. There are many Represer 

it side of the House who did not want to vote for the bill. It 
an affront, and made them stultify their records in this House 
and their promises to their constituents. 

A MEMBER (on the Republican side). Name them. 

Mr. SULZER. They rebelled at first. They went to the Presi- 
dent, begging and imploring him to save them, and bending the 
pregnant ‘hinges of the knee. They appealed to the President not 

) pass the bill. They went to MARK HANNA and begged him not 
to pass the bill, but MARK Hanna, in effect, no doubt, told you, 
“We must keep our contract with the national bankers, and if 
we do not keep our contract with the national bankers and give 
the national bankers what I agreed to—the right to control the 
money of the people—they will not put up in 1900 as they put up 
in 1896.” Thatis practically what MARK HANNA said, That is 
the reason this bill must pass ere this campaign begins. 

Ir. SHATTUC. Whom did he say that to? 

ir.SULZER. AndIi imagine he said to you, ‘* Without boodle, 
thout the necessary wherewithal and plenty of it, we can not 
rry the country in 1900 any more than we could have done it in 


Ir. SHATTUC, Which Congressman did he say that to? 

Mr. SULZER. Now, that is the whole story, that is the secret 
the passage of this gold standard currency bill, and I want 
1 and others to read the protest I offered alittle while ago care- 
y to-morrow, You have laughed at that protest. You have 

ked the people in their misery, but the people wi ill yet rise up 
ind mock you. Louis XIV said 
Mr. SHATTUC. Who was Louis XIV? 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is not in order. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised at the gen- 


tleman’s ignorance, [Applause and laughter on the Democratic | 


vew York delega- 


That is not so. You keep 


ras 


— a 








That question does the gentle- | 


s I s ALV1 ked le: } 1 at 
S 1 tl s they Sta 
K »7T s } ¢ ss Was 
gT th ime ~ tit iw 
su it I Lt _ N Vv 
Thev dt side \ ta 
i King the sket 
You laugh now: 1 t ’ 
in their woe and their mis t 
I far distant when they wi 3 i 
in account of your stew } R wm : 
cated with its power, putt up its 1 
With its imperialistic sway, in lently spur 
rogantly declares I State Phe Re 
State.” 
But in the coming fall the people v ris@ Uj ain repu 
| lican wrongs and Republican us ns, ay hu 
declare, * The State! Nav, Mr. Ha \ State 
will draw aside the imperial curtain Re in t 
und all the world will witness the tr ha 1 | i 
ocratic President. Applause n the Ve ratic side. 
Th ‘CHAIRMAN. The time of tl entleman has expired 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chair ! 1 merely wanted t r I i 
moment to ask if the object tha t 1e heart of t 
man from New York |Mr. 8 fus all] I ree 1 
sufficient attention, perhap r one y, so that we might 
eress with our bill 
Mr. SULZER. Iam glad tl I in ag with nu 
Mr. CANNON. Iam not exactly on all fours with the tle 
n rom Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. I must confess to more 
pa than he has with the gentleman from N york [Mr. Su! 
VA . Perhaps the gentleman from O nformed ut 
the operation of a great trust. Iam in J entle1 rom 
Ne >Y rk [Mr. SULZER], who last addi ed the House 3 in it. 
He ie tevine to get all that side o Hi : l 
ing to get all this side of the House in it, because 
patent that it would be a great com! nation 
Here is the gentleman from - w York. who was ted to k 
like the great commoner, Mr. Clay. 7 t uw 
Kentucky, dead and gone, has en reincarnated, so that we have 
my friend from New York as a foundation to gou et 
to save the country, to save the party, to save the world. He 
| comes, you know, from Tammany, and Tammany made hit nd 
he jumps when Tammany pulls the string, and he has a tolera 
hard road to travel. He has wicked Democratic colleagu l 
New York who were created by Tammany who did not vote with 
him on the ‘infernal, ‘outrage us, evil-begotten, damnab! l 
laughter}, and th y have handicapped him, in part st 


ee 
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while he jumps when Tammany pulls the string and takes much 





for granted in getting upon this national ticket with Mr. Bryan, 
he is handicapped by ‘these gentlemen, and it is necessary for him 
to talk two or three times here and to go to ¢ » to convines 
you gentlemen who are not in harmony with this wicked bill that 
he is not to blame for what his colleagues from New York City 
did, and it was necessary for him to go to Ohio, that is in th 
trust, to talk about = 

Why, this is the one trust—the nomination on the ticket with 
Bryan—perhaps, that ouah not to come under the Sh r law 
or under the New York law. It is a great trust. It assembles 
here in the House, it runs over to New York, it urneys ut 
with Bryan, it goes out to Chicago with Altgeld and Weaver 
Mrs. Gougar, and they resolute, you know, and he bears t 
lutions down and has read them to the Hous Well 
is necessary, because he ought to go on the ket. Iai m 
on the ticket. [Applause and laughter on t Republe 


We are working t ) the i} 


. ! ‘ ere 
from VUhio {Mr. Grosv} 


He and I have agreed about 
and I appeal to the g 


We 
entieman 





{NOR} neve1 

again to interrupt the operation of this agreement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ipromisethat In will. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
SULZER | having made gr ress and having got into the Con 
GRESSIONAL RECORD the sayings } f that wise, nonp: 
that met at Chicago, headed by Altgeld, Weaver, and Mrs. G 
and where my friend shone across the continent and the s 
a beacon in the storm, battling for the rig) ts of humanity a 


all the people and the rest of mankind, I think we have « 


enough for one day, and next ee immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, I will stand by the gentleman from } Y 


. 


in a demand foran honr ai 


d will } id ep hte irr yout 

our agreement. But I think nowit w n g 1 
much longer to-day, because we had better do a little pu 
ness to fool the people. [Prolonged laugl and applau 
Republican side. } 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a word. Iam not1 
sible for anyone on th or of this House but 1 lf I 
tleman from Illinois { Mr. CANN may lang t I 
the people, and his colleagues may spurn it with « e 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Amend, in line 25, page 106, and line 1, page 107, by striking out “one tho: 
sand eight hundred” and inserting **two thousand;” in line 2, page 17. 
striking out ‘‘three hundred” and inserting “five hundred;” in ling 


7, page 107, by striking ont “‘five’’ and inserting “seven.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment changes existing law. : 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like the gentleman to state in y 
respect it changes existing law? 


Mr. HEMENWAY., 
amount provided. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


It increases the salary; it increases { 


The Chair would inquire of the gentlen 


| from Nevada, is there any statute other than an appropriation 
| which provides this salary? 


that } t will be heard when many of the gentlemen on that 
{ Hon e1 d to private life and meditating on the 
? 
i " i ‘ 
] s for one year, at a salary of 
$ ployed in the State 
y t « now employed in the Pension 
f they be found to be 
iRA Missouri. I strike out the last word. 
man, I suppose that the delightful witticism of the 
i from Illino 
Mr. HEMENWAY. ITraise the point of order that the gentie- 
man is not discussing t amendment pending. I want to serve 
notice now that we must transact the public business. We must 
read I h time has been occupied that it will 
{ t lance the day to read it. I hope gentlemen 
will fu r general discussion. Wehave had two | 
yn, and nearly all of yesterday was taken 


bill must be read and passed. 


COCHRAN of M ri. 1 think the gentleman could well 

lto withhold until at least a commentary had been 

n the narks made by the gentleman from Ohio and 
rom Illinois 


I make the point of order. 


Mr. HEMENWA 
CHAIRMA If the point of order is insisted upon, the 


MAN. 
entleman will withdraw his point 
y and enforce it. 


‘Thope the 


mit regula 


‘ 
Yr] 
i 


ihe ¢ IAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. GAINES. To complain of the unfair administration of the 
rul this House by the gentieman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
lhe gentleman raises the point of order against general 
hen a gentleman on this side of the House rises to ad- 
( e Hous 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
Mr. GAIN] mtinuing). And when a Republican rises he 
loes not object, but permits general debate. Thatis the point I 
) 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee at that time 
had no right to make any point, because the gentleman from Ten- 
ressee had not the floor for any purpose. 

Mr. GAINES. It is the unfair administration of the rules that 
[ protest against: the maladministration of even a bad rule. 


the CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order, and will take his seat. 

Mr. GAINES. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee” will take his 
but I do not propose that this side of the House shall be run 
over by anybody by an unfair administration of the rules of this 
is e Without a protest. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 
. COCHRAN of Missouri. Iam at a loss tounderstand how 
{ entleman so speedily arrived at the conclusion that my re- 
were out of order. I certainly had not uttered ten words 
i he made the interruption. 
fhe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana made his sug- 
{ rather as a warnipg than otherwise. 





Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I may take it that the ruling of 
the Chair was also a warning. I supposed that would have to be 
i i upon something said by me. 

lhe CHAIRMAN, It certainly would. The gentleman is cor- 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, I will say frankly that my pur- 
} V to a te five minutes to some comments upon the re- 
1 of the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from IIli- 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
{hat the gentleman is not discussing the amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will proceed in order. 

rERRY, Why did younot make that point of order when 
your side was up: 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It was a manifestation of that 
customary discretion of the person in charge of the bill to act as 
1 rear guard to the wits of the Republican side of the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman certainly can not charge 
that I have been unfair, as his side of the House has done most of 
the talking 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I noticed on yesterday that the 
gentleman served notice that he would make the point of order, 
but } id not make it when the gentleman from Illinois was ad- 
dressing t committee 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wanted the other side to have their share. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor il of N la, $1,800; and for the clerks in his office, 
$1,500 in all, $3.3 

For rent 


of office for the surveyor-general, pay of messenger, fuel, sta- 
y, post-office box rent, draftsmen’s requisites, fuel, binding records 
and other incidental expenses, $500. 


| the State of Nevada at $3,000. 


| salary; and it seems to me 


escent atta eat LETC CLC CC LLL A OO 
— — 


Mr. NEWLANDS. There is a statute—section 2210 of th 
vised Statutes—which fixes the salary of the surveyor-gener 
Since that time, by various act 
Congress, in appropriation bills only, the salary was redu 
1880—or, rather, not reduced—but the appropriation was mad: 
1880 for only $2,500. In 1886 the appropriation was mad 
$1,800 only. There is authority of law for a salary of $3,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the statement of the gentleman f; 
Nevada, the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This salary has been appropriated for 
this amount ever since 1876. I want to call attention to the { 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Nevada does not 
pose to make it the statutory amount. He proposes to raise 
amount appropriated for this office. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is within the statutory limit. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And inasmuch as it does not raise it 
the statutory limit I think it is certainly a change of existing | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the | 
this officer will be entitled to $3,000, upon the statement of 
gentleman from Nevada that the Revised Statutes provides t 





The CHAIRMAN. 
is in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to my friend that he had | 
compromise at $2,000, because the point of order is made by 
and it will result in the salary being raised to the statui 
amount. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We decline to compromise, for the r 
that when Mr. Randall was at the head of the Appropriation 
mittee in 1876 this salary was decreased to this amount. 
sufficient amount for the services performed, and I m 
point of order that the amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was decreased only by the appr 
tion bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has before him section £2 
the Revised Statutes, which provides that ‘“‘ the surveyors-ge1 
of Colorado, New Mexico, California, Idaho, Nevada, Mo 
Utah. Wyoming, and Arizona shall each receive a salary at | 
rate of $3,000 a year.” That being so, the fact that in subseq 
appropriation bills less than that sum was appropriated does 1 
change the statute, and so far as it relates to Nevada the | 
of order is overruled. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The other portion of the amendment \ 

I offered is in relation to the office rent and incidental ex) 
I ask to have that raised to $700. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gent 
from Nevada that he divide his amendment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will do so. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest that the point of ord 
to the whole amendment, and ought to be sustained. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 1 will withdraw my amendment as off 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada can m 
his amendment, which he now does. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer the first a1 
ment read by the Clerk. Section 2210 of the Revised Statute 
vides that the salary of these officers shall be $3,000 per am 
and to that amount the surveyor-general isclearly entitled by! 
There is but one lawful way to reduce that salary, and that 
introduce a special act reducing the salary from $3,000 to $1! 

In the place of that, the Committee on Appropriations, arr: 

to itself all the powers of legislation in this body, has soug!:t to 
greatly reduce this salary and thus to set itself in plain opp 
to the will of Congress as expressed in the act which create 
office and authorized this salary. Ido not ask for an incr 
the amount authorized by law, simply because thesurveyor-genera 
of that State has not requested it. He does ask, however, tha‘! 
salary of that office be increased to the amount now allowed to 
every surveyor-general in that region by thevarious appropriation 
acts that have been passed, namely, $2,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations, in reducing these salaries 
authorized by law throughout the mountain region, have reduced 
the salaries of the surveyors-general in Montana, New Mexico, 


If the gentleman is correct the amend: 
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ota, Utah, Washington, Wyo 
' Nevada pres 
at $1,800. I will 


eX} enses. 
IEMENWAY. 


J 


and other public officers in the 


n drawing salaries for years without 


, cut dow! 4 i : vers. Itis usel 

to stan: up here and talk, for | have nodoubt that the y 
amendment will be ¢ nan us against it. 

NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, it would have been m 

lance with good tas nd good judgment on the part 
37 tT 


n from Indians he confined remarks tothe 


vhere there used t 
n to twenty-five tl 

lustry on which the pro 

royed by national legi 

it is true that a mint was 

1° that in the crucial period of the war over $600, 

| silver came from ida, part of which was minted there 
most of which was transported, in violation of the rig] 
mint and that community, to the mint at Philadelphia to 
urned into coin. Itis true that in every way the A] 
ns Committee has sought it the appropriat 

State. Tt , ‘ lian } + 


adelphia mint, 

la een ta ni 

that committee, 
from $4: 

mer 


WAY. 
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re on ¢ 
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IWLANDS 
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4 

ed there was n 
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t those pe ugh :employ 

- which was transferred to the il Iphia mint. 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. 
private publication? 
Mr. HITT. It 
named 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will it be a public document? 

Mr. HITT. It will not necessarily. It will simply be what 
of us could make if we chose to go there and prepare a histo) 
work. If he will print it. we shall be glad to get it. [It 
printed by Congress, we will get it gratuitously, If it is pr 
otherwise, we will get it as we can. 

Mr. DEARMOND. There ought to be something in the pr 
osition, it seems to me, providing that this publication is n 
preclude a similar publication by Congress, if Congress sees pr 
to undertake it. In other words, it ought not to be turned 
to a private individual for individual use, 

Mr. HITT. Authority now lies in all the Departments 
records are to give access to documents as to scholars and 
dents. This proposition or amendment is offered because | 
told that the ofticer in charge of the records has said he would 
glad to have such a resolution from Congress, to more em} 
ically enable him to put everything at the service of the in: 
gating scholar. 


Does this become a public document or aq 


simply gives authority to the gentle: 





w 


Mr. RICHARDSON, It would not prevent the Goverm 
doing it. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Let us have a proposition to that 


that this shall not be held in any way to interfere or hind 
Government in publishing the same thing as a public docum 

Mr. HITT. Iwill accept that if the gentleman will put 
such form as he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendm 
the amendment if the gentleman from Missouri will state it 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ican notvery well do that without 
he paper. My impression is that in cases where these docu: 
belong to the Government, publication ought to be made |} } 

‘overnment as public documents for distribution amo 
« ople, 

Now, I may say, incidentally to this, Mr. Chairman, that 
or less of trouble has arisen with members of the House, ov: 
ferent parts of the country, consequent upon the turning 01 
the plates used in the publication of the Messages and Pa 
the Presidents, and there is more or less talk about wheth 
Government ought to publish that work again as a public 


t 
I 


| ment, to be distributed among the people, ‘and the suggest 


Mr. HEMENWA Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to 
th 1 
‘ 1, as follows 
the words “ chic lary | 
eas at 
jt t ial es | 
| I nd ent was acre dat j 
I Clerk read as follows j 
ling $1,500 f I f the Au rfor the Post- 
‘ Ader prin : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move the amendment I | 
send to t desk, 

The Clerk read as follows 

On page 115, line 4, strike out the words “five hundred.” 

The at dment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

{ That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
} 1 t pp ervi shall not be available for the com 
' permanently incapacitated for performing such 

Mr. HITT Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting, after 
lin f section 4, the words of the amendment I send to the | 
i | 

‘I imendment was read at length. 

Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point | 
of o1 i that this is new legislation. 

Mr. BR¢ =e LL. No; not new legislation. But I desire Zs 
offer an amendment which is germane to the section itself, and 
\ h a properly prec ede the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Illinois. ly 

Mr. HITT. Then Iwill withhold my amendment for the present. | « 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will withdraw | § 
his amendment for the present, if there be no objection, 

T ere Was no objection. j 

Mr. BROMWELL. I now offer the amendment I send to the | 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amend by adding er the wi >in line 18, page 124, the words: 

For the e of cart gil ect the provisions of this section the 
head of ea Executive De ‘nts of the Government is hereby di 
rected to from time to time to the Civil Service Commission the 
names i ns employed in his Department or any of the branches of 
the j ‘ subordinate thereto permanently incapacitated from any | 
cause from ] rming the public service in which th Vy are e! gaged, and 
1 pt of said certification the Civil Service Commission shall strike 
th ul f h persons from the classified service.’ 

Mr. BROMWELL. The object of this amendment is to perfect 
the law as it now stands. We have been informed during the 
progress of this bill that the heads of Departments have absolutely 
refused to conform to the law, and are carrying upon their rolls 
and that the public money is being paid to persons who are per- 
manently incapacitated from performing public service. Now, 
the object of this provision is to direct the head of any Department 
in wl any of these permanently incapacitated clerks or other 
employees are engaged to certify the fact of the permanent inca- 


ty of those persons to the Civil Se 
at th 
The 


vice Commission, in order 
ir names may be taken from the classified service. 


amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HITT. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment which Ihave 
sent to the Clerk’s desk, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 


amendment, wl 


ich the Clerk wil) again report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after line 18, page 124, the following: 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to call attention to — 


fact that the section has been amended, so that it should read ‘ta 
the « aa of the section.” 










Mr. HITT. ‘At the end of the section.” It makes a new sec- 
tion and becomes section 5.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I rt 

Sr -D RICHARDSON to com- 

pile, « ‘rnment, the state papers 
and d derate States, and access to 
said pa ren im for that purpose by the 
} sick re eres: under 

l nsas may ber ctively prescribed by the ; 

Mr. HIT T. The amendment explains itself. It is simply to 
facilitate this work which a member of the House is willing to 
undertake, one whom we know is amply y qualified for the task, 


and it authori 
purely historical 
resolution proy 
ment 


he offies 
. to make 


ia 
ics 


rin charge of these records, which are 
them available for this purpose. The 
that there shall be no expense to the Govern- 


made sometimes that there is difficulty in doing that, an 
great expense will be incurred because the plates have bee n} 
with. Thereis no disposition on my part to antagonize th 
cause I have no personal interest in the matter at all, but my 
opinion is that generally these things should belong to the p 
and where the public has to bear the expense of furnishi: 
copies they ought to be published by the Government 
public. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call the attention of the gen'! 
from Missouri to the fact that this in no way contemplat: 
the Government shall make any expenditure whatever. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understand that. What I am ta 
about is this proposition of whether the effect of this kind o 
lation is not practically to place these things out in private | 
so that the Government, if it sees proper to publish them 
public document, will find itself somewhat hampered in s 
ways. 

Mr. HITT. I foresaw the gentleman’s point, and I agr: 
him init. No authority is conferred by that proposition t: 
any paper to be removed from the Government records 
proper place in the files. It is simply to give authority t 
custodian of the records to grant access to them by this gent 
for historical purposes. This is done now in the Departn 
giving any scholar who goes there access tothem. Itis respo1 
to asuggestion from General Ainsworth himself, as lam informed. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the «1: 
ment read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri is prepa 
an amendmenttotheamendment. When itis prepared, the 
proposition will be reported. 

Mr. DEARMOND, IdonotknowthatI care toofferany a 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amencdm 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, 
the word ‘‘ authority” and insert the word ‘ permission. ” 

Mr. HITT. I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to 
word, but I want to say, so far as the statement of the gentle: 
from Missouri is concerned, there is no sort of idea of preventi 


I will move to strik 


the Government from printing these documentsad libitum. They 


can print as many as they wish atany time. This authorityc 
tained in the amendment will simply allow me to goto the Depart 
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+t and get access to these documents and 
nse and without a dollar's expense to the 
there is in this resolution. 
eamendment was ag greed to. 
e Clerk resum«¢ d ar oncluded the reading of the bill. 
HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
HEMEN WAY . Pardon me just amon 
ist section be changed to 6 instead of 5. 
+H. AIRMAN. That will be done. in accordance with the 
ithout a mo ; yn. 
. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have been away a couple of day 
count of business, anc ind that my name has been called 
uestion by the gentlem: f ym Colorado [Mr. BELL] 01 
stion of favoritism ‘decl lared by the Administration in the « 
a 





y 


rtain banks riv en de posit ts, 
f the case he said that he hs 
nited States and a ’ 
terest on State deposits. I know nothing about ro ‘usto! 
ther States, but in regard to the State of Conne t 
y to explain— 
vHE MENWAY. Iam compelled to make the point of order 


} a . + ‘ . Ps 
ad in his efforts to fortify ; 
lsent to eac h State tre isurer in 
“1 their custom in regard to the pay 





aaa : UL 
t thes centleman is not discussing the amendn 
tr, HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am r plying to a statement made 


rning me during my absence, 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman invokes the rule in op} 
1 to the gentleman making a statement 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent th 

utes, 

Che CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
animous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for ten 
inutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to be 

to the necessity of insisting upon the rule. 

Mr. HILL. I will endeavor to get some other time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move thatthe committee rise and report 

bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the committee rise and report the bill with amendments favor- 

bly to the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I had 
n understanding with the Chair that I was to be recognized to 
iave a statement read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has just in- 
yoked the rule, which shuts off all gentlemen. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 

e Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8347, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with sun- 

vy amendments and with a favorable recommendation, 

[The SPEAKER. Isaseparate vote demanded upon any amend- 

ent? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Aseparate vote is demanded on the amend- 
ment striking out the provision for the Civil Service Commission. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not yield the floor. 
ae SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
onne with the exception: of that striking out the provision for 

» Civil Service Commission. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 
[The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment striking out the provision for the civil service. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question | 

the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks to have 
the amendment reported. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


it I may be allowed ten | 


trike out all after line 
follows: 





13, on page 28, down to and includ 


“CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
F r 3 Commissioners, at $3.500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; secretary, 
clerks of class 4; 10 clerks of class 3; 13 cler ] 2 
3 clerks, at $1,000 each: 2 clerks, at $000 each; 1 messenger 
neer, $40; 2 watchmen; in all, $91,340. 
r necessary traveling expenses, including those of e3 iners actir 
r the direction of the Commission, and for ex} es of « 
tigations held elsewhere than at Washington, §7,000.” 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CANNON. Let the House divide first. 

Mr. MUDD. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the yeas and nays will be given—— 
ies of ‘‘ Regular order!” on the Democratic side. | 

fhe SPEAKER. It is the sacred right of any member to de- 
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Vi 
\V 
K | ( X call my nat 
ind he voted in the nega- 
i \ d 
Hi 
\ ‘ rit \ Mr. WI N of South Carolina. 
V \ ee 
. ir M I LLAN, 
? ’ h Mr. PoLk, 
1 Mr. J VI 
+} \Ty \f T 1d y ‘ 
{ Maine with Mr. RIDGELY. 
CLAR Hampshire with Mr, VANDIVER. 
An wit Mr. OTR’ 
PAY with Mr. LANHAM, 
HAM With Mr. MULLER. 
E oft 1 Dakota with Mr. SMALL. 
IAR Mr. LENTZ. 
ROMER Wi Mr. BURNETT. 
ITARMER With Mr. FITZPATRICK 
VI rR! h Mr. GRIFFI1 
LOVERI with Mr. Smitru of Kentucky, 
| \M th Mr. COonEyY. ; 
HENRY ¢ I with Mr. FLEMING, 
\W with Mr. S. W. DAVENPORT, 
( l N with Mr. LEVY. 
STEWA New Jersey with Mr. STALLINGS, 
I Is with Mr. BRANTLEY 
NEI AM with Mr. N I f uth Carolina, 
ACHESON with Mr. Ki LIN. 
MANN with Mr. JETT 
| l f Kar with Mr. BELLAmy. 
\ Gof Pennsylvania with Mr. BRADLEY, 
1) vith Mr. M . of Louisiana, 
| with Mr. Bur of Texa 
| P wit \f ( MI I 
t \ 1 W M IRI 
EY W Mr. ALLI f M sippi. 
3 day: 
WATSON with Mr. Us I 
| YY with | SSAl 
NEY ¥V Mr. SaLMo? 
i! with Mr. McA 
K with Mr. Fox 
§ACK With Mr. ( \CK. 
PRID with Mr. LIvINGSsTON. 
EVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Moon, 
PKINS With Mr. FOSTER. 
PAWNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
with Mr. CONNELL. 
ff New York with Mr. Henry of Texas. If 
Mr. |] RAL! "New York would vote ‘“‘no,” and 
y of Texas would vote * aye.” 
| W Mr. ATwaTER. If present, Mr. THAYER 
‘ Mr. ATWA : would vote ‘‘aye.” 
Ir. DE GRAFFENREID, 
( with HEMENWAY. 
H of | with Mr. BREAZEALE, 
TAM vith Mr. R KI 
i t Mr j j ‘= 
M husett th Mr. WILson of Idaho. 
| | \ n Mr. ¢ I \ he 
. W.8 1 Mr. ELLiotr, 
O'GRADY with Mr. Rope of Louisiana. If present, 
GRADY we Ly ‘no. 
! AND W lr. BANK AD 
I with Nir. ¢ he 
YOVENER With Mr, CATCHINGs. 
IMER with Mr. Youna of Virginia, 
CORLISS with Mr. McRAE, 
DAHLE of Wisconsin with Mr. DoUGHERTY. 
HEATWOLE with Mr. MEEKISON, 
MarsH with Mr. RANSDELL. 


MINoR with Mr. RuprERrt, 


Mr. MorGAN with Mr. CHANLER. 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. BALL. 


en CL CCN 
eet LLL 





Mr, SPALDING with Mr. RIoRDAN, 

Mr, THROPP with Mr. STOKEs. 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. CLayTon of Alabama, 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. Lester. 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GAyLe, 

Mr. FREER with Mr. Howarp, 

Until Thursday next: 

Mr. FowLeErR with Mr. BarTLETT, 

Until Monday next: 

Mr. REEVEs with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker. I am paired with the gentl 
from Tennessee, Mr. Cox. I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's vot; 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I did not hearmy name call: 

I was giving attention to the call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat? 

Mr. STOKES. I wasin the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. Wasthe gentleman listening to hear his) 
called? 

Mr. STOKES. I was. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's naz 

Mr. STOKEs’s name was called, and he voted ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to kn: 
quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 
[am paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Bar 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the gentleman's v 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the 
man from Ohio, Mr. McDowE.Lu. I did not hear the pa 
nounced, but I would like to have my name recorded as ‘‘ prs 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman answer when his 
was called? 

Mr. BROMWELL, 
Mr. McDOwELL. 

The SPEAKER. 
name was called? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I was present and referred to the fa 
I was paired with Mr. McDowELL. I did not say ‘‘ prese: 
wish to be marked ‘* present.” 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, when my name was c 
I voted ‘‘aye.” I find Iam paired with Mr. BalLEY of K 
and I wish to withdraw my vote and be marked as “present 

The SPEAKER, Without objection. that will be done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was announced from the Clerk’s d 
[ was paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. F: 
We have a general pair, but we both voted, and I desire 
the pair withdrawn, 

The SPEAKER. 


Tannounced the fact that 1 was paired 


Did the gentleman say ‘‘ present” wl 


The pair will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gent 
from Louisiana, Mr. MEYER. I voted ‘‘aye” on thi 
under a mistaken idea that Mr. MEYER was present. 
he is absent, and I request that my vote be withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the request will be m 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I voted without know 
I was paired. I have learned since that I was paired, and 
fore wish to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's v 
be withdrawn. 

Mr.HAY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle: 
Iowa, Mr. Hutu. If he were here, I would vote ** aye.” 

Mr. EPES. Mr. Speaker, I havea general pair with t! 
tleman from Massachusetts, Mr. McCatu. Weare bot] 
and both voted ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. 
my colleague, Mr. PoLk. I voted, 
yote. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desi! 
his vote be withdrawn. The request will be granted, if th 
no objection. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from 1 
Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. Heis absenton accountof sickness. | 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ no,” 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Clet 
nounced a pair between the gentleman from California, Mr. 
CALF, and myself. I wish to withdraw the pair temporari! 
this vote. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

Mr.McCALL. Thegentlemanfrom Virginia, Mr. Epes, tht 
an error, announced that I had voted in the affirmative. 1 
**no” on this question. 

Mr. EPES. I understood the gentleman to say that he | 
voted ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. McCALL. No; that is a mistake. 


I fir 


Mr. Speaker, I am pair 
and I desire to withdraw 
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in tl La To 


r been made t 


By 3 
ing th 
Hixteel 

By Mr 
important business. | bursem 
t of importa bus expenses 1 
Military Aff: 

By Mr. Kk 
| the limit o 


print was made 
a reprint of 
i » Rico, and 
My information fron ie document 
ion of the ‘uments 1 hausted., 
RICHARDSON. The g leman’s request includes the 
; of the minority? 
PAYNE. ' 
‘re being no objection, the order 
then, on motion of Mr, PAYN 
the H » adjourned 


+ 


room 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNI , & i 
clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the Follo ng recutive com- 


ns were taken from the Speaker's table and referred a 


sury, transmittins 
3; Coast and Ge 


r 
L 


to occupation of 
of Columbia—to the 


dered to be printed. 
ORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ted from committees, delivered to the 


Y 
and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 


4 ves: 


tles were severally repo 


ir. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which | sions. 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8596) to appropriate By Mr. HULL: 
,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds and repair the monu- | Waers—to the C 
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By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of | Government employees in the classified service—to the Com) 
pen C] Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
| Also, resolution of the St. Paul Society of Homeopathic M 
iv M HAPFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8680 Br inting a pension to | cine and Surgery, St. Paul, Minn.. urging the passage of 
R. Hic to the Committee on Inval id Pensions. resolution No. 48, granting ] ermission for the erection of a} 
. bill (H. R. 8681) granting a pension to Samuel Clay- | ment in Washington, D. C., in honor of Samuel Hahneman 
to the C« as ttee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. WIL ‘ AMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8682) toplace| Also, resolution of Coopers’ Union No. 61, of St. Pan], i 
the pensi { Louisa C. Germain. widow of Charles Ger- | protesting against the passageof a bill for the abolishment 
uun—to the ¢ ommittee on Invalid Pensions, | sixteenth and one-eighth packages of beer—to the Committ 
By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8683) granting a | Ways and Means. 
pension to Fenby Newby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. STOKES: Papers to accompany House bills Nos 
By Mr. WANGER: A ll (H. R. 8684) granting an increase of | oe 4462, extending free delivery of mail along star routes 
pension to John Ry l »the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Committee on the Post-Oftice and Px st-Roads. 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8685) to correct thenaval By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of Samuel W. Harris 
record of W m Per to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | other members of Post No. 19, Grand Army of the Repub 
By Mr. SNODGRAS \ bill (H. R. 8686) to grant a pension to | partment of Massachusetts, in support of the House bill N 
mes A, T1 , of Rhea County, Tenn., a soldier of the Indian | to provide for the detail of active and retired officers of th: 
wal Committee on Pensions. | and Navy to assist in military education in public schools 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8689) granting an increase | Committee on Military Affairs. 
pi ito] . Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany 
- bill for the relief of Mrs. Truby Newby, of Mill Shoals, | 
a CMs Sehr icy " Panaions 
PETITIONS. ETC. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers SENATE 
W uid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: een 
By Mr, ADAMS: Petition of Hon. Georg F, Edmunds and MONDAY, February 19, 1900, 
ther leading k ers, for relief for the ib of gress ; 
ee Library. an a ee | Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Muscrw, D. D. 
By Mr. BURKE of Texas: Paper to accompany House bill for lhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the pro 
of Mrs. Wyona A. Dixon—to the Committee on War | of Friday last, and was inte rrupted by 
Claims. ss | Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the further readi: 
By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of James Livingston and other | Journal be dispensed with. 


Nebr., asking that the Government continue 


and distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the Com- 


itizens of sterling, 


the manufacture 
} 


littee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. DOLLIVER: Re solution s of Baldwin Lodge, No : 
International Association of Machinists, of Boone, Iowa, favor- 


ing the passage of House bill No. 4728, providing for leaves of 
absence to certain employees of the Government—to the Commit- 


tee on Labor. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Fireman’s 
Association of the State of Pennsylvania, in oppos.tion to the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1743, establishing a division for the 
regulation of insurance among the several States—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. GROUT: Petition of D. K, Simonds and 9 other fourth- 


class postmasters of Bennington County, 
passage of the Cummings bill, increasing 
postmasters of the fourth-class post- offices 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ Association, 
in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the 
Comittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of John Hoglund, John Clarke, 
and others, asking for an appropriation for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a marine hospital at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Vt., praying for the 
the compensation of 
to the Committee on 


By. Mr. HILL: Petition of George F. Keeler and other post- 
office clerks of Stamford, Conn., favoring the passage of House 


bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Remonstrance of J, E, Smith and other busi- 
ness men of Winterset, lowa, against a parcel-post system—to the 
Committee on the Post- Offic e and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCL . ARY: Remonstrance of A. C. Chittenden, of 
Marshall, Minn., against the parcel-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-¢ tice a Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St. Paul, Minn., 
tirging the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Commit- 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of the New York Mercantile Exchange, in fa- 
vor of a law placing all subst: inces made in the semblance of 
butter under the police power of the several States into which 
they may be carried—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Pape rs to accompany House bill 
No. 5935, for the relief of Jeremiah Wilkie, of Heaton, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. S UTHAR D: Petition of the Port Clinton Lumber and 
Coal C = in} and others of Port Clinton, Ohio, for the improve- 
08 of the harbor at that point—to the Committee on Rivers and 

irbors 


By Mr. SPR AGU E: 
for the relief of Ex Hayd 
mittee on Naval Ati airs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the classified civil- 
service employees of the military department at St. Paul, Minn., 
for the favorable consideration of a bill for the retirement of 


bill No 
n, United States Navy—to the Com- 


Papers to accompany House . 8102 


rene 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will not be done. 

| are divers reasons why the Journal should be read. 
ator will look around the Chamber he will see one 
should be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be r 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Ji 
and it was approved. 

BRUNSWICK (GA,) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a ¢ 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in res} 
a resolution of the 22d ultimo, a report from H. L. Marin ud 
sistant, Coast and Geodetic Survey, relative to the am: 
| work done since his last report on the outer bar of Bran ‘ 
| Ga., its cost, and its value to the Government, and an esti! 
| tothe annual cost of maintaining the channel across that 
| which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to t! 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the a: 


I thin 
It 


Treason 





report of the Commissioner of Patents for the calendar y: 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and order ) 
be printed, 

CONSULAR CLERKS AT CITY OF MEXICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate ac 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
from the Secre —_ of State recommending an increase a 
lowances for clerks at the United States consulate at the 
Mexico from $1,200 to $2,400 per annum; which, with the : 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropri 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONSUL AT TORONTO, 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a c 
| nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
| from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in | 
| ary of the United States consul at Toronto, Canada, from > 
to $3,000 per annum; which, with the accompanying pa}! 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tv bo 
printed, 
CONSUL AT BOMBAY, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a « 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in t 
ary of the United States consul at Bombay from $2,000 to > 
per annum; which, with the accompanying paper, was refer! ) 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be print 
CONSUL AT WINDSOR, NOVA SCOTIA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com! 


, | nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting « 


from the Secretary of State recommending an increase in th 
ary of the United States consul at W indsor, Nova Sc oun, 
$1,000 to $1,500 per annum; which, with the accompanying 

| was referred to the Committee on Appropr iations, and orde1 
' be printed. 
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J. A. WARE. | Mr. SPOONER pres lat rial of Local U1 N 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commt | Cig C Makers’ Internation I West Super W 
ition from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 4 monstrating agalust the ad y I t 
esolution of the 8th instant, a report of the Quartermaster- | /2W admittin sars trot r I it \ 
neral of the Army relative to the am —s yu nat » be equitabl ly ; | referred t. it te md P ‘ 
| justly due J. A. Ware under his contract of October 14, 1896, | He also pr mi neil 
1 the part of the United States, by Maj. ¢ °F. seme hrey, deputy | of Racine n : 
1artermaster, United States Army, for expense ot hombes and | No. 9067, concert u r ered 
iterials used on gravel road from Cache River to the Mound | to lie on th . 
y National Cemetery in repairing damages caused by high He ulso presented a pet nofij ul N 
waters in the spring of 1897, etc.; which, with the accompanying Int ternational Union, of Eau C W : 
er, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- | ©'perior Trades and Labor As y W ! 
red to be printed. pr iy] ve that all the remaining p id 18 | 
HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SANDY BAY, MASS. ie “Cc a ithe ee ee coe ” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommu-| yr. FO R AKER presented a 1 7 No. 7 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to | a; -hitect ral Iron Workers’ Unio: ati. ¢ 
resolution of the 9th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engi- +): + an a of publi ind be 1 , 
eers, United States Army, together with copies of reports made | which was referred to the Committee on ] yn 
by a board of engineers constituted in accordance with the re- Ee alec uresented netitions of the Warder: Rosin ( 
uirements of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, relative | Company, of Springfield; the A. | ns Manufactu 
to the project of improving the harbor of refuge, Sandy Bay, C mes of Soxinafield: the Foose Manufact » Coemnas a 
Ann, Mass.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred | tha Thomas Manufacturing Cot D Cnvelnertali’ ae 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. | field Malleable Iron Company. ot netisla: the Avery © 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ing Company, of Cleveland; the I. Muhlhauser Compan 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. \ leveland, and of Charles Patt uw t Cleve n 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed | the State of Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
a bill (H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the legislative, | coustruction of a new fireproof Patent Office building hich 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal | Were referred to the C omunittee n Pul snildings iGrou 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; in which it | Mr. f PAIR B: ANKS presented a petition of sundr way mail 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. | cl Cie — of Vincennes, In 1 , praying tor t nactmen sia 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. peal or vide { — See ene 4 Psleetnt second 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | ae ss ; PrP ae ne ke eee ee as PP 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6267) to amend an act entitled “‘An He also pres ted a enititns R —— R eerie’ 
act toamend an act to suspend the operation of certain provi- | [nq ond a petition of the O’Brien Var ( ait taal 
sion of law relating to the War Department, and for other pur- | pend Ind. pray nar thet an ean Seven Tay Sash 
poses;” and it was o upon signed by the President pro tempore. | ctruction of a new fireproof Pat 
TITIONS AND MEMORIALS, | rete rred to the Committee on Publ ng 
Mr. PENROSE | ouaae a memorial of the Tobacco Growers’ Mr. CULLOM presented the petit 
Society of Lancaster County, Pa., remonstrating against any | dry other citizens of Freeport, lll., p1 ng tor the 
modif fication of the present tariff law whereby the products of stamp tax upon proprietary medici1 I 
Puerto Rico, etc., may be admitted into the United States under | which was referred to the Comm n Fin 
any lower duties ‘than those now imposed; which was referred to He also pre sented a memorial of Local Uni , 
the Committee on Financ | Makers’ International Union, of Joliet, Ill., rer tr 
He also presented a pe titi mn of sundry citizens of Williamsport, | the « cessit m of public lands to tl tat 
Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Tamaqua, Pa., praying | ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which were | He al 30 presented a memori » AD I 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Labor, « of Carterville, Il., remonstrati: t 
Mr. Hz ANSBROUGH. I present resolutions adopted by citizens | the so-call a sub: dy bill and n 
f Emmons County, N. Dak., expressing syn at r the Boers. | to the several Stat Ww v 1 to t ( 
I -_ hat the reso fetions be printed in the RECORD and referred Commerce. 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | He also presented a petit ) ze, N 
There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the | of Husbandry, o Peoria Connt { 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the of - gislation ; provide prot \ 
RECORD, as follows: ferred to the nmnitt t Iu 
Whereas we belie ve th: ted free ar ‘He also pre teda tion of Du ( No. 9 
lowed by their Crea nable rights, ! of Husbandry, of Peoria County, | { 
) >, liberty, and = , Sin ce the er SNS asaiiay aoe ‘ + 
at memorable doc Tr de} enden j 1 mt of th ai tre Cilvery Sy z 
might is right” 1 id the last ht |} which was referred to the Commi P 
history of nati amane hip o f the f srs of our | Roads, 
aay ae PIED Ge Se gress of | He also presented petitions of the National Live 
lieve that an unnecessary, heartless, and cruel war of usur of Chicago, II1.; of the Crystal Oil Refin Col 
don igdentructivo of moral progres aad free nsteatin, Hencath the | Ohio; of the Pacific Lnaber Exchange, of 3 
W herea Great Britain to-day is waj ging var ag inst two sisté *R } South Car — sa 4 rE am f ease 5 : 
= vaal and Orange Free State, whi have been avoids certain amenamen to the 11 
I tration, as d re i by President Kruget efore, be i | referred to the C munitte on I t i 
net amtgs Ree at ree: S rf on mon N eae. at re ) Mr. McMILLAN pr j : | 
(ora on her former efforts to avert this war, aud that we also congratulate | Cigar Makers’ Internationa 
those in England who are opposed to this confli« t and are using eff it ublic lands 1 r 1 fe tua 
bring it to 1speedy close; and ceitina tow 2 (to } nt \ 
Resolved, That we conden nost empha yur f Great Britai1 : ; ; 
thi 3 war, because of her refusal to ar! ise of her apparent in- | fama on put ‘ rev : 
n een ea Hag 7 > conferenc ! - hy} ¢ isy in b L a rred to the I mE on Publ La 
Soialen 4 at we e heartily Vv era Senat WwW ILLIAM FE Mr. | Ds NIE] 1 ented a 4 : , 
[ASON, I n SULZER, of New You their effort to | 0} Richmond, Va., pra: 5 tor t 
‘expression of mpathy with brave B i § dize the merc! t mar I LS 
nstrate pr rly to the ¥ 1 the true pa- | ferred to the Committ 
ur profound : heroiestruecle | __Mr. FRYEpresentedan 
juiet, love urly t | Makers’ International Ur L l 1 
it their cause may prevail: = orn a . | oe the ado e I> pr : 
Resolved, That these resolutions be published and a copy sent to Senator | @ imitting ciga arom 4 : a coe TC 
MASON, of Illinois; Congressman SULZER, cf New York: Senators Hans- | ferred to the Committ 1 Pacific Islands and Puerto R 
BROUGH and McCuMBER, and Congressman SPALDING, of North Dakota | He also presented a petition the | » Home Lea 
Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the congregation | homa Territory, praying for the enact t of a f 
of the Congregational Church of Oriska, N. Dak., praying for the | the benefit of settlers public land \ 
enactment of legislation to limit absolute divorce in the District | Committee on Public Lands. 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- He also presented the p titic n of Char scl r f St. 
mittee on the Judiciary. | Louis, Mo., praying for the removal the charge of rtion 
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| a oa 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to say simply 


rs rz - v4) ‘ n 
word more. I think the petitioners as well as the c rrespondent 





ELIVERY. | whose letter I filed for reference to the Committee on Milit 
+75] nt, a few days ago I presen iter q | Affairs are well aware of the fact that some provision does ey 
m ; of subordin rranges in N¢ for veterinary service in our Army, but their contention is, an 
free delivery of mails. and I now | confess a after considerable nae stigation I think it is w 
‘lett rom ofticers of granges on that same | grounded, that oe to have higher rank and ought to ha 
: at - creater em ognition than they are receiving at the present ti) 
lon Tertll somsarle that enterprising newspaper | 22d be put on a practical equality with the veterinary corps 
mmunicated 1 leading paper in my State the the armies of continental Europe. 
o? i am opposed to the rural free de-| _ Mr. HALE. I suppose all of us have been, to some de 
i] e th letters are the result of that | flooded by petitions upon this matter of the recognition ot 
| rank of the vet rinarians in the United States Army. I haveb 
uy priation that has come be- for one, in lined to think that there is merit in it, and that t 
lice here that proposed to | limited degree such a recognition might be well in the Army 
ito en t d rk, and I expect to continue | Part of its force, ple , . 
vropria oy 1 I trust will be liberal and | one it does not stop with the veterinarians. Iam now be 
: | ning, as I have no doubt other Senators are, to receive crowds 
NDLER. I presumethe criticism that has been made | le tters and petitions for Army dentist ‘ts, to be made a part of t 
Meacue vrew merely vee of some request to the Post- | Officer force of the Army; that there shall be a corps of de 
avs ‘ : might be informed as to the requests | incorporated in the Army with rank, and with the significa: 
re made the for rural free delivery. I have never had | that attends rank, the official recognition and the pay. 
+) test reason suppose that my colleague was opposed to Mr. Ww LC )T i, May I ask the Senator from Maine a questi 
ision of 1 free delivery in New Hampshire just as fast Mr. HALE. ertainly, - 
| Office Department should tind that it had funds appli- } Mr. WOLCOTT. Does he think that there could be any1 
that purpo important adjunct to an army in the field than a dentist, w] 
C LL) NGER. That, Mr. President, is precisely my atti- | also, in these late days, usually a university graduate, a spec 
[ will. however, add that I have never made any request | 2nd whose services, especially in an armyina remote country, 
{ t-Oftice Department such as my colleague suggests, and | more vitally and more imperatively needed and in more insta: 
hence the dispatch certainly was s base 1d upon an entire misappre- — those of physicians, and can do more to alleviate hm 
} have had nocommunication whatever wi } icers | Suffering? : 
ee eee _ eae sian St Seouanaaa en Mr. HALE,  Tdonotinow butthatthatistrae, Thad notn 
nd @ mes seng r from my committee room with a certain gentle- | UP My mind about it, and I think there is force in what the S 
w Hampshire to ask that he might present a petition | tor says. I do not know but that it applies, but I am going a! 
al . in revar shai at nding the service in his part of the | §tadually. I had not compassed as much speed as the Sena 
sta irom Colorado has done, I had been rather converted to the : 
\ petitions were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices | Of improvement in the veterinary service, but 1t was [now 
ind Post-Roads. as follows: to me that dentists should follow the Army, I donot know 
Petitions of Wesley Ac eat district deputy, No. 1, New Hamp- | that the Senator is right — that point. | - 
hire State Grance. of Der: pot: Dan iol MM. Spaulding, deputy, | Mr. CHANDLER. If the S nator will allow me, he could 
New Hampshire State Grange. of Keene: Charles S. Ford. master ; have listened toaspeech that I made here a year or two ago, w 
of M ma Valley Pomona Grange, of Lebanon, and of G. D, | the Senator from Illinois reported, I think, a bill in favor 
MeDu lenuty in the Order of Patronsof Husbandrv. of Dover. | corps of dentists, and I argued in favor of it_on account of 
ill j tate of New Hampshire. es | kind of food we give our sailorsand soldiers. Wegivethem ha 
tack and tough meat, and if there ws anything in the world 
TERINARY SURGEONS IN THE AREY. ought to do for our sailors and soldiers, it is to provide for 
D ‘ALLINGER, Mr. President, I present a letter signed by | teet Now, the Senator omitted to cone that speech. 
( rchsted, vet urgeon, of EB xeter, N. H., and accom- Mr HALE. Ihave no doubt I heard it, because almost any d 
| it 1} nt av nuime! ly signe dd petition in f ivor of | T he ar a very gor 1d speech from the Senator, and he must n 
} iment of av iry corps in the United States Army. pect me to segregate the speeches he makes on dentists from t 
I p n represents t ours is th ily civilized government | spe seches he makes upon other subjects. They are all 
’ Ly vi t a veterinary corps or any proper speeches. I do not know but that all of these innovation 
] r the care of the health of animals and for the in- | right and are needed. Luckil ly, the Military Committee is ra 
| 1 of the animal food which its so — srs consume. | a conservative committee, headed by my friend from Conn 
i this is a very important matter, and I trust the Com- | [Mr. HAWLEY], a1 a the y are not likely to embark in a ve1 
nitt lilitary Affairs will give it, as I doubt not they will, | gerous or wild project. But I hope they will consider all 
\ | isideration. I ask that the petition and accom- | subjects,and I am 24 sl ee nt pe for oe fai 
» referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | the veterinary service goes, I am converted, not quite perha; 
M KRELL. qT Wis h to correct one impression that was | to the dentists, but that will come later. 
lef the petition presents din regard to veterinary service. That t | The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, The letter and accompany 
petit tate that there is no such provision already ex- | petition will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
fr veterinary surgeons. I beg to 7 — there are oe REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
iN w two veterinarians to each cavalry regiment. It | 
i ive not created a corps with a brigadier-general and | Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Commerc 
itenant-colonels and majors under it, but we have or- | whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4006) to authorize the U: 
ul la veterinary « orp in each regiment of cavalry. Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will | Monongahela River, to report it without amendment. 
me, What rank the veterinarianshold? Howaretheyranked | The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on 
3 Army with the res Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Tam: ire whether they wereintherank| Mr. VEST. I move thatthe bill (S. 2258) to authorize the U1 
‘ tentant : Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across t 
Mr. WOLCOTT. O my impression is that they are non- | Monongahela River which has been reported to the Senate f1 
commissioned officers | that committee and is now Order of Business 117 on the Calen 
Mr. COCKRELL. \ Isay lam notsure. That wasinthe | be indefinitely postponed, and that the House bill just report 
gislation of the last Cong but I do not think it was agreed | by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Calendar. 
they are given the highest rank of noncommissioned | The motion was agreed to. 
( Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Py lic Lands, to w! 
I WOLCOTT. My impression, from what I gathered from as referred the bill (S. 1393) for the relief of Thomas Paul, 
th petitions I have received, is that the veterinary | porte dit without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
f 3 le these days is a college graduate, a man | ir. NELSON, from the C . ur nittee on Public Lands, submitt 
levoted his life to the study of diseases of the horse and | a r sport to accompany tho bill (S. 200) granting to the Stat 
the ure, finds that he is so labeled and so placed in the Army | Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlar 
that it is impossible for him to accept the position, and that the | ment, and maintenance of the W yoming State Soldiers and Sai 
good men, the best men, are never available for this most impor- | ors’ Home, heretofore m ported by him. 


tant branch of the service, because they are not recognized in the 
Army except in very subordinate capacity. That was the 
impression I got from the petitions and letters which I have re- 
ceived on the subject 


some 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W.W. 

Riley, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
| thereon, 
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UITS BY OFFICERS OF 17 
HOAR. From the Committ 
vorably without dment 


\ 
nding 


of claimants having suitsagainst tl ited § é 
circuit and district cour U1 tates affected 


vy 


t of June 27, 1 
for the immediat: 
COCKRELL. 
bill was read, as fo 
7 wT) 


SOs 


7 AC 
Mr. COCKRE 
ie claimant, 
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the Tinited States at Portland, 
read twit its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

MN} ; 'y request oir duced a bill (S. 3238° for the | 
re orge’s Episcopal Church, of Fredericksburg, 
\ ‘ad twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

M introduced a bill (S. 3239) for the relief of 
R J vhich was read twice by its title, and, with the 

ompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3240) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the military establishment of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs 

He also introduced a bill 241) fixing the rank of the Adju- 
tant-Gieneral of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 

iry Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint res ution (S. R. 90) provid- 
ing for the acquisition of certain lands in the State of California; 
h was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. Mc BRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the superintendent of the Indian school at Salem, 
On from $1,800 to $2,000 per annum, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Comittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

000 for the erection of a brick dormitory at the Indian school 

t Salem, Oreg., and $1,000 for the erection of a cottage for the 
: tant superintendent at said school, intended to be proposed by 
him t ‘Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Comittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
r. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
I 1 by him to the bill (5. 2264) to provide a government for 
the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferre d to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, and 
rdered to be printed. 
Mr *“AIRBANKS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
y d i y him to the bill (S. 2264) to provide a government for the 
island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the ¢ eae e on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (8. 2571) to provide rules and regulations | 
ver! the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, cuttings 

ts, and Huds, commonly known as nursery stock, and fruits 

to the United States, and rules and regulations for the inspec- 

trees, plants, shrubs, vines, grafts, cuttings, and buds, 

nunonly known as nursery stock, grown within the United 

taut which become subjects of interstate commerce or exporta- 

tion; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
l’orestry, and ordered to be printed. 

lle also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
allowance for support and civilization of Indians at the Mission 
\gency, Cal., from $1,500 to $10,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to t Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
( u1ittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ile also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
§ or pay of Indian agent at the Mission Tule River Agency, 
Cal., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 


+ 


hich was referred to t 
ordet d to be printed, 


he Committee on Indian Affairs, and 


. NI LS SON submitted an amendment directing the Secretary 

Ih r to pay to Henry W. Lee $10,000 out of the moneys 

( Wi inn aon indians of Wisconsin, for services rendered 

to said Indians, intended to be proposed by him to the 

Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to 
establish a consulate at Santillos, Mexico, intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and ce cman appropriation bill; whic h 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 
* COCKRELL submitted a 
tion and confirmation of 


n amendment relative to the rati- 
all sales and conveyances of the lands 


0 ised allottees of the Peoriaand Miami Indi: ins by their heirs, 
which have been duly made and executed by such heirs, and duly 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
TELEPHONE CHARGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. HALE. I submita resolution, and ask for its considera- 
tion, 

lhe resolution was read, as foll lows: 

Res ed, That the Comn ioners of ‘ District of Columbia are heret 
directed tosend to the Senate all facts = their possession relating to a 


- the State of Oregon; which was fe operation of the act of Congress which established rates for teleph: 
ice in Washington; 


volved, 





——— 


what proceedings under said act have bee nt ker 
what decisions have been made therein, and whether le gal pr 
have been carried by appeal in any case to the higher or hi 


“Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in the last Congress, on hie Di : 
of Columbia appropri iation bill which was approved June 30. | 

after a very close, animated discussion in this body, the pr 
was incorpor ated into that appropriation bill which I shal! 
Senators will remember it, and they will remember the 
that took place on the floor: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act it shall be uw 
for any person or any telephone company doing business in the Dist; 
Columbia to charge or receive more then S $50 per annum for the use 
phone on a separate wire; $40 for each te lep yhone, there being not 
twoona wire; $30 for each telephone, there being not more than tu r 
wire, and $2 5 for each telephone, there being four or more on the sa: 

The provision that was put on in the Senate, passed the | 
received the approval of the President, and became to appea 
the law for these companies for the District of Columbia, 
is legislated for by Congress. Congress is not only the kk 


* 8; 
rs + 
ig s 


, 


leg 
body, but the board of aldermen and councilmen and t 
making power for the District. 
No provision of law could be plainer than that. It is n 


first time that Congress has attempted to put on provision 

trolling corporations and protecting the people. We tried it 
reference to lights, to electrical appliances, and were imped 
our action destroyed by the courts, by some judge or oth r. 

I see by the newspapers that this provision, not passed 
hurry, passed after full debate and ample consideration, } 
seized and throttled by some judge, I do not know ares, 
not say, because Ihave not heard of him before, an obscurs 
for I will assume that he is a judge of some competent ju 
tion; but the action of Congress, 1 am told, has been arrest: 
measure has been seized and the life of it struck out } 
judge who has declared that Congress had no business + 
any such law, that it is unconstitutional, My resolution « 
attention of the District Commissioners, who are our repr 
tives in the administrative part of this District, to these. fa 
want to have reported to us what proceedings have be 
under thatlaw; how much it was attempted to be made opr 
how much the will of Congress was sought to be enforce 
that will and the operation of that law was arrested at : 
by whom it was arrested, and, if in the courts, what rive 
were taken. 

Did the District Commissioners direct the attorney of t! 
ernment, who represents the District and Congress, to aj 
court and contest this case, or was it a case that went silen! 
easily and with a greased way to a decision which cont: 
and overthrew the act of Congress? Has an appeal been tal: 
the attorney of the District instructed to prosecute that 
and to see whether, as to the government of this District, t 
tection of its citizens being lodged in Congress, as it has | 
is of any avail that Congress shall legislate upon the cons 
of these matters or whether we may as well abandon all ef] 
that direction? 

The resolution is simple, and only calls for information. 
nobody will object to it. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to int 
him, I ask him to what resolution he refers? I had not: 
that a resolution had been introduced. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution I have just introduced, an 
has been read at the desk. 

Mr. FORAKER. It has been introduced just now? 

Mr. HALE. Just now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to t] 
quest of theSenator from Maine oo Hater] for the pres 
sideration of the resolution introduced by him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to o 
the resolution; in fact, I trust no objection will be mace 
think we ought to have this information; but I do want 
the attention of the Senator from Maine to the fact that it 
possible that Congress in passing laws regulating corporat 
the District of Columbia may go far beyond the line of prop rT 

I have not read carefully the opinion of the judge to whic! 
Senator from Maine alludes. I did casually glance at it. u 
think the judge took the ground that the legislation in qn 
was practical confiscation of the property of the compan) 
and hence unconstitutional. I do not know thatthe 
ought to have decided the question as he did, even on that gt 
and I am of the opinion that an appeal is to be taken—I h 
read in the newspapers—to a higher court, where this matt 
be again considered, 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


li +. 7). 


Mr. BERRY. If the law be as it has been stated by the dis 


guished senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PL ATT] who sits 
on the right of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALl! 
GER], 1 do not see how it is possible that a district judge kere cau 
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interfere. If I understand the Senator fron 
that the power of Congress in this District iis absolut 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have said n thin a oo it. 

Mr. BERRY. Not about this particular matter, but about 
something else. 

Now, lam curious to know, if that be the case, how this judge 
has stopped an act of Congress which sought to restrict the tele- 
phone company in this District in its charges. I remember the 
bill very well, the fight we had upon the floor of the Senate re- 
garding it, - 1 the desperate efforts which were made to beat it; 
but, under the leadership of the ne lished Senator from Maine 
we succeeded in ingrafting it into the law. If any judge has 
sought or attempte .d to stop the ope ration of that law, I think we 
ought to know his reason for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, if the Senator will examine the 
opinion, he will find the decision was made on the ground of the 
unconstitutionality of the law; and I apprehend that is a valid 
ground, 

Mr. BERRY. I certainly think so; but I say, according to the 
doctrine advocated by the Senator from New Hampshire and 


~~ 
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others on that side of the Chamber, you have asserted again and | 


again that the power of Congress over the Territories is oo 
and unrestrained by the Constitution. I sayif the judge thought 
the law was unconstitutional, that was a valid ground for his « 
cision; but I can not understand just how, holding the oman 
you hold, you can say so. 

Mr.GALLINGER. We will discuss that late r, when that ques- 
tionisup. It is not up now. 

I sim} ply rose to say that Congress does assume the right to legis- 
late in regard to these matters. There is a great deal of agitation 
in regard to corporations in the District of Columbia, and I think 
a great deal of unwise and unjustifiable agitation. We have got 
the best street railroad system in the District of Columbia which 
can be found, perhaps, in the world, and the companies have spent 
millions upon ii nillions of dollars to put their roads in the shape 
they are to-day; and yet almost every day, in one branch of Con- 
gress or the other, we hear of a bill which proposes to reduce the 
fare on those railroads toa point where, in all human probability, 

they could not be run even to make the stockholders whole. I 
suppose it is competent “tg rus to say that 20 tickets shall be sold 
or 5 cents by those railroad corporations; but if we should do 
poe at, I hope there is, or ‘will be, a judge somewhere or a court 
somewhere who would come to the protection of those corpora- 
ti ons and say we have no right to confiscate their prs perty. I 
iink that is what was done in the « lec ision in the telephone case. 
decision may not be well grounded. On that int I can not 


speak a dvieed ly, , although I am incline d to think that the decision | 


wes a sound one. . trust the resolution will pass, and that we 
shall get from th District Commissioners all proper information 
on the subject 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before tl 
ate is, Is there objection to the conside ration of ther 
this time? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. FORAKER. Inasmuch as the Senator from Maine has 
asked for the present consideration of the resolution, I should like 
to have it read, 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read, as some Senators, I 
fin 1, have not he ard it. 

Mr. FORAKER, My attention was diverted fora moment. I 
did not hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary : again ead the resolution submitted by Mr. HAkEt. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, 4 wish to be indulged for : 
minute. Inasmuch as the resolution calls only for information, 
I have no objection to its being now considered and now adopted 
by the Senate; but I think it is opportune, in view of what the 
oe from Maine [Mr. HALE] has stat » call his attention 

» the fact, alre ady stated by the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. GALLINGER], that ies duchienrel the vas placed 
the constitutional ‘ground that it was the takin 1 l 
out due process of law, amounting to confiscation, and that that 
was beyond the power of Congress to do. 

* answer to the suggestion made by the Senator from Arkansas 

. BERRY}, there is 2 ) difficulty whatever about this case, be- 

cause by Congress the Constitution of the United States has been 

tended to and has been made to appl; 
bia, as it has been to most of the Territories of the United States. 
But for that fact, Congress would be free to legislate with respect 
to affairs in the District without many, at least, of the limitatio1 


imposed by the Constitution according to the opinion of some 


Senators. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that upon a matter wher: 
Congress has so plainly asserted its power and has made so p! 
a statute it should becountervailed by the dec 





courts? 


y in the District of Colum- 


ision of any inferior 
judge without taking an appeal to the higher or to the highest 


Mr. FORAKER. I think, Mr. President, 





uiry of the Senator from Ma ne, tl t is 
tis the duty of any judicial officer in th 
bia having jurisdiction of th ise to decide 
ind the evidence; and if, according to the evid 
rates fixed by Congress would amount to tl 
rty, it was his duty to sod le. Itisaqu 
attorney, or the officer representing the Gov 
whether or 1 1ot he will appeal the case t 
or he may n »t do that, a rding t s 

Mr. HALE. That is not my quest 

Mr. FORAKER. Ilearn by reading the ne 
trict attorney in this instance has t 


A i s hel ‘ 
Mr. HALE. That I had not learn 
mation I seek. 
Mr. FORAKER. Ofcourse, when tl is 
» far as relates to the evidence it will | 
ne ; 


S¢ 
‘ : 
that court in s¢ 





) far as it will consider the t 
question of fact in the court below 
adduced whether or not there was 
ing of the constitutional prov l 

Let me say further to the Senat 


, s 
anything unusual about this decisi 
have been frequently called upon t 
in many instances the same kind of « 
This is not the first time in the history 
States when legislative authority h 
tations upon the right of corporat 
to make changes than it had a righ 
go; that they have gone so far 1S, 
nfiscation, and that was hé dh re. 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow m 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly 
Mr. HALE. If ir 


oe 
+ 
. 





1 a cas ce this— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The ¢ 
ator from Maine to yield for one moment 
| fairly before the Senat« { 
only a question of unanimou 
objection to the present considerat 
Chair hears none, and it is } re t 


| the character 


Maine will proceed. 
Mr. HALE. [donot want to tak 


but I wish to say that | 1 the viev 
{ Mr. FORAKER} and the Senator f1 New 
LINGER] have stated, that L f t 
gress has so clearly manifested its will 
of noinferior judge should be allowed to arrest 
it, and that the case should be tried to tl 
have not read the decision, but lawyers 1 
the Senate say that it is an absurd 
to pass upon that, Mr. President, if I had 
ought to gototl rthest Lt t 
whether it is of any use f (fon 
way for the inl int J 
District against mon ! 
lies can apply toa i 1 \ 
stroyed, we may asv v1 ] 
ease is tried out int t t I 
t it W I i t pa i = 

Mr. FORAKER. I tainly have no < 
be taken to a higher cour nd I assum 
toa higher irt if the r charged w 
as n part of tl Governinent l 
No one has any objection to that, and in 

ind there is no difficulty about 3 t 
the more proper that it shou t 
I l that do« not t T 
not render the decision it 
more important the d 

ion, if the law a1 nt 
tion of property, as t! rt in th 

Mr. PLATT of ¢ necticut. Mr 


Mr. FORAKER. 1 Station Sain 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I 1 


through. | to inter1 

Mr. FORAK I yiel the Se 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut I 
ohiect n t +h, passing « +} 
called for oug t to be laid 
that we should bein the lest 7 
thing I take exception to | n é wh 
from the remarks of the Senat from Ma 
wants to know whether a judge n ar 
passed by Congress relative to matters in t 
and the Senator calls him ‘‘ an infer 


might have a right todoit, and others 1 
and standing of the judge 
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Mr. CULLOM. And his rank, 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. And the rank of the judge. This 
is a very plain matter, Mr. President. Congress a law—I 
do not know very much about the law and do not recollect about 
it—but I suppose all laws passed by Congress in reference to the 
District of Columbia are submitted to the courts when a case 
arises to determine whether those laws are valid or not; and if a 
judge, whether he be inferior or superior, thinks they are not con- 
stitutional, I suppose it is his duty to say so; and I do not think 
there should be any reflection upon him for saying so. 

Mr. President, the courts of this country are the only thing 
that stands between us and confusion and anarchy, and I dislike 
to hear any reflection upon the decisions of acourt. When acourt 
decides that a law passed by Congress is constitutional or uncon- 
stitutional I submit my judgment to that decision, and I think 
all the people of the United States must submit their judgment 
to the conclusions of the courts. Some people did not —_ with 
the conclusions of the high court which was created to determine 
whether or not a President had been elected; but, to the credit of 
the American people, they submitted to the decision of that court. 
I donot agree as a lawyer with the doctrine laid down in the 
Legal-Tender cases, but as a lawyer and an American citizen I 
submit, and submit cheerfully and gracefully, to the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States or those of any other 
court which has final jurisdiction in the question of whether alaw 
passed by Congress is or is not constitutional. 

Ia , Mr. President, that the case in question ought to be 
appealed. If there is any question about whether the law was con- 
stitutional or not, I assume that the legal officers of the law will 
do their duty and appeal it, and that we shall finally have the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States as to whether 
the law passed by Congress was constitutional or not, but I do not 
see how we can complain of a judge, whether inferior or superior, 
whether learned or ignorant, because he has rendered a decision 
in a case presented to him that the law was unconstitutional; and 
it was with a view of taking exception to what I thought was an 
inference to be derived from the remarks of the Senator from 
Maine—that a judge had no right to pass upon the question of the 
constitutionality of a law passed by Congress, unless, indeed, he 
was a judge of superior rank and of high attainments—that I have 
made these remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, our Republican friends seem 
to be divided here as to their opinion in regard to the power of 
judges. Sometimes they have great 
they have none. {should like to ask the Senator from Ohio to 
answer me this question: Whether or not Congress can extend the 
Constitution over a District which the Constitution gives directly 
and exclusively to Congress—I mean the legislation controlling 
that District? I will read here the words in the Constitution in 
regard to the District of Columbia: 

To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such District 
(not exceeding 10 miles square) as may, by cession of particular States and 
: = cccegaas of Congress, become the seat of the Government of the United 

e238. 

Now, if there is anything in this Constitution which gives Con- 
gress unlimited power anywhere, it seems to me it has got it in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress might have exclusive 1} tive 
power, but it has not power to enact unconstitutional legislation. 

Mr. BERRY. That is what we say, but you all deny it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But you gentlemen contend, as I understand, 
that Congress has the power to go into a Territory and extend the 
Constiution there or not—that it shall never get there until we 
send it there. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was notaware that that question was raised 
by the resolution. I am not referring to that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That question was not raised by the resolu- 
tion itself, but we are simply discussing the constitutionality of 
the proposition of the Senator from Maine. He has asked why an 
act of Congress in regard to telephones in this District had 
nullified by some little judge herein the District of Columbia, 
and it is said—I will not say boldly or brazenly; but, at least, it 
is not very clearly brought forward here—that some little District 
jud ge, a creature of Congress, can come forward and nullify that 

aw and protect a monopoly in this District; and I want to ask 
you gentlemen who are contending that Con has this omnip- 
otent power how you are going to limit it here and then extend 
it everywhere else? Yov claim you have the power to extend it 
everywhere you please or limit it wherever you please. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the inquiry the Senator from 
South Carolina addressed to me is very easily answered. To be- 
gin with, the District of Columbia was originally part of the 

tes of Maryland and Virginia, and the Constitution of the 
United States applied to this territory as a part of those States. 
There was never any act of Congress withdrawing the operation 
of the Constitution from the District of Columbia, but, neverthe- 
less, by the act of February 21, 1871, establishing a government 


power and at other times} Consti 
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for the District of Columbia, it was thought proper by Coyorcs. 
to again specifically extend and epply e Gonetitat, nm of the 
United States to the District of Columbia. I have the act)... _” 
me, but am not able to point out at the moment the precis, »... 
vision to which I refer. If, however, the Senator wil! ta)-.\.. 
trouble to examine the act, he will find the provision ther. 9. | 
have stated. ae 

Now, Mr. President, the Constitution having been specifically o, 
tended and made to apply to the District of Columbia, there >... .... 
be any question about Congress being bound in the Dis: ,- 
Columbia—I mean in the matter of legislating for the [)\<- + 
of Columbia—by the limitations and provisions of the Constit));;.., 

I do not agree, as suggested by the Senator, that when tho ¢.., 
stitution has not been made to apply to territory by the Unit. 
States the Congress is bound by it, except only by certain genera) 
negations which are found in the Constitution. a 

r. TILLMAN. The Constitution itself, which you say yo: 
pentan wep rast re District of peed by act of Congress, ex. 
pressly extends the Congressional legislation without any limite. 
tion over the District. — 

Mr. FORAKER. That is true. That made it competent 
for the of the United States, in determining what shoul 
be the law of the District of Columbia, to say that the first Jaw 
should be the organic law of the Union, the Constitution of tho 
United States; and when the of the United States ex. 
tended the Constitution of the United States to the District o¢ 
Columbia and made it apply it did nothing more than to say that 
the Constitution should be the law. 

Mr, TILLMAN. It did not say so. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Constitution of the United States pro. 
vided that Congress should say what should be the law in the 
District of Columbia, and that made it constitutional for the Con. 

of the United States to rg lm the Constitution itself should 

the law in the District of Columbia. When Congress saw fit 

to exercise that power and make the Constitution of the United 

States the law in the District of Columbia, it made all the pro- 

visions and limitations of that Constitution apply here to Con- 
onal legislation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wecontend that the Constitution applies to 
the District of Columbia the same as it applies to every other par- 
ticle of territory belonging to the Uni States, and that it has 
always done so, and that this limitation applies only to laws un- 
der that Constitution. Now, you say that Congress can apply the 

tution or extend it over the Territories by legislative act. 

Mr, FORAKER. Weill, Mr. President, what 1 say is that the 
mere acquisition of territory by the United States does not make 
the Constitution applicable to it, but that it is a question for the 
Congress of the United States to determine whether or not the Con- 
stitution of the United States shall be extended to it and be made 
to apply. I know that thisis a controverted question; but I want 
to say to the Senator and to others who have the same view he has 
expressed—and I know others do—that there is an abundance of 

recedent for both extending and withholding the Constitution. 

he Constitution of the United States was never extended by act 
of Congress to any Territory of the United States until we came to 
provide a Territorial government for New Mexico in 1850); and it 
was then in order that slavery might have recognition such as 
the Constitution gave in that and other territory that it was in- 
sisted and finally carried that the Constitution should be by express 
terms extended to that Territory. 

Now, however, let me read, while I have it before me, the pro- 
vision that I referred to a moment ago, found in the act of leb- 
ruary 21, 1871, providing a government for the District of ( olum)ia. 
It is found at the end of section 34 of that statute, and reads a: 
follows—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. What year? 

Mr. FORAKER, Eighteen hundred and seventy-one. 
ont’ TILLMAN. How did the District get along from 17S to 

Mr. FORAKER. As I said a while ago— ; 

The PRESIDENT pro arene. Senators must not interrupt 
Senator on the floor without first obtaining the recognition of the 
Chair. The Chair = that Senators will observe that rule. 

Mr. FORAKER,. I said a while ago, the District of Colam- 
bia was originally part of the States of Virginia and Maryland. 
The Constitution applied to them, of course, as they belonged t0 
the Union, and the Constitution was their organic law. ‘ter the 
District of Columbia was carved out of those States the Consut 
tion was not withdrawn by any specific act of Congress, whether 
it remained in force or not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 010 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? nt 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will allow me a moment 
until I conclude. I prefer not to be interrupted, at least unt! 
finish the sentence. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Just one moment. 








1900. 


—_ 


‘ORAKER. No; I do not yield now. 

Me FO Congress was passed withdrawing the District of Co- 
jumv.a from the Constitution, and whether or not it was with- 
irawn by the fact that it was taken out from and no longer was a 
wart of those States would be a question perhaps about which 
p vers would differ, because it was recognized that there was 
ground for a difference of opinion. But when Congress came to 
jegislate, in 1871, to create a government for this District, that pro- 
visio, as | was about to read, at the end of section 34, is as follows: 

lthe laws of the United States ic oO 
' ast = Constiio shal ee same force and effect within the said Dis: 
locally ‘Columbia as elsewhere within the United States. 

so bsequently, in 1874, when the government provided by that 
ia ‘done away with, that act was repealed, except as to that 

rovision and possibly some others, but that provision of the act 
ee not repealed. It continued in force ever since, and it is in 
force now. Because of that provision of that statute there is no 
room to question but that the Constitution of the United States 
stands first and foremost as a statute law of this District (if I may 
nse that expression in that connection without being misunder- 
stood), and it was competent for Congress, as the Senator has 
pointed out, by the Constitution itself to say what should be the 
iaw in the District of Columbia, and Congress saw fit to say in 
the District of Columbia the Constitution itself should be the law. 

That being the case, we are bound, when we legislate here, by 
the limitations and restrictions of the Constitution; and if we un- 
dertake to pass @ bill or make a law which interferes unjustly with 
property rights, we trespass and go further than we have a right 
to go under the Constitution, and it is the duty of the courts in 
construing that statute to decide as in their judgment may be 
right and just and — 

r. TILLMAN. Now will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield? 

“ Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How could the Constitution of the United 
States apply to this District or to any other district when it was 
not itself in existence? 

Mr. FORAKER, When what “‘ was not itself in existence?” 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Constitution itself was notin exist- 
ence. Thevery first organic law which was framed was submitted 
to the people for ratification; it had no entity or being or life until 
it was ratified; and yet that provision there, you say, applied to 
the power of Congress, limited it and changed it—first gave it 
and then withheld it? 

Mr. FORAKER, Well, Mr. President, Iam unable to appre- 
ciate the difficulty which the Senator now seems to have. fdo 
not understand that the District of Columbia was before the Con- 
stitution in the sense in which the Senator speaks. 

Mr. TILLMAN, There was no District of Columbia at the 
time, and there was no Constitution either; but the Senator from 
Ohio said that this thing had applied to the District of Columbia, 
which was then a part of Maryland and Virginia, and that this 
corporation here is subject to our legislative jurisdiction. 

Mr. FORAKER. However that may be, Mr. President, there 

can not be any question about the Constitution being in force here 
now. 
_ Mr. TILLMAN. Nobody doubts thatat all. Theonly question 
is whether this judge, who has a limited jurisdiction, has nullified 
the act limiting the telephone monopoly; whether this little fellow 
over here, whom we have created, ‘ee power to stop our legisla- 
tion before the Supreme Court of the United States has declared 
it to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. FORAKER. Only one word in answer to the Senator. I 
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ing extended thereto by an act of Congress, simply has the force 
of an act or astatute of Congress and may be repealed or modi- 
fied at the pleasure of Congress? If I do so understand the Sena- 
tor, how would it be possible for any court in the District of Co- 
lumbia or elsewhere to hold that a recent, late act of Congress 
s because inconsistent 
s to repeal any 


Mr. FORAKER. When I used the expression ‘ 
ute,” I remarked in that connection that I hoped Y would n t be 
misunderstood. I did not mean to have it understood that I re- 
garded the Constitution when extended as nothing more than a 
mere statute; but what I meant to be understood as saying was 
that it is competent for Congress to extend it or not; and if Con- 
gress sees fit to extend the Constitution, of course Congress is 
bound by it as the first organic law of that territory, as it is the 
organic law of the Union, and all subsequent legislation of Con- 
gress, so long as the Constitution may remain the supreme law in 
the territory, must be measured by it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit another question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Constitution in the District of Colum- 
bia or ina Territory outside a State has for its sole basis an act of 
Congress which Congress may at any time repeal, how can the 
creature be regarded as higher than the creator? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know that I exactly understand the 
Senator. a 

Mr. RAWLINS. Does not the Constitution in every case rest 
upon the consent and authority of the people of the United States 
to be enforced as they intended it, to be enlarged or qualified only 
according to the methods which that instrument provides for its 
own amendment? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that the Constitution is the 
organic law of the States in the Union, and it can be made the 
organic law of territory outside of the Union of States if Congress 
sees fit so to provide. Wherever the Constitution is extended and 
made to apply it is, of course, the rule of action. 

Mr. CHIL ON. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. :Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. I did not understand the answer of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. Does the Senator contend that Congress can 
withdraw the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. It has not been necessary for enybody ever 
to consider the question whether or not, when the Constitution 
has once been extended, it can be withdrawn. I apprehend there 
would be some difficulties because of vested rights and other ques- 
tions that might arise—vested rights, I mean, on account of what 
might be dune under the Constitution while in force, I think the 
Constitution, having been once extended, would remain in force 
and in operation there. But that question has never arisen and it 
has never been passed upon. The other cuestion has been, it 
seems to me, over and over again. 

Mr. CHILTON. It seems to me to be a very important ques- 
tion, because if Congress has the right to push the Constitution 
into the District of Columbia, that power would carry with it the 
corresponding right to take it away, so far as future concerns 
were related. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would, perhaps. It is a question I 
have never investigated. TheotherquestionI have. The relative 
right to take it away would seem, upon general principles, to go 
with the right to extend it. 

Mr. CHILTON. It seems to me there is much force in the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Utah, that if the Constitution came 
into the District of Columbia by virtue of an act cf Congress, any 


‘the first stat- 


do not understand exactly what the Senator means. I do not | subsequent act of Congress would pro tanto operate as a repeal 


know whether he intends to claim that the District of Columbia | of the constitutional jurisdiction over the 


was constituted before the Constitution or not. 


District, and hence, 
that the Constitution would be wholly within the power of Con- 


r. TILLMAN, No; I said the Constitution constituted the | gressional action under that theory. 


District of Columbia when it should be ceded to the United States, 
_ . a Congress omnipotent jurisdiction to legislate for such 
strict. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the District of Columbia was not ceded 
until after the Constitution was adopted and went into operation, 
and until it was ceded, from the time the Constitution was 
adopted, it applied and was in force in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Then the rule of action in this District has 
been that of Congressional power and not of constitutional right 
upto 187i. Is that what the Senator intends? 

Mr. FORAKER, It never has Leen withdrawn, and it was 

again by act of made to apply in 1871, so that we have 

5 e Constitution in operation here. It is in operation here because 

inlatey ess, Which has plenary power under the Constitution to leg- 
ate for the District of Columbia, saw fit to make it apply. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER, 


I do, 
Mr. RAWLINS. Do I correctly understand the Senator from 


Mr. FORAKER. Even if that were so, it would not make any 
difference in the case that led to this debate, because, according 
to general principles of equity and the spirit of our institutions, 
the Congress would be restrained from enacting a law that would 
take property without due process. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, this debate seems to be purely 
academic. The question whether or not an appeal shall be taken 
from the judgment of one of the courts of the District of Colum- 
bia declaring an act of Congress unconstitutional does not at all 
depend on the settlement of the question we have had under dis- 


cussion. 

Mr. CHILTON, Is not almost everything that comes up here 
academic? 

Mr. LINDSAY. A great deai of it is, 

I wish to state that my opinion is that the rule applicable to 
the District of Columbia rests on essentially different reasons 
from those applicable to the Territories acquired since the forma- 
tion of the Federal Constitution. When nine States ratified the 


Ohio to say that the Constitution in the District of Columbia, be- | Constitution, the Constitution took effect in all those nine States 
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and in every inch of territory embraced by those aiine States. 
Now, there was nothing in that Constitution which authorized 
Congress to withdraw the protection and limitations of the Con- 
stitution from any portion of those nine States in the exercise of 
the delegated power to acquire a district to be known as the Fed- 
eral District. 

Among the powers conferred on Congress was the power “‘to 
exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such 
district (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may, by cession of 
particular States and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat 
of the Government of the United States.” ‘The cession was to be 
made by a State or States. The district was to be within the 
boundaries of particular States, not in the Northwest Territory, 
not in any Territory that had not been organized into a State, but 
the cession was to be made by States, and Congress took what 
power? Not exclusive jurisdiction over that territory, independ- 
ent of the constitutional protection and limitations that existed 
before. Congress took the power ‘‘to exercise exclusive legisla- 
tion in all cases whatsoever over such district;” that is, it was 
to legislate independent of State constitutions. It was to take the 

lace of the State legislatures. It was to exercise all the power of 

egislation that existed in the States, and the power of legislation 

was such as was not prohibited by the Constitution of the United 
States. The same rule is applied to other territory that Congress 
may acquire from the States for other purposes. 

Congress is ‘‘to exercise like authority over all places purchased by the 
consent of the legislature of the State in which the same shall be, for the 
erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, and other needful build- 
ne To h all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers.” 


So these provisions apply exclusively to territory within the 
States, the people of which were already entitled to the protection 
of the Constitution, and there is nothing in the grant which indi- 
cates that under any contingency, or by the consent of any legis- 
lature, authority was to be given to the Congress of the United 
States to exceed the powers conferred on it by the Constitution. 
The reason for that rule does not apply to territoriesis subsequently 
acquired by treaties with other nations. They stand upon a foot- 
ing essentially different in point of fact. Whether the same rule 
applies or not I do not now propose to discuss, but I do say that the 
reasons for the rule and the facts upon which the rule is founded 
are essentially different. 

In 1849 an amendment was proposed to an appropriation bill to 
extend the Constitution to the territories acquired under the treaty 
with Mexico, and Mr. Webster, who has nm quoted here fre- 
quently <— the subject, made the point that the Constitution 
could not be extended toany Territory by act of Congress or other- 
wise; that the Constitution applied to States and not to Terri- 
tories, and that the only way to apply the Constitution to any 
Territory other than that we held at the time the treaty of peace 
with Great Britain was made was to admit such Territory into 
the Union as a State, and to that extent the Constitution might be 
extended to new territory. 

Mr. Calhoun denied the proposition in its fullness and claimed 
that the appropriate provisions of the Constitution yee to all 
territory within the dominion of the United States; but Mr. Cal- 
houn did not pretend to say that all the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, all the limitations of the Constitution, all the anties 
of the Constitution extended over the Territories of the United 
States, but only those which were necessary or proper or appro- 
priate, leaving at last to Congress to determine which are neces- 
sary, which are appropriate, which are proper to be extended. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kentucky has correctly stated 
the positions of Mr. Webster and Mr. Calhoun in regard to New 
Mexico, but did not Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of Lough- 
borough vs. Blake, in 5 Wheaton, decided long before the New 
Mexican question came up, emphatically decide that wherever the 
jurisdiction of the United States extended the Constitution went 
proprio vigore? Has that decision ever been reversed? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that the language of Chief Justice 
Marshall in the case to which the Senator has reference may bear 
the interpretation he puts on it, but that case arose in the District 
of Columbia, where the Constitution had been applied by its rati- 
fication by the States of Maryland and Virginia. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator's —— for interrupting him 
again. I quote from memory, but I am —_ ber = sere e for 

0 


the accuracy of the statement. I have read that m over and 


over again, and had it here in connection with the first hI 
made during the last Congress upon the island question. Did not 
Chief Justice Marsnall in that decision in 5 Wheaton use this lan- 
guage. I undertake to quote it nearly verbatim. I t that 


the question in that debate was as to the District of umbia, 
but did not the Chief Justice say the Constitution applies not 
only to the District of Columbia, but to all tLe territory west of 





the Mississippi River as much as it does to the States of 
and New Jersey? 







there arose in the District of Columbia, a 
Constitution had always applied; toa people who had a! 
entitled to the protection of the Constitution, and a]! 
Justice Mars 
River was beyond the question before the court and not called f 
by the case in hand, - 


Judge Marshall was a great 
deny, but that every extrajudicial opinion expressed py jyq 79 
Marshall is to be conclusive on all posterity I absolutely deny. 





Virginia 


Mr. LINDSAY. Now, as I remarked, I am Willing to 


the language of the Chief Justice in that particular caso ‘ i yoat 
that construction. co 


ll bear 

Mr. VEST. Is not that the exact language? 

Mr. LINDSAY. But what I mean to say is that the q yest, 
istrict to which the 

way S been 

that Chief 


said about the territories west of the \\ ississippi 


Mr. VEST. The Senator says it was obiter dictum? 
Mr. LINDSAY. That Judge Marshall was a great jurist that 
constitutional lawyer, no man will 


Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield t) yo 
Mr. LINDSAY. In a moment, If Mr. Webster |i ' 


id any dis. 


tinguishing character at all, it was as a constitutional lawyer, ang 


Mr. Webster generally followed in the footsteps of Chief Justice 
Marshall; but long after that case had been decided Mr. Webster 


claimed that the Constitution ao to no territory and could be 
applied to no territory outside o: 


the original limits of the Unitea 
States except by admitting that territory into the Union as q 
State. Now I will yield to the Senator from Utah. ; 
Mr. RAWLINS. _I would ask the Senator how he explains thes 
decisions made by the Supreme Court of the United States arising 
in territory acquired by treaty with Mexico—the decision holding 
that under the Constitution of the United States and by reason of 
its force in the territory Congress could not authorize the pun- 
ishment of a man twice for the same offense; that Congress could 
not pass as applicable to that territory any bili of attainder: that 
Congress could not authorize in a case arising at common law, the 
value of the thing in controversy exceeding $20, a trial other than 
by a jury of twelve men; decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
nited States holding that no man can be put upon trial for an 
offense committed in such territory except he was informed of the 
cause and nature of the accusation; that he was entitled to be 
confronted with the witnesses and to a trial before an impartial 
jury of twelvemen? Iask the Senator how he can explain al! these 
numerous cases involving the points which I have mentioned and 
others to which I could make reference if his contention now is 


correct. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I stated at the outset that Territories occupied 
a relation to the General Government different from that occn- 
pied by the District of Columbia. The academic question we have 
under discussion is the power of the judge to decide that an actof 
Congress affecting the ct of Columbia is unconstitutional. 
I have undertaken to show that the Constitution always applied 
to the District of Columbia and that no department of (overn- 
ment has ever undertaken to withdraw it, and that there was no 
delegation of authority to the Congress of the United States to 
withdraw it when the cession was made. ; 

It is not my business to-day to answer all the points made by 
the Senator from Utah, but Congress has time and again held, 
and the Supreme Court has more than once decided, and in cases 
applicable to the Territory of Utah, that the power of Congress 
over the Territories is plenary, so far as any power can be treated 
as plenary. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— , , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken- 


tucky yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. ; a 
Mr. RAWLINS, It has held in respect of the right of suttrage, 


the power of government, the franchise to vote, which were not 
conferred by the Constitution, that the power of Congress 's p> 
nary; but as to all civil and personal rights guarantee! by th 
Constitution Congress in legislating for a Territory 's 4s mach 
limited in that regard by all the provisions of the Constitution 
as in a State. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. , aie 

Mr. HALE. Mine is only a practical suggestion, ani th’ © 
that this resolution of mine, referring to telephone rates, *)s 
allowed to pass, and that then this wider debate shall be perm" 
to roll on by unanimous consent. Let my resolution be passe 
and considerable of the interest I have in the occasion ceases. 

Mr. TILLMAN, We will take care of the resolution. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I feel that the request of the Senator 
Maine is a little inopportune—— 

Mr. HALE, It may be. Lainie 

Mr, LINDSAY. AsI am put upon the duty of answ: | : 
inquiry made by the Senator From tah. As soon as that's ' “ 
I am willing to adjourn this debate until some time hen it W 
be pertinent to 9 question pending before the Senate. 


t is 


from 
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Mr. HALE. Iam delighted to listen to the Senator from Ken- 

i ly I do not want my resolution to be wholly forgotten. 
tucky, on ‘ : my torg 

Mr. TURNER. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr, LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER. I want to ask the Senator whether in any of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court holding that the Constitution 
applied to the District of Columbia they placed it upon the ground 
that he now places it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam not prepared to say that they have. 

Mr. TURNER. Has that ground ever before been discovered? 

Mr. LINDSAY. There is one thing that scems to have been for- 

otten, and that is that the Supreme Court was not set apart b 
the Constitution to bind all the people of the United States by ail 
disquisitions it may seem proper to make on a question of consti- 
tutional law. e case before the Supreme Court is the case the 
Supreme Court has the ri ht to decide, and its judgment in that 
case binds all the people of the United States; but it does not take 
from the Senate of the United States or from the Congress of the 
United States or from the President of the United States the right 
to exercise his or their judgment as to what the Constitution is 
when we come to apply it to a new and independent state of facts. 

In 1849 the Constitution was by act of Congress extended to the 
Territories acquired from Mexico, and I incline to the opinion, 
although the Supreme Court has not so decided, that once a people 
become entitled to the protection of the Constitution, once a Ter- 
ritory is brought under its beneficent provisions, it is not in the 
power of Con afterwards to deny their benefits to that people, 
and that any legislation an them that protection may be held 
to be invalid as against the Constitution. But in the case to 
which I refer wwe Supreme Court did not put its decision on the 
ground that it was bound by the Constitution, but held that cer- 
tain things could not be done because they were against the spirit 
of free institutions. 

I for one wish now to protest against the idea that our personal 
rights to life, liberty, or property grow out of any provision of the 
Federal or any provision of the State constitution. They were 
preexisting rights. We had them before we framed aconstitution. 
We rebelled against Great Britain because the Government of 
Great Britain would not recognize those rights, and when we 
formed our State constitutions and when we formed our Federal 
Constitution, their guaranties were intended to protect and per- 
petuate preexisting rights, and we do not have to go to any con- 
stitution to find those rights. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Kentucky sits down, I 
should like to ask him a question. I was very much interested in 
what he said, and especially in his statement that the Constitution 
did not apply proprio vigore to any Territory and the inhabitants 
there could only get rights under it by an act of Congress and 
that Congress, having extended the Constitution by proper enact- 
ment to the Territory, could not afterwards repeal thatact. Will 
the Senator be good enongh, if he is willing, to state his reasons 
for that proposition, which is very interesting to me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I prefer at some future time to discuss that 
question, and I will then undertake to give what I think will be a 
satisfactory reason to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR, It seems to be a great pity to have the matter go 
out under the great authority of my honorable friend, who is a 
great constitutional lawyer and jurist, without having the reason 
on which so interesting a oe is based stated also, in a 
word or two, at least. Will not the Senator give us a hint of his 
reason? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It will go out just as any opinion goes out in 
4 purely academic disc m, and I prefer, as I expect in the 
future to discuss all these questions, to treat this matter as I think 
it deserves to be treated and not to give reasons at this time, which 
deserve more deliberate consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Academic discussions may be taken part in by 
freshmen or sophomores or juniors or seniors. Now, the Senator 
18 & senior, & post-graduate of great distinction of the academy of 
which he is nowa member. 1 wish before his graduation that he 
would expand that thesis of his a little, if he will. 

Mr. LINDSAY. This has been a Government of expansion. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes. I thought that is what it would lead to. 
Iam satisfied now. 

_ Mr. LINDSAY. We have expanded and extended the applica- 
tion of constitutional law. Mr. Jefferson did not believe we could 
acquire any territory without an amendment to the Constitution. 
Yet all of the departments of Government have overruled his 
opinion. Mr, Jefferson did not believe we could create a State out 
of territory not included in the original boundaries of the United 
States, but we have advanced over that doctrine and have admit- 
ted a number of States out of territory acquired since the adoption 
of the Constitution. Mr. Webster did not believe that by act of 
b ngress we could extend the Constitution over a territory except 

y admitting the territory into the Union. Mr. Webster was 
overruled in that regard, and the Constitution was extended, and 
Xow the only question is whether, its beneficent provisions having 
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once been given to a people recognized as American citizers, the 
power exists in the Congress to withdraw it. I say from the very 
nature of the grant it is a grant which can not be withdrawn 
without a gross violation of faith, and it may well be held that 
Congress possesses no power to violate faith as between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and people once clothed with the 
citizenship of the United States, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in an- 
swer to the inquiry addressed to the Senator from Kentucky by 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw Lins], and also a word in answer 
to the inquiry addressed to him by the Senator from Washington 
te TURNER]. All the decisions recited by the Senator from 

tah were involved in cases arising in territory to which the 
Constitution had been by express act of Congress extended and 
made to apply as the governing rule of action. It seems to me 
that distinguishes the cases quoted from everything else that has 
been said or contended for in this discussion by those who enter- 
tain the view opposed to that I have undertaken to present. 

Now, in answer to the inquiry propounded by the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TurRNER], which contained a statement that 
this denial of the power of the Constitution ex proprio vigore to 
extend to newly acquired territory is newly invented, let me say 
to him that I happen to hold in my hand a very succinct account 
of the introduction into American politics of the idea that the 
Constitution does extend ex proprio vigore to newly acquired ter- 
ritory, and it is by an authority which Senators here will recog- 
nize as competent. I read from the second volume, page 713, of 
Mr. Benton's Thirty Years in the United States Senate. He says, 
speaking of the debate that occurred in the Senate in 1850 over the 
admission of California and the creation of Territorial govern- 
ments for New Mexico and Utah, that— 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case. 

It will be remembered that Mr. Calhoun was contending that 
the legislation should be such as not to deny to slavery the right 
to be extended into that Territory. 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case— 


That, Mr. President, according to Mr. Benton, is the first time 
that this idea that the Constitution extended ex proprio vigore 
was ever heard in our political debates, He says: 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case—that of the transmigration of 
the Constitution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories, overriding and 
overruling all the anti-slavery laws which it found there, and planting the 
institution there under its own wing, and maintaining it beyond the power 
of eradication either by Congress or the people of the Territory. Before this 
dogma was proclaimed efforts were made to get the Constitution extended to 
these Territories by act of Congress; failing in those attempts, the difficulty 
was leaped over by boldly assuming that the Constitution went of itself 
that is to say, the slavery part of it. * * ; 

History can not class higher than asa vagary of a diseased imagination 
this imputed self-acting and self-extension of the Constitution, The Consti- 
tution does nothing of itself—not even in the States for which it was made. 
Every part of it requires a law to put it into operation. No part of it can 
reach a Territory unless imparted to it by act of Congress. 

We at the same time, Mr. President, have a refutation in this 
language beyond that which was imputed by the inquiry of the 
Senator from Washington, and at the same time we have also a 
history of the introduction into American politics of the doctrine 
that the Constitution made for the States extends proprio vigore 
beyond the States. We have at the same time also a most excel- 
lent opinion from a very competent man as to the view that should 
be entertained with respect to the question. I will not delay the 
Senate longer. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the point raised by my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] is a very interesting one, that 
the Constitution of the United States only existed in the District 
of Columbia prior to the act of 1871, because that Constitution 
was a part of the law, or was the organic law itself, of the 
States ceding to the United States the territory out of which the 
District was formed; and he holds that the Constitution, having 
once extended over the territory of the United States, it can not 
be withdrawn. He holds further that these personal rights guar- 
anteed in the Constitution exist independently of all constitutions, 
and the United States Constitution guaranteeing them adds noth- 
ing to their force and effect. 

Now, Mr. President, as a corollary from the first proposition, 
he holds that the Constitution of the United States } no. not ex- 
tend to the Territories, because it was not there in existence when 
the United States acquired them and has to be extended there 
after the acquisition. Under the theory that [ understand my 
honorable friend to hold, the Constitution, being a part of the or- 
ganic law of Virginia and Maryland, extended to the District, 

roprio vigore, but all other enactments of Virginia and Mary- 
on of a legislative kind did not. 

Mr. LINDSAY, All remained in force until repealed by act of 
Congress. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. Congress could repeal any of the 
then laws of Virginia and Maryland, according to the Senator, 
but Congress could not itself withdraw the Constitution. That 
distinction is made with a view of holding to the principle that 
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as the Constitution has never extended to our other Territories, 
therefore its extension to them is a matter of legislative wisdom 
and legislative grant. 

When Virginia and Maryland ceded to the United States, a dis- 
tinct power from the States, a part of their territory, every ves- 
tige of the law of Virginia and Maryland ceased at that moment, 
unless the United States Government itself chose to reenact those 
laws or chose to adopt them. Why did the Constitution stay in 
the District of Columbia? It was by grace of the Congress of the 
United States under the theory that the Senator from Kentucky 
holds. Whenever a ey is ceded to a new sovereignty, the 
sovereignty of the old jurisdiction departs. The sovereignty of 
Maryland and Virginia was gone; the new sovereignty of the 
United States attached; and under the Constitution of the United 
States as interpreted here upon this floor the Congress of the 
United States is absolutely supreme in the Territories, unchecked 

xy any constitutional provision. You could not get over the 
aimcuity by saying that the District of Columbia brought with it 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The District of Columbia did not, under the theory of some, 
bring with it the Constitution of the United States any more than 
it brought with it the laws of Virginia and Maryland; and if these 
laws could be repealed by the legislative action of Congress, the 
Constitution itself could have n withdrawn. What was to 
prevent it? How did the Constitution act ex proprio vigore in 
that instance and not actin all? The proponents of the theory of 
Congressional sovereignty are constantly met with this obstacle. 
They deny the action of the Constitution of the United States in 
extending itself, and in order to get the District of Columbia 
under the egis of the Constitution they have to invent a theory, 
and that theory is counter to all law regulating the cession of 
territory to other States. 

Now, so far as Virginia and Maryland are concerned, the United 
States is a distinct sovereignty, and the United States was no more 
bound by any organic or legislative law of those States than it is 
bound to-day in regard to the ee or Puerto Rico or any 
of its possessions; not a particle. hey stand on the same basis. 

And, Mr. President, what about these personal rights? The 
Declaration of Independence sets out broad principles of individ- 
ual rights—that every man is entitled to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness. But would the Senator from Kentucky con- 
tend that ex proprio vigore trial by jury was to be had in the 
Territory to protect those rights? Theserights exist independent of 
constitutions, but laws are made to execute these rig‘its, to pre- 
serve these rights, to maintain these rights, If the Uonstitution 
proprio vigore carries these personal rights into the Territories, 
the Constitution goes as a whole into the Territories—the provision 
relative to personal rights and every other constitutional pro- 
vision. 

e M E ale Mr. President, has the Senator from Louisiana 
nished? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have about finished. 

Mr. HALE. I was goin to suggest that he will be cut off, as 
everything will, at 2 o’clock and that this little resolution of mine 
that is waiting be adopted now. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will yield to the Senator, 

Mr. HALE, Iask that a vote be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr, HALE. Now, let the debate go on, Mr. President. 
[Laughter. } 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 8347) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate three resolutions coming over from an earlier day and retain- 
ing their place by unanimous consent on account of the sickness 
of two Senators, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PerricrEew]. What shall be 
done with them? 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. That arrangement ought to be 
continued, I think, until the Senators are able to be in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that these three resolutions retain their 

lace, without prejudice, until the Senators return to the Senate. 
s there objection? The Chair bears none, and it is so ordered, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 17th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
83) increasing the limit of cost of the new building for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, to meet the increased prices of building 


materials, and to 
house extension of the same height as the main build 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

Mr. CULLOM. It isso nearly 2 o’clock that in the a) sa 
anything else apparently that is ready for consideration, | will all 
up Senate bill No. 222, to provide a government for the Terri, = 
o r 


it of making the south end of tho power. 


ing. 


Say 


Hawaii. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed tho on, 
sideration of the bill (S, 222) to provide a government for ¢}), Ter. 
ritory of Hawaii. _— 

Mr. CULLOM. _Iask leave to make a few formal amendmey; 
to the bill which I did not have made on last Friday, [| asi ¢), t 
they bemadenow. Theseare simply toconnect the statutes which 
are repealed. 7 


y 


On page 3, line 21, after the words ‘‘sections thirty to thirty. 
three,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” am 

On page 4, line 1, after the words ‘‘sections one hundred and 
fifty to one hundred and fifty-six,” I move to insert © inclusive » 

On page 5, line 4, after the words ‘‘elevon hundred an: , 
eight,” I move toinsert “inclusive.” 

On the same , line 8, after the words “thirteen hundreg 
and fifty-four,” I move to insert “‘ inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 9, after the words “fifteen hundred ang 
fourteen,” [ move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” ; 

On the same , line 15, after the words ‘‘seventeen hundred 
and fifty-eight,” I move to insert ‘‘inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 17, after the words “ eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two,” I move to insert “‘ inclusive,” 

On the same page, line 19, after the words “sixty-seven,” |; 
to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 21, after the words ‘three hundred and 
seventy-one,” I move to strike out ‘‘to” and insert “and,” 

On the same page, line 23, after the words ‘‘four hundred and 
thirteen,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

On page 6, line 1, after the words “six hundred and five,” | 
move to insert ‘‘inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 6, after the words “seven hundred and 
fifty-five,” I move to insert ‘‘inclusive.”’ 

On the same page, line 7, after the words “eight hundred and 
nine,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 10, after the words ‘eight hundred and 
fifteen,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 12, after the words ‘“‘ nine hundred and 
six,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

the same ©, line 15, after the words ‘‘eleven hundred and 
seventy-nine,” I move to insert “inclusive.” 

On the same , line 16, after the words, ‘‘ twelve hundred and 
nine,” I move to insert ‘‘ inclusive.” 

On the same page, line 17, after the word “ seventy-six,” I move 
to insert ‘‘inclusive.” 

These amendments are simply to make certain the chapters or 
sections that are to be repealed. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr, CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not intend, when this bill 
was last before the Senate, to make any remarks at all, except as 
they might be called forth in the consideration of the different 
sections of the bill. But since that time 1 have concluded that 
perhaps I ought to say a few words in a general way in reference 
to the measure as a sort of introduction to the consideration of 
the billitself. Itis perhaps expected that some member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate should say some- 
thing, in advance of its consideration by the Senate generally, 
about the bill reported to the Senate and which is now before 
this body; and as the distinguished Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
MorGaAN] and myself were on the commission appointed by the 
President to recommend to Congress such legislation concerning 
the Hawaiin anes as the . aremnenen —— —_ mens asary OF 
proper, it is perhaps expected of us especially to explain the )1). 

Going beak te a period beyond the passage of the joint resin 
tion annexing the islands, it might be well to say that the joint 
resolution recited the language in of the treaty of annexation 
concluded at oma on the 16th of June, 1897, where the 
preamble to the resolution states that the Republic of Hawai 
ceded absolutely and without reserve to the United States of 
America all rights of sovereignty of whatsoever kind in ani! over 
the Hawaiian ds and their Lépanilencies, and also ceded and 
transferred to the United States the absolute fee ani owners'P 
of all public, government, or crown lands, public buss, 
harbors, etc. "a nee 

I desire to say that the language used in the joint resolu 
was the same language substantially as that used in the tres) 
which was by the Hawaiian government, but finally n° 
ratified by the Senate of the United States; but the joint rsolt 
tion was taken up and in place of the treaty; so that when 
the joint resolution in its whereas recites what the Hawaiian a 
omens did, it relates to the treaty which had been ratified by t 

waiian government. 
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The joint resolution declared also that said cession is accepted, 
ratified, and confirmed and that the islands and their dependencies 
annexed as part of the territory of the United States and sub- 
a to the sovereign dominion of the United States. The joint 
y eolution of annexation also provided that the laws of the United 
states relative to public lands shall not apply to such lands in the 
Hawaiian Islands, but that the Congress of the United States 
should enact special laws for their ogee and disposition, 
and that all revenue from or proceeds of the same should be used 
solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands 
for educational and other public purposes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins inthechair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

> CULLOM. Certainly. 

ir, OUNDSAY, With the Senator's consent, I will ask him 
whether the provisions of the joint resolution of the two Houses of 
the American Congress were ever ratified or a by any leg- 
islative action on the part of the government of Hawaii? 

Mr. MORGAN. They were. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think they did accept it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. : 

Mr. CULLOM. As Isaid, the joint resolution followed the vol- 
untary cession by the Hawaiian government, as expressed in the 
treaty which we failed to ratify. — 

Mr. LINDSAY. ‘The treaty failed? 

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty failed here. 

I will not diseuss the other provisions of the joint resolution 
further than to say that the public debt of the Republic of Hawaii, 
existing at the date of the passage of the joint resolution, includ- 
ing the amounts due to depositors in the Hawaiian Postal Savings 
Bank, should be assumed by the Government of the United States, 
but the liability of the United States in this respect should in no 
case exceed $4,000,000. 

Mr. President, the commission charged with the duty of inves- 
tigating and reporting to Congress undertook the py Bae 
upon it by the act, and made their report, which is before the 
Senate, and a year and more ago reported the bill which was re- 
ferred to the Sommittee on Foreign Relations, considered and 
reported to the Senate, but not acted upon by the Senate during 
that session, but which was reintroduced at the beginning of this 
session, acted upon by the Foreign Relations Committee, and re- 
ported again to the Senate. 

The bill under consideration is the result, first, of the work in 
part by the commission, but subsequently amended in a number 
of particulars and reported to the Senate for consideration. 

I will not undertake to call attention of the committee to each 
of the sections as they appear in the bill, because it would require 
more time than I deem n to claim at the hands of the 
Senate, and secondly, because I do not think there will be much 
opposition to many sections of the bill. The committee under- 
took to prepare a bill which would be most in the interest of the 
people of those islands and as near as possible, as we thought, 
satisfactory to the people of the States. In the first place, we 
regarded it as proper toname theislandsas the Territory of Hawaii, 
the island of Hawaii being much the larger island of the group. 

The bill under consideration oo substantially for a Terri- 
torial government, very largely in harmony with the governments 
of our Territories as they have existed in this country. There is, 
however, this difference: We found in Hawaii a very substantial, 
Wwell-administered eprscpment existing, and which has existed for 
very many years. I desire that the Senate shall realize that the 
government over there, now called the republic, has existed very 
nearly as it is now for very many years, in other words, that that 
is an old country and an old government. It is true it has been 
most of the time under a monarchy, but it is now called the re- 
public of Hawaii. As I said, it has existed for many years; first, 
under a monarchy and, secondly, under what was styled the re- 
public of Hawaii, with a president and cabinet, with a legislature 
and constitution anda aol of civil and penal laws, with a supreme 
court, and with circuit courts and other minor judicial offices. 

When the coramission visited those islands we found that, ac- 
cording to their lastcensus, the population numbered from 110,000 
to 120,000 people and that there is about 7,000 square miles of ter- 
ritory, much the island being the island of Hawaii and 
containing 4,210 square miles, the an islands ranging from 760 
to about 100 a—_ miles. The ulation of those islands is 
Composed of about 31,000 native Hawaiians, about 8,000 half- 
castes, about 2,500 British, 1,400 or 1,500 Germans, between 3,000 
= 4,000 Americans, 15,000 Portuguese, 24,000 Japanese, 21,000 
Chinese, and then a few hundred from several other nations. It 
— now that there are perhaps 150,000 people in the Ter- 


... commission and the committee deemed it wiser to prepare 
& measure disturbing conditions there as little as 
might be consistent with the best interests of both the islands and 





this country. Hence the bill under consideration recognizes the 
existence of their system of courts, recognizes their legislature, 
and provides for many local offices for administering the laws of 
the Territory. 

The commission also made a pretty thorough examination of the 
laws then in force, and, in view of the change from an independent 
government toaTerritorial government of the United States, pro- 
pose to repeal in the bill before us such laws as we found in their 
statutes would necessarily have to be repealed either by their leg- 
islature or by the Congress of the United States; so that in the 
work which the commission performed the laws to be left in force. 
if the bill should pass, are embodied as an appendix to the report 
itself made to the President and laid before Congress. 

Mr. President, I know it will be said that these laws referred to 
to be repealed and laws referred toto be continued are unknownas to 
exactly what they are by the Senate or by Congress or by anybody 
else outside, unless they have looked into them. But the liws to 
be retained are in a volume connected with the report, and the 
subject was thoroughly investigated by the commission, having 
on it two gentlemen, President Dole, of the republic, and Judge 
Frear, of the supreme court, both of them very familiar with the 
statutes, and both of them assisted largely, if they did not do most of 
the work, in selecting forrepeal those laws which would evident! 
and plainly be in antagonism with the provisions of the bill which 
we reported; and most of them also are unnecessary in view of 
the changed condition of that government into a Territorial gov- 
ernment belonging to the United States. 

The bill also by its fourth section declares that all persons who 
were citizens of the republic of Hawaii on the 12th of August, 
1898, are declared to be citizens of the United States, and in the 
fifth section it is declared that all the laws of the United States 
not locally inapplicable, except as specified, shall have the same 
force and effect within the Territory as elsewhere in the United 
States. The section provides, however, that section 1850 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States shall not be applicable to the 
Territory. But it isprovided in the sixth section that the laws of 
Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of the United 
States or the provisions of the bill when it shall become a lawshall 
continue in force, subject to repeal or amendment by the legisla- 
ture of Hawaii or the Congress of the United States. 

The question is raised whether, under that section, any act 
passed in the future would be subject to repeal or amendment by 
the Congress of the United States. That section ought perhaps 
to be amended so that it shall read that the laws of Hawaii now 
in force or hereafter to be enacted not inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution or laws of the United States shall continue in force, 
subject to repeal or amendment by the legislature of Hawaii or 
the Congress of the United States. 

Section 1890, referred to in the fifth section, provides that no 
corporation or association for religious or charitable purposes 
shall acquire or hold property valued at over $50,000. This sec- 
tion, if allowed to apply to the Territory of Hawaii, would inter- 
fere with the Kamehameha schools and the Young Men’s Christian 
Association omen of property, as either amounts to more in 
value than $50,000. Hence it was insisted by the friends of the 
school as well as of the Young Men’s Christian Association that 
their educational and charity work should not be interfered with. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would it interrupt the Senator if 
I should ask him a question? 

Mr, CULLOM. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 


Mr. CULLOM. I do. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. LI inquire of the Senator whether 
he thinks that the right to hold property by such a corporation 


should be entirely unlimited or whether some other limit ought 
to be fixed? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, perhaps, there ought to be a limit, but 
this school is a great institution, founded many years ago. I sup- 
pose that the property came from the Kamehameha estate. I 
think it would be very unfortunate that such an institution should 
be interfered with by limiting the amount to the sum specified in 
the original statutes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator is quite right 
about that, but the question arose in my mind whether there 
should not be some limitation as to the amount of property to be 
held. There is almost always such a limitation in Territorial 
bills. 

Mr. CULLOM, That is true; and if I knew how much the in- 
stitution held, I might be able to answer definitely as to what the 
limit should be; but I really do not know. I should be willing to 
limit the amount to what the institution now has. 

The eighth section of the bill provides for the abolition of the 
offices of president, minister of foreign affairs, minister of the in- 
terior, minister of finance, minister of public instruction, auditor- 
general, deputy auditor-general, surveyor-general, marshal, and 
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deputy marshal of the republic of Hawaii. These offices were, | judgment of the committee, was regarded as proper for j ha «; 
of course, created as a part of the civil establishment of an inde- | being, in the belief that in a little while, after matters (2° 
pendent government and, of course, ought to be abolished. somewhat more settled in the Territory, such property ou,)0 

The bill recognizes the legislative department of the Territory, | tions could be safety gotten rid of. 

consisting of two houses—senate and house of representatives— I am not myself certain that such a provision is needed. op, 
after the fashion of our three great departmentsof government. It | contrary, I am somewhat inclined to the belief that it is », a 
also provides that the senate shall be composed of fifteen members, | for the sake of being sure and safe I consented that this ; soniiee 
who shall hold office for four years, but that of the senators elected | should be placed in the bill and retained for the present The 
at the first general election seven shall be elected for two years only | bill provides now for simply an educational qualification for yo. ~ 
and the eight for four years each, and the districts in which they | who vote for members of the house of representatives aj. 


—— 


QUalificg. 


shall be elected are as they now exist in the Territory under the | ceipt showing that they have paid their taxes, while , properte 
republic of Hawaii. The commission thought they ought not to | qualification is required of the voter who seeks to vote for re 
be disturbed at present. candidate for the senate, and the same property qualification «),.) 


The commission found that under the constitution of the re- | be required of any man who becomes a senator. — 
public of Hawaii the qualification of voters for Territorial senators | This es is perhaps one of as much importance as any oi hoe 
and representatives, as also the qualifications of senators and rep- | in the bill, and as likely to produce a difference in the mina... 
resentatives, were not thesame. The qualification of a voter for | Senators as to what is the proper course to pursue on that «), bicet 
a candidate for the senate required that the citizen desiring to vote I have a paper here, which was prepared by the late attorney. 
for a candidate for the senate should own real property in the Ter- | general of the Hawaiian Islands on this subject, which | intend 
ritory of the value of $2,500—I think in the law it is $1,500—should j to read, because I think it sets out as well and as fully that side of 
pay his taxes on such valuation, etc., and that a candidate for the | the question as it can be set out by anybody. It proceeds—_ 
senate should also own the same amount of real property and pay Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator state how long this property 
his taxes, etc., while a voter fora candidate for the house of repre- | qualification, which now obtains, as I understood hit to cay in 
sentatives should not be required to own any real estate, and the | the islands, has been in existence? is 
qualification of a voter for a senator or a representative was that Mr. CULLOM. There has been a property qualification there 
he should, in addition to the property qualification named, be a } for ve sy years. 
male citizen, ot yonsact age,and be able to speak, read, and write Mr. TILLMAN. For how long? 
the English or Hawaiian language, etc. Mr. CULLOM. I donot remember the number of years, byt 

Since I prepared this statement I have been furnished with a } almost all the time. : 
memorandum which I wish to have inserted. It is from the hear- Mr. TILLMAN, Did it exist under the former government? 
ing before the commissioners, and is as follows: Mr. CULLOM. It has always existed, under the monarchy ag 

Commissioner Doe. Voters for members of the house are not required to | Wellas under the republic. The republic has only lasted, of course, 
have a property qualification, but the members themselves have a property | for four or five years, as the Senator knows, but there was a prop- 


qualification. The voters have an intelligence qualification. i i tim i 1 
Mr. Cooper. It is practically a free franchise for native-born people for “7 ee before that © under different rulers. 


peri ene ee 


~ 
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the house of representatives. For the senate there is a qualification of an Mr. TILLMAN. So that the innovation of a property qualifica- 
income of $600 per annum, or real estate equal to $1,500, or personal property | tion for voters is not new under the Dole administration’ 
equal to $3,000. Mr. CULLOM. No; it is not new. 


This question of property qualification in addition to educational |} Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is very much less than formerly, 
qualification, I confess, gave me some trouble, and yet the condi-}|_ Mr.CULLOM. The property q cation which now esists is 
tion existing there and the appeals to the commission for a reten- | to the effect that a representative shall own property as well asa 
tion of a property qualification in the bill convinced the commis- | senator, but it does not provide—and I think there has been no 
sion, oot think the judgment of the Committee on Foreign Rela- cee! oe pn for some time back—that a voter for a representa- 

ions agreed with it, that some property qualification should be | tive shall own any property, but that he shall simply be able to 
uae of vote for senators - the ae — : ture, —— —_ read, and write the English language or the Hawaiian 
it was deemed unn to be requi of voters for mem an . 
of the house of representativesor of the representatives themselves. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The members of the upper house 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, would the Senator mind stat- | were yer by the monarchy? 
ing what those reasons are? Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

r. CULLOM. I will state them before I get through. I Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question, 
would rather the Senator would not interrupt me just now. not pee perhaps, to what he is saying’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but it | Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator. 
is a very important matter he is discussing, and most of the Sen- Mr. SPOONER. How many voters, if the Senator knows, are 
ators seem to be absent. I notice there is no quorum present, and “—_ now qualified under the laws of Hawaii? 

I should like to get Senators here and have them listen to what is . CULLOM, I can answer that in a moment, if the Senator 


being said. = — a 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is av ood idea, r. SPOO Certainly. A 
Mr. CULLOM. I think 80, too. id. Mr. CULLOM. The statement continues: 
The amo eet _ ae of a quorum being Qonceding that the fore bora Chin ese and Japanese will be hereatter, 
suggested, the re e roll, as they are now, exclu e elective franchise, there remain as fac- 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- | tors in the political problem the Americans, the British, the Germans ts 


swered to their names: Now I come to that which will answer in part the inquiry of the 


Aldrich, Gallinger, McEnery, Rawlins, ; 
Allison, Hansbrough, McMillan, as Senator from W . iii 
Burrows, Harris, Martin, Shoup, The last tion of voters under the monarchy was in 15%] as follows: 
Seaton S Bowley, pene . — | Hawaiians, 9,554; Portuguese, 2,091; foreigners, 1,770; total, 15,415. 
ark, yo. eid, . , 2, 
Clay, . Jones, Ark. Nelson, Stewart, | That answers the Senator's question partly. 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Tillman, | Mr. SPOONER. Yes, partly. 
ie bats Pea vo Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know that I can answer it more deft 
Cullom, Lindsay, Pettus, Vest, . e 
Davis, McBride, Platt, Conn. Warren, nitely without ref: to the records. : 
Paivbe ee pean Se Be Wetmore. Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator able to tell me in the last res: 
Fairbanks, McCumber, Quarles, istration under the monarchy how many qualified voters there 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- | were in Hawaii? the 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. Mr. CULLOM. Ican not do so for the reason that when : 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senate is | republic was established upon the ruins of the monarchy ara 
not dis to give attention to this subject. If I were permit- | was required a more rigid registration, and there has not ben 


ted to do so, I should endeavor to have the bill passed in their ab- | very large vote of any kind since, nor a very a registrar 
sence, if the Senators present would vote for it. The pending | Those who were not entirely satisfied to identify t emselves fay 
subject is one of very great importance, and it seems to me the | with the republic declined to register, and therefore co” -_ 
Senate of the United States ought to give to it a little attention. | vote. Besides that, when there is no opposition the vote 's 
The commission and the committee agreed that the amount of | light, as is the case everywhere else. vote undet 
property required, however, by the constitution and laws of the r.SPOONER. Can the Senator tell me the largest vo'® “ 
erritory as they now exist ought to be reduced, and hence the | the republic? wa. bat I 
bill provides only that the qualification of a senator and the quali- | Mr. CULLOM. I do not think I have the figures here, 
fication of a voter for a senator should be reduced to $1,000 in real | can furnish them to the Senator. : - hborhood 
property in the Territory, or to the amount of $600 income for| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Somewhere in the neighbo 
the year previous to voting, and that the voter and senator should | of 3,000, was it not? thousand 
be required to pay their taxes, etc. This qualification, in the! Mr. CULLOM. In the neighborhood of three or four thom 
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votes, Ordinarily it was about that many, and it has been about | 
ee same under the republic. 

‘Mr, CLAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator any estimate of the number 
of people who would be voters under the provisions of this bill, if 
passe ULLOM. I have no doubt myself that if those who were 
entitled to yote should register and vote under this bill there 

ould be anywhere from 10,000 to 15,000 voters. 

“the PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay]? 
"Mr. CULLOM. I do. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator has already answered the question I 
intended to ask. : : 3 

Mr. CULLOM. My views on the question are partially on the 
information which has been furnished me, I am reading now 
from the paper of the attorney-general: 

My views on the questions are partially based on the facts of this registra- 
tion above given, which shows that thenative and Portuguese vote is largely 
in excess of the “ foreign ” vote. 

When he says “foreign vote” he means as against the natives 
of the islands. 


ie foreign vote included Americans, British, and Germans, but it may be 
otioniae reduced, because the British generally and the Germans toa 


large extent will not become American citizens. | 


They seem to be unwilling to identify themselves with the United 
States to the extent of becoming American citizens. 


number of Anglo-Saxon voters may therefore be decreased, while, on 
the con hand, the Portuguese male inhabitants who can read and write are 
largely increasing. 


That would give an indication that the vote would be other than 
that given in the estimate I read a while ago. 


Under manhood suff: with educational qualifications only, you will see 
that the native voters (9,554) will largely outnumber the white or Anglo-Saxon 
yoters (1,770), and the Portuguese voters outnumber the Anglo-Saxon voters. 


The Portuguese number some 15,000, while the Americans, Ger- 
mans, and English number between six and seven thousand, 


Unless some means are adopted to control the native vote the Territorial 
legislature would probably pass quickly into the hands of the natives, and 
the only check upon their acts would be the veto of the governor. There is 
no reason to believe that a single white person or American should be able to 
obtain a seat in either branch of the legislature if the natives combined, as 
they might, on racial grounds. Even the Portuguese, as against the Anglo- 
Saxon, could exclude the latter from taking any part in legislation. 


; Ce er the monarchy the upper house was composed of nobles appointed 
or life. 


That is the way the senate would be established. 


Under the new constitution of 1887, forced upon the king by the whites, 
and after the overthrow of the menerchy tn 1893, a property qualification was 
imposed by the Republicans upon the electors for senators. This created a 
distinct class of conservative men, who held in check the lower house. With- 
out this property qualification, the thrifty—those who had built up the coun- 
try by their labor and capital, those who were properly regarded as the intel- 
ligent part of the community—would have been largely without representa- 


tion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand, if the Senator will allow me—— 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield? 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say further—and then I will yield 
to the Senator—that what I have been stating is not my view, but 
the view of the ex-attorney-general of Hawaii. 
vel TILLMAN, Was that the attorney-general under the re- 

ic? 


Mr. CULLOM. Under the republic; yes, sir. He has resigned 
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Mr. SPOONER, I was aware of that; but I wish to know how 
many people who are capable so far as education is concerned 
would be disfranchised because of the want of property: 

Mr. CULLOM. It would disfranchise a great many. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator permit me to ask him 
how many would be voters or eligible to vote for senators under 
the property qualification? Has he any data upon that point? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave not. Does the Senator ms 
natives? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simpty want to know how many voters 
there would be who would have the pro 
sary to vote for senators, and I would | 
nativity is? 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as their nativity is concerned, I do not 
SS could very well answer the question. 

r. TILLMAN. Or their nationality, I should have said. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before we get through with this subject I shall 
furnish statistics on that point to the Senator or to the Senate, if 
that be agreeable. 


The attorney-general proceeds as follows: 


un as to the 


erty qualification neces- 
ike to know what their 


My own experience, as well as that of others who took part in public af 
fairs, convinces me and them that with an excessively large native vote with- 
out property qualifications, the government of the islands would be in the 
control of the natives, to the great detriment of the interests of the whites 
and of the Territory. 


The danger to be apprehended from the native voter: (1) They can cast 
about 4 votes to the Anglo-Saxon 1, and, under the new provisions of the bill 
regarding citizenship, may cast even a larger vote in proportion. 

That is under the educational qualification. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Natives? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; natives. I may say this is not appropri- 
ate here, because the attorney-general is referring to the bill 
pending in the House of Representatives, 

The statement continues: 


This enormous power is of itself liable to great abuse. A party of Polyne- 


sians dominating over the Americans by 8,000 -otes to 1,500 or less will not 
hesitate to use that power. 

(2) The native has lived for one generation under the American system 
of jurisprudence and American institutions owing tothe strong influence 
of the Americans who have resided in the islands, the most of whom are 


known as “missionaries."”” But the native is only one generation removed 
from serfdom, the despotic rule of the king and chiefs. He had little educa- 
tion or training in the practice of self-government. More than all, he has 
not acquired the habit of self-government, which is the safety and staying 
power of the Anglo-Saxon. If Polynesians, recently ** civilized,’ were now 
capable of self-rule, they would stand as the most remarkable example in 
history of the rapid rise of a people, and utterly distance the AngloSaxon 
in the rapidity of their development of political wisdom. 

(3) The natives yet remain “children of the Tropics,” and have hardly 
parted with the economic ideas which the race has held for over a thousand 
years, They have had few wants, and alittle labor supplied their wants 


I desire to say that so far as the natives are concerned they are 
a kindly, affectionate, docile, listless class of people, not desiring 
to give any trouble to anybody or to have any themselves, but 
wishing to be let alone; and if they could get rid of the demagogues 
they would always support the Government in its best interests. 

Mr. President, I sha P not take up the time of the Senate by 
reading further from this paper, but the end of it is that the sub- 
stantial people there, who have been intimately identified with the 
government in its struggle for independence, in the effort to get 
rid of the monarchy, and to assist in the establishment of good 
government, believe that some property qualification ought to be 
provided for in the bill, so that, as an experiment, if you please, 
they would feel that they were safe in not having their statutes 


his office since the commission was in Hawaii, a year and a half | overturned and their government and the prosperity of their people 
ag 


0. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Is he an American? | 
Mr. CU LLOM. No, sir; he is a native of one of the Hawaiian 
Islands, and his grandfather lived there before him, I think. | 
Mr. TILLMAN. 1 understand the Senator to say these are not 

his views, but yet he has adopted them in the bill he has presented. 
Mr. CULLOM. No; I have not fully. Iam giving the views, 
however, of a man who is familiar with the subject, so that the 
Senate may understand the whole case as it appears to a man who 
= identified himself with the islands and is now living in Hono- 
lulu. He was born on one of the other islands and is thoroughly 
interested in the ty of those people. 
Mr.SPOONER, Mr. President, if it will not disturb the Sena- 
tor, I should like to ask another question. 
Mr.CULLOM. Certainly. 
on SPOONER. Is the Senator able to afford any estimate of 
®number of natives who would have the right to vote upon a 
fixed educational test? 
wan CULLOM, Nearly all of them who are of age. The fact 
cal tthe native Hawaiians, except the very old, are able to speak, 
a a even write the lish language, and substantially all 
Mr speak, read, and the Hawaiian lan e, 

. MO. . If the Senator will allow me, I will say, in re- 
a to the Senator from Wisconsin, that they have had a com- 
ome system of education there for many years. Everybody 

was compelled to attend school. 
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destroyed. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Ulinois a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CULLOM, Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator stated it ata time when I 
was notin the Chamber. Has there beena property qualification 
imposed there heretofore? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the republic. 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the republic. Under the monarchy, as 
I ought to have stated in the first place, the body equivalent to 
the senate was a council appointed by the monarch, so that it did 
not make much difference what the house did 

Mr. TELLER. The house was elected? 

Mr. CULLOM. The lower house was elected. I think there 
was @ property qualification for house members, but none for the 
voters, and that existed under the republic as it is now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Asa matter of fact, was not the monarchy 
which instituted that property qualification under duress and was 
it not forced by the revolutionary party, led by Mr, Dole and 
others, to put that very provision in the decree? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care to go into a discussion as to how 
the republic came to be established. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not talking about the republic. I am 
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talking about the property qualification under the monarchy be- 
fore the republic was established. 

Mr. CULLOM. The council, which existed before the senators 
who are to take its place, was appointed by t .e monarch himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Was not the monarch himself largely under 
the control of Mr. Dole and his associates? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not at all. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Alabama wish to say 
something? 

Mr. TELLER. I want toask one more question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has 
already yielded to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. The question is whether he does not think that 
having an educational qualification for voters would enable them 
to dispense with the property qualification? 

Mr. CULLOM. I answered that a moment ago. 

Mr. TELLER. It must have been before I came in, 

Mr. CULLOM. I said that personally I had been inclined soto 
believe, but that the commission and the Committee on Foreign 
Relations both thought a property qualification ought to be re- 
quired, and so it is in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say to the Senator who has charge of 
the bill that I should like very much to vote for this bill, but I 
think some corrections ought to be made. Ido wish to hear some 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations tell me why at 
this late hour we are to put in not only an educational qualifica- 
tion, but a property qualification also. I myself am unable to 
vote for any proposition of that character, and I do not intend to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not on the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, but I suppose the question which arises is just 
this: Under the old régime there had been friction between the 
native population and the American population, and bitterness 
and conflict, and the fear is that the native yee so largely 
outnumbering the American population or the Anglo-Saxon popu- 
lation, may conceive the idea that they can run that government 
by votes as against the Anglo-Saxon people and the Anglo-Saxon 
den, and that they will be liable to be influenced by demagogues— 
people who still hold, in a way, to the old monarchy —and that there 
is great danger that all Anglo-Saxon influence there may be over- 
turned. 1 ee that must be the situation. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the whole story. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to debate that when I can do it 
without trespassing on the time of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Alabama wish to say 
something? 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought I could clear up this question a lit- 
tle by reading from the 7 of the committee made to the com- 
— on the subject, in which the facts as to suffrage are 
stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Proceed, if you wish. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will premise by saying that Kamehameha 
TI, who was an educated man, drew with his own hand the first 
constitution of Hawaii while he was King, and had it ordained 
by an assembly that he brought around him, which he called the 
house of nobles and the commons or representatives. I have not 
understood historically that any pe.son assisted him in the prep- 
aration of that draft of the constitution. Doubtless he advised 
with Dr. Judd, who was at that time his great friend and legal 


adviser, and who did not go out there as a , but asa 
physician. He may also have advised with an Englishman, whose 
name I can not call, who was then a member of h cabinet. But 


Kamehameha wrote that constitution and ordained it, not by a 
vote of the people, but by the power of his supreme authority. 
In that constitution he created two houses for legislation; one 
was the nobles, and the other was the house of representatives, I 
forget the particular names they gave to those houses, 
r. CULLOM. A council and a—— 
Mr. MORGAN. I mean the Hawaiian names. 
Mr. CULLOM., I do not know, either. 


Mr. MORGAN, The two houses sat together. The senators 
held their pines for life. The mem of the house were 
elected by the ——_ after a while. 

Mr. TELLER. Both houses? 

Mr. MORGAN, The members of the house, 


Mr. TELLER. I thought the Senator said “houses.” 

Mr. MORGAN, The subject was referred to a subcommittee 
of the commission which was sitting there, and they 
report on it. It is not long, and I think it will pro give the 
Senators a more distinct idea of the situation than perhaps could 
be derived in any other way: 


The question of the elective franchise and of representation in the legisla- 
tive y isa delicate and most important question, pon this depends 
ay general character of the local government — 


o classes of qualifications have been relied on chief past 
eee a fair pc of membership in the “ ted Recta 


al and the property q ons. Theeducational 
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es 
es 


requires members and voters for members of each branch of +),..)... . 

to be able to read, write, and speak the English or Hawaiian Jo. ture 
qualification has long been required in Hawaii, and no ohiae. Se Tb 
offered to it from any quarter. Practically all the native Haw, .°™ & 


this qualification. 
That is the educational qualification. 


The property qualifications are more restrictive, and ¢)): 
while believi t the time will come when these cam be oan 
are of the that for the present they should be retained + ! 
The property quaiifications should not, however, be increas... The cxtet 
perhaps with safety be reduced. Conditions in this respect in 17,0) mst 
rom those in the United States. The peoplect Hawaii havealways ime, 
tomed to restri representation, especially int, 


POsge 


estrictions in the matter oe us 

branch of the legislature. A review of the past will show th. 2°") 

will show also that the recommendations of the commission are. 

in the direction of extension rather than of restriction of tho .. 

re on. Priv 
nder the present constitution of Hawaii members of tho Jo, 

the legislative body are uired to own property valued at ) 

$1,000, or to have an annual income of not less than $600. 1; js ». 

that these figures be now reduced to $500 and $250, respectively. 


I believe those are the figures in the bill. 


Under the present constitution members of the upper house ay, 
to own property valued at $3,000 or to have an annual income of « 
Sou vosemnenanrnes that these figures be reduced to $2,000) and &) \ . at is 
tively. : 

These restrictions upon membership in the two houses a; ‘ 
they go, and yet they are not as effective as might at first appea. fe. 
are always some men of every class who possess these qualilicatiny. 
only effective way to obtain a fairly conservative legislature yu... 
tions such as exist at present in Hawaii is to require proper qualiio. 
of the voters themselves. a 


That the committee has disregarded. 


For many years, under the monarchy, voters for membe; 
house were required to own property to the extent of $150), o: 
which the annual rent was at least $25, or to have an annual ines 
These restrictions were y removed under the monarchy. Tho» 
been no property qualification whatever ‘for voters for men { 
lower house under the republic, and it is recommended that 
none in the future. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And there are none in the )jj). 
Mr. MORGAN. No; none in the bill for the lower house. 
As tothe upper people were for many years not permitted ¢ 





ther } 








house, the 
vote at all for its members. At first its members were appoint 
. It was not until 1887, under the monarchy, that they wer elected 
by the then the voters were required to own property, real 
Fepublic the amoun of real prope required inced t t 
r was reduce » $1 
t of g at $5,000 and the anne 
now ; 
pee, a © real-pr: q ication to $1,000, and to allow the 
come qualification to remain at This seems to be as great a reduction 
as made . 
of the y a the last years of the monarchy, when t! 
ert; were greater than roposed to make t 
are 
portion of ’ 
for members of the upper house and practically all of them for members o! 
the lower house. The suffrage has been extended in the past in Hawaii by 


cing, and membership was prcediery. Afterwards they were appo a 
for life. e 
at $3,000. or to have an annual income of $6). Und 
$600. Itis to remove the personal-property qual 
can safely be at the present time. This is evident from the 
n have ever exis ib f 
in Hawaii, and under them a large the native Hawaiians can vot 
degrees. Itis believed to be wisest to continue this process of growth. To 


remove the property qualifications gradually is probably the quickest way to 
obtain their entire removal ultimately. To sweep them all away at the 
resent prove so as to produce a reaction, by whi 
Phe franchise t be restricted much more than it is at present, if not 
taken away altogether. The two houses sit separately, and by requiringa 
perty qualification for voters for the upper house and nosuch qualification 
for voters for the lower house, all c are fairly represented and ea 
class may act as a check upon the other, since no bill can be passed without 
the concurrence of both houses. ie * 
To materially reduce the ications below what it is now propose 
make them would be to turn the legislature over to the mass 
a large portion of whom have not yet fully learned the meaning of represent 
ative government, and to practically deprive the more conservative ¢ 
ments y owners of effective representation. ie 
Heretofore two houses have been equal in membership, each conta! 
ing fifteen members. It is now proposed to double the membership of the 
lower house. This will increase the representation of the masses and at th 


same time give the lower house greater protection from outside influences 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell us what report that is: 
Whose is it? Who made it? A 
MORGAN. A report by myself and Judge Frear, a su 

the commission. . = 
. TILLMAN, Is Judge Frear a native Hawatan- Is he 
one of the commissioners appointed by President Dole? 

Mr. CULLOM, He was oem abe | by the President of th 

States. 


. £ tha 

Mr. MORGAN. He was appointed by the President of ™ 
United States. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Heisanative? _ 

Mr. MORGAN. No; he is not a native. He was born— 

.T . He is iiving there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He is interested? 

Mr. MORGAN. 


He has been for years chief jostice of the su 
court of Hawaii and is one of the ablest 


ever knew. nr 
Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator from Alabama through’ — 
Mr. MORGAN. I merely wished to read the extract I have 
: fo oe $08 sa ati he is one of 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Frear is not chief justice, but be’ 
the associate justices of the supreme court, 


awyers, I think, 
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Mr. MORGAN. I thought he was chief justice. 

Mr, CULLOM. No; Judge Judd was chief justice and recently 
resigned. nudge Frear may be chief justice now, perhaps, since 
I understand the chief justice tendered his resignation on account 

i alth. 

of il Pe resident, this goes upon all fours with what is talked here 
all the time, that these governments must be set up, so far as the 
United States has anything to do with them, as nearly as we can 
on a basis which will result in conserving the best interests of 
the people of that country as well as the United States generally. 
Hence, if it is thought best to impose a property qualification it 
is on the ground that the natives are not trained in civil govern- 
ment sufficiently to be trusted entirely with the control of the 
legislative department of the government. That is ali I desire to 
cay on that branch of the subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the Senator leaves that part, I suppose 
the idea that the small minority of white a in Hawaii must 
be protected in their property and in their civilization against the 


ignorance of the majority of colored people meets his hearty ap- | 


proval? 
Pr. CULLOM. The Senator need not suppose anything about 
I do my own 8 


pill which the Senator has presented here and which he is advo- 
ating. 

“Mr. CULLOM. I can not prevent the Senator's placing his own 
interpretation upon it. I will answer the Senator by saying I 
should be sorry to see any condition occur as the result of the 
passage of any act relating to that Territory which would result in 


confusion and the destruction of property and breaking down the | 


great business interest of that country, which is as prosperous to- 
day as any Territory or section of this country. 
Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, the Senator would object, 


and he is endeavoring to object, by legislation, to having igno- | 


rance and vice control intelligence and property. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not say that 1 want ignorance or vice to 
control. or that I believe in it. What I do say is that the commis- 
sion and the Committee on Foreign Relations took into consider- 
ation everything they could think of connected with this subject, 
and the majority of the commission and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations believed that the provisions of this 
bill were necessary in the interest of the prosperity and the wel- 
fare of that pee 

Mr. TILL : - the Senator does not understand that I 
am arguing in favor of ignorance and vice controlling the white 
people over there, 

CULLOM., Ido not say I understand anything of the sort. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator from South Carolina will permit 
me, the Senator from Illinois, on behalf of the committee, sub- 
mits the bill here which presents the best thought of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations as to the proper government to be pro- 
vided for this new Territory. The report of the subcommittee 
has been read. The Senator has presented here a bill which, in 
the opinion of the committee, is necessary in its provisions to se- 
cure good government and order in those islands, and to attain 
that there is a necessity of making certain restrictions on account 
of the small number of white people. 

Now, the Senator from Connecticut says there are seventeen 

Anglo-Saxons. are seventeen hundred white peo- 
ple, but a large number of them are Germans and French, as well 
as American; Anglo-Saxons from America as well as 
from England. But the white people were so outnumbered, as 
the Senator read from the statistics, that the committee did not 
think it was safe that the affairs of that Territory should be turned 
over toa body of voters who for any reason could take control 
and who wi as he read there, on account of racial prejudice, 
speedily unite to overthrow what was really the intelligent and 
dominating influence there cven under the monarchy. It was the 
White influence that dominated then. Everybody will recollect 
that in the time of Kalakaua it was American interests for Kala- 

against the English interests, which advocated the election 
of Queen Emma to the throne. Since then American influence 
has m dominant. It led to the treaty and finally to the act of 
annexation, 


So I take it the Senator from Illinois has ted here what 
the committee believe to be the very best thing to be done for 
these restrictions were not necessary they 

th A something had to be done under 
© pec ces surrounding that country, this small 
of white men owning the land and the large number of 
9,000—who have divested themselves of ali they 


Mr. TILLMAN, I will only interject right here the remark 
that I have benter from Dlinois give us some 
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in addition to the intelligence qualification which there is in the 


it. peosing. 7 | as effectual as if the act had not been passed, etc. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I thought that was a fair interpretation of the 


| gress can prohibit the penal enforcement of labor contracts, and 


| our labor laws over the Territory will prohibit any criminal pros- 
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information as to how far it applies. The fifteenth amendment 
to the Constitution reads: 


The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be danied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. 

It looks to me like that is a very sweeping provision and covers 
all these people. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator want to ask a question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. I should like to know whether this 
article applies to those Kanakas and others who are now being dis- 
criminated against? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no discrimination in this bill acainst 
any race of people. It simply provides a property qualification 


bill also. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That applies to all rac: 
colors. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘Toaill colors and all conditions. 

Section 10 provides that all obligations, contracts, rights of 
action, suits at law and in equity, prosecutions, and judgments 
existing prior to the taking effect of this act shall continue to be 


3 and all 


I assume that Congress can not invalidate contracts, but Con- 
I certainly am in favor of doing so: but I think the extension of 


ecutions or penal proceedings for the enforcement of labor con- 
tracts that exist in that island to-day. The law of Hawaii per- 
mitting the securing of labor under contract has been in force in 
that island for forty or fifty years and arose from the shipping of 
men on the whaling ships going into Hawaiian ports, enabling 
masters to secure sailors for a definite period, to whom they paid 
an advance in view of a contract for service to be rendered, As 
we all know, sailors throughout the world are under similar re- 
strictions to-day, and a master of a ship may resort to the law to 
compel fulfillment of seamen’s contracts, even to the extent of 
imprisonment or other punishment. When the labor laws are 
extended over the Territory, of course there will be no further right 
to make contracts to bring in laborers by sugar planters or any- 
body else. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I should like to ask one question 
for information. We commit the subject of making laws to the 
legislature of the Territory of Hawaii. Of course all our laws 
prohibiting the importation of alien laborers under contract will 
be enforced there, but will they have the right to continue their 
laws respecting laborers? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly not. If our labor laws are extended 
over that Territory, they will prohibit bringing in labor under 
contract. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But will that prohibit the passing 
of laws by their legislature after the laborers are there? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould think so. If it does not, it ought to; 
I will say that. I think it does. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand section 5 of the bill contains 
the provision the Senator from Connecticut inquires about. That 
section extends and applies to Hawaii all the laws of the United 
States not locally inapplicable. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly; but there has been a 
great deal of talk here as to their laws regarding laborers after 
they get there, by which, if they refuse to labor, they may be 
punished. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the law of our country on that sub- 
ject, now in force? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have nosuch laws. We have 
no laws relating to it, I understand. What I want to inquire 
about is whether there is anything which prohibits the Hawaiian 
legislature from making laws with reference to contracts which 
may be entered into in Hawaii between the laborer and his em- 
ployer containing provisions which we would not think were in 
accordance with the spirit of our institutions? 

Mr. FORAKER. Every law of that island in force now is re- 
pealed by this proposed act in so far as it may be inconsistent with 
the laws or Constitution of the United States. I suppose that will 
answer the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not locally inapplicable. A 

Mr. FORAKER, I think there is still another provision. _ 

Mr. CULLOM.. I think the bill as it is will cover that question. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. It ought to, if it does not. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it does not, it certainly ought to do so; and 
I shall be favorable to any amendment that will make it absolutely 
certain, if it is doubtful, that no such contracts shall be made as 
now exist. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says ‘1e thinks the bill will do that. 
I have been over the bill with all the care i could bestow upon it. 
That is one of the things I want to inquire about. If he will in- 
dicate that provigion, it will relieve me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had the impression that when we extended 
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the labor laws of the United States over that Territory the exten- 
sion carried with it the.prohibition, either directly or indirectly, 
of any such contracts as exist there now in respect of laborers. 

Mr. TELLER. Let me say one word. The difficulty I found 
was that there are a great lot of Hawaiian laws repealed, nullified, 
and not having the laws before me I could not tell by the refer- 
ences in the bill whether the Hawaiian labor law, which is practi- 
cally an enslaving law, is to be repealed or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator will find that all such laws 
are repealed in the repealing sections which we have here. 

Mr. TELLER. I hoped to find it, but I could not. I hope the 
Senator will look it up and let ug know about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will be glad to look it up and find out the 
exact fact, and bring in an amendment to cover the case if it is 
needed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have had the same difficulty that the 
Senator from Colorado has had. I have examined the bill with 
some care, and have failed to find any provision which would pro- 
hibit the introduction of contract labor. I would be glad if some 
reference to the provision of the bill which guards against its 
introduction would be furnished. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think, so far as that is concerned, 
that extending the laws of the United States over those islands 
will extend our laws against the introduction of alien contract 
labor. I think that is so. 

Mr. CULLOM,. Undoubtedly it does that. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not say so in an emphatic manner? 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I think thatis provided for in the 
bill. The only trouble I have had about it is whether the legisla- 
ture, dealing with contracts between laborers and employers in the 
islands, made in the islands, could pass obnoxious laws. 

Mr. CULLOM. I see the force of the Senator's suggestion. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know what the fact is. 

Mr. CULLOM. I confess that I have gone on under the impres- 
sion all the time that the extension of those laws would wipe out 
all such contracts as now exist and prevent such contracts being 
a at all hereafter. But we will look at the bill more carefully 

ater. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator from Illinois leaves this 
point, if he will allow me, I will call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut to section 10 of the proposed act. There is a 
provision which preserves and continues in force all obligations, 
contracts, rights of action, etc., which have been entered into or 
have accrued prior to the taking effect of this act. It may be that 
under that section there would result the co uences which the 
Senator apprehends, I think that is the section to which we 
should turn our attention when we take that up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut a question, to see what answer he, as a lawyer, will give. 
There are contract-labor laws there now existing, made perhaps a 
year ago, torun for three years. Now, what I should like the 
Senator to answer is whether, if such a contract as that exists 
and has not yet terminated, when this law takes effect, it abolishes 
or wipes out the contract or not. I assume that it would prevent 
the prosecution or punishment penally of a contract laborer who 
violated it, but whether it annuls the contract civilly, absolutely, 
has been a questionin my mind. I should like to have the Senator 
make a statement as to what he thinks about that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, i think not; because section 
10 provides that all obligations and contracts and judgments shall 
continue to be as effectual as if this act had not been passed. 

Mr. CULLOM, Suppose that was not there? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would be well to insert there an ex- 
ception as to contract labor. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. If there is anything in their acts 
inconsistent with the laws of the United States, then their laws 
are so far repealed and modified? 

Mr, CULLOM, Yes, 

_ Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But we have no lawson that sub- 


ject. 
—_ CULLOM. Why have we not? Do we not prosecute peo- 
ple for- 

Mr. FORAKER, We have laws prohibiting the importation of 
contract laborers. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly, and their laws of that 
sort are undoubtedly repealed, 

Mr. FORAKER. But I ask the Senator, would it repeal such a 
law in view of the provisions of section 10, that every contract 
that shall have been entered into before this act takes effect shall 
remain in full force and effect as though this act had not been 

sed? Thatis aspecific reference to that particular subject, and 
tseems to me it would control as against the general provision 
that the laws of the United States should take effect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the contracts they have entered 
into there, running three years, with alien laborers brought in un- 
der contract are to be preserved to the end of the term—— 

Mr. CULLOM,. Now, can they be annulled by a statute? 





Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Well, if they are to he », ' 
I certainly want to know that the penal laws which i). ) 
passed punishing these contract laborers for not fulf)|;,,. ....” 
contracts shall in some way be abrogated and annulled > their 

Mr. CULLOM. In answer tothat I desire to say that | },,, 
amendment now attached to the bill, which I propose j, .,. 
upon bolas adopted, as to the penal portion of the law or +)... 
tract. Whether we could annul a civil contract by an act o: ( 
gress is more than I know. a 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ihave nodoubt wecould. Wy... 
we ought to doit ornot, whether it is policy to do it, or ri)... 
justice demand it, I donot know; but { suppose that we ca; and 
fere with the obligations of contracts if we choose to doc, 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest that we might amend se :;.., ;, 
without doing any violence to the vested rights, it seems + ca 
by excepting that class of contracts—certainly all such eoyir.... 
belonging to that class that may have been entered into «i1....). 
date when Hawaii was annexed—because if any such contra, 
have been made to run for a term of years they were mavle wii) 
knowledge to everybody concerned that they were in yio},:), er 
the laws of the United States, which were shortly to be extender 
They are certainly in violation of the spirit of our institutions 
and such contracts ought to be abrogated if it is possible. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What language does the Senatoy 
suppose there is in section 10 which operates to abrogate them? 

r. FORAKER. No; I say it does not operate to abrrovate. jt 
it operates to confirm and to continue them; and I say in that sec. 
tion 10 I think there ought to be an amendment injected except: 
ing ee operation of section 10 from those contract: : 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. 
ator. I think he is quite right. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the point I make. 

Mr. CULLOM, I have an amendment right here that [ jp. 
tended at the proper time to offer, and I will read it. It is to adq 
to section 6, I believe, the following: 

Provided, That none of said laws nor the decisions of any of the courts of 
the Republic of Hawaii shall be in force or effect so as to allow imprisonment 
for debt or for the nonfulfillment of a labor contract. F 

Mr. FORAKER. Is there anything in this act to the contrary 
notwithatenting, in view of section 10, that ought to be added?” 

Mr. CULLOM, The amendment is there, I think, as far as] 
have read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, if Senators are satisfied 

Mr. NELSON, I suggest that the amendment ought to be in- 
serted in section 10, ‘‘that all obligations, contracts, etc.,” are 
ratified. There ought to be an amendment in that section ex- 
cepting contracts for labor entered into subsequent to the time 
when the island was annexed to the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM, Lhave got this amendment for that section. 
Poms that will help outsome. On page8, after section 10, add 
the following: 

Provided, That no contract for labor or for personal service shall be in 
force, either by injunction or other legal process. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to offer 
that amendment at this time? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to both amendments be- 
ing adopted now, if the Senate desire. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. 1 donot know that I want to have 
it adopted in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iilinois. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Which amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment just read by 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to be heard a little 
about that last amendment. 1 think we had better take those 
amendments — we come to them. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Chair will state that the 
Senator from Illinois is in the midst of his speech, and it is by 4's 
tolerance that the question is presented. : 

Mr. CULLOM. My ch is more to get the attention of the 
Senate to the bill than for a set speech. I want the bill, in oy 
form, adopted as quickly as we can, because it is needed x =A 
ingly in that Territory, and I am ready, so far as I am perso ly 
concerned, to yield to any reasonable amendment that will periec 
the bill; and of course the Senate has a right to that, whether lam 
willing or not. = ¢ the 

Much complaint has been made against Hawaii becaus° ei ‘or 
existence of these labor-contract laws. They have existe’ "© 
m 2 a back, and for the reason that it was difficult for sus 
P 

t 


1 
hce the 


I did not understand the sep. 





an 

lantation owners to secure labor for the islands adequate to the 
ap mn . That is the way it has come about. 4 
ur laws in this a. prohibit the importation of Sn of 
labor, but do not bit Japanese labor, and one of the ei“ a 
the labor laws of that country has been to keep out Japanes®, 


yinese 











1900. 


Te 
come there in great numbers if the government of the 
had not exercised authority to keep them out by virtue of 


-contract laws. 
a seems to be rather an unusual statement, and yet I am told 





would 
jslands 


by men there identified with the business interests of the country 
that really in the beginning, after the republic was established, 
the fear was that they would be overrun by Japanese coming to 
that island, and the labor laws of that country seemed to act as 
a restraint upon the Japanese coming there except as they wanted 
to come for labor PUtras th ' 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator any figures as to the number 
of Japanese who have come there since the islands were annexed? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; I have them somewhere here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. _I understand there are upward of 30,000 now. 

Mr, CULLOM. I think between 25,000 and 30,000 have come 
in since the flag of the United States was raised over the govern- 
ment building in that island. 

Mr. TELLER. How many are there all told? 

Mr. CULLOM. There are nearly 40,000 Japanese there. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator from Illinois is wrong 
about that, because at the expiration of these labor contracts the 
Japanese have all gone back. Since the contracts have expired 
they have gone back. They have not settled in the island. 

r.CULLOM. Thatistrue. They do go back generally when 
contracts expire. 
Or MORGAN. I should like to make one more observation 
about it. All those men retained their allegiance to Japan when 
they came to the islands and never had any idea of changing it at 
all, and many of them are alleged to be regular soldiers in the 
Japanese army. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, that was the 

Jea under which the islands were annexed, that Japanese soldiers 

d come over there in disguise and would seize the islands for 


Japan. 

Mr. CULLOM,. Of course at the time of the annexation that 
was the fear of people in this country as well as on the islands. 
But we did not understand that to be the case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No one has any fear of that now? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think not. ‘ ‘ 

When our laws are extended over the islands it is somewhat 
questionable what the effect will be, and whether the islands will 
not fill up more rapidly with such laborers than they do now. 
The total number of laborers of the Hawaiian Islands is about 
40,000, and about one-half that number is under contract, those 
under contract being mainly Japanese and Chinese. Very few, 
if any, of the Portuguese laborers are under contract. As a mat- 
ter of fact, as I haye stated, there have been no importations of 
Chinese into those islands since the annexation act was passed. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CULLOM,. Certainl 


y: 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to state to the Senator, from in- 
formation I have—I was so informed by a man from those islands— 
that since the adjournment of Congress, on the 4th of March last, 
there have been into those islands some 18,000 Chinese. 

Mr. CULLOM, tis an entire mistake, unless all the testi- 
mony that comes to me is untrue. But there have been some- 
where between 25,000 and 30,000 Japanese who were brought into 
that country or who came in; I do not know whether they were 
brought in or not. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, And we have no law against the 
coming of Japanese. 

Mr. CULLOM. They could come here just as freely as they go 
there, if they choose, 

One of the im t ons of the bill which makes some 
legislation n without long delay is the fact that under the 
annexation act or joint resolution it was determined by the Presi- 
dent, on the 11th of tember last, that the authorities in the 
oo of a no power whatever ig = - be = oo 

men chin iti e public lands in 
those islands g the disposition of the p 


; President, before going on again with my remarks regu- 
py Od attention has been called to the thirteenth amendment 
f Constitution of the United States, and I call the attention 
on Senator from Connecticut to it. It would seem to prohibit 
© sort of punishment that is provided over there for contract 
oan ao they violate their contracts, It reads: 
r slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
Crime whereof the sha ve been d , shall exist within 
the United States, pad ean pee to thele convicted, 
2, whether that would do away with it or not, I do not know. 
with ORAKER. I do not understand that that would do away 
of contract labor if a man wants to contract to labor for a term 


porte OM. But it would do away, I think, with the penal 
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Mr. FORAKER. I suppose he would have a right to do so. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. It certainly would do away with the right to 
imprison him for violating a contract. It would do away with 
the penal part. 

Mr. FORAKER. It would do away with the penal part of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I said. 

I was referring to the public-land business. The authorities 
there supposed that as the annexation act provided that until Con- 
gress shall provide forthe government of such islands all the civil 
judicial, and military powers exercised by the officers of the exist- 
ing government in such islands should be vested in such officer or 
officers and should be exercised in such manner as the President 
of the United States should direct, and the Government of the 
United States took substantially the same view, but upon closer 
investigation the President came to the conclusion that there was 
no authority whatever left in the republic of Hawaii to deal with 
the question of the disposition of the public lands. 

_ Senators will see upon reading the joint resolution of annexa- 
tion that every vestige of power apparently (and that was thecon- 
struction the Attorney-General and the President gave to it) was 
taken away from the authorities of those islands as to public 
lands, so that they could not under the annexation law do any- 
thing looking to the disposition or use of themeven. So the whole 
territory there is held up by the condition that exists, so far as 
dealing in the lands is concerned, either for homesteads or for uses 
or leases or in any other way. ‘Therefore it is important that 
something shall be done, in the first place, to passa bill getting an 
organization there and establishing the Territory and putting 
somebody in authority, as well also as to validate the transac- 
tions that have been in good faith carried on there while the au- 
thorities in the island supposed that they had the power to go on 
and sell or lease land or make agreements about them as they 
chose, 

Under this provision the President continued the establishment 
as it existed when the annexation act passed, and the result was 
that the authorities supposed that they could go right on as be- 
fore in the disposition of lands as the situation might require. 
The result was that sales of land were made, though not to any 
very large extent, agreements were made, leases were made, con- 
tracts for homesteads were made, and on the date I have indi- 
cated—the 1ith of September—an Executive order was made by 
the President notifying the Hawaiian republic that that govern- 
ment had no power to make any sale or disposition of the public 
lands in the islands; and that all contracts or agreements for such 
sale or other disposition of public lands should be discontinued, 
and that the purchaser should be notified that the same were null 
and void, and any consideration paid to the legal authorities on 
account thereof should be refunded. 

This order put a sudden stop to all transactions tc uching in any 
way the public lands or realty of the islands, and greatly embar- 
rassed the people thereby, so that the representatives of that gov- 
ernment have strongly appealed to Congress to pass some act 
giving relief, and the committee has placed in the bill under con- 
sideration an amendment which reads as follows: 


That all sales, grants, leases, and other disposition of the public domain 
and agreements concerning the same, and all franchises granted by the Ha- 
waiian government in conformity with the laws of Hawaii prior to the llth 
day of September, 1899, are hereby ratifled and confirmed. 


That is made for the purpose of curing the situation and con- 
firming the contracts that have been made, Senators will find 
the document in the Document Room, I suppose, which gives in 
detail every single transaction that has been made by that gov- 
ernment or its officers in reference to the lands referred to. 

This provision is believed to be right for the reason that every 
transaction which has taken place on the part of the Government 
there has been examined, and the committee have found no rea- 
son against confirming the agreements which have been made in 
connection with the lands of that Territory. 

Grants were made of 254 parcels of land, which included 15,334 
acres, valued at seventy-eight thousand and odd dollars, Of this 
area, however, about 8,000 acres were granted for land patents 
made in pursuance of agreements entered into before the act of 
annexation, and 4,500 acres were granted under the right of pur- 
chase lease system, and the applicants for these lands were residents 
in nearly every casé who desired to improve the lands and acquire 
homesteads, etc. 

The committee therefore believed that the sales made after the 
annexation of the islands and before the President's order should 
be ratified, because they were all made in good faith and in the 
interest of the growth and increased wealth of the islands. 

The annexation act relative to public lands, as the Senate will 
remember, provided that all revenue from or proceeds of such 
lands, except as regards such part thereof as might be used or oc- 
cupied for civil and military or naval a of the United 
States, or assigned for the use of the local government, should be 
used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Hawaiian 











Islands for educational and other seamen and while the Gov- 
ernment has control of the subject whatever may be realized from 
the lands goes not to the United States generally, but to the islands, 
for the purposes of education or other public use. 

There is no land to be sold for the benefit of the United States 
Treasury generally, because all the proceeds of it are to go into 
the treasury there for educational and other public purposes, 


determined, as I suppose, by that government when we set it up. 


1 have heard inquiry whether there are any lands really belong- 
ing to descendants of the crown. All the lands called crown 
lands, not now actually owned by individuals, obtained by deed or 
other conveyance, have been treated and held as any other public 
or government lands; and according to the record I have no doubt 
of the fact that whatever title to lands once belonging to the king 
existed, that title passed to other parties, and that there are no 
lands in the islands to-day subject to just claim by any descend- 
ant of the crown. Whoever may suppose he has a claim will 
have to go to the courts for its adjudication. 

In my judgment, when in 1893 the monarchy ended, the lands 
reverted to the provincial government and then to the republic. 

A word about the leases in connection with the real estate in 
the island. As the leases expire it is the policy of the Government 
to dispose of the lands as homesteads for the people as rapidly as 
it can be done. A large proportion of the sugar plantations be- 
longs to the corporation or individualin fee. The general impres- 
sion has seemed to be that the great sugar plantations were all 
government lands, but that is not correct. Soimeofthem, perhaps, 
are, but the great body of them are lands owned by some individ- 
ual or corporation having an actual title to them. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? . 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask the Senator what is to be the 
final disposition of the public lands and where the proceeds are to 
be applied. Are they, like the lands of the public-land States and 
Territories, the property of the United States, and are the pro- 
ceeds to go into the General Treasury or are they to be the prop- 
erty of Hawaii? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have just been stating, if the Senator will 
allow me, that under the annexation act, the joint resolution, all 
the public lands of those islands go to the islands for educational 
and other public Ss I think the general impression there 
is that the great body of the money for that pu will be for 
educational purposes and for the construction of highways over 
the a s0 that the people can get about from one section to 
another. 

Mr. HALE. Isthereaspecial segregated fund provided for that 
absorbs this money? 

Mr. CULLOM. How does the Senator mean? 

Mr. HALE. From the sales of public land for the purpose of 
education. Where will it actually go? 

Mr. CULLOM. It will go into the Hawaiian treasury, I sup- 


pose. 
Mr. SPOONER, As a school fund? 
Mr. CULLOM. Asa school fund, 
, HALE. As a separate fund? 


. CULLOM. Asa fund separate and distinct from anything 


', HALE. The Senator is pretty certain about that? 

. CULLOM. The annexation act requires it. 

. HALE. It provides for that? 

a cos be er sy it shall & aay ConeETS and 
other public purposes; that to etermined, as I suppose, by the 
authorities of the islands themselves. < ae 

Mr. HALE, That would not be an educational fund? How- 
ever, I have not examined that act, and I do not know. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will read the clause which refers to it. 

Mr. HALE. Let us see what that says. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is as follows: 

The existing laws of the United States relative to public lands shall not ap- 

ly to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands; but the Congress of the United 
States shall euact special laws for their management and disposition: Pro- 
vided, That all revenue from or proceeds of the same, except as regards such 
part thereof as may be used or occupied for the civil, mili . or naval pur- 
poses “te United States, or may be assigned for the nt the local gov- 
ernment— 

That is, portions of the land— 
shall be used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands 
for educational and other public purposes. 

I suppose under that provision the Con of the United States 
might perhaps control the use of the fund, provided it kept within 
those limits. I do not know whether that is soor not. Itisa 
matter of construction. 

Mr. HALE. The peo ision as to the educational fund does not 
seem to be very carefully guarded. I do not see but what that 
fund might be spoliated for almost any purpose, and under emer- 
gencies it might be taken for agreat many other purposes. I have 
not examined as to that. 
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Mr. CULLOM. That is the joint resolution wo pass 
annexation. a 

Mr. HALE. My question led to this point: Whether tj; ).<) 
which the Senator has reported carries out what is eviden 
intention and purpose of that act, and whether in form j.,.)." 
and establishes an educational fund that shall not be eno)inc. se 
other purposes? ae 

Mr. CULLOM. There may besome additional legis].:; 
sary to what is in this bill or in the annexation act. __ 

Mr. HALE. I should say so, for that purpose, 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to think there oneht ¢5 }, ..,. 
additional legislation. oa 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill has this provision; 

Mr. HALE. From what is the Senator reading’ “ah 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. From the Hawaiian })j}| 

Mr. HALE. What page? , 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Page 82, line 23: 

All funds arising from the sale or lease or other disposal of suc}) Jang 
be appropriated by the laws of the government of the Territory >: y. 
and applied to such uses and purposes for the benefit of the inhals. 
the Territory of Hawaii as are consistent with the joint resolution ot...” 
tion, approved July 7, 1898. a 

The joint resolution says that Congress shall legislate wit), pa 
erence to the subject. are 

Mr. SPOONER. But the joint resolution does not dedicate thy 
proceeds of the — lands to educational purposes, - 

Mr. . It does not. 

Mr. SPOONER. It says “‘ for educational and other public pur- 
poses.” It may all be devoted to educational purposes, 


d for 


n necs 


or none 


of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think this provision needs soyyo 
amendment. : 

Mr. HALE. I think so, too. 

Mr. CULLOM. Asamatter of fact, I think the authorities now 
in control of the islands regard education and the public roads and 
highways as the most important subjects for attention, and tho 
probabilities are that, if left alone, they will divide that fund for 
those purposes. 

Mr. HALE. That is quite likely; but I do not think we should 
leave this in the realm of probabilities. Here is to be a very con. 
siderable fund. It seems to be the purpose and tho expectation 
that it shall be devoted toeducation. It consists of valuable tracts 
of lands; and everybody knows if you leave the disposition of any 
funds i the — of any property without guarding it and tying 
it up for a ial purpose, in emergencies it may be taken for 
anything, and e design will be thwarted. 

r. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to 


ree him? 
Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is perfectly plain from the provisions of the 
bill that that whole subject is remitted by Congress to the local 
legislature. 

r. CULLOM. To their direction. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the resolution of annexation 
retains it in 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. The bill reads: 

li fun rd lofs 
vs apmropeiaied BF the lawaat the governanent offs it 
and app to such uses and purposes for the benefit of the inh: 
the Territory of Hawaii as are consistent with the joint resolution 
ation, approved July 7, 1898. 

The joint resolution of annexation did noi dedicate these funds 
or the proceeds of the sales of public lands to educational purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not fully. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. But ‘‘to educational and other purposes. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘And other public purposes.” Uncer t's 
bill as it stands the Senator from Maine is perfectly might. |! 
seems to me, in saying that the legislature of Hawaii may appr 
priate aa of the public lands to any public purpo~. 

Mr. CU M. Lam not raising any question on that. ae 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But there is an unrepealed act 
Hawaii that you do not repeal by this bill: 4 

Sxc. 202. All proceeds of sales of public lands shall be set apart asa spec™" 
fund for the payment of indebtedness of the government vr’ 
the purchase of other lands, as provided by section 194. 

Mr. CULLOM. That has been repealed. " 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That has not been repealed. — f 

Mr. CULLOM. It is repealed by the fifth and sixth sections © 
this bill, if in conflict with its provisions. ee 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not repealed speciahy, ™ 


many ial — are made by the bill. = 
Mr. HALE, ut still it woul be clearly repeeles by @ savs 


quent law which makes other provisions. If the Senator will pe 
mit me—the bill, of course, take some time, as it 1s 
tant—I think his committee had better prepare an amendmen’ '* 
come in at the end of the section which specifically dedicates = 
fund for educational purposes, and not leave it subject to any I 
vious determination. 





















Mr, CULLOM. And by that means amend the annexation act. 
Mr. HALE. The annexation act is not so specific; and it is 
portant that this matter should be provided for here. 
wir CULLOM. It says, “for educational and other public pur- 


rir, HALE. Even that is simply amending by way of limita- 


of Congress certain. . 
Mr. WARREN. Mr, President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
Mr, WARREN] is entitled to the floor, the discussion having pro- 
ceeded for some time by his courtesy. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, 1 have obtained some of the in- 
formation I wanted to get. I should like to know something 


about the final disposition of the lands. I assume from what has | 


been said that there will be some amendments offered, because we 
seem to be sadly out of line in the proposition contained in the 


pill, whichever way we turn it, with our own land policy. Take | 


our Territories, and even our States. Local legislation as to public 


lands is not considered either safe or desirable, notwithstanding | 


we have unrestricted suffrage. oe 

If | understand the measure before us, the disposition of these 
lands will lie with the local legislature. I should like, before we 
get through with this discussion, to know just what the proposi- 
tion is. 1s the legislature of Hawaii to dispose of the lands, and 
how? I should also like to know what are the reasons, if there are 
such, for such a different departure from our present land laws, 
and why it is that the public lands there are to be handled so dif- 
ferently from the manner in which they are handled here. In 
that connection I hope Senators will consider the subject of what 
we are going to do eventually with our own United States Gov- 
ernment public lands to relieve the situation between the United 
States om the several States and Territories. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. CuLLom]}, I call the attention of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. Warren] to the ape in the joint resolution for the an- 
nexation of Hawaii, which is as follows: 

The existing Jaws of the United States relative to public lands shall not 
apply to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands, but the Congress of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and disposition. 

Therefore, we are not going to turn them over to the Hawaiian 
local legislature unless we abrogate the implied contract we made 
with those people when we annexed them. We are doing, how- 
ever, what we think is right in not turning them over to the self- 
ish fellows there, who are going to steal the balance of the lands, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, I dislike to interrupt the Sena- 
tor from Lllincis,even for a moment, because he has been inter- 
rupted until his speech is now scattered over many pages of the 
RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. That does not make any difference. We want 
to get at the facts, 

Mr. MORGAN. The question suggested by the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. HALE] and by the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. TILLMAN] seems to make it necessary for me toenter into an 
explanation of some things which I think escaped the attention of 
the Senator from illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

When the commission got to Hawaii they found a land system 
there which hadsprung from the ancient customs of the Hawaiian 
people, the chiefs, who are the owners of all the soil. Some time 
after Kamehameha I established his dynasty there—I think it was 
in the time of Kamehameha II or I1[—the government undertook 
to divide the lands into three parts; one part for the people for 
homesteads, places to reside, who before that time had no title 
whatever, but only the mere right of occupancy at the will of the 
feudal lords; cnniion for the Crown lands proper—lands that be- 
longed to the Crown as an emolument of the Crown and descended 
with the Crown upon the royal family, or whoever might be in- 
ducted into the ruling office; and the other for the chiefs. There- 
upon the government of Hawaii surveyed the lands that went to 


= people, and included in those surveys the homesteads on which 


y resided, 
, A Hawaiian plantation, a very good one, rangesall the way from 
» acres up to 20, A 20-acre Hawaiian plantation is a very large 
one. The people live almost entirely upon taro, alittle root which 
stows in the water and furnishes them with bread. So a man 
with an acre of taro pent can keep a family of five or six persons 
Supplied with food ugh the year, hire a Chinaman to do the 
Work for him, and pay him out of the profits of the crop. 
ame homesteads were located and the people were located upon 
ine homesteads, plats were made, and title given to every individ- 
who was the of a family. For those who were not con- 
— with families a separate provision was made. That left, 
th =e residue of the land to the government—that is to say, to 
B ing and to the nobles and the chieftains. 
Cree @ later provision the King was prohibited from alienating the 
King d lands, because speculators were going in there, getting the 
drunk sometimes, and getting deeds from him for lands that 
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is y ) ita- | lands that belong to the chieftains. 
tion. 1 would add a provision which would make the intention 


| government was benevolént and just in the dist 


ie —— 


ought not to be sold. So the people demanded of him, and he 
conceded very readily to that demand, that none of the Crown 
lands should ever be alienated. The nobles holding their lands in 
fee simple alienated them to different persons. Out of those lands 
have come the larger amount of the sugar estates in Hawaii—the 

Some of the smaller holders, 
the homestead holders, have sold their lands also: but the larger 


| body of the people of Hawaii still live upon their homesteads and 


cultivate their taro patches, living as they did originally, having 
a fee simple title, each one of them, to his own tract of land. The 


ribution of the 


| land among the people, and they have always been entirely satis 
| fied with it. 
Now, when we look at that situation and look at the fact that 


each one of those respective homesteads and all of those princely 
estates held by the chieftains had to be surveyed, mapped, and 
plotted, and when we come to the fact that they all have been 
regularly surveyed, mapped, and plotted, we find that a very great 
work has been done there by the white people who have been in 
their midst in distributing the land and giving them for the first 
time homes upon their own property and in their own country. 

_ The government of Hawaii, commencing with the King, not hav- 
ing the right to alienate them, leased the Crown lands to sugar 
planters. The chiefs, however, sold their lands to the sugar 
planters. So there are two classes of owners of sugar lands in 
Hawaii— those who have leased from the government the Crown 
lands and those who have titles in fee simple derived from the 
chieftains. 

Those Crown lands are assumed by the act of Congress annex- 
ing Hawaii to belong to the government and to have passed from 
the Crown when royalty was banished out of the island, to have 
passed from that royal government into the hands of the republic, 

Mr. DAVIS. And became public domain. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; became publicdomain. Off of that pub- 
lic domain the Hawaiian government has been selling lands in 
small quantities to actual settlers. It has not sold any land in 
large bodies at all, unless it may be a few pieces of land very far 
up on the heights of Mauna Loa, where there is nothing to be 
raised except cattle—sold in larger bodies for grazing purposes— 
but the arable lands, the agricultural lands, have been sold in 
very small bodies, particularly the coffee lands, to actual settlers, 
and they had not exactly a homestead right there, but one very 
similar toit. That was a very just and wise law. 

In consequence of this, the number of titles, and the source of 
title, there has been a great deal of legislation and a great deal of 
judicial action in Hawaii upon which titles are now based. The 
Congress of the United States has, since its attention has been 
called to the subject by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
"‘RILLMAN], reserved to this Government the final right of the dis- 
posal of those lands and of the proceeds, with the qualification 
that whatever proceeds were realized from them should be given 
for the benefit of the people of Hawaii, but in what particular 
way is not designated in that statute. 

There were some funds in the treasury when we got there, de- 
rived from the sale of the public lands, and the commission sap- 
posed, under the arrangement that was made under this act of 
Congress, that the local government there, having a general right 
of legislation and the powers of government, would proceed to sell 
those smaller parcels of this land and realize funds from those 
sales. The commission concluded, therefore, that the money that 
was received from such sales and the money that was in the treas- 
ury derived from such sales should be disposed of by the local 
government; but they provided in section 75 for the investigation 
of all of these land questions, hoping that Congress would pro- 
vide for the investigation in this bill, and that it could be sooner 
accomplished and that we could have a thorough statement of the 
entire situation there, which, I think, is covered by section 75, 
which reads: 

Sec. 75. That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby supmonsenes. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be ne to enable the Secretary of Agri- 


culture to examine the laws of Hawaii relating to public lands, agriculture, 


| and forestry, the proceedings thereunder, and all matters relating to public 


lands, forests, agriculture, and public roads, bearing upon the yn sopers y of 
the Territory, and to report thereon to the President of the Unitec 
which duties shall be performed with all convenient speed. 

The first question that arises in the mind of everyone who hears 
this language is, Why do you propose to confer this power upon 
the Secretary of Agriculture instead of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior? The main reason is that the cultivation of trees in Hawaii 
is a necessary pursuit for the good of the people. That govern- 
ment now is cultivating large orchards of trees upon the heights 
of the different ranges of mountains and hills, where the land is 
very fertile but still high, and distributing those trees through the 
islands, and thousands and hundreds of thousands and millions of 
trees have been grown on the islands at places that were hitherto 
entirely barren. 

I will give an illustration. There is a tree that is well known 


States, 
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in Texas, called the chaparral plant, or the chaparral bean. That 
used in Hawaii was introduced from Peru. It is not precise! 
like the Texas tree, but very like it, and is called the algaroba, It 
is a tree that bears along pod, with very fine, rich seedin it. The 
0d, the hull itself, and all of its contents are as sweet as sugar. 

he tree bears very abundantly, throws off its pods every morn- 
ing during the entire year, there being no frost in that country, 
and furnishes a large supply of most excellent forage for all kinds 
of industrial animals. The beeves get very fat. The fattest beeves 
I have ever seen in my life were in Hawaii. They were really dis- 
figured with fat. They were fattened upon these pods. 

Another very fine quality of the tree is that it is most excellent 
firewood, an article that is a little scarce in Hawaii, or was scarce 
when this new system was inaugurated; but all kinds of fruit, 
all kinds of flowering plants, and shrubs are cultivated in those 
mountain ranges by the government, and it is very essential that 
it should be done. 

Agriculture, horticulture, floriculture in Hawaii are very im- 
portant and very profitable lines of industry. Hawaii without 
roads, of course, is an impassable country, except to men upon 
mountain ponies, or to —_ or something of that kind. 

That government has devoted itself and the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands very largely to the making of roads, so that 
there is no country I know of now that is better supplied with 
very fine roads than Hawaii. One road from the volcano to the 
town of Hilo, 31 miles long, flanked with coffee plantations on 
either side, is the most beautiful road I think I have ever seen, 
almost if not entirely, worthy of comparison with Pennsylvania 
avenue for its solidity, for its grade, and everything else; so that 
a man can get on a bicycle, they tell me, at the mountain house 
on the mountain of Kilauea and run into Hilo, 31 miles, with- 
out putting his foot on the pedals of the bicycle, except to hold 
back, and he has not very much of that to do. That is a very 
beautiful road, and there are other roads of that kind. 

The combination of agriculture and road making and the sale 
and disposal of the public lands are all put under this commission 
to be reported to the Congress of the United States, in order that 
we may enact legislation here intelligently, and in the meantime 
that the money which has been derived from the sale of lands, 
which was, before this commission reported, in the treasury, and 
that derived since, can be applied by that government there; that 
is to say, it will be applied, and no doubt has been applied, by that 
government to the making of these same roads and to these same 
purposes. It is to authorize and to justify that action on their 
part that the bill is in the form in which itis. It may be a little 
complicated, and I felt it was my duty to try to explain it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was mysel — anxious that the Senator 
from Alabama should make exactly the explanation he has made 
on the subject. I shall soon conclude what I have to say, if Sena* 
tors will be kind enough not to interrupt. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator unless 
the Senator is willing; but there are so many things in this bill 
which need explanation that I must be excused if I ask him a 
question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I notice on page 32 of the bill something that 
seems rather remarkable, and it is in italics, which makes it even 
more remarkable. It reads: 

That all sales, grants, leases, and other disposition of the public domain 
and agreements concerning the same and all franchises gran by the Ha- 


waiian government in conformity with the laws of Hawaii prior to the llth 
day of September, 1899, are herety ratified and confirmed. 


We, in the joint resolution annexing the Hawaiian Islands, took 
the public domain—the lands—out of the jurisdiction of those 
people, and set them apart for a specific purpose—that is, for the 
use and benefit of those people, mainly for education. They may 
have granted or leased all thelands away. We do not know what 
has been done or is to be done with them, and yet we are asked to 
ratify in the dark, without any facts before us, the action of the 
government which has been in existence since the islands were 
annexed, now for over a year, without any appeal to our courts 
as to the justice of these grants or leases, or any statement as to 
the quantity of the land which has been thus disposed of. 

Mr. CULLOM. The trouble with the Senator is that he was 
not listening when I went over that a while ago. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How much land bas been alienated? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave stated tha: I believe some 54 tracts or 
parcels, as the case may be, were alienated; and I explained what 
some of them were, } 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator tell me, if he knows, how 
much land is involved in this legislation? I shall be obliged to 
him for that information. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I was going to say to the Senator was 
this: There is a document, printed for the use of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, giving, item by item, every land 
transaction which has taken place since the annexation of the 
islands, or since the flag went up there, to the time when the 


President of the United States made an order stop 
dealing in lands by the government of those island 
can see that and look it over at his leisure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, with a multitude of 
ters that are piling in here every day, the Senator mus: | 
to one who is not particularly charged with the subja+ 
asking those in charge of a particular bill to explain its »,. ist ve 


ing any furthay 
8. The Senators 


ern it 


Mr. CULLOM. lam not objecting to the Senator's ..... re pe 
Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator seems to think that | a.) 
critical. — 
Mr. CULLOM. I have not objected to any question 
aeee up to this minute, and I hope to continue jn tho «., 
spiri —_ 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has always been conrt,. - 
simply wanted to have some light on this remarkable pyaita. I 
r. CULLOM. [hope the Senator will secure the docy; 
to which I have referred and investigate it. I shal) jo .)..) 
give him any information I have that will throw furt)). 
upon the subject. . 
Mr. TILLMAN. I thank the Senator, and I will ayai) pyc 
of his kindness to ask him a great many more questions aon: 
this bill before we get through with it. ie 
Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt of it. 
There have been questions raised as to the court system , ge 
islands. I will leave the land business. We found in the porn) 
lic a system of courts which seemed to be satisfactory to th. i»), 


Of the 


lent 
glad to 


r ] rht 
‘SOT 


if +} 


stantial ple of those islands and to everyone else, so far ae I 
know. Theyhave there a supreme court, composed of three yer. 
bers, who are appointed for life or during good behavior. 1) 


Americans in that country desire that the court system slonlq 
be disturbed, nor should the tenure of office of the judyrs. ' 
committee, however, felt that a life-tenure office of a Territ 
judge was not in harmony with our ideas in this country. ay, 
determined to fix the term of the judges of the supreme eo 
nine years. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will perm't mo. as 
he submits to interruptions kindly, I should like to ask | 
question. 

Mr.CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. While the Senator is on this point, 
I should like to inquire of him how long a term the justices or 
judges of the supreme court will have after the nine years term 
for which they are continued? 

Mr. CULLOM. The purpose of the bill was to fix the term at 
nine years. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But it does not do it, I think. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it does not, it ought to doit. The further 
fact is, as I understand, that one of the judges of the supreme 
court, the chief justice—who is an American, by the way, | be- 
lieve an American born—on account of ill health, has resigned, so 
that there are only two others. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, on that very subject I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the last clause in that section, 
which seems to me to give the judges a life tenure; and that is in 
conflict with the other part of the section, which gives them a nine 
years’ term, as the Senator will see if he will read the section. 

Mr. CULLOM. There may be some little amendments neces- 
sary to that provision in the bill, so as to make its purpose entirely 


clear. 
Mr. PETTUS. The bill says the judges are to hold office until 


he 
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there is a ee I oe it was intended to mean until ther 
successors should be appointed and qualified. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. . 

Mr. PETTUS. That is what I am informed was the intention: 


but if you will look at the bill, you will see it reads ‘until there 
is a vacancy.” ; 

Mr. CULLOM. It ought to be until their successors ate 4) 
pointed and confirmed. See 

The committee believed, as I said, that it was in the interest 0! 
good government and in harmony with the wishes of the peo)'° 
of that Territory that we should not overturn their system 0 5 z 
ernment either in the courts or otherwise where it could be 
avoided consistent with our ideas of republican government. | 

I want Senators to bear in mind that we are dealing now with 


an old government, a well-established government of a people, 
which has existed for many years, and not dealing wit! * 
scattered settlements over the prairies or in a land which has n 


been settled, but with a government existing, which has been ™ 
ning for years, and a very good government at that, so far as order 
and honesty and ng of that kindcan makeits 
Mr. SPOONER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a — 
tion while he is dealing with the subject of the judiciary | 
Hawaii? 
Mr.CULLOM. Certainly. tall from 827 
Mr. SPOONER. Is any appeal provided by this bill from : 


ju ent of the su e court? 
Me CULLOM. Of the Lerritory? 











1900. 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr, CULLOM. None whatever. There is a system of courts 


a SPOONER. That is peculiar, is it not? 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis peculiartothatcountry. It does not exist 
in our Territories, either in Arizona or anywhere else. There we 
have an appeal. But the theory of this bill is that they have a 
supreme court, a circuit court, and other inferior courts, and there 
are a s from one to another of the territorial courts, and those 
judges, either of the circuit or supreme court, have nothing to do 
with decisions on other statutes than those local to the islands. 
They exist just as in a State. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble is Hawaii is not a State. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; it is not a State. 

Mr. SPOONER. They have in the Territories, of course, the 
nisi prius judges in the courts, and then they have a supreme 
court, but there is in certain cases an appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes. | 

Mr. SPOONER. In capital cases. For instance, a man is tried 
for a capital crime, and he believes that errors have intervened in 
the trial, or that he has been deprived of some rights under the 
Constitution, and he has a right to appeal. Why should not that 
right be given as to this Territory as well as to all the rest of the 
Territories? 

Mr, CULLOM. Possibly it ought to be; but still there is a gov- 
ernment which has existed with this system of courts for very 
many years, and so far as anybody knows justice has been meted 
out to the people in civil suits as well as in criminal proceedings. 

Mr. SPOO 
own Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM. Possibly it may; but why is it necessary to 
provide for an appeal to the Supreme Court or a circuit court of 
the United States when there is a system there which already pro- 
vides for appeals from one court to another and which seems to 
be satisfactory? The commission thought that all that was nec- 
essary was to maintain the condition as it exists there, it being 
thoroughly established and satisfactory to the people. 

Mr. 8 NER. It seems to me, if the Senator will permit me 
to make the observation, that the difficulty is we are dealing with 
this as a Territory and at the same time as an independent govern- 
ment. 

Mr, CULLOM. That is true, in a sense. Yet is there any 
reason in the Constitution why we should not have a system of 
courts in Hawaii just as there now exists? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any reason in the Constitution why 
we should have a right of ap from the courts in our Territories? 

Mr. CULLOM., I do not know whether it is needed or not, but 
there is a system, and the people are familiar with it. They have 
been living under it for years and years, and they understand it, 
and it seems to answer all their purposes. Now, why upset that 
and establish a new system when that is entirely satisfactory to 
alr. SPOO _ 

_ Mr. NER. Mysu tion does not saan upsetting 

it, but — giving in the case of Hawaii as in other Territories 

a . i. Lae certain cases to the Supreme Court of the 
ni 

Mr. CULLOM. It it is the desire of the Senator to add that, I 
have no objection; but I do not think we ought to incur any addi- 
tional ex unless it is necessary to good government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
again, to remark right here that so long as Hawaii was an inde- 
pendent government of course it was not going to appeal to any 
other j iction, but now that those islands have become a Ter- 
ritory of this country, it does seem to me a remarkable proposition 
that their laws were so perfect and are so perfect now and their 
administration is so just and ny oteres that we would deny even 
our own citizens who go there the right to appeal to our court of 
last resort here? 

Mr. CULLOM. When our citizens go there and Pent them- 
selves with that country they do not want any, so far as | know. 
They TIL Lake on they are, with their presentsystem of courts. 

Mr. TILL . That must certainly be the garden of the 
gods. If it is such a happy place, we ought to emigrate there. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Senator go there and see if they do not 
convert him to that 


Tam not g to take up the time of the Senate much longer. 





The fact is it is pretty difficult to here at all with any con- 
ee of thought. I have been to yield to everyone, 


ecause I want to bring out as a matter of fact whatever objec- 
wan oo are to the bill, so that we may know how to deal 

Mr. President, I believe an amendment is pending here to be 
offered, the of which is to delay the extension of our cus- 
toms laws over the Territory to some future time, and in mean- 
time allow the present relation as to customs laws, treaties, and 
regulations to remain as they are. I am opposed to any such 


R. The same thing may be said of some of our | 
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amendment to the bill. There has existed substantial free trade 
between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands for several 
years. The great product raised in the islands is sugar and has 
been for many years. Cémmon sugar comes to the United States 
free under the recipre city treaty. 

There seems to me to be no reason for delaying the extension of 
our customs laws over the islands, the States making n thing by 
such a policy, but, as I believe, will lose; and besides, Iam unable 
to sympathize with a policy of government that reaches out to 
annex new territory and when it is obtained to adopt a policy 
detrimental to the territory acquired, lest some interest in some 
of the States may be in some way affected by treating such terri- 
tory as we deal with our Territories nearer tous. This Territory 
occupies a different relation to the United States from any of the 
acquired territory as the result of war. We may be said to have 
claimed it for fifty years. The people of the islands who have 
made the islands prosperous and happy are Americans and as 
intelligent and patriotic as can be found in any portion of this 
Union, and let us not deal with them as though they ‘were vassals 
or unworthy of our confidence, . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Before taking up the question of customs and 
treaties, which will certainly give rise to much debate, I wish to 
ask the Senator from Illinois in charge of the bill to explain to 
me the provision on page 20 as to appropriations. It is avery im- 
portant question. As I understand the provision, if the legisla- 
ture of the Hawaiian Islands fail to provide the necessary sums 
to carry on the government and adjourn, the governor can call 
them in extra session. So far that is the ordinary course. There 
is nothing remarkable about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. VEST. Butin the meantime, before the next legislature 
meets in extra session or the same legislature, the treasurer, with 
the advice of the governor, can proceed to expend the money in 
the treasury on the basis of the preceding year’s appropriation. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is declared to be reenacted. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; for that purpose, I have never seen anysuch 
provision as that, and it se-ms to me it is liable to very serious 
objection, because there may be very large appropriations during 
one year which are not necessary in the next year. 

Mr. CULLOM. That provision, as the Senator will observe, 
can only be brought into requisition after the governor, as I re- 
member, has actually reconvened or made proclamation reconven- 
ing the legislature, and only for the time, after there is exhausted 
the ap sropriation which was made by a previous legislature, until 
a seul lennaete or the same legislature can make an appropria- 
tion. It is an unusual provision, I admit. 

Mr. VEST. There can be no question of exhaustion about it, 
because it goes on specifically to provide that the treasurer shall 
advance the money—that is, take it outof the treasury—on the 
basis of the preceding year’s appropriation, and expend it. 

Now, the objectionable feature of it, as I was going to say, is to 
having this extraordinary power, which ought to be exercised 
alone by the legislature, vested in the treasurer, with the advice 
of the governor. 

Mr. CULLOM. That power is in their constitution now, and it 
was insisted upon by the commissioners from Hawaii and finally 
yielded on the part of the commissioners from this side. It baa 
been guarded as well as we could do, so that it will only be used 
when the governor convenes the legislature and until they can 
come together and make an appropriation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Butitis until the legislature shall 
have acted? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If they never act, the treasurer 
will go on and expend the money. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; the government has to live in some way. 

Mr. VEST. [ am not indulging inhypercriticism; I think this 
is a very good bill, but I do not see how this is practicable. I do 
not see how the treasurer can take appropriations which were 
necessary and right for one year as the basis for his expenditure 
when the legislature has failed to make appropriations for an- 
othe, year. Thatisthetrouble. Inever saw any such provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. We do it all the time here with permanent 
appropriations. 

r. VEST. Yes; but the amount is fixed, and we continue it. 
Mr. MORGAN. It is fixed and continued by this proposed act. 
Mr. CULLOM. Usually by joint resolution we extend the ap- 

propriations from month to month. 

Mr. VEST. That is the ordinary provision. 

Mr.CULLOM. We inthat way extend the appropriations here- 
tofore made. 

Mr. VEST. That is the ordinary practice in Congress, 
entirely different from this, 





Does the Senator from Illinois 
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Mr. CULLOM. I know itis. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose we were to permit the Treasurer of the 
United States, or even the Secretary of the Treasury, when Con- 
gress had adjourned, and for good reasons to itself had not made 
an appropriation, to take the money in hand himself, and with the 
advice of the President go on and expend the tax money of the 
people on the basis of a year which was gone, and when certain 
circumstances prevailed and Congress had in its discretion made 
appropriations. Here is a case where the legislature fails or re- 
fuses to appropriate. The governor then calls an extra session. 
He does not know whether that extra session is about to make 
appropriations or not. And, without waiting for that legislature 
to act at all, the treasurer comes to the governor and says, ‘‘ The 
legislature adjourned without making an appropriation, and I 
want to expend the money that is in the treasury.” There is no 
case of exhaustion about it. He goes on and expends what is in 
the treasury. The governor says, ‘‘ All right.” The legislature 
meets and again refuses to appropriate. It may think that the 
condition of affairs does not justify an appropriation, and the 
treasurer in the meantime has expended the money. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, conceding that all that the Senator 
from Missouri suggests would occur in the contingency he sup- 

oses, would not that be better than a suspension of government? 
Wonta not the latter be the absolute consequence otherwise? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, that thing has 
occurred frequently in Congress and in State legislatures, and 
there has been no suspension of government. If the government 
has credit and is a stable government, there is no trouble about 
existing upon credit or obtaining supplies upon credit. That 
occurs every year. 

Mr. FORAKER., I make this inquiry because when this matter 
was considered in committee the same ideas occurred to me that 
have been expressed by the Senator from Missouri; but I thought 
it was better to incorporate this provision than to have the con- 
sequences which would inevitably result if there were not some 
way to meet the necessary expenses of the government. It did 
not seem to mea very dangerous provision, because it relates only 
to the current expenses of government. 

Mr. VEST. I donot think it would stop the government. The 
government can always get money enough to pay. 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not cover appropriations that may be 
made for unusual necessities or for improvements, but only the 
necessary current expenses of the government, 

Mr. CULLOM. The provision reads: 


That in case of failure of the legislature to pass appropriation bills provid- 
ing for payments of the eee current expenses of carrying on the gov- 
jo el and meeting its legal obligations as the same are provided for by 
the then oxeing laws, the governor shall, upon the adjournment of the leg- 
islature, call it in extra session for the consideration of appropriation 


and until the legislature shall have acted the treasurer may, with the advice 


of the governor, make such ents, for which purpose the sums a) 
priated in the last appropriation. bill shall be doomed to have been - 
propriated. 

The treasurer will have no right to go outside of the lines 
specified and spend the money for a purpose for which an appro- 
priation has not heretofore been ead, so that if the provision is 
allowable at all, which I have always doubted a little, it is prett 
well guarded, I think, so that there is no probable danger in al- 
lowing it to be done. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, one objection to it, if the Senator 
will permit me, is that the money is to be expended by the treas- 
urer in this emergency upon the basis of a former appropriation 
and not in view of the necessities of the government at the time 
the money is to be expended. 

But the serious objection to it is that you take the power of ap- 
propriation away from the legislative department, where it ought 
always to rest, and put it into the hands of one man who is ad- 
vised, not directed even, by another. It is hardly necessary to 
say that this power of appropriation and taxation has convu 
the civilized nations of the world from time to time. England was 
drenched in blood in 1688 over this very question of the power of 
the King in a monarchy to take the tax money of the people and 
spend it without the consent of Parliament. But I do not want 
to go into that. 

Here is an entire departure from the American system of ap- 
propriations. Instead of the legislature fixing the amount to be 
expended, and whether anything shall be expended or not, if they 
in their legislative discretion refuse to appropriate and adjourn, 
here is a treasurer who may be the tool of the governor, and the 
governor himself not a very reliable person—it might happen, of 
course—and they take this extraordinary power in their own hands 
and on the basis of a former year exhaust the treasury. 

My friend the Senator from Alabama says it is the same power 
that we exercise. I do not see that we exercise any such power. 
Has the Secretary of the Treasury ever had it or has the President 
ever had it? We have a provision that no money shall be taken 
out of the Treasury except by an act of Con —not a dollar— 
and it is one of the wisest provisions we could possibly have, 


me, is the fact that we have a number of permanent appropriat 


been no such action. 
the basis of appropriations. 
priation that year, and have adjourned. 


is a permanent appropriation. 


his remarks this morning. 
the situation. 


vision giving the governor and the treasurer the power to ex 
money as though it had been reappropriated carry with it the jo 
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Mr. MORGAN. What I referred to, if the Senator wil] a))s. 
Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that. 
Mr. MORGAN. And whether Congress meets or does no} 


those appropriations stand and the Secretary of the Treasn;y ..., 
pay Seay out on those appropriations, although they a; \ 
renewed. . ts 


Mr. VEST. But that is where Congress has acted. 
Mr. MORGAN. That is all this provides for, 


Mr. VEST, That is where Congress has acted. Here there jas 


Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; the legislature has acted ani | xed 


Mr. VEST. But for a different year, and have made no appro. 


Mr. MORGAN. It makes no difference what year it is for. It 
Mr. VEST. Ido not so understand it, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from I\linojs 


yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


Mr. CULLOM. Sor 

Mr. MORGAN, I hope the Senator from Illinois will conciydo 
I want to see them in the Recor). 
Mr. CULLOM. I want to make only one more remark about 
Mr. TILLMAN, Please pardon me once more. Does the pro- 
eT d 
to relevy taxes? We know that the power to appropriate m ne ; 


is limited by the amount of money in the treasury, and if thera 
is no more there, this provision can do no harm; but I wis!; to 
know whether this gives the autocratic government by one a; 
the power of — 


taxes as well as appropriating money’? 
Mr. CULLO here is no power to levy extra taxes. So the 
Senator is safe on that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The treasurercan go no further than the bot- 
tom of the strong box? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the condition of affairs now in 
Hawaii is most depiorable. Unfortunately for those people, they 
are now being seriously afflicted and scourged by what is known 
as the bubonic plague. It broke out there some time ago in what 
was called Chinatown, and the authoritiesand people of theislands 
have been compelled to destroy some 30 acres of the city. The 
portion destroyed was thickly settled by Chinese, Japanose, and 
possibly some other nationalities. The whole tract was burnt, 
not perhaps entirely by order of theauthorities, but in attempting 
to burn a portion of it the fire got beyond their control and the 
whole 80 acres were swept away. The result is that some §,(\0 
people are now in quarantine, their property, even much of their 
clothing, being destroyed. The peopleof the city of Honolulu are 
taking care of them largely at their own personal expense, giving 
up their various avocations of business to that work of humanity. 

I understand as a matter of fact that a business man does no! 
open his business door until he has spent two or three hours try- 
ing to do something for these unfortunate people, and they clos: 
their business houses at 3 o’clock and resume the work of caring 
for the unfortunate sufferers. ’ 

That government is appealing to the United States for action 
upon this bill, so that they may have as quickly as possible some 
legal authority for the expenditure of money and for putting th 
city in such condition as to prevent the further spread or breasing 
out of that terrible disease. I believe it is true that the President 
of the United States has authorized the president of the repub..", 
Mr. Dole, to use such funds belonging to the Territory or the te 
public as may be necessary for the immediate care and protection 
of those suffering people and for the construction of tempora'y 
quarters for their use. - Sy 

And also the President has authorized the president of the Te 
public to appoint a commission to investigate and allow su) 
amounts as those unfortunate people have suffered frou the nevs: 
sary destruction of their property. All this, however, 1s «mir 
rassing to the Administration, embarrassing to the authorities \' 
the islands, and call for action by this Government, so (10! U'"" 
affairs may be conducted strictly according to law, and that (he) 
may know what their rights are in the premises. oa 

I hope, therefore, Mr. President and Senators, that there may 
not be unnecessary delay in the passage of this bill. Human'y 
calls for immediate action, and I am sure that the history 0! ee 
Senate and of Congress has shown their willingness to ans 
promptly such — y en 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, there 1s one Pp a 
to which the Senator from Illinois failed to advert in his = i 
tion of the bill which I wish he would think of over ms! - 
will premise what I have to say about it by stating that 1 a © 
anxious to have a ans establishing a civil government * 
the Territory of Ha as he is, I think, 











1900. 
een 


Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But we ought at least to scruti- 
nize it with a good deal of care, I know that is the intention of 

” the committee, and therefore he will pardon me for referring to 
the matter to which I am about to refer. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will realize from what has 
happened this afternoon that I am anxious for a free, full, and 
critical investigation and discussion of the bill, so as to make it 
as nearly right as we can before it goes out of this Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do appreciatethat. But section 
98 proposes to establish a court there which I do not think we have 
any power under the Constitution of the United States to estab- 
lish in that Territory. We have been providing governments for 
Territories now for a hundred years, nearly. It is nearly a hun- 
dred years since we acquired Louisiana, and at an earlier period 
than that we provided a government for the Northwest Territory. 
But we have never yet established a constitutional court in a Ter- 
ritory. I have always supposed that the reason why we did not 
was because we could not under the Constitution. 

The Constitution says: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 


Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, 
shall hold their offices during good behavior, and shall, at stated times, re- 
ceive for their services a compensation;which shall not be diminished during 
theircontinuance in office. é , 

It has been the universal acceptation of judges and lawyers and 
legislators that that section of the Constitution referred to courts to 
be established in the States only. Consequently we have one Su- 
preme Court and we have our circuit courts, more recently our 
circuit courts of apy 1, and our district courts in the States. 
We have never established a constitutional court in a Territory. 
The courts which we have established in the Territories have been 
established under the provision of the Constitution which pro- 
vides that— 

Congress shall have powerto * * * make all all needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 


States. 

Those courts have repeatedly been adjudicated to be not consti- 
tutional courts, but legislative courts. It has been the practice in 
constituting the legislative courts of the Territories to give them 
jurisdiction over cases arising under the laws of the United States 
and the Constitution of the United States. Admiralty jurisdiction 
has been conferred upon them, and a variety of jurisdictions, as 
relating to the laws of the United States. But Iam very firm in 
my opinion that we can not do that which it is proposed to do in 
section 88, ‘That proposes to establish a court in the Territory of 
Hawaii in all respects like the district and circuit courts of the 
United States in the States, and consequently says nothing about 
the tenure of the judge, as by the Constitution a judge of such a 
a has to be appointed during good behavior and with life 

enure. 

I will read the section to show how completely it is such a court 
as is contemplated by the Constitution, and called there an infe- 
rior court, and how completely it resembles and is like the district 
and circuit courts of the United States. Nowlisten. There is no 
escape from it. If it be said that the giving a term of office dur- 
ing good behavior takes it out of the category of constitutional 
courts, there is other language here which makes it impossible to 
take it out of that category. 


of a ag judicial district of the United States is established for the Territory 


The judicial districts of the United States are the judicial dis- 
tricts referred to or authorized by article 3. They are judicial 
districts within the States, not within the Territories. 

That a judicial district of the United States is established for the Territory 
of Hawaii, to be called the district of Hawaii, which shall be included in the 
ninth judicial circuit of the United States. 

It never has been —— vefore that you could extend a judi- 
cial circuit under the Constitution beyond the limits of the States. 
Pe President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
pe Rag on shall appoint a district judge, a district attorney, and a marshal 
ef.the United States for the said district. ' The district court for the said dis- 
the United States, juriatiction of all cases osenteabio Im o civeait cee wk 

J , an 
shall guessed Shauhion tn the menos seamen neces 

So it_gives it the power both of the district and circuit courts 
of the United States as organized in the States. 


The laws of the United States rela to 
of causes, and other matters and p eee earn Carrer. zomnoras 


7 a he e 
aites Pee and the es of the several fates shall govern in such mat 
? ngs as between the courts the United States and the 
~—< of Territory of Hawaii. Regular terms of said court shall be held, 


Mr. President, I do not wish to go into a further argument of 
this matter at the present time. I desire to point it out simply 
for the a of the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. AKER. Mr. President, I have listened with y 
great interest and appreciatioz: to what the Senator from Guaaseth 
cut has said as to section 88, It is true, as the Senator has stated, 
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that we have never yet in legislating for a Territory seen fit to 
create a constitutional court in a Territory. 

Mr. SPOONER (in his seat). We can not do it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand that there is any prohi- 
bition in the Constitution against our doiag it. The practice has 
been that we have not. If the Senator will allow me to conclude 
the sentence I was about to utter, then he can interrupt me if he 
so desires, 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not interrupt the Senator by rising, did I? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; but the Senator did by a very proper in- 
jection. If it were true, as stated by him, that we have no power 
to do it, that would be the end of this debate. But where 
the Senator get authority to say that we have no power in legislat 
ing for a Territory to create a United States district court proper 
there if we see fit to do so? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean by that question the 
phrase as used in the Constitution, ‘‘in which shall be vested the 
judicial power of the United States?” 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. I get it from several decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have read the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and I do not get any such conclusion 
therefrom. On the contrary, the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States are simply to this effect, as stated by the 
Senator from Connecticut, that we have never yet seen fit to create 
a constitutional court, but only legislative courts, for the Terri- 
tories. But the Supreme Court has nowhere said, so far as I am 
advised, that it would not be competent for Congress to do so if 
Congress should see fit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will read for just a moment from the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States in the American 
Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511). 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir; I have it before me. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Supreme Court said: 

These are not constitutional courts— 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPOONER (reading)— 

These are not constitutional courts in which the judicial power conferred 
by the Constitution on the General Government can be vested. They are 
created by virtue of the general right of sovereignty which exists in the 
Government; or in virtue of that clause which enables Congress to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories. The jurisdiction 
with which they are invested is not a part of the judicial power defined in 
this article of the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, thatis true; but what the Sen- 

ator reads does not meet the question at all. What the Senator 
reads has reference to the courts that were in fact created, but the 
Supreme Court does not say in the case of Canter that Congress 
might not have created a constitutional court in the Territory. 
If the Senator will bear with me a minute, he will see the point 
jlainly. What Congress did there was to create a court with a 
fimited tenure of office for the judge, and the court was also given 
a jurisdiction that did not belong to the interpretation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the laws of the United States, 
but local legislation as well. The Supreme Court said these are 
not constitutional courts, because created as they are they are in- 
capable of receiving the jurisdiction that belongs to a constitu- 
tionalcourt of the United States. Then they commenton the fact 
that they were not intended to be constitutional courts, because 
they were given a limited tenure instead of a tenure during good 
behavior, and that was conclusive in that case. 

The courts as established in Florida, which were un. ler consid- 
eration in the Canter case, have been continued with respect to 
our Territories, as the Senator from Connecticut said. Their ten- 
ure has always been restricted. It has never been a life tenure. 
The Supreme Court has simply said from that fact it is to be in- 
ferred that it was not the intention of Congress to create a consti- 
tutional court, but only a legislative court. 

I invite the Senator's attention to the case which is the leading 
case on the subject, McAllister vs. United States, reported in 141 
U. 8., at page 174 et seq. All the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States made prior to the giving of this decision are 
here reviewed, and the point I make with respect to them is rec- 
ognized throughout in all that the court says. 

They find that the courts in Utah and the courts in various 
Territories were not constitutional courts, because Congress had 
not made them so, had not sought to make them so, and cited asa 
fact supporting that proposition that they had limited the tenure, 
which it was incompetent for Congress to do if it was a constitu- 
tional court, and they cited the further fact that in all of these 
Territorial courts the courts were given not only the jurisdiction 
of the United States district and circuit courts, but the jurisdic- 
tion of State courts as well. 

Now, there.is no objection to Congress giving a life tenure and 
creating a court with district and circuit jurisdiction alone. 


rf 








1932 


That is recognized in this case to which I have called attention. 
At page 186 the majority of the court, in discussing the proposi- 
tion, say thatin all of this legislation the significant fact is—I am 
trying to read the substance of it; I had better read the whole 
sentence, and that will put it in better form. 

Mr. TELUER. That is better. 

Mr. FORAKER,. The court say: 

The significance of thers enactments, as well as of the acts of 1867 and 1869, 
and of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes, is in the fact that Ne woe has 
uniformly proceeded upon the theory that the judges of Territorial courts 
were merely legislative courts, and were not entitled, by virtue of their ap- 
pointment and the Constitution of the United States, to hold their offices dur- 
ing good behavior, unless it was so declared in the respective acts providing 
tor the organization of such courts. 

In other words, they come back right to the fact that Congress 
did not see fit in legislating to establish the court to give a life 
tenure, but they recognized that Congress might have done so if 
Congress had seen fit, for Congress in so legislating is without 
any limitations, as I understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator if that language was 
not used with reference to the question simply whether the Presi- 
dent could remove within the term for which the appointment 
was made—four years? 

Mr. FORAKER, No, Mr. President, the language which I have 
read was not used with reference to that alone. It is true that in 
this case the question before the court was as to the power of the 
President to remove a district judge of Alaska. That district 
judge had been appointed for a tenure of four years. He was 
removed without any cause except only that the President wanted 
to disp!ace him and substitute another man. TheSupreme Court 
say that the civil-tenure law which excepted judges of the United 
States courts did not except this judge, because Congress evidently 
intended that he should be only a legislative judge and not a con- 
stitutional judge, and they interpreted the civil-tenure act to have 
reference only to constitutional courts and constitutional judges. 
But, as I say, in disposing of it ae recognized, by the quotation 
I have made from the opinion of the majority of the court, that 
Congress might have made that life tenure if Con s had seen 
fit todo so. In all these cases you will find the court is careful to 
point out that the reason why they are not constitutional judges 
is, as in the Canter case, that they have jurisdiction that does not 
belong to the United States courts, the constitutional courts, as 
well as that jurisdiction, and because their tenure is made for 
years instead of for life. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has evidently over- 
looked a portion of this opinion of the majority of the court. On 
page 184, after citing all the former decisions, Judge Harlan says: 

These cases close all discussion here as to whether Territorial courts are 
of the class defined in the third article of the Constitution. It must be re- 
garded as settled that courts in the Territories, created under the plenary 
municipal authority that Congress possesses over the Territories of the 
United States, are not courts of the United States created under the author- 
ity conferred by that article. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. Ifthe Senator will allow me, that 
is not at all inconsistent with what I am contending. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is, 

Mr. FORAKER. They are speaking of Territorial courts as 
they have been by Congress created. ey are not speaking about 
the power of Congress to create something different, but they say 
in every instance, reviewing every one of them, the Congress has 
not seen fit to create a constitutional court, but only a Territorial 
court, 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER, I wish to read what Judge Nelson says in the 
case of Benner vs. Porter (9 Howard), He will find it in the Mc- 
Allister case, page 181, 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Afterciting the judicial clause of the Constitu- 
tion, Article III, section 1, the court said: 

Congress must not oy ordain and establish inferior courts within a State, 
and ace their jurisdiction, but the judges appointed to administer them 
must possess the constitutional tenure of office before they can become in- 
vested with any portion of the judicial power of the Union. There is no ex- 
ception to this rule in the Constitution. The Territorial courts, therefore, 
were not courts in which the judicial power conferred by the Constitution 
on the Federal Government could be deposited. They were incapable of re- 
ceiving it, as the tenure of the incumbents was but for four years. 

Then the court cites the case of Marshall. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, the court give the reason why 
they are incapable of receiving them, because they are not con- 
stitutional courts. Congress did not design to e them such, 
and Congress evidenced that fact when it denied to them a life 
tenure and limited them to a term of years, 
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Mr. TELLER, Then the court quotes from Marsha)) \)... , 
clared that they were not, I think, very emphatically. | “~ 
Mr. FORAKER. In the Canter case the court do. 
gave the reason why they were not constitutional cour: 
ing as the reason that they were given a different jur 
from that which belonged to United States courts an }._ 
the tenure was restricted to a number of years. Pe 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Ohio willallow y. |... 
the court gave the reason, but it did not by any means - ,, ..° 
reason the Senator is giving. ss 

Mr. FORAKER. Iso understand it, 

Mr. TELLER. The court said they were not appointe] mw 
that constitutional power to appoint courts, but they wors .. 
pointed under another power. ae ee 

Mr. FORAKER. hat the court said was that thes 
courts created by Noe are in the exercise of the power coy fory i 
upon Congress to legislate for the Territories, and that Coy a 
in the exercise of that power had seen fit here to set up ao... 
with a different jurisdiction from that which belonged ; United 
States courts, and with a tenure limited to a number of oars i, 
stead of a life tenure, and that was a conclusive fact to sijoy; hat 
Congress did not de to make them constitutional court. 

Mr. STEWART. r. President—— 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. Does the Senator froy 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART, I thought the Senator was through. [ js 
wanted to say a word upon this subject. It seems to me t) be 
too plain to have much controversy about it. 

The constitutional courts provided have a limited jurisdiction: 
the State courts exercise large jurisdiction. It is a peculiar juris. 
diction that is conferred upon the constitutional courts. Tho con. 
stitutional court isa peculiar court. It isa special court, (on. 
gress does not derive the power to legislate for the Territories 
under that provision atall. It derives the power, according to 
some of the authorities, in some places entirely from the power to 
dispose of the public property of a Territory, but most of the 
works on constitutional law say that the power to legislate for 
the Territories would exist independent of any provision in the 
Constitution. It is a sovereign power that necessarily belongs to 
the United States, and when Congress legislate for the Territories 
they do not create a special court. They create a court with gen- 
eral jurisdiction, covering all the jurisdiction that the States ex- 
ercise and that the Federal Government exercises, 

Mr. TELLER. That is it exactly. 

Mr. STEWART. It is one complete jurisdiction. It isa dif- 
ferent system altogether; and it may be just such a systemas 
Congress may ordain and appoint. But when you come to con- 
stitutional courts, they are very different. They are limited,and 
by the Constitution a limited jurisdiction is prescribed, whereas a 
Territorial court may be endowed by Congress with all the juris- 
diction, as it usually is, that the courts of the United States have 
in the States and that the State courts have. 

It is all combined in one, and it results from the power to govern 
the Territories, whether that power be derived from the Constitu- 
tion or from the very nature of the sovereignty. Most all the 
authorities refer it to the very nature of sovereignty possessed by 
the Government. 

When you say you have got no constitution for the Territories 
I deny that. e have got a constitution for the Territories, one 
that has moon up by custom, and it ought to be as binding upon 
us as the English constitution is upon England, Ever since the 
formation of the Constitution we have legislated in one direction. 
We have given the Territories local self-government; we have 
given them all the freedom that we enjoy. Now, while youmight 
have power to do almost anything to injure the Territories, you 
might have power to do wrong as any monarch with unlimited 

wers would have, we have a Constitution by precedent for 4 

undred years that tells us that we must be governed by the gem 
eral principles of liberty, justice, and a republican form 0! sv" 
ernment. We have done it in all instances, and that now 's 
binding upon us without regard to the abstract power that Con 
gress may have. = 

Con has power to do wrong. So has any unlimite! mon- 
arch, So far as the Territories are concerned we have on 
power, and Congress might exercise it if we were sot govert ae 
an unwritten constitution that has grown up, that we mus! 5) . 
the Territories all the rights and ee that we enjo) aa 
they must have republican government; that they must hay? \\" 
self government; that they must be governed according That 
laws of the most enlightened, being republican, a3 we ai" 
we have to do unless we violate every principle that gover™s “°° 
all anywhere. — tthat which 

But there is no constitution for the Territories excep —~ 
has grown up by custom. That has become as binding — 
and as binding upon the consciences of Congress as the ¢ ~— aa 
tion of the United States, We dare not violate it, and we are 
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cing to violate it. It is idle to talk about what Congress might 
5 “Any power might do many wrong things; but in view of the 
constitutional precedents we have, in view of the custom that has 


-rown up todo justice, to give them free government, Congress is 


not going to change its policy and become a monster and do wrong. | question but that the Congress can constitute a court in a Terri- 


Itcan not do wrong with regard to them unless we violate the | 


ynwritten law, the unwritten constitution that has governed this 

country from its foundation. There is no danger of Congress vio- 

lating it. Ifit makes a departure from that we shall hear from 
ople. 

~ Ke )RAKER. I am much obliged to the Senator for the 

qonen but he has so prolonged it Ido not know just how to 

‘ 1t. 

ants, SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

son? 
7 Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. I want tocomplete my reading, 
owever. 

’ Mr, SPOONER. I only want to get at the right of this thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are some reasons why, if we can create 
a constitutional court in Hawaii, I think it might be wise to do it. 
I want to ask the Senator this question, if he will permit me. I 
suppose he will admit that in creating a constitutional court we 
have nothing whatever to do with the tenure of the judge. 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. It is fixed by the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is fixed by the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. And it can not be other than the constitu- 
tional tenure for life or good behavior? 

Mr. FORAKER,. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, does the Senator think that court a 
constitutional court as to the tenure of the judge of which we are 
not restricted by the constitutional provision at all, but aro left 
entirely free to make it two years or four years or ten years or 
during good behavior? 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not catch 
the point of his question, if he asked me one. Do I think what? 

Mr. SPOONER. Doesthe Senator regard that court a constitu- 
tional court as to the tenure of the judge of which Congress is 
entirely free? 

Mr. FORAKER, Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. To fix it at two years, or ten years, or during 
good behavior? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think if Congress fixes it at anything less 
than a life tenure that is evidence that Congress did not intend to 
create a constitutional court. That is the very point I have been 
making. But if Co wants to create a court and give the 
judge a life tenure it is within the power of Congress to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; but my point is this: Congress can not 
create a constitutional court without a life tenure. 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly not. That is what I have been 
contending. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, is any court as to which Congress may 
create a shorter than a life tenure a constitutional court? 

Mr. FORAKER,. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not this a court in regard to which we may 
make the tenure four years or ten years, if we choose? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly itis; undoubtedly. Mr. President, 
after a very careful consideration of this question, and that is the 
reason why I am particular about it here, we propose in the bill 
providing a civil government for Puerto Rico that there shall be 
a United States ct court; we callit by that name, but the 
tenure is only for four years. We limited the tenure for the sole 
purpose of making it clear that we do not intend to constitute a 
constitutional court, but only a territorial court within the mean- 
ingot all these decisions. 

ow, Mr. President, there is no ground for controversy here, 
because in the case to which I have already alluded, at page 188, 
the Supreme Court expressly say as follows: 

The whole subject of the organization of Territorial courts, the tenure by 
Which the judges of such courts shall hold their offices, the they 
is, waa lefty tho Constitution with Congress under its plenary bower 
over the Territories of the United States. Pee ae 

And then, as I called attention a while ago, they say in effect, 
further on, that in all cases it will be ed as an evidence that 
4 constitutional court was not intended when the tenure comes 
under consideration unless a has seen fit to give the life 
tenure, indicating clearly that gress is invested with plenary 
power and can make a tenure for life or for any number of years it 
might see fit. If Congress sees fit to give tenure for less than life, 
that is conclusive evidence thai Congress does not intend to create 
& constitutional, but only a Territorial court. 

But, Mr. President, the Supreme Court calls attention in all 
these cases to the fact that the jurisdiction given is such as also 

2 show that not a constitutional, but only a legislative court was 
tended to be created. In the Territories they have the Federal 
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side and the State side or the Territorial side, the one contradis 
tinguished from the other, the one having jurisdiction of all local 


| matters, the other having the jurisdiction that belongs to the 


courts of the United States. There is not, in my opinion, any 


tory and call it what it sees fit, and give the life tenure to that 
judge and invest him with such jurisdiction as Congress may see 
fit to invest him with. . 

Mr. President, there is a controlling reason in my mind why 


this court should be different from the ordinary Territorial court 
and should have the jurisdiction that belongs under the Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the United States to district and circuit 
courts. That Territory is peculiarly situated from any other Ter 


ritory that we have. Itis away off yonder in the sea and must 
have an admiralty jurisdiction in its most pronounced sense 

I have only another word to add, and that is, conceding that the 
power is given, that Congress could create such a court there as 
it may see fit, the question of policy remains. The Supreme Court 
has said it has plenary power over and over again, as often as it 
has had occasion to say it. I have had some misgivings about 
the question of policy, and I yielded to my associates in the com- 
mittee as to this bill, but when the committee considered this 
question in regard to Puerto Rico a few days ago, they took a dif- 
ferent view as a matter of policy. There is no question about the 
matter of power to do it. 

We thought it would be better to give to that judge in Puerto 
Rico but a four years’ tenure and make it clearly a Territorial 
and not a constitutional court; but if we had seen fit to giveit the 
jurisdiction that belongs to United States courts, and then to 
give it a life tenure, I do not see any reason why we should not 
have made a United States court and judge within the meaning of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. ROSS. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROSS. I understand the Senator to concede that if the 
tenure of a judge has been for four years, six years, twenty years, 
or forty years, it would not be a constitutional court, but a legis- 
lative court. 

Mr. FORAKER. Idonot concede any suchthing. Thatis a 
truism under the Constitution, and there can be no argument 
about what the Constitution explicitly says. 

Mr. ROSS. That is true; and it is true, is it not, because the 
legislature so fixes it? 

Mr. FORAKER,. No; it is true because the Constitution so 
fixes it. 

Mr. ROSS. The Constitution so fixes it, and it becomes a legis- 
lative court. Now, if Congress in an act relative to a Territory 
fixes the term of office of the judge at life, it is no less fixed by 
Congress than it would be if it fixed it for two years or four years 
or ten years, and is it not just as much a legislative court within 
the terms of those decisions as if it had been fixed at two years or 
four years or ten years? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not at all; not necessarily so, because the 
jurisdiction conferred might be such as to show it was designed 
to make only a Territorial court. There are two things to be 
taken into consideration, one of tenure and the other of jurisdic- 
tion. If the Congress confers upon the court which it creates 
jurisdiction which does not belong to a constitutional cyurt of the 
United States, that is one evidence that it was intended within 
the meaning of the decisions to be only a legislative court: and if 
Congress saw fit, giving it the same jurisdictjon as a United States 
court in one of the States would have, to limit the tenure to less 
than life, that would be another conclusive evidence that it was 
intended to be only a legislative court: and so the courts have 
held in every one of these cases, as [ understand. 

Mr. PETTUS. Could not Congress repeal the act the next day 
after the judge was appointed for life? 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ROSS. What was the question? 

Mr. FORAKER, Could not Congress repeal the act after it 
was enacted and the judge had been appointed? Undoubtedly it 
could repeal the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could Congress do that as to the judge of a 
constitutional conrt? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam not speaking of what the effect would 
be on such a constitutional officer; but unquestionably Congress 
could repeal the law. Whether he has a vested right in his office 
is another question. He undoubtedly would have a vested right 
of some kind; I do not know to what extent. 

Mr. PETTUS. The question I designed to ask was, could not 
the Congress abolish the office in a week after the judge was given 
a life tenure by Congress? 

Mr. FORAKER, [think so. I donot think the creation of an 
office and the appointment of an official to hold it binds Congress 
for the life of the official who has been appointed and who has 
become the incumbent. 


rt 
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Mr. ROSS. I wish to ask the Senator another question, if he | States, vote for it in view of the fact that the first clansa .; 
will yield for that purpose. Bill of Rights says no law shall be passed by Congress dG... \“° 
Mr. FORAKER,. Yes, certainly; with pleasure. | such thing? : ne Say 
Mr. ROSS. Does the court in a Territory get its jurisdiction I call the Senator's attention to that only to show that thar. 
from the act of Congress or does it get it from the Constitution? | some positive prohibitions in the Constitution which rest 4...” 
Mr. FORAKER. It gets it from the act of Congress. as Senators sitting under the Dome of the Capitol, which we... 

Mr. ROSS. Then, is it not a legislative court instead of a con- | disregard, which accompany all legislation that we enac: : aa 
stitutional court? ter for whom it may be or whether they are in the Union — 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a legislative court. integral part of it or not. oe 

Mr. ROSS. It seems to me the Senator is confounding the mat- I agree with the general proposition that we are unlimitea; 
ter, because the tenure is for life and the judge is given the same | our power when legislating for Territories to which wa }) 7 i 
jurisdiction by the act of Congress that he gets under the Consti- | extended the Constitution particularly, except only by the josis;.., 
tution. It is therefore not a constitutional court, but it is merely | prohibitions which are laid by the Constitution upon every yy.» 
a legislative court, and gets its whole jurisdiction and term of | who sits here as a legislator, no matter what his view upon the 
office from the act of Congress. general subject may be. Therefore I say when we come to eres, 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator did not follow me closely in the | courts, we simply say, by virtue of the authority conferred anes 
remarks I just made or he would not ask that question. I stated | by the Constitution, there shall be a court here, and it s)q)) co 
at the beginning that the decisions which have been cited, in | the jurisdiction we give it, or the jurisdiction of a Unit, d State: 
which it has been held that the court under consideration was a | district court proper, and we giveit a tenure, which belonvs +, +) : 
Territorial court, were each and all cases where the Congress had | judge. Ido not know why it is not competent for us to do i Tf 
evidenced by the character of the legislation creating the court | it is competent for you to say that it is not a constitutional jy: 
that it did not intend a constitutional court, but only a legislative | only a Territorial court, because it is outside of the States wh; ‘h 
court, the court has pointed out that that intention is derived | constitute the Union, you can say that just as well with it hayin, 
from the fact, first in the Canter case, and in all the other cases, I | one jurisdiction and one tenure, as you can if it be giyen a) 
believe, without exception, that there was a limited instead of a | tenure and another jurisdiction. 
life tenure, In other cases they pointed out the jurisdiction was Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it is eyiqoy: 
different, and they have said, not being a constitutional court, the | that this interesting discussion can not be completed to-night: ay4 
court was incapable of taking the jurisdiction conferred by the | with the Senator's consent, I will move that the Senate proceed {, 
Constitution. the consideration of executive business. 

I do not know any reason why, therefore, where we extend the Mr. FORAKER. Iyield. 

Constitution to a Territory, we may not there create a district : 

court. We have here extended the Constitution of the United EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

States, if we pass this bill, to Hawaii. I do not knowof any rea- Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
son why there should not be a district court established there, if | sideration of executive business. 

we see fit to adopt the policy of establishing such a court, which The motion was agree to; and the Senate proceeded to the eon. 
of course remains after the question of power has been settled. _| sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 

There is much to be said in favor of making the court in Hawaii | executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
a United States district court, and conferring upon it all the jur- | 23 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues lay 
isdiction which belongs to district and circuitcourts of the United | February 20, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. _ 
States, because, as I was about to remark a moment ago, that is 
differently situated from any other Territory that we have yet leg- 
islated for. It has need for an admiralty jurisdiction, which does 
not belong toany interior Territory at any rate, and certainly not 
in the pronounced sense in which it belongs to that of Hawaii, and 
there is an abundance of work there for a court with that kind of 
jurisdiction to exercise. 

What I rose to suggest was that a court that is given a clean- 
cut constitutional jurisdiction in a Territory belonging to the 
United States, to whom we have extended the Constitution, and 
the judges of which have been hae a life tenure, as is the case 
here, ought not to be confounded with Territorial courts which 
have been under consideration in the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which have been relied upon. 

I now yield with pleasure to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. ROSS. I was simply going to ask the Senator if he was 
not confounding the difference between the source from which the 
power comes in so characterizing the court, rather than the court 
itself, or the name of the court, The Senator called it a constitu- 
tional court. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Wili the Senator define to me what jurisdic- 
tion.a United States constitutional court gets from the Constitu- 
tion proper? 

Mr. ROSS. It gets just ~vhat is named in the Constitution, and 
it can not have any other given to it. 

Mr. FORAKER, I will ask if it is not necessary to legislate 
with respect to the jurisdictiva of constitutional courts just as 
much as it is with respect to Territorial courts; and if the term 
“constitutional court” means anything more than it is a court 
created by Congress within the contemplation of the Constitution, 
which authorizes Congress to establish courts? 

Mr. ROSS. I understand a constitutional court, within the 
meaning of the decision, extends to the States only. When you 
go into the Territories and legislate, then with unlimited power 
you can give the same term of office to the judges of a court in 
the Territories and the same jurisdiction, or more or less of it, as 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 19, 19 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
Subsistence Department. 
First Lieut. Charles R. Krauthoff, Fourteenth Infantry (captain 
and assistant commissary of subsistance, United States Volun 


teers), to be commissary of subsistence, with the rank of captain, 
February 15, 1900, vice Brainard, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 
Capt. Matt R. Peterson, commissary of subsistence, United 
States Army, February 15, 1900, vice Brainard, who vacates by 
promotion, to major and commissary of subsistence, United States 
y. 
To be quartermaster with the rank of major. 


Capt. Isaac W. Littell, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, February 15, 1900, vice Robertson, honorably discharge’. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander William C. Gibson, to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 18th day of February, 1900, vice Capt. Peter A. Rearics, 
re 


Lieut. Commander Richard G. Davenport, to be a commancet 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of February, 1900, vice Comma 
der William C. Gibson, promo’ - . 

Medical r John C. Wise, to be a medical director 2 the 
Navy, from the 7th day of February, 1900, vice Medical Directo? 
James M. Flint, retired. 


5 are : {avy, from 
Congress lease. Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, to be a medical inspector in the Navy,!ro" 
Mr. FORAKER. I do not agree with the Senator that a United | the 7 day of February, 1900, vice Medical Inspector Jol" \- 


Wise, promoted. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORES: 
Wiliiam C. Harllee, of Florida. 


States court can not be created t within the States. Ido 
not know of any reason why a Uni States court may not be 
created beyond the States, to sit and have jurisdiction outside of 
the States, in the Territories of the United States, to which we 


extend the Constitution. I do not agree with the Senator that | Richard 8S. Hooker, of Nevada. 
Congress can legislate for the Territories outside of the States Hugh L. Matthews, of Tennessee. 
without any limitation whatever. CONSUL. 
I should like to ask the Senator what he would do were a meas- rrited States 
ure pr here ———. tho freedom of or the free- James A. Mulkey, of Alabama, to be consul of the Unitec 
dom of the press in Hawaii? Would he, because itis outside of the | at Tuxpan, Mexico, vice Abraham B, Jones, deceased. 
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POSTMASTERS. | First Lieut. John W. Howison, of the District of Columbia, to 


A, C, Cooke, to be postmaster at Truckee, in the county of Ne- be a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
yada and State of California, in the place of W. A. Bucknam, | 
whose comrission expires March 27, 1900. 

John G. King, to be postmaster at New Castle, in the county of 
Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of W. J. Hunter, 
whose commission expired January 30, 1900. 

William W. Lowry, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Sangamon and State of Illinois, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Alva Ross, to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of Macoupin 
and State of Illinois, in the place of E. P. Kimball, whose commis- 
sion expires March 9, 1900. 

Charles Q. Whallon, to be postmaster at Newman, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Illinois, in the place of William Heeb, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1900. 

Lancetta L. Byram, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of Union and State of Indiana, in the place of S. D. Byram, de- 

eased. 

’ William Noble, to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation of Indian Territory, in the place of Mary A. 
Potter, whose commission expired December 18, 1899. 

E. B. Dowell, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa, in the place of J. H. Watson, whose 
commission expired January 23, 1900. 

Nathaniel A, Burnell, to be postmaster at Cumberland Mills, 
in the county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of 
H. M. Raymond, whose commission expired February 1, 1900. 

Isaac Dyer, to be postmaster at Skowhegan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine, in the place of S. W. Gould, whose 
commission expires March 9, 1900. 

George A. Herrick, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine, in the place of C. A. Wilber, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1900. 

Clarke P. Harding, to be postmaster at Medway, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of J. A. Snow, 
whose commission expired January 15, 1900, 

Edward Burroughs, to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Nathan 
Robins, removed. 

James W. Danser, to be postmaster at Freehold, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. N. 
Johnson, whose commission expired January 15, 1900. 

Rufus Daggett, to be tmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of E. P. Bailey, whose 
commission expires March 9, 1900. 

Emil O, Ellison, to be postmaster at Lamoure, in the county of 
Lamoure and State of North Dakota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1900. 

Grant Coats, to be aon at Rockford, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1900. 

Charles H. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohic , in the place of W. W. Lewis, 
whose commission expired February 5, 1900. 

John W, Grier, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the count 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of C. E. 
Williamson, whose commission expired January 7, 1900. 

Cyrus E. Hipple, to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John Casey, 
Whose commission expired January 30, 1900. 

Charles E. Welch, to be postmaster at Phoebus, in the county of 
Elizabeth City and State of Virginia, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1899. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


¥ ? 
Cavairy an 


Second Lieut. John Morrison, jr., Third Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 13, 1899. ; 

Second Lieut. Harry O. Williard, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 10, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Lucius R. Holbrook, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 23, 1900. : 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-fourth Infantry. 


Hosp. Steward Frank A. Jernigan, Thirty-fourth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, February 7, 1900. 


To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Raphael A. Edmonston, of the District of Columbia, acting as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, February 8, 1900, 


POSTMASTERS, 


Ella G. Nix, to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county ot 
| Dekalb and State of Alabama. 
John P. Yockey, to be postmaster at Canal Fulton, in the 
county of Stark and State of Ohio. 
Carlton A. Lafferty, to be postmaster in Bellville, in the county 
of Richland and State of Ohio. 
John 8. Ellen, to be postmaster at Willoughby, in the county 
of Lake and State of Ohio. 
Frank L. Glass, to be postmaster at Martinez, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California. 
James O. Coleman, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the 
county of Sacramento and State of California, 
James R. Gibson, to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Hempstead and State of Arkansas. 
Alfred E. Goddard, to be postmaster at Essex,in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. ; 
Matilda McCartney, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county 
of San Juan and State of Colorado. 
Preston Holbrook, to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 
of Gilpin and State of Colorado. 
Charles Laramore, to be postmaster at Knox, in the county of 
Starke and Scate of Indiana. 
Napoleon B. La Paugh, to be postmaster at Chester, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Illinois. 
George P. Johnson, to be postmaster at Payette, in the county 
of Canyon and State of Idaho. 
Lyman )). Thurston, to be postmaster at Leicester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
John F. Mitchell, to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles G. Robinson, to be postmaster at Earlington, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. 
Fred T. Jackson, to be postmaster at Caruthersville, in the 
county of Pemiscot and State of Missonri. 
William Cordiner, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota. 
Zebedee G. Culver, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 
Edward Quinn, to be postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico. 
W. G. Greenleaf, to be postmaster at Las Vegas Hot Springs, 
in the county of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico, 
Charles F. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Sennen. 
J. J, Perkins, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Pitt and State of North Carolina. 
Eugene P. Strong,to be postmaster at Bay Shore, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 
Hiram B. Odell, to be postmaster at Newburgh, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 
Susan C, Cheatham, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Tennessee. 
Arthur H, Johnson, to be postmaster at Drayton, in the county 
of Pembina and State of North Dakota. 
Edmund K, Cavileer, to be postmaster at Pembina, in the county 
: of Pembina and State of North Dakota. 
William H. Jordan, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs | Lotta J. Kintner, to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in the county 
for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts. of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. ese ee een, in the county 
an Lieut. George E. McConnell, of the District of Columbia, Frederick A. Hollman, to be postmaster at Green Bay, in the 
& captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. | county of Brown and State of Wisconsin, 
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WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 19, 1900. 


Richard A. Hudlin, » 
Mies udlin, to be postmaster at Clayton, in the State of 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 19, 1900. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MonpDaAy, February 19, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. WEEKS, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the House files, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of John H. Wilkinson, Fifty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. LANE, for this week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Driaas, for three days, on account of illness. 
To Mr. LIvinasTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 
To Mr. WARNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON BEER. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, I move to suspend the rules and the 
bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relative to internal-revenue 
tax on fermented liquors. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], 
by direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3339 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out of said section 
the following: 

“In estimating and computing such tax, the fractional parts of a barrel 
shall be halves, thirds, quarters, sixths, and eighths; and any fractional i 
of a barrel containing less than one-eighth shall be accounted one-eighth; 
more than one-eighth, and not ‘more than one-sixth, shall be accoun one- 
sixth; more than one-sixth, and not more than one-fourth, shall be accounted 
one-fourth; more than one-fourth, and not more than one-third, shall be ac- 
counted one-third; more than one-third, and not more than one-half, shall 
be accounted one-half; more than one-half,and not more than one barrel, 
shall be accounted one barrel; and more than one barrel, and not more than 
63 gallons, shall be accounted two barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall 
be paid by the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises 
in which such fermented liquors are made, and in the manner and at the 
time hereinafter specified.” 

And by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“In omtmating and computing the tax imposed by law the fractional part 
of a barrel shall be halves, thirds, and quarters, and any fractional ofa 
barrel containing less than one-fourth shall be accounted one-fourth; more 
than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall be accounted one- 
third; more than one-third and not more than one-half shall be accounted 
one-half; more than one-half and not more than one barrel shall be accounted 
one barrel; and more than one barrel and not more than ~/re shall 
be accounted two barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax s be pa = 
the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which su 
Sermnenies liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time hereinafter 
specified.”’ 

: Src. 2. That section 9 of the act entitled “‘An act to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,” ap- 
proves July 24, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 

ollows: 

“Sec. 9. That section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and here hy is, amended to read as follows: 

“*Sec. 3341. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall cause to be pre- 
pared, for the payment of such tax, suitable stamps denoting the amount of 
tax required to be paid on the hogsheads, barrels, and halves, thirds, and quar- 
ters of a barrel of such fermented liquors (and also cause to be preparpe 
suitable permits for the pu hereinafter mentioned), and furnish 
the same to the collectors of internal revenue, who shall each be required to 
keep on hand at all times a sufficient or. = permits and a supply of 
stamps equal in amount to two months’ sales thereof, if there be any Ww: 
ery or brewery warehouse in his district; and such stamps shall be sold and 
permits genet and delivered by euch collectors only to the brewers of 
their districts, respectively. Such collectors shall keep an account of the 
number of permits delivered and of the number and value of the stamps 
sold by them to each brewer.’” 


i of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, let us have a 
second, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand a second. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts demands 
a second, and the gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent 
that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Who demanded the second, Mr. Speaker? 
afeenl er The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

oopy]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought I demanded a second. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I realize the position of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and if there is controv about this 
bill I shall not feel like taking charge of one side of it by reason 
of my demand for a second. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Is the gentleman from Massachusetts 


ee to the measure? 
r. MOODY of Massachusetts. Notnecessarily; probably not. 
Is the gentleman from Tennessee opposed to it? 


against the measure, but I demanded a second in order 
usual time for debate might be had, so that if any gent)... 
sires to be heard in opposition to the bill he can secure ti. 
object in asking for a second is merely to control the tiy), 


nessee 


and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. R 
it. 





Mr. RICHARDSON. I will say frankly that I shall , 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman /;., 
rmit me five minutes in case I desire it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentlem., /)., 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] to withdraw the demand fo . 
ICHARDSON | t e) 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] asks un 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is the; 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, this bill affects two provisions 
of the internal-revenue laws—first, that section of the hk, vised 
Statutes which authorizes the manufacturers of beer to put yp 
their product in packages as large as a hogshead and as sia] . 
on —— of a barrel. 
In addition to that, it affects the section of the present interna). 
revenue law which requires the Commissioner of Interna] Royo. 
nue —— stamps of denominations applicable to all ja 


i Ten- 


a ae 


of w from the hogshead down to the one-eighth of a } ont; ft 
beer. The object of the bill is to abolish these minor packages of 


pent, om wit, packages of one-sixth of a barrel and one-eighth of g 


rrel. 

I will be frank enough to say that the bill concerns the brewi; 
industry of the country more than it does either the Treasury 
the public at large. . 
* The entire brewing interest of the United States, so far as the 
committee is obvieel. desires the privilege of putting up its prod- 
ucts in packages larger than one-sixth of a barrel, and the object 
of this bill is to authorize them to do so and to relieve the Depart. 
ment of Internal Revenue of the necessity of providing the smal] 
denominations of revenue stamps applicable to the minor pack- 
ages of beer. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the brewing industry desire the passage of the bill 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The committee is so advised. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. They desire the abolition of the 
small packages? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They do; and I will say to the House that 
they claim that the reason for it is the fact that these packages, 
together with the stamps, are practically more valuable than the 
contents of the package, and the trade for the last few years has 
found difficulty in getting the packages back after sending them 


g 
or 


out. 

Mr. MERCER. Is there any opposition on the part of the 
Treasury Department? 

Mr. DOLL R.. The Treasury Department advises the com- 
mittee that so far as the revenue is concerned, it will not affect 
the internal-revenue receipts in any calculable degree. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom lowareserves the balance 
of his time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] asks me, in his momentary absence, to 

ield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr, 

oop’). 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Atthis moment will not avail 
myself of the gentleman’s kindness, but possibly will later on. 

r. McCLELLAN,. Then I reserve the time of the gentieman 
from Tennessee ae ee 

The SPEAKER. The time of gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHaRDsON] is reserved. 

Mr. DOLLI . I will yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER]. ; 

Mr. FLETC . I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the amendment to the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. No amendments are in order exce)t by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Iso understand. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks nnane 
mous consent for the consideration of an amendment whic! 4° 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the words “Provided, That this act shall not 
take effect until July 1, 1900.” 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, owing to the nature of Ss 
structions by which I sapets here, I am not at liberty to 5" 
consent to any amendmen 

The . Objection is made. , he get 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to yield five minutes to the g 


tleman from New York [Mr. SuuzeR]. 











1900. 





Mr. FLETCHER. I understood the gentleman from Iowa to | 
yield to me for a moment. ; 
"Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to prevent my friend from 
Minnesota from making any observations which he desires to 
make, although I reserve the right, owing to my instructions, to 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota 

(Mr, FLETCHER] two minutes. , 
‘Mr. FLETCHER. The only object I, have in offering this 
amendment to this resolution, Mr, Speaker, is on account of peti- 
tions which I have received from many of the coopers who are 
making these small packages by hand. They have a considerable 
amount of stock on hand, and it is a new proposition to them. If 
they had the opp: rtunity—until the Ist of July—to work up 
their surplus stock, which will be entirely destroyed if this bill 
takes effect sooner than that, they might besaved from loss. For 
that reason I ask that it may go into effect on the Ist of July, in 
order to give these poor men, who are making these packages by 
hand, an opportunity to work up their surplus stock. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, in view of what my friend has | 
stated, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration | 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from | 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to yield five minutes to the gentle- | 
man from New York [Mr. SuLZER]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes; I yield to the gentleman from New 
York, 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there is not,so far as I know, and | 
there should not be, in my judgment, any objection to the passage 
of this bill. Iam in favor of it and shall vote for it. It will be | 
of some convenience, I am informed, to the brewers of the | 
country, and I hope no one will raise a single objection to the bill | 
passing by unanimous consent. 

The point I desire to make, however, is that this bill is not what | 
the brewers want, because it does not reduce, and, according to | 
the statement of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, it will 
not reduce one cent the exorbitant tax now placed on beer. Beer is 
the — man’s drink, and it should not be taxed out of proportion 
toother commodities. The brewers of the country pay more taxes 
on what they manufacture than any other industry in the land. 
When the war-revenue bill passed this House the tax on beer was 





doubled. It was then increased from $1 a barrel to $2 a barrel, 
and under the war-revenue law the brewersof the country to-day 
are paying into the National Treasury over $75,000,000 of taxes 
every year, and every penny of this, remember, comes out of the 
pockets of the consumers—ont of the pockets of the people who 
drink beer. The brewers make the consumers pay the tax, and 
the burden falls mostly on the toilers. 

_The war with Spain is over and has been concluded for some 
time, yet the Republican party continues to levy on the people 
of this country the enormous, exorbitant, and outrageous war 
taxes. When the Republican party passed the war-revenue bill 
at the beginning of the Gyantdh Avecricen war, and to carry on 
that war, it promised, through its representatives on the floor of 
this House, that just so soon as the war was over the law increas- 
ing the taxes of the people would be immediately repealed. You 
have not repealed a single provision of the war-tax law, and, so 
far as I know and so far as the people of the country now know, 
you do not intend to repeal or to modify that enormous and unjust 
war-tax law in any particular. Tax the people into prosperity is 
one of the chief mottoes of the Republican party. 

_ How long, I ask you now, in the name of all that is fair and 
just, do you intend to continue the burdens of this exorbitant, 
unnecessary, and outrageous war tax on the consumers, the tax- 
payers, and the people of the country? That is the question for 
you to answer, and that is the question the people intend to make 
you answer in the next campaign. 

© you intend to keep up the war taxes forever, piling up the 
people’s money in the asury in order that your Standard Oil | 
Secretary can loan the money out again to the Administration’s 
pet national banks to charge the borrowers enormous rates of in- 
terest, and thus robbing the poe coming and robbing them 
going? If thatis the object, [would like to know it, and I think the 
people who are paying the taxes and bearing the frightful burdens 
of your imperialistic policy and expensive Government would like 
to have an auswer to this very pertinent question. I pause for 
sen reply. You can not answer, and I feel confident no Repub- 
‘ican will have the courage to stand up here and give the desired 
information. 

This bill is merely a little sop thrown to the brewers. You intend 
it to keep them in good humor. You have heard from them and 
you know they demand that the war taxes on beer be reduced to 
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' $1. a barrel, as it was before the Spanish-American war began. 
The brewers have sent several representative delegations here 
asking for the repeal of the war tax, and the y have filed hundreds 
and thousands of petitions in favor of it. But if I know your in- 
tentions, and if Iam any judge of your pclicy, their mission has 
object to his amendment. | been a failure, their work in vain, and the 

thrown in the wastebasket. 


petitions have been 


You do not intend to grant the brewers any relief and you do 


| not intend to repeal or to modify the war-tax law in any particu- 
lar. Youare keeping it up, compelling the people to pay these 


enormous taxes in time of peace, in order to carry out your ne- 


farious schemes in the islands of the seas, in order to convince the 
people that times are prosperous, in order to pile up in the Treas- 
ury a great surplus, in order to maintain a large standing army, 
and last but not least, in order to deceive the people and cover up 
the deficiencies caused by the Dingley tariff law. 

If it had not been for the Spanish-American war and this war- 
tax law incident thereto there would be a deficit in the Treasury 
to-day, caused by the failure of the Dingley tariff law,of overa 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars. You know that. Thereis 
no doubt about it. For one, I stand here and tell you that the 
people of this country demand a reduction of the war taxes; they 
demand their immediate modification or their entirerepeal. They 
will not get it, however, from the Republican party. The people 
of the country can rest assured of this. When the Republican 
party once gets a tax on a thing it never takes it off. If the peo- 
ple get any relief from the exorbitant war taxes they are now pay- 
ing, it must come from and through the agency of the Democratic 
party. The Democratic party will make this question an issue in 
the coming campaign, and the people can determine the matter. 

You will deceive no brewer in this country by the passage of 
this bill. The brewers of the country know how the Republican 
party has betrayedthem. They have not forgotten your promises 
in 1896, and I believe you will not get as much help from them in 
the coming campaign as you did in the last. If the brewers re- 
spond again to your cries for campaign funds, they are more fool- 
ish than I imagine and deserve to be robbed. 

The war taxes the people are now compelled to pay to bolster 
up the imperialistic schemes, the royal swagger, and the pluto- 
cratic policy of the Republicans outrage American rights. In 
mv opinion the war taxes must be repealed, and the people who 
are struggling under the unjust and oppressive burdens of extrav- 
agant government, in the name of justice and common sense and 
economy, must insist on theirrepeal. The poor people of the coun- 
try pay more than three-quarters of all the war taxes. 

The rich people practically escape with the payment of a very 


small part of the taxes, and they refuse to contribute their just 
share of the expense of Government by the payment of an income 


tax. 

Mr. Speaker, if it were in order, I would offer an amendment to 
this bill to repeal all the war taxes; but as it is not in order under 
the rules you uiave adopted, I content myself with voting for this 
bill and at the same time entering against the exorbitant and out- 
rageous war taxes the people are now paying my emphatic pro- 
test. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield twoand a half minutes tothe gentle- _ 


man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, coming from the city of Milwaukee 
and representing that district, in which exist some of the largest 
brewing interests of this country, I desire to say a few words in 
favor of this bill. This bill is intended to do away with the one- 
sixth and one-eighth barrel package of beer, and it does not in the 
least affect the amount of the revenue of the Government. It is 
requested by the brewing interests as a matter of economy. The 
field that the sixth and eighth barrel once occupied is now filled 
by bottled beer, and much better. I have here a petition signed by 
the entire brewing interests of my district, ten large and small 
breweries, all of them asking for the passage of this bill. In fact, 
I think it is the almost unanimous request of the brewing inter- 


ests of the country that this bill should be passed. When Congress 
placed upon beer a tax of $2 a barrel, the brewing interests of my 


district felt that it was a burdensome tax—heavier, perhaps, than 


the business ought to stand—but they are not here to-day hound- 


ing Congress for a reduction of that tax. They,as patriotic citi- 

zens, believe the condition of the country at the present time will 

not warrant a reduction of the tax, and are not asking it. 
Mr.SULZER. Does the gentleman say the brewers 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 


the gentleman from New York? 


Mr. OTJEN. No. I would be glad to, but have only two and 


a half minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 


Mr. OTJEN. I want to add this, that when an industry that 
pays such a vast revenue to the Government simply asks some- 
thing which will be in the interest of economy in their business 
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and will not in the least reduce the revenue, Congress, it seems to 
me, ought to willingly and speedily grant that request. I hope 
this bill will be passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the remarks of my 
friend from New York a few moments ago, in which he asked why 
gentlemen on the other side did not repeal the wartax. I thought 
if they would truly answer his question they would say they 
could not do it because the result of the Dingloy bill without the 
war tax would leave a deficit in the Federal Treas That is 
the real fact; they are using the war tax to eke out the deficiencies 
of the Dingley bill that they have so greatly praised, and which 
has proved the most lamentable failure of any tariff measure that 
was ever enacted in these United States. 

They can not repeal the war tax because of the secret under- 
standing with England. They do not dare to abandon their pol- 
icy of ‘‘criminal aggression.” They do not dare to say a word of 
sympathy in behalf of two sister republics struggling for liberty 
and life against a monarchy. They donot daretodoit. They 
may prate as much as they please in their public prints, but the 
Republican—no, I will not say the Republican party—I willsay the 
present Administration has turned its back ignobly even upon 
the principles of the Declaration of Independence; and they need 
money, they need much money, wrung out of the hard earnings 
of the toilers and taxpayers of this country, to carry on the policy 
that can only result to the benefit of syndicates, corporations, 
boodlers, and land —s. in attempting to annex to this coun- 
try a section of land that no plain person of the United States can 
ever get any advantage of. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. There 
is so much confusion in the House that I could not hear the pa- 
oo oaert of the gentleman’s remarks. [Laughteron the Repub- 

ican side, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. TERRY. I thought I was in order, Mr. 5S er. With 
all the territory that has ever been annexed to the United States, 
under what they call ‘‘ Democratic doctrine,” the plain people could 
take their covered en with the yellow dog tied under them, 
and move in and build up American States and American terri- 
tory, but where can the plain people of this land get the benefit of 
the taxation that you are imposing upon them under your war- 
revenue tariff? They get absolutely none. It isonly the rich, the 
very rich, that can ever derive acent’s benefit from your new 
policy of imperialistic expansion. When you want to expand, 
with an expansion on this continent, lam with you. But when 
you turn your backs on the Monroe doctrine, for the benefit of 
syndicates and millionaires, who sing, ‘‘God save the Queen” at 
the millionaire banquets in New York, although three-quarters of 
the American people are in favor of those who fight for lib- 
erty, when that is your policy I am against you to the death. 
[Applause. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman 


ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has twelve and a 
half minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield two and a half minutes to the ¢ 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, representing, as I do, one of 
the largest beer-producing districts of the country, I think it is 

roper for me to register my entire approbation of this bill, The 
rewers of my district are unanimously in favor of it for the rea- 
son that the losses resulting from the use of these small packages 
are enormous. There was a time in the history of that industry 
when the small packages were a necessity—that was when the bot- 
tling process was not yet invented; but to-day, Mr. Speaker, when 
beer is so cheaply furnished in bottles, and when the bottling 
ny has been reduced to a science, these small packages are no 
onger anecessity. Ihave yet to hear asingle J erg against this 
bill, I wish to say to my friend from New York that he has no 
panes upon the idea that the beer tax should be reduced. It will 
reduced, but at the present time it will be merely es 
this bill by bringing up the question of revenue. This bill does 
not affect the revenue in any way, and the question of revenue 
— as it should, be taken up at another time. I hope this bill 
will pass. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I propose to vote for this bill for 
several reasons. The first is that the State which I havethe honor 
to represent, Wisconsin, is largely interested in brewing. An- 
other reason is that the brewing industry is carrying the greatest 
burden to-day of any industry in the whole Union. They paid a 
tax on barreled beer for six months ending December 81, 1899, of 
$88,000,000, which would be a tax of $76,000,000 a year, and they 
simply ask in this bill to be allowed to regulate the size of their 
own packages. There is another reason, Mr. Speaker, and one 


which with me is stronger than all the others, and that j<4),.. . 
abolition of these small packages, this one-eighth of a j),,,.) 
be a greater step in the direction of good order and term, 
than any other ee that is likely to come bei.” 
House. Under the present conditions the small packag _— 
used for the ordinary distribution of beer; it is poi nm.) 
saloon keepers and hotel keepers to tap and to sell i, oy... 2 
extent, but it is sold to boys, to those who want i) 
kegs out into barns and bushes and for use Sundays. jx: 

largely at places where there is nolicense. This results jn, .... : 
amount of drunkenness and disorder, and as a rule is Joven. 
control of the excise officers. I now yield back the balazico oy: 
time to the gentleman from Iowa. ——— 


time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I now yield five minutes to the ...: 
man from Gocegie [Ms BARTLETT]. ee 

Mr. BARTL - Mr, Speaker, doubtless this is a proper );y 
and I shall not op: it, but I desire to call the attention of ».. 
House to the fact that there are other evils and other onerous v., 
visions in the war-revenue bill which ought to be remedied or 1. 
a While it — be just for the House to yield to the carpe 

emand of the great associa.ion of brewers in this country . 
order to give them the relief, partial though it may be, that fo. 
ask for, still. Mr. Speaker, we all know that the taxes on propyig 
tary medicines, the tax upon the little mortgages and obligation. 
that people over this country have to give yearly in farm tray. 
actions, is burdensome upon the people, and ought also () 
repealed. 

need not tell the House, because every member has knowle) 
of the fact from the papers on file in the committee room or f; 
the petitions and memorials which fill his mail, that there js gy 
appeal from all parts of this country to Congress that this mos: 
burdensome tax on proprietary medicines now levied under {] 
war-revenue bill be repealed. There are various small articles 
which the poor and humble are uired to purchase which ar 
subjected to this oppressive taxation, which the consumer has 
been obliged to pay, because the druggist who sells these articles 
is compelled to put the tax upon the man who buys them 
the latter is compelled to buy these articles of proprictary medi 
cines because he is unable to employ a doctor. Besides, there a) 
other small articles which the great mass of the poorer people of 
the country constantly use which are burdened with taxes under 
the existing law. 

Every promissory note which the small farmer or the larg 
farmer or the man in ordinary business gives in order to carry on 
his farming or his business operations, every mortgage, every 
check given to draw money from bank, is taxed. 


¥ UO 


The taxgath rer 
stands at the = every citizen who writes his name 1; 
every promissory note, upon every mortgage, upon every check. 
The taxgatherer, too, stands at the elbow of the druggist when ly 
sells those proprietary medicines, the tax falling, as | have sail 

m the man who purchases these articles for himself, or forhs 
sick wife or child. Allover this country there come up from tlee 


dealers in drugs and from the poorer classes of people who suit 






| from this taxation (as the great association of brewers docs 
an appeal, begging to repeal this onerous tax. 


It is not denied that the existing law in many respects may hay 
been a necessary measure in view of the heavy expense throw! 
upon the Government by reason of the war. But the cay wu 
come when we shall heed the memorials and petitions of the peo 
ple in the humbler walks of life as well as the demands of ts 
rich—the great association of brewers who are able to connou 
nee funds and toaid political candidates in thor esos 
to be elected. I make no charge, of course, that any memur! 
the committee has been influenced by any such consi erst! 

be from me any such suggestion. But I mean to sa)! 
humbler classes of our le are entitled to be relieved from these 
onerous taxes—taxes which were cheerfully submitte:! (0! Q 
country was en in a fore.gn war, but which no! 

be continued. The Ways and Means Committee ough 

matter soon; the House ought to see to it speedily, an! (0 
ought to hasten the day when this burden whicli has 
upon the country—upon the poorer classes as we!! a ticks’ 
shall be removed and when we shall come back to that syst" 
taxation which will be as little onerous as possible upon se 


ing millions of the land, ee ae 
cr. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, how much time ave ® 


remaining? 
The SPEAKER. Five minutes. . aia 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentieman'" 
sachusetts [Mr. Moopy] whether he wishes to use ')~ )\""" 
Mr. M Y of Massachusetts. I think I will n 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then we will not use oar | ols 
Mr. MADDOX. I should like to have two or thre: )U on 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield three minutes to the seem” 
from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 
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Mr. MADDOX. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIV ER] aquestion. 

I do not un erstand this bill exactly. I should like to know 
whether there is now any law compelling brewers to use these 
small packages. ‘ . . : 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is authority for their use in the sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes which this bill undertakes to amend. 

Mr. MADDOX. If the brewers are in favor of discontinuing | 
the use of these packages, can they not do so of their own accord | 
without legislative action? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, they have had difficulty in regulating 
this matter by any business arrangement of their own, as long as | 
the authority to manufacture these packages exists and as long | 
as the Secretary of the Treasury furnishes the stamps applicable 
to such packages. : ies 7 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it a fact that this bill would tend to increase 
the revenue? To what ex:tent would it do so? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Internal-Revenue Department, in a com- 
munication which is printed in connection with the report of the | 
committee, says that it will not. 

Mr. MADDOX. It will not? 

Mr. DOLLIVER, It will not. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is ail I desire to know. 

Mr. GAINES. Then why do you want to change the law if | 
this bill is to have no effect? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is a mere matter of convenience to the in- 
dustry interested. a has no interest in it except that to 
which my friend from Wisconsin alluded, and the Treasury has 
no interest in it. The committee has made its report because 
under the circumstances, no public interest being involved, we 
think that this reasonable request of a great taxpaying industry 
ought not to be denied. 

Mr. GAINES, Asthe gentleman seems to be interested in yield- 
ing to the demands of the taxpayers, I will ask whether taxes are 
reduced in any way by this bill? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Not at all. 

Mr. GAINES. Why do you not reduce taxes? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. e have not considered that question. 

Mr. GAINES. Then you continue the war taxes unchanged? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. We certainly do not intend to reduce taxes, 
if the statement of my friend from Arkansas is true, that there is 
a deficit in the Treasury but for the war-revenue receipts. 

Mr. GAINES. I do not suppose there will be any deficit in the 
Treasury so long as the Secretary of the Treasury is allowed to 
sell as many bonds as he chooses. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | 
question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER, Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is this the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means? 

a DOLLIVER, Itis. Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the prop- 
osition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ibelievel havesome time still remaining. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Berry] as much time as he desires. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say a word upon 
this question. 

I represent a district that makes a very large quantity of beer, 
as well as other drinkables, and I feel that this bill, coming as it 
does with a unanimous report from as cautious and able a com- 
mittee as that of Ways and Means of this House, ought to meet 
the approval of all the members present. 

When the late war broke out, the brewers of the country were 
paying a little over $33,000,000 annually as a tax to the Govern- 
ment. By reason of the war duties levied this tax was about 
doubled, and I understand from the report of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue that the tax now collected amounts to about 
$66,000,000 and upward on this single industry, which is more than 
is paid by any other industry, or any other single article, within 
the tax laws in the United States. 

This bill is not presented with a view of lessening the tax paid 
tothe Government, but is simply an accommodation to the brewing 
interest, which pays such an enormous proportion of the taxes, and 
it seems to me that a measure which would enable them to con- 
duct their business more satisfactorily, as this bill proposes, ought 
to meet the approval of the House of Representatives without 
question. 

1 know how the brewers feel on this question. I know how 
they were imposed upon by reason of the doubling of their taxes 
because of the war revenue; and they have been clamoring for 
some little relief, even- such as this bill vides for them. If, 
therefore, it meets their approval, it should meet the approval of 
the House and become a law. 

That is all I desire to say upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
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The question was taken; and (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof} the rules were suspended, and the bill passed, 


L 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of 
Puerto Rico, and for other purposes, and pending that, I desire to 
see if wecan not arrange with gentlemen on the other side °s 
to length of the debate. 

I have already had some talk with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON |, in which he has substantially agreed that 
generai cdebate 
shall close on Saturday,and that on Monday the bill shall be taken 
up for amendment, in committee, under the five-minute ru 
the amendments offered by the committee reporting the bill to 
considered first, and that at 2 o'clock on that day the committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the House with such amendm« 
as may have been agreed to. 

{ ask unanimous consent that this may be made the order of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed on Saturday next, that on Monday the 
bill shall be considered until 2 o'clock by paragraphs under the 
five-minute rule, and that at 2 o'clock the committee shall rise 
and report the bill, with such amendments as may have been 
adopted, to the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, before that I wonld like to ask my 
colleague on the committee a question. Is it proposed to give to 
the House an opportunity to vote on the proposition recommended 
by the President in his message as an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute under this arrangement—that is to say, to vote on tho 

yroposition reported by the billintroduced by the gentleman from 

Sow York, which was in the language of the recommendation of 
the President in his annual message, that being the matter which 
gave the committee jurisdiction of the subject? I want to know 
if you propose to vote on that proposition as a substitute? 

Mr. PAYNE. That would be for the House to determine. I 
will say to the gentleman, however, that Ido not intend tv offer 
any such amendment myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We can not consent to any agreement 
which would preclude the offering of a substitute that the mi 
nority want to offer. When the occasion arises, l want the privi 
lege to have a vote on the substitute, and when the proper time 
comes we shall offer such a substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. AsI have already stated, that would be for the 
House to determine. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all right. But I desire to givo 
notice that we will offer the substitute when the proper time 
comes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. Pending 
the motion of the gentleman from New York, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of the bill to which he has referred, the gentleman from 
New York asks unanimous consent that general debate be closed 
on Saturday next, and that on Monday morning the bill be opened 
for consideration under the five-minute rule for debate and amend- 
ment, and that at 2 o’clock the committee shall rise and report 
the bill back to the House with any amendment which may have 
been agreed to 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And also coupl d with the underst minding 
that the minority may have an opportunity to submit a substitate 
for the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not consent to that. That is a matter en- 
tirely within the jurisdiction of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But we do not want the bill reported 
back without the opportunity to have a vote on the substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be in order in the House, I suppose, 
unless the House had first ordered the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, if we can have an agreement that 
we may offer a substitute, thatis all\-edesire. Wedonot want to 
be precluded by any rule or any agreement from offering a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. PAYNE.’ Well, this only includes the reporting of the bill 
to the House. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, as the gentleman knows, it must be 
reported with the pending propositions, and if there is no substi- 
tute pending there could be none offered in the House. 


Mr. PAYNE. Therecould be, unless the previous question was 


ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman concedes that we may 
offer it that is all we ask. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE] as stated by the Chair? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I object unless it is supplemented by the 
request which I make. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihope the gentleman will agree to it, be- 
cause that will make our arrangement satisfactory. I ask the 
Chair to submit my request also, that the substitute of the minority 
may be pending also, with the report of the Committee of the 
Whole, on next Monday at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not consent to that at the present time. 

The SPEAKER, Objectionismade. The question is onthe mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Payne], thatthe House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to consider the bill referred to. 


LATE CONSUL TO TRANSVAAL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, before the motion of the gentleman 
from New York is put, I should like to ask him if he will permit 
me to make a privileged report. It is unanimously agreed to and 
will take but an instant, and I suppose the Chair would have the 
right to recognize me for itanyhow. It is areport on a resolu- 
tion of inquiry. If it is permitted, I will move the previous ques- 
tion, and have it passed in an instant. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to accommodate the gentleman 
from Illinois, but I have asked several gentlemen who have been 
promised recognition to wait until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HITT. Am I not entitled to make a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 149, 


Whereas Charles E. Macrum. late a consul of the Government of the 
United States at Pretoria, in the Transvaal Republic, over his own signature, 
charges ** When this (his) mail was finally forwarded to me after Colonel 
Stowe, the American consul-general at Cape Town, had secured its release, J 
had the humiliation, as the representative of the American Government, of 
sitting in my office in Pretoria and looking upon in ee mo bearing the ofti- 
cial seal of the American Government opened and officially sealed with a 
ee mene me that the contents had been read by the censor at Dur- 

an.” anc 

Whereas he further states in the same article, ‘When I accepted my post 
as consul I knew nothing of any secret alliance between America and Great 
Britain:"’ Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of America, That the Secretary of 
State is directed to inform the House of Representatives if said Charles E. 
Macrum, as consul of the American Government, informed the State Depart- 
ment that his official mail had been opened and read by the British consul at 
Durban; and if so, what steps, if any, have been taken to obtain an explana- 
tion and apology from the British Government. 

Sec. 2. That he is further directed to inform the House of Representatives 
what truth there # in the charge that asecret alliance exists between the 
Republic of the United States and the Empire of Great Britain. 

‘he Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred House Resolu- 
tion 149, beg leave to report the same back with the following amendments, 
and recommend its passage as so amended: 

On page 2, line 1, strike out ‘consul’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*censor.”’ 

On page 2, lines 2 and 3, strike out “to obtain an explanation and apology 
from — British Government” and insert in lieu thereof the words “in rela- 
tion thereto.” 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the amendments made by the com- 
mittee are unanimously agreed to, and they are also in accord 
with the views of the gentleman who introduced the resolution 
| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky], they having been submitted to him. 
The resolutions meeting everyone's view, | will move the previous 
question. 

"ie. BERRY. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
peonen Affairs if the gentleman who introduced the resolution is 
ere? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. HITT. I have submitte 

The SPEAKER, 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. Hut in the chair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of this act shall apply to the island 
of Puerto Rico and to the adjacent islands and waters of the islands lyin 
east of the seventy-fourth meridian of longitude west of Greenwich, wate 
was coded to the United States by the Government of Spain by treaty con- 
cluded April 11, 1899; and the name Puerto Rico, as used in this act, shall be 


held to inclade not only the island of that name, but all the adjacent islands 
as aforesaid. 


Suc. 2. That on and after the passage of this act the same tariffs. customs, 


That is all right. 
the amendments to him. 
The gentleman from Illinois moves the pre- 
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and duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles ;,., 
Puerto Rico from ports other than those of the United Stat 
quired by law to be collected upon articles imported into t} 
from foreign countries. . 
Sec. 3. That on and after the passage of this act all merch», 

into the United States from Puerto Rico and coming into Puers 
the United States shall beentered at the several ports of rT 
of 2 per cent of the duties which are required to be levied 

aid upon like articlesof merchandise imported from f. reign lowe 
in addition thereto, son articles of merchandise of Puerto } 

facture coming into the United States, customs duties equal i, .., 
amount to the internal-revenue tax which may be imposed me 4 \ 
States upon the same articles of merchandise of domestic eo, aited 
and upon articles of United States manufacture coming into »,... |!" 
customs duties equal in rate.and amount to the internal-reye 
may be imposed in Puerto Rico upon the same articles of Puert, 

acture. , 

Sec. 4. That the customs duties collected in Puerto Rico in py rc 

this act, less the cost of collecting the same, and the gross amou . 
lections of customs in the United States uponarticles of merc} 

from Puerto Rico, shall not be covered into the general fund «of +) 
ury, but shall be held as a separate fund, and shall be placed at. 

of the President to be used for the government and benefit 
until otherwise provided by law. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, an incident of the 1a} 
war was the invasion of Puerto Rico by the Army of th 








— 
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States. At that time it seemed to be almost the universal! Joss. 
our people that Puerto Rico should be added to the territory of vi. 
United States; but another incident of the war had put oa: Nav 


in command of the harbor of Manila and also a portion of {| city. 
and when the commissioners met at Paris and negotiated 9 trois 
the grave question that confronted them was not what was to}. 
done with Cuba or Puerto Rico, but what was to becom 
Philippine Islands. 

It can not be denied that many of our people were not jn hor. 
mony with the idea of annexing those islands, so distant {roy o» 
shores; but as the question was investigated we found ¢} 


Lal 


victory of Dewey at Manila Bay had carried with it grave cons : 


quences to those | po saree grave responsibilities to us. We found 
that while we had gone to war to give freedom to Cuba, as an in. 
cident of that war we had destroyed the Spanish power in the 


Philippine Islands. The question arose, What was to be done’ 
Some said, ‘‘ Let Dewey sail away with his fleet and leave the 
islands to their fate.” But that would not setcle the «question: 
nor would it settle the duty of the people of the UnitedStates, It 
would have been moral cowardice; and when the treaty came ont 
of the Paris conference, it came with a clause ceding not only 
Puerto Rico, but also the Philippine Islands to the United States, 
with a requirement that we pay out of our Treasury to 
$20,000,000. 

The treaty was not made in acorner. Its contents were known 
to the world, and all its provisions were known toall the citizens 
of the Republic. It could not be carried through by the Presider 
of the United States alone. It could not be ratified and put int 
force by any one political party. It needed the assent of other 

arties before it became binding upon the people of the United 
Btates, It went to the Senate. There was long de!i 
there. In that body a majority were hostile to the Administration 
and hostiletothe Republican party. Still, under the Constitution, 
the treaty required a two-thirds vote before it could be ratitied. 
It was ratified. It wasa matter also that was an open ut 
the great leader of the Democratic party in the last campaign and 
the leader to be in the campaign to come came to Washington 
and personally urged his friends to vote for the ratification of this 
treaty. , 

The acquisition of Puerto Rico and the acquisition of the Phi 
ippine Isiands was a matter, then, that was ratified by both the 
great political parties of the United States. But it did not stop 
here, Mr. Chairman. The House of Representatives had a culy 
to perform, a matter of discretion, and a matter of right. When 
a treaty came before the House of Representatives in 1/'\0,0 trea’) 
with Great Britain, while there were among the members of the 
House of Representatives men who had helped to frame ti Vor 
stitution, or who were contemporaneous with the framers of tt 
Constitution, when the debates upon the subject were fresh 1 
their minds, at a date to which we look back for our interpi™" : 
tions of the Constitution, the question of the duty of the Houseo’ 
Representatives in regard to a treaty came up for discussion 
the House. This resolution was introduced in 1796, on the Ist “*y 
of April: 

Resolved (as the opinion of this House), That when a treaty is ma" . ich 
requires a law or laws to be passed to carry it into effect that insus’*. 
House of Representatives has a constitutional right to deliberate a" sea 
mine the propriety or impropriety of passing such laws and to «* “ 
as the public good shall require. 


That resolution wasadopted. During itsconsideratior 
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were made upon it, the power and the duty and the rights ena it 

House of Representatives in such case were fully discus . ee 

was determined by a decisive vote of 57 yeas to 35 _— ead it 88 
adopt 


had the rights set forth in the resolution, and they, 

an expression of the opinion and deliberate judgment 

of Representatives. _ 
This question came up again in 1804. and came up ata sul 


of the Hi 86 


juent 
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sriod in the House of Representatives; and this determination 
of the House was received, accepted, and adopted as the opinion of 
the House. It is a precedent, as our friends would say, of a hun- 
dred years, and of course was binding upon them, and was bind- 
ing upon us when we came to consider the question of the appro- 
priation of $20,000,000 to carry this treaty into effect. It was not 
only ratified by the President and two-thirds of the Senate, but it 
came to this House for a vote. 

The question was debated for a short time in the House. De- 
pate ran fast and furious on the subject, but when we came to 
yote it was found that there were 219 yeas and only 33 nays; and 
among those who voted to curry this treaty into effect were three 
gentlemen in the minority of the committee, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. RicHARDSON], the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. McCLELLAN], and the gentleman from Nevada ges NeEw- 
LANDS}, who have signed these minority views; and the then 
jeader of the Democratic House, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BalLEY], and the would-be leader of the Democratic party in this 
Congress, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzeEr], ratified, 
by their votes in the affirmative, the carrying of this treaty into 
effect. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all political parties have approved this 
treaty and accepted the cession of the Philippine Islands to the 
United States and the island of Puerto Rico to the United States. 
As patriots, instead of trying to make some political capital for 
the Presidential campaign, we should sit down with deliberate, 
dispassionate judgment and consider the questions that confront 
us with reference to these islands. 

The island of Puerto Rico, with which the bill deals, is one of 
the richest islands of the West Indies, a small island, about 80 
miles in length and 40 miles in width, in the form of a parallelo- 
gram, running east and west, with a mountain range running 
along the center, some 3,000 feet high at the summit, and culti- 
vated from the summit clear down to the seashore, with level 
lands along the line of the sea at the foot of the hills averaging in 
width from nothing to 5 miles, on which sugar is raised, the higher 
lands adjoining fitted for the cultivation of tobacco and pasturage, 
and the higher lands of the mountains on which coffee is culti- 
vated. It is said to be the most densely populated of any land in 
the whole world. 

The citizens of Puerto Rico accepted the conditions. They 
could not very well do anything else. We had the consent of the 
governed, but the governed were too weak to yield up anything 
except consent to the powers of Spain and the powers of the United 
States. As the gentleman from New York said the other day, 
they received the troops with open arms, but whether, if Spain 
had come along the next day, they would not have received them 
still more gladly he was not able to say. 

The superficial area of this island is about 2,000,000 acres, Mr. 
Chairman, of which 76,000 acres are used for the cultivation of 
sugar cane, 182,000 acres for coffee, 18,000 acres for tobacco, 185,000 
acres for minor crops, 17,000, as the reports say, for ‘small items 
under cultivation;” pasturage, 1,148,000 acres—considerable more 
than one-half; underbrush, 140,000 acres; wood, 165,000 acres, and 
not classed, 65,000 acres. It is said that these last three items, con- 
taining 370,000 acres, are such that it will never be possible to 
bring them under cultivation. 

Its population, estimated, now is 1,000,000 people, although the 
Spanish census in 1896 disclosed only 900,000 people. These were 
divided into negroes, 76,000; mulattoes, 242,000; whites, 582,000. 
The testimony before the Insular Committee was that the whites 
were generally full-blooded white people, descendants of the 
Spaniards, possibly mixed with some Indian blood, but none of 
them negro extraction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have acquired the control of the terri- 
tory of Puerto Rico, what are we going to do with it? What is 
our first duty toward that island? It appears that of the whole 
population only 12 per cent can read and write, and 144 per cent 
can read only. In other words, the number and proportion of 
illiterates is overwhelming. The educated reside mostly in the 
cities and the large towns, and in the country there is a dense 
mass of ignorance. Not that these people are not willing to learn, 

not that they are not apt to learn, for the testimony of our Army 
officers who went down there and citizens who went there is that 
they are — to learn, eager to learn, and especially eager tolearn 
and speak the English language. The difficulty has been that 
Spain has not provided schools for these children. No building 
was ever built for a schoolhouse in the island of Puerto Rico 
until about four monthsago. They had schools scattered over the 
island, but they were rented places. 
_ Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield this time, but I do not like to be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is it not true that when the war 

tween the United States and Spain broke out there was a uni- 
versity at Manila with in the neighborhood of 800 students in it? 





Mr. PAYNE. Iam not talking about Manila. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Iunderstood you tosay that there 
were no schools there. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am talking about Puerto Rico. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I will resume. Our people have increased the number 
of schools. AsI said, the only schoolhouses were rented build- 
ings, generally rented from the teacher himself. They were with- 
out school furniture, many of the children bringing a chair or 
stool to sit upon. They tell the story that in one schoolhouse 
there was a hammock thrown across the room, and when asked 
what it was for the teacher said that was where he reclined when 
school was in session. 

Of course, under these difficult circumstances it is not to be 
wondered at that not more than 12 per cent of these people can 
read or write. When our people got control and possession of 
Puerto Rico they went to work to establish schools. They built 
a@ high school at San Juan, and they propose to build a normal 
school to instruct teachers how to educate children, because the 
Administration believes, and I believe, as every good citizen will 
believe, that the paramount duty of the United States is to edu- 
cate these people, to furnish them schoolhouses for every part of 
the island; and I do not care if they put up the American flag over 
every one of them and teach patriotism as well as the English 
language. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Spain collected in taxes from these people over 5,000,000 pesos 
annually. A peso is a Spanish or Puerto Rican silver dollar, 
containing about 934 per cent as much silver as an American sil- 
ver dollar. It is worth now in the market 41 cents; but by an 
Executive order it was made exchangeable in United States money 
at the rate of 60 cents for a peso. So it was worth 60 cents of our 
money. Spain collected these 5,000,000 pesos from these people. 
But instead of building schoolhouses or providing a school system 
they took about half of this money to support the Spanish army 
and navy and to help out poor Spain from year to year. 

The exports of the island were about 17,000,000 pesos and the 
imports about the same amount. The three principal items of ex- 
port were coffee, sugar, and tobacco, in the order named. About 
60 per cent of the total exports was coffee, about 20 per cent sugar, 
and about 5 per cent tobacco. The market for the coffee was 
found principally in Spain, and alsoin Cuba. That which went 
to Spain found its way to France and Germany, and some of it to 
the United States, whereit is sold for the best Mocha and the best 
Java, and I am told by competent experts that the best grades of 
it are fully equal if not superior to any Mocha or Java coffeo 
that can be bought anywhere in the world. 

When the war was over Spain put a prohibitive duty on coffee, 
as she did upon tobacco, and a corresponding duty upon sugar, 
Cuba, which we hold in trust, demanded of the United States 
that we put a duty upon Puerto- Rican coffee and Puerto Rican 
tobacco. A large portion of the tobacco crop was brought to 
Cuba in the years gone by free of duty; and there it was made up 
into cigars, sometimes mixed with Habana tobacco and sometimes 
not, but most of it came to the United States in the shape of the 
best Habana tobacco. The better qualities of this were exported. 
There were some minor grades that went to Europe, principally 
to Germany, selling at 5 or 10 cents a pound. 

The export of tobacco was 4,000,000 pounds annually, One year 
it went up to 6,000,000 pounds, but the normal average exports 
were 4,000,000 pounds. They raise a million or two pounds more, 
which are consumed in the island. These were made into cigars 
and cigarettes by the natives and sold there. 

Of sugar about three-fifths came to the United States and two- 
fifths went to Spain. That is about the proportion that has been 
exported to the two countries for the last ten years. Some of the 
time perhaps we got two-thirds of it." So that a part of the sugar 
market was in Spain and the rest in the United States. Spain 
cut off the market for sugar, cut off the market for coffee, cut off 
the market for tobacco, which was 85 per cent of their exports, 
and left the people without a market for these commodities, save 
that they had in the United States. 

In addition to that, Cuba demanded of the Government not only 
a duty on coffee which was prohibitory, but a duty of $5 a pound 
on tobacco, which was also prohibitory, and under which not a 
pound could be exported to Cuba. 

Well, these Puerto Ricans began to feel as though they had 
been made the victims of misplaced confidence. When they saw 
the flag go up and knew that *‘ prosperity followed the flag,” as a 
matter of course they expected to get a little of that prosperity 
themselves. Instead of that, the first result was to cut off these 
markets. More than that, on the 8th of August last there occurred 
there a storm, or hurricane, which swept that island from end to 
end; such a storm as had not been known there since 1867. It 
occurred at a time when they were getting ready to harvest the 
crop of coffee, which bade fair to be a great crop. 

One man, an extensive coffee planter, estimated that the entire 
output of coffee would omeeek that of any previous year by 
7,000,000 pesos in value. The normal crop is somewhere about 
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eight or ten million pesos. This crop, which was expected to be 
a double crop, was by this storm wiped out of existence, because 
the winds swept the berries from off the bushes, and then the rain 
descended, so that when the sun came out there was nothing left 
but the dry and shriveled part—of no use whatever. Not 10 per 
cent of the ordinary crop was harvested in consequence of the 
effect of that storm. And that was not the worst of it. The 
matket had been tied up for a year by these adverse tariff rates in 
Cuba and Spain; the coffee crop of the year before was sheltered 
in their little huts and in crudely constructed buildings all over 
‘he land. The wind razed these huts to the ground, destroying 
vue greater portion of the crop of the previous year. So a 
double calamity came upon these people. 

The winds did great damage and occasioned great desolation. 
In addition to the damage to the sugar crop and the tobacco crop, 
more than 2,000 people perished in the storm, while hundreds of 
thousands were turned out of their rude homes, shelterless to the 
blasts that beat upon them. 

This was the condition in August last. ‘nd these people who 
had aren to despair under what had come to them from the loss 
of markets had still more reason to despair because of the devasta- 
tion of this terrible storm. 

Mr. Chairman, after I had heard these representations from the 
gentlemen who appeared before the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
particularly the report of that honorable, able, and competent 
official, Brigadier-General Davis, who is now the military com- 
mander, it seems to me that Cnanee ought to afford some relief 
as quickly as possible to the people of these islands. 

The President had recommended that we give them free trade 
with the United States. The Secretary of War had also recom- 
mended it in his report, and without consultation with anyone, on 
my own ndivvideal aaation I introduced a bill and had it referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means establishing customs ports 
in Puerto Rico, giving to the people of that island free trade with 
the United States, and between the United States and the ports of 
the island, and also extending the internal-revenue laws to the 
island and the islands adjacent to Puerto Rico. I wanted to re- 
lieve these people from the position in which they were placed. 

My own sympathies were entirely enlisted in their behalf. I 
sympathized with their distress then as I sympathize with them 
to-day. They have not rebelled; they have not raised their arms 
against the Government of the United States; they have submitted 
quietly, and I wanted to do something for them for their relief. 
We could not help them with reference to their coffee, because 
coffee is free in the United States from whatsoever port it comes. 
It must depend therefore upon the good will of the United States 
to give them a market for their coffee. The War Department ofii- 
cially did give to these people, I agree, the right that coffee might 
be aon there free, and the order putting on a duty was re- 
scinded. 

But Cuba is only a market for the small remnant of coffee that 
is left over after the great storm of 1899, and the price of coffee 
has gone back to the old figure. If Puerto Rico only had enough 
coffee and the market for it, this would help at least to the extent 
of 60 per cent to the inhabitants of the island who are depending 
upon that industry for their support. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I think 
Iam in sympathy with the gentleman in the views that he has 
expressed, and I should be very glad if I could be able to vote for 
the bill; but I would like to be informed upon one point, and ask 
him to yield to me for a question, 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I should be glad also to help the gentile- 
man in helping the Cubans. But I think in giving the value of 
the peso, a few minutes ago, he said that it amounted to about 40 
or 41 cents of our money. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; the gentleman is mistaken. I said that 934 
per cent of the peso was silver, and that it was worth 41 or 42 
cents in bullion; but by Executive order the value was fixed at 
60 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. This increase was made by Executive 
order? Now, if an Executive order can increase the value of the 
pose in the proportion the gentleman has stated, why can not an 

xecutive order make it equal to a full dollar in value, and help 
the people in that way? [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is drifting 
off from the subject. But I will amuse him a little on my way. 
There are about $5,000,000, of pesos, inthe Puerto Rican Islands in 
circulation, and when the United States gives 60 cents in good 
United States money for each of them it makes them worth that 
amount, of course. 

‘ Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr, PAYNE. No, Ican not yield; not even for the first gun 


’ fired in this war. 


Mr. GAINES. Well, you are going to hear a good many fired 
before you get through with this question, I can tell you. 


Mr. PAYNE. These questions, Mr. Chairman, are on} y ¢.),;, 
up my time, and I do not desire to occupy very much of i). . 
of the committee, as there are other gentlemen who desir. +...” 
low me, and [am already occupying more time than | }; .- 
pected. The first thing that was to be considered in doy ..,.°" 
plan for the revenues of the island—because the money wa.” 

expended there—was to provide a government for ¢),> ae 
General Davis, a careful investigator, says that the ex», oa : 
would amount to $1,943,678.71 next year. It would only.) 
about $350,000 for the schoolsand about $300,000 for the hichw... 
We must meet this question, therefore, and provide revenue; 


the support of theisland. If we are to provide for these yuo, = 
ties it must be done by taxation in some way, or else we ¢ay y+ 
helpthe island. Where would it be best, then, to direct ony at+... 


r atten- 


the question 


tion in placing thattaxation? That wasthenature of 
that confronted us, and that we had to consider, 

[ a General Davis. I sought other men who wora ar 
quainted with the circumstances, knew the imports, know +). 
revenues, knew all the surroundings in Puerto Rico, and | yas 
assured that we could collect not exceeding $500,000 from ¢h;, 
tariff and $500,000 from the internal revenue, in all a million do. 
lars, to meet $2,000,000 of expenditures. Then I began to Jot 
around me and saw what effect the internal-revenue taxes wo, ld 
have upon the people of these islands. r 

They manufacture there annually a million and a half gallons 
of rum. It is sold all over theisland. It is a necessity of if, 
or they think so, for the poor people of thatisland. These miljioy, 
and a half gallons retail at from 25 to 40 cents a gallon. The ip. 
ternal-revenue tax upon that, under the law that we were about ¢) 
extend, would amount to $1.20 a gallon. The price to these peo. 

le would be multiplied by four. How could they get their rum? 

e were cutting it off. 

Well, now, some ao may say they would bo better off 
without the rum. I think that myself, that constitutionally and 
in the matter of laying up money they would be better off with. 
out the rum, but they have been used to it all their lives. They 
are poor people, and when a government comes along and ari). 
trarily cuts off rum from a commuity that has been accustom 
to it, every man of whom wants it, why there is bound to 
trouble, and there would have been trouble with those Puert 
Ricans if we had passed that act in that way to cut off their sy 
ply of rum. 

n addition to that, Puerto Rico has been importing from Cuba 
a million and a half pesos’ worth of cigars from year to year, 
The Puerto Ricans have made a million pounds of their own to- 
bacco up into cigars and cigarettes and sold them over the island 
each year. 

General Davis says it will be very difficult to collect this tax on 
tobacco. ‘I suppose there are two or three thousand shoys in 
Puerto Rico. A man has a hutin which he lives in one room, 
and in another sells a little rum, rolls cigarettes and sells them, 
and sells tobacco, and cigars, and fruits, and beans, and codfish, 
and has a general store, and he isin himself a tobacco manulac- 
turer and retailer, saloon keeper and grocer.” 

Suppose we applied our internal-revenue taxes to tliese item: 
This is the cheap tobacco, cheaply made up, thrown together int 
cigars for the poor ple of the island, these people whiose collec 
crop has been annihilated, and hundreds of thousands of whom 
have depended upon the charity of the good people of the United 
States to keep them from starving and to furnish them sheiter, 
the only relief that they have received thus far from becoming a 
part of the territory of the United States. —_ 

Mr. TERRY. ill the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? oF 

Mr. PAYNE. If itis on this subject, yes. If it is about some 
thing else, no. ae 

Mr. TERRY. It would seem to me, from the logic of the sn 
tleman’s position, that he is in favor of giving these peopie ©") 
luxuries and high-priced necessities. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. ell, the gentlemen will know moreas he grows 
older. I am not to blame for what ‘‘seemstohim’ now. | 

Mr. Chairman, the taxation would simply have destroy: itl ve 
industries and would not have given us any appreciable revens®. 
no money for schools, no money for highways, no money '0! 4" 
thing except the hard, stern realities of governing those pl" 
So asa revenue raiser the bill which I first introduced was alr’ 
and, as I understand it, the first and paramount thing 12 sa 
bill, under the idea of the Republican party, always 1s °° © 
raise sufficient revenue to support the Government as we 50 Abs: 

Then the further question came along, Mr. Chairman, how ™" 
we were giving to these producers of sugar under the — 
introduced. It would only hetiefit a moderate percentas®”” 
people. They had been sei!ir2 and sending abroad 59,(\) 0h" 
sugar, on an average, annua’ ©. ae 

According to the statistics, they have 76,000 acres in susan). 
tations. Other gentlemen say that they average 4 prou"™" 
a ton to an acre, and that it takes a man to cultivate ans’ 
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60,000 people to cultivate this sugar during the season. These 
men would be benefited by free sugar, and the owners of the 
plantations, some of them small ones and some of them with 700 
and the largest with 1,500 acre plantations, would receive the 
direct benefit. If the Puerto Rican js the shrewd man that they 
say he is, and I hope and trust he ntay prove so, the laborers on 
those sugar plantations would get a part of this benefit, but 
largely, of course, as we all know, it would goto the planter and 
to the factory and to the merchant. 

| understand there are some 3,000,000 pounds of tobacco now in 
the hands of the merchants ready to be exported. Who will get 
the benefit of the reduction of the duty on tobacco? Why, the 
merchants in the first instance; afterwards the planter. Wouldit 
not be fair that these people who get the greatest benefits should 
pay the expenses of the government? 

Suppose we cut off 75 per cent of the duty which they now 
have to pay to get into our markets and present it tothem. How 
much does that mean to the producers of sugar and to the pro- 
ducers of tobacco in these islands? 

The estimate is that they will produce and sell and export 45,000 
tons of sugar this year. It must all come to our market, because 
the Spanish market is absolutely cut off. Suppose we remit this 
duty. What does it mean? 

This will not injure our industries. We consumed 2,000,000 
tons of sugar last year. We imported about 1,400,000 tons on 
which we paidduty. Wealso imported 300,000 tons from Hawaii, 
which came in free of duty. The balance was produced in this 
country. Our increased consumption amounts to from fifty to a 
hundred thousand tons annually. If this 60,000 tons comes in 
from Puerto Rico, it will be but a drop in the bucket. Even 
should it double in quantity it could have no influence on our 


market. Our sugar producers have nothing to fear if we stop | 


with sugar from Puerto Rico at the duty in this bill. 
Nor will this bill injure the tobacco industry. Their tobacco 
is quite different from ours. The best of it ranks with the Cuban 


or nearly so. Nearly all of it is filler tobacco and very little is | 
fit for wrappers. own impression is that it will add to the | 

he United States and make a better market | 
for our tobacco growers. I have yet to see the tobacco man who | 


sale of wrappers in t 


fears the introduction of the Puerto Rican product. 

Their great fear is that if we should give free trade to Puerto 
Rico we should follow it with free trade with the Philippine 
Islands, and ultimately with Cuba. Neither they nor the sugar 
producers fear anything from Puerto Rico alone, and when Con- 
gress asserts its power under the Constitution to deal in the manner 
proposed by this bill with this territory, it gives them renewed 
confidence to believe that Congress has the power and can be 
trusted to care for their interests when we come to deal with the 
other islands. 


I find from the Bureau of Statistics that the sugar imported | 


into this country in 1898 under 16 Dutch standard of color brought 


an average price of 2 cents, and in 1899 an average price of 2.2; | intenental 
that the a duty paid upon the sugar was 1.57 in 1898 and | “DA 
a 


1.63 in 1899—that is, $1.63 a hundred pounds, an average of $1.60 





a hundred for the two years upon sugar such as these men would | 


export to the United States. That makes a pretty figure if you 
remit all that duty of $1.60 a hundred pounds, or $35.84 for a long 


ton, a total of $1,600,000 on the 45,000 tons that they will export | 


to the United States this year. Suppose we take a quarter of that 
and give them three-fourths. 

Presi of the United States, in order to carry out the benevo- 
lent object of building roads and building schoolhouses for these 
Puerto Ricans; are we not dealing more generously with these 
whole people to do that—that is, to provide schools on the moun- 
tains and on the mountain sides, where the poor coffee planters are 
struggling along for an existence—than to give the whole of it to 
the sugar planters and let the schools go? [Applause. 

So with tobacco. I find that the whole duty on their 4,000,000 
es tobacco, at35 cents a pound, would amount to$1,400,000. 

e might give this to the tobacco planters, because on al! these 
articles, gentlemen, make no mistake, the price of sugar and the 
price of tobacco is made in the United States, and they have to 
bay these duties to get into our markets. And if we remit the 

uty, we remit for them. aan we say, then, we will divide 
with these people; that we will give them $1,000,000 out of their 
duty on tobacco, and take $350,000 and add it to the revenues to 
come from these islands. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. If it is on this point. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. These schools that are to be built— 
are they to be built by taxes raised off the people of the United 
pare or are they to be made from taxes raised on the Puerto 

cans? 

Mr. PAYNE. We are to raise the taxes under this bill on the 
products coming from Puerto Rico. 





—- we take $400,000, or rather give it into the hands of the 
ent 


ean eiimemmmmanial 


Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Then you are going to build them 
out of the taxes they have to pay? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman can figure it out that we have 
to pay this tax, I can not. I suppose he is in favor of them having 
free trade with the United States? 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Yes, I am. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then he proposes to give them all of this. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him another question? 

Mr. PAYNE. We propose to reserve a portion of it to build 
schools with. That is the difference. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, Will the gentleman permit another 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, if you will not take all of my time. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Does the gentleman believe that as 
soon as the ratification of the treaty of peace was made that the 
Puerto Ricans were citizens of the United States or does he think 
that they fell outside of the Constitution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, now, I may possibly get down to that 
subject if you do not consume my time; but the gentleman from 
Tennessee ought to know that that is a qvestion that has nothing 
to do with sugar. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. I think there is a good deal of 
sweetness in it, and I thought it should be touched with this, 

Mr. PAYNE. So, Mr. Chairman, I myself suggested this sub- 
stitute to my colleagues on the committee. I called the Repub- 
lican members of the committee together—I do not mind giving 
away secrets since they have been published in the newspapers 
and we went over the whole field, and determined at that time 
that the better thing to do was to provide a sufficient revenue to 
run this government. Where are we going to get the balance? 
We expect to get a million dollars of customs duties paid on goods 
imported from foreign ports and from the United States into 
Puerto Rico. That will make $1,750,000. That is not all of it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would rather that the gentleman did not ask 
me a question at this time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. [ want to ask it in reference to the 
revenue on sugar that you have spoken about, and to ask it for 
information. Is this tax levied in order to give schools to the 
Puerto Ricans, or is it levied for the purpose of giving the bene- 
fit to the producers of sugar in this country? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see how any man could ask such a 
question as that—how atax of 20 per cent is a protection to any 
sugar interest in this country. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. You introduced this bill giving the 
Puerto Ricans free trade with the United States. Now, was this 
bill introduced until the representatives of the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers and the tobacco producers and all other sugar producers 
in the United States had been before the Committee on Insular 
Affairs and stated that free trade would be disastrous to their 


Mr. PAYNE. I think it was; and right here, lest I forget it, I 
want to say that the gentleman who represents the beet-sugar in- 
dustry, Mr. Oxnard, came before the Committee on Ways and 
Means and made a statement before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And before the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwas not present there,and I only heard him 
make it before the Ways and Means Committee. I made this in- 
quiry: ‘‘ Mr. Oxnard, do you fear the disastrous influence of the 
importation of sugar from Puerto Rico, bearing in mind the fact 
that the United States consumes 2,000,000 tons of sugar annually; 
that it is increasing by 100,000 tons every year; that we import 
1,400,000 tons and pay duty upon it? Do you think the free im- 
portation of only 58,000 tons, and supposing it should be doubled 
to 120,009 tons, from Puerto Rico, would affect your industry?” 
re ‘*No; that is not what I am afraidof. What Iam afraid 
of is”—— 

Mr. Henry of Texas rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, let me make that statement. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to make astatement of what he 
said before the Insular Affairs Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, you can not do it in my time. He said 
what he was afraid of was free sugar from the Philippine Islands, 
and he was afraid that when prosperity came to Puerto Rico under 
free sugar Cuba would be knocking at the door for admission, and 
that all sides of the Chamber, imperialists, expansionists, anti- 
expansionists, and every other kind, would vote to admit Cuba 
into the Union; and if we extended free trade to Cuba with her 
one thousand million tons annually, which she is capable of pro- 
ducing, it would break down all the sugar industries. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I shall have to decline to be interrupted, 
because the questions do not seem to elucidate the subject, and I 
want to get through with it, 
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Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
others now. 

Mr. GAINES, 


I rise, Mr. Chairman—— 
I am already taking the time that belongs to 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. GAINES. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has the 
floor and declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. GAINES. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee is out of 
order. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the Chair rule that I can not rise to a point 
of order? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
me 

Mr. PAYNE. 
frittered away. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the beet-sugar industry has been some- 
thing of a pet of mine since I have been in Congress. I have been 
as anxious as any man in the United States to see it succeed. I 
had something to do with framing the schedule of the Dingley bill 
and the McKinley bill and framing the bounty in the McKinley 
bill, and I have watched with interest in the past ten years the 
progress of this industry in the United States, commencing with 
the most feeble beginning and gradually growing year by year, 
until this year the crop will be morc than 100,000 tons against the 
forty or fifty thousand tons a year ago. 

It is increasing every year, and already they have made con- 
tracts to build 51 beet-sugar factories in the United States during 
the coming season. It will double, probably, this year. Farmers 
are getting interested in it, and the people of the United States 
are getting interested all over every section of the country, and, 
as I said in the debate on the conference report on the Dingley bill, 
Mr. Chairman, I look to this as the one means of meeting what 
gentlemen call an octopus, the sugar trust, because I believe there 
is nothing which will so tend to destroy the sugar trust as beet- 
sugar factories in every Congressional district in the United 
States; and if they get incidental protection against the future out 
of this bill, I am glad of it. 

I want to go a step further than that and declare to the country 
and to the world that when we legislate for this island, when we 
propose a tariff, we have the duty and the power and the privilege, 
under the Constitution, of imposing a tariff on all articles going 
to the territory belonging to the United States from the United 
States, or coming to the United States from the territory belong- 
ing to the United States. I want to make a precedent that all men 
can read with reference to the Philippine Islands; and if Cuba 
shall come, I want to give notice to Cuba that we propose to pro- 
tect this industry when it comes to the question of admitting the 
1,000,000 tons that will come from Cuba. So I was glad to bring 
in this substitute, this new bill, that we might assert this prin- 
ciple, that we might give them incidental protection against a 
threatening future, and at the same time that we might furnish 
revenue and take care of the needs of that island. 

A further thing: Wecould not extend the internal-revenue laws 
to that island for the reason that it would destroy other industries; 
and it occurred to me at once that if we allowed Puerto Rican 
cigars to come in here without paying an internal-revenue tax, it 
placed our people at a disadvantage. Our manufacturers would 
have to pay the 25 per cent of the duties under the Dingley law 
and in addition to that they would have to pay the internal-rev- 
enue tax. I thought the Cigar Makers’ Union had a just griev- 
ance against the proposition. So we put it into the bill that in ad- 
dition to that 25 per cent they must pay the amount of the internal 
revenue, 

It occurred to me afterwards that these same people would 
have to put the internal-revenue stamps on the boxes of cigars 
whenever they were taken outof the custom-housefor consumption; 
and that is the reason that I wanted to reserve the right toamend 
the bill if it should become necessary before we get through with 
it. But we want to give our people at least an equal chance with 
es oe in Puerto Rico in making cigars; and we will dou it by 
this bill. 

Wages are cheaper there—30 cents a day in gold; 50 cents in 
pesos. Can our people compete with that? Well, not right off; 
but I am glad to hear that those people are learning to realize the 
value of themselves and the value of their labor. One gentleman 
who went down there to make cigarettes told me they got a sort of 
corner on him, and he had to pay $36 a month in gold for making 
cigarettes, while he could get similar labor in the United States 
for $1 a day. 

I doubted both propositions, because I did not believe the last. 
Yet I did believe that those people were beginning to realize the 
worth of themselves and the worth of their labor; and if we put 
into the hands of these sugar planters the means of paying those 
people better wages, we have taken a long step in advance in giv- 
ing prosperity to the poor people of those islands. 


Now, if the gentleman will allow 





Ican not yield any further; my time is being 


Thus we shall encourage them; we shall encourage +). «,,. 
planters; we shall encourage the coffee men in the islan) «+ eee 
Rico; we shall help to make the people there contented ay i...” 
we shall help to build up a proper school system. Andi .).)' 
this we are raising the money from those best able to stan) i; ; 5 
course we might impose a tax of $1 an acre on the poor cog,., 
planter whose land is now mortgaged, and might, perhars p...);.° 
a considerable amount. Wemig’t squeeze the money on.) ..., 
of those people. But why not stop part of it that flows i»: 
coffers of the sugar planters and tobacco planters in Puerts p;...; 

Mr, Chairman, | have here a table showing the tariff on yay. 
articles—ad valorem duties exacted by Spain and equivalent ai. 
lorem duties under the present bill on those articles going fy), +), 
United States to Puerto Rico. This table I will print as pa, 


. 2 : part of 
my remarks. It shows an increase in some items, but a ere: 9, 


the 


crease in all itemsof food. The average Spanish tariff 01) aytje)es 
of food was 20 per cent. 
Under this bill the article rice paid aduty of 16 per cent, Thay 


is a pretty high duty; but you know we put that on 

our Georgia planters in raising rice. We did not have to q, + 
We did not get a vote from your side by reason of doing i:. py: 
out of our national spirit we put it on and forced you to take this 
tariff. But on the article of codfish, for instance, the duty. ins. 
of 20 per cent, is 4.43 per cent under our bill; on flour, 6.25 por 
cent; on pork, 5 per cent. a 

Here the hammer ae 
r. RICHARDSON. lask unanimous consent that the cent; 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE] be allowed to continue 
conclude his remarks, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. I would like the gentleman to state how the Spay. 
ish tariff on products of the island compares with the provisions 
of the present bill. I mean the general provisions, and | meay on 
products, not on imports. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is very difficult to get at that. In the first 
place, they had an export tax from Puerto Rico, and then ay in. 
port tax, and then a consumption tax, so that when you get all 
through you can not tell exactly what their tariff amounts to, 
But under our tariff and under the Spanish tariff, our tari! being 


nearly 80 per cent ad valorem on sugar, we imported from Puerto 


Rico two-thirds of their crop and Spain one-third. That shows 
comparatively what the tariff must have been. 

Now, I was about to speak of the item of flour. The Spanish 
tariff on flour for 1897 was $4 for 92 kilograms, or 200 pounds. In 
addition to that there was a consumption tax of $2.50, making 
$6.30 on 200 pounds of flour coming from the United States. The 
tariff from Spain on flour was smaller than that. The tariff on 


wheat was $3.15 on 200 pounds. This was on a silver basis. 

The idea was that no bushel of wheat should ever be ground in 
Puerto Rico. Spain bought American wheat, ground it in Span- 
ish mills, and sent it to Puerto Rico at a little under the price at 
which American flour could be sold there. We gota part of the 
market even under that tariff of $6.30 upon a barrel of flour. We 
got a part of the market, but Spain got the most of it. Hertariff 
as oo Puerto Rico, collected at Puerto Rico, was not large 
on flour. 


The whole tariff on food products was 20 per cent. \We fur- 
nished the most of them. Aside from flour it was not so high; 
but there was a tariff on our wheat going to Spain which Was 
collected in Spain; and then there was an export duty; an thea 


there wasa consumption tax; and when they got through withall 
this they had pretty nearly equaled the $6.20 tariff that they 
exacted on American flour, but not quite, so as to hold the marset. 
This bill gives them flour at 6} per cent ad valorem — the tani 
under the Dingley bill being 25 per cent ad valorem on flour. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not time to go into all of the detai's 
of these figures. As I have said, I will have published a tave 
which will give the information, if gentlemen desire to examine 


it. If the bill passes, it will give to Puerto Rico a better sysem 
and a better condition of things than anything they have ev 
dreamed of under the Spanish tariff rule, which was said to be 4 
nominal tariff and ad valorem in its operation. They wil! have 
better trade relations with the rest of the world and cheap t toot 


su =— than they have ever had before. seat 
e rate on cotton cloth—an ad valorem rate—runs 4 [ve 
higher, it is trne, than the Spanish rate. But then we consi” 
the fact that the cotton cloth the island consumes is of 4 chow’ 
grade and comes in at a cheaper rate under our tariff bill wo) 
is only about 10 per cent on cotton cloth where it is / una’ ©” ; 
Spanish—and Spain herself exported every yard of cotton | we 
sent into the island, amounting to about $2,500,000 a year on b™ 
cotton cloth that went into Puerto Rico. : o them 
Some gentlemen whocame here from Puerto Rico, some © ao 
bankers and some engaged in other occupations, sought ‘° aka 
the committee to authorize a loan to be issued by the ' ny 
Puerto Rico; that bonds should be issued and placed "pol | 

market to the amount of some ten to fifteen millions of “o'™ 








1900. 





They said, as an inducement to allow the issue of these bonds, that | United States, 14 


Puerto Rico was out of debt, which is a fact, excepting that there 
are some ,000, perhaps, of municipal indebtedness existing; 
put the island itself is absolutely out of debt. Ten million dollars, 
these gentlemen said, could be floated as a loan at 7 per cent inter- 
est, and they were desirous of taking it up. 

Then, if this indebtedness had been incurred and the money re- 
ceived, they could go on and build schoolhouses and roads and 
spend the na for the benefit of the people of the island, and 
everything would be glorious and prosperous until some time in 
the future some man would come around asking them for the 7 
per cent interest and finally come around asking for the entire 
principal of indebtedness. _ 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the last thing that we 
ought to do is to put this island under bonds against the future 
industries of their oe and for the purpose of raising money 
for the necessities of the island. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Arethese municipal taxes to which 
the gentleman refers collected by our Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; and I will say to the gentleman that they 
have been reduced to $552,000, including postal receipts. The 
estimated expenses for postal service is included in the estimate 
for expenses made by General Davis. 

It is estimated that under the operation of the bill the total re- 
ceipts of the first year will be in the neighborhood of $2,300,000 
and the expenses about $1,900,000, giving a surplus of some three 
hundred and fifty or four hundred thousand dollars if we get the 
revenue that is contemplated to be raised by the bill. Of course 
there is a question as to the operation of the bill in the first year. 
But after that undoubtedly the amount would be increased, and 
we can reduce taxation. 

I would rather await the operation of such a measure as this 
than to authorize the issuance of bonds and put that poor people 
in debt. The issuance of bonds is not at all necessary. Tax the 
man who can afford to pay the tax; that isnot hurtful to anybody, 
and you will get money enough to run the government, to build 
your schoolhouses and roads, and do whatever is necessary for the 
convenience and comfort of these people. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. How much school fund comes out 
of that? 

Mr. PAYNE. About $300,000 was estimated for this year. 
But there will be $350,000 of surplus, and General Davis has now 
about $500,000 on hand, much of which, I hope, will be available 
for school purposes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had designed to discuss the meaning of 
the Constitution of the United States—— 

Mr. LACEY. Before my friend goes on to that question, I 
should like to know what the arrangement now is by which the 
municipalities are obtaining the money to run their affairs? 

Mr. PAYNE. By local taxation. 

Mr. LACEY. And this does not pro to interfere with such 
system as they now have under the military government? 

Mr. PAYNE. Notatall. But it issaid that we have no power 
under the Constitution to discriminate and fix the duties between 
the United States and Puerto Rico under this bill. I do not pro- 
pose to go into a discussion of the dicta of the Supreme Court, 
which are claimed by the minority to be against our contention 
in this case. In none of these cases is the question directly in- 
volved, and none of them were decisive. 

The cases which bear out our contention, some of them directly 
and others indirectly, are cited in the majority report. I will 
add a reference to but a single case. That of Endleman et al. vs. 
United States (86 Federal Reporter, 458, 459), argued before Gil- 


per Ross, and Morrow, circuit judges. Morrow, Chief Justice, 
said: 


In su port of the first ground of demurrer it is contended that the law 
upon which the prosecution is based _is unconstitutional, because, among 
other things, the Government of the United States can exercise only those 
Specific powers conferred upon it by the Constitution; that the Constitution 
guarantees to the citizens the right to own, hold, and acquire property, and 
makes no distinction as to the character of the property; that intoxicating 
liquors are property and are subjects of exchange, barter, and traffic, like 
any other commodity in which a right of property exists; that, inasmuch as 
the power to regulate commerce was committed to Congress to relieve it from 
all restrictions, Con; $ can not itself impose restrictions npon commerce 
by prohibiting the sale of a particular commodity; that if Congress has the 
power to re te the sale of intoxicating liquors within the Territories as a 
saeco regulation, it can only enact laws applicable to all the Territories 


The answer to these and other like objections urged in the brief of counsel 
for defendant is found in the now well-established doctrine that the Terri- 
tories of the United States are entirely subject to the legislative authority of 
Congress. They are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject to its 
complex distribution of the powers of government as the organic law, but 
are the creations exclusively of the legislative department, and subject to 
its supervision and control. (Benner vs. Porter, 9 How., 235, 242. 

The United States having rightfully acquired territory, and being the 
only Government which can impose laws upon them, has the entire domin- 
ion and sovereignty, national and municipal, Federal and state. (Insurance 
Company vs. Canter, 1 Pet., 511, 542; Cross vs. Harrison, 16 How., 164, 193; Na 
tional Bank vs. Yankton County, 101 U. S., 129, 133; Murphy vs. Rumsey, 114 
U.S., 15, 44; 5 Sup. Ct., 747; Late Corporation of Church Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints vs. United States, 136 U. &., 1, 42, 43; 10 Sup. Ct., 792; McAllister vs. 
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LU. 8., 174, 181; 11 Sup. Ct., 949; Shively vs. Bowlby, 152 U.S., 
1, 48; 14 Sup. Ct., 548.) 


Under this full and comprehensive authority Congress has unquestiona 
bly the power to exclude intoxicating liquors from any or all its Territories 
or limit their sale under such regulations as it may prescribe. It may legis- 
late in accordance with the special needs of cach locality and vary its regula- 
tions to meet the conditions and circumstances of the people. Whether the 
subject elsewhere would be a matter of local police regulation or within 
State control under some other power it is immaterial to consider. Ina Ter- 
ritory all the functions of government are within the legislative jurisdiction 
of Congress and may be exercised through a local government or directly by 
such legislation as we have now under consideration 

It is now universally conceded that we have the power to acquire 
territory by conquest or by treaty. I find no limit in the Consti- 
tution to this power. It may be for the purpose of removing all 
fetters from the mouth of a great river, or for coaling stations, or 
for the building of an isthmian canal, the opening of guano beds, 
or the formation of States, or any other end which may suit the 
purpose of the American people. 

Having acquired, the nation may dispose of territory. This is 
inherent to the right to acquire, and it is as broad as the right. 
We never lose these rights until we give to the Territory the at- 
tribute of a State or otherwise extend the Constitution over it. 
This right also comes from the express language of the Constitu- 
tion: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. 

In governing the Territories, Congress has all the ange of the 
State and of the United States combined. Such has been the 
legislative construction of the Constitution for a hundred years. 

Congress has always assumed that its power was supreme. By 
the act of October 31, 1803, in respect to Louisiana, ‘‘All the mili- 
tary, civil, and judicial powers exercised by the officers of the 
existing government of the same shall be vested in such person 
or persons and shall be exercised in such manner as the President 
of the United States shall direct for maintaining and protecting 
the inhabitants cf Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
aes and religion.” Here is an absolute government set up, 
without any provision for the right of habeas corpus, trial by 
jury, or any other guaranty of the Constitution to the citizens of 
the United States. 

The act of March 26, 1804, in respect to Louisiana, was drawn 
by Madison, with the advice of Jefferson. It declares,‘ inall crim- 
inal prosecutions which are capital the trial shall be by jury of 
twelve good and lawful men of the vicinage, and in all cases, crim 
inal and civil, in the superior court trial shall be by jury if either 
of the parties require it.” What becomes of the guaranty of the 
Constitution that all criminal cases and all civil casez involving 
$20 or more shall be tried by a jury? If the fathers believed that 
the Constitution ex proprio vigore extended to a newly acquired 
Territory, solemnly annexed, of what use are these words?-—— 

The inhabitants of the said Territory shall be entitled to the benefits of the 
writ of habeas corpus, * * and no cruel or unusual punishment shall 
be inflicted. 

If the inhabitants of that Territory were entitl od to self-govern- 
ment, why did they provide in the fourth section for a govern- 
ment consisting of a governor and thirteen councilors, to be called 
a legislative council, to be appointed annually by the President 
of the United States? Evidently the fathers believed that the 
Constitution did not extend to a Territory unless by an act of 
Congress, and that the Congress had full and absolute power to 
govern the Territories regardless of the restrictions of the Consti- 
tution limiting their powers as to the States. 

Over the States they had only such powers as were granted 
under the Constitution, one of which was uniform duties, excises, 
etc. As to the territory belonging to the United States their 
power was unlimited. These various ordinances in regard to 
Louisiana are but a sample of those applied from time to time to 
other territory which afterwards belonged to the United States. 
Precisely similar legislation was enacted concerning the Territory 
of Florida in 1819 and again in 1822. 

Mr. Roscoe C. Brown discusses this Florida case in an interest- 
ing manner in The Open Court, from which I quote: 

This same question came up with reference to Floridain 1822. The bill was 
modeled on that of Orleans in its administrative features, and contained a 
section ae the Territorial government to transgress the personal 
rights guaranteed to the people of the States by the Constitution. Mr. Mont 
gomery, of Kentucky, tried to substitute a clause that all the principles of 
the Constitution and all the prohibitions to legislation, as well with respect to 
Congress as the legislatures of the States, be ‘declared to be applicable to 
the said Territory, as paramount acts.” This was voted down, and the fol 
lowing is Benton's comment on the incident (Benton's Abridgment, Volume 
VIL, page 295, note): 

“This prompt rejection of Mr. Montgomery's proposition shows what the 

Congress of 1822 thought of the right of Territories to the enjoyment of any 
pees of the Constitution of the United States. * * * The only question 
vetween Mr. Montgomery's po and the clause already in the bill 
was as to the tenure by which these rights should be held—whether under 
the Constitution of the United States or under a law of Congress and the 
treaty of cession. And the decision was that they should be held under the 
law and the treaty. 

“Thus a direct issue was made between constitutional rights on one hand 
and the discretion of Congress on the other in the government this Terri 
tory, and decided promptly and without debate (for there was no speech 
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after that of Mr. Kea on either side) against the Constitution. It was tanta- 
mount to the express declaration: * You shall have these principles which are 
in the Constitution, but not as a constitutional right; nor even asa grant 
under the Constitution, but as a justice flowing from our discretion, and as 
an obligation imposed by the treaty which transferred you to our sover- 
eignty.’”’ 


Justice Story, in his Commentaries, section 1328, has thus stated 
this doctrine: 





The power of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and 
universal, and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
unlimited, unless so far as it is affected by ree in the cessions or by 
the ordinance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled. 


Cooley on Constitution, page 36, says: 


The Constitution was made for the States, not for the Territories. It con- 
fers power to govern the Territories, but in exercising this the United States 
is a sovereign dealing with a de mdent Territory according as in its wisdom 
shall seem politic, wise, and just, having regard to its own interests as well 
as to those of the Territories. 


And he cites cases to support this proposition: 


The Congress shall have gomee to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. (Const., art. 4, sec, 3.) 

The power of Congress over the — territory is clearly exclusive and 
universal, and their legislation is subject to no control. but is absolute and 
unlimited, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the cessions, or by 
the ordinance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled. (2 Story— 
Const., 1328.) 

It will be remembered that the original charter of the United 
States Bank, of February 25, 1791, authorized the directors to es- 
tablish offices of discount and deposit ‘‘ wherever they shall see fit 
within the United States.” When Louisiana was annexed they 
desired to establish a branchin New Orleans. Believing that they 
had noright to do this, they sought the authority of Congress. On 
the 23d of March, 1804, the President approved an act authorizin 
the directors to establish branches on the terms of the origina 
act in any part of the Territories or dependencies of the United 
States. This was another legislative construction of the meaning 
of the term ‘“ United States.” It will be noticed also that the 
word ‘‘dependencies” is used in this act. They seem to have 
questioned whether the word “Territories” would authorize the 
establishment of this branch in New Orleans. 

It is worthy of note that the first internal-revenue tax on spirits 
distilled in the United States, and which became a law on the 3d 
of March, 1791, directed ‘‘ that the United States shall be divided 
into fourteen districts, each consisting of one State.” No atten- 
tion was paid to the Territories of the United States, although 
they were becoming populated and large towns existed in some 
portions of them. So, too, the original law for the collection of 
customs duties, of April 31, 1789, divided the States into districts, 
but did not extend over the Territories. Tennessee had no 
custom-house until it was admitted as a State, when Congress 
extended the customs laws to the State of Tennessee. were 
admitted free into the Territories until 1799, when for the first 
ane customs laws were put in force in any part of the Northwest 

erritory. 

When Vermont was first admitted into the Union Congress did 
not believe that the tariff law extended over Vermont; hence a 
special enactment was passed extending these laws over the State 
of Vermont. 

From time to time during the first half of the last century Con 
gress was kept busy, by special enactments, in extending the Con- 
stitution over the United States. Finally the following general 
law, — became section 1328 of the Revised Statutes, was 
enacted: 

The Constitution and all the laws of the United States which are not 
locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect within all the o: : 
ized Territories and every Territory hereafter organized as elsewhere within 
the United States. 

A part of the same joint resolution by which the Hawaiian 
Tslands were annexed provided that they are— 

Annexed as part of the territory of the United States and are subject to 
the sovereign dominion thereof, * * * and until legislation is enacted ex- 
tending the United States customs laws and regulations to them the existin; 
customs regulations of the Hawaiian Islands with the United States 


remain unchanged. 

Yet no one charged that this legislation was unconstitutional, 
and no charge of imperialism was made. This happened only 
eighteen months ago. But it was some time before the treaty of 
Paris, and no one had thought to make political capital out of 
the false cry of imperialism. 

During all these one hundred years no citizen of the United 
States, feeling aggrieved by these alleged imperial laws, has gone 
into the United States court and sought solvens. This uniform 
interpretation of the Constitution by Congress has not been ques- 
tioned by any citizen of the United States in any court. 

In respect to Puerto Rico, we are not hampered by treaty stipu- 
lations or by act of Congress. There has been no law extending 
the Constitution over the island. In this it differs from the 
status of every formerly acquired territory. We have absolute 
power. 


This principle for which we contend was claimed in the debate 
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on the first Louisiana legislation and was enacted into th. )... 
It has been repeated in the legislation as to each and every y,9>; a 
the territory belonging to the United States. No citizen ¢).;.... 
to be injured as to his rights has seen fit to question the power ct 
Congress as absolute over the territory belonging to the ['»::. 
States, except in the few cases cited inthe report. This I rincin 

has not only been ingrafted into the laws, but has been a... 
tioned through the century by the acquiescence of the peopl — 

But now the opposition say this is imperialism. You a;,) 
reechoing the cry of the apposition of a hundred years avo. ¢}; 
the majority moved on, and the American people approve ¢),; 
course. The Territory of Louisiana, in the plenary powers «;, 
to the President, survived and flourished until 1812, when payt 9 
it was organized into the Territory of Missouri, with a levis|aty> 
at that late day composed of a legislative council appointed by th. 
President and an ey elected by the people. Here avaiy wa 
had “imperialism,” but the fathers wisely waited until this po». 
ple were fit for eae before they extended the limita. 
tions and the privileges of the Constitution tothem. The ca» 
is true of the Territory of Florida. 

Only a year and a half ago Congress, by a two-thirds vote in tio 
House and a two-thirds vote in the Senate, annexed Hawaii by ay 
act modeled after the Florida and Louisiana acts, which was jy 
these words: 

Until Congress shall provide for the government of such island , 
civil, judicial, and military powers exercised by the officers of the oxictine 
government in said islands shall be vested in such person or persons, ani 
shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United States shall 
direct; and the President shall have power to remove said officers and §j)] 
the vacancies so occasioned. a 

The debate was strong and furious, but according to my reco). 
lection no gentleman in the opposition raised the cry of imperial. 
ism against the manner in which Congress asserted the right to 
its absolute power to provide any sort of government for th 
territory. Nor is there danger in all this. present: 
ing the American ple, is ever swift to put the power of govern. 
ment into the hands of any people ‘‘of the territory belonging to 
the United States.” 

I want to make this further suggestion. Gentlemen who are 
lawyers are honestly divided on this question—this constitutional 
question. We believe that the United States means the United 
States, in the Constitution, and that the words that are added, 
giving us oe to dispose of and make rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory and other property belonging to the United 
States, refer to a different subject from the United States itself 
to territory belonging tothe United States. We believe that there 
is that plain distinction. Some gentlemen profess to belicy: 
otherwise. 

If this bill is passed it will give the Supreme Court of th 
United States the first opportunity it has ever had to meet that 
question fairly and squarely and say whether the limitation for 
uniform taxation in the United States refers to the United States 
or to the United States and the territory belonging to the United 
States: It may be an important question to be considered in the 
future when we come to legislate for the Philippine Is 
when we come to legislate, if we have to, with respect to Cuba, 
and I think it would be a proposition to submit that ques- 
tion now to the Supreme Court. you are right, gentlemen, in 

our contention we shall have difficulty when we come to legis- 

te for our other islauds. We shall have difficulty in protecting 
the interests of the people, the manufacturers, the farmers 0! the 
United States. If we are right in our contention, our way is 
more simple, 


a 


> reat = 


same 
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Congress, repres 





As for the _—— of Puerto Rico, I would move as fast as ther 
own good will warrant. Pass this bill, which even the gent)eman 
from Massachusetts admits is a well-considered measure !rom 4 
fiscal standpoint, and give them better markets and a)uncant 


revenue. Do not tie down their destinies to the whim of tie™ 
per cent illiterate or to the caprice of the 12 per cent of the ean 
cated, who have known no government except Spanish misrur. 
Keep them all in leading strings antil you have educated them "?P 
to the full stature of American manhood, and then crown them 
with the glory of American citizenship. In the meantime “'\" 
them all the rights accorded to our own people under the (oust 
tution, consistent with their best interest and well-being. 

Our duty now, Mr. Chairman, is, in the first place, to Tresor’: 
nay, to give law and order in the Philippine Islands, ten‘) '™ 
vestigate, then to legislate, remembering that these peoj'° “™ 


noducated, remembering that it would be unsafe to give the '& 
power of government to the illiterates or to those wiio cau '™ 
and write. ‘ti 

The rights of neither would be preserved. The rights of the? 
would be unsafe. 


», who 


We can proceed as did the fathers a hundred years a=). W)) 


had no scruples on that question, but believed that Congress 

the absolute power over the territory of the United States. 
It is our duty to take these poor people and educate them ang 

lift them up and give them the privileges of the Constitution ® 
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the privileges of government as they shall grow in education 

and in knowl . . 

And finally, whether we send them forth among the nations of 
the earth or annex them as States in this Union, we will bring 
them up to the full level and stature of American manhood. 
Wherever the flag is raised it shall not go down until it covers 
peneath its folds a people enjoying the blessings of civilization, of 
freedom, and of sovereign citizenship. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Table showing imports into Puerto Rico in 1897,in pesos, Spanish ad valorem 
rates collected, amount duties collected, estimated ad valorem rates collecti- 
ble under substitute for H. R. 6383 at 25 per cent of rates under present 
United States law, and duties collectible if all imporis shall be from United 
States. 
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Span- United! y,,; 
- : : United 
ish Spanish (States 4 
Articles. Imports. | ad va- duties. | ad va- — 
lorem. lorem. jaties. 
Pesos. Per ct. Pesos. Per ct. Pesos. 
Earthenware ...-..--- 691, 824. 86 10 69,772.91 | 15 108, 773. 72 
Metal and manufac- a ; i 
UPUR..oiccnudnewnel 675, 747.58 18 124,431.13} 11 74, 332. 23 
Chemicals ......-=---- 651, 947.78 10 66,696.36 | 8 52,155.81 
Cotton and manufac- m J ek " 
an RE ee 2, 540, 293. 87 7 180,725.36 | 10 254, 029. 38 
ibers and manufac- 
ee 512, 004. 46 13| 66,330.01} 10 51,200. 44 
Wool and manufac- . 
QureS....cceseueadan 128, 464. 25 10 12,661.16 | 20 25, 692. 24 
Silk and manufac- 33 
tures...... ~—— 50, 581. 84 12 5, 871.54 13.5 6, 828. 54 
Paper ...... -| 868,211.55 6 22,449.92} 4.5 16, 569. 62 
Wood, G08. aceccessoccd 818, 952. 71 1¢ 78, 176. 26 4.78 39, 134. 77 
Datennls~ ccccctinenentll 1, 196, 377.39 2 28, 046. 46 6.25 73, 773. 61 
Machinery ..........-- 401, 156. 76 9 35, 739.06 | 11.25 45, 130.13 
Alimentary sub- —s oe ae 
stances. 
2, 481, 631.00 397, 060. 96 
1,461, 751.00 64, 755. 69 
969, 642.00 60, 602. 50 
1, 304, 935. 00 69, 746. 75 
2, 676, 849. 41 207, 684. 94 












Total alimentary 
substances...... 8, 984, 808. 41 20 | 1,750, 856. 54 9.6 859, 850. 84 
Mis¢ellaneous ........ 189, 557.83 14 27,185.98 | 10 18, 955. 78 
SQCUME a inisebasennciia 648, 044. 00 2 12, 960. 88 10 64, 804. 40 
Total..............] 17,858,063. 29 14 | 2,481, 962. 57 9.5 | 1,686,240.51 

Total in United 
States money. ../$10, 714, 837.97 |.......- [o1, eee, of |] ses (#2, 021, 744. 30 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LITTLEFIELD having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 854. An act for the relief of Lieut. Horace P. McIntosh; and 

8, 392. An act to pay the General Marine Insurance Company 
of Dresden the sum of $1,434.12 for certain coupons detached 
from United States bonds, which said coupons were lost on the 
Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea on March 14, 1886. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants having 
suits against the United States pending in the circuit and district 
courts of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, 
amending the act of March 3, 1887, 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose and was recognized. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RrcHarpson] may be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks without interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Tennessee may conclude his re- 
marks without interruption. Is there objection? 

There was no ob on, 

Mr. RICHAR N. Mr. Chairman. I am not an alarmist. 
Those on this floor who know me and have done me the honor to 
listen to what I have had to say on former occasions when speak- 
ing to pending measures will bear me witness that I have not been 
accustomed to indulge in extravagant statement or vehement de- 
nunciation. [endeavor at all times to be conservative, and I may 
add py eit - a an this much of pref- 
ace of a nal character, gin by sa that in my judgment 
the pending bil is more dangerous to the liberties of the =annie of 
this Repub than any measure ever before seriously presented to 
the American Congress. It will prove more far-reaching in its 

rovisions and disastrous in the results that must of necessity 
ollow if it should be enacted into law than any act ever passed 
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by Congress. These statements are broad, I confess, but that they 
are true I do most solemnly assert, as the result of my best and 
most deliberate judgment. 

The objects and purposes of this bill are as follows: 

The first section declares that its provisioas shall apply to Puerto Rico 
and its adjacent islands, ceded by treaty of April 11, 1800, by Spai 
United States. 

Section 2 provides that all merchandise imported into Puerto Rico from 
pone than United States ports shall pay the rate of tariff duties col- 
ected on merchandise from foreign countries imported into the United 
States. 

Section 3 imposes a tariff tax on all merchandise coming into the United 
States from Puerto Rico, and into that island from the United States, ata 
rate equal to 2 per cent of the duties collected on merchandise imported into 
the United States from foreign countries; and further provides that duties 
collected in United States ports upon manufactured goods from Puerto Rico 
shall be equal in rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax imposed by the 
United States upon the same articles manufactured in the United States, and 
in addition thereto 2% per cent of the duties now collected by law upon like 
articles of merchardise imported from foreign countries, and that duties 
collected in the island upon manufactured goods from the United States 
shall be equal to the internal-revenue tax imposed in Puerto Rico upon arti 
cles manufactured therein, and in addition thereto 2% per cent of the duties 
now collected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported from foreign 
countries. 

Section 4 provides that the net collections under this act in Puerto Rico 
and the gross amount collected on merchandise from the island into the 
United States shall be placed at the disposal of the President for the expenses 
of the island. 

The bill is framed upon the idea and the assumption that Congress enters 
upon the government of Puerto Rico unrestrained by the provisions of the 
Constitution. , 

This assumption we deny. Those of us who oppose this meas 
ure, I believe without exception, maintain that the bill can not 
be enacted into law without a total disregard and violation of not 
simply the spirit but the express letter of the Constitution. In the 
report the majority of the committee say: 

Upon the whole we conclude: 

First. That upon reason and authority the term “ United States,” as used 
in the Constitution, has reference only to the States that constitute the Fed- 
eral Union and does not include Territories. : 

Second. That the power of Congress with respect to legislation for the 
Territories is plenary. 

Third. That under that power Congress may prescribe different rates of 
duty for Puerto Rico from those prescribed for the United States. 

The claim or contention thus made was never before set up on 
the floor of Congressin so faras I know. Thiscountry has grown 
froma small and feeble territory on the Atlantic Ocean, with about 
827,000 square miles, to the mightiest republic of this earth, with 
an area of 3,500,000 square miles. It has increased in population 
from three to over seventy millions. This marvelous expansion 
to continental growth and grandeur has all taken place within 
about one hundred years. The Louisiana territory, Florida, 
Texas, California, New Mexico, Oregon, and Alaska have all been 
acquired under our Constitution without a jar or strain to any of 
its wise and beneficent provisions and without any demand for its 
amendment. This growth was natural expansion. Then these 
acquisitions were of desirable lands without people, but we should 
beware of the acquisition of undesirable people without lands, I 
am partisan enough to stop here a sufiicient time to call attention 
to the fact that every foot of this vast domain was acquired and 
annexed under Democratic Presidents. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] ; 

An exception to this statement may possibly be taken by some 
so far as it applies to Alaska; yet it will not be denied that Alaska 
was acquired while Andrew Johnson, a Democrat, was President. 
These acquisitions of territory were wise and proper to be made. 
The Democratic party has always favored proper expansion. 
Here permit me to say with great emphasis that those of us oppos- 
ing this measure are not basing our opposition to it on the ground 
that it is a measure for expansion. ‘This is not a measure of ex- 
pansion. Whether the Constitution of the United States is ex- 
tended to the island of Puerto Rico, ex proprio vigore, or not, it 
must be admitted that when we enter upon legislation for the 
island, as Congress will do if it passes this bill, that question will 
be put at rest and the territory will then be a part of the United 
States. 

The control of the President and of the military will have ceased 
and the expansion as to theisland will have been completed. Leg- 
islation by Congress for the island at once makes it a part of the 
United States. If this bill passes, it must follow that it is then a 
part of the United States. This being true, the proposition which 
this bill carries for unequal taxation of the island as a portion of 
the United States is the baldest form of imperialism. 

The opposition to this bill plants itself upon this ground. The 
measure isimperialismitself. Inthe former acquisitions to which 
I have referred no such measure as the pending one was ever pro- 
posed or deemed necessary. When the Louisiana territory was 
acquired, when Texas was annexed, when California and Arizona 
anc New Mexico and other Territories were acquired, did any man 
rise in this House or the other body of this Congress and offer 
such a legislative proposition as the pending one? This effort, 
therefore, clearly marks the dividing line between all former 
acquisitions and that of Puerto Rico, if it be conceded that the 
enactment of the proposed bill into law is required. 


1 to the 
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All former acquisitions of territory were made ims constitu- 
tional way. It is true, as we were informed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BoUTELL] a few days since in a most interest- 
ing speech, that the great founder of the Democratic party, Mr. 
Jefferson, at first doubted the constitutional right to acquire the 
Louisiana territory. But this doubt was soon dispelled, and all 
agreed that an amendment was unnecessary. All former acquisi- 
tions were first held as territory (except in the case of Texas, 
which was admitted into the Union as a State), and by easy and 
gradual steps were prepared for statehood. Nearly all such ter- 
ritory has been made into States, 

Every provision of the Constitution, the grants of power as well 
as the limitations of that instrument, have been smoothly and 
regularly applied to these Territories, and in no instance has it 
ever been considered wise or necessary to make the slightest 
infraction of our great charter. Is it so now? Can we, in con- 
formity with former rules and regulations and laws which con- 
trolled us in annexations of territory, do so now without violatin 
our organic law? If not,the argument to my mind is strong, an 
perhaps unanswerable, that such annexation should not be made. 
They will cost us more if this be necessary than they can ever be 
worth, If we are determined to make such annexations, and if 
they can not be made and the territories governed without violat- 
ing the Constitution, then as wise legislators and as patriots we 
should set to werk to so amend the Constitution as to allow us to 
accomplish the desired end. We should not march to that end 
over the dead and mangled form of the fundamental law we have 
sworn to protect and defend. 

I am not speaking here of the Philippine Islands, as they are not 
involved in the pending measure, As to Puerto Rico, we may be 
able to govern it as we have governed all territorial possessions in 
the past. I believe we can, though the task will not be free from 
difficulty. The territory isa small one in area. The population 
is not large. It is near oe us. The inhabitants have given every 
assurance that they desire to be with us and a part of us, to enjoy 
our free institutions and our civilization. The chief objection to 
having the island annexed, to my mind, consists in the fact that 
there is so little room there for an increase in the population. It 
is already far more densely populated than our own territory, and 
there is no room or but little room for more people in the island. 
The population is about 300 to the square mile, or more than ten 
times as great as in the United States. 

Being a part of our possessions as theresult of awar which wedid 
not, by our own declaration, wage for conquest, I might be willing 
to accept it and try the experiment of governing it as we have 
controlled ail of the territory in the past. I can never agree to 
the plan of dealing with it as is proposed in the pending bill. 
Sir, this is but the beginning of our troubles if we enter upon the 

yolicy of imperialism. The box of unmeasurable evils fabled to 
cove been presented to Pandora by Jupiter, from which, when 
opened, countless ills and diseases issued forth to afflict mankind, 
was as nothing as compared to the ills and diseases that will 
afflict us in our body politic when the policy of imperialism is 
developed. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

This is a tax measure. The power to tax isthe power to destroy. 
This is the language of the Supreme Court, if it be not unlawful 
at this — of our history to quote the language of that high 
tribunal. All taxes are burdens to be borne. They are necessary 
burdens. They are borne without murmur and without com- 
plaint, no matter how high they may be and onerous they are, if 
they are only equal and uniform in their burden. Under our be- 
loved Government, with a Constitution approaching perfection, 
all its blessings fall, share and share alike, on all its citizens every- 
where, and all its burdens, great and small, are laid equally on the 
people. The wisest clause in it, perhaps, is that one which declares 
that all taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

Ejuality of taxation, equality of governmental exactions, equal- 
ity of contributions to the nation’s revenue are the privileges ex- 
pressly guaranteed every citizen of the Republic. Upon noother 
principle or theory can we hope to raise the millions and hundreds 
of millions necessary for governmental purposes. When these 
exactions are equal and uniform none can complain or murmur. 
When they are unequal the complaints will be loud and long, 
and will eventually rend us and destroy the Government, Mr. 
Jefferson announced a great truth when he said that ‘‘all taxes 
to be just must be uniform.” 

The power of Congress to levy taxes is derived from section 8 
of Article I of the Constitution, as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 


eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 


In construing this section we must first decide what is meant 
bythe term ‘‘ United States” as here used. Does the term include 
simply the area actually included within the boundaries of the 
States, or does it cover all the territory belonging to the United 
States? 

The committee in framing the pending bill proceed upon the 
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ideaand make the contention that the term ‘‘ United States” a 
in the Constitution has reference only to the States that. 
tute the Federal Union, and does not include Territoric 
assert that the power of Congress with respect to legislation ; 
the Territories is plenary, and that Congress may preseri|,. 4; 7 = 
ont rates of duty for Puerto Rico from those prescribed ;, 
States. 

I dissent in toto from thisconclusion. I insist that the mea; ine 
of the term “ United States” as here employed (whatever das, 


tion may be given to the term when used elsewhere) is tho dra; 
nation of the whole of the American Republic, which is eo), sel 
of States and Territories. a 

I shall cite decisions of the Supreme Court of the Unite: 
which in my judgment are absolutely decisive of this question 
As I read and understand our er history one of the leading ob. 
jects in calling the convention which adopted the Constitution 
was to make duties and customs equal and uniform. When hp 
Constitution was framed and adopted it was declared by its makers 
that “‘ We doordain and establish this Constitution for the Unite 
States of America.” When this was done we then owned the great 
Northwest Territory, as large or larger in extent than thie orizinal 
States. It was expected and intended that this vast territory 
would be peopled by many who were then inhabitants of th, hir- 
teen old States and their descendants, The framers of the (op. 
stitution most assuredly did not mean that these people were not 
to enjoy its benefits and the blessings of liberty. ; 

This Territory must have been, in the opinion of the framers of 
the Constitution, included within the term ‘“‘ United States” as they 
usedit. Ihave just stated that one of the chief objects the framers 
of the Constitution had in mind was to make customs duties equal 
and uniform. The complaint was at that time that New York 
could lay and collect a different duty from that levied and collected 
at Boston, or Charleston, or other ports. The Northwest Terri- 
tory was adjacent to Canada and the Great Lakes, and also was 
bounded by the Mississippi River, opening a market to the world 
by way of the Gulf. There were — and landing places on these 
Great Lakes and the Mississippi River within this Territory, and, 
as stated, it bordered on Canada. It was not to be supposed that 
it was intended at that time that these ports would not be bound 
by the equality of rates of duties while in a Territorial condition. 
There could have been no reason for the requirement that uni- 
formity should be observed at the ports within the thirteen States, 
with all the other ports and landing places in the Territory open 
to different rates. 

It is not necessary for me, however, in attempting to make an- 
swer to the contention of gentlemen who favor the bill, to tax the 
patience of the House with arguments of my own. The question 
has been squarely met and passed upon by the Supreme Court. 
If I shall be able to adduce even one decision of that court detin- 
ing the term ‘‘ United States” as used, a decision that has never 
been overruled, it seems to me that the controversy should end. 
I shall offer the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall, possilily t 
greatest jurist who has ever adorned that high tribunal. In this 
case he spoke for the entire court. 

The case referred to is Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
page 319), and was decided in 1820. The decision has 1 for 
eighty years as the solemn adjudication of the court upon a pend 
ing question, and has been acquiesced in by the bench, the | 
Congress, and the whole people of the land. I will not read: 
the case, but will submit so much of it as bears directly upont 
matter in controversy. 

Judge Marshall said: 


The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the “power toay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises” for the purposes theres 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. 1t on: 
quently extents to all places over which the Government extends. | 
could doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent wor's. wich 
modify the grant. These words are: “But all duties, imposts, and ox°o" 
shall be uniform throughout the United States.’ It will not be cone’ 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power! 
does not extend. : . 

The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may ')"' 
cised, and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this ter 
designate the whole or any particular portion of the American cmp'"" 
Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name give)" 
our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. [he ')” 
trict of Columbia or the eee of the Missouri is not less ¥ 
United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania, and it is not less nec"), 
on the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the im] a 
imposts, duties, and ex shall observed in the one than 2 om 
Since then the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct fs 
is obviously coextensive with the power to lay and collect dut ies, impos 
excises; and since the latter extends throughout the United States st)" 
that the power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout tie \"! 
States. R 
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The United States, said Chief Justice Marshall, are a stv" 
public of States and Territories; and yet these gentlemen (°° " 
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the lame and impotent conclusion in their report that ‘" Ae’ 
‘‘ United States” means the original thirteen States and t sober 
that have been added to the American Union, and no Territori™ 
neon on Democratic side. ] ; set tesntat that 

I know, gentlemen who make other contention will insi oo. 


this opinion is obiter dictum, and therefore not binding. 
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not agree that this is true. The court was required to construe | 
the word ‘‘taxes” in the clause quoted, and in doing so properly | 
took into account the whole clause, If it were dictum it was such 
a declaration of opinion as has stood the test of time and has never | 
peen overruled, But it was not dictum. 

| repeat, this opinion of Chief Justice Marshall has stood for 
eighty years. It was given in a case in which he was compelled 
to rule upon and give construction to the very language we are 
construing here to-day. He says that ‘the United States” means | 
all the States and the territory of our great empire, and I wish 
no higher authority. ; 

The committee, as authority for their action, quote clause 2, 
section 3, of Article IV of the Constitution, which reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the | 
United States. 

What is meant by this provision of the Constitution? The 
friends of this measure say that this provision means ‘‘ that the 
power of Congress with respect to legislation for the Territories | 

s plenary.” 

’ The nsening of plenary in its largest sense is full, entire, com- 
lete. 

If it be meant that the right to legislate for the Territories is 
full, entire, and complete within the limits of the Constitution, 
the positionassumed iscorrect. If it be meant that Congress has the 
right to legislate for the Territories in contravention of the pro- 
visions of the Constitution and along the lines that are prohibited | 
by that instrument, I can not agree that the position is correct. | 
When it is asserted that this power to legislate is plenary by the 
advocates of the pending bill, they mean to say that there is no 
prohibition, no restriction, and no limitation on the power of Con- 
gress in legislating for the Territories, The language of the Con- 
stitution is that— 

Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
Uniced States. 

This is a reasonable provision, and a highly proper one. It is 
necessary that the authority for the exercise of the power here 
given should be lodged somewhere, and very properly it was lodged 
with Congress. ButIcan not see where there is reason for the 
contention that the power given can be exercised contrary to the 
Constitution. If it be true, as is contended, that Congress has 
plenary power over the Territories to the extent claimed by the 
advocates of the pending measure, and as they attempt to apply 
that power to Puerto Rico in the bill, then it follows that Congress 
may enact laws which would be unconstitutional within the limits 
of the States of the Union, but which would be constitutional 
within the Territories, 

This can not be true. The words they quote do not sustain 
them in their contention. It is monstrous to suppose that Con- 
gress is not restrained by the Constitution from passing laws im- 
posing customs duties on the minerals and ores of the Territories 
of Arizona and New Mexico, the furs and fish of Alaska, the lum- 
ber of Oklahoma, and of all products of these Territories when 
imported into any of the States of the Union, and also upon all 
importations of products of every kind into the Territories from 
the States, or any one of them. If the action it is proposed to take 
by this bill in respect to Puerto Rico can be taken, it must inevi- 
tably follow that Congress can pass laws imposing customs duties 
affecting all the Territories as indicated above. 

There are limitations upon governmental absolutism imposed 
by the Constitution upon the Government of the United States in 
all places over which it has territorial jurisdiction. Let us see 
where we will be placed by the contention of the advocates of the 
bill. There are limitations upon the Government in that part of 
the country in which ‘‘State” governments exist, but I am not 
discussing these limitationshere. The constitutional limitations 
upon the Government of the United States which run with the 
Government in all places throughout the country I will in part 
enumerate, that the importance and magnitude and far-reaching 
effects of the contemplated legislation may be better realized and 
understood. The enactment of the bill into law means the aboli- 
tion of these just limitations. They are: 

The Congress shall pass no bill of attainder or ex post facto law, 
nor define treason to anything but the levying of war against 
the United States or adhering to their enemies, giving them aid 
= comfort. No title of nobility shall be granted by the United 

es. 
‘ The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be 
y jury. 

No person shall be convicted of treason unless on the testimony 
p a witnesses to the same overt act, or on confession in open 

court, 

No attainder of treason shall work corruption of blood or for- 
feiture, except during the life of the person attainted. 

That the Government shall not arrest by general warrant; shall 
not suspend the writ of habeascorpus in time of peace; shall not 
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require excessive bail; shall pass no law abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press, or the right of the people peaceably to as- 
semble and petition the Government for redress of grievances, 





| or respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 


exercise thereof; shall not raise revenne except by bills originat- 
ing in the lower House of Congress; shall not appropriate money 
except by a legislative act for a public purpose; shall not take 


| property for a public purpose without making just compensation 


therefor; shall not prosecute for felonious crime except through 
the form of grand jury indictment; shall not authorize any un- 
reasonable delay in the trial of a person he!d for crime; shall not 
deprive an accused person of the right to have counsel, nor deny 
to him information of the nature and cause of his arraignment, 
nor prevent him from confronting the witnesses against him, nor 
refuse him compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, 
nor prosecute him the second time for the same offense, nor com- 
pel him to give testimony in a criminal action against himself, 
nor impose excessive fines, orcruel or unusual punishments; shall 
not levy andcoliect any duties, imposts, and excises, except they be 


| uniform throughout the United States; shall not seize property nor 


authorize its seizure by general search warrants; shall not quar- 
ter soldiers in any house in time of peace without the consent of 
the owner, nor in time of war, but in a manner prescribed by 
law; shall not deprive any person of. life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law, nor deny the right of trial by juryin 
suits at common law. 

Others might be mentioned. But with these limitations to be 
found inthe Constitution, and the others that might be mentioned, 
it will appear that if the contention of the friends of the pending 
measure be allowed, the foregoing just limitations may or may 
not be applied in the Territories as the Congress may from time 
to time decide. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that the provisions he has just read are from the Bill of 
Rights. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is true, the most of them are; and 
yet it will depend upon the whim of a Congress, shifting in poli- 
tics from time to time, as to whether these just limitations shall 
be applied to the Territories that we own if this bill be passed. 

It will be seen that one of the above limitations is that ‘*Con- 
gress shall not levy and collect any duties, imposts, and excises 
except they be uniform throughout the United States.” The con 
tention made by those on the other side is that these taxes need 
not be uniform throughout the United States, and that Congress 
can make them unequal by virtue of clause 2, section 3, of Article 
IV of the Constitution. If this limitation does not restrain Con- 
gress in the enactment of law for a Territory, then, as stated, no 
one of the limitations will do so. It will follow that Congress 
can pass bills of attainder for the Territory, and that for certain 
crimes the penalty may be corruption of blood beyond the life of 
the criminal. It will also follow that Congress can pass laws in 
the Territories abridging the freedom of speech and of the press, 
and apply or refuse to apply any one of the limitations I have 
enumerated, or any other limitation in the Constitution. 

But what I stated in respect to the proper construction of the 
term ‘‘ United States” a little while gone, I now repeat as to the 
proper construction of the language quoted by the committee, 
and upon which they rely for the authority to pass the pending 
bill, and of the whole power of Congress to legislate under the 
clause of the Constitution they cite, to wit: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 


and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. 


I insist here again that the Supreme Court, if it be not unlawful 
to say so, has passed upon this question and has left us no doubt 
as to our power to deal with and govern the Territories of the 
United States. I shall quote some of the decisions of that court 
when considering the question before us. 

I believe the true theory to be that the Constitution applies to 
the whole domain of the United States—that is, both States and 
Territories. The plenary power given Congress over the Terri- 
tories is the control of their Territorial and municipal govern- 
ment and laws, but this power must be exercised under the lim- 
itations of the Constitution. The decisions of the Supreme Court, 
to which I will refer, and from which I will quote brief extracts, 
establish this principle beyond controversy. 

In the case of National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U.S. 
Reports), after announcing that Territories are but political sub- 
divisions of the domain of the United States, Chief Justice Waite 
said, with reference to the organic law of a Territory: 

It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial authorities, but Congress is 
eupreme, and for the purposes of this department of its governmental au- 
thority has all the powers of the people of the United States, except such as 
have been expressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the 


Constitution. 
In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S. Reports) the court says: 
Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which 


shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The firstamendment to the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids such legislation. 


met 
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In Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S. Reports) the court says: 


In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a ver- 
dict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases. The actof 
Congress could not impart the power to change the constitutional rule and 
could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U.S. Reports) the court, through 
Justice Harlan, says: 


That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to the 
right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 


In Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. 8. Reports) the court says: 


The people of the United States as sovereign owners of national Terri- 
tories have supreme power over them and theirinhabitants. In the exercise 
of this sovereign dominion they are represented by the Government of the 
United States, to whom all the powers of the Government over that subject 
have been delegated, subject “7 to such restrictions as are expr in 
the Constitution or are necessarily implied in its terms. 


In Callan vs. Wilson (127 U.S, Reports) the court says: 


There is nothing in the history of the Constitution or of the original amezd- 
ments to justify the assertion that the people of this District may be lawfully 
deprived of the benefit of any of the constitutional guaranties of life, liberty, 
and property, and especially of the privilege of the trial by jury in criminal 
cases. * * We can not think that the people of this District have, in 
that regard, less rights than those accorded to the people of the Territories 
of the United States. 


In the celebrated case of Dred Scott vs. Sanford (19 Howard’s 
Reports) this territorial question is exhaustively discussed, and 
though there were dissenting opinions in the case, the discussion 
of that question is instructive. Upon the pending question, how- 
ever, there was no difference of opinion by the learned judges, the 
majority of the court and the dissenting justices agreeing in the 
conclusion reached. The able Chief Justice, R. B. Taney, among 
other things, said: 


There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies pewcersng on the United States or 
at a distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. That 

»ower is plainly given, and if a new State isadmitted it needs nofurther leg- 
islation by Congress, because the Constitution itself defines the relative 7 
and powers and duties of the State and the citizens of the State and the Fed- 
eral Government. But no power is given to acquire a territory to be held 
and governed ponenasy in that character. 5 

And, indeed, the power exercised by Congress to acquire territory and 
establish a government there eqecsSing to its own unlimited discretion was 
viewed with great jealousy by the leading statesmen of the day. * * * 

We do not mean, however, to question the power of Con in this re- 
spect. The power to expand the territory of the United States by the 
admission of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of this power 
by all the departments of the Government it has been held to authorize the 
acquisition of a territory not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted 
as soon as its population would entitle it toadmission. It is acquired to be- 
come a State, and not to be held as a colony and governed by Congress with 
absolute authority; and as the propriety of admitting a new State is com- 
mitted to the sound discretion of Con the power to acquire terri for 
that purpose, to be held by the United States until it is in suitable condition 
to become a State upon an equal footing with the other States, must rest 
upon the same discretion. 


Justice McLean says: 


In organizing the government of a Territory Congress is limited to means 
appropriate to the attainment of the constitutional object. No powers can 
be exercised which are prohibited by the Constitution or which are contrary 
to its spirit, so that, whether the object may be the protection of the persons 
and property of purchasers of the public lands or of communities who have 
been annexed to the Union by conquest or sen. they are initiatory to 
the establishment of State governments, and no more power can be claimed 
or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the end. This is the lim- 
itation of all the Federal powers. 


Justice Curtis gave especial attention to the language quoted, 
and said in respect to it: 


Since, then, this power was manifestly conferred to enable the United 
States to dispose of its public lands to settlers, and to them into the 
Union as States, when in the judgment of Congress they should be fitted 
therefor; since these were the needs provided for; since it is confessed that 
government is indispensable to provide for those needs, and the power is to 
make ‘all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territory, I can not 
doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of the Territory by such 
laws as Congress deems needful until they obtain admission as States. 


The same justice said: 


If, then, this clause does contain a power to leqisinte respecting the Terri- 
tory. what are the limits to that power? To this I answer that in common 
with all the other legislative powers of Con it finds limits in the express 
rohibitions of Congress not to do certain things; that in the exercise of the 
egislative power Congress can not pass an ex post facto law or bill of at- 
wake. on so in respect to each of the other prohibitions contained in the 
mstitution. 


Chief Justice Marshall, in the case I have already quoted, Lough- 
borough vs. Blake, in discussing the government of Territories, 
used the following language: 


_ The differenve between requiring a continent, with an immense popula- 
tion, to submit ‘o be taxed by a government having no common interest with 
it, separated from it by a vast ocean, restrained by no nee of te 
ment, and associated with it by no common feelings, and permitting repre- 
sentatives of the American people, under the restrictions of our Constitetion, 
to tax a part of the es which is either in a state of infancy ad 
manhood, looking forward to complete ogee’ as soon as that state of man- 
hood shail be attained, as is the case with the Territories, or which has vol- 
untarily relinquished the right of representation and has adopted the whole 

ody Congress for its legitimate government, as is the case with 
District, is too obvious not to present itself to the minds of all, 
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The committee, in behalf of the contention they make. oy... ; 
their report on this bill the argument of Mr. Webster. in)..." 
of the American Insu.snce Company vs. Canter, decided jy... 
Supreme Court in 1828, Mr. Webster made the argumen: 
case which they quote, but it is proper to state that the cour. 
not follow his argument. The opinion in that case was d-)i,., ad 
by Chief Justice Marshall, who eight years prior there, 4 
livered the opinion in the case of Loughborough vs. Blal:.. 
great jurist did not overrule in the Canter case the judv, 
the court in the Loughborough case. In the Canter ca. 
cussed fully the htc in the Constitution which we a); 
discussing, which provides: 


hw ¢ 
OY T 


That Congress may make all needful rules and regulations r 
territory or other property belonging to the United States. 


He ry tere held that the laws made by the Territorial] J. 
ture of Florida (that being one of the questions before the esyy: 
and all the laws made by Congress in respect thereto were not +, 
be ‘inconsistent with the laws and Constitution of the United 

But itis hardly fair, I submit, to that eminent lawyer, Mr. \,», 
ster, that his argument as an advocate in a lawsuit shou!q j, 
quoted against him as his solemn opinion on a great constitution) 
question. Such an argument, I think, can hardly be considered », 
authority, though it can not be shown that Mr. Webster in }; 
argument cited, or ever at any time in his long and i)! nstr; 
career put forth the claim, that the power given by the (ys: 
tion to Congress over the territory of the United States authorizng 
the ge of such a bill as that now presented to us, 

I challenge gentlemen on the other side of the question to show 
where and when the great expounder of the Constitution eyer 
claimed for Congress the power to levy taxes in the States or 
Territories that were unequal and not uniform. I shal! quote 
here a more mature and more reliable opinion of Mr. Welter. 
This opinion was not advanced by him as an advocate in a lawsuit, 
but was given by him from his high place which he so much 
adorned, his seat in the United States Senate. Speaking on the 
rou We are now eee on the 23d of March, 184s, 

rom his high place in the Senate, he said: 


An arbitrary government may have territorial governments i: tant 
ponseasten: because an arbitrary government may rule its distant territ r 
y different laws and different systems. may govern the Ukra 
and the Caucasus, and Kamchatka by different codes or ukases. Wo ea 
no such thing. They must be of us— of us—or else estranged It 
I see, then, in progress what is to figure and deform the Constituti 
* *'* Tthink I seea course adopted that is likely to turn the Constitution 
under which we live into a deformed monster—into a curse rather than a 
blessing—into a + frame of unequal government, not founded on} wr 
representation, but founded in the it inequalities; and I think if it 
on, for there is a great danger that it will go on, that this Governn will 
be broken up. 


I submit, Mr. Chairman, if this was the opinion of Mr. Vester, 
I am warranted in the strong assertion I made at the outset, that 
this bill, if it passes, establishes imperialism in this country ind 
nothing else, and it will be, in my judgment, the beginning of the 
end. 1 may be mistaken in the result it will have on the dom 
party in the United States. The gentleman who preceded 
|Mr. PAYNE] _ of the great hurricane that swept over 
unfortunate d of Puerto Rico in August, 189, but I say to 
him and to the country that in my humble judgment if you pass 
this bill, if you take this and plunge the country into impe- 
rialism, that that hurricane be but a gentle zephyr compared to 
the mighty whirlwind which will follow and sweep the Repab- 
lican party from power. [Applause on the Democratic s\\\c 
The conclusion of the matter must be from all the authorities 
cited that the Constitution requires that taxation shall be wim 
throughout the United States—that is, all the States and ivm 
tories of the United States. The object was to make permn 
and effective and as unchangeable as the organic law can)” 
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throughout the United States, the principle that all taxes impose! 
by the General Government upon the property of the peop. «™ 
cept direct taxes, which, for political reasons, were requir: °° 


be apportioned among the States, should be equal and wii 
everywhere within its jurisdiction. There is nothing in th: | 
guage of the Constitution, or in the history of the times, to )"-"") 
the conclusion that the men who framed it, or the States a1! p> 
ple when it was ratified, intended to deprive themselves an (!°' 
posterity of the protection afforded by the well-settled re ™ 
quiring uni and equality in taxation. _ sa 
one ae oe —_ required to os nos am ng | = 
, without express uiring uniformity in the rates W'" 
each State; but not so aa to all other taxes. The constitu ial 
provision for the imposition of ‘duties, imposts, an‘ excises. 
which include all other taxes, express! uired them to be um 
form throughout the United States. Uniformity and inojue* > 
are incompatible terms, and consequently uniformity throu-''' "i 
eeeeeene States forbids inequality anywhere in the |™ 
ta wt : nter 
I come now to discuss another phase of the question Pp" sented 
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py this bill. The feature to which I shall now address myself is 
fraught with immense interest to the inhabitants of Puerto Rico. 

If it be conceded that Congress has the power to legislate in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the pending bill, then the exercise 
of such power Wo d be unwise. If we pass this bill it will be an 
act of bad faith toward the people of Puerto Rico. We were told 
that the inhabitants of that island gladly welcomed General Miles 
and the armies of the United States in July, 1898, when they in- 
yaded their territory and struck down the power of Spain. This 
they did because they were assured, and confidently believed, that 
as the tyrannous shackles of Spain were stricken from them they 
were to be admitted to the immunities and blessings of our liberal 
institutions, as well as our enlightened civilization. 

We are told our soldiers were hailed as redeemers. Why were 
they hailed as redeemers? It was because of the alluring promises 
held out to the inhabitants of the islands by the United States. 
Speaking through our representative directly to those people, sol- 
emn promises were made, They are to be found in the proclama- 
tion of the Commanding General of the United States Army as 
that army under him invaded the island. Whatever ground of 
complaint we may have had against Spain to justify us in the 
war, no one will assert that we had any cause of war against the 
peopleof that island. We didnot enter upon a war against them. 
They did not “‘welcome our soldiers with hospitable hands to 
bloody graves,” but, on the other hand, hailed them as redeemers. 
We asked them to become our allies and they did so, Here is the 
proclamation of Major-General Miles: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY. 
Ponce, P. R., July 28, 1£23. 
To the Inhabitants of Puerto Rico: 

In the prosecution of the war against the Kingdom of Spain by the people 
of the United States in the cause of liberty, justice, and humanity, its mili- 
tary forces have come to occupy the island of Puerto Rico. 

Mr. TERRY. Have that printed in big capitals. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the attention of the Reporters to 
the remarks of my friend from Arkansas. [Laughter.] 

The proclamation continues: 

They come bearing the banner of freedom, inspired by a noble purpose to 
seek the enemies of our country and yours,and to destroy or capture all who 
are in armed resistance. They os you the fostering arm of a nation of 
free people, whose greatest power is in its justice and humanity to all those 
living within its fold. Hence, the first effect of this occupation will be the 
immediate release from your forraer political relations, and it is hoped a 
cheerful acceptance of the Government of the United States. The chief ob- 

ect of the American mili forces will be to overthrow the armed author- 
ty of Spain and to give to the ple of your beautiful island the largest 
measure of liberty consistent with this military occupation. 

We have not come to make war upon the people of a country that for cen- 
turies has been oppressed, but, on the contrary, to bring you protection, not 
only to yourselves but to your property, to promote your prosperity, and 
bestow upon you the immunities and blessings of the liberal institutions of 
our Government. Itis not our pur to interfere with any existing laws 
and customs that are wholesome and beneficial to your people so long as they 
conform to the rules of military administration of order and justice. Thisis 
not a war of devastation, but one to give to all within the control of its mili- 
tary and naval forces the advantages and blessings of apienet civilization. 

NELSON A. MILES, 
Major-General, Commanding United States Army. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to say that the 
other day, when 1 interrupted the gentleman from New York 
= CLAYTON}, who, it will be remembered, was under General 

iles in Pu Rico, and I asked him, ‘“‘ Were the people there 
glad to have your troops come?” he replied: ‘‘Oh, yes; the con- 
servative and intelligent part of the population were glad to 
become Americans.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The solemn Bledgo of our Government 
made by this t soldier to these weak people was that we came 
to occupy and take possession of their island in the righteous 
cause of liberty, justice, and humanity; that we came ring 
the banner of m, to bring them the fostering arm of a nation 
of free people, whose Deer wer is in its justice and humanity 
to all those living within its fold; that the object of America was 

to give the people of that beautiful island the largest measure of 
liberty; that they were not to be oppressed, but given protection 
in their property; that their prosperity was to be promoted, and 
they were to have bestowed upon them the immunities and bless- 
ings of the liberal institutions of our Government, and that they 
were to share with us the advantages and blessings of enlightened 
ooo 

‘The foregoing lamation of General Miles was accepted as 
his invitation to the people there to unite their fortunes with our 
own. They accepted theinvitation. Their acceptance was based 
on the word and honor of an American soldier. I am sure the 
great soldier would not violate any promise, expressed or implied, 
in that ae. and as the representative body of his coun- 
try we should be reluctant todoso, A very intelligent witness, 
called to testify before a committee of this House on January 19, 
testified that the proclamation of General Miles was deemed an 
invitation extended to the people of Puerto Rico that they might 
be induced to become the allies of the United States and fight a 
common enemy, 
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The witness says in his testimony that the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico fulfilled their part of the contract with General Miles, but, 
he adds, the United States has not carried out its part of the 
compact. He stated to the committee that the conditions in the 
island were no better now than under Spanish rule. Another 
witness, testifying before the same committee the same day, said: 


Before the occupation of the United States, the conditions, although under 
a very bad form of government, were prosperous to a certain extent; but 
since the United States has had the occupation, lam sorry to say. we have 
gone backward; that two years ago we were certainly a great deal more 
prosperous than we are to-day. There is a great deal more poverty than 


there was two years ago, etc. 


This witness is a resident of the island. General Davis has 
made a public declaration confirmatory of these statements. 

If it be true, as these and other witnesses affirm, that the condi 
tion of the inhabitants of that island is worse now under our own- 
ership than it was two years ago under Spain, there can be no 
question but that every effort we can constitutionally exert asa 
Congress should be put forth to ameliorate and improve their af 
fairs. I am not here to ask for charity for the people of Puerto 
Rico, but is it not a sad thing to contemplate conditions there 
which are shown afier two years of American freedom, liberty, 
humanity, and civilization, to be worse than they were under an 
effete old monarchy? 

All of these things were known to the President. He has had 
his officers and commissioners in the island for nearly two years. 
They have submitted reports to him which have been laid by him 
before Congress. Delegations have come by authority of the resi- 
dents of the island, some from boards of trade and other com- 
mercial organizations, and all of them agree in the story of the 
desolation and poverty of the island, and all unite in saying that 
the last condition there is worse than the first. The question pre- 
sented to us is, What is Congress to do in consideration of the cir- 
cumstances and surrounding conditions? 

Shall we put a further burden on them by enacting the pending 
measureinto law? The President and his Cabinet of advisers have 
had the benefit of all the information as to the conditions in the 
island. He has not only had the opportunity to read and digest 
the reports of the various agents sent there to investi zate and re- 
port to him upon its affairs, but he has heard in person the state- 
ments and declarations of the numerous agents and representatives 
from that island to our country. He understands the conditions 
in the island, knows of the poverty eae, there, and the dif- 
ficulties and trade complications of those people. 

These facts were all before him and no doubt constrained him, 
in pity for them, to make the recommendation to Congress which 
we find in his annual message sent us a little over sixty days ago. 
The Constitution imposes upon him a solemn duty ‘‘ to give to the 
Congress information of the state of the Union, and recommend 
to their consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary 
and expedient.” In obedience to this injunction, the President, 
after long and serious deliberation and the amplest consideration 
of the condition of the people of Puerto Rico and their necessities, 
advised the Congress as to its duty to the island. Unless this 
House and the other branch of Congress intend to deliberately 
disregard the solemn advice of the President, made under his con- 
stitutional obligation, the pending bill cannot pass. In his recent 
message, read to this House on the 5th day of December last, and 
enthusiastically applauded by its members, the President in his 
own felicitous style said: 

It must be borne in mind that since the cession Puerto Rico has been denied 
the principal marketsshe had long enjoyed, and our tariffs have been continued 
against her products as when she was under Spanish sovereignty. The mar- 
kets of Spain are closed to her productsexceps upon terms to which the com- 
merce of all nations is subjected. The island of Cuba, which used to buy her 
cattle and tobacco without customs duties, now imposes the same duties upon 
these products as from any other country entering her ports. She has there- 
fore lost her free intercourse with Spain and Cuba without any compensat- 
ing benefits in thismarket. Her coffee was little known and not in use by 
our —— and therefore there was no demand here for this, one of her chief 
products. The markets of the United States should be opened up to her 
products. Our plain duty is toabolish all customs tariffs between the United 
States and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

I know it is in the power or discretion of the House to pass 
measures directly contrary to the decisions of the Supreme Court 
and also in open disregard of the advice of the Chief Executive; 
nevertheless, I feel it my duty before such action is taken to bring 
to the minds and attention of members the decisions of the court 
and the advice of the President. I shall not assume that if gen- 
tlemen are reckless enough to disregard the former, they will the 
latter. We have been fully informed as to the painful condi- 
tion of the people in Puerto Rico by the President, by the testi- 
mony of officers of the Government who have been there, who 
have submitted their reports to Congress, and by the evidence of 
numerous witnesses who have testified as to these conditions be- 
fore several committees of this body. 

The sum of all the testimony is that great want exists there, 
that the —— are in poverty by reason of the action of our Gov 
ernment, and that relief must come quickly to beavailable. Why, 
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then, should there be delay in enacting proper legislation? I 
would not go so far as to intimate, in view of what the President 
has told us, that if we utterly disregard his advice, such action on 
our part would by his act be defeated. But why take such risk? 
We have not been informed that there has been any change in 
the opinion so lately expressed by the President, or that he admits 
the unwisdom of the solemn advice so recently given us by him. 
It is well known that his opinions are not hastily formed, but that 
he acts upon the most mature consideration after the most careful 
thought and investigation. 

Not only did the President give us the advice I have quoted, but 
it is also true that his opinion and advice were based upon the 
knowledge and information of his Cabinet advisers. The Secre- 
tary of War in his late annual report sustains the Presidentin all 
he said in reference to this matter, as is shown by the following, 
which is taken from his report: 

The highest considerations of justice and good faith demand that weshould 
not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our prosperity with 
which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their allegiance to the 
United States, and that we should treat the interest of this people as our 
own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 

Now I wish to speak of another matter, and I ask the atten- 
tion of gentlemen on the other side. Then again, as late as the 
19th of January, the distinguished gentleman, chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, who has just addressed the House 
in favor of the pending measure, presented to this House a bill in 
accordance with the recommendations of the President. That 
bill was directly in opposition to the one to which he has just ad- 
dressed himself and which he has asked the House to adopt. 

Mr. MADDOX, And which he declined to let us introduce as 
a substitute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ofcourse that gentleman has the right 
to change his opinion in the brief period since the 19th ultimo, 
and thereby admit that he was mistaken in asking the House to 
pass his bill; but I may be pardoned for questioning the right of 
that gentleman to ask his colleagues on this floor to go with him 
in his sudden change of mind. So rapid a change as this is in- 
dicative of fickleness on his part; and while I will not insist it 
reflects in any degree upon the gentleman’s pusity of purpose and 
integrity of action, I may be pardoned for saying that it is not 
calculated to enthusiastically inspire greater confidence in him as 
a wise and safe adviser of the House. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The policy we are asked to pursue here will without doubt 

urther impoverish the island. It may serve toenrich some of the 
corporations and syndicates, and perhaps a few individuals, but 
I do not believe it will benefit our people asa whole. The great 
masses throughout the country believe in our free institutions, 
and above all things believe in that great fundamental doctrine, 
first enunciated by Mr. Jefferson, of equal and exact justice to all 
men of whatever state or persuasion and special privileges to none. 
They can not be brought while in the mene of equal rights 
themselves, with equal chances in the race for life, to oppress the 
inhabitants of any territory belonging to the United States. The 
pone proposed is a robber policy, and will inevitably lead to a 

atred of this country by the people of Puerto Rico as bitter and 
unrelenting as they ever could possibly have entertained toward 
the monarchy from which they eve been wrested by us. In my 
humble judgment a most grave and serious mistake will be made 
if we enact this bill into law. The injury we will inflict on the 
island will be great, but this is nothing to be compared to the 
immeasurable wrong we do to the Constitution of our country. 

Shall we not, then, do our plain duty? Let us vote down this 
most dangerous bill. I take pride in being able to say that in my 
opinion, when the roll is called on its passage, not a solitary Dem- 
ocratic vote in this Chamber will be recorded in its favor. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] All will stand by the Union and 
the Constitution. We revere that instrument, because, while it 
is not perfect—for human perfection has never yet been attained— 
it is the best ever devised by the brain and intellect of man, It 
has been the hope and the stay of our people for more than a hun- 
dred years. They know that under it the poor man’s child, if he 
have talent and genius and ambition, can reach the most exalted 
stations of earth. 

The oppressed of all nations have sought protection under its 
powers and limitations. Its blessings have been showered like 
the gentle dews of heaven on all alike thrcughout the United 
States. Under its benignant rule heretofore the rich have been 
shielded in their palaces and fortune, the poor in their hovels and 
in their rags, the middle classes in their contentment and happy 
homes, and all have cheerfully and lovingly rendered obedience 
to its injunctions. It was not made for the last century, which 
gave it birth, nor for the present century now drawing to a close 
which has seen conclusive evidences of its marvelous strength and 
protecting power, nor for the coming century, which, under Provi- 
dence, I pray is to witness its grander triumphs, but for all cen- 
turies, for all the people, all the States, and all the Territories of 
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the American Union. 
desire to live on under our great charter and bill of rig}:. :, 
future, as we have in the past, a free and a united people... 
mind to render it cheerful obedience, one in sentiment {,,|.),..: 
it as the almost sum of human perfection, one in patriotis;, ;,, 
for, if need be, one in all that makes a republic great »),, 


[Applause on the Democratic sijo 


people free, happy, prosperous, and contented. [Prolonyej a, 
plause. } = 
Mr.DAL:ZELL. Mr. Chairman, by virtue of a treaty wit}, ¢ 
the islands constituting the Philippine Archipelago and tho j<! 
of Puerto Rico became territory belonging to the United «: 
That treaty was made in the usual way, was ratified by thes, ste, 
and isan accomplished fact. Whatever we may think as to j:. wie 
dom mattersnotnow. Evenif we were disposed to recede from is, 
obligations, the time forso doing has longsince gone by, 'V\\.. {a+ 
that stares us in the face 1s that by virtue of that treaty wo jay. 
assumed certain responsibilities, certain relations with the jy}, 


itants of those islands, certain relations with the nations .; the 
world, and certain duties to ourselves from which there js yo ox. 
cape. Whatever may be our ultimate purpose, we can now do 
nothing but provide for these acquisitions in such way as shal] 
best contribute to their welfare and our own. ; 

Puerto Rico is a little island about 95 miles long and 45 yjJos 
wide, situated in the Caribbean Sea. It is the most densely popy. 
lated piece of territory in the world. Only about 12 per en: og 
its population are capable of reading and writing. The peoyleare 
such as you might expect to find after a domination of three or 
four hundred years by Spain. The Philippine Islands are distay 


ain 
‘ nd 


ites 


. 


from us in the neighborhood of 8,000 miles. They differ from 
Puerto Rico in extent of territory, in number and character of ip. 
habitants, in civilization, in the products of their soil. They differ 


lagely in many respects from each other. 

Iread from the report of the Philippine Commission: 

The total number of inhabitants has been estimated at all the wa 
6,000,000 to 12,000,000, 

* a + * “ * * 

The inhabitants of the Philippines belong to three sharply distinct races 
the Negrito race, the Indonesian race, and the Malayan race. 

It is universally conceded that the Negritos of to-day are the disappeariy 
remnants of a people which once populated the entire archipelago ay are, 
pyaesy, weaklings of low stature, with black skin, closely curting hair 
at noses, thick lips, and large, clumsy feet. In the matter of int: 
they stand at or near the bottom of the human series, and they are |x 
to be sone of any considerable degree of civilization or advance ment 

Centuries ago they were driven from the coast regions into the wilder in- 
terior portions of the islands by Malay invaders, and from that day ' 
- have steadily lost ground in the struggle for existence until but 
scattered and numerically insignificant groupe of them remain. As arule, 
they are to be met with only on the fores' sides of the higher mountains 
of Luzon, Panay, Negros, and Mindanao, although in the northeastern part 
of Luzon they are said to still inhabit the wooded lowlands near tix 
They lead a nomadic life, wandering almost naked through the for 
living on fruits, tubers, and such game as they can bring down wit! 











bows and poisoned arrows. It is believed that not more than 25,(\") of them 
exist in the entire archipelago, and the race seems doomed to carly ex- 
tinction. 


Within a comparatively short time it has completely disappeared from 
several of the islands which it formerly inhabited, and it 1s said that the birth 
rate is now considerably below the death rate. : ; 

So farasisat present known, the Philippine tribes belonging to the 
donesian race are confined to the great a of Mindanao, the syriac 
which constitutes about one-third of the total land area of the archiyy 
It ispossible that a more careful ya of the wild peoples of North Luzo 
will show that here also there exist Indonesian tribes, or tribes showing ey 
ocnee Ss Indonesian origin; but this is a question which remains to te de 

ermined. 

The nipping representatives of this race are physically super 
only to the Negritos, but to the more numerous Malayan peop es a I. 
They are tall and well developed, with high foreheads, aquiline noses. 
hair, and often with abundant beards. The color of their skins is: g 
Many of them are very clever and intelligent. None of the tribes hv 
Christianized. Some of them have grown extremely fierce and warlice as: 
result of their long struggle with hostile Malayan peoples. Others, ™ 
happy in their ee are pacific and industrious. a 

e great majority of the inhabitants of the Philippines are of Ma ayes 
extraction, although the race is not found pure in any of the isla 
everywhere more or less nee Gree intermarriage with ‘ 

a 
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Indonesians, Negritos, Arabs, and, d extent, Spaniards anc othe 
Europeans. — 
The individuals be to these Malayan tribes are of medium © 

with straight black hair. a rule, the men are beardless, anc 







have a beard it is usually straggling and appears late in life. . : 
brown and distinctly darker than that of the Indonesians, a\thiic® \" 
much lighter than that of the Negritos. The nose is short and frequen 
considerably flattened. 7 —- 

The representatives of these three races are divided into numer 
which often differ very tly in language, manners, customs, a - 
well as in degree of ci tion. In numerical importance they rvs" 
the Visayans, numbering more than 2,600,000, to the Calanganes, 0! Vio") 
a bare 300 remain. The greater part of the tribes are wild and p\"*" 
the civilized and christianized peoples, although few in number ’ 
magerty of the inhabitants. a + will app 

at the Filipinos do not constitute “a nation” or “a people) Ww) Sih 

from the perusal of the following table, which gives the names‘ See onl, 
tribes so far as known, the ions which they respectively —aeken eae 
where practicable, an estimate of the number of individuals com) Sand 

Then follows a statement showing that there are o qiffering 
tribes, differing in language, differing in customs, an¢ “"'""’ 
in civilization. to our care. 

Now, then, these people beyond all recall have fallen eh 
We are to give them and order, education, eee of the 
and possibly independence; but the immediate necess!') 
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pour is that we govern them. If there is anything in the world 
‘leat it is that these oy os peg! tribes require different modes of 
covernment, different kinds of laws, different treatment adapted 
to their respective n And yet, attempting now for the first 
time to legislate for one of our new possessions, we are met with 
the proposition that all of our new possessions, must be governed 
py one fixed, unvarying system, and that the system which applies 
to ourselves, the freest and most intelligent people on the face of 
rth. ; ‘ 
Oe amexing proposition, involving free trade with the Philip- 
pines, the extension to them of our navigation laws, and the in- 
corporation into the body politic of from six to twelve millions of 
cemisavages. How do you like the problem? Do you believe that 
you can carry civilization and ultimately independence to those 
people if your hands are tied by the limitationsof the Constitution 
of the United States? , Pa 
But are our hands so tied? By no means. My proposition is 
that the government of territory belonging to the United States 
is not subject to the limitations of the Constitution, but that 
Congress has power, absolute power, to govern, keeping only in 
mind those fundamental principles which, though they may be 
written in the Constitution, are not binding on us in this regard 
because they are so written, but because they are a part of our 
system of government. : 

“Now. under the treaty the political status of the inhabitants of 
those islands is to be fixed by the Congress of the United States. 
Under a provision in the Constitution Congress has power to dis- 
pose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting ter- 
ritory belonging to the United States. It would seem, therefore, 
that the power to pass this bill providing for customs duties in 
Puerto Rico and inthe United States is unquestionably in Congress, 
But it is said that there exists a limitation upon that power; that 
the limitation arises out of that provision of the Constitution 
which says that— 


All duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 


Does the term “United States” include Puerto Rico as the 
framers of thatinstrumentintended when they used that language? 
The first place that we ought to go for an answer to that question 
is to the Constitution itself. e ought to be able to ascertain 
from the language used what was the intention of the framers of 
that great instrument at the time when it was made. The term 
‘* United States” is used to express several different things. The 
United States, for instance, means the forty-five States that col- 
lectively constitute the Federal Union. ‘‘The United States” is 
used as @ term of geographical description, just as we use ‘‘ the 
British Empire” to cover all Great Britain’s possessions. 

But “the United States” is used in a political sense in the Con- 
stitution to indicate that corporation which is the result of the 
union of the original thirteen States, and it seems to me that a 
study of the language of the Constitution can not but lead any 
impartial seeker after the truth to come to the conclusion that the 
words “‘ United States” as used therein have reference only, ex- 
cepting whereotherwise pointed out, to the thirteen original States 
and to those that under provision made should subsequently be- 
come a part of the Union, 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. DALZELL. Without wishing to be uncivil, I ask as a fa- 
vor that I be not interrupted. 

Certainly no one would say from reading the preamble to the 
Constitution that anything but the thirteen States were referred 
to therein. “‘We, the people of the United States” could only 
mean the people of States that adopted the instrument. The peo- 
ple of the United States in framing that Constitution were en- 
gaged in setting up a working government, consisting of three 
separate departments—the legislative, the executive, and the ju- 
dicial, Take the articles in the Constitution that relate to these 
three separate departments of the Government, and you must 
come to the conclusion that ‘‘the United States” means only those 
who participated in the making of that Constitution. ; 

The legislative department is to consist of Representatives and 
Senators chosen by the States. The executive is the Executive 
of the United States, chosen by the electors of the States. The 
judiciary is the judiciary of the United States, and its powers, its 
jurisdiction, as has been held many times, as I shall show you, 
have uniformly been confined to the United States. The power 
of amendment is in the United States, The limitations upon the 
power of Congress are those imposed by the States; the sovereignty 
granted the United States is?a sovereignty granted by the States. 
So that all ‘through that instrument, except, as I say, where it is 


expressly stated to the contrary, it seems apparent that the only 
terri that was in the view of the [framers of the Constitution 
Sua e they made the Constitution was the thirteen original 


Now, then, where it was intended that the Constitution should 
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have extra State jurisdiction, that fact is made clearly to appear. 
Article [V, section 3, clause 1, provides that new States may be ad- 
mitted by Congressintothis Union. ArticlelV, section 3, clause 2, 
provides that Congress shall have the power to dispose of and 


| make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories 


and other property belonging to the United States. And the thir- 
teenth amendment provides that slavery shall not exist within the 
United States or any place subject toits jurisdiction. Itseems to 
me that the inclusion of that term in the thirteenth amendment is 
significant. It is the only place in the Constitution where the 
jprisdiction of the United States is expressly provided for outside 
of the States. It was to get rid of slavery for all time to come 
and beyond all possibility of mishap that the clause was inserted, 
The same men that wrote these words into the thirteenth amend- 
ment drew the succeeding amendments, and made no reference at 
all to any extra State jurisdiction. ‘That, therefore, is an argu- 
ment to my mind in favor of the proposition that the States only 
are meant, unless something to the contrary be expressly stated. 

The phrase ‘“‘throughout the United States,” which occurs in 
this paragraph relating to taxation, appears three times in the 
Constitution. In Article II, section 1, paragraph 2, it is provided 
that the day on which electors shall be voted for shall be the same 
throughout the United States. That, of course, could have no 
reference to any other territory than the United States, it being 
applicable only to electors. We have, therefore, in that instance, 
ascertained the meaning of the term ‘‘throughout the United 
States,” and it is a fundamental rule of construction that having 
once ascertained the real meaning of aterm in an instrument, 
that same meaning must accompany the term throughout, unless 
there be express reasons to the contrary. 

In Article I, section 8, paragraph 4, it is provided that bankrupt 
laws shall be uniform throughout the United States. The first 
bankruptcy law was confined in terms to the United States. The 
subsequent bankruptcy laws were extended to the Territories by 
express provision thought to be necessary for that purpose. 

Article I, section 8, provides that duties shall be uniform through- 
out the United States. That is the clause now under considera- 
tion. In the same sentence, paragraph 3, Congress is given power 
to regulate commerce—commerce of the United States and among 
the several States. This means, of course, the several States of 
the United States. It can hardly be assumed that the several 
States did not mean the United States. In point of fact, some of 
our earliest revenue laws were confined in terms to the United 
States. 

It seems to me, therefore, that if we were confined to the Con- 
stitution itself for the meaning of this term ‘‘ United States,” we 
must necessarily come to the conclusion that what was in the 
minds of the framersof the Constitution was the original thirteen 
States and as many others as might be added under the terms of 
that instrument. If under the term ‘‘ United States” all the ter- 
ritory under the jurisdiction of the United States was included, it 
was a useless performance to put into the Constitution an express 
provision that Congress should ‘‘ have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respectivg the territory of 
the United States.” 

Now, on the other side, as against this proposition, there is 
cited the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, decided in 1828 by Chief 
Justice Marshall, in which he answers the question ‘‘ What does 
the United States mean?” by saying that it means all the terri- 
tory of the great Republic—the District of Columbia, the Territo- 
ries beyond the Missouri, and so on. It seems to me perfectly 
patent that what Chief Justice Marshall said upon that subject 
was a mere dictum and had no connection at all with the ques- 
tion involved in the case. In 1815 Congress passed a law levying 
a direct tax and apportioned it among the States, and in that law 
it named the particular States and apportioned the amounts re- 
spectively to those States. Subsequent to the passage cf that 
act Congress passed another act and levied a direct tax upon the 
District of Columbia. One of the citizens of the District having 
refused to pay this tax, his property was levied upon, and in an 
action of trespass the question of constitutional power was raised. 
In delivering a decision the Chief Justice said: 

This case presents to the consideration of the court a single question. It 

isthis: HasCongressaright to impose adirect tax on the District of Columbiar 
This question he answered in the affirmative, 
Well, of course Congress had aright to impose adirect tax upon 
the District of Columbia, because under the Constitution Congress 
is given exclusive control over that District. No necessity arose 
for the court to define the term ‘‘ United States.” It does not, there- 
fore, necessarily follow that in the disposition of that case anything 
was involved like the proposition that the United States covered 
both the United States and Territories, nor did the case decide 
any such thing. In effect it decided the exact opposite, because 
it decided that a tax which was uniform throughout the United 
States, but was not applied to the Territories at all, was a consti- 
tutional tax. 


So that the case, as it seems to me, is an authority against those 
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gentlemen on the other side who cite it in support of their propo- 
sition, And when the framers of the Constitution provided in 
that instrument that ‘‘all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States,” I put to yon the question, 
by virtue of what authority do you write into the Constitution 
that which they left out, and say ‘shall be uniform throughout 
the United States and Territories?” But there are cases directly 
in point, some of them decided by this same Chief Justice. It is 
said that if this is a dictum it is the dictum of the great Chief 
Justice. And so, I grant you, it is. But when I place against 
the dictum of the great Chief Justice the decision of the great 
Chief Justice upon the very point at issue, I think Iam justified 
in asking you to set aside the dictum and to follow the decision. 

In a case in which the District of Columbia was again involved, 
reported in 2 Cranch—the case of Hepburn vs. Ellzey—the ques- 
tion arose as to whether or not a citizen of the District of Colum- 
bia was a citizen of the United States within the meaning of the 
term ‘‘ United States” in the Constitution and therefore entitled 
to sue in the Federal courts. And now I read what Chief Justice 
Marshall said: 

The question in this case is whether the plaintiffs, as residents of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, can maintain an action in the circuit court of the United 
States for the district of Virginia. This depends on the act of Congress de- 
scribing the jurisdiction of that court. That act gives jurisdiction to the 
circuit courts in cases between a citizen of the State in which the suit is 
brought and a citizen of another State. To support the jurisdiction in this 
case, therefore, it must appear that Columbia is a State. 

On the vart of the plaintiffs it has been urged that Columbia is a distinct 
political society and is, therefore, “a State” according to the definition of 
writers on general law. Thisistrue. But as the act of Congress obviously 
uses the word ‘State’ in reference to that term as used in the Constitution, 
it becomes necessary to inquire whether Columbia is a State in the sense of 
that instrument. The result of that examination is a conviction that the 


momhom - the American Confederacy only are the States contemplated in 
the Constitution. 

The House of Representatives is to be composed of members chosen by the 
people of the several States; and each State shall have at least one Repre- 
sentative. The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sena- 
tors from each State. Each State shall appoint, for the election of the Ex- 
ecutive, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and 
Representatives. These clauses show that the word ‘State’ is used in the 
Constitution as designating a member of the Union, and excludes from the 
terms the signification attached to it by writers on the law of nations. When 
the same term which has been used plainly in this limited sense in the arti- 
cles respecting the legislative and executive departments is also employed 
in that which respects the judicial department, it must be unders' as re- 
taining the sense originally given to it. 


Upon the same line of argument that I suggested a few mo- 
ments ago Chief Justice Marshall comes to the conclusion that 
when the framers of the Constitution said ‘‘ United States,” they 
did not mean ‘‘ United States and Territories.” 

The same question substantially arose in the case of a Territory— 
the case of New Orleans vs. Winter, in 1 Wheaton. In thiscase the 
court said: 

It has been attempted to distinguish a Territory from the District of Co- 
lumbia, but the court is of opinion that this distinction can not be maintained. 


They may differ in many respects, but neither of them is a State in the sense 


in which that term is used in the Constitution. Every reasonassigned for the 


opinion of the court thata citizen of Columbia was not capable of suing in the 
courts of the United States under the judiciary act is equally app 2 toa 
citizen of a Territory. 

Again, in the case of Barney vs. Baltimore, rted in 6 Wal- 
lace, and decided as late as 1867, the court said with respect to 
the rulings in these two cases that I have read in your hearing: 

These rulings have never been disturbed, but the principle asserted has 
been acted upon ever since by the courts when the point has arisen. 

‘nd in the case of Texas vs. White, reported in 7 Wallace, 
where the question involved was as to the status of the State of 
Texas by reason of her having joined the rebellious States, the 
court undertake to define the word ‘‘States” as used in the Con- 
stitution, and they say: 

A State, in the ordinary sense of the Constitution, isa political communit 
of free citizens occupying a Seeeeey of defined boundaries and o nized 
under a government sanctioned and limited by a written constitu and 
established by the consent of the governed. It is the union of such States 
under a common constitution which forms the distinct and greater political 
unit which that constitution designates as the United States. It speaks of 
the people and States which compose it as “‘one people and one country.” 
‘The use of the word in this sense hardly uires further remark. In 
clauses which impose prohibitions upon the States with respect to the mak- 
ing of treaties, emitting of bills of credit, and laying duties on tonnage, and 
which guarantee to the States representation in the House of Representa- 
tives and in the Senate, are found similar instances of this use in the Consti- 
tution. Others will occur to every mind. 

I say, then, that not only from the four corners of the Constitu- 
tion itself, but from the decisions of the highest court of the land, 
we are led to believe that the term ‘‘ United States” in the Con- 
stitution does not extend to and cover the Territories, 

I ask, now, what was the judgment of the men who made the 
Constitution and of the men who were cotemporaries of the men 
who made the Constitution with respect to the power under the 
Constitution to legislate for Territories? And I say that both 
Federalists and Republicans agreed in the proposition that the 
Coastitution related only to the States. Let me read you some of 
the opinions on this subject. 

This discussion arose out of the proposition to acquire and out 
of the subsequent acquisition of the Territory of Louisiana, 
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Mr. Pickering, of Massachusetts, declared in the ¢ a 
was not in the power of the President or of Cons a 
porate the Territory into the Union, as the treaty « so 
did not believe even that an amendment could } me 
Constitution so as to authorize it inthe ordinary way },,,..).\ 
the assent of each individual State, asin a commer a ae 
consent of each member would be necessary to admi: 
ner into the company. 

John Quincy Adams agreed with him, but had a 
propose. He said: 7 

This is what your ministers, in the very case before you, ); 
done. It is well known that their powers did not autho 
clude this treaty; but they acted for the benefit of their . 
House, by a large majority, has advised to the ratification 
ings. aga then, not only that the ministers who sign, 
dent and te who ratified this contract, have excem 
Su that the other House of Congress, who have given thoi» 
passing this and other bills for the fulfillment of the obligatioy 
us, have exceeded their powers. ; ; 

Nay, suppose even that the majority of States competent { 
Constitution in other cases could not amend it in this without exeenjin.c. 
tage a this is the extremest point to which any gentleman oy +)..0 

extended his scruples—suppose all this, and there stil) pemai,. 
country a power competent to adopt and sanction every part «: 
ments and carry them entirely into execution. For notwithstayai,. 
objections and apprehensions of many individuals, of many wise 4))° 
excellent men in various parts of the Union, yet such is } shin goon 
attending the transaction which commenced by the 1 tiations of + 
eels, and which, I hope, will terminate in our full, undis: ad - 
puted possession of the ceded territory, that I firmly be! 
ment to the Constitution, amply sufficient for the accomy)|is se 
Care oon which we have contracted, shall be proposed. as | think j+ + 
will be adopted by the legislature of every State inthe Union. Weray:).. 
fore fulfill our part of the conventiuns, and this is all that lrance has. 
to require of us. 

And Thomas Jefferson said: 

This treaty must, of course, be laid before both Houses, }) 
important functions to exercise cti 
their duty to their country in ratifying an 
good which would othe probably never in their power. But [sy 
pose they must then appeal to the nation for an additional article to the, 
stitution, approving and confirming the act which the nat i not? 
viously authorized. The Constitution has madeno provision for our )oliins 
foreign territory, still less for peeempereing foreign nations into our . 
The Executive, in seizing the f ve occurrence which so much 
egos of their country, have done an act beyond the Constitut 

e Legislature, in casting behind them eereical subtletie ris 
ing themselves, like faithful servants, must ratify and pay for it, and throw 
themselves on their coun for doing unauthorized what we know they 
would have done for themselves had they been in a situation to ( It is 
the case of a guardian investing the money of his ward in purchasing an 

t adjacent territory and saying to him when of ace: ‘| did this for 
your good; I pretend to no Ly to bind you; you may disavow me, and [ 
must get out of the — can; I ay ay it my duty to risk mys 
you.”’ But we shall not be disavowed by the nation, and their act o! 
nity will confirm and not weaken the Constitution by more strong 
ing out its lines. 


And when in the debate it was said that the powers conferred 
on the President were unconstitutional, the reply was made by 
the President’s advisors that the Constitution was made for States 
not for Territories. 

Mr. Rodney, of Delaware, said: 

, Congress erritories that they can not 
aie en toes st son er in the ( titut 
are applicable to States and not to Territories. 

And John Randolph, a Republican of Republicans, said 

Gentlemen will see the necessity of the United States taking posses 
this country in the capacity of sovereigns to the same extent ast 
existing government of the provinces. 

Now, no constitutional amendment was made, not because Mr 
Jefferson, as my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Rich kpson) sa, 
came to the conclusion that none was necessary, but because 
was held by statesmen, as it was subsequently held by the cour 
that the United States was a sovereign nation, having andeatte 
to exercise all the powers of any sovereign nation, (he right © 
make war and peace, the right to acquire territory, and ‘5 anes 
sary c uence of that right, the right to govern it without hls 
itation, save that in the discretion of the Congress, its apen's 
the government. . _ 

On the 13th of January, 1803, Mr. Gallatin wrote to Mr. /e% 
son, saying with respect to the acquisition of Louis.ana: 

But does any constitutional objection really exist? Tomei! wou 
first, that the United States as a nation have an inherent ric! vey 
Sherr: second, that whenever that acquisition is by treaty, (hooN’ 
stituted authorities in whom the treaty-making power Is voo'vs Hh" ® 
constitutional right to sanction the acquisition. . 

But we have more than the opinions of the men who wer’ \°™ 
temporary with the making of this Constitution. We)" oe 
express acts, in the shape of legislation, declaratory 0! Wh*\ 
thought as to the limitations that existed in the rulins 0” vert! 
acquired under the treaty- or the war power 0! ' 


+ 


New 
& Lewy 


it. They, I presume, will we 
aying for it, so as to » 
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tit j 


tory 
Con- 


noress 


stitution. What limitations did Mr. Jefferson anc his So dee 
feel binding upon them when they set up a government! 1) 
siana? + ander & fe 
Will anyone contend that Louisiana was governe! Un" T? | 
publican form of government and subject tothe limi 
Constitution? Why, Congress turned over to the |" ee 


dictatorial power to a t officers, civil and military, 
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delegate to them the government of Louisiana. And Mr. Jeffer- 
son appointed one man as governor-general and intendant, two 
offices that had been filled under Spanish rule by different men. 
And this man had the power to make laws. He had the power to 
dispose of the finances. He had the power to review the deci- 
sions of the courts. There was no such thing as jury trial in 
Louisiana. There was an ecclesiastical establishment in Louisi- 
ana, and priests and curates were paid out of the Louisiana 

easury. . 
"eens were the old medisval laws, long since gone out of use 
amongst civilized peoples, such as cutting out a man’s tongue for 
the offense of blasphemy, and all that sort of thing. 

Here Mr. WiLLiaMs of Mississippi rose. | 

f suppose my friend was going to say that that was merely the 
temporary government of Louisiana, and so it was; but what was 
the permanent government of Louisiana as a Territory? It was 
better in this respect, that despotic power was not placed in the 
hands of one man in Louisiana; but it was no better in this, that 
despotic power still remained in the hands of one man who occu- 
pied the Executive chair as President of the United States. 

Let me read you what the historian Adams says with respect 
to this government, set up by the gentlemen who were contempo- 
raries with the framers of the Constitution: 


It created a Territorial form of government in which the people of Loui- 
siana were tohavenoshare. The governor and secretary were to be ae 
by the President for four years. The legislative council, constituted of thir- 
teen members, was to be appointed_by the President without consulting the 
Senate, and was to be convened and prorogued by the governor as he might 
think proper. The judicial officers, also appointed b the President, were to 
hold office for four years instead of the usual term of good behavior. * * * 
The bill— 

Said the historian— 
seemed to set the new Territor 
by the power employed in the 2 ors 

With the pa: of thisact and its twin statute for collecting duties in the 
ceded territory the precedent was complete. Louisiana received a govern- 
ment in which its people, who had been solemnly promised all the rights of 
American citizens, were set apart, not as citizens, but as subjects lower in 
the political scale than the meanest tribes of Indians, whose right to seilf- 

overnment was never questioned. By these measures the Executive and the 
egislature recorded their decision in regard to the powers of government 
over national territory. 


Was there ever a plainer declaration made under the solemn 
responsibilities of official duty that the limitations of the Consti- 
tution do not apply to the government of Territories than was 
made by the President and Congress in dealing with Louisiana? 

Now, Louisiana came into the Union under the terms of a 
treaty with France known as the Louisiana treaty, of April 30, 
1803, which provided: 


The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advan- 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the United States; and in the meantime 
they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of liberty, 
property, and the religion which they profess. 


_ The inhabitants of Louisiana protested that this treaty obliga- 
tion was not being observed; that they were not recognized as 
citizens of the United States; and they presented a memorial to 
Congress, and in that memorial and in the answer that Congress 
gave we may find another illustration of the opinion of the 
fathers as to whether or not the limitations of the Constitution 
apply to Territories, These gentlemen said: 


A governor is to be placed over us whom we have not chosen, whom we 
do not even know, who may be ignorant of our language, uninformed of our 
aie, and who may have no connections with our country or interest 

8 welfare. 

_ This governor is vested with all executive and almost unlimited legisla- 
tive power; for the law declares that, “‘by and with the advice and consent 
of the iegislative body, he =r change, modify, and repeal the laws,” etc. 
But this advice and consent will no doubt in all cases be easily procured from 
the majority of a council selected by the president or governor and depend- 
ent on him for their appointment and continuance in ce; or if the ould 
prove ref. the power of pro’ tion frees him from any troublesome 
interference until a more prudent selection at the end of the year shall give 
him a council better suited to his views. The true legislative power, then, is 
vested in the governor alone. The council operates as a cloak to conceal the 
extent of his authority, to screen him from the odium of all unpopular acts, 
to avoid all ty, and ey us the faint sembiance of a representa- 
tive assembly, with so few of its distinguishing features that unless the 


name were inscribed on the picture it would be cult to discover the ob- 
ject for which it was intended. 


Now, how did Congress answer this protest of these people in 
Louisiana? Mr. John Randolph, from the committee appointed 


by the House to take into deration the memorial, reported on 
January 25, 1805. I read only a short extract: 


They shall be incorporated into the Union and i —to ? 
enjoyment of all the rights, etc., of Asberione tite tev hon S anesbonett 


can be done in conformity with the principles of eral Const ; 
meanwhile they are to be protected. Re oes ee 

Could any doubt be excited of the soundness of this construction of the 
English context it would be are dissipated by a recurrence to its coun- 
terpart in the French language, if the manifest absurdity of the concluding 
words of the article, which would result from an te interpretation, 
should fail to remove it. For what necessity could exist for a provision 
securing to the inhabitants of Louisiana the temporary enjoyment of certain 
minor ‘ wan a a —— _ = the rights of Ameri- 
was conditions on w country was trans- 
ferred to the United States by France? a 


apart as a peculiar estate, to be governed 
ht to acquire it. 








Whether the words ‘‘as soon as possible, acc 
Federal Constitution,” be understood to refer 
formity with its own principles, might at some 
instrument, or to that provision of the Constit 
of naturalization to be uniform, they are equ 
the memorialists of their right to an imm 
fits which they can not possess i 
enjoyment by the principles of th 
of a want of good faith in the Go nn ted St is not more 
unsupported by the language of the th f the treaty of Paris than 
it is repugnant to the uniform tenor of the American character, from the 
commencement of the national existence. 


ding to the principles of the 
to any change, which, in con 
future period be made in that 
tion which requires the rule 
j tal to the claim urged by 
of those bene- 
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So that to the complaint that those people occupying a Territory 
belonging to the United States had made, that they had no rights 
} 


under the Constitution, Mr. Randolph made answer in the House 
of Representatives, telling them that it was true that they had no 
rights until the time should come when Congress should see fit to 
admit them into the Union. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I fear that Iam spending too much time 
upon this particular branch of the case, but it seems to me that 
the history of the Louisiana purchase, the legislation, and the 
opinions of our statesmen with respect thereto, all furnish cogent 
arguments in favor of the proposition that the term ‘ United 
States” in the Constitution does not carry the limitations of that 
instrument to the government of Territories. 

Up to this time we have seen what construction the executive 
and legislative branches of the Government have put upon the 
Constitution in its relation to Territories. 

I now advance a step further and say that the courts have 
adopted and indorsed that construction. In the case of Sere vs. 
Petot, reported in 6 Cranch, the court said: 

The power of governing and legislating for a Territory is the inevitable 
consequence of the right to acquire and hold territory. Could this position 
be contested, the Constitution of the United States declares that * Congress 
shall have power to make all needful rules and regulations respecting tho 
territory of the United States.” 

Accordingly, we find Congress possessing and exercising the absolute and 
undisputed power of governing and legislating for the Territory of New Or 
leans. Congress has given them a legislature, an executive, and a judiciary, 
with such powers as it has been their will to assign to these departments, 
respectively. 

I shall show as my argument proceeds that this is the uniform 
doctrine of the courts upon this subject. 

Now, we have had various acquisitions since that of Louisiana. 
Each and all of them have come to us by treaty, and in each and 
every case, except in that of Alaska, it was thought necessary to 
limit the unlimited power of the Congress to deal with these Ter- 
ritories belonging to the United States by treaty provision which 
should secure for them the right of ultimate admission to the 
United States, and in the meantime protection to theirinhabitants 
in their life, liberty, property, and religion. All the legislation 
and all the cases decided by the courts with respect to these Ter- 
ritories are to be read in the light of those treaty provisions. 

In the treaty with Spain known as the Florida purchase, in 1821, 
it was provided that— 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 
United States by this treaty shall be incorporated in the Union of the United 
States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal Con- 
stitution and admitted to the enjoyment of the privileges, rights, and im- 
munities of the citizens of the United States. 

In the treaty with Mexico concluded in 1848 asubstantially sim- 
ilar provision occurs. 

And in the treaty with Mexico concluded in 1854, known as the 
Gadsden treaty, there was a substantially similar provision. 

In the treaty with Russia, concluded in 1867, there was no pro- 
vision for the incorporation of the Territory of Alaska into the 
Union, but there was a provision that the inhabitants, with the 
exception of uncivilized native tribes, sould have the immunities 
of citizens of the United States and should be maintained and pro- 
tected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and re- 
ligion. 

As these treaties were under the Constitution the supreme law 
of the land, it will be observed that the unlimited power of Con- 
gress to deal with the territory ceded was expressly limited to the 
extent provided for by the treaties. 

Had it not been for these treaty provisions the power of Con- 
gress to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations— 
needful in its judgment, mark you—with respect to the territory 
belonging to the United States would have vested an unlimited 
power in the Congress. 

In the case of the acquisition of the Philippines and of Puerto 
Rico by the terms of the treaty the political status of the native 
inhabitants of the islands is to be determined by Congress; and its 
power therefore with respect to them, whether that power be the 
result of our power to acquire or of the constitutional power to 
dispose of and makeall needful rules and regulations, is unlimited. 

As a matter of legislative history these acquisitions have always 
been governed by acts of Congress, made applicable to each in its 
turn, and they have been governed by such laws as Congress saw 
fit to prescribe, based upon the requirements of each individual 
case. 


With respect to all of them the principle recognized in the case 
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of Louisiana has been affirmed, namely, the principle that Terri- 
torial laws are dependent entirely upon Congressional action. 

If the provisions relating to any department created by the 
Constitution are inapplicable beyond the States, then the provi- 
sions of all its departments must be inapplicable beyond the 
States. It seems to me that this must be admitted. There is no 
distinction drawn in the Constitution between the jurisdiction of 
the executive, the legislative, and the judicial departments, 

Article III, section 1, of the Constitution reads: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time or- 
dain and establish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, 
shall hold their offices during good behavior. 


It is then further provided that— 


The judicial power of the United States shall extend to all cases of mari- 
time and admiralty jurisdiction. 

Mr. Webster said that the legislature and judiciary of the Ter- 
ritories have always been established by a law of Congress, and 
the decisions of the Supreme Court from the earliest down bear 
him out in the assertion. The first case to which I call your at- 
tention is the case of Benner against Porter reported in 9 Howard, 


page 242. It is there said: 


The distinction between the Federal and State jurisdictions, under the Con- 
stitution of the United States has no foundation in these Territorial govern- 
ments, and consequently no such distinction exists, either in respect. to the 
jurisdiction of their courts or the subjects submitted to their cognizance. 
They are legislative governments and their courts legislative courts, Con- 
re in the exercise of its powers in the organization and government of 

‘erritories, combining the powers of both the Federal and State authorities. 
There is but one system of government or of laws operating within their lim- 
its,as neither is subject to the constitutional provisions in respect to State 
and Federal jurisdiction. 


They are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject to the complex 
distribution of the powers of government as the organic law, but are crea- 
tions, exclusively, of the legislative department and subject to its supervi- 
sion and control. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right, although I prefer not to be inter- 
rupted. 

r. TERRY. I want to ask the gentleman if, under the logic 
of his contention, Congress could have instituted free trade with 
Arizona and high-protection tariff with New Mexico. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. Ionly wanted to know where the gentleman’s 
logic went. , : 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam not afraid of mylogic. I sayitcould. 

Now, in the case of Canter, Chief Justice Marshall said, upon 
this same subject, speaking of the courts of Florida: 

These courts, then, are not constitutional courts in which the judicial 
power conferred by the Constitution on the General Government can be de- 
posited. They are incapable of receiving it. They are legislative courts, 
created in virtue of the pare right of eoverees which exists in the Gov- 
ernment, or in virtue of that clause which enables Con to make all need- 
ful rules and regulations respecting the territory belonging to the United 


States. 
The jurisdiction with which they are invested is not a of that judicial 


wer which is defined in the third article of the Constitution, but is con- 
erred by Congress in the execution of those general powers which that body 
possesses over the Territories of the United States, Although admiralty ju- 
risdiction can be exercised in the States in those courts only which are estab- 
lished in pursuance of the third article of the Constitution, the same limita- 
tion does not extend to the Territories. In legislating for them Congress 
exercises the combined powers of the General and of the State governments. 

The same doctrine is affirmed in Clinton vs. Engelbrecht (13 
Wallace, 484). The court said: 

There is no supreme court of the United States, nor is there any district 
court of the United States in the sense of the Constitution, in the Territory 
of Utah. The judges are not appointed for the same terms, nor is the juris- 
diction which they exercise part of the judicial power conferred by the Con- 
stitution of the General Government. The courts are the legislative courts 
of the Territories, created in virtue of that clause which authorizes Co: 
to make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories belong. 
ing to the United States. 

In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145) it was held that 
the laws relating to the number of grand jurors requisite de- 
pended upon the rule, not of the United States, but of the Terri- 
torial court. 

In The City of Panama (101 U. 8., 453) the courts of Mees oe 
ton Territory were held clothed by an act of Congress with admi- 
ralty jurisdiction. 

In McAllister vs. United States (141 U. S., 174) it was held that 
the judge of the district court of Alaska was not a judge contem- 
pene by the Constitution, and was subject to removal by the 

President. 

And so I might multiply cases, but I refrain. It is sane 
clear, therefore, that so far as the judicial decisions go, there are 
at least two departments created by the Constitution where there 
are no limitations upon the power of Congress with respect to 
Territories—the legislative and the judicial. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gm from Pennsylvania be allowed to complete his re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania have time to 
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complete hisremarks. Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause.) 1) 
Chair hears none. ‘J ne 
Mr. DALZELL. But it is contended, Mr. Chairman +),..: 
mediately upon the acquisition of territory by the Uni, 1 Stan, 


the Constitution ex proprio vigore is extended to that tors... 
That, Mr. Chairman, was the ground assumed in the ay... ae 
of that great case which really, by its decision, covers 9)) +). 
questions and which has been affirmed over and over avnin_ sy 
case of the American Insurance Company vs. Canter. 

It was contended in that case by the counsel for the anne. 
before the court, first, that the people in the Territories ,s - 
United States are citizens entitled to all the benefits derive) ¢,... 
the laws and the Constitution of the United States and sy iyi. r ro 
all the provisions of the Constitution and the laws passed yy). 
it; second, that in principle there can be no difference betwee... 
Territory formed out of a country within the old lim the 
United States and a Territory in a newly-acquired country, yy) 
third, that therefore the people of Florida, immediately upon ji; 
cession, or at any rate upon the passing of the act institutins the 
Territorial government, became citizens of the United States + 
whom the laws and Constitution extended. sine 

On the other hand, Mr. Whipple, who was with Mr. Webster 
for claimant, said: 


its of the 


Much argument has been used to show that the Constitution and Jaws.» 
the United States are, per se, in force in Florida, and that the inhabitants ar. 
citizens of the United States. oe 

How the Constitution became of force in Florida has not been show, 
it by the act of cession? Is there any aaa in the law of natior 
upon the act of cession or conquest gives to the ceded or conq: 

a right to participate in the privileges of the constitution of the pare: 
try’ The usages of nations, from the period of Grecian colonization ty +ho 
present moment, are poo the reverse. Such a right never was asserted 

The Constitution was established by the people of the United States 
the United States. It provides for the future admission of countries 
the Union, and expressly confers upon Congress the power of 
them as Territories until they are admitted as States. 

If the Constitution was in force in Florida, why was it not represented 
Congress? Why was it necessary to pass an act of Congress entending sey 
eral of the laws of the United Statesto Florida? Why did Congress disignate 
particular laws, such as the crimes act, the slave trade and revenue a 
introduce shem as laws into Florida? rw enumerate particular 8s 
cured to the people of the Unites Stated if the inhabitants of Florida were 
entitled to them on the act of cession? 

Arguing upon the same side, Mr. Webster, in his argument, said: 

What is Florida? It is no part of the United States. How can it be! How 
is itrepresented? Do the laws of the United States reach Florida’ Not un 
less by particular provisions. The Territory and all within it are to 
erned by the scquiring power, except where thereare reservations by treat 
By the law of England, when possession is taken of territories, the King, jure 
corons, has the power of legislation until Parliament shall interfere 

Congress has the jus corons in this case, and Florida was to be governs 
by Congress as she thought proper. What has Congress done? She might 
have done anything; she might have refused the right of trial by jury and re- 
fused a legislature. She has givena legislature to be exercised at her will 
and a Grane of a mixed nature, in which she has endeavored to distir 
guish between State and United States jurisdiction, anticipating the future 
erection of the Territory into a State. s the law establishing the court at 
Key West come within the restrictions of the Constitution of the | i 
States? If the Constitution does not extend over this Territory, the law can 
not be inconsistent with the national Constitution. 


Now, what did Chief Justice Marshall say in deciding the case? 
He said, first and foremost: 

The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 
powers of ——s war and of making treaties; consequently that (iovern- 
mane possesses the power of acquiring territory either by conquest or by 
treaty. 

And then, pee | himself to the doctrine that the Constitu- 
tion is extended to ed territory ex proprio vigore, and speak- 
ing of the inhabitants of Florida, he said: 

te in political power; they do not share in gov 


They do not pertics ) é 
ment until Florida become a State. In the meantime Florida cout 
to be a Territory of the United States, governed by virtue of that cl: 
the Constitution which empowers Congress “to make all needful rules an 
regulations the territory or other property belonging to “e 
United States.” an 


Perhaps the power of governing territory belonging to the United St 
which has not, ey becoming a State, acquired the means of self-go 1 


may result necessarily from the fact that it is not within the jurisdic’ 

any particular State and is within the power and jurisdiction of the Uuite’ 
States. The —_ to govern may be the inevitable consequence f the right 
to acquire territory. Whichever may be the source whence the power ® 
derived, the possession of it is unquestioned. 


Now, let me say in this connection that when my friend from 
Tennessee, refe to Mr. Webster's argument in the (ante 
case, said that Mr. Webster had never as a public man atirmt”, 
the unlimited power of Congress, and that no particular resar 
was to be placed upon his argument as a lawyer, he was mista. 
I will show the gentleman later on that in the closing yea's ot it 
Webster's life, as a United States Senator, he affirmed. a 
the greatest speeches of his life, the same doctrine that «s ¢ wr - 
he so ably argued before Chief Justice Marshall in tho «ase of the 
American Insurance Company vs, Canter. ote Web 

But I come now, Mr. C an, to aspeech made by Mr. aie 
ster upon this question as to the extension of the Const — y 
its own power over ceded territory, an argument made by bith 
the great discussion that preceded the admission of California & 
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New Mexico into the Union. This speech will be found in the | 


Congressional Globe, volume 20, page 273. Mr. Webster said: 

It is f importance that we should get some conception of what is meant 
by th proposition in a law “to extend the Constitution of the United 
tates to the Territories.” Why, sir, the thing is entirely impossible. All 
the legislation in the world in this general form could not accomplish it. 
mere is no cause for the operation of the legislative power in such a manner 
as that. The Constitution, what is it? We extend the Constitution of the 
United States to territory! What is the Constitution of the United States? 
[s not its very Sret principle that all within its influence and comprehension 
shall be represented in the Legislature which it establishes, with not only a 
right of debate and a right to vote in both Houses of Congress, but a right 
to partake in the choice of a President and Vice-President? And can we by 
jaw extend these rights or any of them toa Territory of the United States? 

” Everybody will see that it is altogether impracticable. * * * Let me 
say that in this general sense there is no such thing as extending the Consti- 
tution. The Constitution is extended over the United States, and over noth- 
ing else. It can not be extended over anything except over the old States 
and the new States that shall come in hereafter, when they do come in. 
There is a want of accuracy of ideas in this respect that is quite remarkable 
among eminent gentlemen, and especially professional and judicial gentle- 
men. It seems to be taken for granted that the right of trial by jury, the 
habeas corpus, and every principle designed to protect personal liberty are 
extended by force of the Constitution itself over every new Territory. The 
proposition can not be maintained atall. * * * Undoubtedly these rights 
must be conferred by law before they can be enjoyed in a Territory. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCALt], mycolleague 
on the committee, quotes from Mr. ebster, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee quoted from him again the same passage, about 
the powers of monarchies ruling distant colonies, and all that 
sort of thing. .Why, Mr. Webster said that in a speech when he 
was questioning the right to continue the war against Mexico and 
when he denied that we could admit new territories into our 
Union without imperiling it. But when he came to discuss this 
subject—when he came to talk about the power of Congress in 
the Territories, in a speech made two years after that quoted, he 
made use of this language, and I call the attention of my from 
Tennessee to it: 

As to the power of Congress, I have nothing to add to what I said the other 
day. Congress has full power over the subject. It may establish any such 
government and any such laws in the Territories as, in its discretion, it may 
see fit. It is subject, of course, to the rules of justice and propriety, but it 
is under no constitutional restraint. 

Applause.} . 

he same principle that as counsel he advocated in his early 
manhood he advocated in a still more emphatic and unqualified 
form in his maturer years, peerless statesman of the Republic as 
he was at that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
me a single suggestion? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 
I shall have difficulty, at a? in getting through with my re- 
marks within the time to which I must confine myself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will not the gentleman allow 
me to call his attention to the fact that the extract read by him 
from the language of Daniel Webster was a part of an argument 
made by Mr. Webster as an attorney? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is mistaken. 
speech that Mr. Webster made in the Senate. 

A MemBer. In what year? 

; HE In 1848, I think. A gentleman near me says 
in ; 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that this doctrine of the extension 
of the Constitution by its own strength was advanced by Mr. 
Calhoun in the interest of ee 

Mr. Calhoun first announced the doctrine that Congress had no 

wer to prohibit slavery in the territory; but when free-soil New 

exico and California were acquired, it e necessary for him 
to take a step in advance, and he therefore announced the new 
dogma that the Constitution ex proprio vigore extended to the 
newly acquired territory and that, slaves being property under 
the Constitution, slavery could exist in that new territory. Let 
me quote from Mr. Benton (Thirty Years in the United States 
Senate, volume 2, page 713): 

A new dogma was invented to fit the case—that of the transmigration of 
the Constitution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories—overriding 


and overruling all the anti-slavery laws which it found there, and planting 
the institution there under its own wing, and {maintaining it beyond the 


Will not the gentleman allow 


I read froma 


power of eradication either by Con or the 7 of the Tr Be- 
ae = was proclaimed efforts were made to get the Constitution 


ese Territories by act of Congress; failing in those attempts, 

the difficulty was leaped over by boldly assuming that the Constitution went 
of itself—that is to say, the slavery partofit. * * * 

Pe at can not class her than as a vagary of a diseased imagination 

mputed se’f-acting and self-extension of the Constitution. The Consti- 

tution does nothing of itself—not even in the States for which it was made. 

Every part of it requires a law be doy) it into operation. No part of it can 

a Territory unless imparted to it by act of Congress. 


This v; of a diseased im: tion, this transmigratory 
power of t ne Constitution, has received the reprobation of some of 
the most distinguished statesmen in our history. I will not de- 
tain the committee by quoting from any but a few. 
aan Clay said in a speech in the Senate, on February 5, 1850, 


The public law of the world, of reason, and of justice is that Congress has 
the right to legislate for the Territories from the very moment they are 
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acquired by conquest or treaty; and this p 
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| every department of our Government 





1957 


point has been settled by all the 


iniform interpretation and action of 


: 


authorities and by the 


Horace Mann, of Massachusetts, said in Congress in 1850: 
The argument that by the cessi 


n of new Territories the Constitution, by 
some magical elasticity, extends itself over them does not rise to the dignity 
ofasophism. The Constitution is a compact between States, not Territo- 
ries. Otherwise the people of the Territories would have all the rights un- 
der the Constitution that the people of the States have: for example. the 
right to choose electors for President and Vice-President and to be ré pre 
sented in Congress by a member who can yote as well as speak 


So late as 1850, in a speech in this House, in the Thirty-ninth 


Congress, Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, discussed the question of 
the right of soversignty of the United States over territory and 
people acquired by cession. 


In that discussion he said: 


For sixty years and upward, after the passage of the ordinance of 1787 and 


the adoption of the Constitution, no one seriously doubted the right of Cor 

gress to control the whole legislation of the Territories, to establish Territo 
rial governments, create courts, fix the tenure of the judges and other officers; 
in short, to exercise all acts of municipal as well as political legislation 
sixty years all that authority has been exercised over the Northwestern ter 
ritory, the Southwestern territory, over Louisiana, Florida, and Ore 


FY rr 


on. In 
the meantime the question had been definitely and conclusively settled by all 


the branches of the Government—by Presidents, by Congresses, by repeated 


decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
Story, Rawle, and others—had so laid down the law. 

By the law of nations, when a nation acquires territory, either by conquest 
or treaty, it becomes subject to the will of the acquiring power. The lawsof 
such power, however, do not spread over it until some express legislation 
In the meantime their own laws remain in full force. Not unfrequently 
such subject provinces are for a long time governed by very different laws 
from the country to which they become attached. Canada and other British 
provinces are tothis day. But the very fact of acquisition gives to the sov- 
ereign ped of the acquiring state all power to legislate for such acquisi 
tions. it requires noconstitutional or treaty provision. Wherever the legis 
lative power of the new sovereign is placed, whether in king, parliament, or 
Congress, there is the whole and only power to govern them. 

Our Constitution places the legislative power in Congress. msequently, 
Congress has exclusive power over the territories newly scquired. The Con- 
stitution itself does not extend to them, and can have no influence upon them, 
except so far as it creates and defines the legislative organ of the sovereign 
will of the nation. None of the officers in the Territories hold by a constitu 
tional tenure. No law of the United States was ever supposed to be extended 
to any of the Territories by the mere force of the Constitution. The provi- 
sion for the return of fugitive slaves does not extend to the Territories. Any 
slave escaping or being taken into New Mexico or California would be in- 
stantly free. Hence, by the act of 1793 express provision for the subject was 
made with regard to the Territories which we then had 


But with respect to the particular subject that we are discuss- 
ing, the subject of imposing duties, there are express decisions 
holding thissame doctrine. The case of Fleming vs. Page (9 How- 
ard, 603), to which I beg leave to refer for a moment, was this: 
The port of Tampico had been taken by the United States in the 
war with Mexico; duties were collected at the port of Philadel- 
phia upon a cargo shipped from Tampico, and the question was 
whether or not those duties could be lawfully collected, Tampico 
being, as Philadelphia was, in the possession of the United States. 
The court held that Tampico was a foreign port within the mean- 
ing of the tariff law then existing, and that duties were properly 
levied upon goods imported into the United States from Tampico, 
The court said: 


This construction of the revenue laws has been uniformly given by the 
administrative department of the Government in every case that has come 
before it. And it has, indeed, been given in cases where there appears to 
have been stronger ground for vegentinn the place of shipment asa Romentte 

sort. For after Florida had been ceded to the United States, and the forces 

of the United States had taken possession of Pensacola, it was decided by the 
Treasury Department that goods imported from Pensacola before an act of 
Congress was passed erecting it into a collection district and authorizing the 
appointment of a collector were liable to duty; that is, that although Florida 
had, by cession, actually become a part of the United States and was in our 
possession, yet, under our revenue awa, its ports must be regarded as foreign 
until they were established as domestic by act of Congress; and it appears 
that this decision was sanctioned at the time by the Attorney-General of the 
United States, the law officer of the Government. 

And although not so directly applicable to the case before us, yet the de- 
cisions of the Treasury es in relation to Amelia Island and certain 
ports in Louisiana, after that province had been ceded to the United States, 
were both madeonthesame grounds. And inthe latter case, after a custom- 
house had been established by law at New Orleans, the collector at that place 
was instructed to regard as deeclem ports Baton Rouge and other settlements 
still in the possession of Spain, whether on the Mississippi, lberville, or the 
seacoast. he Department in no instance that we are aware of since the 
establishment of the Government has ever recognized a place in a newly 
acquired country as a domestic port, from which the coasting trade might 
be carried on, unless it had been previously made so by act of Congress. 

The principle thus adopted and acted upon by the executive department 
of the Government has been sanctioned by the decisions in this court and the 
circuit courts whenever the question came before them. We donot propose 
to comment upon the different cases cited in the argument. It is sufficient 
to say that there is no discrepancy between them. And all of them, sofaras 
they apply, maintain that under our revenue laws every port is regarded as 
a foreign one unless the custom-house from which the vessel clears is within 
a collection district established by act of Congress and the officers granting 
the clearance exercise their functions under the authority and control of the 
laws of the United States. 


And precisely the same doctrine was held in Cross vs. Harrison 
(16 Howard, 166), although that case is cited as an authority upon 
both sides of this question. The case was this: The port of San 
Francisco came into possession of the United States during the 
war with Mexico. A military governor, exercising belligerent 
rights, imposed a schedule of tariff duties. Subsequently Cali- 
fornia became a part of the United States by treaty; but without 
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regard to that treaty the military governor still continued to im- | release therefrom upon a writ of habeas corpus, and it , 


pose and collect duties until the time of the arrival of a collector | that his conviction was unlawful because he had not hai | : sued 
appointed under an act of Congress, of the constitutional provision which secures a como) — 
The question was as to the power of this governor to collect | The court that tried him was constituted by virtue of , fon — 
those taxes before the cession te the United States, and his power | between the United States and Japan. The Supreme (,,., .° 
to collect them afterwards, and that was the only question in the | firmed the finding of the consular court and held tha: (.»,.... 
case. The court said: had power, irrespective of any limitations in the Constiiy:\, .. 
Our conclusion, from what has been said, is that the civil government of | Provide for the creation of the court contemplated by tho t)oj, 
California, organized as it was from a right of conquest, did not cease or be- The court said: ” 
come defunct in consequence of the signature of the treaty, or from its rati- By the Constitution a government is ordained and esita}) 
fication. We think it was continued over a ceded conquest without an United States of America and not for countries outside of the 
violation of the Constitution or laws of the United States, and that, until | guaranties it affords against the accusation of capital or inf, 
Congress legislated for it, the duties upon foreign goods imported into San | except by indictment and presentment by grand jury, and for the : 
francisco were legally demanded and lawfully received by Mr. Harrison, the | trial by a jury when thus accused, apply only to citizens and o: 
collector of the port, who received his appointment, according to instruc- | the United States, or who are brought there for trial for a!) Offenen 
tions from Washington, from Governor Mason. committed elsewhere, and not to residents or temporary sojou tenses 
In other words, this case decided that the laws in operation in | The Constitution can have no operation im any other country "tla 
an acquired territory continue in operation until new laws shall In the case of United States vs. Dawson (15 Howard, 49> it 
be made by Congress. was held that the sixth amendment to the Constitution. whic h 


Mr. Chairman, I must leave many of these points that I had 
intended to discuss, as time passes rapidly. I hasten on to say 
that there is not a single case in all of the cases decided by the 
Supreme Court that is at variance with the doctrine that I have 
sought to establish. Many cases have been cited in opposition, 
and you will find many dicta, but they are only dicta, against my 
position. The cases cited relate generally to territory where a 
treaty right existed—a compact with the United States securing 
to the inhabitants of the territory the rights of American citizens. 
These cases are substantially all reviewed by Mr. Justice Brewer 
in the case of the American Publishing Company vs. Fischer (166 
U. 8., 467). In that case Justice Brewer said: 


Whether the seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
which provides that “in suits at common law, where the value in contro- 
versy shall exceed $20, the right of trial by jury shall be p ” oper- 
ates ex proprio vigore, to invalidate this statute may be a matter of dispute. 
In Webster vs. Reid (2 Howard, 437) an act of the legislature of Iowa dispens- 
ing witha jury in a certain class of common-law actions, was held void. 

ile in the opinion, on page 460, the seventh amendment was quoted, it was 
also said: “‘ The organic law of the Territory of lowa, by express provision 
and by reference, extends the laws of the United States, including the ordi- 
nances of 1787, over the Territory as far as they are applicable;” and the or- 
dinance of 1787, article 2,in terms provided that “the inhabitants of said 
Territory shall be entitled to the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus and of 
trial by jury.”’ Sothe validity may have been adjudged by reason of con- 
flict with Congressionallegislation. 

In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145, 154) it was said, in reference to 
a criminal case corning from the Territory of Utah, that “by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States (Amendment VI) the accused was entitled toa trial 
by an impartial jury.” Both of these cases were quoted in Callan vs. Wilson 
(127 U. 8., 540) as authorities to sustain the ruling that the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States relating to trial by jury are in force in the 
District of Columbia, On the other hand,in Mormon Church vs. United 
States (136 U. S., I, 44) it was said by Mr. Justice Bradley, speaking for the 
court: 

** Doubtless Congress, in legislating for the Territories, would besubject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from 
which Congress derives all its powers, than by any express and direct appli- 
cation of its provisions.’’ And in McAllister vs. United States (141 U. ae ms | 
it is held that the constitutional provision in respect to the tenor >f judici 
offices did not apply to Territorial judges. 


And then, most significant of all, in this, the most recent of the 
cases, Judge Bradley, avoiding an express decision on the consti- 
tutional question, adds: 


But if the seventh amendment does not operate in and of itself to invali- 
date this Territorial statute, then Congress has full control over the Terri- 
tories, irrespective of any express constitutional limitations, and it has leg- 
islated in respect to this matter. 


In Callan vs. Wilson the point at issue was whether a citizen of 


declares that— 

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right ; — 
and public trial by an impartial jury of the State and district whos... 
crime shall have been committed, which district shall have bev), prayion.. 
ascertained by law— ; — 
did not apply to the case of the defendant, who was indicted jy 
a Federal court in Arkansas for a murder committe: in the |p. 
dian Territery. The district in which the trial was had had joey 
created subsequent to the commission of the crime. Speaking of 
the constitutional provision, the court said: : 

It will be seen from the words of this amendment that it applies 
the case of offenses committed within the limits of a State: 
might be our conclusion, if this offense had been committed w 
of Arkansas, it is sufficient here to say, so far as it affects the; siting 
Saar offense was committed out of its limits and within the Indian Tor: 

It seems to me that the conclusion is irresistible that the power 
of Congress with respect to trials outside of the United States. 
except when limited in terms, is plenary and unlimited, 

With respect to the cases cited, involving the question of jury 
trials, it may be said further that even if they furnished deci- 
sions instead of opinions—mere obiter dicta—they would not be 
decisive of the question now under discussion. ‘They related { 
an entirely different condition of things from that now presented, 

(1) They all had to do with territory belonging to the United 
States acquired for the purposes of statehood and with respect to 
which the general and plenary power of Congress had been moii- 
fied by treaty stipulations. 

(2) They all had to do with territory over which Congress ha 
legislated, provided a code of laws, and, so far as might be, extended 
the provisions of the Constitution. 

With respect to Puerto Rico, on the other hand, we have not 
legislated, but are just about todo so. Unhampered by treaty or 
other stipulations or causes, Con has both the constitutional 
** power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations,” 
and also all the combined powers of both the State and Federal 
governments. 

* That in governing territory belonging to the United States the 
power of Congress is absolute has uniformly been asserted by 
writers on the Constitution and by the Supreme Court. 

Judge Story is an authority who I am sure wil! command the 
highest respect. He says: 

The power of Congress over the public territory is clear); lusive and 
universal, and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
universal, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the 1 or by 
the ordinance of 1787, under which any of it has been settle. 


nha What 


th 


the District of Columbia was entitled to the provisions of the Con- And again, at section 1324: 
stitution relating to trial by jury. Held that he was. It could : 


As the General Government possesses the right to acquire territory, either 
by conquest or by — it would seem to follow as an inc' @ const 
uence that it possesses the power to govern what it has ac 
tory does not, when so uired, become entitled to self 
itis not subject to the ju ction of any State. It must, 
under the dominionand jurisdiction of the Union, or it wou Ww 
government at all. In cases of conquest the usage of the world), : 
tion is not wholly subdued, to consider the conquered territory 6 mn" 
held by military occupation until its fate shall be determined by 4 Test)» 
peace. But during intermediate period it is exclusively goal ders 
qoveramess of the conqueror. In case of confirmation or « ae 
he on becomes firm and stable, and the ceded territory Peron’) 
— the nation to which it is annexed, either on terms stipmace 
ty or on such as its new master shall impose. Lar 
The relations of the inhabitants with each other do not change, bust 
relations with their former sovereign are dissolved, and now relation 
created between them and their new sovereign. The act transiermls 
country transfers the allegiance of its inhabitants. But the genera: 4°" 
strictly remain as they were until altered by the new sover™. 
the trea Am nage py lf en. the privileges, rights Ne the 
nities of citizens of the United States, the treaty, as a part of {ho 8" 4 
land, becomes obligatory in these respects. ether the same effect No 
result from the mere fact of their becoming inhabitants and «).\7°" > 
cession without any xpress stipulation may deserve inquiry \* ‘° , 
should ever occur. Bu ee ee te in political power un 
become a State aad are tted into the Union as such. Unt: thal” 
the territory remains subject to the Government in such ag regen Pm 
shall direct, under the clause of the Constitution now uncer con" 


In the last section he follows and uses almost the exact langaag 
of Chief Justice Marshall in American Insurance Comp”) 
Canter. 


hardly have been held otherwise, since the District of Columbia 
was carved out of Maryland and Virginia, two of the original 
parties to the Constitution, and since eo by act of Con- 
gress of February 21, 1871, the Constitution been expressly 
extended to the District. 

In Thompson vs. Utah (170 United States, 343) defendants com- 
mitted grand larceny in 1895, when Utah was a Territory. 

By the statutes of the Territory then in force they were entitled 
to be tried by a jury of twelve men. 

When Utah became a State, its constitution provided for a trial 
by a ing y of eight. 

Held that this was an ex post facto law and infringed the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The provisions of the Constitution 
had been extended over Utah by act of Congress in 1850. 

All of these cases were decided as to the law in places where the 
constitutional power of Congress had been limi 

That it is plenary and unlimited under the Constitution will 
appear from the decision in In re Ross (140 U. S., 453). 

oss, the petitioner, was one of the crew of an American ship, 
and when lying in the harbor of Yokohama made an assault upon 
and killed one‘of the officers of the vessel. He was arrested and 
tried before the American consul-general and four associates for 
murder, He was convicted, and, his death sentence having been 
commuted, was sent to the penitentiary at Albany. He sought 
























- 


1900 CONGRE 


—— 


And in the case of United States vs. Kagama (118 U. S., 375, 380) 
Justice Miller says: 

But this power of Congress to organize Territorial governments and make 
laws for their inhabitants arises not so much from the clause in the Consti- 
tution inregard todisposing of and making rules and regulations concerning 
the territory and other Pre che’ of the United States as from the owner- 
ship of the country in which the Territories are and the right of exclusive 
sovereignty which must exist in the National Government and can be found 

nowhere else. 

And Mr. Justice Bradley, in the case of Mormon Church rs. The 
United States, a very recent case, says: 

The power of Congress over the Territories of the United States is general 
and plenary, arising from and incidental to the right to acquire the terri- 
tory itself, and from the power given in the Constitution to make all needful 
rules and re — respecting the territory or other property belonging 
Oa be absurd to hold that the United States had power to acquire 
territory and no power to govern it when acquired. The power to acquire 
territory, other than the territory northwest of the Ohio River, which be- 
longed to the United States at the adoption of the Constitution, is derived 
from the treaty- g power and the power to declare and carry on war. 
The incidents of these powers are those of national sovereignty and belong 
to all independent governments. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I shall not weary the committee with 
further citations. To my mind it is clear upon reason and au- 
thority that Congress has the unquestionable power to pass this 

ill. 

. Mr. Chairman, if we are compelled to legislate subject to the 

limitations of the Constitution, we can not, in my judgment, gov- 

ern the Philippines and Puerto Rico so as to secure both their 
welfare and our own. We must let them go, or we must secure 

a constitutional amendment, or we must govern by that method 

which I have seen so many times suggested, and which seems to 

find favor in this House, by allowing the Executive to govern as 
he is governing in the Philippines and in Puerto Rico to-day. 
3ut when you suggest that method to me I ask you what limita- 
tions are there in the Constitution upon the power of Congress 
that do not exist upon the power of the President of the United 

States? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The President of the United States is in possession of the Philip- 
pines to-day because, as President, he is under a sworn obligation 
to see that the laws shall be faithfully executed, and he is in pos- 
session of Puerto Rico to-day, an island in a condition of peace, 
simply as the trustee for the American people, to hold that island 
until the Congress of the American people shall prescribe the 
method of its government. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I pass over the question as to the policy of 
this bill. I do not care to discuss at length what the gentleman 
who preceded me [Mr. PAYNE] has already discussed—the reasons 
why we should impose this duty upon Puerto Rico. 

To my mind the great question presented by this bill rises above 
any material considerations. It is not with mea question of dol- 
lars and cents. It is a question of the constitutional power of 
Congress to deal with these possessions in such a way that that 
dealing shall inure to their advantage and to ours. 

So far as Puerto Rico is concerned, it is not a question of senti- 
ment. It is a plain, practical business question. I admire the 
loyalty of the Puerto Ricans; I sympathize with them in their mis- 
fortune; but their government can no more than any other gov- 
ernment be administered without a revenue. There must be 
money for schools, for internal improvements, for general admin- 
istration. We can get revenue only in one of three ways. By 
berrowing, by direct appropriations from the Federal Treasury, 
or by taxation. I do not believe that Congress would be justified 
nstarting Puerto Rico on its new career mortgaged for the ex- 
penses of its current needs. 

I do not believe, however strong may be the sympathy of the 
American people for the Puerto Ricans, that they will look with 
satisfaction upon direct appropriations of money out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury for support of a people who do not themselves con- 
tribute thereto. Only one alternative, therefore, remains, namely, 
taxation. Indirect taxes are the least oppressive and easiest to be 
borne. They will fall on those who are best able to pay. It would 

be oppressive and burdensome beyond measure to extend our in- 
ternal-revenue system to Puerto Rico, and yet if we are to treat 
Puerto Rico as we treat ourselves we must do that. 

It must not be forgotten, Mr. Chairman, that we are conferring 
advan S upon these people far beyond what they have ever 
dreamed of. @ have relieved them of the multiplied and op- 
pressive Spanish taxes—export taxes, consumption taxes, trans- 
portation taxes, and others without number. 

I find, for instance, from the report of Mr. Carroll, special com- 
missioner from the Treasury Department to Puerto Rico, that in 
the year 1896 the producers of Puerto Rico paid export and cargo 
Cuties on sugar, molasses, coffee, and lumber to the amount of 
$351,624.40, We relieve them from all burdens of that kind. 
Their coffee comes into our markets free, and that is two-thirds of 
their exports. On sugar we reduce the duty from 330 per ton to 

‘.50 perton, This will save them over $1,000,000 annually. We 
reduce the duty on tobacco from 35 cents per pound to between 
8 and 9 cents, and this will save another million annually, 
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In 1898 a committee of prominent citizens, appointed to report 
upon desired changes in the Puerto Rican tariff system, made a 
report to the Club de Industriales of Ponce recommending certain 
changes, but particularly two. One was greater protection to 
their own industries and the other was an attempt to secure from 
the North American Republic a reduction of 20 per cent in duties 
on tobacco, sugar, molasses, and salt exported from Puerto Rico. 

This bill more than satisfies the desires then expressed. We 
give them protection and, instead of a 20 per cent reduction, we 
give them a 75 per cent reduction. 

But above all, Mr. Chairman, we give them the benefit of all 
the money collected. What they pay out with one hand they 
receive again with the other. 

Tbe question of free trade or protection with respect to this 
littie island is one of absolutely no importance; but when you 
come to say that under the limitations of the Constitution you 
must give free trade to the Philippines, you must incorporate into 
the body politic 12,000,000 Malays as citizens of the United States, 
and must extend te that archipelago our navigation laws, I calla 
halt. In behalf of my own people I am not willing to see the 
wage-earner of the United States, the farmer of the United States, 
put upon aleveland brought into competition with the cheap half- 
slave labor, savage labor, of the Philippine Archipelago, [Loud 
applause. | 

Il want to say before I conclude, Mr, Chairman, that lam not 
impressed with the argument that all government is by the con- 
sent of the governed. That is a proposition that, however nicely 
it looks theoretically, we have never adopted in practice in this 
country. We did not adopt it in Louisiana; we did not adopt it 
in Florida. For more than thirty years we have ignored it and 
are ignoring it to-day in Alaska, and for five years the Territory 
of New Mexico existed under a code prescribed by a military gov- 
ernor, a code as to which the inhabitants of the Territory had 
nothing at all to say. 

The rule does not apply to republican representative govern- 
ment. This Government itself does not exist by the consent of 
the governed. Twelve million five hundred thousand voters in 
the last Presidential election determined the policy of the Admin- 
istration for 75,000,000 people; and during four years of bloody 
warfare the people of the South were governed and for years after 
against their consent. The question we have to meet is a practi- 
cal question, Mr. Chairman; it is not a question of theory. 

Liberty does not find its definition in glittering generalities. It 
is practical in its scope and purpose. It is not the same at all 
times and in all places. It means the largest individual freedom 
consistent with the welfare of all. It is therefore limited by con- 
ditions. What would be liberty in one place, among one people, 
would be license in another place among a different people. There 
is a necessary relation of suitableness between the government 
and the governed. 

The methods of government prescribed by the principles of 
Anglican liberty as practiced in the United States would be gro- 
tesque in the Philippine Islands and would bring to their people 
no advantage. They would be in point of fact impossible of ex- 
ercise. 

I am sorry that my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatu] 
seems to think with our friends on the other side that the Amer- 
ican people can not be trusted to do justice unless they are tied 
down by the terms of a written instrument. My friead from 
Massachusetts says: 

But [ regard it as a most inauspicious omen that our first legislative act 
should be framed on the theory that freedom does not follow the flag, but 
that the latter goes to those islands unattended by the great principles of 
liberty which have made it glorious. Who can measure the evils that will 


result from a denial of the fundamental muniments against oppression with 
which our Constitution surrounds the individual? 


When and where will my friend tell me has the flag ever gone 
unattended by the great principles of liberty? Never anywhere. 
But it goes attended by those great principles not because they are 
written on any parchment, but because they are inscribed in the 
hearts of the American people. { Applause. | 

The guaranties of liberty do not exist alone in the Constitution 
of the United States. They do not depend upon that great instru- 
ment for their strength and perpetuity. They would continue to 
live and flourish if that Constitution were annihilated. They are 
the indestructible heritage of humanity, They are our rich her- 
itage, gained step by step through years of blood and struggle in 
a land of— 
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Just and old renown 
Where freedom broadens slowly down 
From precedent to precedent. 

They existed before the Constitution was framed. They landed 
at Jamestown in 1607 and at Plymouth Rock in 1620. The prin- 
ciples of Magna Charta, the Petition of Right, and the Bull of 
Rights—the three statutes which Edmund Burke called the Bible 
of the English Constitution—and their accretions in the battles 
for liberty throughout all the centuries furnish the rule of politi- 
cal action wherever the Saxon race assumes to govern. No 








1960 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 19 





American Congress would dare to violate them in the face of the 
American people. : 

That people would brook no interference with the fundamental 
principies of liberty in the government of others any more than 
they would in the government of themselves. They will not un- 
write their history. They will not dishonor theirancestry. Their 
flag shall be, as it has ever been, the flag of the free. And where- 
ever it shall float, on land or sea, in sunshine or in storm, in the 
sky of the Occident or the sky of the Orient, every star shining 
from its field of blue and every stripe blazing from its field of 
white shall symbolize justice and the guaranty to every man of 
his full measure of liberty under law. [Loud and long-continued 
applause on the Republican side. | 

Under the rule the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8245) and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 392. An act to pay the General Marine Insurance Company 
of Dresden the sum of $1,434.12 for certain coupons detached 
from United States bonds, which said coupons were lost on the 
Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 14, 1886—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 854. An act for the relief of Lieut. Horace P. McIntosh—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. SPERRY obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of National New Haven Bank, Fifty-fourth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARTLETT, for to-night, on account of physical condi- 
tion. 

To Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania, for three days, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. ATWATER, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Brown, for five days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. SHELDEN, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Mupp, for this evening, on account of important busi- 


ness, 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the order of the House making 
this evening the same as Friday evening, for the consideration of 
pension and other bills, the House will stand in recess until 8 
o'clock; and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will act as 
Speaker at the evening session. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled and was called 
to order at 8 p. m. by Mr. HEPBURN, Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule 
under which the House is in session, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing —{ of desertion only shall be 
commuetan; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o’clock and 30 min- 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were 63 ayes and 1 no. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

resent. 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to ask my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] if there is not some way whereby we can 
arrive at some agreement, Anything he may propose we will 
agree to, 

Mr. TALBERT. I have nothing to propose, Mr. Speaker, ex- 
cept to bring a quorum here to transact business legally, lawfully, 


and a 
to that. [Laughter.] 


Mr. GIBSON. ell, I will 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. A of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is evidently no quorum 


present. The Clerk will read section 4 of Rule XV, 


It is evident that no quorum is 


i 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and a quo» 
present and objection is made for that cause, unless the House th : 
there shall be a call of the House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms sha 
proceed to bring in absent members, and the yeas and nays on tl 
question shall at the same time be considered as ordered.” The ( ).’ ! 
call the roll, and each member as he answers to his name may \ _— 
pending question, and, after the roll call is completed, each mem canal 
shall be brought by the Sergeant-at-Arms before the House. w} ted 
shall be noted as present, discharged from arrest, and given an ©, : 
to vote, and his vote shall be recorded. he 

If those voting on the question and those who are present ani ne 3 
vote shall together make a majority of the House, the Speaker « Bes 
that a quorum is constituted, and the pending question shall }.« |... gobs 


- 


the majority of those voting shall appear. And thereupon further»)... 
ings under the shall be considered as dispensed with. At any tino... 
the roll call has been completed the Speaker may entertain a niot\,, +... ~ 


journ, if seconded by a majority of those present, to be ascertaine,) |. Aoecs 
count by the Speaker; and if the House adjourns all proceedings v1). 4). 
section shall be vacated. But this section of the rule shall not ap... 0 
sessions of Friday night, until further order of the House. i 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Under that rule, Mr. Speaker, I dema) i 
a call of the House. eee 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that we adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced {}),{ the 
noes seemed to have it. ° 
Mr. BISHOP. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays, | 
an SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the mot 
journ. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays have }jeey 


demanded. 
n the call of the roll. 


10n to 


The Clerk be 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I did not demand the yeas 
and nays; the demand was made by the gentleman from Michigan 
eae and the Chair has not submitted the question to 
the House. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has not submitted the 
question. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the motion 


to adjourn was defeated under viva voce vote, and under the rule 
it is the duty of the Speaker to call the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The motion to adjourn has not 
been determined, and upon this question the yeas and nays haye 
been demanded. Does the Chair understand that the demand for 
the yeas is withdrawn? 

Mr. BISHOP. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and § 
members voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Six members voting in the afiirm- 
ative—not a sufficient number. The noes have it, and the motion 
to adjourn is not agreed to. The question ison the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. The yeas and nays are ordered, and gentlemen in favor 
of the motion when their names are called will say ‘‘ aye,” and those 


opposed say ‘‘no.” The doors will be closed and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will bring in absentees. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. I desire to ask if this call is being had under section |, 


Rule XXV? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. Pa 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Is it the ruling of the Chair 
that that rule is applicable to this session? 

Mr. LACEY. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
this is expressly eliminated from the rule. te 

The SPEAKER protempore, This is not Friday night; this 's 
Monday night. 

Mr. LACEY. Monday night was substituted for Friday. 
; _" NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state his par 
Hessen ie uiry. oa 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Will it be necessary now for my ‘Ur 
ther motion to the Chair to issue his warrant to bring in tie 4 
sentees, or will it be done as the matter now stands’ —_ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itwill be done asthe matter!" 
stands, under the rule. e Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 10), 2) 
swering present 13, not voting 183; as follows: 


1, an- 


YEAS—155. - 
Allen, Me. Boutell, Ml. Burkett, Cooper, Tex 
er, Bowersock, Burnett, Crawford, 
ha: Brenner, Butler, Cromer, 
Bartholdt, Brick, Calderhead, Crump, | 
Bell, Bromwell, Caldwell, Crump » 
Bellamy, Brownlow, Capron, Cummings, 
Berry, Brundidge, Clarke, N. H. Curtis, 
Bishop, Bull, Cochran, Mo. Cusack, 
Boreing, Burke, Tex. Cochrane, N.Y. Cushman, 
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Dahle. Hedge, Miers, Ind. 
Davenport, 8. A. Hemenway, Miller, 
Davidson, Henry, Conn. Minor, 
Davis, Hepburn, Moody, Mass. 
Dayton, Hoffecker — 
. er, JLoon, 
eiliver, Howell, Neville, 
Dovener, Jack, Noonan, 
Eddy, Jenkins, Norton, Ohio 
Esch, Gennaio. . Norton, 8. C. 
ley. ones, Wash. jen, 
pieerald, N.¥. Kahn, Packer, Pa. 
Fletcher, Kerr, Parker, N. J. 
Fordney, aces. Pierce, Tenn 
a aa Cente 
owiler, ndis, uarles, 
Gedest, Mich. Lentz, Ray, 
Gardner, N. J. Linney, Reeder, 
Gaston, Little, Rhea, Va. 
Gibson, eens, pone 
ill. primer, oberts, 
Giyan, Loudenslager, Robinson, Ind. 
Graff, L, yorand, Robineon, Nebr. 
yreene, Mass. eary, odenber; 
Grespenet McDowell, Ryan, N. ¥. 
Grout, McLain, Ryan, Pa. 
Hall, McPherson, Salmon, 
Hamilton, May, Shafroth, 
Haugen, Meekison, Shattuc, 
Heatwole, Mercer, Showalter, 
NAY—1. 
Jones, Va. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’—13 
Burleson, Griggs, Marsh, 
Carmack, Jett, Ransdell, 
Driscoll, Lanham, Shackleford, 
Fitzpatrick, Lloyd, Shelden, 
NOT VOTING—183 
cheson, Davey, Lester, 
— De Armond, Levy, 
Adamson, De Graffenreid, Lewis, 
Alexander, De Vries, Littauer, 
Allen, Ky. Denny, Livingston, 
Allen, Miss. Dinsmore, Long, 
twater, Dougherty, Loud, 
Babcock. Driggs, Lovering, 
Bailey, Kans. Elliott, McAleer, 
ae Tex. _eacom, et 
. pes, cClellan, 
Bankhead, Faris, McCulloch, 
Barber, Fitzgerald, Mass) McRae, 
Barney, Fleming, Maddox, 
Bartlett, Foster, Mahon, 
Benton, Fox, Mann, 
Bingham, Freer, Mesick, 
Boutelle, Ma Gaines, Metcalf, 
Bradley, Gamble, Meyer, La 
Brantley, Gayle, Mondell, 
Breazeale, Gilbert, Morgan, 
Brewer, Gillet, N. Y. Morris, 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. Mudd, 
Broussard, Gordon, Muller, 
Brown, Graham, Naphen, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Green, Pa. Needham, 
Burleigh, Griffith, Newlands, 
Burton, Grow, O'Grady, 
Campbell, Harmer, Olmsted, 
Cannon, Hawley, Otey, 
Catchings, Hay, Overstreet, 
Chanler, Henry, Miss. Payne, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Tex. Pearce, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. Hitt, Pearre, 
Clayton, N. ¥, Hopkins, Polk, 
Connell, Howard, Powers, 
Cooney, Hull, Prince, 
Cooper, Wis. Joy, Pugh, 
Corliss, Ketcham, Reeves, 
Cousins, Kitchin, Rhea, Ky. 
oo ee foo 
OX, uttz, dgely, 
Crowley, pace, | 
aly. ne, xey, 
Dalzell, Latimer, Robbins, 


Davenport, 8. W. Lawrence, 


Before the result of the vote was announced the following pro- 
took place: 
ILL. M 


ceedin 
Mr. 
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Robertson, La. 


week, and I ask that he be excused. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 


gentleman from Connecticut will be excused, 
There was no objection. 


Mr. SOUTHAR 


mous consent that he be excused. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, In the absence of objection, the 


ine be granted. 
was no objection. 


_ Mr. SHATTUC. The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Puan, 
is unavoidably detained from the House this evening, and I ask 


that he be excused. 
There was no objection; and Mr, Puau was excused. 


Mr.SHATTUC. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BENTON, 
had an appointment to-night with a delegation from Missouri, 
which he could not very well waive, and he asked me to call him 





Smith, H. C. 


Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tompkins, 
Underhill, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wright. 


Sheppard. 


Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Scudder, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sims. 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, 1. 
Smith, Ky. 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 


Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Thayer, 
Thropp, 
Tongue, 
Turner, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 


Weymouth, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Young, Pa. 
Young, Va. 
Zenor, 

Ziegler. 


colleague, Mr. RussELL, has been sick for a 


. Mr. a, I understand that the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. KetcuaM, is not well, and I ask unani- 


. 
L961 
up by telephone in case of a roll call. The roll call was going on 
when I came in, and therefore I could not notify himintime, I 
ask that he be excused for to-night. 

There was no objection; and Mr. BENTON was excused. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Brostus, 
is absent to-night on account of attendance upon a conference 
committee. lask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. Brosius was excused. 

Mr. SHOWALTER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. OLMSTED, 
who has been called away on important business, may be excused. 














The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Judge 


MApDox, be excused on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Inthe absence of objection, the 
gentleman from Georgia will be excused, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
now adjourn. 
those present. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
15 members rising to second the motion, and, 15 not being a ma- 
jority of those present, 169, that the motion was not seconded. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state his 
| parliamentary inguiry. 

Mr. HILL. I understand that the Chair, at the beginning of 
the session this evening, ruled that this is not a Friday night ses- 
sion. Am I correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a meeting on Monday 
night to transact the business which would be done on Friday 
night. 

Mr. HILL. And therefore we do not adjourn at half past 10 
under the rule of Friday night sessions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the special or- 
der requires an adjournment at that hour. 

Mr. HILL. If the special order applies in that case, why does 
it not apply in the other case? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The special order authorizing 
the business of Friday night to be transacted to-night—— 

Mr. HILL. Then a point of order against adjourning at half 
past 10 would be sustained by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will determine that 
when we reach it. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to move 
to take a recess until to-morrow evenirg at 8 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would not be in 
order. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Imovethat the House donow adjourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the gentleman 
from New Jersey that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that that motion is not in order. A motion to adjourn has just 
been voted down, and there has been no intervening business, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho point of order is overruled, 
There has been intervening business. The Chair responded to a 
parliamentary inquiry of the gentleman from Connecticut. The 
gentleman from New Jersey moves that the House do now ad- 
journ. This motion must be seconded by a majority of the mem- 
bers present. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
28 members rising, not a majority. 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no other side on this 
motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, if it be in order, I ask that the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. SULLOWAyY, chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, be excused to-night. I know 
of my own personal knowledge that he has been in very bad 
health for a week and is utterly unable to be present to-night. 
So I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire will be excused. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Before I waive an objection to that request, 
I desire to ask what would have been the penalty if the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee had not been made? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair scarcely regards that 
as a parliamentary inquiry, 


It is moved that the House do 
This motion must be seconded by a majority of 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


ourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
moves that the House do now adjourn. This motion must be 
seconded by a majority of those present. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
64 members rising to second it, not a majority of those present. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I demand tellers on 


that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to appoint 
tellers, because under this rule the Speaker has to ascertain 
whether the motion has been seconded. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. BALL, be excused on account of 
illness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man from Texas BALL] will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleagties, Mr. RicHarpson, Mr. Gates, Mr. Cox, and Mr, 
Sims, be excused. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the gentlemen 
will be excused. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
moves that the House do now adjourn. This motion must be 
seconded by a majority of those present. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced 90 members, 
a majority of those present, seconding the motion. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. G1Bson, it was 
agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


—_——— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Commissioner of Patents. transmitting his 
annual report for the calendar year 1899—to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Light-House Board submitting a 
draft of proposed legislation relating to traveling expenses of 
civilian members of the Board—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect 
increasing the estimate of deficiency appropriation for vaults, 
safes, and locks for public buildings—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Long Bridge 
across the Potomac—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Turtle Bayou, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


—_———_——_ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to an Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named 
a8 ToLLOWS: 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 5065) to extend the laws relating to commerce, navi- 
gation, and merchant seamen over the Hawaiian Islands ceded to 
the United States, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 375); which said bill ard report were re- 
—e to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

n1on. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6071) 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter, re- 
= the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

‘ 


7 6); which said bill and report were referred to the House Calen- 
ar, 


? 
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the following titles were severally reported from com» ft 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of ; . 
House, as follows: 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1458) for th 
John E. Whinn aay, reported the same with amendment, »< 

nied by a report ( ferred 
to the Private Calendar. 7 





Calendar. 


of the House (H. R. 1989) for the relief of Marie Wi, ; 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report \, 
354); which said bill and report were referred to the Private (4), 


endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Iny.\iq pop. 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. !. | ve 
the relief of Elizabeth Johns, reported the same with am , 
accompanied by a report (No. 355); which said bill and ro 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


bill of the House (H. R. 5126) granting an increase of ponsion ; 
James J. McMains, reported the same with amendme1): 
panied by a report (No. 356); which said bill and report w 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


by a report (No. 357); which said bill and report were ref. aed te 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BIr. 


RESOLUTIONS. ‘D 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and res.) 


Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pension 


hich 


0.352); which said bill and report were =. 1...) 


He also, from the same committee, to which was rej | the 


bill of the House (H. R. 1201) granting to James McNy;; < oie 
sion, reported the same with amendment, accompanied | inal 


(No. 353); which said bill and report were referred to tis Priy:. 
He also, from the same committee, towhich was referre.| );o}, i 


ng, re- 


al- 


, tor 
ument, 
port 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 4) 


Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3863) granting a pens 
to Alfred Dyer, reported the same with amendment, accom 





the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. k. (ip) 
— a pension to Louisa Stearns, widow of Lewis Stearns, 
deceased, re the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 358); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (11, It. 5s+2) 
granting an increase of pension to John Fairchild, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 35)); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4836) for the relief of Wilbur I. Loveland, 
late of Company E, Seventh Pennsylvania Cavalry \ olunteers, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 360); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 857) for the relief of 
James Chapman, late ee Eighth New York Cava'ry, assist- 
ant surgeon Nineteenth New York Infantry, and sugeon One hon- 
dred and twenty-third New York Infantry, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 361); which said bil 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ’ 

Mr, ANE of New York, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (1/1. It. 5") 
for the relief of Mary McCarthy, mother of John 1). McCarthy, 
Sixth Company, First Battalion New York Sharpshooters, te 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (0. 
362); which said bill and report were referred to tho lrvate Cas 


endar. - 
Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Pal! 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (!!. '\. - 
extending the time for proof and payment on lands claimed unvet 
the desert-land law of the United States by the mem!:rs 0: ; 
Colorado Sad Colony in southwestern Colora:o, repor'es 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report No. 304); 
which said bill and were referred to the Private Cacn is 
Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 0 Wo 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4335) granting a perso" 
to Sarah Robinson, qrescen of William H. Edmonds, be'pit™’ 
and idiotic minor of ae C. Edmonds, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a a (No. 365); which sale 
and report were referred tothe PrivateCalendar. = 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Inval' ! — 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 723) grant 
an increase of pension to Harrison Canfield, report: a one 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 366); wich” 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. a tbe 
He also, from the same committee, to which was refert¢ 
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pill of the House (H. R. 8397) for the relief of John White, re- 

ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

“g7); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
dar. ‘ 

onrle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


pill of the House (H. R. 3202) granting a pension to Catherine E. | 


O'Brien. reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 368); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 





ee 
L196: 

tion of a public building in the city of Georgetown, S. C. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) asking for 
estimates for the improvement of Aquia Creek, in Stafford County, 
Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANDIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 179) donating 


to the 


| a condemned captured cannon to the Commandery in Chief of the 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7445) granting | 


a pension to Emma B. Reed, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 369); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7594) | 


eranting @ pension to Amelia Taylor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 370); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3085) granting a 
pension to William a late of Company A, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 371); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House (H. R. 1768) granting an increase of pension to | 


George J. Stealy, of Clarksburg, W. Va., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 372); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 156) granting a 
pension to Lena E. Patterson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 373); which said bill and 
report was referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6356) to 
grant an increase of pension to Lewis R. Armstrong, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 374); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8670) to in- 
crease the pension of Stephen J. Watts; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 8690) for the erection of a 
memorial building or monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: ‘A bill (H. R, 8691) to amend the laws relating 
to the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. STARE: A bill (H. R. 8692) to improve the armament 

of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 
_ By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8693) for widening and extend- 
ing ‘Warder avenue, opening a highway through Whitney Close, 
along Soldiers’ Home grounds, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 8694) to acquire bal- 
ance of square 636 and erect thereon a building to be used by the 
House of Representatives for committee rooms, document and 
folding rooms, storage of archives, and other purposes—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan (by request): A bill (i. R. 
8695) to relieve pensioners and Congress by the establishment of 
a court of pension appeals, and for other purposes—to the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8696) prohibiting 
bone or fertilizing factories to be ated in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the rict of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8697) to increase the efficiency of 
the military establishment of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MER: A bill (H. R. 8698) to provide for payment 
of 50 cent additional for all work in excess of eight hours per 
diem for certain per diem employees of the Government—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 8699) to provide for the erec- 





Sons of Veterans, United States of America 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 180 
hibiting the transportation of sugar from one State 


to the Committee on 


) pro- 
to another— 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res: 181) to admit free 
sugar, molasses, and everything entering into the 
sugars from Puerto Rico and Cuba 
and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: A resolution of the legislature of the State of 
California, favoring the completion of surveys in California—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


of duty 
manufacture of 
to the Committee on Ways 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8700) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles B. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8701) to remove charge of desertion from ree- 
ord of Thomas Ready, alias Thomas O’Maley—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8702) for the relief of Mrs. 
Virginia Grant, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) for the relief of the estate of Ann Lum, 
deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to 
Lois D. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: A bill (CH. R. 8705) to provide 
compensation for injuries received by George E. Giles, of Water- 
town, Wis., at the Ford’s Theater disaster, which occurred June 9, 
1898—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8706) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 8707) for relief of John Fuller, 
member of Company C, Eighth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 8708) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Jackson and her minor child—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8709) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis H. Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8710) granting a pension to Sarah K. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8711) to correct the military 
record of George Moltz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8712) for the relief of 
the estate of Christopher Armat, deceased, late of Spottsylvania 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8713) for the relief of J. A. 
Shackelton, of Lunenburg County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8714) to increase the pension of 
Joseph Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8715) granting a pension to Lewis Bryan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8716) to increase the pension of Emily Mur- 
dock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8717) to increase the pension of Catherine 
Bowsher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8718) for the relief of Mrs.S. A. 
Penniman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8719) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from naval record of Thomas Dunlop—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8720) to grant an honorable discharge to 
W. H. H. Hardin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8721) for the restora- 
tion of pension to Amos L. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Ann Eliza 
Bever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8723) cranting a 
pension to Ann 8, Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8724) for the relief of the estate 
of Sarah G. Smith, deceased, late of Stafford County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8725) for the relief of legal rep- 
resentative of John Souder, deceased, of Loudoun County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8726) for relief of James T. 
Smith, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8727) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Fraser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Leahey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8729) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Bump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8730) for the relief of Kate 
Winter—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 8731) granting an increase of 

msion to Andrew J. Malcomb—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions, 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8732) for therelief of Frances 
G. Elderkin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 8733) granting an increase of 
pension to Ernestine Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8734) granting a pension to Mary Ryan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8735) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie B. Sharrard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8736) granting a pension to Marium Barton— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting a pension to Kate Forrester— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8738) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Gournerlo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8739) granting an increase of pension to La- 
vina Rosenbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) granting a pension to Caroline Com- 
mandeur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8741) granting a pension to Samuel O. Han- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) granting a pension to Andrew Fergu- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8748) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Schaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8744) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mat- 
thews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8745) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8746) granting an increase of pension to Val- 
entine Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8747) for the relief of Henry 8S. 
Saunders—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8748) for relief of Catherine E, 
Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8749) for the relief of Adelaide 
B. Lindenberger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8750) for the relief of Anthony McAndrews— 
to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER; Resolutions of Coopers’ Unions Nos. 72 and 
29, of Dubuque, Iowa, protesting against the passage of a bill for 
the abolishment of revenue tax on one-eighth barrels of beer—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Vicksburg, Miss., in favor of the laying of competing 
cable lines to Cuba—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Christian Monson, of Five Points, 
Wis., and other fourth-class postmasters, favoring the of 
House bills Nos, 4930 and 4931—to the Committee on the Post. 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of Boulder (Colo.) Trades and Labor 
Assembly, against the ceding of public lands to States and Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Charlotte, N. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petitions of the members of the bar of Charlctte, N. C., 
Gastonia, N. C., and of the Chamber of Commerce of Charlotte, 
N. C., to provide for the appointment of a resident clerk of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Charlotte, N. C., 


to accompany House bill No, 6968—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


By Mr. BURTON: Petition of J. A. Bartlett and o+)... 9. 
gists, of Cleveland, Ohio, relating to the stamp tax on }),.,);...°" 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways an.) \) ues, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolutions of Abraham Line.) 2 
ment, No. 22, Army of Illinois, Union Veterans’ Union. jy, °°" 
sition to the passage of House bill No. 3988, for a reorsanj,.! 
of the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on Agricultny. @ 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Francis Seiglie and ¥),.... 
of Sagua la Grande, Cuba, for relief—to the Committee on [pen 
Affairs. oe 

~~ Mr. COWHERD: Petition of 8. F. Scott and other pos: og 
clerks in the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri. f,y.1;.° 
the passage of House bill No, 4351—to the Committee on tho p ms 
Office and Post-Roads. oo 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of \;s Lois 
D. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. biti: 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany House bill grantiy., a 
increase of pension to Thomas Reed—to the Committee on Inyo 


Pensions. oe 
By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of W. H. Foster and other citisons 
of Malone, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products +, 


the laws of the State or Territory into which they are importeg— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Fred E. Smith and 8 other citizens 
of Montpelier, Vt., for the passage of House bill No. 1144, relatino 
to the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Colum)i,_ 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Vandegriff & Price and other 
druggists of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, , 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Paper to accompany House )jJ] 
relating to the claim of Matthew Broome, of Hinds County 
Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. gis 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Petition of A. B. Yates and other 
dace in the post-office at Fredericksburg, Va. , asking for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of clerks in first 
and second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Otiico 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of N. Hebard and others, of 
America, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of Local Union No. 178, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Beacon, Iowa, and Retail Clerks’ 
International Protective Association, No. 87, of Ottumwa, Iowa, 
in relation to eight-hour law and prison labor—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of Christian Endeavorers of the Methodist Pro- 
testant Church of Ottumwa, Iowa, protesting against the sale of 
liquor by canvassing agents—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traftic. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of A. M. Conkly and other citi- 
zens of Canton, N. Y., praying for a law subjecting food and dairy 
products to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are 
imported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

y Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, Pa., fav the passage of House bill 
No. 887, for the promotion ‘of exhibits in the Philadelphia mu- 
seums—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, of New York City, for competing cable facilities be- 
tween the United States and Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Letter Carriers’ Fraternal and Benevolent 
Union of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring retirement of letter carriers 
after a specified nu: her of years—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. a 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, with ret- 
erence to the bill for the encouragement of the American mer 
chant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. ia 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trane 

rtation, wg age eo of a commission for exten’ 
oe with China and Japan—to the Committee on Foreign 
airs. 


Also, petition of Boericke & Tafel, pharmacists, of Philadel phia, 
Pa., relating to ons for the use of alcohol in the arts an¢ 
medical compounds-—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. MCCLEARY: Resolutions of the Commercial Sil 
Minneapolis, Minn., favoring the conversion of the Chipp® “ 
Indian vation, at the head waters of the Mississip)! ~y ’ 
into a national park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. we 

Also, petition of Coopers’ Union, No. 62, of St. Paul, oor 
against the passage of House bill amending the revenue la W, . ah 
ing a quarter barrel of beer the smallest package of beer that 
be stamped—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Protests of the Engels & Krodwig 
Wine Company and 9 other business firms of Sandusky, Ohio, 
against the ratification of the treaty with France—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of A. L. Flack, of Tiffin, Ohio; E. W. Laughlin, 
of Carey, Ohio; E. R. Tarr, of Crestline, Ohio, and Louis Duero- 
nisch, of Sandusky, Ohio, favoring House bill No. 2044, for an 
independent telephone plant in the city of Washington and the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

mbia. 

7 resolutions adopted by Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 79, 
of Sandusky, Ohio, in relation to the reclamation and settlement 
of public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, resolutions of Born & Co., the L. Hoster Brewing Com- 
pany, and N. Schlee & Son, brewers, of Columbus, Ohio, favoring 
the passage ot House bill No. 4727, amending the revenue law mak- 
ing a quarter barrel of beer the smallest package of beer that can 
be stamped—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. OTJEN: Petition of E. V. Putnam and other employees 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry, of Milwaukee, for provision to 
grant them the usual leave of absence with pay—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. : ; 

Also, petition of railway postal clerks in the Fourth Congres- 
sional district of Wisconsin, for the reclassification of the Rail- 
way Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Herm Nelsen and other druggists, relating to 
the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the Vermont Maple Sugar 
Makers’ Association, asking for the passage of a pure-food law 
that will prevent the adulteration of sugar—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4909, to create a 
China-Japan industrial commission—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, favoring free trade with Puerto Rico—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): Paper to accompany House bill 

anting a pension to Ann 8. Harvey-—to the Committee on Inva- 

id Pensions. 

Also (by request), yt to accompany House bill for the relief 
et James T. Smith, of Alexandria, Ya.—to the Committee on 

aims, 

Also, letter of Gill & Gill, of Garrisonville, Va., to accompany 
joint resolution for an appropriation for dredging certain parts of 
_ Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of Augustine Sei- 
zan (Pierre Saizan), for reference of war claim to the Court of 

Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the directors of the Connecti- 
cut State prison, opposing House bills 19, 5450, and 7519, relating to 
interstate rtation of prison-made products—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Thames Uuien, No, 137, of United Brother- 
hood of ters and Joiners, of Norwich, Conn., opposing 
grants of public lands to any parties but actual settlers, and fa- 
nas irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee on the Public 

nds, 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of New 
London, Conn., expressing sympathy for the ae of the South 
African and Orange Free State Republics—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

_ By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of James Sweeney and other cit- 
izens of Little Falls, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy 
products to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are 
imported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr, STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of the Wisconsin 
Branch of the Railway Postal Clerks, favoring a bill providing 
for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Port Huron, Mich., in 
regard to divorce laws in the Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Ex- 
change of Detroit, Mich., relative to the passage of House bill in 
aid of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum, Senate bill creating 
a department of commerce and industries, and Senate bill provid- 
ing for the improvement of the United States consular service—to 
the Cominittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Drug Exchange, indorsing House bill No. 887, to provide for add- 
ing to and completing specimens and productions, etc., to be ex- 
hibited in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 
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Also, petition of William Ayres & Sons, of Philadelphia, Pa., fa- 
voring the improvement of Trinity River from its mouth to the 
city of Dallas, Tex.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of the American Association of Knit Goods Man- 
ufacturers and Ziegler Brothers, Philadelphia, Pa., urging amend- 
ment of the treaty with France—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. ; 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 20, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miuaurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 


T1900 


EXCHANGE OF DENUDED LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse toa resolution of the 5th instant, a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, relative to the legislation 
necessary to protect the Government in the exchange of denuded 
lands in Government reservations for other lands on the public 
domain, ete.: which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS presented the credentials of Thomas R. Bard, 
chosen by the legislature of California a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1899; which were read and ordered 
to be filed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 160) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H, R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to internal-revenue tax on 
fermented liquors; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that after the 
routine morning business forty minutes be devoted to the consid- 
eration of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, from the Committee on Pensions, asks that after the routine 
morning business forty minutes may be given to consideration of 
pension cases on the Calendar, Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that after that, until 2 o’clock, the Calendar 
may be taken up under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Maine asks 
that after the completion of this order the Calendar may be taken 
up under Rule VIII until 2 o’clock. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: A momentago unanimous 
consent was given that at the conclusion of the routine morning 
business a certain time should be devoted to the consideration of 
pension bills. My attention has been called to the fact that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KenNEy] had given notice that after 
the routine morning business to-day he would submit some re- 
marks on Senate joint resolution No.45. Inowask that the unani- 
mous-consent agreement be modified so that the consideration of 
pension bills will follow the remarks of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire now asks unanimous consent that the unanimous consent 
previously given be reconsidered, and asks unanimous consent 
that after the completion of the speech by the Senator from Dela- 
ware iorty minutes may be given to the consideration of pension 
cases. Isthereobjection? TheChairhearsnone, Itissoordered, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Harlem 
Board of Commerce, of New York City, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to provide for the deepening, widening, and opening 
of the Kills between Harlem River and the Sound; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 1, Ship Masters’ 
Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation relative to the employment period of service, salary, etc., of 
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men in the Life-Saving Service on the riversand lakes of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 89, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Schenectady; of Local Union No. 
132, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Brooklyn, and of Local 
Union No. 283, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Geneva, all 
in the State of New York, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation admitting cigars free of duty from Puerto Rico; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of 36 citizens of Ithaca, Gainesville, 
Rock Glen, Warsaw, Castile, Perry, and Geneva, all in the State 
of New York, and a petition of 51 citizens of Port Jefferson, Long 
Island, praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Trades Labor Assem- 
bly of Watertown, N. Y., and a petition of Local Union No. 24, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Batavia, N. Y., 

sraying that All the remaining public lands of the United States 
S held for the benefit of the whole people, etc.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Trade and Labor Council of 
Peekskill; of Local Union No, 289, United Brotherhood of Car- 

nters and Joiners, of Rockport; of Local Union No. 24, United 

rotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Batavia, and of Local 
Union No. 177, Journeyman Barbers’ Association, of Lockport, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to limit the hours of daily service of laborers, etc., upon 
public works of the United States, and also for the protection of 
free labor from prison competition; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Hatch & Foote, bankers, and 
100 other citizens of New York, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to authorize the Secretary of War to contract with 
Charles Stoughton and his associates for the construction of the 
Harlem Kills Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry members of the 
bar of the Supreme Court of the United States, praying that bet- 
ter accommodations be provided for the law library of Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a — of Post ‘No. 7, Depart- 
ment of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to eo for the detail of active 
and retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military in- 
struction in public schools; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Ramsey County 
Medical Society, of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia; wich was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of S. C. Saunders and 
sundry other citizens of Rutland County, Vt., and the petition of 
A. Davis and sundry other citizens of Washington County, Vt., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to fix the salaries of fourth- 
class postmasters; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Vermont Maple Sugar Mak- 
ers’ Association, praying for the passage of a pure-food bill, so as 
to protect producers and consumers from fraudulent adulteration 
. food products; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 

actures. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Business Men’s Asso- 

ciation of Hampton, Va., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
' He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Rockbridge County, Va., yews for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the continued free distribution of cattle vaccine 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of trustees of the 
Virginia Penitentiary, Richmond, Va., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring convict-made goods to be 
labeled, stamped, or branded as such, and regulating the trans- 
a of the same; which was referred to the Committee on 

ducation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the army-nurse committee of 
the Johns Hopkins Alumne Association, of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to provide for the employ- 
ment of graduate nurses for the Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Pemberton S. Hutchinson 
and 19 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to assure the inhabitants of the Philippine 


Islands that it is not the purpose of the United States +, 
them to its authority against their will, but only to car» 
Tr. of the treaty of peace with Spain pending ; 
ishment of a permanent constitutional government in | 
under the protection of the United States; which was y 
the Committee on the Philippines. = 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Dr. Blair 1.) 
Company, of Freeport, Ill., praying for the repeal of tho «,,.- 
taxupon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetic.- wy). 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. cree 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute, 0; ; 
paign County, Ill., praying that an appropriation be ma. ‘,+ »)... 
extension of rural free mail delivery; which was referyo) 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National League of (5), 
sion Yerchants, pray’ng for the adoption of certain amen iyo) +, 
to the interstate-comrierce law; which was referred to the Coy). 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. pies 

He also presented the petition of S. M. Blunt and 24 other 
zens of Chicago, Ill., praying for the establishment of an | 
veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committ: 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Billings & Speneor 
Company, of Hartford, Conn., and a petition of the Pratt & Whi:. 
ney Company, of Hartford, Conn., praying that an appropri. 
tion be made for the construction of a new Patent Office building 
including a hall of inventions; which were referred to the Co, 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I nt aletter from the Secretary of War, re. 
lating to Senate bill No. 3240, being a bill to increase the ficiency 
of the military establishment of the United States. | move that 
the letter be printed as a document and referred to the Commit. 
tee on Military Affairs, to accompany the bill. 
The motion was agreed to, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2993) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Madden, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 259) granting a pension to Lizzie Breen, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. 
Stover, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

eon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4698) graating an increase of pension to Jolin ©. Fit- 
nam, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Brown, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 304) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Tacoma, in the State 
of Washington, reported it without amendment, and submittela 
report thereon. ‘i 

rt. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, ‘0 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3189) for the relief of Leonard L. 


Army 
on Mili- 


Brownson, it without amendment, and submitted are- 
port thereon. ; 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to waon 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: as 

A bill (S. 3127) granting an increase of pension to Major A. 
Northrop; ; 

A bill (8. 2881) granting a pension to Mary A. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to Chat’s 
Pe ill (Hi R. 8260) grantin, ion to Susan M. B 

. R. granting a pension to Susan M. Putton 

A bill (H. R. 232) granting a pension to John Vars: and ts 

A bill (H. R. en & pension to Elizabeth RB. Ho't. ‘ 

Mr. GALLINGER, from Committee on Pensions, to w°™ 
were referred the following bills, reported them cach w't! 

ent, and submitted reports thereon: * 

A bill (8. 289) granting a pension to John B. Turch'n: H 
e A bill (S. 8004) granting an increase of pension to «9m ™ 

tevens; eiieaie 

A bill (S. 474) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Pattetso" 

A bill (8S. ) granting a pension to Horatio N. Corne!. all 

A bill (8. 1608) granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; - 

A bill (S, 2463) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Leddy. 
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Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. Baker), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 817) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia A. Taylor, of Pratt, Kans., reported it | 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension to | 
Charles Kauffung, reported it with an amendment, and submitted | 
a report thereon. ; : | 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Margaretha Lip- 
pert, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 
“= FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
him on the 19th instant, intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 
99§4) to provide a government for the island of Puerto Rico, and 
for other purposes, reported favorably thereon; and the amend- 
ment was ordered to be printed. 
NAVAL INTELLIGENCE PUBLICATIONS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. 1am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint 
resolution authorizing the printing of extra copies of the publica- 
tions of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy Department, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 91) authorizing the printing of extra 
copies of the publications of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy 
Department, was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is 
hereby, authorized to print, in excess of the 1,000 copies authorized by the act 
of January 12, 1895,such extra copies of the publications of the Office of Naval 
Intelligence as may be necessary for distri>ntion to the naval service and to 
meet other official demands: Provided, That in no case shall the edition of 
any one publication exceed 2,000 copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? : : 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
LopGE on the 13th instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives cor.curring), That there 


be printed for the use of the United States Commission to the Philippine 


Islands 1,500 copies of volume 1 of their report recently submitted to the 
Senate by the ident. 


REPORT ON THE ISLAND OF LUZON, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on | 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] on the 14th instant, to report it | 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present considera- | 





tion. ° 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the | 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the report of Paymaster 
Willis B. Wilcox, United States Navy, on the island of Luzon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest the substitution of the word 
“directed” for ‘‘ requested.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE YEARBOOK, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 


Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 77) 


authorizing the printing of a special edition of the Yearbook of 


the United States ment of Agriculture for 1899, to report 
it with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 9, 
before the word ‘‘thousand,” tostrike out “ten” and insert ‘‘ five;” 
so as to make the joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed of part 2 of the Annual Report of the 
Department of Agriculture for 1899, issued in accordance with seoties 73, 
paragraph 2, chapter 23, Statutes at Large, 1895, issued under the title of 

Yearbook of the United States Department of Agriculture,” a special edi- 
tion of 5,000 copies, on sized and supercalendered paper, to be bound in best 
quality of book cloth, subject tothe approval of the Secretary of Agricul- 

or distribution abroad, and es ly during the Universal Ex ition 
at Paris, 1900, toagricultural, educat: andother public and scien for- 
eign institutions{and libraries, and to public men capocially e in work 
beneficial to agriculture: Provided, That in the distribution of this edition 
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abroad, paragraph 79 of said section 73, of chapter 23, volume 
aarge, 1595, by suspended 


is ber 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engt 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Senate as amended, 


ossed for a third 


CHRISTIAN CHRITZMAN, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 


trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLISON on the Yth instant, re 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is her*by rected 
to pay, out of the miscellaneous i is of the contingent fund of the Sena 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, the sum of $49.2: and the 
geant-at-Arms is hereby directed toapply said amount to the payment t 
funeral expenses and tne expenses of the last sickness of Christian Chritaman 
deceased, late messenger to the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 

| including the sum of $100 loaned to him by C. L. Reynolds t P ‘Ss 
of his last sickness, and alsoto provide a suitable headstone to mark his grave 
in the cemetery at Harrisburg, Pa., at a cost not toexcecd 8); the sum her 


provided to be in lieu of the usual allowance on the de tb of an em} it 

the Senate, and the veucher for payment of the same to be approved by the 

Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senat 
ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEER, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLISON on the 14th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resclved, That the Committee on Appropriations have authority to em 
ploy an assistant clerk, to be appointed by the chairman, and to be paid at 
the rate of $1,200 per annum out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3242) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin Mattson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3243) to create a new Fed- 
eral judicial district in Pennsylvania, to be called the middle dis- 
trict; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3244) to correct the military record 
of Levi Sheetz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3245) granting an increase of pension to John C, Lloyd 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3246) granting an increase of pension to Wesley C. 
Pryor; 

A bill (S, 8247) granting per diem pension service to honorably 
discharged officers and enlisted men of the Union Army in the 
civil war; and 

A bill (S. 3248) granting an increase of pension to Reid Mc- 
Fadden. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (S. 3249) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the naval record of Charles C. Lee; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3250) to protect the fresh-water 
mussels in the rivers of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3251) for the relief of Mrs. H. B. 
Clay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3252) to establish a branch soldiers’ 
home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to 
Harriet H. B. Wales; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3254) to amend section 953 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the signing of a 
bill of exceptions; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3255) to increase the pension 
of Zenith R. Prather; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3256) to increase the pension of 
James B. Logan; which was read twice by its title, and, with tho 


accom oO RR Haver referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S, 3257) to legalize and maintain 


the iron bridge across Pearl River at Rockport, Miss.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
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The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 45) declan. « 
ag of the United States with reference to the p),)) ae 
an 8. ppyeae 
Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, Iam one of those Sena: wl 
voted for the ratification of the treaty of Paris, belicy;;,., t a 
ratification meant the end of the war we had comme) ed re 
humanity's sake, and that the $20,000,000 awarded Spain was ¢,. 
act not only of a magnanimous victor, but as wellatribute placed 
on Liberty's altar by a people who knew the value of frei... 


Are there any who know the history of the last two saanene 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3258) for the relief of the estate of 
James Spiars, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3259) for the relief of the estate of 
Lemuel R. Hanks, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3260) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. H. Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 










































Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment propos- ee a a eo oe 2 yer Was taken 
ing to appropriate $2,220 for salary of clerk to the Committee on Philippines was to go on and that the millions award wy ri n the 
Relations with Cuba, intended to be proposed by him to the legis- was rm purchase price for a ple to be held in perpetu: 1 > Spain 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- age that instrument would have been rati fied?> Ty e ua Nassal- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be there are any such 0 not think 
printed. ao ; s 

He also submitted an amendment increasing the number of Ido know, Mr. President. that of the influences which moved 


members of this Senate to vote for the treaty the most powerfy| 
were the desire to end the war and commence the work of li}ert 
and freedom in those far islands. It was believed the intent) 7 
of our Government as to the Philippines were not different from 
those which had been declared as to Cuba, and that the esta) 
ment of — meant an earlier and easier solution of the Philip. 
pine problem. To continue the war conditions, fearing unjust 
treatment by the United States of those who had aided ts in the 
overthrow of the Spanish arms in those islands, seemed wnreasop. 
able and without foundation; certainly so in the face of assurancvs 
made by those who should have been able to speak on the subject. 

I believe, Mr. President, that there are Senators to-day who are 
supporting the policy outlined by the junior Senator from Indiang 
and which we are told is the policy of the Administration, wh, 
at the time of the vote on the peace treaty never dreamed that 
now they would be advocating territorial and foreign policies for 
this Government which are as strange to its institutions and tra- 
ditions as they are unjust and iniquitous. But under the lash 
and spur of party policy and expediency they have wheeled into 
line and now stand ready, not merely as passive agents, but as 
active workers, to consummate that which must then have been 
the hidden purposes of persons who dared not that the light of 
public discussion should shine on their nefarious schemes. 

That which has occurred in the Philippines since the Senate 
ratified the treaty of peace is as little chargeable to that act of the 
Senate as it is to those who voted nst ratification. The peace 
with Spain entailed no war with the Filipinos nor change in ove 
country’s foreign policy. The war in Luzon may or may not havyr 
been avoided under a different ea by the Administration, 
Certain it is there is no article in the treaty declaring war on 
Aguinaldo and his people, and there can be found therein no 
authority for the retention of the Philippines as a dependent 
colony, nor does the Administration’s purpose in this regard find 
warrant in that instrument. The reason for the war with the 
Filipinos and the imperalistic policy of the Republican Adminis- 
tration must be sought for outside of the treaty of Paris, for in it 
there will be found authority for neither. Those who are wont 
to charge all the evils of the present war, and those which may 
follow, to the ratification of the treaty are indeed ‘‘running a 
hant.” The war and its evils are chargeable toother causes which 
— be too clear not to be seen by those who so much ‘eplore 
them. 

Among these causes, Mr. President, is the greed of those of our 
countrymen who set self above honor and country; and who for 
wealth and power will use the miseries and misfortunes of others; 
who for their own selfish ends are willing to reestablish slavery 
within the domain of this country and withhold the Constitution 
from a part of the people. The horrors of war are to them buts 
means to accomplish their sordid ends. National honor and jus- 
tice to the Filipino is to them of no concern so long as they are 
the beneficiaries of dishonor and injustice. It is here, Mr. Prest- 
dent, that the evils which have followed the treaty and which are 
so often charged to it can in part at least be found. 

THE ISLANDS ARE TERRITORY OF THE UNITED STATIS ; 

That the islands are ee the United States and the in- 
habitants thereof citizens of this Government there can le 10 
doubt. Whether they came to us by conquest of arms or by tray 
with Spain, there can be no difference. at title and px a 
has to us is beyond — and with title and possession 0 
us the Constitution has gone to them. ’ _—— 

In 1859 oe A. Douglas, in an article published in — 1 
New Monthly Magazine, Volume XIX, pages 519-5/7, uuu 
‘* Popular sovereignty in the Sepmtories, says: 1 aanteiai 

olution were Dee eal 

tor inbopuntonnn, 5 the ren esterase, bat for the inestimable right of local 

self-government under the British constitution; the right of ev" il 
tical community “independent colonies, territories, and prov!” 

as sovereign States—to their own local laws, form their own do! 

stitutions, and their own internal affairs in their ow a ay Empire. 
only to the constitu of Great Britain as a paramount law © th ! 

Speaking of the ‘‘ charter compact,” he said: ate 

It is important that this Jeffersonian plan of government forthe Ter ie 
should be carefully considered for many obvious reasons. It ws 


pressmen in the office of the Treasurer of the United States from 
four to five and increasing their compensation from $1,200 to 
$1,400, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the removal of the Indian school now located 
at Perris, Cal., to a new and more suitable site at or near River- 
side, Cal., from $75,000 to $100,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to place 
under Class V the consulate at Milan, Italy, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment proposing to place under 
Class V the consulate at Chihuahua, Mexico, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,000 to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State, 
to compensate the United State delegate, commissioned by the 
canny of State, to the Seventh International Congress of Nav- 
igation, held at Brussels, Belgium, July 28, 1898, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


EXTENSION OF COLUMBIA ROAD, 


Nr. FOSTER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road 
east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed, 


BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate the report, or a copy thereof, made by H. L. Marinden, the 
officer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, detailed by the Secretary of War 
under the provisions of the river and harbor acts of 1894, 1896, and 1899, to 
make survey of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., filed in the War 
ment December 4, 1899, together with the report supplemental thereto. 


NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY OF FRANCE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith in response to the resolution of the Senate of January 

23, 1W00, copies of the communications received by the President and by the 


Secretary of State from the New Panama Canal Company of France, or any 
of its officers or attorneys. 2 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


)lish- 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 20, 1900. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 
The bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of 
the Revi Statutes of the United States, relative to internal- 


revenue tax on fermented liquors was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


POLICY REGARDING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I ask that Senate joint resolu- 
tion No, 45, known as the Bacon resolution, may be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the joint resolution. Does the Senator from Delaware 
desire to have it read at length? 

Mr. KENNEY. I do not desire to have it read at length. 















1900. 
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ment for the Territories ever adopted in the United States. 
an of eon DF the author of the Declaration of Independence, and revised 
- adopted by those who shaped the issues which produced the Revolution 
= formed the foundations upon which our whole American system of Gov- 
= ment rests. It was not intended to be either local or temporary in its 
caaracter, but was designed to apply to all territory ceded or to be ceded, 
; d to be universal in its application and eternal in its duration wherever 
ee whenever we might have territory requiring agovernment. It ignored 
the right of Congress to legislate for the people of the Territories without 
their consent, and recognized the inalienable right of the people of the Ter- 
ritories when organized into political communities to govern themselves in 
aspect to their local concerns and internal polity. _ 
"7 t us pause at this point for a moment and inquire whether it be just to 
those illustrious patriots and sages who formed the Constitution of the United 
States to assume that they intended to confer upon Congress the unlimited 
and arbitrary power over the people of the American territories which they 
had resisted with their blood when claimed by the British Parliament over 
British colonies in America? Did they confer upon Congress the right to 
bind the people of the American territories in all cases whatsoever, after 
having fought the battles of the Revolution against a preamble declaring the 
right of Parliament to bind the colonies in all cases whatsoever? If, as they 
contended before the Revolution, it was the birthright of all Englishmen, 
inalienable when formed into political communities, to exercise exclusive 
ower of legislation in their local legislatures in respect to all things affect- 
ing their internal policy, did not the same right after the Revolution, and by 
virtue of it, become the birthright of all Americans, in like manner inaliena- 
ble when organized into political communities, no matter by what name, 
whether colonies, Territories, provinces, or new States? x a 

The principle under our political system is that every distinct political 
community loyal to the Constitution and the Union is entitled to all the priv- 
jleges and immunities of self-government in respect to their local concerns 
and internal polity, subject only to the Constitution of the United States. 

In his contention Mr. Douglas is in line with the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which have never been 
overruled directly or indirectly. In the case of the American In- 
surance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, page 511) Chief Justice 
Marshall, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

CHIEF JUSTICE MARSHALL. 

The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 
power of making war and of making treaties; and that consequently Gov- 
ernment esses the power to acquire territory, either by conquest or by 
treaty. eu of the world is, if a nation be not entirely subdued, to 
consider the land of the conquered territory as mere military occupation 
until its end shall be determined at the treaty of peace. If it be conceded 
by treaty, the acquisition is confirmed and the conceded territory becomes 
a part of the nation to which it is annexed, either by the terms of stipula- 
tion in the treaty of cession or under such as its new master shall impose. 


And he also said: 


The right to govern is the inevitable consequence of the right to acquire 
territory. Whichever may be the source whence the power is derived, the 
possession of it is unquestioned. 


Later, in the case of Scott vs. Sanford (20 Howard, 107), the 
Supreme Court held to the same opinion and in the following 


language: 
CHIEF JUSTICE TANEY. 

This brings us to examine by what provisions of the Constitution the pres- 
ent Federal Government, under its delegated and restricted powers, is au- 
thorized to acquire territory outside of the original limits of the United 
States, and what powers it may exercise therein over the person or property 
of a citizen of the United States while it remains a territory and until it shall 
be admitted as one of the States of the Union. 

There is coaenrs Be power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States or 
at a distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. 

The power to expand the territory of the United States by the admission 
of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of this power by all the 
departments of the Government it has been held to authorize the acquisition 
of territory not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as 
its population and situation would entitle it to admission. It is acquired to 
become a State and not to be held asa colony and governed by Congress with 
absolute authority, and as the propriety of admitting a new State is com- 
mitted to the sound discretion of Congress, the power to acquire territory 
for that purpose to be held by the United States until it is in a suitable con- 
dition to become a State upon an equal footing with the other States must 
rest upon the same discretion. 

All we mean to’ say on this point is that as there is no express regulation 
in the Constitution defining the power which the General Government may 
exercise over the person or property of a citizen ina Territory thus acquired, 
the court must necessarily foow to the provisions and ae es by which its 
decision must be guided. Taking this rule to guide us, it may be safely 
assumed that citizens of the United States who emigrate to a Territory 
belonging to the people of the United States can not be ruled as mere colo- 
nists dependent upon the will of the General Government, and to be gov- 

erned Pyeny. laws it may think proper to im . The Territory being a 
part of the United States, the government and the citizen both enter under 
the authority of the Constitution with their respective rights definec and 
marked out, and the Federal Government can exercise no power over his 
person or property beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully deny 
any right which it has reserved. 

The right to acquire territory is certainly an inherent right of a 
nation, and to govern it necessarily follows, but its government 
must be by and under its constitution and laws. In case of the 


United States, the Constitution applies at the same moment title 
and sssion passes to them, and there is nor can be no part of 
the domain of the United States an exception wherein a different 
or limited citizenship exists from that of other portions of the 
country. There is no such warrant in that instrument. 

Both Chief Justice Marshall and Chief Justice Taney agree that 
territory acquired by the United States becomes a part of the na- 
tion and must be governed under the Constitution, and that no 
power is thereby given to govern or rule as mere dependencies at 
“ — = the ao ovement. 

o time in our ry there been acquired territory b 
the United States except with an ultimats vow of stahtioed, 
through, of course, the regular and necessary step first of Terri- 
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torial probation. Of all the millions of square miles heretofore 
acquired, to-day there are left out of the federation of States only 
Alaska, Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico, all of which are look- 
ing to ultimate statehood. There can be noexcuse for the perma- 
nent retention of the Philippines based on the former action of the 
United States in acquiring Louisiana and the other territory on 
this continent. No one can successfully contend that the reason 
for the acquisition of the latter can be urge. in support of the 
former. 


FORMER ACQUISITIONS 

In the case of Louisiana much trouble had been experienced 
for years by the inhabitants of the western regions of the country 
by reason of the impositions and tribute levied by Spain upon their 
commerce on the Mississippi River. The vital point was the re- 
striction necessarily consequent upon the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River while the mouth of the river was in possession of 
any foreign power. 

There had been a treaty made between Spain and the United 
States prior to 1802 which nominally opened the Mississippi to the 
commerce of the United States; but this was indirectly violated 
in various stealthy ways and was thereby virtually annulled. No 
redress seemed possible, and Spain refused to sell her posses- 
sions. However, in that year negotiations arose between Spain 
and France involving the transfer of Louisiana. Pending these 
negotiations, Mr. Livingston, our minister to France, addressed 
a letter to the French Government in which he protested against 
the proposed transfer for reasons which afterwards furnished the 
chief motive for our purchase. 

Nearly seventeen years afterwards Florida was ceded by Spain, 
thus freeing us from a barrier along the northern coast and the 
eastern part of the Gulf of Mexico, This wasalso urged as a para- 
mount necessity. 

In 1827 Henry Clay, Secretary of State. offered to purchaso 
Texas from Mexico and give $1,000,000 for the cession. In 1829 
Martin Van Buren, Secretary of State, offered to purchase at 
$5.000,000. Both offers were rejected. Annexation was effected 
after the Texas war of independence, not by treaty, but by the 
action of the Congress of each country, and imay be said to have 
been the mutual actof the people. Daniel Webster said in regard 
to the proposed treaty for Texas: 

I have, on the deepest reflection, long ago come to the conclu 
of very dangerous and doubtful consequences to enlarge the boundaries of 
this country or the Territories over which our laws are now established. 
There must be some limit to the extent of our territory if we would make 
our institutions permanent. 


After the war with Mexico resulting from the annexation of 
Texas, a portion of the territory of Mexico was demanded by our 
Government on the ground of indemnity for the past and security 
of the future, By the treaty signed February 2, 1848, a tract of 
Mexican territory was annexed. The treaty was bitterly de- 
nounced by Daniel Webster and other Senators on the ground 
that it was equivalent to a robbery enforced by theinsolent power 
of arapacious conqueror. The price paid for the territory thus 
taken was $15,000,000, and besides the United States assumed 
claims of American citizens against Mexico; and, in addition, 
afterwards paid Texas $10,000,000 for the portion of New Mexico 
lying east of the RioGrande. The Gadsden treaty settled disputes 
with Mexico as to the southern part of Arizona. Thereby the 
United States secured the disputed territory at the price of $10,- 
000,000, and with it a right of transit for troops, mails, and mer- 
chandise over the isthmus of Tehuantepec. The treaty of pur 
chasefrom Russia was of date March 30, 1867; price paid, $7,200,000, 
There had been unofficial correspondence concerning it from 
the year 1859. The treaty was ratified in May, and proclamation 
made June 30. Mr. Sumner said,in his speech in the Senate 
April 9, 1867, that it was a visible step in the occupation of the 
whole North American Continent. ‘‘ We dismiss one other mon- 
arch from the continent. One by one they have retired—first 
France, then Spain, then France again, and now Russia.” 

In all former cases the lands acquired were a part of the North 
American Continent, and by nature intended as a part of one 
greatcountry. In every case the territory was practically unin- 
habited, and by climatic and other conditions suited for the uses 
of the people of the United States. There was no congested popu- 
lation, such as is the case in the Philippines. There was indeed 
room and reason for expansion in all these former cases. The 
taking of none of these territories entailed shocking changes in our 
foreign and territorial policies, nor the burdens of great standing 
armies. Then we carried civilization into the uninhabited wil- 
dernesses, and prepared places for our growing population suited 
to their needs. Then no free and independent people were driven 
into mountains and their homes made waste places. Nolands nor 
peoples were taken for other government than under the Constitu- 
tion—citizenship and equal rights for all. 

I hold that the title and possession of the Philippine Archipelago 
having been perfected in the United States, and no matter whether 
by treaty or by force of arms, there is left but one of two courses 
open to this Government as to their disposition. The one is that 
they be retained as a Territory, with the ultimate and certain 


i that it j 
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purpose of admission as a State or States into the Union. The 
other, that they be given to the people of the islands themselves, 
to be erected into a republic as free as ours, and so under the guid- 
ance and protection of the United States. 


STATEHOOD IMPOSSIBLE. 


That the first course is impossible there can belittle doubt when 
we take into consideration the character of the people and under- 
stand the great differences which exist between them and the peo- 
ple of the United States. Imagination can not be invoked so wild 
as to contemplate an addition to our present statehood of the State 
of the Philippines. 

All the traditions, manners, and customs of the Filipinos, their 
racial extraction, affiliations, and: tendencies, to say nothing of 
their location, being separated from us by thousands of miles of 
ocean, have erected a barrier too high and strong to be passed in 
making them a State of the American Union. Notwithstanding 
their love for free institutions and their enlightenment, these rea- 
sons alone must forever preclude them from membership in the 
Union of American States. The distinguished senior Senatorfrom 
Kentucky, in an address before the American Bar Association on 
August 28 last, said: 


We have extended our domain into and across the Pacific, but we have not 
changed the nature of oar Government or the character of our institutions. 
Ours is stilla Union of American States and will so remain to the end. The 
bond of union by which the States are held together was ordained and estab- 
lished as the *‘ Constitution for the United States of America."’ Our policy 
our traditions, our interests, and our glory alike forbid the admission into 
the Union of any other than a North American State. 


In that statement he fully expressed what I believe are the real 
sentiments of all true Americans, certainly of all who hold sacred 
the traditions of our country and love its institutions. 

So, Mr. President, we have in honor left us but the latter course, 
to give the islands back into the hands of their own people, and 
in doing this we must be satisfied that there is in them and their 
leader, Aguinaldo, fitness and ability for self-government. 


THE FILIPINOS ARE FITTED FOR SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


The proofs of this are overwhelming. In August, 1898, Major 
Bell reported to the Government that the foreign residents at 
Manila all felt that a native government would be better than 
Spanish rule. 

In that same report he says that he has arrived at the follow- 


ing conclusions as to the principal leaders among General Agui- 
naldo’s following: 


Baldomero Aguinaldo, a first cousin of Don Emilio, is secretary of state, 
and is a swelled dunce and was once a schoolmaster. 

Mariano Trias, an educated, honest man, is secretary of treasury. He 
was vice-president of a former revolution, and of all the insurgent leaders 
he stands next to Aguinaldo in popularity with the people. 

‘ Leandro Y. Barra, a lawyer and good, honest man, is secretary of the in- 
erior. 

One Estefan de la Rama, a rich and educated man, who speaks English, is 
commandante de marina, or commander in chief of the navy. He is reported 
honest and capable. 

Aguinaldo's interpreter and secretary is one Escamilla, a good linguist, 
speaking Latin, French, Spanish, and English—Spanish fluently and English 
well, to my personal knowledge. He was a teacher of the piano in Hong- 
kong, and is one of the best interpreters I have ever seen. 

One Malabini, a student of law and notary public, honest, but not especially 
talented, is one of his councilors, There is a prominent and wealthy citizen 
of this city who is also a councilor, but I prefer not to mention bis name. 
He is - avowed annexationist, and sincerely hopes the Americans may re- 
main here. 

Don Felipe Agoncillo is a highly respected lawyer, and has for some time 
been the Filipino agent in Hongkong. I understand it is he who has been 
Somguates by Aguinaldo to go to Paris and America to represent the insur- 
gent cause. 

©. Sandico, a skilled and well-educated machinist, who 8s English quite 
well, is a prominent man, and coadjutor of Aguinaido. presert commis- 
sion is to appear on behalf of political prisoners before the officer charged 
with investigating such cases. He has been generally useful to Aguinaldoas 
a delegate and negotiator with Americans. 

Lieut. Gen. Emiliano Riego de Dios, the military governor of Cavite, is 
said to be an honest man, but with little education. 

Major-General Ricati, in command of operations along the southern zone 
6 eee appears and is said to be a well-meaning, honest man, with a fair 
education. 

Maj. Gen. Panteleon Garcia, in command of operations along the northern 
zone, is not educated very well, but is an able, honest, polite, and agreeable 


ciates during the days of our Revolution by Genera) {j,.., 
the others of the British army. oe 
Admiral Dewey, in June, 1898, cabled the Navy Depar; 
solf government than the untives of Cuba, and I aim famailice oii caps 
And then in August of that year, in response to a telerram ac), 
ing for his views on the general subject of the Phili ppines ee 
ferred to his cable message of June and added: ee 
Further intercourse with them has confirmed me in this opinio, 
In June, 1898, Consul Williams’s opinion of Aguinaldo 
Filipinos was as follows: 


ment: 


and the 


U. 8. 8. Bautinone. 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED Srarps 
Manila, Philippine Islands, June i; yoo 
I have the honor to report that since our squadron destroyed the Gos: 
fleet on May 1 the insurgent forces have been most active and almoe. 
formly successful in their many encounters with the Crown forces 95 
Gen. Emilio Aguinaldo, the insurgent chief, who was deported tats jh 
returned recently to Cavite and resumed direction of insurgen: 
is not permitted by his le to personally lead in battle, 
quarters governs all military movements. e told me to-day t rag rs 
return his forces had captured nearly 5,000 prisoners, nearly 4(\)) of wi... 
were Spaniards, and all of whom had rifles when taken. naar 
General Aguinaldo hasnow about 10,500 rifles and 1 fieldpiece, withs (i) mnra 
rifles, 2 Maxim guns, and a dynamite gun bought in China and now intron es 
The insurgents have defeated the Spaniards at all points except at foy 
Malate, and hold not only North Luzon to the suburbs of Manis‘, 
tangs Province also and the bay coast entire, save the city of 
ile the Spaniards cruelly and barbarously slaughter Filipinos tayo; 
arms, and often noncombatants, women, and children, the inst’rgent vier: 
following American example, spare life, protect the helpless. and nurse. foe; 
and care for Spaniards taken — and for Spanish wounded as kindly 
as they care for the wounded fallen from their own ranks _— 
-s F. WILLIAMS, 
Inited States ( 










Manila 


General Whittier testified that— 


Their conduct to their Spanish prisoners has been deserving of the pr 
of allthe world. With hatred of priests'and Spaniards, fa eld on account 
of the conditions before narrated, and with every justification to a cay 
mind of the most brutal revenge, I have heard of no instance of tort 
der, or bratality since we have been in the country. 


In an interview in a New York paper he is quoted as saying: 


There is a wide ignorance of the wealth of the Eutippin sand tl 
acter of the Filipinos. The natives are not ignorant; they 

They are acens at manufactures and as accountants, mari: i 
operatives. They are quict, most temperate, and have shown gcreata 

in their military affairs. 

An Englishman, Mr. Wray, who has lived for seventeen years 
s«auong the Filipinos, says: 

“The ple are the most enlightened and vigorous branch of the Malay 
race, and have been Christiansfor centuries; in fact, longer than the prin 
ples of the Reformation have been established in Great Britain, and aret 
nearest akin to Europeans of any alien race."’ Professor Worcester says that 
they are as industrious as the Japanese, and less criminally disposed. G 
eral Whittier stated to the ce commissioners at Paris that he had ne 
seen a drunken Filipino, notwithstanding the example of our soldiers, whom 
they imitate in everything else, and that in their treatment of their Spanish 
prisoners they have been “ deserving of the praise of al! the world:’t 
with every justification toa savage mind for the most brutal rey 

heard of no instance of torture, murder, or brutality since he! 
in the country. . ni : 

A late writer in the Independent, speaking of their intellectual atta 
ments, says that 83 per cent of them can read and write. This seems hard 

ble, for, if true, the proportion of literates is almost that of the | 

tates. General Greene told the Paris commissioners that he had been un 
able to obtain statistics, but that the majority could read and write. When 
we bear in mind that only 58 per cent of the Italians and only #1 percent! 
the Russians can do this, and, a to the census of 1847, only =) pet 
cent of the Spaniards, it is apparent that the Filipinos occupy no mcan pos! 
tion in this respect. Many of them have attended the high s ad « 
leges in the islands and the university at Manila, and a considerable num 
have been educated in Europe. They have attained the first rank an 
lawyers and physicians at Manila. 


Gen. Charles King after serving in the Philippines, ina letter 
to the Milwaukee Journal, speaks of them in the following terms 
SAN FRANCISCO, J vl 
To the editor of the Journal, Milwaukee, Wis.: othe 
° uest of June fit 
sll savktnly eanburtasond” Xanga oar of the Arh 
sons why I not give my “ views of situation in the Ph 


long fiehting is likely tocontinue, and thoughts as to America’s part in 1" 
of islands.” _ 


















7 The capability of the Filipinos for self-government can not be" 
man, who has been a schoolmaster of the primary e. ym I might nam 
rob ig: Gen. Pio Del Pilar, a vicious, uneducated ignoramus and highway ce ee eT one: ienths of the people others whom I all are ski 

oer. " ; gal, temperate 
General Estrella, commanding the military forces in Cavite, has the credit aiven at in one Sees gther; the itetecs nani iy better than out 
of being an honest man with little education. people my they rank far higher than the Cubans or * 
uttecbiin. Mascardo, fairly educated and honest, but possesses | yneduca : to whom we have given the right of suffrage 
a % . : 
Gen. Gregorio Del Pilar is young, well educated, and honest, but with little Way eee CHARLES KING, Brigadier-( 
experience. He belongs to a wealthy family of Nueva h triotism 40 1 
eneral Noriel, an honest, fairly educated, well-m , reasonable, and No better or more conclusive evidence of the patrio” 
goo in fellow, who has done good service and gained the reputation of a | ability of General A aldo: could be had than is furnished D3 
soldier. 


his le to Mr. Williams. It is dated August 1. 1908. bap 
oo ome in Senate Document No. 62, Part I, page). 8" 
ollows: 


Colonel Montenegro, a very conciliatory fellow to meet. Y: and 
well educated. Speaks French, English, and Spanish, the latter ftently: the 
others very well. He is a considerable of a “talka heap.” Is “‘kinder™ hon- 
est and was a clerk in Lalla’s hotel, where he received lessons in honesty. 

There are other leaders of lesser grade who it is hardly necessary to men- 


tion here. inaldo has many adjuta: . 
Coe oe oe y adjutants, most of whom are young, smart, 


Mr. President, this is what was said of the principal men of the 
Philippines by an officer of the American Army, and on the whole 
is testimony most favorable to them. No better would have been 
said of General Washington and his principal following and asso- 


Avavst I, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. inal 

DEAR Siz AND Distrnaursued Frrenxp: Impressed by the 10 0. ond 

past, I can only conféss that the people of North America have exC so.) 

now excite, the universal admiration not only for the grads Of Prot theit 

culture to which they have arrived in a very short time, Dur St) sity, 

tical constitution, en tee infnitable, and vy have Betar ruled 
onesty, and industry men e Gove nt who ha 
the destinies ot thet great people without an equal in history. 
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Above all, I thank you appar Se De bind words wii yon saepeee, = and has not our experience in this matter already drawn enough 
ye ave ingenuity which you have displayed in it in painting in an ad- | Of blood and tears from the American people? I think so, and for 
ae nble manner the benefits which, especially for me and my leaders, and, | One I am ready that the end shall come and at once. To retain 
in general, for all my compatriots, would be secured by the union of these 


them as American territory on any conditions means a continu- 
: s with the United States of America. Ah! that picture, so happy and | .;; , ae aaerifican ‘“inereaea af anr wien eee 
islands Ws cs able of fascinating not only the dreamy imagination of the ation of these sacrifices and increasé of our burdens ; There can 
impressionable riental, but also the cold and calculating thoughts of the | never be had from them compensation equal to their cost. Al- 


= ae * ‘ ¢ > ara laarniy ~* } — ie 
cons of the North. ; in ready the people of Germany are learning what their colonial 
This is not saying that Tam not of your opinion. I am fully persuaded | policy is costing in life and treasure. Germany went to East 
hat the Filipinos will arrive at tho height of ae and glory if infuture | fric 3 1 mall remain in the Phil . 
a show with raised heads the rights which to-day are shown by the | Africa as it is proposed we shall remain in the Philippines, the 
oo citizens of North America. These islands will be in effect one of the | ruler of a dependent people, and all for the sake of extending com- 
richest and pleasantest countries of the globe if the capital and industry of | merce, In one of her districts alone during 1899 the population 


. velop the soil. ae ~ +) 
~~ Ameernienel yer more will result from annexing ourselves to your | a8 diminished from over 100,000 to less than 70,000. Following 
sapte, and I also believe the same since you are my friend and the friend of | in the wake of her commerce has gone to her colonies famine, 
the Filipinos and have said it. But why should we say it? Will my people | sickness, and death. The cost of governing her dependencies is 
bith true knowledge of the character and habits of these people, do not | Many times greater than all the trade benetits she derives from 
dare assure you of it, since I have only wished to establish a government in them. What has been the experi: nce of Germany will be ours if 
order that none of thane powers which you = — ~_o th able to | we go into the business of extending our commerce through tho 
» advantage of our good . as been done In the past by the Span- tho “ies to people wor nee A meni anaes nil 
eT have done what they desire, establishing a government in order | ™¢ethod of dependencies. No people worth being Americans will 
that nothing important may be done without consulting fully their sover- | Submit to vassalage. 
eign will, not only because it was my duty, but also because acting in any 


: 
? 
L 


j ; ROME FOUND HER END IN IMPERIALISM. 
other manner they would fail to recognize me as the interpreter of their as- aie e : FOU , INI 
pirations and would punish = as a traitor, replacing me by another more | Mr. President, does not this ery for conquest take us back 
careful of his own honor and dignity. 





‘- ode PSP AGE through the centuries until we find ourselves in that time of the 
e said always, 2 now repeat, that we recognize the right of the ‘ in w , ‘ i : greed of s of he 

North Americans o our gratitude, for we do not forget for a moment the Roman Republic, when by the ambition and Sree Lot oomme of her 
favors which we have received and are now receiving; but, however great | SONS Was begun her conquest of the world—the beginning of her 
those favors may be, it is not possible for me to remove the distrust of my | end? In that history can we not see ourselves and read our future? 
or triots. i : Ne TY) ie ror . red ¢ ‘ »} weople enslave Mili- 
c "These say that if the object of the United States is to annex these islands, New territories were conquered and their people enslaved, Mili 


why not ree the government established in them in order in that man- | tary governors were sent to rule over them. Strange laws were 
ner to join with it the same as by annexation? | ; : } _.. | enacted for their government and alien judges sent to administer 

Why do not the American generals operate in conjunction with the Fili- them. The religion and manners of the conquerors were enforced; 
pino generals and, uniting the forces, render the end more decisive? 


is it intended, indeed, to carry out annexation against the wish of these | in a word, all the miseries which follow in the train of the con- 
people, distorting the legal sense of that word? If the revolutionary govern- | queror and oppressor came to the peoples to whom Rome brought 
ment is the genuine ee wy ate coed of the Pilipino people, | the blessings of her civilization. Rome then thought herself 
as we have proved when necessary, why is it wished to oppress instead o Pes > 5 ellen aes Sees a ae a 
gaining theif confidence and friendship? trusted of the gods for the civilizing of mankind throughout the 

It is useless for me to represent to my compatriots the favors received | world, but soon was taught her mistake. In her strug gle to de- 
through sa Doted. See era rt that up tothe present the hich they stroy the liberties of others she lost her own. Man’s unalienable 
forces have shown not an active, only a passive cooperation, from which the teen 38 Sh aadtin’* ¢ . ame’ ye aie las canal 
suppose that the intention of these forces are not for the best. They assert, rights “life, libe rty, and the pursuit of happint s—then, as men 
besides, that it is possible to suppose that I was brought from Hongkong to times since, asserted itself and the conquered became the con- 
assure those forces by my — — eeeeeate woule no} mae com querors, the slave the master. And Rome, the mistress of the 
mon cause with the Spaniards, and that they have delivered to the Filipinos - iated : sHise asse ‘ age in history 
the arms abandoned by the former in the Cavite Arsenal in order to save world, meetin —y ae ' Dp 1. l, passed—a page in history, In 
themselves much labor, fatigue, blood, and treasure that a war with Spain | Imperialism she found her end. = : : 
would cost. 1 have fall conOé j There are those who would treat this question by no ordinary 

But I do not believe these unworthy suspicions. ave full confidence in . -t lefinitions and meanings for our laws. 
the generosity and philanthropy which shine in characters of gold in the — = a a , — an . meade ao = tis, 
history of the privileged e of the United States, and for that reason, ey produce strange rules for the interpretation of our U¢ 
invoking the friendship w ch you profess for me and the love which you | tution. They find virtue in absolutism and see freedom where 
nave for my pocute, Srey en ernoeily. at — = oe ne once slavery was. For commerce’s sake they would obliterate 
who represent your country in these islands, that you entreat the Govern- ee , ae on (Bea ega Date 
ment at Washington to reaieraine the revolutionary government of the Fili- the Declaration of Independe nee. For the imagin a ric he s of 
pinos, and I, for my part, will labor with all my power with my people that | the East, honor and justice are to be set aside. The cost and 
ae pastes shall nae repent their sentiments of humanity in coming | cacrifices to secure the prize are not to be counted—only the glit- 
o the aid of an oppressed peopie. ae F : nome & , ‘*s concer 

Say to the Government at Washington that the Filipino people abominate ter of the gem 18 the moment . concer my 1 2 a” ly 
savagery; that in the midst of their past misfortunes they have learned to Let our dealings with these people be in justice, not only to 
ore erty. order. puaiee. yy —" que pet they are not = to lay | them, but to ourselves. If there be doubt as to our agreement 
aside their own wishes when their future lot a istory are under discussion. . . aS fens nies satiate: Te a anal ate : 
Say also that I and my leaders know what we owe to our unfortunate coun- with them touching their independence, let them have the benefit 


try; that we know how to admire and are ready to imitate the disinterested- | of that doubt. The distinguished senior Senator from Massachu- 
ness, the abnegation, and the patriotism of the grand men of America, among | setts has described us as— 
whom stands preeminent the immortal General Washington. _ The Asnepin opie: the beave and just people. who made the fmsacetal 

You and I both love the Filipinos; both see their progress, their prosperity, LO ARRGSIONR POOPSS, SHO HEGVS GBS JUe> J pe _ ponte 
and their greatness. For this we should avoid any conflict which would be | Declaration and who maintain d itv it h life and fortun and acre d honor, 
fatal to the interests of both peoples, who should always be brothers. Inthis | who established our wonderful ¢ onstitution, to whose Monroo coctrine is 
you will acquire a name in the history of humanity and an ineradicable affec- | due the freedom of the American ontinent from the Rio Grand to Capo 
tion in the hearts of the Filipino people. (From General Aguinaldo to Mr. py ave aut coanass a oe thas Bs 4 - eS Se 
Williams, United States consul.) a the exe itement v4 war. They are subject, doubtless, as all masses of 

RETENTION NOT WARRANTED. men are subject, however intelligent or however upright, to great waves of 
: If from ome point of view it should be contended that the Phil- Pept t heir sober second thought is to be trusted. Their deliberate action 
ippines should be held for the present asa colony no matter what will be wise and just. The great passions by which they are stirred and by 
may be the ultimate disposition of them, is it not a self-evident wack oe snes A one, —— one ae yr 
fact at retenti Y. —— ae os — a task a Re public —* —— 7° wr ae — 
ee of rites. that ate Glaceeieens will hot the eee us so demean ourselves that that which he has said 
; —_ - of us shall be true. 
ey, ae ee ae one and go > got nee the tak. Mr. President, the American people are too great and free to be 
fices which must be made by the United States be too great to unjust. They are too rich and strong to be mean, Justice alone 
warrant the attempt? Certainly so, if we are to judge the future eee coe us - — 7 — -~- aanenes, 8 eon _ the 

Tent +-, thie +i years to come no blush of shame shall be ours. e should now 

by the past. The retention of the 5 Baipgenes Op to Sade me hes and at once say to those brave men of the Pacific, ‘‘Our war with 
you is not for conquest, but that peace in the islands may be re- 
stored; and so soon as peace does come, American duty and honor 
will be the American policy and the freedom and independence 
of the Philippine Islands guaranteed, if need be, for all time by 
American arms.” Let it not be said of the American people that 
they who first wrested freedom from a crown and proved to the 
world that a people could govern themselves, in the zenith of their 
greatness, flushed with victory, forgot what liberty meant and 
the vost at which it was obtained and acted the part of a king. 

Mr, DEPEW. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that upon 
this resolution and similar ones in regard to the Philippines I wish 
to submit a few remarks on Tuesday, the 27th instant. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] gave notice a few days ago that on Wednesday (to- 
morrow) he desired to speak on the various measures relating to 
the Philippine Islands, but he has been suddenly called away and 


cost the United States many millions of dollars uvd the lives of 
thousands of oursoldiers, to say nothing of the thousands of them 
who, by reason of their services in the Tropics, have been made 
invalids for life. And worse than death itself, hundreds have 
lost their reason and are to-day inmates of the abodes of the mad. 
Only the other day the Post oi this city published the following: 


ABOUT 450 OF OTIS’S MEN HAVE LOST THEIR REASON. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., February 13, 1900. 
Eleven insane soldiers were to-day sent from this city to the Government 
hospital at Washington, D. C., and it is probable that about thirty more will 
go East during the week. During the iast three months nearly 250 demented 
soldiers have m sent across the continent, and it is said that over 200 more 


ae arrive here from Manila. In nearly all cases the men are violently 


Now, Mr. President, in the face of these facts, who is there that 
Will insist that these islands shall be retained on any grounds or 
for anyreasons? Are not the burdensof our people heavy enough, 
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will not be able to be present to-morrow. I therefore ask leave 
to state that he will defer making the speech until some other 
time, of which he will give notice. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not see the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. GALLINGER] in his seat, but he agreed to yield to me to ask 
consent to call up at this time Order of Business No. 408, being the 
bill (S. 8003) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand 
Rapids, Minn,, to construct a dam and bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River,” approved February 27, 1899. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go to the Calendar under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
Secretary will state the first pension bill on the Calendar. 


ROBERT BLACK, 


The bill (S. 62) granting a pension to Robert Black was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ Eighth,” to insert ‘“ Regi- 
ment of;” and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Heavy,” to insert ‘‘ Vol- 
unteer;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the rey of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the ee 
sions and limitations of the peanen laws, the name of Robert Black, late a 
private in Company C of the Eighth Regiment cf New York Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery. and pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Black.” 


HENRY FRANK. 


The bill (S. 1769) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Frank was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Thirty-ninth,” to insert 
‘‘Regiment of;” in the same line, after the word “ Illinois,” to 
strike out ‘“‘ Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry;” and 
in line 8, after the word ‘‘month,” to insert ‘‘in lieu of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pane roll, subject otherwise tothe 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Frank, late 
of Company G, Thirty-ninth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension of $15 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to further amend in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘ pension,’”’ by inserting ‘‘ at the rate of;” so as to read, 
‘*and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per montb,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


B. H, RANDALL. 


The bill (S. 667) granting a pension to B. H. Randall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, het to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of B. H. Randall, late sutler at Fort Ridgely, 
Minn., during the Sioux Indian outbreak, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The repoit will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. ALLEN January 
80, 1900, as follows: 


_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 667) grant- 
ing a pension to B. H. Randall, have examined the same and report: 

A similar bill wasintroduced in the Senate during the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
favorably reported by this committee, and passed the Senate. 

The report was as follows: 

‘During the Sioux outbreak in 1862 claimant was a sutler at Fort Ridgely, 
& military post in Minnesota. This post was attacked by the Indians, and 
being but inadequately garrisoned, claimant, in company with some twent 
other private citizens, was mustered into service, and was put in comman 
of the company thus formed. Duringthe siege claimant rendered good serv- 
ice, and was ordered by the lieutenant commanding.to see that the entire 
roof of the commissary building was covered with earth and sand, in order 
to prevent its being fired. During the completion of this work claimant suf- 
fered a hernia. Inaddition to the hernia, in consequence of the arduous and 
unceasing work to which he was subjected, claimant contracted a serious 
illness, a fever, which has enfeebled him, and from the effects of which he 
has never recovered. 


“The facts in the case are shown by medical and other affida, 
“ There is no general law under which the claimant can ayy\- ; 
“The bill is reported back with the recommendation that it... 
Your committee adopt the foregoing report and recommen, 
of the bill with the following amendment: i 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute theres 


—— 


ing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. ay)... 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions ani |;.,....2"4 
of the pension laws, the nar? of B. H. Randall, late sutler at | Rides 
Minn., during the Sioux Indian outbreak, and pay him a pensi, : 
of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t};, amend 
ment was concurred in. tee 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading », id 
the third time, and passed. ia 

DAVID HUNTER, 
_ The bill (S. 645) granting a pension to David Hunter wag poy. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whol. 3 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wij) 

amendments, in line 6, after the word “ lieatenant,” to strike on 


ne 


“and adjutant of the” and insert ‘‘and adjutant;” in line > jp. 
fore the word “ Wisconsin,” to strike out ‘‘of;” and in lines | 
fore the word “he,” to strike out ‘‘the rate” and insert : 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ; 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof David eater late first 
tenant and adjutant irty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 


a now 

receiving. sr 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reqj 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Hunter.” 


JERUSHA W. STURGIS. 


The bill (S. 677) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow 
of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Sturgis,” to insert the 
initial ‘‘W.;” and in the same line, after the word “of ” where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘ Brig. Gen. Samuel Davis 
Sturgis, and pay her a pension of $100 per month from and after 
the passage of this act” and insert ‘Samuel D. Sturgis, late 
brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiy- 
ing;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerusha W. St 
of Samuel D. Sturgis, late brigadier-general, United States Volu r i 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now! 
ceiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an in 
crease of pension to Jerusha W. Sturgis.” 


ANNIE A. GIBSON, 


The bill (S. 2742) restoring to the pension roll the name of Anne 
A. Gibson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1 
poses to restore to the pension roll the name of Annie A. (10s00, 
widow of James Walters, of Company E, Thirty-eighth Resiment 
Massachusetts Volunteers, and to pay her a pension 0! >!» pl 
month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment.oner 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass“ 


MRS, EUDORA §8, KELLY. 
: = 


The bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Mr.» > 
Kelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions «*'" "" 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aut)" ae 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions a nd tin 
of the pension laws, the name of Eudora 8. Kelly, widow of Jame* * 
late captain, Third Artillery, United States Army, and pay her aie! 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. ne amend 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a 
ment was concurred in. , sading, read 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, ! 
the third time, and passed. ; 


e- 


‘that;” 


T ,, 
it pro- 
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The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Eudora 8. Kelly.” 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 


ANNIE B, GOODRICH, ‘* fifty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 
The bill (S. 1419) to increase the pension of Annie B, Goodrich | ,.,))° (ienaeted, fe. Th tr pacrosnty af She Suterier Be, sn8 50 5 _——- 
= : 1 * - { thorized anc ectec oO piace or! he newsior ‘ SU Le ro the ro- 
was considered as in Committee of the W hole. , ; visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flavel H. Van Eaton, 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | of Olympia, Wash., and that he be granted a pension of $0 per month in liea 
a 1e ’ TAS AGTeEY 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and The amendme nt was agree lto. 
directed to place on he pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations Mr. GALLINGER. I move to further amend. in line 6. after 
of the pension laws, the name of Annie B. Goodrich, widow of Amos B. Good- 


rich, late second lieutenant of Company A, Twentieth Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of 
that she is now recélving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be er grossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so astoread: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Annie B, Goodrich.” 


THOMAS JORDAN, 


The bill (S. 1228) granting a pension to Thomas Jordan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Sixty-third,” to insert 
“Regiment,” and in line 7, after the word ‘‘him,” to strike out 
‘dollars a month” and insert ‘‘a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving;”’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the _— roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of Thomas Jordan, late 
of Company G, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the sate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Jordan.” 


RHODA A. FOSTER, 


The bill (S. 239) granting a pension to Rhoda A, Foster was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Massachusetts,” to strike 
out ‘* Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pen- 
sion of — dollars a month,” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rhoda A. 
Foster, widow of Albert H. Foster, late captain of Company D, Twenty-fifth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Rhoda A, Foster.” 


PATRICK LAYHEE, 


_ The bill (S. 241) granting a pension to Patrick Layhee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Patrick Layhee, invalid and dependent son of William 

yhee, late of Company G, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment in line 
10, before the word “limitations,” by inserting ‘‘ provisions and,” 
so as to read ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws,” etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. P 


The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill ti 
to Patrick Layhee.” : ill granting a pension 


FLAVEL H, VAN EATON, 


The bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


the name **‘ Van Eaton,” by striking out ** of Olympia, Wash., and 
that he be granted” and inserting ‘‘and to pay him;” in line 7, 
after the word ‘** pension,” by inserting ‘‘at the rate of,” and in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” by striking out the words * now 
granted him” and inserting ‘‘ that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK, 

The bill (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia De 
Peyster Black was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘colonel,” to strike out 
‘‘in the;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ and,” to strike 
out ‘‘to pay the said Cornelia De Peyster Black a pension of $60 
per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving” and insert 
**pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia De Peyster Black, 
widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel, United States Army, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPHINE I, OFFLEY. 

The bill (S. 208) granting a pension to Josephino I, Offley, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Cummiuttee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘“‘ Infantry,” to insert ‘‘and 
pay her a pension;” in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike 
out ‘‘ sixty ’ and insert“ fifty; in line 9, before the word “ which,” 
to strike out ‘‘the pension to,” and insert ‘‘that;” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ now,” to strike out ‘‘ entitled by law” and 
insert ‘‘ receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to-place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine J. Offley, widow 
of Robert H. Offley, late colonel of the Tenth United States Infantry,and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that which she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an im 
crease of pension to Josephine 1, Offley.” 

CONSOLACION VICTORIA KIRKLAND. 
The bill (S. 1919) granting a pension to Consolacion Victoria 
Kirkland, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Consolacion Victoria Kirkland, widow of 
William A. Kirkland, late rear-admiral, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and thc amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an ia- 
crease of pension to Consolacion Victoria Kirkland.” 

ELI J, MARCH, 

The bill (S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to Eli J. 
March was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Wisconsin,” to insert 
‘*Volunteer;” in line 7, after the word “Cavalry,” to strike out 
‘*Volunteers;” in the same line, after the word “ pension,” to 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: per month now geanted hin 
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insert ‘‘at the rate;” and in line 8, before the word ‘‘he,” to strike 
out ‘‘the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli J. March, late of 
Company I, Third Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HERMAN PIEL, 


The bill (S. 1309) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Piel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘‘he,” to insert “‘is;” in the 
same line, after the word “‘ hereby,” to strike out ‘‘is;” in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘ late,” to strike out “‘ a private in” and insert “‘of;” 
in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” toinsert ‘* Volunteer; ” and 
in line 9, before the word ‘‘he,” to strike out ‘‘the pension” and 
insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Herman Piel, late of Com- 
pany B, Fourth Kegiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The armendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAPT, OSCAR TAYLOR. 


The bill (8S. 1298) granting a pension to Capt. Oscar Taylor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Minnesota,” to insert 
‘* Volunteer,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” to 
strike out ‘‘ Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oscar Taylor, late cap- 
tain Company D, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar Taylor.” 


CASPER MILLER, JR. 


The bill (S. 994) granting an_ increase of — to Casper 
Miller, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” to strike out 
**of;” in the same line, after the word “‘ Pennsylvania,” to strike 
out ‘‘ Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension;” and in line 9, before the word “‘ he,” to strike out ‘‘the 
pension ” and insert ‘‘ that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Casper Miller, jr., late first 
lieutenant Company E, Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK HIGGINS, 


The bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Higgins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘* fifty” and insert “‘ twenty-five;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to the i 


} on pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion la’ the name of Frederick late of 
Company G, Thirty-first ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of a month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER, After the word “ dollar,” in line 8, let the 
article ‘‘a” be stricken out and the word “ per ” substituted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readj;. read 

the third time, and passed. a 
ELLEN C. ABBOTT, 

The bill (S. 1331) granting an increase of pension to / len () 
Abbott, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. |; ct 
poses to on the pension roll the name of Ellen (', Aj)". 
widow of Joseph C, Abbott, late colonel of the Seventh Rovi),,..; 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry and brevet brivadicy.o.. 
eral, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pen: z 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or, 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, ani] yas. 


MARY A. RUSSELL. 


The bill (S. 2375) granting a pension to Mary A. Ryes»}) 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pian, 
on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Russell, helpless an. jo. 
pendent daughter of Herbert C. Russell, of Company ©. sixty. 
eighth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hor’ 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orders) 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


BENJAMIN F. BOURNE. 


The bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Bourne was considered as in Committee of the Whole, | 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit) 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Indiana,” to inser 
‘‘Regiment;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Indiana,” to strike 
out ‘* Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry;” and in lino 
9, before the word ‘‘he,” to strike out ‘‘the pension” and insert 
‘*that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is jere}yy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin I. Bour 


Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In{ antry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ani the amend. 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY ATKINSON, 

The bill (S. 833) granting an increase of pension to Henry At- 
kinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” and in line 9, before the word 
‘*be,” to strike out ‘‘the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Atkinsor 
of Company G, One hundred and eighth Regiment Illinois Volu 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of th 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ament- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea! 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS, ANNA M, DEITZLER. 


( 


1On of $39 


iy her a 






The bill (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anna 
M. Deitzler was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘Anna,” to str ke ont 
‘“‘Mrs.;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘ widow,” to strike ou 
“of Berkeley, Cal.;” in line 8, before the word és dollars, to ue 
out “fifty” and insert “ thirty;” and in line 9, before the w 
“she,” to strike out “‘ the pension” and. insert “that; so 4 \ 
make the bill read: ? 
‘Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heres 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
Ta on pension laws, the name of Anna M. Deitzicr, ¥ id 
<n on » late ier-general, Unite’ States Volunteer 
pay her & at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that sh 
ceiving. 
The amendments were to. a 
Senate as amended, and the amen 


The bill was reported to 
ments were concurred in. y ail 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, ' 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Anna M. Deitzler.” 
MARIA A. THOMPSON. 
The bill (8. 2622) ting a pension to Maria A. 
was considered as in ittee of the Whole. sacs 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions 


“A bill granting an in 


Thompson 
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amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Charles,” to strike out 
“Doctor;” in line 7, before the word ‘‘ surgeon,” to insert ‘‘assist- 
ant;” in the same line, after the word “and,” to insert ‘‘surgeon:” 

ine 9, before the word ‘“ dollars,” to insert ‘‘twelve;” so as 





and in li M 
to make the bill read: 

Re ite nacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author! ! t 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria A. Thompson, widow 
of Charles A. Thompson, assistant surgeon, Thirteenth, and surgeon, Nine- 
tieth Regiments Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a yension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ze 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rezding, read the 


third time, and passed, 
CATHERINE L. NIXON. 


The bill (S. 345) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Catherine L. Nixon, widow of Andrew 
Nixon, fate of Company A, Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Indian war of 1855 
and 1806, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HATTIE E, REDFIELD, 


The bill (S. 1250) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,” to strike out the 
article “‘a;” in line 7, before the word ‘‘company,” to strike out 
“in;” in line 8, before the word ‘‘ Wisconsin,” to insert ‘‘ Regi- 
ment;” in the same line, before the word “Infantry,” to insert 
‘* Volunteer;” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ of,” to insert ‘‘ at the 
rate;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oes to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hattie E. Redfield, widow of 
Charles E. Redfield, late second lieutenant Company A, Forty-second Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 
per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Hattie E, Redfield.” 


CELIA A. JEFFERS. 


The bill (S. 1251) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to 
= _ of $30 per month was considered as in Committee of the 
10le. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
_ That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Celia A. Jeffers, widow of Aaron Jeffers, 


late of Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hera pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that she is now 


receiving. 

The amendment wes agreed to. 

The bill was reporie:1 io the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Celia A. Jeffers.” 


CATHERINE E, O'BRIEN, 


The bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the peusion roll, subject to the visions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Catherine E. O’Brien, widow of George 


M. O'Brien, late major, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $3) per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be en 


ossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. - “ 


zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 
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JAMES M. SIMERAL,. 


The bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Simeral was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘* Company,” to strike out 
‘‘of;” in line 7, before the word “Iowa,” to insert ‘‘ Regiment; ” 
in the same line, before the word ‘ Cavalry,” to insert *‘ Volun- 
teer;” in line 8, before the word ‘‘of,” where it occurs the first 
time, to insert ‘‘at the rate; ” andin line 9, before the word “he,” 
to strike out ‘‘the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension r« bject tothe pr sions 
and limitations of the 






pues Bee the name of James M. Simeral, late first 
lieutenant Company First Regiment lowa Volunteer Cavalry id pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivu 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN C, PLANTZ, 

The bill (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C, 
Plantz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Franklin C. Plantz, orporal, Company 
C, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infant and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


} 
lave « 
rv 
n 


| ment was concurred in, 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, recd 

the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH W. SKELTON, 

The bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to Joseph W. Skelton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bil! was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Joseph W. Skelton, lato first lieutenant, 
Company F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Joseph W, Skelton.” 


ALICE COOK, 


The bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Soretany of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Alice V. Cook, invalid and dependent daugh- 
ter of John Y. Cook, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B, RITZMAN, 


The bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to John B. Ritzman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name “ Ritzman,” to strike out 
‘of Burlington, Iowa;” in line 7, after the word “‘ Iowa,” to strike 
out ‘Cavalry Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Cavalry;” and 
in line 9, before the word “he,” to strike out ‘‘ which;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Ritzman, late 
of Cay F, Fifth Regiment lowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


“*A bill granting an in- 
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The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B, Ritzman,” 


SARAH E, STUBBS. 


The bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stubbs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Stubbs,” to strike out ‘‘of 
Hedrick, Iowa;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Stubbs, widow of 
Martin D. Stubbs, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah E, Stubbs.” 


AMOS H, GOODNOW., 


The bill (S. 1721) granting an increase of pension to Amos H. 
Goodnow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,” to strike out 
‘‘private” and insert ‘‘of;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Iowa,” to 
insert ‘‘ Volunteer;” and in the same line, after the word ‘ In- 
fantry,” to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos H. G now, 
late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
QLIVER J. LYON. 


The bill (S. 1729) granting an increase of pension to Oliver J. 
Lyon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ lowa,” to insert ‘‘ Regi- 
ment;” in line 8, before the word ‘ Iowa,” to insert ‘‘Regiment;” 
and in line 10, before the word “he,” to strike out ‘‘the pension” 
and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized and directed to place upon the 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver J. Lyon, late of 
Company K, Twenty-fifth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, also of Com- 
pany G, Forty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALLEN BUCKNER, 


The bill (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Allen Buck- 
ner, of Baldwin, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pensions laws, the name of Allen Buckner, late colonel Seventy-ninth 


Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Allen Buckner.” 


JAMES A. SOUTHARD, 


The bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to James A. Southard was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word “‘Infantry,” to strike ont 
*‘at the rate of $24 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving under the act of June 27, 1890,” and insert 
‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to eS on the pension roli, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A. Southard, late of 


I and he is hereby, 
msion roll, subject to the provi- 


Company K, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Vol)»; 
try, and Company K, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment Oh), \ fan 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month iy | — 
he is now receiving. — ub 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a)... ) 
ment was concurred in. ee 
The bili was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea, 
the third time, and passed. wilh 
The title was amended so asto read: ‘‘A bill granting an jy, 
of pension to James A. Southard.” 


ELENDER HERRING. 
| The bill (S. 1265) granting a pension to Elender Herriy 


Elsmore, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Who. . 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wy); n 
, amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and jye. 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authoriyo, ..,; 
| directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisionsand jimi: 
of the pension laws, the name of Elender Herring, mother of Georze Ww 
ring, late of Company I, Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer [); , 
| and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. ri 
| 
! 
| 


Mr. GALLINGER. In line 1, page 2, I move that the wor) 
‘‘dependent” be inserted before the word “ mother;” s 
**dependent mother.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the anon. 
| ment was concurred in. > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. p..) 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Elender Herring.” 


yas tor 





JACOB SALADIN, 

The hill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin was ep. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit) 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ First,” to insert “Battal. 
ion;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Missouri,” to strike out “ Bat- 
talion,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ and,” to strike out 
“rate him at $12 per month” and insert ‘‘pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Saladin 


Company E, First Battalion Gasconade Missouri Home Guards, and pay hun 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ament- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, real 
the third time, and passed. 
S4RAH R. BURRELL. 
The bill (S. 1268) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of 
Wichita, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject_to the provisions 
nsion laws, the name of Sarah R. Burrell, widow of - 
rell, late captain Company A, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunt: 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
The amendment was‘agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ament- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Sarah R. Burrell.” 
FELIX G, SITTON. 






The bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to Felix G. Sitton was cr 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place iT 
the pension roll the name of Felix G. Sitton, late of Company®, 
First Regiment Doniphan’s Missouri Mounted Volunteer |” an 
try, = war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of =!- )" 
month. Bo oe 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let ‘‘the” be inserted in line 7 before 
word ‘‘ war,” so as to read “‘in the war.” 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, anu thea 
ment was concurred in. . i 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reatins, 
| the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A, THOMAS. a 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the rem oh 
ing few minutes be given to Senators to call up bills oe a - 
they are interested. The Senator from South Carolina |! “a 
MAN] is especially interested in one bill. I ask unanimous ©” 
sent to that effect, and I hope no Senator will object. 


read 











1900. 





Mr. TILLMAN. Iam much obliged to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2432) 


granting an increase of pension to James A. Thomas may be now | 


considered. a A 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments. The first 
amendment was, in line 6, after the word ‘‘Company,” to fill the 
plank by inserting the letter ‘‘ B;” so as to read ‘* Company B.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
to strike out ‘* forty-five” and insert ‘ thirty-six.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the amendment will be noncon- 
curred in and that the amount as originally proposed will be 
allowed to stand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JULIA M, EDIE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3017) granting an increase of pension 
to Julia M. Edie. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Julia M. Edie, widow of John R. Edie, late 
captain, Ordnance Department, United States Army, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY M’MILLEN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to call up at this 
time the bill (S, 3129) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
McMillen, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It ae to place on the 
yension roll the name of Henry McMillen, late of Company I, 

hird Kegiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hima 
pension of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I think the time allotted to the committee 
has expired. 

RAILROAD BRIDGES IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
4473 and also House bill 5487, bills providing for bridges across 
rivers in my State. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I desire to state that there was a unanimous- 
consent agreement that after the expiration of the forty minutes 
allotted for the consideration of pension bills the unobjected Sen- 
ate bills on the Calendar should be taken up; and after the bills 
of the Senator from Louisiana have been disposed of, I shall ask 
that that a unent be carried out. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Taere wassuch an agreement. 
The Secretary will read the first bill called up by the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 4473) to authorize the Natchi- 
toches Railway and Construction Cen? to build and maintain 
a railway and traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in 
the parish of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 7, page 1, after the word 
**through,” to strike out ‘their’ and insert ‘‘its;” so as to read: 

That the Natchitoches Railway and Construction Company, a corporation 
duly incorporated and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State 
of Louisiana, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, by it- 


self or through its ees, a railway and traffic bridge across Red River 


at a point suitable to the interest of navigati i d Ee 
Natchitoches, State of Louisiana. avigation, at Gran ore, parish of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1, page 3, after the word 
“displayed,” to strike out the words “on said bridge;” so as to read: 


int aM a be ae - a Sawai, Pr one — be 
nm reasonable signal for the oO ts; and upon 

= ty ay of eae = —_ there shall be dispia ed, from ganget to 
— © expense of said company, such light i 3 : 
= ace earn pany, such lights and signals as the Light 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
| be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

l ask the Senate now to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.5487) authorizing the construction by 
the Texarkana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a’ 
bridge across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION, 


Mr. VEST. Iask the Senate toconsider the bill (S. 419) amend- 
ing the act providing for the appointment of a Mississippi River 
Commission, and so forth, approved June 28, 1879, 

Mr. WARREN. Ido not want to be discourteous, but I hope 
there can be a time when we can take up the Calendar, I have not 
yet asked for the consideratiou of a single bill because we have 

been upon the Calendar, and I have some matters at the head that 
have been passed over, I think, eight times. 

Mr. VEST. We could do very little with the Calendar now in 
five minutes. We have been on the Calendar all morning. 

| Mr. WARREN. Ido not wish to object and I shall not object 
to the Senator's bill, but I want to observe that I shall have to 
interpose an objection hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 

(S. 419) amending the act providing for the appointment of a Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, and so forth, approved June 28, 1879. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to amend the act by adding 
thereto the following section: 

Sec. 8 That the headquarters and general offices of said commission shall 
be located at some city or town on the Mississippi River, to be designated by 
the Secretary of War, and the meetings of the commission shall be held at 
said headauarters and general offices, the times of said meetings to be fixed 
by the _renees of the commission, who shall canse due notice of such meet- 
ings to be given members of the commission and the public 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous agree- 
ment the Calendar will be taken up now. 

The bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to grant 
50,000 acres of the unappropriated nonmineral public lands within 
the State of Wyoming unto the State, to be selected by the proper 
authorities thereof, to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
But such portion of the granted lands as may not be found neces- 
sary for the purpose specified shall be applied to the support of 
such public, benevolent, reformatory, or other educational insti- 
tution as the legislature of the State may designate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I ask that the report which 
accompanied the bill (S. 200) granting to the State of Wyoming 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home 
may be printed in the RecorpD in connection with the passage of 
the billthis morning. I intended to make that request at the time, 
but my attention was diverted for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HaNnsprovuGn in the chair). 
That order wi!l be made, in the absence of objection. 

The report, submitted by Mr. NELSON January 22, 1900, is as 
follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 200) 
granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in continuation, 
enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home, having considered the same, beg to report it back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

That such an institution deserves support must be admitted. No National 
Soldiers’ Home is situated anywhere near the Wyoming State Home. A 
thousand miles or more of expensive, fatiguing travel must be taken by a 
Wyoming veteran to reach the nearest regular Government Home. The alti- 
tude of Wyoming at the points most thickly settled is from 6,000 to 8,500 feet, 


and to change the old and feeble from the high, dry climate to a lower and 
more humid one is usually injurious. 

The men who are becoming inmates of the Wyoming Home are those who 
spent their best years in other parts of the United States. They not only 
offered their lives in defense of the country’s flag, but for many years after 
the war they were busy with the upbuilding of other Commonwealths. 
Wyoming being a new State, and that locality containing no white man’s 
settlement for many years after the war, she necessarily received these vet- 
erans in the declining years of their lives. Nevertheless, that State, with 
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commendable benevolence, has established a home and appropriates every 
year for its maintenance. Itis true the Government pays the regulation sum 
($100 per capita per annum), but in that sparsely settled country, her cost 
of living, and a not large number of regular inmates, the expense too 
heavily on that young State, where the United States Government owns in 
public lands, Indian and military reservations, over fifty-seven and one-half 
million acres out of a total sixty-two and one-half million acres of the 
State’s surface, and therefore on the over 87} per cent of all its land no tax 
can be collected because of Government ownership. 

Wyoming has received no donations of swamp lands, as have many of the 
older States, and her total acreage under the act of admission was much less 
than one-half of what Congress granted to the State next admitted in the 
Union at a later date, though the State later admitted had but about four- 
fifths of Wyoming's area. 

The whole of Wyoming is within the arid belt, and the lands can not be 
productive without irrigation. The nonmineral and nonforest lands are 
worthless without irrigation excepting for grazing, and the sparse, thin grass 
requires a great many acres tosupport each single head of live stock. ere- 
fore the land is worth virtually nothing, or but a few cents an acre, until its 
reclamation. ‘The value tothe United States of this grant of land is almost nil, 
and would be so to the State exceptas it'isimpro and utilized. The State, 
in selecting these lands for grazing near to the ranches of homesteaders and in 
selecting pieces worthless in themselves, but which in connecting up with the 
other lenis settled upon and to be settled upon, will render irrigation and 
reclamation possible, and therefore be ultimately of value to the State and 
bring a considerable income to the Soldiers’ Home. 

On the other hand, the Government secures through theselection of these 
lands, not exceeding a section in a place, and their occupancy by lessors, the 
improvement of the Government's remaining lands, not only through the 
general development and settlement of the country but by bringing them 
near to irrigating ditches which have been or may constructed and from 
which water can be procured for a portion of the lands. 

In this way the proposed nt, while slightly lessening the 87} Er cent of 
the United States ae n Wyoming and increasing slightiy the 12} a 
cent owned by the State and the settlers, will really add tothe value of the Gov- 
ernment’s holdings. The State, while receiving but little income from rental 
at first, may increase that income later,and thus in some degree will — 
sion be e for the increasing expenses for care and maintenance of aged 
soldiers and sailors. : 

Wyoming, in its constitution, which Congress incorporated in the law ad- 
mitting the State, provides fully for the protection of these lands, and so do 
the laws later enacted. A full land board was provided for and every neces- 
sary restriction seems to have been made. 

The article on public lands and donations reads as follows: 

‘The State of Wyoming hereby agrees to accept the grants of lands here- 
tofore made or that may be hereafter made by the United States to the State 
for educational purposes, for public buildings and institctions, and for other 
objects, and donations of money, with the conditions and limitations that may 
be imposed by the act or acts of Congress making such grants or donations. 
Such lands shall be disposed of only at public auction to the highest responsi- 
ble bidder, after having been duly appraised by the land commissioners, at 
not less than three-fourths of the appraised value thereof, and for not less 
than $10 per acre: Provided, That in case of actual and bona fide settlement 
and improvement thereon at the time of the adoption of this constitution 
such actual settler shall have the preference right to purchase the land 
whereon he may have settled, not exceeding 160 acres, at a sum not less than 
the appraised value thereof, and in making such appraisement the value of 
improvements shall not be taken into consideration. If at any time here- 
after the United States shall grant any arid lands in the State to the State 
on the condition that the State reclaim and of them to actual settlers, 
the legislature shall be authorized toaccept such arid lands on such condi- 
tions, or other conditions, if the same are practicable and reasonable. 

“The proceeds from the sale and rertal of all lands and other property 
donated, granted, or received, or that may hereafter be donated, granted, or 
received from the United States, or any other source, shall be inviolably ap- 
propriated and applied to the specific purposes specified in theoriginal grant 
or gifts.” 

Sther sections follow equally protective on the one hand and prevent- 
ive on the other. The laws of Wyoming seem to cover every cont ney, 
the intent being made plain that State lands shall be selected only for the 
beneficiary named in the act making the donation. 

As donated lands, with rare exceptions, never reach the value of $10 per 
acre, they are not sold, but remain the me of the State and are leased 
under carefully guarded rules and regu ms. 

Of the many provisions of Wyoming's land law we quote as follows: 

“The board — lease — legal subdivision of the lands of the State at an 
annual rental not less than 5 per cent on the valuation thereof, fixed by the 
board, except as hereinafter provided. 

** State lands may be | for periods of not more than five years. 

* All water rights which shall have become appurtenant tothe lands leased 
aforesaid shall, upon the expiration of the leases thereto given to the lessee 
whe sae the irrigation and improvements thereto, become the property of 
the .~ 

Wyoming's total acreage was reported on June 30, 1897, by the Secret 
of the Interior as 62,433,000 acres, of which only 4,925,415 acres had teen en- 
propriated; of the remainder, 8,166,002 acres were in reservations—Indian, 
military, etc.—while 49,341,583 acres were reported as vacant public lands. 
Granted to Wyoming for all purposes, 668,000 acres. 

Referring to swamp lands, the same report records as donated swamp 
lands to that date— 
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California, is as large in area as Wyoming, while most of the States to ming 
Chess grants were made have but one- to one-third as much area as Wyo- 
ming. 


The arid lands in Wyoming must be reclaimed to be of value, much the 
reclama 


same as swamp lands require tion. In one case there was too much 
water, and too little in the other. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF INDIAN WARS. 


The bill (S. 340) to amend an act entitled “‘An act ting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, 


known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee distur} 
and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892, was announ-. ds 

next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole , bi 
ceeded to its consideration. eet 

Mr. GALLINGER. That bill has been read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has been read thro», a} 
The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Who! — 
open to amendment. = 

Mr. GALLINGER, There are amendments of the commitia, 
to be acted on. re 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments of the «, m- 
mittee on Pensions will be stated in their order, a 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, after the word “ milita;, » 
insert the word ‘‘State;” so as to read: se 


That the act entitled “‘ An act penne pensions to the survivors of tha 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk way (+, 
war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July °7_ \« 
be, and the same is hereby, amended and extended so as to include t))..; 
of the surviving officers and enlisted men who served for thirty days oy ; 
and were honorably discharged under the United States military, Sta;.. 


ritorial, or provisional authorities in the Florida and Georgia Semin .¢ | 


war of 1817 and 1818. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On 2, line 14, after the words * cightocy 
en and fifty-eight,” insert the word “inclusive ;” so as ¢ 
read: 


The Florida wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 to 185s, in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 
20, page 2, after the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and fifty-three,” to 
insert the word “‘inclusive;” so as to read: 

The Utah Indian disturbances of 1850 to 1853, inclusive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to insert tho 
following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That all contracts heretofore made between the 
beneficiaries under this act and pension attorneys and claim agents are 
hereby declared null and void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the ameni- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORT PEMBINA MILITARY RESERVATION LANDs, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Are we going on with the Calendar regularly? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the unanimous-con- 
sent ment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I trust the Senator will not interpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, I am not going to interfere at all. 

The bill (S. 157) providing for ‘ee eslsction of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of North 
Dakota was announced as next in order. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iask the Senator in charge of this bill if there 
is any objection to making the provision general, making lanis 
within abandoned military reservations subject to be selected to 
satisfy grants made to States where they are located within the 
State? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I must call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the hour of 2 o’clock has about arrive. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Of course I knew if there was to beany 
discussion of the bill it would have to goover. The hourof 2 
o'clock having arrived, I will postpone my answer to the Senator 
from Utah. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 222) to providea 
government for the Territory of Hawaii. 


JOHN M. GUYTON, 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from South Carolina | Mr. T'!'- 
MAN] has asked me to yield to him for the purpose of cna ing 
—_> have a bill wtnd yon I have agreed to do so if it takes no 

te. : ‘ 

Mr. TILLMAN. It will take no debate, I am sure, because! 
has already passed the Senate twice before, and I am only anxios 
to get it on its way to passage through the other House. | ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 101+) ‘vr 
the relief of John M. Guyton. 5 - 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 0! 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay 5!5!. 
to John M. Guyton, former postmaster at Blacksburg, 5. \., °° 
ing the amount deposited by him to cover a deficiency arisins 1" 
his office in the year 1890, w it was made to meet a loss 
by the embezzlement of a clerk on or about the 30th day of Jant- 

1890, without blame or fault on the part of John M. Guyton. 
“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. - 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 
passed 
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MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM, 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM, I have also consented to yield to the junior 
cenator from Minnesota on the same terms, I hope that | shall 
not be asked to yield to any others. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to have a local bill relating to a matter 
in Minnesota placed on its passage. I ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 3003) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom 
Company, of Grand Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge 
across the Mississippi River,” approved February 27, 1899. 

There being no Objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 8 of the act so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be null and void unless said dam herein author- 
ized be commenced within two years and completed within four years from 
the date hereof. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishoud like to make an inquiry. 
pill passed the approval of the War Department? 

tr. NELSON. It has been approved by the War Department. 
It is recommended by the Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
SCHOOL LANDS IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM, For what purpose has the Senator risen? 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1175) to grant lands to the State of Ala- 
bama for the use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of 
Alabama, for negroes, and the State Normal College, at Florence, 





Has this 


Ala. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield if the bill which the Senator desires to 
have passed requires no discussion. 

Mr. PETTUS. It will require none, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say to the Senator from Alabama— 
IT do not know whether he understood me—that if the bill the 
Senator desires to call up for consideration or passage requires no 
discussion, I have no objection to yielding. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understand you, sir, perfectly. The bill is 
one that passed the last Senate and has received the unanimous 
report of the committee of this Senate. I ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S,. 1175) to grant lands to 
the State of Alabama for the use of the Agricultural and Mechan- 
ical College of Alabama, for negroes, and theState Normal College, 
at Florence, Ala., which has been reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands with an amendment, after line 12, page 2, to 
strike out the proviso in the following words: 

And provided further, That this grant tothe State Normal College shall be 
in full settlement and payment for all p belonging to said State Nor- 


ropert 
mal Ce loge, or its predecessors, Gestrosed by Federal troops during the war, 


and shall be received by said State Normal College in full satisfaction of all 
such claims. 


The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make two or three little formal 
amendments to the bill. On page 11, line 22, I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ayes and noes” and insert ‘‘ yeas and nays;” and 
in line 23, same e, I move to strike out “‘ ayes and noes” and 
insert “yeas and nays.” That is the form that is used in this 
country more particularly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. M. On page 18, line 22, I move to strike out “ayes 
and noes” and to insert “‘ yeas and nays,” and wherever those 
words occur I desire that they should stricken out and the 
words “ yeas and nays” inserted. 

The amendment was 


to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move the same amendment on page 19, lines 
22 and 23. 


The amendment was 
Mr. CULLO 


agreed to. 
; M. Mr. President, I have nothing further to say 
at this moment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hanssroven in the chair), 
This bill is in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 
Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. There was an amendment 
over. 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to offer an amendment in section 10, 
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line 22, page 7, after the word ‘‘contracts,” by inserting ‘‘except 
Hawaii was annexed to the 


United States.” I desire to except all labor contracts which have 


been entered into since the Territory was annexed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 


the Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In section 10, on page 7, line 22 


2, after the 
except contracts for 


Mr. NELSON. I will briefly state the object of the amendment. 
Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the amendment, 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Minnesota |Mr. NELson}. 

Mr. FORAKER. Isuggest tothe Senator from Minnesota that, 
instead of the expression, “since Hawaii was annexed to the 
United States,” he adopt the date which has been adopted in this 
bill, August 12, 1898. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; that is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY, On page 7, section 10, line 22, after the word 
‘** contracts,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ except contracts for labor 
entered into since August 12, 1898.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. On page 23, in section 55, line 8, I move to insert: 

Nor shall any such bonds or indebtedness be incurred until approved by 
the President of the United States 

This bill provides that 3 per cent upon municipal assets may be 
issued in the way of bonds—not exceeding 3 per cent, Three per 
cent is a very large indebtedness, and our experience in Missouri 
has been so fearful about municipal indebtedness that lam always 
anxious to curtail the power as much as possible. The people of 
Missouri to-day pay $20,000,000 on fraudulent bonds issued by 
county courts under old charters, which nobody had paid any at- 
tention to, for railroads that never were constructed and never will 
be constructed, and there is no more possibility of their being con- 
structed than there is of me carrying off this Capitol, Under the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the lowa 
cases, any bonds issued by lawful authority and negotiated before 
maturity to an innocent holder for value assume the status of com- 
mercial paper and must be paid. 

Mr. CULLOM. DolI understand that the bonds are not to be 
issued beyond a certain per cent? 

Mr. VEST. The percentage is already fixed in the bill at 3 per 
cent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator mean by that that no indebt- 
edness shall be incurred without the approval of the President 
or beyond such an amount? 

Mr. VEST. I say ‘‘any such indebtedness.” 
limitation of 3 per cent. I think that is too much. I think it 
ought to be 2 per cent. Any such indebtedness or loan, I assume, 
would retain the limitation of 8 per cent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am inclined to accept that amendment, so 
far as I am individually concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 23, line 8, at 
the end of section 10, after the word “thereof,” the words ‘‘nor 
shall any such bonds or indebtedness be incurred until approved 
by the President of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer an amendment to section 10, page 8, line 
7, after the word ‘‘ offenses,” to insert ‘‘ except for violation of 
labor contracts.” The clause if so amended will read: 

All offenses which by statute then in force were punishable as offenses, 
except for violation of labor contracts, against the republic of Hawaii shall 
be punishable as offenses against the government of the Territory of Hawaii. 

It is to prevent the enforcement by criminal punishment or to 
prevent criminal punishment for the mere violation of labor con- 
tracts. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will say to the Senator that all the laws of 
Hawaii relating to punishment predicated upon labor contracts 
are repealed by this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. In so many words. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are all repealed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the penal laws of Hawaii in my hand, 
and that particular provision in the repealing section repeals all 
of the statutes pertaining to labor, servants, masters, etc. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would state that to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield, of course. 

Mr. HALE. I thought we were considering the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would state for our benefit the 
theory upon which this bill proceeds as to the entire question of 
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contracts for labor. The situation is and has been peculiar in 
Hawaii and in marked contrast to our conditions here. I have 
not been able to find—because I have not examined the volumes 
of the statutes referred to—just what is the theory of the commit- 
tee with reference to this subject, and what the bill contains and 
Carries. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, to begin with, as I stated yes- 
terday, there are about 40,000 laborers in those islands, about half 
of whom are supposed to be under contract, and who were brought 
there under contract. 

Mr. HALE. Under existing contracts? 

Mr. CULLOM. Under contracts now existing in the republic, 
so called. This bill goes upon the theory that when the labor 
laws of the United States are extended over these islands by the 
passage of this bill nothing more can occur in the way of the im- 
portation of contract labor. Then,in addition to that, we go for- 
ward and repeal all the penal laws which justify the punishment 
in any way of aviolation of labor contracts. So that, as the com- 
mittee think, and as I think, the whole question is put beyond the 
control of the islands in undertaking to make any further labor 
contracts, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, what troubled me 
was the repeal of all legislation which punishes the violation of 
the labor-contract provisions. As I understand the Senator, the 
bill proceeds upon this proposition, that there shall be no future 
contracts for the importation of foreign labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. There can not be after our laws are extended 
over the islands. 

Mr. HALE. The operation of this bill is to extend our laws, 
which provide, just as they do for Illinois or for Maine, that there 
shall be no importation of foreign labor by contract. 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes. 

Mr. HALE. And those laws which make that provision also 
provide punishments for their violation. The Senator does not 
mean that there is anything in this bill which prevents the opera- 
tion of the penal force of our laws or permits any violation of the 
labor-contract laws that we have. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly not. We have —_ otoee & pro- 
vision which I offered here—as I stated yesterday, and I desired to 
do so specifically—-requiring by this bill that all prosecutions for 
violation of labor contracts should be prohibited. In addition to 
that, we repeal all the local laws which in any way authorize 
such things. 

Mr. HALE, All prosecutions not for the violation of labor 
laws, but labor contracts, so that they can not be enforced, 

Mr. CULLOM, They can not be enforced. 

Mr. HALE. Now, what does the Senator believe is the condi- 
tion of the contracts which are now subsisting? 

Mr. CULLOM. That raises a constitutional question, I might 
say, as to whether Congress or any other body can legislate right- 
fuily, thereby invalidating a civil contract. 

fr, PLATT of Connecticut. No doubt they can. 
Mr. HALE. I think they can; but does this bill attempt wo do 
that? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, it does not. 

Mr. HALE. Then this bill excludes that in so many words, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I so understand, is bill in 
terms permits those contracts to exist and to run until they ex- 
pire. ow, from the Senator’s examination, what does he think 
is the actual operation of existing contracts for labor upon persons 
who have been brought in under those contracts, as to what num- 
bers and what time, and how long they will continue? I do not 
know anything about that myself. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those contracts run usually, I think, three 
years. That is my impression; but after the passage of this bill 
the repeal of the laws authorizing labor contracts to be made, an 
the prohibition of an attempt to punish anyone for violating such 
contracts, what the result will be Ido not know; but my judgment 
is it will result in the entire abolition of the contract system there. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator believes that. Then, certainly in not 
more than three years it will all pass away. 

Mr. CULLOM. My judgment is that it will pass away in less 
than one year, because they can not enforce such contracts by 
punishment as they have been doing heretofore. SoI thinkin a 
very short time the result will be that the contract laborers in 
those islands will be a thing of the past. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator thinks that it is practically abolished 
by this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator read the laws 
which are repealed? 

Mr. CULLOM. If I should read all the laws which are re- 
pealed yy th:s bill, I would be reading nearly all day. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I mean the penal laws with re- 
gard to the punishment of contract labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the chapter here before me. Here is 
the chapter with the title ‘‘ Masters and servants.” I shall not 
undertake to read all of that. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is repealed. 

Mr. CULLOM. A part of that is repealed, I see, Hero j. 
of the provisions: 

TO REGULATE CONTRACTS BETWEEN MASTERS AND SERV \\ 7s 

Sec. 1368. All contracts for service between masters and seryanic . 
only one of the parties is a native Hawaiian, shall be written or yy»... T° 
both the Hawaiian and English languages. No such contracts «})') ).. 
effect in law when executed in one language only: Provided, Tq: 
herein contained shall be held or construed to prevent any such o.... 
being written or printed in the Hawaiian language only where }jo:), .... 
thereto are native Hawaiians. o Pa 

Sec. 1369. The minister of the interior is hereby authorized to py, 
both languages, printed forms of contract, as provided for in tho fo...) 
section, in blank as to place, time, and service, wages, name, place wh...” 
gaged. and place of residence. wicca 

EC. 1370. Every contract for service authorized by section 13% 0.4) 
order to its validity, be acknowledged by the me ster or his duly empon.. 
agent, and the servant before the agent to take acknowledgments .» .. 
tracts, as hereinafter provided, and the certificate of acknowledgmon: 9.) 
be substantially as follows: a 

And so it goes on here for pages. 

By this proposed law we will wipe that entirely out, so ¢) t 
there will be no statute in the Territory of Hawaii that pertains 
to the importation of labor or labor contracts such as we under. 
stand to be now in existence. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. But if the Senator will permit me, do not the 
penalties attaching to the breaking of a labor contract still o})tajy: 
Are they not left? : 

Mr.SPOONER. Theyare eliminated by the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If you will read it, you will see that they are 
not eliminated. P : 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear it read distinctly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They applyto contracts made since the islands 
have been in our possession, and not all the time. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Illinois {[ Mr. Cvuiiow} wil] 
allow me a moment, I want to say to him that the amendment | 
offered can dono harm. 1t covers the exact case which he in- 
tends to reach. Here is the phraseology of the bill, commencing 
in line 5, on page 8: : 

All offenses which by statute then in force— 

That means in August, 1898— 


were punishable as offenses against the republic of Hawaii shall be punisha- 
ble as offenses against the government of the Territory of Hawaii, unless 
— statute is inconsistent with this act or shall be repealed or changed by 
aw. 

It may be that your repeal covers the case; but should there be 
any question about it, it will do no harm to insert this clause, as 
suggested, after the word ‘‘ offenses,” in line 5; so that it will read: 

All offenses except for the violation of labor contracts. 


There can be no harm in that, and it “makes assurance double 
sure” on this point. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to say 
a word to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. If the statute which defines the crime and pro- 
vides the penalty is repealed, then how can it be in force? 

Mr. NELSON, That may be true, technically. 

Mr. MONEY. It is absolutely so. 

Mr. NELSON, I have not had time to examine it. 

Mr. MONEY. All of those statutes are repealed by this bill, 
If a part of a statute falls, everything else goes with it. 

Mr. NELSON. Is the Senator sure that the repeal will affect 
all of those laws? ac 

Mr. MONEY. They are named by sections in the bill itself; 
and if the Senator will compare that—I suppose he has the penal 
statutes of Hawaii before him, has he not? 

Mr. NELSON. No; I have not. ; 

Mr. MONEY. I thought a the Senator had a copy 0! 
the penal statutes. He will find that those statutes are repealed 
by this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think they are. 

Mr. MONEY. If they are repealed, there can be no offense and 
no punishment; and therefore the amendment would be entire’) 


er « ” 
Mr. CULLOM. The committee thought and believed that the 
bill had been so framed that it would get rid entirely of te cor 
tract-labor system which has prevailed in Hawaii, = 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Chapter 78, if the Senator wu 
permit me, which relates to masters and servants, reads: 
lf any person lawfully bound to service shall willfully absent himse!! [" 1 
such service, without the leave of his master, any district magistra’’ © 
republic, upon complaint made, under oath by the master or by Wr in 
his half, may issue a warrant to apprehend such person and | ne a 
before the sai trate; and if the complaint shall be maintain: nd he 
a shall order such offender to be restored to his master!" 0. 
shall be compelled to serve the remainder of the time for which he or's™ 
contracted. eisaiaiiitii 
That has all been repealed, and those were the objectionab® 
features, es I understand. : ai] Gnd that 
Mr. CULLOM, On page 6 of the bill the Senator will fine \ 
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chapter 78, in relation to masters and servants, will be repealed | Mr.CULLOM. This refers to any legal process. If the Sen- 
by the passage of this bill. ‘ ator thinks he can help the amendment or strengthen it in any 
“Mr. TILLMAN. But, if the Senator from Illinois will permit | way, I shall be glad to have him do so. ° 
me, while they repeal those statutes which are for the punishment Mr. HAWLEY. Would that forbid a citizen to bring a civil 
of contract laborers who break their contracts, section 10 provides | suit against a person violating an ordinary contract for labor? 

that “all obligations, contracts, rights of action, suits at law,” Mr. CULLOM. It is a question with me whether that does not 
etc,, shall be continued as effectually as if this act had not been | ro so far as to interfere with civil contract 


; which are legitimate. 

assed. There ought to be some way of enforcing contracts other than by 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Those are contracts. | imprisonment. ‘ 
Mr. TILLMAN. Is not a contract for labor a contract? Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator mean contracts for labor 
Mr. FORAKER. That has been amended. made before the person contracted for arrived in that Territory? 
Mr. CULLOM, I proposed yesterday the following amendment: Mr. CULLOM. I mean contracts growing out of the importa 
Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shal) be enforced tion of those men to that country. 

either by injunction or by legal process. | Mr. HAWLEY. That can be easily defined, so as to leave all 
Mr. TILLMAN. That applies toallcontracts. Make it a little | innocent contracts unier the law. 

more sweeping, so as to apply either before or after annexation. | Mr. HALE. In other words, the Senator proposes to leave the 
Mr. CULLOM. It applies back to the beginning of time, so far | contracts as civil contracts existing and to strike out all penal 

as that is concerned. regulations and laws for enforcing tem. 
Mr. HALE. It applies to all contracts that are subsisting at the Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; Mr. President. 

time of the passage of this bill. Mr. HALE. Is not that so? 
Mr. CULLOM. To all contracts. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Theeffect of the Senator's amend- 
Mr. HALE. Yes. Is that in the bill? | ment is, I think, to prevent the enforcement by law of all con 
Mr. CULLOM. It is in an amendment which I propose, and | tracts in the islands relating to labor 

which I referred to yesterday. | Mr. HALE. Any kind of enforcement, not only the penal pro- 
Mr. TILLMAN. You have not put it in the bill. visions and punishments, but a civil suit or a civil process can 
Mr. CULLOM. No; it is not in the bill, but I will offer it. | not be maintained. 
Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ilinois| Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

if we do not by this bill confirm some labor contracts? Mr. HALE. Well, that in effect abolishes it in toto, does it not? 
Mr. CULLOM, I think not. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it goes too far. 
Mr. SPOONER. Are there none entered into prior to 1898 still Mr. CULLOM. As I said a while ago, my judgment is that if 

in force? | we repeal the penal provisions affecting such contracts the result 


Mr. CULLOM. Isupposethereare. I donot know about that; | will be that the whole business will brealk down, because it can 
but if any Senator can draw an amendment which will close out | not be enforced. 
those contract-labor importations and the enforcement of such Mr. HALE. What does the Senator leave standing? 
contracts afterwards, and show that his proposition is constitu- Mr. CULLOM. The Senator leaves, then, all in the bill, in the 
tional, I shall be glad to vote for it. hope that the insertion of a provision preventing criminal prose- 
Mr. SPOONER. I have not any doubt about the constitution- | cutions for violating contracts is all that is necessary to be done 
ality of it. The inhibition against the passage of laws impairing | by Congress. 
the obligation of contracts is upon the States. It is not quite| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if Ican have the 
enough to eliminate punishment by the court after the fashion of | attention of the Senator from Maine, it is proposed, at the end of 
the violation of some criminal act. The provisions themselves | page 8, to insert: 
may be of a character which are offensive to our sense of what is 
just and what is right. That is what led me to ask the Senator 
if we are expressly affirming here and continuing any alien-labor If that means simply that no action shall be brought to compel 
contracts in Hawaii; and if so, to what extent? wanted to | a laborer to perform his contract either by injunction or applica- 
follow that question by another, which perhaps I have not any | tion for specific performance, I do not know that I have any ob- 


Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or other legal process 


need to ask, as to the general character of these contracts. | jection to it; but if it goes so far as to prevent an employer bring- 
Mr. HALE. The statute covers that. | ing a suit against a person who may have entered into a contract 
Mr. SPOONER. No; it does not. | for labor to recover damages, I do not think that ought to be done, 


_ Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a document which shows that. Ihave 
it not on my table at present, but I can get it in a little while. It Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

shows copies of numbers of contracts, the exact contracts in letter Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
and terms. I have not that here, but I will furnish it to the Sena- | either by injunction or other legal process 

tor,so that he can see exactly what the terms of the contracts are. Mr. HALE. It seems to me that, in connection with the repeal 

Mr. SPOONER. My recollection of these contracts, growing | of the penal provision, is extirpation of the whole thing, is it not? 
out of the debates on the annexation of Hawaii, is that they were | Does it not go to the root? 
brutal contracts that would not be tolerated at all in this country. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here are some provisions which areonapar| Mr. HALE. It seems to me it does. 
with the black codes of some of the Southern States, and you gen- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot know but that it goes too 
tlemen of the Republican party are in honor bound not to leave | far. 
the people of Hawaiiin the same condition in which the former Mr. HALE. It seems to me it is extirpation of the whole thing, 
slaveholders wanted to put their ex-slaves. If it is intended to | and there is under that proviso no process that anybody on the 
repeal the provisions regarding these contracts and to annul them, | other side can invoke in criminal form, or any injunction or by 
why not say expressly that the contracts for labor heretofore ex- | suit for breach of contract, for damages. ; 
isting, punitive in their character, are annulled, so as to make Mr.CULLOM. Iappreciate that, but it seems difficult to adopt 
assurance double sure that you do not intend to leave those people | an amendment that goes far enough and does not go too far. I 
over there in carey? think myself, and I believe everybody will agree, that if a business 

Mr. CULLOM. That is just what we are trying to do, if the man, for instance, in this country or in Honolulu, makes a contract 
Senator will take notice. In the amendment which I propose to | with another citizen there to perform work, building a house or 
offer it is provided that no contract for labor or personal service | what not, if the man does not do it the other man ought to have 
shall be enforced. That comes pretty near annulling such con- | the right to bring a suit against him, and I do not know but that 
tracts. this would interfere with that. If it does, it would go too far. If 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Where does that come in? not, it does just what [ want to have done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I propose to offer it at the end of section 10, Mr. HALE. I suppose the committee intended that it should 
which is the section which proposes to keep alive all obligations, | apply only to contract-labor matters, affecting the importation of 
contracts, rights of actions, etc., as Hawaii passes from one form | foreign outside labor, and nothing more than that. 
of government to another. I inquire of the Senator from South Mr. CULLOM. Iam satisfied to have that adopted, and if on 
Carolina whether he does not think that amendment would ac- | further investigation it seems to go too far, we can modify it. 
complish just what he wants? Mr. FAIRBANKS. Read it again. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator indicate where he proposes Mr. HOAR. Have it read at the desk. 
to put his amendment? , Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he 

Mr. CULLOM. At the end of section 10. : change it to ‘‘ criminal prosecution,” so as to limit it to injunction 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will offer the amendment. | and criminal prosecution. That would leave the matter of the 

bos CULLOM. I will move to add to section 10 the following: | validity of the contracts to stand. 

wided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced Mr. CULLOM. The amendment which is being discussed more 
either by injunction or other legal process. or less referring to contract labor is as follows 


Mr. NELSON. You ought to insert ‘‘criminal process.” Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it does not refer to that. 


Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator read that again? 
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Mr. CULLOM. It does not refer to it in so many words, but 
the purpose of this amendment, while its phraseology may not 
exactly state it, is to prevent a criminal prosecution against a 
violator of a contract after he is brought into Honolulu from 
Japan, if you please, under a contract, and then violates it. We 
do not want him sent to jail. 

Mr. HALE. It goes much further than that. 

Mr. CULLOM. We do not want him prosecuted. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was going to have the amendment 
read at the desk or read it himself, as he prefers. 

Mr. CULLOM., Iwill read it myself. It is proposed to add to 
section 10: 


Provided, That no contract for labor or personal service shall be enforced 
either by injunction or other legal process. 


Mr. HALE. Why do you not say contract for foreign labor? 

Mr. CULLOM. It means about the same thing, because they 
are all pretty much foreign who are laborers there. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques- 
tion, While in the islands investigating the question of labor, did 
the commission hear any testimony as to the abuse of contract 
laborers, the manner in which labor was performed, and the pen- 
alties imposed for violations of their contracts? I should also like 
to inquire if they ascertained whether there were any large con- 
tracts for the construction of canals or railroads or aqueducts on 
the islands. We made every effort in the last session to extend to 
the islands our laws relating to contract labor and immigration, 
and it failed by reason of an objection upon this floor near the 
closing hours of the session. It isa notorious fact that since Con- 
gress adjourned many thousands of laborers have been brought 
into the islands of the Hawaiian group under contract for labor. 
I certainly think this amendment should be so framed that there 
can be no ambiguity whatever in its language and so that it will 
not require a judicial body to construe its meaning. 

Both of the Senators on this floor who are members of the com- 
mission are thoroughly conversant with these great abuses, and I 
trust they will so formulate the amendment that there can be no 
question or doubt about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator from Illinois this phrase, 
which I think will accomplish all Senators desire and which goes 
as far as we ought to go: 





Provided, That there shall be no remedy for the specific performance of 
any contract for labor, and that the failure to comply with the same shall not 
be punished criminally. 


Those are the things you want to do, leaving an ordinary action 
for damages for breach of contract. 

Mr. HALE. Would the Senator make that apply to general 
contracts for labor? 

Mr. HOAR, I think so. 

Mr. HALE. Not only foreign labor, but ordinary contracts? 

Mr. HOAR. We lived in Massachusetts without any remedy 
to compel the specific performance of ordinary labor contracts 
down to within a very few years, and I suppose they did in most 
of the other States. 

Mr. HALE. A contract for labor sometimes involves a large 
transaction, like the building of structures. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not a contract for labor. 

Mr. HALE. It may be. 

Mr. HOAR. Say ‘‘ personal service.” 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the committee intends to 
go into that large domain of regulating contracts and controver- 
sies about labor outside of foreign contract labor. 

Mr. CULLOM., That is all. 

Mr. HALE. Why not, then, limit this by terms so that it shall 
only apply to the subject the committee intend to take up, and not 
take up that larger domain the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
oe. een we bave not had up? Let it apply only to contracts 

or iabor, 

Mr. HOAR. I have an impression that we have , cer- 
tainly through the Senate, and I think through both Houses, a 
general domestic statute containing that provision so far as the 
United States courts go. I do not believe, in other words, that it 
is expedient that labor contracts shall be enforced by specific per- 
formance. Any other contract where specific performance is en- 
forced is dischar by the payment of a sum of money, by the 
making of a deed of conveyance, or something of that kind, but 
holding a man to labor or service by law is repugnant to the 
genius of our institutions, whether it be holding him to the labor 
or service of a slave or any other form. In the description of 
slavery in our Constitution by a euphemism they avoided the 
term ‘‘slave” or ‘‘ slaveholding” or ‘‘slaveholder,” and the Con- 
stitution speaks of it as a person held to labor or service. 

Now, when the immigrant comes over from a foreign country 
and gets to Hawaii, he is toa certain extent rather helpless if he has 
made an improvident contract. It is taking the y for the su- 
preme court to say to a man, ‘‘ You go and work for A B on his 
farm and stay theresix months.” It seems tome that wherever we 
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have the legislative power we should say that the right of een 
to himself shall not be interfered with by law in conseqnenc. 


any alleged or any actual contract. You may come upon hin + : 
damages, if you can, but you shall not take him by tho ea; ., a 
lead him out to a day’s work under the order of any court. 


I will take the responsibility of moving the amendmen: | , 
pose, and let the Senate do with it as it pleases. I move to in. 
Provided, That no proceeding shall be maintained for the sy}. 


ance of any contract for labor or service, and there shall be no erin); pn 
ceeding for the breach thereof. oe 


that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I will accept it, so far as I ay , 
cerned. 

Several Senators. Say ‘‘ personal labor.” 

Mr. HOAR. Insert the word “personal,” so as to read «yoy. 
sonal labor.” I intended to put that in. : 

Mr. CULLOM. uestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on am 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minn 
NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. My amendment is to insert the following 
words—— 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page? 

Mr. NELSON. Onpage8. I think, however, that the amen. 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts will cover 
if that is adopted mine will be unnecessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. Withdraw it. 

Mr. NELSON. I withdraw the amendment if the other amend. 
ment is to be adopted. I withdraw it for the time being at least, 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from Miyyo- 
sota is withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on avreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Illinois has accepted my amend- 
ment to his amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM, Laccept the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. CcLio™) asmod- 
ified by the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar}. 

ote ALE, Let that as finally modified and offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts be read, stating where it comes in. 

The Secretary. It is proposed at the end of section 1) to in- 
sert: 

Provided, That no proceeding shall be maintained for the sp 


ance of any contract for personal labor or service, and ther 
inal proceeding for the breach thereof. 


Mr. HALE. Certainly that goes very far. It goes 2 great way 
beyend what the committee contemplated. It does not inany way 
confine itself to the evil which the committee sought to remedy, 
the continuance of contract labor and the enforcement of those 
contracts. That, I take it, was the only subject with which the 
committee intended to deal. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was the only subject it seemed to be neces- 
sary to deal with in connection with labor, so far as we hearlover 
there. Hence it was that we desired to break up the importation 
of laborers and contracts with laborers. 

Mr. HALE. That, of course, isforeignimported labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to the amendment to the 
amendment. : 

Mr.HALE. Now, the Senator from Illinois accepts this amen: 
ment to the amendment, and I think the Senate ought to unucr 
stand that it is incorporating a very far-reaching, a very Wi’ 
provision, touching not only labor imported by contract, which 
we have forbidden here and mean to forbid in Hawaii hereafter, 
but contracts touching any kind of business that involves persons! 
labor. It declares that no [ems shall be instituted to en- 
force it. I think thatis the guage. What is the language: 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon. I suggested to tho Senat do 
“No.” Isaid it not with reference to his statement, but !s!ah 
guage was “any kind of business that involves personal labor." 

Mr. HALE. That has been accepted. ‘‘ Personal” has D° 
incorporated. fi ied it 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Anything that involves personal labor » " 
the lan e. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have it exact. S 

Mr. HOAR. ‘“Anycontract for personal labor.” — 

Mr. HALE. Any contract that involves personal labor, ane ® 
proceeding —— : we 
— HOAR. The words “involving personal labor *! 

ere. fry" \P - 

Mr. HALE. Well, for the enforcement of any en for per 
sonal labor. It would apply to any large contract. —— 

Mr. NELSON, Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine 
yield to me? 


t,and 


not 











1900. 


Mr. HALE. Asa Senator suggests to me, it would apply not 
simp y toa contract of a day laborer to perform work upon any 
puiing or any farm or any estate, but a contract for larger serv- 
ices. for the superintendency of un estate, of a plantation, of a 


mar. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
"Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me one word here? 
Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator from Maine yielded to 


@, 
Mir. HALE. I yield to all. 
Mr. NELSON. I think theSenator from Maine misapprehends | 
the effect of the amendmen. The effect of theamendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts is simply to prevent the enforcement | 
of certain contracts by specific performance and to prevent crimi- 
nal prosecution, That is exactly the law all over the country, in 
every State in this Union. It hasalwaysbeenso. You can never 
enforce by specific performance a contract for personal labor in | 
any case, from the President of the United States down to the 
commonest laborer. Neither can you prosecute it criminally. | 
This leaves the law, I want to say to the Senator from Maine, just | 
as it is in respect to remedies for breach of civil contracts. That 
is all. 

Mr. HALE. I understand. I do not know so well as the Sena- | 
tor from Minnesota that there are not anywhere in any State pro- 
visions or laws or decisions which authorize the enforcement of a | 
specific contract for labor of any kind. Certainly this strikes all 
that out, and I think Senators should understand that it is a very 
wide-reaching, far-stretching provision. Itmayberight. It may | 
be that other States have such laws. I do not think we have in 
Maine. Butit ought to be understood how far this provision 
does go. 

There are plenty of things in this bill I can see as plain as day 
that will come up to perplex us hereafter. The relations are new. 
It is bringing into our system something about which none of us | 
have any knowledge or experience—the application of laws to | 
these people, the sustaining and upholding of certain other laws 
of theirs in part and making them remain in the fature. All the 
complications in this bill, as I look at it and as I hear discussion 
upon it, grow in my mind, and I am afraid we will find, with all 
the care the committee has bestowed upon it and the scrutiny 
which Senators have given it, that when we get through in opera- 
tion we will find a bill that will come back to trouble usin a great 
many ways, and that we are going very far in certain directions 
and not far enough in certain other directions. Therefore I call 
attention to this provision, which may be all right. It may beall 
right that every kind of contract involving personal labor shall 
only be enforced by asuit for damages; but everybody knows that 
a suit of that kind in most cases is of no avail and has nothing on 
which it can base a judgment. But it may be better to apply it 
here. We ought to understand it, of course, and I think we do 
understand the extent of the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. President, as is very well known, I have not 
been in favor of undertaking the government of subject popu- | 
lations, and all the reflection I have given to the matter increases 
my opinion that it is not desirable, either for such populations or | 
for us, that we should do it. But I am in favor of giving a code 
of laws toa people whom I hope and expect some time may become 
@ prosperous and strong American State; and it seems to me that 
when we are legislating for Hawaii, in regard to which I have 
such a hope po expectation, we ought, when we deal with any | 

subject, to make our legislation perfect as far as possible in that | 
particular. 
Now, if it be sound public policy, in the judgment of the Senate, 
rohibit a court from ordering anybody, humble or not humble, 
taken by the power of a sheriff or a marshal and led out to 
his work in the morning and sent back, not exactly like a galley 
slave scourged to his dungeon, but sent back, confined and bound 
and held in duress, I can not for the life of me see why that doc- 
trine ought not to be applied now to the island of Hawaii by 
ne enactment while we are dealing with the specific subject. 
ey are not going to make a lawon the subject this year or next 
year. We are making a code which involves other large relations 
and we are going to say something in that code about the lega 
remedy on contracts to labor. e have the subject up. The 
question is, having the subject up, whether we shall do the work 
or only half do the work. I am in favor of doing the work and 
not stopping when we have half done it. As the Senator from 
Minnesota has so well said, we are only enacting inthis code what 
other States, some of which have codes and some have not, have 
for their law now. 
Mr. CULLOM. Question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


to 
to 
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the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois as modified 
by the Sanator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. RAWLENS. Lask that the amendment may be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed at the end of section 10 to in- 
sert the following: 
_ Provided, That no proceeding shall be itained for tho s} pet 
| formance of any contract for pe ial lal ervice,and there shall be no 
criminal proceeding for the breach thereof 
Mr. HALE. Would that description, no “contract fo rsonal 
labor,” cover the contracts that the committee originally intended 
to provide for—foreign labor? I do not know enough about it to 
know whether they are made with the persons who labor or 
| whether they are made with parties who agree to furnish con 
| tract labor. In providing on the general ground that the Senator 
stated so strongly, I should not want to have this enacted and find 
that there slipped out the very provision that we started to putin 
affecting contracts for imported foreign labor. I do not know 
whether the contracts are made with those persons or with agents. 


Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I have before me 
a document containing a contract. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Illinois knows about that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will read a contract. 

Mr. HALE. Read a portion of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 


AGREEMENT BETWEEN JACOB COERPER AND CERTAIN JAPANESE WORKMEN 
This agreement made and entered into this Ifth day of February, A. D. 
1898, by and between Jacob Coerper, party of the first part. of Kahului, North 
Kona, Hawaii, and Koroyama (k), Yakoyama (k), lwata (k),and Takista (k), 
of the second part, of Kahului 2, North Kona aforesaid, witnesseth: 
That the said parties have agreed and do agree by t » presents as fol 


1 plant and properly cultivate 
first part, commencing within 
ituate in Kahului 2, aforesaid 


lows: The said parties of the second part wil 


ten days from date, all that portion of land 


Mr. HALE. The Senator need not go on. It appears that it is 
a contract made with each of the persons who are to perform the 
labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. Who are to perform the labor 

Mr. HALE. And is signed by each of them person 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not say how it is signed. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it must be. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it is. 

Mr. HALE. In some of the California contracts the persons 
who performed the labor never signed any contract. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will see that this contract is not 
only to labor, but it involves a sort of partnership by which these 
men are to raise sugar at certain figures, and so on. Youcan 
scarcely say, in fact, that it is a personal labor contract, because 
it is an agreement between these parties to raise sugar on certain 
terms. 

Mr. HALE. The last observation of the Senator from Illinois, 
that this does not come up to the legal description of a personal 
contract, raises a doubt. Has the Senator any doubt that the 
amendment which he has accepted does entirely cover the system 
of foreign-labor contracts? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no doubt it will destroy the business, 
and my own judgment is that without this amendment, the Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States being extended over 
those islands, it will break up the whole thing, and there will be 
no more of it than there is in the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from I[linois 
if, in his opinion, the amendment will cover a contract made by 
a certain Japanese company represented by its officers for a cer- 
tain number of Japanese. As a matter of fact, thousands and 
thousands of Japanese workmen have been imported into the 
Hawaiian Islands. They come there under contract made with 
the managers of those companies. As evidence of that fact, per- 
mit me to read an extract from the report of Commissioner Pow- 
derly, made one year ago to our committee: 

Detailed information of a confidential nature has been received, showing 
that since the passage of the joint resolution annexing the said islands im 
migration thereto has been greatly stimulated; as many as 7,000 Japanese 
have been contracted for by residents and 250 Italians engaged to work on 
sugar plantations. These figures, by a comparison with arrivals prior to the 
passage of the said act, indicate that interested parti re exerting them 
selves to land in said islands as many immigrants as p ble of such classes 
as would be excluded if the operation of our immigration laws were extended 
so as to embrace arrivals in Hawaii. 

It is a notorious fact that since this, one year ago 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish toask the Senator what is the 
date of that report? I believe he said it was a year ago. 

Mr. PERKINS. February, 1899. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How many of these Japanese !2bor- 
ers have been imported into Hawaii since that time? 

Mr. PERKINS. The report is dated February 13, one year 
ago. I was about to say—I have it unofficially—that there have 
been fully 15,000 immigrants into the island since that time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I stated yesterday what seemed to be as far as 


lly? 
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I could learn the fact, that there are about 40,000 labarers in the 
Hawaiian Islands now. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Including Japanese? 

Mr. CULLOM. Including Japanese and others. 

Mr. PERKINS. And my friend was there a year ago or more, 

Mr. CULLOM. A year ago last September. 

Mr. PERKINS, My friend was there a year and a half ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. But whatI wanted to say is that the statement 
made by those who seem to know about it is that about one-half 
of the 40,000 have been brought there under contract, and about 
25,000 of them perhaps, or a few more, have been brought there 
since the annexation. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me the point made by the Senator 
from Maine is worth our consideration. If this can only apply to 
personal contract and will not apply to companies, the very object 
we have in view will be frustrated. It is a question of great im- 
portance to the honor of this country and to Congress in legislat- 
ing. The amendment proposed 4 the Senator from Massachu- 
setts gives no more nor no less to the islands than applies to labor 
in other States and Territories of this Union. As I said before, 
the language should be so clear that he who runs may read. If 
the phrase *‘ personal labor contracts” does not apply to compa- 
nies, then the amendment should be reformed so that it will doso. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, right in line with what the Sena- 
tor is saying, to confirm the doubt that arose in my mind as to the 
application of the amendment, the danger in our scheme of larger 
benevolence of missing what is wanted in Hawaii, I have just 
been called out by a representative of that people, who is here with 
somo official recognition, Ido not know just what. He is an ac- 
tive, practicing, experienced mare and he has just told me at 
the door that he is satisfied, as a lawyer familiar with their stat- 
utes and provisions, that this language, ‘‘ personal labor,” will not 
in any way affect the emigrant companies who have made these 
contracts and assigned them from time to time in bulk. Sol 
think before we pass it we had better include both the larger 
scheme for labor and also the plan that the committee had origi- 
nally of striking at this distinctive evil, so that it shall apply to 
personal labor and to all contracts involving imported foreign 
labor—something of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. I have all the respect for the gentleman named. 
I do not know whether my honorable friend gave his name or not 
in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave his name. 

Mr. HOAR. I have all the respect for him which is due to the 
indorsement of the Senator from Maine, and that is very great 
respect indeed; but I must beg leave to suggest that the criticism 
comes from a very hasty and superficial notion of the matter. 
We are talking about contracts for specific performance and pun- 
ishments by criminal process. You ought not, I believe every 
Senator will agree, to have a remedy by specific performance or a 
remedy by criminal process for the failure by a man to keep his 
engagement for personal labor and service. That, as has already 
been said, is the policy of most or all of the States of the American 
Union. Now, then, that, it is said, does not interfere with one 
man’s contract to deliver the labor of another. 

Mr. HALE, Or of many others. 

Mr. HOAR. Or of many others. But it certainly does if the 
man who has agreed to deliver the labor of a thousand coolies or 
a thousand Japanese could not have any remedy against the man 
whose contract is to be delivered. The latter man is left free for- 
ever, and the other man, of course, can not havearemedy. There 
can not be a remedy for a specific performance against him that 
would be of any value, and there could not be before. There is 
no reason why he should not be liable in damages if he has made 
an imprudent contract of that kind which the man whom he 
undertakes to act for can not execute. In other words, what 
more do you want in regard to these contracts for the delivery of 
a thousand workmen and furnishing their service for a certain 
fixed time after they arrive in the island than a provision that the 
men whose service is sought are absolutely free in the matter, so 
far as these two D spesyrreys go? 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me put what might be an actual occur- 
rence. Anemigrant society—they call them that—signs a contract 
with A B to furnish the labor of 500 coolies for three years or 
five years. The contract is signed by the society upon the one 
side, by A B, who employs the society, on the other, and not one 
of the 500 persons either signs with the emigrant society person- 
ally, or with A B, who is to get the benefit of the labor; but itisa 
general sweeping contract to furnish labor, not the personal labor 
of the emigrant society, for it has none, but the labor of 500 differ- 
ent persons. Now, if we include in the operation of the bill noth- 
ing but contracts for personal labor, notwithstanding the great 
authority and experience of the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
should doubt whether, Mey a question coming up between A B, 
who takes this labor, and the emigrant society, who contracts for 
it, the courts would decide that that was, under the language here, 
a contract for personal labor. 


man to perform that contract except by the voluntary en)... ° 
the men who want to be employed. Nobody objects to th. 


get ee undoubtedly owing to my failure in stating jt. 


said that these laborers are free from all legal constraint wW)),; 
except a suit against them for damages, which nobody ¢),;, 
worth the paper on which the writ was printed, how tho whola 
this mischief is then cut up by the roots. sen, 
tract of the man to furnish 500 laborers is a contract which ho; 
left utterly powerless to perform, and there is no remedy avzains 
him, of course, except the suit for damages. ; 


there are other results. 
ye: Do you want these processes? If the Senator says 





a 


Mr. HOAR. Suppose they will not. What harm w. uld 


happen? then 


r. HALE. Then we are doing nothing. 
Mr. HOAR. You have made it absolutely impossij)}. ; 


( th} 
T this 


Mr. HALE. It does not come up between the men who aro 


ployed and the society. 


Hr. HOAR. Suppose it does not. 
Mr. HALE. It comes up between the man who is to uso tha 


labor and get the benefit of it and the original society, 


Mr. HOAR. Suppose it does; what happens? 

Mr. HALE. He may enforce it. 

Mr. HOAR. How can you enforce it? 

Mr. HALE. Because we do not prohibit it. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; we have taken it out. The Senator faj)e; 


Mr. No; it is my failure to comprehend it. 
Mr. HOAR. I can not for the life of me see what. if y, 


In other words. ¢} 


Mr. HALE, But, like any process, there are other thin: 


It may be an entirely responsi), ‘1 4 
“Why, 
have got as far along, in that I have exempted these persons a 


that nobody can trouble them, and these other parties may fight 
it out with the contract for a specific performance just as they 
choose,” that is an answer; the 
about that. r? 


y 


nator does not care anything 


Mr. HOAR. Youhavetakenall. What is the mischief? Sup. 
ose the Senator from Maine and I make acontract that on» shal! 
urnish to the other 500 laborers inthe State of Maine. Now, what 

is the mischief of that contract? The mischief is that nh, 
who are not free agents by reason of their poverty, have put them- 
selves in a position where they have got to be compelled to labor 
by a civil or criminal process for the specific performance. by an 
indictment, against their will. Of course, if thecontract between 
the Senator and myself is not enforced at all, if does not do any 
public harm or mischief. If it is enforced merely by a suit, it is 
not against me in the sum of damages due to the Senator, but 
men who are not laborers. That does not do any public mischief 
at all. Neither of us would undertake to enter into such a con- 
tract. He is only a public sufferer, but the public mi 
having involuntary labor kept to its task in that way is 

gone by the result of this amendment, and there is not) 
which can do any public harm. That is the answer to it. 

Mr. HALE. In a contract such as I have stated I do: 

that these 500 individuals would have anything to do with it any- 
way. They have not made any contract. The bill does not apply 
to them at all, 

Mr. HOAR. They could if they had made the contract. 

Mr. HALE. But they have not made it. ow 

Mr. HOAR. The trouble is this: The Senator from Maine 

agrees with somebody to furnish him 500 laborers for iweve 
months the ist of next January; and thereupon when the !st 0! 
next January comes, he goes and gets the 500 laborers in 9 condi- 
tion of poverty and distress, and brings them across the sea: and 
he has got them where he can scourge them tothatlabor. | on 
mean that he can literally scourge them, but he can com) el th m 
by criminal and civil process both; and that is the mischiv!. tis 

he should have 500 men compelled to labor at his terms 11 compe 
tition with 500 free laborers. 

Now, that is the whole mischief. The fact that he has «ste! 

to furnish me a certain amount of labor does not do any bart. 
This law comes in and says, ia other words, the man wie *'s 
made that contract with you shall have no legal power Ww" 
ever to help him to keep it. You can only enforce it by (1° \o 
untary action, voluntary all through the time up until the twei's’ 
months are over, of the men whom he expects to do t ew TK. 
Therefore, that being right, we say that can not |e en" 
and nothing has happened except that one rich man }\ 
a contract with another, which he can not keep by ®"y “5 
power and which he ought to be permitted to keep it tie """ 
men are free all through the time, because there is noc)!" a 
on them, if they are willing to help him to keep it. 110°" 
mischief, then, that has happened is that one rich man, aw on 
man, has got a claim for damages against another rich man, an 
we do not care anything about that at all. Thatisthe whoc” a 
Mr. HALE. I have been looking at thisin a different W\) 
what the Senator has. He has been looking at it at the en’ © 
contract that is made by the party furnishing the labor a oe 
contractor brings them over here. Ihave been looking a!" 





a 
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I supposed the committee was looking at it, from the other end, | I think the bill already provides for it; but I have no objection to 
whether the party in the island who hires the men to do his work | it myself. They can have that privilege anyway. 

ean enforce it. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
“Mr, HOAR. We have cut off the other end altogether by this | of the amendment of the Senator from Wyoming | Mr, WARREN). 
law. The amendment was agreed to. : bai 

Mr, HALE. I donot know whether youhave. I have not been Mr. HALE. On page 29, line 3 
jooking at rights on the part of the individual who brings the Mr. CULLOM. What section’ 
poor creatures over here and sells their labor. I do not care Mr. HALE. Itis chapter 3, under the head “The executive.” 
whether he is protected or not. I do not think he would come | It is the appointment of a governor, the executive power: that the 
in. 1 think the committee has been looking, as I was, at the | executive power of the government of Hawaii shall be vested in a 
other side, at the man on the island who is conducting the works, | governor, etc. He shall not be less than 35 years of age: shall 
who is running a manufactory or a plantation, who hires the men | reside within the Territory. If it is intended that a resident of 
from the contractor. That is the side I have been considering, | the Territory shall be appointed, I should prefer the words * be a 
not the side the Senator from Massachusetts has considered. resident” to the word ‘‘reside,” because the governor may be ap 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine, how would the | pointed anywhere and reside in the Territory after he is made 
contractor who had agreed to furnish 500 men have any hold on | governor. I suppose the design is to avpoint an actual resident 
them unless he had a contract? at the time of his appointment. How is that? 

Mr. HALE. Thatis a contract which is made outside of this Mr. CULLOM. I think that isa fair construction of the lan- 
country; I do not know. guage as it is in the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But under the penal laws of Hawaii, which Mr. HALE. Then there certainly will be no harm, and it would 
we are discussing, that contract made in Japan or China has been | make it more clear, to strike out the word “ reside” and insert the 
enforceable in Hawaii, and punishable by imprisonment and | words “ be a resident of.” 
scourging, so to speak. Mr. CULLOM. I haveno objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. That entire provision has been abolished in another Mr. HALE. I move that amendment. 
way. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator from Maine will 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have repealed the Hawaiian statutes, and | allow me, I have an amendment prepared upon that same line, 
now we are trying to let loose the people under contract. which proposes to strike out all of the words ‘‘ shall reside within 

Mr. HALE. Now we are dealing with the other end. We are | the Territory and be a citizen of tho Territory of Hawaii.” I be- 
dealing with the relation of this labor and the man who contracts | lieve that all of these offices should be filled from citizens of 
to furnish the employment, as I understand it. Hawaii, but this is a limitation upon the power of the President 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator from Maine whether, in | to appoint Territorial officers. Both political platforms in late 
the absence of a statute, the contract made by either the con- | years have declared that it is the policy of both parties to appoint 
tractor or the laborer could be specifically enforced under any | residents of the Territories to office, but ofttimes conditions have 
principle of equity? arisen when the President could not, with justice to the people or 

Mr, HALE. I do not know that it can. with justice to himself or the people of the whole country, appoint 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido not think there can be any enforcement | a resident of that particular locality. 
of either one of these contracts unless there be a statute,and I| Ihave no fear that the President of the United States would 


understand the Hawaiian statute is to be repealed. abuse his power of appointment, and I think there ought not to 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? be a limitation upon him, but that he should be allowed to make 
Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. | these appointments from whatever part of the United States he 


Mr. HOAR. Then this statute, to make it clear and plain, is an | should see fit under the special circumstances which might arise 
American law for Hawaii and can not be enforced here; whether | atthattime. For one, having lived in a Territory, | have always 
necessary or not is another question. insisted that appointments should be made from the citizenship 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwill call the attention of the Senator from | of that Territory. But conditions, as I say, have often arisen in 
Kentucky to the fact that this bill as framed and brought in here | special cases where this limitation imposed on the President would 
expressly excepted the existing contracts and only repealed the | work harm, not only upon thecountry at large, but upon the par- 
statute to take effect hereafter, and we are now trying to get the | ticular Territory to which the appointment was made. I think 
people loose from the contracts that have been made in the past. | the Senator from Maine can see circumstances and conditions 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment, if I may do | which might arise where there might be aquarrel of factions and 

| 





so. Has the amendment been accepted? where the President could not appoint an officer from the locality 

Mr. CULLOM,. Yes. in which he is to serve. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment of the Sena- Therefore I have prepared an amendment to strike out even the 
tor from Massacbusetts by inserting after the word ‘‘contract” | part which the Senator from Maine seems to think is too weak. 
the words ‘‘ heretofore or hereafter entered into,” Mr. HALE. ThenI suggest to the Senator to let my amend- 

Mr. HOAR. I accept that amendment. ment beadopted, which goes to a certain extent—it does not inter- 

Mr. CULLOM. So do I. fere with his—and then he can move to strike out the whole clause 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts | asamendedandinserthissubstitute. There is no objection to that. 
accepts the proposed amendment. Theamendment offered by the Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I certainly have some objection to 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read as modified. that, because I think the committee provision goes far enongh, 

The SECRETARY. As modified the amendment will read as fol- | and certainly the amendment of the Senator from Maine goes a 
lows: great deal further. So I should prefer that the committee pro- 

Provided, That no proceeding shall be maintained for the specific per- | Vision should stand, if either ie to be made a part of the bill. 
formance of any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for personal Mr. HALE. Well, let my amendment be voted down, if that is 
{bor or service, and there shall be no crimimal proceeding for the breach | the view of the Senate. I have assumed that the intention was to 

, ° a ; appoint some one who at the time of the appointment is aresident, 
ti tha Car ol oo ee adoption There might be some doubt under the language whether anybody 

Mr. RAWLINS. 1 ask if iat anil covet ease tavelvies a might not be appointed and sent there and move there and reside 
relation of confidence—for instance, contracts with cmmaled afterwards. . Zhe governor shall reside.” I make it more cc” 
where there might be embezsiement? Would that exclude a tain, if it is the intention that he shall when appointed be a resi- 
transaction of that kind? ” dent, by substituting the words ‘“‘be a resident” for the word 

Mr. HOAR. I sup that would be like larceny, and that ** reside. I move that amendment. If that feature is incorpo- 
class of services is not usually spoken of inlaw. “ Personal labor —_— _ ro — —- with a much larger proposition, 
. which leaves it open to anybody. 


FTE ee ante ee legal term in the statutes. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It leaves it open to the discretion of 


ann ae OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | 4), President. 


The amendment was agreed to. Mr. HALE. Yes; it leaves it to the discretion of the President. 

Mr. WARREN. . Of course that is for the Senate todetermine. It opensupamuch 

desk, Ww T offer the amendment which I send to the | wider question. But my amendment does not open as wide a ques- 
The ‘ tion. So I move that amendment. 

Saline. On seosth aiiaatianae ee a Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Sea-tor will remember 

, insert: * . guage, that this is going much further in the appointment of governors 

y of this new Territory than the Senate or either House of Con- 

oy eee at oe 7 oars ot marae Les eee may 26 gress has ever ventured to go in regard to the appointment of 

nara euch, chan : and modifications in the qualifications for electors as ae ee ee eat Ne in the plat- 

; e same being adopted by a majority vote, taken in | forms 0 e political parties the same thing that is proposed 

the mode prescribed by the legislature, shall be valid and binding as law. here; but none of our political platforms in words have been en- 


Mr. CULLOM. I think that provision is entirely unnecessary. | acted in the organic acts of any of the Territories, 
XXXIII—125 














1986 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. HALE. No; but I offered the amendment under the im- 

pression I had gained from distinguished men, like the Senator, 
who for years represented a Territory in the other House, that it 
was much better in all these cases that the officials should be taken 
from men residing in the Territories. That has so operated upon 
me; there were so many evils in the old arrangement, and s0many 
men were foisted upon the Territories who were incompetent and 
who added nothing to the life or the prosperity of the Territories, 
that I think it has worked better where residents have been ap- 
ointed; and while we have not crystallized that principle into 
_ it has been done with few exceptions by both parties appoint- 
ing residents. My impression is, if all is true that has been said 
about the intelligence of the people of Hawaii, their brightness, 
their capability of enacting and observing laws, we should do 
much better if we provided for the appointment of distinguished 
residents, actual residents, at the time of the appointment. 

Iam rather more hopeful than some of our friends. I think 
there are Senators who have looked at this matter personally who 
are rather hopeless, and who say that we shall have to send our 
own people out to govern the = of Hawaii. I did not vote 
for the bill which annexed the islands with that view, and I should 
not have voted for it if I had had that opinion, but I should have 
said, ‘‘Wait a while.” But, going on the proposition that those 
people are very intelligent, that we are going to restrict the suf- 
frage, that not much harm can come during the time of their 
remaining as a Territory, | still think that the appointment of 
their chief executive should be restricted to those who are actual 
residents of the Territory at the time of the appointment. It was 
with that view that I offered the amendment; but, of course, the 
Senate may vote it down. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishould like to have the amendment which 
has been offered read at the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, line 3, after the word ‘‘shall,” 
where it last occurs, it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ reside” 
and insert the words ‘‘be a resident,” so as toread “shall bea 
resident within the Territory,” etc. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do not want the 
Senator from Maine or any other Seuator to misunderstand my 
position in this matter. I believe and I know that the people cf 
the proposed Territory of Hawaiiare as capable of self-government 
as the people of any State or Territory in this Union. But weare 
not giving them self-government under this bill; we are not giv- 
ing them the right to select their governors; we are simply giving 
them right to have a governor appointed by the President of the 
United States, and the appointment should be made in the same 
manner as that of the governor of any other Territory. 

Mr. HALE. Weare giving them a very considerable measure 
of self-government. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. We are giving them more than we 
have given any other Territory ever admitted to the Union; and I 
am glad of it. They should have the highest measure of self- 
government. But where we limit them, we ought not to limit 
the exercise of the discretionary power of the President. If they 
should go into elections and elect their governor, that would be 
one question; but here we have a condition of affairs arising where 
the President of the United States is called upon to make the se- 
lection. 

As the Senator from Maine says, I have lived in a Territory; I 
have advocated home rule for the Territories, and have insisted 
that the officers of the Territories should be appointed from their 
citizenship, because I have always contended that the men who 
go into a country to make new Territories have as much brains 
and know the conditions of those countries as well as any who 
live outside. 

But the Democratic party and the a while fa- 
voring home rule in the Territories, never insisted that the Presi- 
dent of the United States should be deprived of his authority to 
go outside of the people of a Territory to make appointments if 
he should deem it expedient or necessary. If the Senator had 
lived in a Territory as long as I have, be would know that there 
are conditions sometimes arising, where, for instance, there are 
contending parties for a given office, where purtisinship runs 
much higher than it does in a general election in one of the States, 
and where if the head of one of the contending parties should be 
appointed by the President it would result in “‘ confusion worse 
confounded.” In such cases in our Territory since 1888, when the 
principle of home rule was first adopted by both political es, 
_ the President has found it necessary to go outside of the ts of 
the Territory and appoint the governor and ju of the courts. 

While I say I do not apprehend for a moment that the people of 
Hawaii would not select a just and proper person amon ialtous 


citizenship for the governorship, yet a condition of affairs might 
arise where the best interests of the whole community would besub- 


served by the President i going outside of the limits of those islands. 
Therefore, I say I think that Territory ought to be left in exactly the 
same situation as any other; not that I think the President t 


cause would go outside and foist unpleasant appointments upon 
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the people, but because I say a condition might arise y),..., ; 
best interests and the good order of a community. },,. .....,'2* 


compelled to make appointments from outside a Territory). 
the discretion ought to ba unlimited in Hawaii the..." 
in the Territories on the mainland. ~ eo 


Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the amendment of the s>..... 
Maine will not poo for it appears to me from the inform... 2 
Ihave been able to gather that we already haye a) .). 
in Hawaii, and to perpetuate it by prohibiting the Py. 9... 7 
sending some new men there who might inject some iyo. 
ism into that country would be a calamity. I ther..." 
that the proposition that the President shall be lin re 
pointment to a resident of those islands is pernic¢ioy. ;, ..)' 
and will tend to accentuate the existing evils there. a 

Mr. CULLOM. I think this bill as it stands on 4) 
is good enough, and an important feature is that tho ma), 
appointed gence shall reside in the Territory durin» };. 
of office. y own opinion is that the President of ¢), 
States, whoever he may be, will find men in the Tory): 
are just as well qualified for the office of governor, or any ou... 
office, as anybody outside of the Territory. [ hope the ij) 
stand just as it is. fe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on; 
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want a vote on my; 
amendment. Sloat 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not unc 
that the Senator from Wyoming had offered an amendmen: 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I had not offered it, but | jnteyj.9 
to offer it. It was right on this same proposition. Mr. Presidey:. 
I move to strike out, in lines 8 and 4, on page 29, the words © shy 
reside within the Territory,” for the reasons I have mentioned. _ 

Mr. MORGAN. If that motion prevails, we shall endangy 
those islands, I think, by having a nonresident vovyerno: 
may reside in California and govern the Territory of Haw: 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator from Aly 
bama that my object is simply to provide for residence at the tiny 
of the appointment. Of course it is supposed the governor 
Territory or a State will reside in the Territory or State dm 
his incumbency of the office. 

Mr. MORGAN. AsI understand the object of the bill, it wa 
to require the governor to reside there and not to restrict t 
President as to the gem e of a person who at the tim 
the appointment resided in the islands. There are some very 
strong reasons for requiring the governor to reside in the Terr 


tory. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If I could understand the Dil! 
that way, I should not object; but I think it is capable of ad 
ferent construction. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it is; but the committee intended! 
leave the President at liberty to make his appointment from where 
he chose. 

Mr. HALE. I understood it the other way. [| thought when! 
appealed to the Senator from Illinois that he would sustain me in 
that view, and that is why I offered the amendment. 


. Who 
ll 


‘ 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is exactly the way | under- 
stood it. : 

Mr. HALE. I understood the committee intended tliat the gov 
ernor should be a resident of the Territory, and that there waso 
need of my amendment, and therefore I did not make much pot 
about enforcing it. Now, however, the Senator from Alabama 


comes in and says the committee meant the other thing, just the 
opposite—meant that the governor might not be a res dent. Ido 
ot know who is right about it, whether the Senato: -:om in 
or the Senator from Alabama. It now seems that if meanseitie! 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithink the bill is all right as it ison ‘sat pom’ 
There is nothing before the Senate, I believe, in the wayo! & 
amendment, Mr. Presidert? je 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from W's 
[Mr. SPoONKR] was recognized. les 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. F'resident, there may be someting)" 
peculiar situation in Hawaii—— i a alchaaiel 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will parcon’” 
Chaix for a moment while he inquires if the Senator trom)» 
ming has offered au amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. He has not. ao sie al 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator from Wyoming oh ™ 
amendment? ; 

Mr. CULLOM. He withdrew it, if he offered it. 





Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I withdrew it under the sts" ent 
that was made. De 
ome oi TILLMAN, What was the statement of the Senator Hv 

ae "CLARK of Wyomin Under the statements of the Sena 
tor from Alabama and the Senator from Lllinois, who both 
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of the bill, that it meant exactly what I said and argued for, I 
withdrew the amendment. — 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there may be something pecul- 
jar in Hawaii and the situation of the people there which not only 
justifies, but requires a departure in some instances from the gov- 
ernmental methods which are fundamental in this country. If | 
there be, I do not wish to make any motion to strike ont section | 
15: if there be not—and I ask the Senator who has charge of the | 
pill [Mr. CuLLoM], or the Senator from Alabama | Mr. Moraay], | 
who is very familiar with the situation in Hawaii to explain it— 
I shall make that motion. The section is as follows: 

Src. 15. That in case any election to a seat in either house is disputed and 
legally contested, the supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii shall be the | 
aaa iudge of whether or not a legal election for such seat has been held; and, | 
if it shall find that a legal election has been held, it shall be the sole judge of | 
who has been elected. 

Of course, under our system of government, without any ex- 
ception, so far as l remember, each house has been made, and is 
made, the sole judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns 
of its members. ‘ may be some situation in Hawaii which 
demands this change, this peculiar provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not knowof any situation in Hawaii that 
makes it exceptional on this subject. 1 can only say that if Ken- 
tucky had such a provision in her constituticn now, we would not 
have the row that is going on there, but we should have the means | 
of settling the question in dispute as to the title to the office of 
representative or senator, to be determined by the supreme court of 
the State. Ithink it would be a great relief to this country now if | 
wehad sucha provision, I donot remember—perhaps the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM}) can remind me—whether this provision 
was in the constitution of the republic. I rather think it was. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was in that constitution. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will say, Mr. President, that it has been 
observed here by a Senator who knows all about Hawaii, who has 
studied the system very fully, that that is a government which is 
equal in all respects in its political economy, in the wisdom of all 
its constitutional and other provisions—and he might have added 
in the fruits of government—to any State government in the 
American Union. 

When the commission went out there the circumstances under 
which they were uired to act were altogether the reverse of 
those which attended the action of any committee of either House 
of Congress in the formation of a Territorial government for our 
young and growing Territories. In the formation of the Terri- 
torial governments in the United States, which have been very 
numerous and very diverse, we have commenced with a commn- 
nity that was waorganized, speaking in a legal sense, and have 
undertaken to build it up really into statehood, especially in re- 
gard to those areas of territory which are on this continent. The 
purpose has always been distinct and perfect that the ultimate re- 
sult of our work in giving them government republican in form, as 
is required by the fourth section of the fourth article of the Consti- 
tution, has been that they should be admitted as States into the 
Union. No such definite purpose as that was expressed in the act 
of annexation; and perhaps it is in the contemplation of Senators 
now that it will bea long time before Hawaii can be admitted 
into the Union, if ever. The honorable Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. PLATT} remarked this morning that he hoped it would not 

a long time before a great and prosperous State would be found 
there in the heart, I may call it, of the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is mistaken. It was 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who said that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. It was the Senator from Mas- 











sach 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. LIentertaina different idea aboutit. 
Mr.MORGAN. When! went out there under commission from 


the President, in company with my colleagues, one from the Sen- 
ate, one from the House of Representatives, and two from Hawaii, 
after 1 had studied the system there during that visit and also the 
year previously, I became satisfied of the perfect truthfulness of the 
observation that those people had built up a government that was 
at least equal in all respects to any government in the American 
Union. My first proposition was that we should recommend that 
the people of the Hawaiian Islands should hold a convention, 


- ® constitution, and apply for admission into the American 
nion,. 


None of my on the commission with 
me about that. I still adhere to that asthe opinion which I think 
is best entitled to be followed. 


But what work had we to do there? We were not preparing to 
build up a Territorial government step by step, through such 
processes as we are now carrying on, for instance, in Alaska; 
starting im one session of Congress to do one thing, and at another 
session of Congress, when matters are a little advanced, to do 
, and we have not yet in the case of Alaska so far as 
to authorize the people there to have a legislature. They are gov- 
erned by a code of laws which we borrowed from the State of 
Oregon, and by a United States court, or a Territorial court, that 
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is now established there for the purpose of executing those laws 
and also the laws of the United States. Alaska is in a very nebu- 
lous condition as yet asto government; but it is among that class 
of efforts we have been making to ripen up a condition of affairs 
in the Territories, so that they can finally be prepared to attain 
to statehood. 

When we got to Hawaii we found a state in full 


operation; 


k we 


found a republic there. [t had been an independent republic. 
We found that that republic had be ngrafted upon a monarchy; 
that it had excluded all of the monarchic features of government, 
but still retained many of the constitutional features which had 
been inaugurated there by the monarchs themselves, } nning 
with Kamehameha I or Kamehameha II and running down 


through that dynasty. Our duty was dangerous and disagree- 
able, the difficult duty of tearing down a state government, a per 
fect system of government, with its constitution and laws, with 
its supreme court, with 11 volumes of supreme court decisions of 
very high grade and character, tearing all that fabric of gover 
ment down, attended, as it was, with a great many institutions of 
renown really, such as colleges and hospitals, and the like of that, 
and substituting for it a Territorial government. Naturally our 
affections turned to the best forms of Territorial government in 
the United States, which I may say now are possessed by Arizona 
and New Mexico. 

Now, to describe those advantages for a moment, and to borrow 
from the Senator from Nevada a statement which | think is en- 
tirely correct, we find in New Mexico and in Arizona complete sys- 
tems of Territorial government, in which they have their courts, 
their supreme court, their governors, appointed by the President, 
and some of the other officers appointed by the President; their 
legislature elected by the people; their codes of laws which they 
have enacted from time to time, very few, if any, of which Con- 
gress has ever exercised the right of repealing or amending. The 
whole civil code of New Mexico and Arizona stands upon the will 
of the people out there, just as the civil code that was built up in 
Hawaii stood there upon the will of the people, expressed not only 
during the time of the republic, but antecedent to that, during 
the time of the monarchy, with principles perfectly well settled; 
institutions thoroughly established; laws that were approved by 
the people, and the fruits of which have not been surpassed, I be- 
lieve, by any civil government in any country in the world. 

We had all that to tear down, and our natural disposition and 
our natural inclination was to preserve to those people as many of 
their own institutions and as many of their laws as we could that 
were consistent with the laws and institutions of the United 
States and those princinles of government which obtain in the 
United States. 

So that in going upon this very difficult work we had to take the 
entire code of laws—the civil code and the penal code, which are 
embodied in two volumes which [ have upon my desk here, very 
ably compiled and codified by Mr. Ballou, and the subsequent 
session statutes of 1888—and incorporste them into a new system. 
We naturally, as I observed before, left as much of those laws 
standing as ~e thought we could leave standing, to have the sys- 
tem there comport with the laws and policy of the Government 
of the United States. In doing that we arrived at the conclusion 
that what they had adopted in what is here presented in section 
15, and which they had adopted in their constitution, was a wise 
provision of Jaw and tended to prevent those outside controversies 
of a political kind which arise in Congress here, or in the States, 
and which have frequently given rise to very serious difficulties 
involving the Government of the United States in interference 
between the belligerents or at least the highly irritated parties 
in the States. 

I believe that is a good provision of law. It has worked in the 
government of Hawaii and has really suppressed those contro- 
versies which have arisen 30 frequently in the States, where a 
political majority could unseat a man for the mere purpose of 
gaining a majority in either house in order to carry cut some other 
distinct purposes, such as the election of a Seuator of tlhe United 
States. Pretty nearly all these controversies we have had in the 
United States have related to the election of Senators to this 
body. I think that is a sound and wise provision of law, and that 
it would be a good thing and a wise thing in the constitution of 
every State in this Union. It would promote the peace of the 
country and its security against those political controversies 
which arise in the legislatures of the States, and have referenee, 
as I have observed, chiefly to the election of Senators of the United 
States. It is as follows: 

Sec. 15. That in case any election to a seat in either house is disputed and 
legally contested, the supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii shall be the 
sole jndge of whether or not a legal election for such seat has been held; and, 
if it shall find that a legal election has been held, it shall be the sole judge of 
who has been elected. 

The contrary provision was put into the Constitution of the 
United States, and bus been followed, I think, without any par- 
ticular reason or necessity for it, by the different States of the 
American Union. It was originally adopted in England for the 
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purpose of preventing the Crown from having the power to unseat 
members of Parliament, so as to give to the House of Commons 
the power to determine its own membership. When we arrived 
at the proposition here to set up an independent government, those 
provisions were in almost all of the old continental constitutions, 
or, as we called them, charters; and they were incorporated in the 
Constitution of the United States. I have no disposition to change 
the provision that each House of the Congress of the United States 
shall be the sole and exclusive judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own membership; but at the same time, when 
we come to the subordinate tribunals in this great imperial affair 
we have got here, republics united into a confederation, I think it 
is a wise thing to have the provision that is inserted in the fif- 
teenth section of this bill. If it goes out, I do not know that it 
would ever make any difference in Hawaii or that it would in 
Alabama or in any other State of the Union, but I believe the 
principle of it is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I move to strike out the fif- 
teenth section of the bill and to insert in lieu of it: 


Each house shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. 


I have listened to the statement of the Senator from Alabama 
= MorGan], but Ican not persuade myself that this departure 
rom our theory in this instance, or in any other, as to the gov- 
ernment of a Territory is a wise one. Our theory has been that 
the various departments of the Government should be independ- 
ent of each other—the executive, the judicial, and the legislative— 
each, of course, being supreme within its own sphere. I! am too 
old-fashioned to like the proposition that the courts shall become 
involved in any way in the constitution of the legislative bodies. 
This is a very small senate provided for here, a senate of thirteen, 
if I recollect. 

Mr. MORGAN, Fifteen. 

Mr. SPOONER. Fifteen. Under the provisions of this bill the 
chief justice and the two associate justices who constitute the su- 
preme court are not to be appointed by the President of the United 
States. They are to be chosen over there; and they are impeach- 
able. They are not to be removed by the President of the United 
States, but they are subject toimpeachment. They are subject 
to impeachment before the senate. The senate is the impeaching 
body or tribunal. The house of representatives, of course, pre- 
sents the articles of impeachment. I do not myself take kindly 
to the notion that the judges of the supreme court, who may be 
tried, one or more of them, should be given power to decide who 
should be or who should not be, in a contest, members of the senate. 
Under this it might happen, perhaps it is not probable, but it might 
happen, that the leading members of the senate at least would owe 
their seats in that body to a decision of the supreme court. The 
supreme court are not only to pass upon the validity of the election, 
but they are also to be the sole judge as to who has been elected. 

I believe it isa bad provision. Itis utterly out of harmony with 
our theory. It does not maintain the independence absolutely of 
the three departments of the government, and no reason has been 
given, at least none that I have heard, which ought, I think, to 
commend it to the judgment of the Senate. If that is an intelli- 
gent people, as the Senator says it is, if they have not only ca- 
pacity for self-government, but for a fine government, I can con- 
ceive of no reason why each house should not be, as the houses 
here all are, from the Congress down, the judges of the election, 
returns, and qualifications of their own members. It seems to 
me to be rather a vicious departure from our theory that the 
judges who are to be tried by a senate should have had a voice in 
seating the members of that body. I am willing to take the judg- 
ment of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, on page 9, line 17, to strike out 
section 15, as follows: 

SUPREME COURT JUDGE OF QUALIFICATIONS OF MEMBERS. 


Sec. 15. That in case any election toa seat in either house is uted and 
legally contested, the supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii be the 
sole judge of whether or not a le election for such seat has been held; 
and, if it shall find that a le election has been held, it shall be the sole 
judge of who has been elected. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Src. 15. Each house shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of its own members. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I propose, as an amendment, to 
strike out all of section 56 and insert in lieu thereof: 


That the legislature at its first session shall create counties for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 


Mr. HALE, What section? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Section 56. 

I will say in explanation of the amendment that ower 
condition of affairs exists within the republic of Ha There 
is there a central government, consisting of a president and his 
cabinet. There are no municipalities. There are no county or- 
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ganizations. There is no place, as I understand—an, 
wrong I hope I will be corrected—in the island of H 
even a deed, or a mortgage, or a bill of sale, or any ot}, 23 

instrument can receive registry except at the city of Honoly egal 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator is mistaken a)........ 
There are registrars in all the islands. a 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Are there registrars in {},. 
who have the authority to register and keep records? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iso understand. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not so understand jt 
mistaken, I should be glad if the Senator will correct mo. } 
that is the sole object of this amendment, so that the pec 
have access to the records. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you not provide for local pun; 
local courts?’ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There are local courts, Thero arc 
circuit courts—five of them. _ 

a arate ‘eee ae warrants? 

r. of Wyoming. I suppose they have means to 
those, but what I refer to is the Sealetration of dee iy 
should be counties created there, so that within each 
would be a county clerk and register of deeds, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Anda sheriff. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes; whatever form of ¢ 
they may — so that the Senator from South Carolina, for 
instance, if he lived on the island of Hawaii and wanted to ravis. 
ter a deed, would not be compelled to put it off four or five days 
till he could take a vessel and go over to the city of Honoluln, on 
the island of Oahu. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
pro an amendment, which will be stated. ; . 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, section 56, line 10, after the word 
“legislature,” it is proposed to strike out ‘ may” and insert “ shall 
at its first session;” and after the word ‘‘counties,” to strike out 
‘‘and — —_ city municipalities;” so that if amended the sec- 
tion wo : 

Sxco. 56. That the legislature shall at its first session create counties within 
the Territory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was called out for a moment. 
Does the Senator from Wyoming by his amendment propose to 
prevent the legislature from creating municipal governments 
there? 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. No; I suppose they have the right 
to do that by virtue of their being a legislative power. The ouly 
object I had in view was that they should at least create the county 
governments at their first session. 

Mr. SPOONER. As it is now it is only permissive. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As itis now it is only permissive. 
They might go on as they are at the present time. Every State 
and every Territory here has county governments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, itis probably necessary to con- 
fer upon the legislature of Hawaii the power to create counties, 
because that is a part of the organic government there which 
would naturally come under the jurisdiction of Congress to grant. 
Permission is therefore put into the proposed act to enable them 
to organize counties. I confess I have never heard any complaint 
made of the operation of the laws of Hawaii, as they are, about 
the registration of deeds or anything of that kind; but the subject 
came up before the commission and was discussed there, and my 
understanding is, ona I may be in error about it, for | have 
not the statutes here and can not refer to them, that a registra- 
tion system is provided in each county. ' 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There are no counties. 

Mr. MORGAN, I mean in each island, and that it is connected 
with the district court of the respective districts. [ will explain 
in a moment what the system there is. } 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 
ask him a — as he goes along? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ce y: . s 

Mr. SPOONER. Have there ever been counties there’ . 

Mr. MORGAN. No. The entire group of islands is pores 
by the legislature, of course, from Honolulu, and that has les Mad 
some j ousy, particularly on the part of Hawaii, whicli}s the 
largest island and the richest in the group. The town of Liilo 7 
an aspiring town, and some of these days will be an mauertes® 
place. They have a very good anchorage in front, and there is 
great deal around it to give promise of great success as 4 town. : 

I have no doubt the legislature will organize counties there _ 
they will probably do it at the first session, but to do that ul 
have to a t deal of the administrative system 0! 

or instance, they have no magistrates, D° 
justices of 
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the ,in Hawaii. The district judge has al! 
jurisdiction and functions that we give to a justice of the — 
and certain larger ones. I forget the number of districts. = 
are some ten or twelve, perhaps fifteen, in the islands. Sage ; 
times two islands are put into one district. Those cour nme 
understand, are courts of record and have the power to accel 
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| 
the registration of deeds. In that I may be mistaken, but I think | 


not. 

Now, in regard to the sheriff, there is a head sheriff, we call | 
him in the proposed act a high sheriff, who has under his jurisdic- 
tion a number of deputy sheriffs, or sheriffs of the different judi- 
cial districts in the islands. There isa sheriff for each judic al 
district, and so there isa clerk for each of these district courts and 
clerks for the circuit courts and aclerk for the supreme court. | 
The clerk of the supreme court has theclerks of the circuit courts 
and the district courts under his jurisdiction, not as to appoint- 
ment, but as to keeping up the functions and dispatching the busi- | 
ness of his office. The system in regard to sheriffs was found to | 
be very valuable indeed, because the sheriff has a right under the 
order of the high sheriff to summon a posse comitatus whenever 
it is necessary in any part of the islands. 

The whole force of the sheriff's office.in the islands can be 
brought to bear at once upon any particular part of those islands, 
and sometimes it has been found absolutely essential for the safety 
of property and life that it should be done, especially in the quar- 
rels that are continually fomented and are sometimes exceedingly 
bitter and fierce between the Japanese and the Chinese and some- 
times the Portuguese. That is part of the police establishment. 
The sheriff’s office is a very important one for the preservation of 
the peace. When this system is all disrupted and counties estab- 
lished, of course there must be a sheriff for each county, and this 
unity of power, which, up to the prawns time, has been effective 
in preserving peace and order in Hawaii will be broken up. 

think we had better go a little slow about this and not force 
them at the first session of the legislature to take upon themselves 
the organization of the counties. The first session of the legisla- 
ture in Hawaii will have a great deal to do. Its time is limited. 
It will require a very able and very industrious body of men in 
that first session of the legislature to provide for all the wants of 
the islands, Here, for instance, is the bubonic plague, which is 
already upon the islands, and which has cost them an expendi- 
ture of some hundreds of thousands of dollars and has resulted 
in the exhibition for the second time or the third time of the very 
highest efficiency in the preservation of the health of the islands. 
No people have had greater danger to contend with, and none 
have met it with more resolution or more perfect dedication to 
the public welfare, than the people of Hawaii. I have a letter on 
my table here now from a lady in Hawaii, who was then with her 
husband on guard for the purpose of Ss the country 
against the spread of bubonic plague, which was brought in there 
on ships from China. 

The whole system of administration in Hawaii will be changed 
whenever counties are established, and there will be a great mul- 
tiplication of offices and a great addition to the expense of Hawaii. 

p to the present time it has been, and according to the estimates 
of this commission, for all time to come Hawaii will be a self-sus- 
taining community. Although it gives up entirely its revenues 
vu imports, or will do so whenever this bill is passed, it is still a 
self-sustaining community; and I must say that I think the bur- 
dens of taxation in Hawaii seem to rest as lightly upon those peo- 

le asany country I was everin. There is no complaint of any 

tion in Hawaii. 1 saw no evil effects of the pressure of gov- 

ernment upon those people. On the contrary, they are a happy, 
decent, well-ordered, cleanly, nice-appearing core 

I do not remember ever to have seen a patch on the garment of 
a Hawaiian, great or small, and I do not remember to have seen 
one whose clothes were out of order berey a workman employed 
about a ditch or furnace, or something of that sort. Ido not re- 
member ever to have seen a beggar there. I am satisfied there is 
notoneintheislands. Theyareallcaredfor. There are noexhibi- 
tions of persons in pauperism or in distress on the streets of the 
islands, and everybody there seems to be prosperous, and, as far 
as I could judge, everybody seemed to be happy. The burdens of 

overnment, therefore, are not heavy upon those people, and 
ey are perfectly self-sustaining and will be self-sustaining. 
are very fertile islands; there is great prosperity in all in- 
dustries, and there is a great invitation for new industries te go 
there, and a great influx of population has e there. I think 
there have been thirty or f d [peop e added to the popu- 
lation of Hawaii since the act of annexation. 

Under these circumstances I think we ought not, for the pur- 
ee: f getting deeds ent they are not authorized now to 

registered, to compel them at the first session to organize into 
counties and take upon themselves the payment of a very large 
additional number of officers, with, of course, an increase of taxa- 
tion. I think we had better be indulgent with those people and 
= See werk Rel way. Iam sure, 

e can Union whose people have shown a higher 

egree of patriotism than the peo Ne of Hawaii have chown. 
have the entertainment of our soldiers as they passed 
yt the prizes, and all stopped there—nearly every sol- 
who ever went there. I oe have attended feasts laid out 

by the people of Hawaii, at which a king might be pleased to sit 





. President, there is nota 
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down, where three or four thousand soldiers were assembled at 
one time and fed entirely by the kindness and hospitality of the 
people of Hawaii. So I think it is not necessary to crowd them at 
all. They are a wise, generous, and just people, and their insti- 
tutions and their success in government show it. 

I think we had better leave this matter as it is, so that the leg- 
islature shall have the authority and the power to organize coun- 
ties, but not force it upon them immediately. The necessity is 
not great enough to undertake such a radical scheme of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. A county government and county officers 
mean a pretty large burden of expense. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; very large. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I have the highest 
regard for the extensive observation that was made by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MoreGan] during his two visits to those 
islands, but I think perhaps he fails to comprehend some of the 
conditions there. I myself have spent three months in those 
islands during the past year, making two visits. Perhaps twenty 
days of that time were spent in the city co’ Honolulu. The entire 
remainder of the time was spent among the people for whom the 
Senator has such genuine affection. Some of his remarks would 
lead me to believe that he thought, possibly, I had not the welfare 
of that people at heart. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; not by any means. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What I desire to do more than any- 
thing else by the passage of this bill is toassist the Hawaiian peo- 
ple to form a government that shall be best adapted for them and 
shall meet their needs. 

The Senator says he heard no complaint of lack of registration 
facilities. I heard it in hundreds of places where I went, both 
from those who are selling and those wae are buying. The Sena- 
tor knows very well that the apportionment for the legislature as 
made by this bill puts the legislature into the hands of those who 
would want few if any places of registration other than Honolulu. 
I am fearful that if the simple authority is given in the bill and 
nothing commanding the legislature to take this action, it will be 
many, many years beforeitistaken. 1thinkthat Territory should 
be compelled, as the Territories of the United States and the States 
of the United States do, to divide the Territory into counties, that 
shall be as convenient to the inhabitants thereof as may be. 

Now, it is true that a large part of the transfers on the islands 
are made on the island of Oahu, upon which Honolulu is situated, 
but it will not be many years, as perhaps it is even now, when the 
transfers on the island of Hawaii equal it. Those people, who are 
divided by straits, divided by the ocean, 300 miles away, should not 
be compelled to take a trip to Honolulu or take the time to send 
the papers to Honolulu. The Senator from Alabama says the 
burden of taxation there is verylight. That is one of the reasons 
why they can afford to assume this expense. My recoliection is 
that the rate of taxation in the entire tolande is about 1 per cent— 
less, perhaps, than in any county or State or Territory in this 
Union. They ean very well afford, then, with the $2,000,000 
which they now havo ia their treasury to bear this additional 
expense, if there be any. 

hope this motion will prevail. Ido not care about the special 
language of the amendment. I am willing to insert ‘at the first 
regular session of the legislature” or anything else that will make 
it mandatory on the Territorial government and the legislature to 
create counties. 

Mr. CULLOM. I happened to be out of the Chamber when the 
amendment was otYered, and I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming will again be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend section 56, on page 23, 
in line 10, after the word ‘“‘legislature,” by striking out the word 
‘“‘may” and inserting ‘‘shall at its first session,” and after the 
word ‘‘ counties,” by striking out the words “‘and town and city 
municipalities; ” so as to read: 

That the le ture shall at its first session create counties within the 
Territory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not suppose the Senator from Wyoming 
desires to strike out that portion which allows the legislature to 
create towns and cities? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
pelling them to do it. 

Mr. CULLOM. You strike it all out, apparently, according to 
that amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is not what I intended. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, I know something 
about the importance of creating counties with offices for records, 
especially on the Hawaiian Islands. If the language is to remain 
as it is, 1 think the words “ at their first regular session ” would 
do exactly what this provision intimates ought to be done. Per- 
sonally I have no objection to striking out the word “may” and 
inserting ‘‘ shall at its first regular session create counties.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will modify the amendment, if 


No, indeed; I want to avoid com- 
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the Senator will allow me, so that I think it will meet all his ob- 
jections. It will then read: 
That the legislature at its first regular session shall create counties, and 


may, from time to time, create town and city municipalities within the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 


Mr. CULLOM. I myself have no objection to that. I think it 
is tolerably important that the people of the island of Hawaii, on 
which the town of Hilo is loeated, shall have some records there, 
80 that they will not be required to go to the island of Oahu or to 
the city of Honolulu, taking a day by water, in order to record 
deeds or transact such business as the people of every county have 
to transact. I have noobjection to the amendment as the Senator 
now proposes it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment of the Senator from Wyoming as proposed to be 
modified. 

The Secretary. In section 56, page 23, line 10, after the word 
‘‘legislature,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘may” and insert “at 
its first regular session shall,” and before the word “town,” in 
line 11, to insert ‘‘ may from time to time;” so that if amended the 
section will read: 

Sxc. 56. That the legislature at its first regular session shall create coun- 


ties, and may, from time to time, create town and city municipalities within 
the Territory of Hawaii and provide for the government thereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wyoming as modified, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask if any amend- 
ment was offered or adopted or rejected yesterday to section 75, 
The ne was up for discussion, but I think it was not deter- 
mined, 

Mr. CULLOM. There has been no amendment to that section. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that no 
amendment was made to that section. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to offer an amendment to 
section 75. 

I regret, Mr. President, that I feel aaa to propose this 
amendment. I believeitisright. It is with no desire tointerfere 
with the passage of the bill or the object of the committee. I 
think it will cover two sections. The section provides. that an 
amount shall be es to allow the Secretary of cul- 
ture to investigate the laws of Hawaii felating to public lands, 
agriculture,and forestry. Now, so far as agricultureand forestry 
are concerned, I think it quite proper that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should have thatinvestigation under his charge, but so far 
as the laws relating to the public lands are concerned, which is 
going to be the great question in that country, a question which 
is going to be harder to solve than the labor question, they ought 
rey on investigated by the department of the Government which is 
especially charged with the administration of the land laws. It 
seems to me that the only poet way is for the seseeiaerete if 
any, into the land laws of Hawai? to be made under the Land 
Department of our Government. This section, perhaps, might be 
divided, so that two investigations should be had. 

What I want is that the lands of Hawaii, which constitute and 
will constitute the greatest problem over there, will be, if they are 
to be investigated, should be investigated under the department 
of Government which should have and will have the administra- 
tion of those laws afterwards and has in every other Territory. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not quite understand the amendment of 
the Senator from Wyoming. If the Senator simply proposes for 
the present that the Secretary of the Interior Saeteeel of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shall make the investigation, and stops there, 
I have no objection to his amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all I care for. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I do not desire that we shall adopt a land 
system for those islands until we know more about them. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. The fact is that surveys such as we have in 
this country are not applicable to the conditions over there, as the 
Senator knows. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Thatis right. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no particular concern as to who makes 
the examination, but I do object to anything beyond that being 
done at the present time. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I havenodesire to doanythingelse, 
but I think the Senator is a little hasty, perhaps, in saying the 
Secretary of the Interior should make the entire i igation in 
respect of those lands, because the investigation includes matters 
relating toagriculture and forestry, which, I think, properly come 
under the Seere of Agriculture. 

Mr. CULLOM, Sodo What I mean to sayis that, so far as 
concerns the condition of the islands as to the present ss 
the policy to be pursued with reference to surveys + 
should be willing to let the Secretary of the Interior control that 
question and make the report. 


—__ 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And of course when tha «... 
speaks of surveys he means the survey and disposition of ot’? 
lands. ee ne 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all that the amonj.... 
intended to cover. ae 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, let us see what the amend; 
offered. oy 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Wy., 
he should strike out all about agriculture and let th, ; 
tain simply to public lands and forestry. Ido not ceo}... 
is any objection, inasmuch as the Secretary of the [y;, 
control over the forest reservations, but he might sti}... 
culture and forestry both, if he wants, and let it bo «,., 
inquiry. I do not think we need to institute two inguiries c.) 
character just now. , — 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say further to 
by way of apology, that one reason why I offered the «, 
was because I believed that the investigation in y, 
lands should be made immediately, while possibly ¢), 
vestigation might have remained. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. [I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tezapore. The Senator from w 
has not yet offered any amendment. ee 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will offer the amendment to 
tion 75. At the end of lines 17 and 18 I move to strike oy; 
word *‘Agriculture” and insert the words ‘ the Interior.” 

Mr. TELLER. I think I would strike out “agriculture, ang 
forestry” wherever it occurs. In line 19 strike out the words 
“agriculture, and forestry,” and in line 20 strike out ‘forests, 
agriculture.” 

; ‘‘And public roads,” too. I do not see that the 
ay of the Interior has anything to do with that. 

Mr. TELLER. Strike out, in line 20, “forests, agriculture, and 
public roads.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then my amendment will be to 
strike out, in lines 17 and 18, the word “ Agriculture” an:' insert 
‘*the Interior;” and in line 19, to strike out “agriculture, and 
forestry;” and in lines 20, 21, and 22, to strike out the words « for. 
ests, — and public roads, bearing upon the prosperity 
of the Territory.” , 
Mr. TILLMAN. Before that amendment is put, I wish to suz- 
gest to the Senator from Wyoming that the information sought 

ere is as to the character of the lands there, both the public 
domain and all the other, especially that left in charge of the 
Government. Now, if the Secretary of the Interior is charged 
with that survey and he undertakes to do it, they will simply 
give you the area, whether it is woods, or mountains, or valley 
land; whereas if left in charge of the Agricultura! Department it 
is more than likely we will get some facts as regards the products 
that are grown on ilar lands and we will get some facts as to 
the agricultural —— there. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator, if he will 
allow me, that he may not be fully familiar with the manner in 
which the Interior Department conducts its surveys. This does 
not provide for any survey or anything of that sort, | will say to 
the este: It simply is to be an investigation. Wen the Sec- 
retary of the Interior makes public-land surveys those facts ex- 
actly are stated. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Youdonot propose under a $1°,())) appropr 
tion to expect a survey of all those islands? ‘ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Ido not expect anysurvey at ai. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You want a reconnoissance, so to speak. 

Mr. CLARK of oming.. It is simply to gain information. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Wonld the Secretary of the Interior give itto 
us better than the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly, because under the 5° 
retary of the Interior it has been the special duty of (10! 
ment, and is now, to have supervision over al! the 
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the United States and over all the surveys of the (u"' os 
t the geological and the coast surveys. ‘That is the Vere" 


ment which is especially charged not only with theadministration, 
but with the soeuauinamielion of all laws that are passed by Con 
gress relative to the lic lands, ae 

Mr. oe co pmemmgegg ut bn a oo = 
ae work, Which seems to te to ial, 
mation in pial tae a possibilities of that com 
can be better done through the Department ot th” a 
the De t of Agriculture. : 

Mr. M. That part is to be stricken out. 

Mr. TILLMAN, But the sion as you presented % 
— bill provided that thissurvey or reconnoissance st" 
under the t of Agriculture. 

Mr. C M. That is true. ei 

Mr. TILLMAN. And I can not see any reason why yo" 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Because the Department of Agri- 
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culture has no jurisdiction whatever, and never has had, over the 
public lands of the United States. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I understand that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator will read my amend- 
ment, or have it read from the desk, he will find that it refers 
only to the public-land laws of Hawaii and an investigation into 
them, with certain recommendations to be made as to what laws 
of curs should be applied there; and it contemplates, not in words 
but in that report, the formation of some system of laws by 
which we can deal with thoselands. It does not propose surveys. 

Mr. TILLMAN. AsI gather the meaning of the clause as it 
was in the bill, it provided for a kind of reconnoissance which 
would give us some definite information as to what kind of land 
the public domain there consists of. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was the meaning of the provision. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And now the Senator from Wyoming is pro- 
viding for a survey or reconnoissance by the Land Oflice here for 
an entirely different purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The amendment provides for one 
of the purposes, I will state to the Senator, that was provided by 
the committee bill. It leaves out some of the others, and is for 
one particular purpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It seems to me that the disposition of these 
lands in the future might well be left to the Land Office here, and 
they might, therefore, investigate the land laws of Hawaii and 
provide some scheme by which those lands should be open for 
preemption or homesteads or whatever other method of disposi- 
tion may be determined. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes, sir; and that is exactly what 
my amendment proposes to do. 

ir. TILLMAN, I know, but I want the other information as 
to what those lands are fit for. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That may neither be the Secretary 
of Agriculture nor any other person—— 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator from Wyoming will permit me, 
why not draw an amendment which will cover both? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let both doit. Let the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, who deals with agriculture and is supposed to know some- 
thing about farming, being a farmer himself, send over there and 
tell us what kind of lands those are and what kind of farm prod- 
ucts they produce, and let the land laws governing the disposi- 
tion of those lands be in charge of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have no objection to that, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is uncertain as to 
who has the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know; we all have it, apparently. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say a word about the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Allow me to suggest to the Senator, who 
wants information about agriculture and forestry, that this bill 
eo for a commissioner of agriculture as one of the officers of 

awaii in the government to be established there, and it seems to 
me we ought to be able to get from him all the information that 
it is necessary to have to enable us to know what those lands are 
worth or what they can be used for. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The only trouble I have in this matter is in 
trusting everything to the Hawaiiars. They are a very enlight- 
ened and educated people, so the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAn] tells us; but still they are not thought worthy to man- 
age their own affairs, and we have limitations as to property in 
voting there and other conditions which point to the creation or 
maintenance of an existing condition in the happy family over 
there. They do not want to be disturbed by outside interlopers. 
I think it is very well for the United States to have some say-so 
in this business and send somebody over there from here who 
will report back the facts. But this change does not propose to 
giveus the facts. The Senator from Ohio tells us that this com- 
missioner of agriculture of Hawaii will give us the facts here. 
wey some of our people might want to emigrate over there and 
not have all ——e things left in charge of the little coterie 
of capitalists who have gone over there and preempted and taken 
everything that is good in sight. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture being authorized ly the bill to make investigation and 
report, but I supposed that we should rely upon the commissioner 
of agriculture to be appointed asa part of this governing affair, 
to give us all the information that the Senator wanted. I was 
a gesting it to save time and avoid further amendment. 

. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think Senators have entirely 
mistaken the purport of the seventy-fifth section. No one has 
referred to what it ought to be or what it really is, except the 
remark of the Senator from South Carolina, that our people need 
informatice upon this question. There is a disposition among 
small . laboring men, to emigrate to Hawaii, and they 
could do ly well by going there and cultivating a smail 
farm in coffee and make very large profits. It is quite a beauti- 





—_——— 


ful industry and a very convenient one in every respect. It oc- 
curred to the commission that the situation in Hawaii was very 
difficult to be understood by a person who had never seen it and 
who had never seen an accurate and official report aboutit. So 
this provision was put in here for the purpose of enabling the 
Secretary of Agriculture to do what? ‘* To examine the laws of 
Hawaii relating to public lands, agriculture, and forestry ’—for 
there are laws relating to all of them—‘‘the proceedings there- 
under and all matters relating to public lands, forests, agricul- 
ture, and public roads bearing upon the prosperity of the Terri- 
tory, and to report thereon to the President of the United States, 
which duties shall be performed with all convenient speed.” 
Thatisallofit. Itistoget a report of a certain situation or state 
of facts there relating to agriculture, the laws upon the disposal 
of the public lands, forestry, and public roads. 

Public roads is perhaps one of the most important of the ele- 
ments of investigation that are presented here, for the reason that 
until you have built a road through one of those forests you can 
not establish coffee plantations or any other kind of plantations, 
bananas or anything of that kind, allof which are very profitable, 
because you can not get your wagons and teams into the vicinity 
of the land. Hawaii herself has demonstrated the value of this 
by building the road which I referred to yesterday, from Hilo to 
the volcano of Kilauea, and various other public roads in Hawaii. 
As fast as the roads have been built, coffee plantations and other 
plantations of small area have been established on either side. 

Now, why do we select the Secretary of Agriculture? Because 
agriculture is the only pursuit in Hawaii. Outside of fishing 
there is no other pursuit in Hawaii but agriculture, and none 
possible. There are nominerais there. There isnotenough wood 
there to make it an object to run steam machinery, and agricul- 
ture is the whole story in regard to the present and future pros- 
perity of Hawaii. 

I must confess that so far as I was personally concerned my at- 
tention was drawn to this subject and the necessity of having 
this report made by the Secretary of Agriculture becaase he is a 
man for whose ability and enterprise and industry and scientific 
knowledge I have the greatest possible respect. He would love 
to undertake a matter of this kind and have it carried through in 
&@ proper way; and when he made his report, Congress and the peo- 
ple also would understand exactly what the situation was. 

Now, this is merely to get information. Can it make a matter 
of very great difference as to whether it is done by the Secretary 
of Agriculture or the Secretary of the Interior, except that the 
Secre of Agriculture is to deal with the most important part 
of it? e are not undertaking to find out what changes ought 
to be made in the laws of Hawaii as to land, but to understand 
wl at they are, what the system is, how a man can go and make 
an entry, and the methods through which he can get possession, 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, 
can not that investigation be made right here on the spot by the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and all the information be obtained that we can ob- 
tain in Hawaii? What we want is an investigation by trained 
farmers and agriculturists—men who are familiar with that busi- 
ness—as to the possibilities of those lands. The laws and the 
method of the disposition of the lands can be found out right here 
in Washington. If we just call on the Secretary of the Interior 
to report to Congress the present laws in regard to public lands in 
Fawaii and what change, if any, he suggests and the disposition 
of those lands, we can get it without a dollar being expended. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator had ever been to 
Hawaii, he would know that nobody could ever suggest a sensible 
change in those laws unless he had gone there and investigated 
the matter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Solam confronted with a man who has been 
on the ground and says he knows something about it. Iam will- 
ing always to yield to that kind of wisdom. 

Mr. CL of Wyoming. I donot know anything about it, 
and that is the reason why I want the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concurin the proposition that it is necessary, 
in order to have this investigation complete and really reliable, 
that an investigator should be appointed to go there and examine 
that country. It is not like any other country that I ever saw, and 
I do not believe it is like any other country in the world. It may 
be, but it is very peculiar. To group all the different items to- 
gether is to constitute the picture that people wunt to see. They 
want to know, so far as they can ascertain it, what Hawaii is, 
from a careful investigation of what the lands are—that is to say, 
the elevation above the sea, which is an important matter, because 
you start at the level of the sea there and for 4 or 5 miles or for 6 or 
7 miles out you have rice farms and sugar estates. Then, as you 
ascend on the mountain slopes you cometoacoffeecountry. You 
can still go higher and you come to a corn and wheat country—a 
country that in the early settlement of California furnished flour 
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for the Californians, as well as education for their children, when 
the gold diggers went out to California. 

When you get still above that you have got a grazing country. 
When you get still above that you have got a country that abounds 
in berries and ground fruits, such as raspberries, strawberries, 
and huckleberries, and the like of that, and a number of konah- 
berries and various kinds of very delicious fruits that grow spon- 
taneously on the earth. So, as you ascend toa height of 15,000 
feet, in some places, you have several latitudes in the different 
altitudes producing different kinds of crops. 

Well, I can say that it would take an expert agriculturist to ex- 
amine into this subject and present to the people the facts that 
would induce them to go there and raise sugar, bananas, rice, 
wheat, corn, melons. Fruits, of course, of various kinds grow all 


the year through. The ohia apple is wild there and grows on a. 


tree as large as an ordinary oak. It bears a delicious apple and is 
in great abundance all through the country. There are many 
other fruits that grow spontaneously in the country, such as 


fruits. 

I think our people would like to know exactly the situation there, 
and I think Congress would like to know it, because when _— 
sitions are brought in here for the disposal of the public lands, 
when we have to enact laws to dispose of those public lands, we 
want to know what isthe best system on which to proceed; whether 
the gridiron system of rectangular surveys which obtains here or 
surveys that accommodate themselves to the particular business 
in hand. An area of land that is sufficient for a coffee plantation 
would not be enough, for instance, for a wheat farmer or a corn 
farmer But all of these particulars are of sucha uliar char- 
acter tnat it occurred to the committee that it was better to have 
the Agricultural Department take charge of it than the Interior 
Department, which would deal with nothing, as has been observed 
here, but the land and perhaps something about its quality and 
the method of survey and disposal. That is the whole matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that all this mat- 
ter touching the land laws ought to be left to the Interior Depart- 
ment. Wecan not afford to begin to divide up these questions 
in different Departments. Unless we are disposed to turn over 
the lands to the Agricultural Department all these things ought 
to be left to the Secrotary of the Interior. 

Then, I suggest, if I may be allowed, to the Senator who has 
just taken his seat, who knows all about this subject, if he will 
draft a provision that will cover his suggestion, I shall be very 
giad to vote for it, and let that go to the Secretary of Agriculture 
and let him do those things which he can do. Let us confine the 
question of the laws to the proper Department, and it certainly 
will be proper then to turn over those questions of the character 
of the lands and the products that the country will raise and all 
that to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I believe if the Senator will draft by to-morrow morning a pro- 
vision of that kind, there will be no trouble about adopting it. 
There is money enough here, because, as the Senator from South 
Carolina says, the work of the Secretary of the Interior can be 
practically done here so far as the law is concerned, and then the 
Secretary of Agriculture can carry out the other idea on the 


round, 
. Mr. CULLOM. I merely want to say in connection with the 
Senator's remark that it is very important that the Secretary of 
Agriculture should report on the condition of those islands, the 
possibilities of the land. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly what I want him to do; but I 
do not want him to invade the province of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Secretary of the Interior ought to look 
into the question of how the best interests of agriculture can be 
served by dividing those lands, parceling them out so as to suit 
the conditions of agriculture. If aman wants to raise coffee or 
if he wants to raise taro he has got to have an rg opine f of 
selecting coffee or taro land, if you please. I think it would be 
proper and right for the Secretary of Agriculture to look into the 
condition of the surveys over there and determine whether they 
ure made in ey with the necessities of agriculture. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly what I think the Secretary of 
Agriculture may properly do. But I think whenever this land is 
to be surveyed, if we are to survey it, it will have to be surveyed 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CULLOM. I myself think so. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Interior Department will avail itself 
of the information. Now, we shall have to survey that country 
on the rectangular system unless we should find, when the report 
comes in, that the character of the country is such that we must 
introduce a different system and cut up the country into smaller 
lots, 40 acres being the smallest subdivision of the Government 
surveys. I learn that 20 acres there is a very respectable farm, 
in some places. In some places you might need a hundred. 





| sideration of executive business. After 8 minutes spent in ex; 
oranges, lemons, and limes. It is a country which abounds in | 


Mr. CULLOM. And 2 acres make a respectable patch or fo rn 
for a native, for instance, who is raising taro. That would}. all 
he would want and no more. =e 

Mr. TELLER. Iam sure if we confine the legal questioy. », i 
those things to the Interior Department and turn the other ;), . S 
over to the other Department we shall get at it in better shana 
than if we were to have either Department do it alone. _ 

Mr. CULLOM. After this discussion with the Senatoy ¢,.,., 
Colorado, it is left to the Senator from Alabama to pre; sion ess 
amendment. oe 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Some Senators desire an exon. 
tive session and there are some amendments to be proposed {, the 
bill which will take some time in discussion. The Senator fyojy 
Alabama is to prepare an amendment on the subject which jie jyag 
just been discussing. I therefore move that the Senate procec) 4, 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to t!\o eon. 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wed 
February 21, 1800, at 12 o'clock m. 


nesday, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1500, 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William Vincent, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
owes of Galena, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Richard ys. 
ostwick, resigned. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Puerto Rico Regiment. 


Maj. James A. Buchanan, Fifteenth United States Infantry, to 
be lieutenant-colonel Puerto Rico Regiment, United States Vo)- 
unteer Infantry, February 19, 1900, to fill an original vacancy, 


SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE Corps, 


Yandell Foote, of California. 

C. T. Wescott, jr., of Maryland. 
Sidney W. Brewster, of Michigan. 
Paul E. Chamberlin, of Virginia. 
Douglas C. McDougal, of California. 
Albert N. Brunzell, of Idaho. 

Presley M. Rixey, of Virginia. 

T. Edward Backstrom, of Mississippi. 


ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 


Ray Spear, a citizen of Washington, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 19th day of February, 190), to filla 
vacancy existing in that grade. 


COLONEL IN MARINE CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. William 8. Muse, to be a colonel in the United 
States Marine Corps, from the 31st day of January, 1900, vice Col. 
Charles F. Williams, deceased. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nominatior withdrawn February 20, 1900 
Alva Ross, to be postmaster at Virden, in the State of Illinois. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February -”, ! 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
Henry F. Severens, of Michigan, to be United States circuit 
judge for the Sixth judicial circuit. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Subsistence Department. 
Capt. David L. Brainard, commissary of subsistence, to be con 
missary of subsistence with the rank of major, February |”, 1900. 


Corps of Engineers. . 

Maj. William 8. Stanton, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, Febru 7, 1900. : cial 

Capt. George W. Goethals, Corps of Engineers, to be ™ai°% 
Febr 7, 1900. : aie 

First Lieut. Charles Keller, Corps of Engineers, to be cap!" 
February 7, 1900. aaa 

Second Lieut, Frank C. Boggs, jr., Corps of Engineers, “ 
first lieutenant, February 7, 1900. 











1900. 








APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY—THIRTY-SIXTH 
INFANTRY. 


To be second lieutenants. 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. John M. Craig, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. 

First Sergt. Israel F. Costello, Company K, Thirty-sixth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. 

Sergt. John A. Huntsman, Company E, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. m8 

Q. M. Sergt. George F. Young, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. : 

Sergt. Maj. George J. Oden, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, February 12, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Twenty-seventh Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Albert S. Cummins, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 
colonel, February 4, 1900. 

Maj. George L. Byram, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, February 4, 1900. 

Capt. Louis C. Scherer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be major, 
February 4, 1900. 

First Lieut. Zan F. Collett, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, February 4, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Brewer, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, February 4, 1900. 


Thirty-siath Infantry. 


Second Lieut. Edward McGowan, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, February 7, 1900. 


COMMISSIONERS TO INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


William G. Thompson, of Michigan, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to be held at 
Paris in the year 1900. 

William M. Thornton, of Virginia, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Arthur E. Valois, of New York, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Henry M. Putney, of New Hampshire, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to be held at 
Paris in the year 1900. 

Alvin H. Sanders, of Illinois, to be a commissioner of the United 
States tc the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 

Louis Stern, of New York, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 

Calvin Manning, of Iowa, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 

Franklin Murphy, of New Jersey, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Henry A. Parr, of Maryland, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

William L. Elkins, of Pennsylvania, to be a commissioner of 
the United States to the International Exposition to be held at 
Paris in the year 1900. 

Ogden H. Fethers, of Wisconsin, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Peter Jansen, of Nebraska, to be a commissioner of the United 
ren AW the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year L 

Brutus J. Clay, of Kentucky, to be a commissioner of the United 
States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 

Charles A. Collier, of Georgia, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Michael H. De Young, of California, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

Thomas F. Walsh, of Colorado, to be a commissioner of the 
United States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris 
in the year 1900. 

James Allison, of Kansas, to be a commissioner of the United 


States to the International Exposition to be held at Paris in the 
year 1900. 


POSTMASTER, 
Asa H. Faulkner, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county 
of Warren and State of Tennessee. ; 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsDAY, February 20, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE 

N. DAK. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill S. 160, being the same as the 
bill H. R, 4167. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Nort) Dakota asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 160) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red 
River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill if it carries any appropriation at all? 

Mr. SPALDING. It carries no appropriation at all. The bill 
is drawn in accordance with the regulations of the War Depart- 
ment, and is indorsed by that Department. 

Mr. TALBERT. Has it been fully considered by a committee? 

Mr. SPALDING. It was reported by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. TALBERT. Unanimously? 

Mr. SPALDING. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none, 

The bill was oil to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPALDING, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. SPALDING. I move that the bill H. R. 4167, on the same 
subject, lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


NORTH AT DRAYTON, 


NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
two weeks from to-day may be set apart, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, for the consideration of House bill 25388, 
a bill providing for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. [Applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

consent that Tuesday, two weeks from to-day, be set apart for the 
consideration of the Nicaragua Canal bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man, as I have not had time to read the bill, if there is anything 
in it that deprives the United States of the absolute contro! of the 
canal, or do we have to acknowledge that the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty is still in operation by virtue of anything in this bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. By the terms of this bill, if the canal shail be 
constructed, the United States will have absolute control over it, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. What is the request, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to set apart Tuesday, two weeks from to-day, for the con- 
sideration of the bill known as the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. CANNON. In the state of the public business, it seems to 
me that when two weeks from to-day comes, we can better tell 
about it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, There is no objection on this side, I will 
state. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that 
to be an objection. If the gentleman wants to take the responsi- 
bility of objecting to it, let him say so. 

Mr. CANNON. [For the present. As to two weeks hence, I do 
not know what I may do two weeks from now; but at this time, 
forecasting for two weeks, I do not know what we should do. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In order to obviate in part the objection, I 
would ask that a week from to-day be set apart for the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that Tuesday, one week 
from er be set apart for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not ready at this moment to agree to 
either one or two weeks from to-day. There is quite time enough 


, to consult about this in either one or two weeks. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 


There is no objection to Tuesday one 
week on this side. 








1994 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 





The SPEAKER. Objection is made; 


Mr. HEPBURN. By the gentleman from Mlinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; by “the gentleman from Illinois,” 
standing ready to confer with the gentleman touching the matter 
between this and then. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 

The SPEAKER. 


Regular order. 
The regular order is demanded. 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the Puerto Rican bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hutt in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 8245. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, as a result of a humanitar- 
ian war, inaugurated not for the purpose of conquest, but for the 
purpose of freeing Cuba from the oppression and cruelty of Spain, 
the United States finds itself to-day in the qualified possession 
and control of Cuba, in the unqualified possession and control of 
Puerto Rico, and in the disputed possession of the Philippine 
Islands. This possession and control are maintained to-day by the 
Army of the United States, under the direction of the President as 
Commander in Chief. With reference to them Congress is now 
called upon to act, and we must consider three questions. First, 
what duty prompts; second, what self-interest requires; third, 
what our constitutional obligation imposes upon us regarding 
them. 

The answer to all these questions largely depends upon the re- 
lations which they will bear to us in the future, whether tempo- 
rary or permanent, and every phase of obligation, duty, and right 
which can be suggested to us by any conquest or cession of terri- 
tory is presented in the three classes of acquisitions thus secured. 


CUBA. 


As to Cuba, there is no contention between the opposing parties 
as to the policy to be pursued. Our sovereignty, jurisdiction, and 
control over that island were declared by the war resolutions to 
have in view only its pacification. That being accomplished, our 
solemn obligation to Cuba and the world was given to leave the 
government of the island to its people. 

In pacification is necessarily included the erection of a stable 
government, a government built up from below, not imposed from 
above; a government capable of establishing order, maintainin 
peace, and performing its international obligations. Municipa 
government, provincial government, insular government must be 
organized in order w create a body politic capable of assuming 
and maintaining sovereignty. Such a process is necessarily slow. 
The future peace of that island, the maintenance of good order, 
and the establishment of peaceful relations with this country, as 
well as the security of our trade and business relations, all demand 
that this work should be accomplished not in a rapid, loose, and 
perfunctory manner, but with deliberation and ju 

As to whether or not economic considerations will later on com- 
pel Cuba to seek the benefit of the commercial union and enlarged 
markets which incorporation with this country will afford is a 
question of the future, depending upon the consent of both 
parties, and only to be accomplished atter a full consideration of 
mutual advantages, Cuba will in the future probably be more 
anxious about this than the United States, for time will demon- 
strate to Cuba the great advantages of annexation. Whilst her 
products will seriously compete with the products of certain sec- 
tions of our country, yet annexation of Cuba is in line with the 
traditional policy of our country, which includes expansion over 
contiguous territory and adjacent islands controlling our defen- 
sive line. Annexation of Cuba —- on her initiative and our 
consent after due deliberation. Meanwhile we will carry out in 
good faith the guaranty of the war resolutions. 


PUERTO RICO. 


As to Puerto Rico, no complicationsexist unless they arecreated 
by the maladministration of Congress. Its area is small, its peo- 
ple can be easily absorbed, and we are in the unqualified and undis- 
puted possession of that island with the consent of its people, who 
are ready, willing, and eager to share with us the benefits and the 
burdens of our Government. Their industrial competition will 
not be serious, even though a are taken insideof our tariff wall. 
Doubtless the disposition of the dominant party is to establish 
there a Territorial form of Government and to extend our Con- 
stitution and our laws to them. Their fear is the establishment 
of a precedent which will be invoked to control our action regard- 
ing the Philippines later on; such action, embracing not simp! 
one island near our coast, easily governed, its people friendly an 
peaceful, but embracing an archipelago of seventeen hundred 
islands 7,000 miles distant, of diverse races, speaking different lan- 


guages, having different customs, and ranging all the way 6... 
absolute barbarism to semicivilization. nae 

It is evident, therefore, so far as Puerto Rico is concerneg yy) 
ever present objections there may be upon the part of t}). ). 
nant party to establishing freedom of trade between th. 
and the Union, such trade will not be long deferred, as ay); :.,.. 
the contentions raised by adiscriminating tariff, which wi}},),..)... 
less be only temporary, it is evident that both of the politic, 
ties of the country are now in substantial agreement t}) 
Rico will become a part of the Union. 

The dominant party, however, is losing sight of the » 
that the unrest and dissatisfaction created by inequali:, 
may make our problem of government in Puerto Rico m 
difficultthanitnowseems. Whetherthese newly acyui: 
are to be regarded as dependencies or Territories, unle 
of trade, freedom of migration, and equality of right «) 
are established, each community discriminated against \ 
itself as the victim of American prejudice or greed, 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Puerto Rico question is thus linked with the P 
question. The latter presents the only difficulty in 
the solution of the relations of our newly acquired islan 
is necessary therefore to ascertain what duty, interest, a 
stitutional obligation require with reference to the P)h 
In doing so it is unnecessary to engage in crimination or rey), 
nation as to the past. The fact is that the United sta: 
destroyed the Spanish Government and has also destrvy, 
Filipino government. ‘ 

The only government which exists there to-day is the military 
government of the United States. It is as clearly our duty: 
pacify these islands as it is to pacify Cuba. In this paciti 
the organization of a stable government is necessarily inyolyed 
A slow and tedious process must be entered upon of organizi: 
municipal, provincial, and insular government, and later on, ; 
sibly, a confederated government or governments, including ith: 
all the islands or groups of islands related to each other by race 
or interest. This can only be accomplished by the recovnition o! 
the sovereignty of the United States for that purpose. 

Back of ail government lies force, and the only government that 
exists in these islands to-day is the Government of the United 
States, and ae must, asa matter of necessity, be recovnize] 
and obeyed. us far, therefore, both imperialists and auti-im- 

erialists agree that the Philippine Islands must be pacitied: that 

ree is essential for that purpose; that the military power of this 
country must be asserted there in the interest of order and god 
government; that the people must be for a time in the condition 
of tutelage, their duty being to obey and ours to contro! 
the corresponding obligation upon us to gradually »n 
sively instruct them in the science of self-government. 

The only differonce, then, between the imperialists an | (! 
imperialists is as to our future purpose. The imperialists « 
tend that we shall hold them for all time as subject dependencies, 
with such system of autonomy as they are capable of excrcis.ng 
the anti-imperialists contend that we shall hold the Phi ipy ne 
Islands, not for the United States, but in trust for th 
those islands, with a present positive promise that wien a stable 
—— shall be organized, capable in the judgment o: the 

nited States of maintaining order and performing interna! ional 
obligations, the independence of the islandsshall be assure’. We 
must create a government there to which we can trausier the 
sovereignty transferred to us by Spain. 


ULTIMATE INDEPENDENCE. 


I contend that good faith, self-interest, and constitutionai 04 
gation compel us to the latter course, which wil! result in | 
pacification of the islands, the identification of theo insuryen's 
with building up the fabric of the new government. tlie «>! 
mentof order, the security of business interests, ani ‘- 
ment of trade. 

Meanwhile, the friendship of the people being assure’, our 
mercial interests can be rapidly developed there and a cunmere 
hold on the islands will be secured toan extent imposs!))}: 0! T° 
zation so long as the people maintain their present host)!: atuva'" 
Naval stations and coaling stations can be secured during ''" 
process of establishing the new system of government. * prov’ 
necessarily of long duration, and currents of trade with {21s col’ 
try will be created which can not bedefiected. ‘This procss™men™’ 

on of trade in the Orient without the anness on” 
territory and oriental peoples, and saves us 1101)" 
perilous und of aneng our theory of government, ane 
abandoning our tions as well as the contradictions wii!" 
involved in asserting an interstate republic and an extresss 


— haiti 
© Philippine Islands can never occupy to us the same r"*' 
as the territory gained from France, Spain, Mexico, av! |: have 
From this territory the majority of the States of the Union )®\ 


al 
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been created, and the small balance remaining is certain of ad- 
mission into the Union as States. No such contingency as the 
admission of the Philippines into the Union as States is possible. 
The very argument of the imperialists is based upon this impos- | 
sibility, and the new theory of government now asserted has its | 
foundation in the acquisition of territory thickly populated by 
people absolutely unfitted for association with us In govern- 
ment. 

Their admission intothe Union would also mean an industrial re- 
adjustment in this country, fer if free trade is established between | 
the Philippines and this country, ‘he inclusion of 9,000,000 people | 
possessing a considerable degres of alertness and industrial 
capacity accustomed to the cheapest wage and the lowest stand- 
ard of living will make itseif felt not only in our agricultural, 
but also in our manufacturing industries. 

What, then, does self-interest require regarding those islands? 
Does self-interest prompt us to maintain a perpetual war with mil- 
lions of people, the continuance of which depends not upon our 
power but upon theirvolition; forit is generally conceded that this 
contest, partaking of the nature of guerrilla warfare by millions of 
people against an invading and possessory force of only 60,000 men, 
can last aslong as the Filipinos wishittolast. Or shall we secure 
the friendly cooperation of those people and meanwhile secure the 
great commercial advantages to be obtained by the retention of 
naval stations and coaling stations and creating currents of trade 
which can not be changed? 

The course of the anti-imperialists entirely frees us from the 
danger either of the immigration of those people or the free ad- 
mission of their products into our markets; whilst the policy to be 
pursued by the imperialists (provided the Constitution extends 
over those islands) absolutely compels free migration and free- 
dom of trade. 

It is unfortunate that we should go into a great Presidential 
contest over a question involving extra territorial policy. It is 
the sentiment of the American people that with reference to our 
foreign relations the entirecountry should stand united; and that 
patriotic sentiment might control now were it not that the ques- 
tion involved includes a change in our own Government under 
the Constitution—at all events a change of our Government as 
heretofore administered. 

I will not enlarge upon the disadvantages from the standpoint 
of self-interest in holding those islands as a partof the United 
States. We allagree, imperialists and anti-imperialists, as to these 
evils. Imperialists propose to protect us inst these changes 
by making those islands not a part of the United States, but ter- 
ritory of the United States—colonies of the United States, under 
our absolute and unqualified dominion—our government there 
unrestrained by the great principles involving personal and prop- 
erty rights contained in the Constitution; while anti-imperialists 
are solicitons to avoid these very evils of free migration and free- 
dom of trade by absolutely es those islands from becom- 
ing in any way a part of the United States and by advocating 
the policy of holding them in trust for their own people, self- 
government to be ultimately established there and independence 
absolutely secured. 


CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

The question then arises next, apart from the question of self- 
interest, as to what our constitutional obligations are regarding 
these islands. The treaty of Paris transfers them to the United 
States. The sovereignty of Spain has been broken. The sover- 
eignty of the United States has been established. But the treaty 
provides that the political and civil status of the people of those 
islands is to be determined by Congress. Thus far we have not 
made them a part of the United States by any enactment of Con- 
gress. They are ceded tous by a treaty of peace; but the very 
terms of the treaty indicate that the determination of the future | 
of these islands is to be left to the Congress of the United States. 

We will soon be called u to legislate — them, and I 
contend that unless we declare our a of holding the Philip- 
eng in trust for their own people until a stable government can 

erected, the presumption from the cession of the 
islands to us will be that are territory bel to the United 
States, and the Constitution applies to them, wii its privileges 
and immunities. Noother presumption can be indulged regard- 
ing them unless an express declaration is made to the contrary. 
he Constitution is the organic law of the United States, a’ 
lately controllin ali the branches of the Government in their 
functions. The United States which s consists of the States 
composing the Union, but the U: States which is 
under the Constitution consists of the entire domain of the Re- 
c, Territories as well as States, -und the ‘‘ United States” re- 
to in that provision of the Constitution which declares 
for of taxation is the “United States” which is gov- 
ae United States which governs. The pending tariff 
as Rico, therefore, raises the question as to whether the 
and prohibitions of the Constitution control the action 


of Congress as to territories ceded and belonging to the United 
States. The claim that any part of the territory of the United 
States can be governed by Congress outside of the Constitution is 
without solid foundation, either of reason or authority. TheCon- 
gress of the United States is the creature of the Constitution; allits 
powers are created by the Constitution, and the limitations upon 
its power must be applied to all legislation which it originates. 
The Congress of the United States can not be a despotism in 
some parts of the Union and a body of limited constitutional 
powers in other parts. The Constitution of the United States was 
the compact of thirteen States, formerly colonies of Great Britain, 


which had revolted against the mother country. Equality of 
rights, the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, the 
right of representation where taxation was involved, were the 


essential principles to vindicate which the Revolution was inaugu 
rated and free government established. 

The framers of the Constitution had in view the acquisition of 
the Northwest Territory, out of which five States were to be 
carved. They were framing an organic act which was to apply 
tothe entire domain of the Republic. Jealous of individual rights 
they granted certain powers to the General Government, reserved 
certain powers to the people and the States, limited other powers, 
and prohibited others. They organized a government capable of 
indefinite expansion. They provided for the admission of new 
States and for the acquisition of territory out of which States 
could be made. The Territories were to be regarded as infant 
States. 

It is impossible to believe that they intended that the Congress 
of the United States should be a limited sovereignty in the States 
and a despotism in the Territories, and that they proposed that 
the people of the Territories should not enjoy the personal and 
property rights for which they had fought and which they pro- 
tected by the prohibitions and limitations of Congress. 

It can not be contended for a moment that they deliberately 
designed te give Congress the power in the Territories to pass 
bills of attainder and ex post facto laws, grant titles of nobility, 
work corruption of blood or forfeiture, convict of treason on the 
testimony of one witness, or that they designed that the people of 
the Territories should not be secure in the freedom of speech or of 
the prese, the right to assemble and petition the Government for 
the redress of grievances, the right to keep and bear arms, the 
right to be secure in their persons, houses, and effects, or that 
they should be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due 
process of law, or be deprived of private property for public use 
withon} just compensation, or should be deprived of the right of 
trial by jury, or should be subject to cruel or unjust punish- 
ment; and yet all these rights were absolutely secured by the 
Constitution, and Congress was forbidden to invade any of them. 

It is clear that if the prohibitions of the Constitution relating 
to the rights of individuals were to be enforced wherever the ju- 
risdiction of the Republic extended, the limitations of the Constitu- 
tion relating to the power of taxation must be similarly enforced. 
The Constitution demands uniformity as the rule of customs 
duties throughout the United States, which term covers the entire 
domain of the Republic. 

Now, the term “United States” can of course be used in two 
senses—the political sense, which means the States composing the 
Union; the aphical sense, which means the entire domain of 
the Republic. The United States, in a political sense, means the 
States composing the Union; they are the source of all govern- 
mental power. The people of those States elect the President of 
the United States. The people of those States elect Representa- 
tives in Congress. The people of those States elect the State leg- 
islatures which elect our Senators. The lawmaking and the law- 
executing branches of the Government thus elected by the people 
of the States composing the Union provide for the judiciary, which 


| sits in judgment upon our laws. 


The political United States consists of the States composing the 
Union—the “ United States” which governs is the‘‘ United States” 
consisting of the States composing the Union. The United States, 
however, which is governed is the entire domain of the Republic, 
Territories as well as States; and with reference to the larger 
United States, the United States governed, the Constitution is the 
organic law, defining the powers of the President, of Congress, 
of the Supreme Court over the entire domain of the Republic, 
Territories as well as States. 

It is impossible to believe that the framers of our Constitution 
could have had any other view. The States that originally formed 
this Union were certain colonies which had revolted against the 
oppression of the mother country—oppression involving, as this 
tariff does, the question of taxation, the question of taxation 
without representation, the question of unfair taxes, the question 
of imposition upon the natural rights and liberties of the colonists. 

After many years of protest the men of that time, men of 
wonderful wisdom and sagacity, framed the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, which was the assertion of the natural rights of man, 
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It was in itself the precursor of the Constitution. The very pur- 
pose of the Constitution was to establish a limited sovereignty 
upon this continent. 

They were distrustful of absolute and unrestrained power. 
They had been the victims of the absolute power of Parliament, 
just such power as it is contended to-day we may exercise, 
under the Constitution, with reference to these new possessions; 
and they determined to frame a system of government which 
would put the representatives of the people and the people them- 
selves in a strait-jacket so far as the exercise of absolute power 
was concerned. They framed a limited sovereignty, consisting of 
the United States of America, an indestructible Union of inde- 
structible States, a Union organized for general protection and 
defense and the common welfare. 

And so thirteen colonies of Great Britain, revolting against 
taxation by the mother country without representation in the tax- 
ing body, revolting against invasion of their rights of personal 
liberty and individual property, declared their independence of 
Great Britain, and later on formed a Union called the United 
States of America, the purpose being to leave local government 
in the hands of the States and to intrust all matters of general 
welfare, such as matters involving war, foreign relations, and 
Federal legislation, to the Federal Government, the source of 
which was to be the people of the States composing the Union. 

They. provided in their Constitution for expansion by the ad- 
mission of new States, entitled to the same rights of local self- 
government, yielding the same allegiance to the Union and receiv- 
ing the same benefits from it. Connected with this expansion by 
the admission of new States was necessarily involved the acquisi- 
tion of territory, ultimately, when population permitted, to be 
admitted as States. Thus thescheme of government was formed, 
a union of States, expansion gud growth by the admission of new 
States, expansion and growth by the acquisition of territory for 
the purpose of forming new States, everywhere maintaining the 
dual form of government—State sovereignty as to local matters 
and Federal sovereignty as to matters of general welfare. 

Certain powers were granted toCongress. Certain of the powers 
so granted were limited. The exercise of certain other powers 
was prohibited. All powers not granted were reserved to the 
States or to the people of the United States. Combine all of the 
powers—the powers granted to the Federal Government, the 
powers reserved to the State government, and the powers reserved 
to the people—and you have all of the elements of absolute power. 
The very purpose of the organization of this Government was to 
combine them nowhere, but to create a government of checks and 
balances not capable, perhaps, of moving with the energy and 
efficiency and quickness of absolutism, but a government of 
limitations, of prohibitions, of checks and balances, so framed 
as to protect the individual rights, the individual lives, and the 
individual property of the people against absolute and unrestrained 

ower. 

. Now, in framing this system of government is it ible to 
believe that these great liberty-loving, God-fearing, humanity- 
loving men could be so selfish as to intend to frame a government 
whose blessings were intended only for the States composing the 
Union, regardless of the rights and liberties of the ple occu- 
pying territory belonging to the United States, that as to such 
people they intended Congress should have and exercise the om- 
nipotent power which Parliament asserted and exercised regard- 
ing the Colonies? 
EXTENSION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. Chairman, the very scheme of government involved in it- 
self not only expansion of territory but expansion of the Consti- 
tution, expansion of the protection of the Constitution over all 
parts of the domain of the Republic. It provided for the admis- 
sion of new States, and in the same section provided for the gov- 
wy and disposition of territory belonging to the United 
States, 


They then had in view the acquisition of the great Northwest 


Territory, subsequently ceded to the United States by the States 
of Virginia and Maryland, out of which not less than three nor 
more than five States were to be incorporated into the Union. 


The entire history of the framing of the Constitution indicates 


that the purpose of its makers was to organize a union of States; 
to permit the admission of new States, and to permit the acquisi- 
tion of territory for the purpose of organizing new States; and 
that over the entire country, both the States and the infant States, 
the Constitution was to the organic law, charter of their 
liberties, governing and controlling the action of the Federal 
Government. 


As the colonists had fought for the principle that taxation and 
representation must go together, they contemplated in no con- | 


_— the denial of this principle. 
he portion of the Constitution providing for a District of Co- 
lumbia, over which Congress should have exclusive jurisdiction, 
contemplated the acquisition of a limited area without popula- 
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tion, whose population thereafter was to be made up of citizens 
from the various States, who could maintain their right of royya. 
sentation by maintaining their citizenship in the respective Stajo< 
and who, by coming to an unoccupied territory, whose govern! 
ment was already vested in a Congress, must be deemed to jaye 
consented to that form of government. —— 

As to the Territories, the right of ee Was practically 
admitted by conceding the right to admitted into the U; ian 
wher the population sufficed to fit them for the assumption of th» 
burdens of statehood. They were regarded as infant States. to 
be controlled during infancy by the Federal Government, jus} as 
individuals are controlled during infancy. But with reference to 
the District of Columbia and the Territories all practical gnaray. 
ties as to life, liberty, and oe were secured by the provisions 
of the Constitution relating to personal liberty, and by the pro. 
vision securing uniformity as to indirect taxes and apportion. 
ment as to direct taxes. 

The powers of Congress, then, as created in the Constitution 
must be viewed in the light of the Declaration of Independence 
and the principles for which the war of independence was fought 
and it is impossible to believe that any limitations put upon the 
legislative power, otherwise despotic, in favor of individual richts 
individual liberties, and individual lives, and for the purpose of 
securing —, of —_ and uniformity of burdens, were ip. 
tended to be applied only to that favored portion of the American 
people residing in the States and to be denied to that portion resid- 
— the Territories. 

he character of the Revolutionary fathers, the principles for 
which they contended, and the history of the times all prove that 
while their purpose was to make the people of the States the 
source of government, the Government itself was to be equal and 
just and to extend over the entire American people, whether liy- 
“— States or in Territories, 
nder such a system of government indefinite expansion over 
uninhabited territory fitted to the development of our race or over 
populated territory containing peoples capable of assimilation and 
of sharing with us the blessings of free government and of main- 
taining their libertiesis possible. The difference between the im- 
perialists and the anti-imperialists on this question is that the 
imperialists wish to expand our territory and to contract our 
Constitution. The anti-imperialists are opposed to any expansion 
of territory which, as a matter of necessity, arising from the igno- 
rance and inferiority of the people occupying it, makes free consti- 
tutional government impracticable or undesirable, 
PRINCIPLES OF LIBERTY. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] remarked 
that the guaranties of liberty were the heritage of the Anglo- 
Saxon race; that we required no written constitution, no parch- 
ment upon which the =a of liberty should be written; 
that these principles landed at Jamestown and Plymouth Rock 
with our colonial fathers, and were written upon the hearts of the 
American people. 

What were these principles? The principles of Magna Charta 
and the Bill of Rights. Now, our forefathers were part of the 

t English people. The heri which they had was the 
eritage of Magna Charta and the Bill of Rights. The principles 
which were written upon their hearts were the principles of those 
t instruments. But were those principles written upon the 
eart of George III, a kinsman, an _ ishman? Were they 
written upon the hearts of the British Par iament, against whose 
oppressions and exactions our colonial forefathers rebelled? And 
did not the lesson of that experience imprint itself upon their 
hearts and compel them, in shaping a government in this coun- 
try, to write in parchment, in the ent law of the country, 
only to be changed after long effort, careful deliberation, and su- 
preme consideration, the great mae eg regarding individual 
rights and oe for which they had contended? 

And is it no ble that hi may repeat itself and that 
our subjects in the Philippine Islands may find that those princ!- 
ples of liberty are not so written upon the hearts of the members 
of the American Congress as to prevent them from exercising the 
harsh and Ss power which the gentlemen must admit 1s 
inherent in absolutism, whether exercised or not? 

CHECKS AND BALANCES. 

Now, I said that we had organized a system of checks and bal- 
ances, with absolv's power nowhere, The framers of the Consti- 
tution in creating .hat instrument expressed a distrust not only 
of the representatives of the people but their distrust of the peo 
ple themselves. They oe not only the es cee of the 

ple but the people themselves in chains by that organic act. 


hey pro thereby to protect the people not only from the 
a moma ed power in their representatives but from their own 
violence. 


By the creation of a House of Representatives which could neg: 
ative the action of the Senate, by the creation of a Senate whic 
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could negative the action of the House, by the creation of an 
Executive who could veto the action of both, they put limits every- 
where upon inconsiderate action; and then by limiting certain 
powers, prohibiting others, and reserving to the States and to the 
people of the United States the remaining powers of sovereignty, 
they secured a Government intended to guard the rightsof astrong 
people, not tocrush the liberties of a weak people. A strong Gov- 
ernment because of the individualism and strength of its people, 
not strong because of its absolutism over a weak people, 
THE CANTER CASE. 

Now, I wish to review for a few moments the decisions to 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]} alluded 
in his argument yesterday. Thus farI have taken | ageneral 
view of the Constitution, and have considered it in the light of 
history, in the light of the experiences of our fathers, in the light 
of their contention for human liberty everywhere. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania relies mainly upon the case 
of the American Insurance Company against Canter (1 Peters, 
511), upon the Tampico case, and oneor two other cases of similar 


import. 

ae Canter case certain bales of cotton contained in a vessel 
wrecked off the coast of Florida were seized by the salvors under 
the law of the Territory of Florida, and were sold under the de- 
cree of an inferior court organized by the legislature of that Ter- 
ritory. And the question was whether the decree changed the 
P rty to the purchaser under that salvage sale. It was con- 
tended on the one hand that the judicial power of the United 
States extended to admiralty cases; that the judicial power of the 
United States was to be exercised only by certain courts provided 
for by the Constitution, the tenure of office in which should be 
during good behavior; and it was contended that jurisdiction in 
an admiralty case could be oo only to a constitutional court. 

The Supreme Court met this contention by declaring that these 
inferior courts were not constitutional courts; that their judges 
held for a term of years and not for life; that they were inferior 
courts, organized by the Territory of Florida, acting under the 
sanction of Congress, which in itself was acting either under the 
general powers of sovereignty, to be inferred from the right to 
acquire, or under that provision of the Constitution which gives 
to Congress the power to make needful rules and regulations 
regarding the territory of the United States. 

t is true that these inferior courts, thoughorganized under the 
authority of the United States, were not constitutional courts. 
They were local courts, forin the Territories, of course, the Federal 
Government has not only the powers of the Federal Government 
but the powers of a State and municipal government. It can act 
directly with reference to the Territories, or it can delegate its 

owers to a legislature to be organized under the laws of the 

nited States in the Territories. There is no question of the 
power of the United States to organize, in a Territory, inferior 
courts of local jurisdiction. The only question is whether an 
admiralty case is under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, and whether jurisdiction in such a case can be conferred 
upon or exercised by any but a constitutional court, a court of 
the United States organized under the Constitution with judges 
enjoying life tenure. 

Now, I admit that case bears against us, if a case of salvage is 
a case of exclusive Federal jurisdiction. I have not been able to 
look into the question whether jurisdiction in a case of salvage 
can be exercised concurrently by the United States courts and by 
the State courts. If it can be exercised concurrently, then clearly 
the case does not bear against us. 

THE TAMPICO CASE. 

The next case was the Tampico case (Fleming vs. Page, 9 How., 
page 603). There, during the Mexican war, the possession and 
control of Tampico was secured by our arms. 

The Supreme Court in that case, involving the right of a collec- 
tion port of the United States to exact duties upon goods imported 
from Tampico, then in the possession of the United States mili- 
= authorities as conquered territory, declared that the genius 
and character of our institutions were ful; that the power 
to declare war was not conferred upon for the pu 
of aggression or dizement, but to enable the General Gov- 
ernment to vindicate by arms its own rights and the rights of its 
citizens; that a war declared by Congress could not be presumed 
to be w for the purpose of conquest; nor could the law de- 
claring the war ‘‘imply an authority to the President to enlarge 
the limits of the United States b ae ting the enemy’s terri- 
tory;” that the boundaries of the nited States could not be 
en) by mere military occupation, and so the court held 
in that case that Tampico was a foreign port even though it was 
under the control of our military authorities and had been con- 
= in war; that it could not me a domestic port except 

ugh the action of the treaty-making power or the legislative 
power; that the duty of the President was merely military, and 
that whilst he might invade a hostile country and subject it to the 
sovereignty of the United States, his conquest did not enlarge the 
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boundaries of the Union nor extend the operation of our institu- 
tions or laws beyond the limits before assigned to them by the 
legislative power. 

The whole reasoning of the case was that the boundaries of the 
United States could not be enlarged by conquest, but only by the 
action of the treaty-making power or the legislative power, and 
confirms our contention that when territory is ceded to the United 
States by treaty it then becomes domestic, not foreign; that the 
boundaries of the United States are enlarged so as to include it; 
that the Constitution of the United States applies to it. It will be 
observed that the court said that conquests do not enlarge the 
boundaries of the United States, but that cession through the 
treaty-making power does. What United States? The political 
United States, consisting of the States composing the Union; the 
United States that governs, or the geographical United States, 
consisting of States and Territories, the United States that is gov- 
erned? Clearly the latter. 

The boundaries of the political United States can only be en- 
larged by the admission of a new State; the boundaries of the geo- 
graphical United States can be enlarged by the acquisition of ter- 
ritory as the rezult of the treaty-making power or the legislative 
power; and it is in that sense that the term ‘‘ United States” is 
used in all portions of the Constitution relating not to the source 
of government but to the powers of government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The United States in the ag- 
gregate, and not the several States? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

So also in other cases the courts have recognized the doctrine 
that ports in ceded territory are not to be regarded as domestic 
ports until Congress extends the customs laws to them. Was 
this doctrine declared because they were not part of the territory 
of the United States, or was it because the machinery for collect- 
ing duties was lacking? Clearly the latter. With reference to 
newly acquired territory, the municipal law in existence there is 
maintained until the country to which the cession is made exer- 
cises the power of sovereignty. There can be no such thing as 
collecting revenue in ceded territory unless the machinery of the 
law is there, and the machinery of the law can only be introduced 
there by the creation of collection districts by Congress, and until 
then these ceded ports are not regarded by the administrative 
department as domestic ports. 


CROSS VS. HARRISON, 


And yet the Supreme Court in the case of Cross against Harri- 
son (16 Howard, page 164), a later case, takes from the gentle- 
man even the contention which he bases upon the Tampico case, 
and the administrative action regarding ports in ceded terri- 
tory, in which the machinery of collection has not been estab- 
lished. The case of Cross against Harrison arose whilst California 
was under military rule. It was under military rule before the 
cession as a result of its conquest. It was under military rule 
after its cession, simply because the United States Congress had 
not chosen to legislate regarding it. 

The collector of that district was an appointee of the military 
commander, who, under the military law and as an incident of 
military occupation, could himself construct such a system of 
revenue and such a system of imposts and duties as to himself 
seemed fit. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
Nevada excuse me for an interruption one moment to call his at« 
tention to the fact that in none of those cases did the military 
power set up a tariff different from that already enacted by the 
laws of the United States. They merely put into existence the 
same local laws of the ports of the country. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I was about to make that remark. The 
military governor there had, prior to the cession, imposed, if I 
recollect aright, certain duties upon imports, and after the cession 
and before the collection district was organized, and before the 
machinery of the law had been extended to San Francisco by the 
Federal authorities, he arbitrarily established other duties, the 
duties then imposed by the laws of the United States upon goods 
coming to the ports of the United States from foreign countries; 
and in that case the Supreme Court of the United States declared 
that immediately upon the cession the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, so far as they can be enforced, extended to the 
territory ceded. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman from Nevada allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will. 

Mr. GAINES. Is it not an historical fact that before the Consti- 
tution was formed, and while it was being formed, but before it 
oo ratified, territory was ceded by several States to the United 

states? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. Now, I was referring to the case of 
Cross against Harrison. There the military commander, after 
the cession, had fixed the duties provided by the laws of the 
United States, and the Supreme Court of the United States held 
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that immediately upon cession, and without the action of Con- 
gress at all, the Constitution and the laws applied to the ceded 
territory, and held that, as the Constitution itself provided that 
the duties throughout the United States should uniform, it 
was the constitutional duty of the President of the United States 
to enforce the Constitution, and that the collection of the duties 
by the military collector, under the military commander, was 
entirely legal. Justice Wayne said: 

The right claimed to land foreign goods within the United States at any 
place out of a collection district, if allowed, would be in violation of that pro- 
vision in the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. * * * As tothe denial of 
the authority of the President to prevent the landing of foreign goods in the 
United States out of a collection district, it is only mocsasary © say that if 
he did not do so it would be a neglect of his constitutional obligation to take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

California, then a ceded territory, was declared by Mr. Justice 
Wayne to be “ within the United States” and subject to the pro- 
vision of the Constitution which provides for uniformity in cus- 
toms duties ‘‘ throughout the United States.” Does it not, there- 
fore, follow that Puerto Rico, a ceded territory, is also within the 
United States and is protected by the same provision of the Con- 
stitution? 





TERRITORIES AS INFANT STATES. 


Now, let me refer to the anthorities which are confirmatory of 
the position which I have assumed, that the United States was or- 
ganized with all the elements of expansion in it, that expansion 
to take the form of admission of new States and of territory re- 
garded as infant States, later on to become sovereign States of 
the Union when able to sustain the burdens of statehood. 

You have already heard both the controlling and dissenting 
opinions in the case of Scott against Sanford (19 Howard, page 432). 
Iam aware that it is a malodorous case for the reason that it led 
to our civil war, and yet it has never been overruled; and cer- 
tainly as not only the judges renderin< the decision, but the dis- 
senting judges agree as to our theory of government, it is both 
controlling and persuasive. In all these opinions, in the utter- 
ances of Chief Justice Taney for the majority, in the utterances 
of Justice McLean and Justice Curtis for the minority, no vari- 
ance of opinion, but, on the contrary, unanimity of opinion is ex- 
pressed on this subject. 

Chief Justice Taney said: 


There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States or 
ata distance, to beruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to e ge 
its territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. 

7 Rw * + + a + 


The power to expand the territory of the United States be the admission 
of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of t aoe by all 
the departments of the Government it has been held to auth the ui- 
sition of a territory not fit for admission at the time, but to be admit’ as 
soon as its poet would entitle itto admission. Itisacg to become 
a State, and not to be held as a colony and governed by Congress with abso- 
“ute authority; and as the propriety of admitting a new State is committed 
to the sound discretion of Congress, the power to acquire territory for that 
parpess, to be held by the United States until it is in suitable condition to 

yecome a State upon an equal footing with the other States, must rest upon 
the same discretion. 


Justice McLean, of the minority, said: 


In organizing the government of a Territory, Congress is limited to means 
appropriate to the attainment of the constitutional object. No powers can 
be exercised which are prohibited by the Constitution or which are contrary 
to its spirit, so that, whether the object may be the protection of the persons 
and property of purchasersof the public lands or of communities who have 
been annexed to the Union by conquest or purchase, they are initiatory to 
the establishment of State governments, and no more power can be claimed 
or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the end. Thisis the limi- 
tation of all the Federal powers. 


Mr. Justice Curtis said: 


Since, then, this power was manifestly conferred to enable the United 
States todispose of its public lands to settlers, and to admit them into the 
Union as States, when in the sadgmens of Congress they should be fitted 
therefor; since these were the needs provided for; since it is confessed that 
government is ind msable to provide for those n and the power is to 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territory, I can not 
doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of the Territory by such 
laws as Congress deems n l until they obtain admission as States. 


Justice Curtis adds—remember this is the opinion of Justice 
Curtis, of Massachusetts, the leader of the minority in that great 
case— 


If, then, this clause does contain a power to legislate the Terri- 
tony. what are the limits to that power? To this I answer that 
with all the other legislative powers of Congress it finds limits in the e 
rae of Congress not to do certain things; that in the ex o 
© legislative power Congress can not pass an ex post facto law or bill of 
— a and so in respect to each of the other prohibitions contained in the 
Jonstitation. 


Now, what are these prohibitions? The prohibited powers of 
Congress are: 


No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed. 

No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States. 

The trial of all crimes, except in cases of im hment, shall be by fi =£ 

No person shall be convicted of treason unless on the testimony of two 
witnesses to the same overt act, or on confession in pace court, 

No attainder of treason work corruption of or forfeiture, ex- 
cept during the life of the person attainted. 
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These prohibitions, then, apply to the action of Congress y.},... 
ever it acts, whether with reference to Territories or wit), ..;.. 
ence to area of the States composing the Union. Paras 
Now, let us look at a few amendments, to the right secyy.) ), 
the first eight amendments. 

The first eight amendments to the Constitution secure fro.).., 
of religion, freedom vf speech and of the press, freedom of +), 
right of the people to assemble and to petition the Goyerny,..+ 
for redress of grievances, the right of the people to keep and })...» 
arms, the right of the people to be secure in their persons. joy 
papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and seiy ype 

hey also provide for presentment or indictment by » «-., d 
jury; that no person shal! be twice put in jeopardy for the sama 
offense; that no person shall be compelled in a crimina! acti, n to 
be a witness against himself; nor be deprived of life, liberty. o; 
property without due process of law; nor be deprived of priyata 
property for public use without just compensation. They secyra 
the right of a speedy and public trial by an impartial jary. aya 
the preservation of the right of trial by jury in suits af coinmoy 
law. They provide that excessive bail shall not be required, yoy 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel or unjust punishment inficte). 

Mr. Justice Curtis says: ‘ 

If, then, this clause does contain the power to jeqisiate respectir 
ritory, what are the limits to that power? To this I answer that, j:, mon 
with all the other legislative powersof Sy ae it finds limits in the express 
prohibitions of Congress not to do certain things. ; 

Then I ask you, if the prohibitions are operative to contro) (op. 
gress, will not the limitations of power control it? A limitation 
of power is a prohibition of power, except to the extent to which 
that power is granted. 

What is the limitation with reference to duties? The limitation 
of uniformity. The Constitution says, ‘‘All duties, imposts, and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.” No 
law regarding duties shall beununiform. Is not this as emphatic 
a prohibition as “ No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall 
be passed?” Are the words ‘‘ United States” words of contraction 
or of emphasis? Do they mean the whole or a part only of the 
national domain? Chief Justice Marshall, in Loughborough vs, 
Blake (5 Wheaton, page 317), says in construing this clause of 
the Constitution, in an opinion which our opponents declare to be 
dictum: 

The power, then, tolay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may bo exer 
cised, and must be exercised throughout the United States. Doest rT 
d te the whole or any icular portion of the American empire? Cer 
tainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given to 
our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territorics 

This would be sufficient to condemn the pending bill; hut I havo 
preferred to take the larger view of the question, which includes 
our policy as to all our new possessions, my contention being that 
our Constitution is one of restricted powers; that it applics to 
every inch of territory upon which it is intended that our flag 

permanently fly; that it involves the ultimate incorporation 
in the Union and the participation with us in the exercise of the 
powers of government of annexed territories, and that the 
annexation of inferior peoples of lower capacity and cheaper 
labor involves not only danger to our institutions but to our 
whole industrial system, dangers sure to lead to unrest, civil dis- 
turbance, and internal war. 

OMNIPOTENCE OF CONGRESS. 

I contend that there is no basis for this new theory that Con- 
gress is omni tas to Territories, and have endeavored toshow 
both by consideration of the provisions of the Constitution, as well 
as by the history antedating and contemporaneous wit! 1's for- 
mation, that the very te og was to prevent that omnipotence 
assured to Parliament by the British constitution. We speak © 
the British constitution. No such constitution exists. Paria 


ment is unlimited in its powers. It can, if it chooses, pass bills 
of attainder, as ee facto laws, laws depriving people of their 
c 


rty for pu use without compensation. There is no 
i Htation upon the powers of Parliament save such as the s9. 
judgment and wisdom of ths members themselves may impos’. 


e sovereign there would not dare to exercise the power of 
veto; it would involve a revolution. Our forefathers were ' oe 
ing from the omnipotence of Parliament, and they determine’ 
that in organizing a representative body herethey woul! put!” thi 
organic act those prohibitions and limitations which would pre- 


ee ee omnipotent, as Parliament had » _ 
One of these amendments prohibits Congress from interfering 


with freedom of religion. the case of Reynolds vs. United 
States (98 U. S., 162) court said: el 

Congress tof the Territories Wi 
shall Peis thn tree marciec ut cele ove The first amendment ( ) the Cun- 
stitution expressly forbids such tion. , -— 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania says: ‘But with re ~~ 
ence to all the territories that have hitherto acquired by te 
United States, the custom of Congress has been, by the org 
act creating to extend to them the Consut 


tion and the laws.” aad be cates that the Constitution has 
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operated in such territories not by reason of its own strength, 
but by reason of the acts of Congress extending it. If that be 
true, then the act of Congress extending the Constitution, being 
merely statutory law, can be amended or repealed by Congress at 
any time. 

If Congress can extend the Constitution by law, it can withdraw 
the Constitution by law. But you will observe that in this very 
case, a case relating to Utah, the court does not base its decision 
upon the fact that the Constitution had been extended to that 
Territory by Congress and was therefore operative not as the Con- 
stitution, but as a statutory enactment in the form of the organic 
act of the Territory; but it says that ‘‘ Congress” —not the Terri- 
torial legislature, but Congress itself—‘‘ can not pass a law for 
the government of the Territories which shall prohibit the free 
exercise of religion. The first amendment of the Constitution 
expressly prohibits such legislation.” 

n the case of Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707), involving 
the operation of the Constitution in a Territory, the court says: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a 
verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases. he 
act of Congress could not impart the power to change the constitutional rule 
and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 

Theseventh amendment secured unanimity; and Congress itself 
in dealing with a Territory—in making an organic law for a Ter- 
ritory—can not —— to the legislative body of that Territory 
power to change the constitutional rule. If Congress itself re- 
garding a Territory could act regardless of the constitutional rule, 
could it not impart that power to a legislature created in a Terri- 
tory by this act for the pur of local government? 

And in Thompson vs, Dtah (170 U. 8., 346), Justice Harlan said: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of 
the United States is no longer an open question. 

It will thus be seen that the provisions of the Constitution are 
extended, not as an act of grace on the part of Congress, but as a 
matter of constitutional right, the Constitution itself being the 
organic law controlling the entire Territory, limiting the powers 
of Congress itself in its action upon such Territory. 

And in Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. 8., 15) the court says: 

In the exercise of this sovereign dominion—— 


‘This sovereign dominion ”—just as the dominion of a legisla- 
ture may be called a sovereign dominion over the State; but that 
does not imply that it isan absolutism. The sovereignty spoken 
of is the limited sovereignty to which I have referred. 

In the exercise of this sovereign dominion they are mted by the 
Government of the United States, to whom all the powers of the Government 
over that subject have been delegated, subject only to such restrictions as 
are expressed in the Constitution or are necessarily implied in its terms. 

In the case of the American Publishing Company vs. Fisher 
(166 U. §., 464), Justice Brewer declared that the question as to 
Selene the — a = Constitution _ the United 

regarding the right o jury, ‘‘ operates ex proprio 

vi to invalidate this statute may be a matter of dispute.” 
t language was used in 166 United States; and Justice Brewer 
ae bases this statement upon the loose language used by 
. Justice Bradley, in which he declared that the limitations in 
favor of personal rights which are formulated in the Constitution 

and its amendments— 
Rens wanan Genprens Gertves ait ite powers, thes 
e 

coglledionettatoee ves S$ powers, n 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why does the gentleman call the language 
of Justice Brewer ‘‘ loose oc 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Simply because it is loose language to speak 
of limitations by inference, restrictions by implication, when the 
Constitution itself, by its express limitations and prohibitions, re- 
strains the power of Congress, and nothing whatever is left to 
im on or inference. 

ow, then, Justice Brewer says that it ‘‘may be a question of 
dispute;” but recollect that in the case of Springville vs. Thomas, 
decided by the same court and after this case in which Justice 
Brewer declared that it might be a matter of ate as to whether 
the Constitution operated ex proprio vigare, the court says the 
act of Congress could not impart to a Territory the power to 
change the constitutional 

A MemsBer. That was in the Utah case? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 


EXPANSION UNDER THE CONSTITUTION. 


Now, in support of my contention that the Constitution con- 
templated the admission of new States, and as incidental thereto 
uisition of new territory from which new States could be 
crea I refer again to the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall in 
the case of Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 317), wherein, 
speaking of the restrictions of the Constitution, he says: 

The difference between requiring a continent, with an ae 


tion, to snbmit to be taxed governmen 
it, upasuted frees tt by 0 vue nee ant having 


t of the Constitution, 
any exprese and direct 


nocommon interest with 
by no principle of apportion- 


ment, and associated with it by no common feelings, and permitting the rep- 
resentatives of the American people, under the restrictions of our Constitu- 
tion, to taxa pers of the society which is either ina state of infancy advancing 


to manhood, looking forward to complete qaualty as soon as that state of 
manhood shall be attained, as is tho case wit 

voluntarily relinquished the right of sepresentation and has adopted the 
whole body of Congress for its legitimate government, as is the case with the 
District, is too obvious not to present itself to the minds of all. 

Chief Justice Marshall was meeting the contention that no Fed- 
eral tax could be imposed in the District'of Columbia because the 
people of the District were not represented in the taxing body, 
and insisted that such contention could not be maintained. The 
District of Columbia was a very limited area of unoccupied terri- 
tory, ceded by Virginia and Maryland as the seat of the Federal 
Government, the people of which could, if they wished, secure 
representation in government by maintaining their citizenship in 
the adjoining States, and who would be deemed by reason of liv- 
ing here under such conditions to have consented to government 
by Congress. Chief Justice Marshall draws the distinction be- 
tween taxation under such conditions and the taxation of a colony 
by the mother country. Then, referring to the Territories, he 
finds justification for imposing taxes without representation in 
the fact that the Territory was in a state of infancy advancing 
toward manhood, afterwards to be admitted into the Union with 
the right of representation as a sovereign State. 

Then in another case, in Weber against Harbor Commissioners 
(18 Wallace, 65), Justice Field said: 

Although the title to the soil under tide waters of the bay was acquired by 
the cession from Mexico equally with the title to the upland, they held it 
only in trust for the future States. 

And in the case of Knight vs. United States Land Association 
(142 U. S. Reports, page 183) Justice Lamar said: 

Upon the acquisition of the territory from Mexico the United States ac 
quired the title to the tide lands equally with the title to the upland, but with 
respect to the former they held it only in trust for the future States that 
might be erected out of such territory. 

And in the case of Shively vs. Bowlby (152 U. 8. Reports, 48) 
Justice Gray held the same doctrine. 

What did they hold? That upon the cession of territory the 
United States acquired the title to soil under the tide waters 
equally with the title to the uplands; but that they held the title 
to the tide lands in trust. For whom? For the people of the 
United States? For this absolutism which, it is now contended, 
exists? For the States composing the Union? By no means, 
But in trust for the future States to be erected out of such terri- 
tory, such trust to be sacredly maintained until the manhood of 
the cestui que trust was attained. 

This, then, Mr. Chairman, is what we contend for in reference 
to these islands: That if they are acquired as a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States we hold that territory, with its popula- 
tion, as infant States to be hereafter admitted into the United 
States, an? we hold the tide lands in such territory for the future 
States to be created out of them. And, sir, the only way we can 
escape bringing this people within our tariff laws, within our body 
»olitic—the only way, | repeat, to keep them outside of our polit- 
ical and industrialsystem—is to declare now that we hold them not 
as territory of the United States—as infant States hereafter to be 
admitted as sovereign States—but that we hold these islands in 
trust for the people of those islands, to be turned over to them 
with complete independence when a satisfactory government shall 
be organized there capable of accepting the transfer of Spain's sov- 
ereignty, through the United States as intermediary, and capable 
of maintaining order and fulfilling international obligations. 

HAWAII. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it would not interrupt the gentleman 
from Nevada, I would like to make a suggestion to him in this 
connection. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the argument of the gentle- 
man to be that upon the acquisition of territory, as in the case of 
Puerto Rico or the Philippines, the Constitution at once extends 
itself and operates by its limitations upon the legislation of Congress? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hold in my hand a resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Nrewanps] in the last Con- 
a which afterwards passed into law, in which I find the fol- 

owing: 

Until legislation shall be enacted extending the United States customs laws 
and regulations to the Hawaiian Islands the existing customs relations of the 
Hawaiian Islands with the United States and other countries shall remain 
unchanged. 

Now, if the Constitution, of its own saotion, proceeded to Ha- 
waii when the treaty was ratified, the limitation in the matter of 
customs regulations and the assessment of customs duties at once 
operated and forbade Congress to make a different rate of duty 
in the Hawaiian Islands from that which is enforced against other 
foreign countries, And yet I find that the gentleman, in a very 
able speech made in the last Congress, defended the very proposi- 
tion and insisted upon the right of Congress to legislate upon that 
very question in the Hawaiian Islands, 


ithe Territories, or which has 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take great pleasure in doing so. 

Mr. GAINES. Did not that resolution provide that the local 
laws should continue, save those which conflicted with the Fed- 
eral Constitution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, wil! the gentleman from Tennessee 
let me fight this out myself? 

Mr. GAINES. You did not read all the resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ireadevery word that related to that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. GAINES. It was provided that that should be the law un- 
less it interfered with the Constitution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. GAINES. You will find that the law of the treaty. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam very familiar with the resolutions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is verbatim inthe actaspassed. There 
was not a single amendment to the original resolution—not a sin- 

le word, 
. Mr. NEWLANDS. In the first place, I will say to the gentle- 
man that if there is anything in these resolutions inconsistent 
with the contention which I now make, it is because I was not as 
well informed when these resolutions were drawn asI am now. 
| Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a very successful answer. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But I will say, in further explanation of 
this clause— 

That until legislation shall be enacted extending the United States cus- 
toms laws and regulations to the Hawaiian Islands, the existing customs 're- 
lations of the Hawaiian Islands with the United States and other countries 
shall remain unchanged— 

That there are two classes of opinions in the decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court regarding this question, some con- 
tending that the ports in ceded territory, until the machinery of 
the customs laws of the United States is extended to them, must 
be regarded as foreign ports, and the other, as in the case of Cross 
against Harrison, contending that the territory, as soon as it is 
ceded, becomes subject to the Constitution and the laws and that 
it is the duty of the President of the United States to see that the 
customs laws of the United States are enforced there. These res- 
olutions were resolutions of annexation, not an act for the govern- 
ment of Hawaii. The object was to maintain all existing laws 
and revenues until Congress should have an opportunity of acting. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to take up the gentleman’s 
time, but the precise question which he is rege e will now 
arise upon an entry of goods from Puerto Rico into the custom- 
house at New York and an attempt to levy the same duty upon 
those goods as would be levied if they came from the port of 
London? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And you hold what? Thatthere could be 
no duty levied 7 those goods now? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. On the goods from Puerto Rico? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You say that they have a right to comein 
now without the payment of duty? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And, secondly, thatCongress has no power 
to affix any duty at all? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is, if they were the prod- 
ucts of Puerto Rico and not foreign goods that had passed through 
Puerto Rico? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Of course. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course; and the only exception to that 
which could be justified would be the exception indicated in some 
of these opinions, which are evidently based upon the fact that 
the customs laws can not be enforced simply because the ma- 
chinery of the law is lacking. Now, with reference to Puerto 
Rico, as to goods coming from San Juan to New York, there is to- 
day no collector of customs under the United States customs laws. 
I understand that as between domestic ports, vessels going from 
one port to the other, a clearance is made in one port by the col- 
lector there and entry is made in the other port by the collector 
there, and the machinery of the law being lacking the Constitu- 
tion and the laws can not be enforced. 

Now, when I say that the Constitution applies ex proprio vigore 
to the territory of the United States, I do not mean to say that if 
is self-executing. I mean to say that it is the organic law con- 
trolling the action of the Government there. The Government 
could neglect its duty; nothing could compel the Congress of the 
United States to organizethe Supreme Court or to organize the inte- 
rior judicial courtsof the United States. Itcould absolutely neglect 
its plain constitutional duty, and for thisthere would be no remedy. 
Thus the Constitution would be made inoperative; and so in refer- 
ence to the machinery of the law regarding the collection of cus- 


Will the gentleman hand me the resolu- 


toms, Congress might possibly, by a failure to appoint a ¢o)), 
in the ceded Territories—— 

Mr. GILBERT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS (continuing). By failing to create thea »,. 
chinery make the Constitution inoperative; but in doing so (.,.. 
gress violates its plain constitutional duty. ; . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gen:! 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will. 

Mr. GILBERT. Now, assuming that the argument of the 5+). 
side is right, that the Constitution of the United States does not 
act ex propria vigore in the islands and that there are no Jaws of 


. 


man 


this Government in force except such as Congress may enact. 
assuming that their major premise is sound; I want to know wha; 
authority there is in this statute to impose any punishment fo; 4 


violation of this act. This bill of the majority contains this 
vision—extending the laws relating to the customs, including 
those relating to the punishment for crime in connection with ;},, 
enforcement of such law, over the island of Puerto Rico and o¢ 
adjacent islands. 

Now, I wish you, while you have the floor, as your time has ec 
extended unlimitedly, to point out in this bill where there are any 
punishments provided for a violation of this proposed })j!| ani 
whether there is a —— in this bill establishing a collector's 
district, as indica’ y the we os report. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not catch the gentleman's question. 

Mr. GILBERT. Assuming, now, that the majority report eon- 
tains the correct law, and that the Constitution of the United 
States does not extend to Puerto Rico, and the Federal statutes 
do not extend there, and common law is not in force there, where, 
under this law, can there be any punishment inflicted for a disre- 
gard of it, and where, in the provisions of this law, do you find any 
establishment of a collector's district? Where is there any kind of 
machinery to put this bill into operation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I submit to the gentleman that it would 
be much better to present that question to one of the gentlemen 
who favor the bill. [Laughter.}] Iam opposed to the bill, and 
ge that a reply would come with better grace from the other 
side. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit me an interruption 
on account of the question that was propounded to him by the 
gentleman from Ohio a few moments ago 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will yield, Mr. Chairman, but I wish to 
be considerate of the rights of others in this debate, and I would 
not like to occupy the floor too long. 

Mr. GAINES. I read from our treaty, so called, by which the 
Hawaiian Islands were annexed to the United States: 

The existing treaties of the Hawaiian Islands with foreign nations shall 
forthwith cease and determine, being replaced by such treaties as tay exist, 
or as may be hereafter concluded, between the United States and such for- 
eign nations. The municipal legislation of the Hawaiian Islands, not enacted 
for the fulfillment of the treaties so extinguished, and not inconsistent with 
this joint resolution nor contrary to the Constitution of the United States 
nor to any existing preety of the United States, shall remain in force until 
the Congress of the United States shall otherwise determine. 

I had this in mind when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] interrupted you. I ask these questions for the opposition 
to answer, if they will. If the Constitution did not apply or ex- 
tend to Hawaii, why did Congress insert in this treaty the clause 
or limitation found in these words, ‘‘nor contrary to the Consti- 
tution of the United States?” If a municipal or local law of those 
islands ‘‘contrary to the Constitution ” was null and void by the 
very words, as re see, of this treaty, then the Constitution did 
and does extend to those islands, I now ask this: Can Congress 
pass a law for these islands, or for Puerto Rico, that is binding, 
which is ‘contrary to the Constitution?” bt 

Can Congress say what shall not be ‘“‘contrary to the Constitu- 
tion?” Of course not. That task is for the courts. It has been 
repeatedly held by our highest courts that a law passed by Terri: 
torial | tures “contrary to the Constitution of the United 
States is void,” which goes to prove that Congress is without power 
to enact laws beyond the limitation of or its powers granted. It 
will be noticed that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvE\0") 
did not read the language I here quote. 

CONTENTION UNNECESSARY. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, 12 ©oD- 

clusion, that we are en , in my oa, in an unnecessary 


pro- 








contention regarding uture of these islands. We agree as t? 
Hawaii. That is an ou in the Pacific, controlling our defen- 
sive line from the Aleu Islands to San Diego, and in the pos 


session of a hostile power it could be made the baso of an atta k 
upon our entire coast, involving pernaps the destruction of our 
coast marine. +3 
The annexation of Hawaii also involved absolutely the acqnisi- 
tion of the only intermediate port between the Orient and ou C 
country. It involved the defense of our coast. It involved « - 
omy in the military and naval expenditure of the country. a ; 
were nocomplex problems in regard to the people occupying thos 
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islands. Only 100,000 people occupied them. They had been prac- | to California under laws which protected their coming, and the 


tically assimilated and were in sympathy with our institutions and | people of that State welcomed them. 
Their acquisition involved no 


our whole system of government. 
industrial derangement in this country, for they had practically, 
by reason of the reciprocity treaty, been incorporated into our 
industrial system. : 

We also agree as toCuba. We propose to carry out in good 
faith our plan of pacification and turn over that island to a gov- 
ernment of its own — q 

We also agree we will consider in the future, when economic 
conditions compel Cuba to knock at our door for admission into 
the Union, as to whether it is wise, safe, and advantageous to 
do so. 

With reference to Puerto Rico we all agree that no great dan- 
ger to the industrial system of this country can come from the 
acquisition of Puerto Rico. It lies there on a line to the Gulf, on 
the route to the future Nicaragua Canal, and comes legitimately 
within our scheme of expansion involving continental territory on 
the northern hemisphere and adjacent islands. Hawaii, Puerto 
Rico, and Cuba, we all—both imperialists and anti-imperialists— 
agree, constitute a part of legitimate expansion of both our terri- 
tory and our Government. 

As to these islands in the Philippine group, 7,000 miles away, 
we all agree, whatever may have been the mistakes of commission 
or omission in the past, that as the Government of Spain has 
been destroyed, as the government of the Filipinos themselves 
has been destroyed, and they present unending complications 
arising from the diverse nature of the tribes, differences in lan- 

, differences in customs, that we must slowly build up the 
fabric of self-government there, that our army must be main- 
tained there, that the sovereign power of the United States must 
be sustained there, and we only differ as to the ultimate dispo- 
sition of those islands, as to whether they shall remain perma- 
nently a part of the United States or whether we shall hold them 
in trust for their own people and ultimately grant them independ- 
ence. This is the only contention. 

Do the advantages, unascertained and unknowable, to be gained 
by the retention of these islands compensate us for abandoning 
our theory of government, the traditions of our people, and the 
constitutional government which we exercise? Do they warrant 
us in abandoning all the teachings of the past? Do they warrant 
us in the contention that this Government is a limited sovereignty 
here and can be absolute despotism elsewhere? Are we warranted 
by any of these advan s, unknown and unascertainable, that are 
so indefinitely suggested, in marching into this maze of intricacies 
and complications? 

The lines of action which the anti-imperialists suggest will give 
us a commercial hold upon the islands; will give us coaling sta- 
tions and naval stations as part of our naval and commercial 
machinery; will secure the establishment of currents of trade 
which can not be deflected. The people of this country do not 
want territorial expansion in the Orient; they want commercial 
a and they want commercial expansion which will not 
endanger the political or industrial system of this country. The 
labor of this country is now on stilts, away above the labor level 
of the rest of the world, and however people may differ in theory 
as to the advantages and benefits of free trade or protection, that 
man would be a cour us man in this country who would knock 
= stilts — under labor and throw it to the ground writhing 
and s ing. 

Remember the industrial disturbances created in 1894 by the 

strike, the result purely of economic conditions brought 
about by readjustment in our financial and industrial system. 
The country was upon theverge of acivil war. Economicchanges 
are the mos: serious changes that any government can contem- 
plate. However justified they may be in theory, they always re- 
sult in temporary derangement and disorder to the labor and 
finances of the country. far as I am concerned I wish to main- 
tain the present level of wages in this country. I would not do 
anything that would diminish the price of the product which the 
American laborer makes, when that price is essential to the main- 
tenance of the wage he receives. 

And here to-day, after years of legislation in protecting our- 
selves against the products of the cheap labor of other countries, 
in protecting ourselves by immigration laws, intending to exclude 
the inferior and cheaper classes of labor throughout the world, we 
deliberately take the step which upon our contention will, and 
even upon ron contention may, include within this Union 9,000,000 
pecs with absolute freedom of access to your capital, with abso- 

ute freedom of access to the mother country, with absolute free- 

dom of access to every part of our country, who will be invited 
here in swarms by speculators in labor, as were the Chinese to 
this country and as are the Japanese to Hawaii. 

What would be thought ay of the tion of annexing 
China and Japan and bringing them within our tariff wall? Why, 


the thi men for years have dwelt upon the danger of arousin 
the productive capacity of the Orient. The Chinese were invi 
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At first the feeling against 
them was regarded as a low and vulgar race prejudice. The Chi- 
nesé gradually advanced and captured the different industries on 
that coast, first the boot and shoe industry, the woolen industry, 
the cigar industry, and as they advanced upon the vineyards and 
orchards and into the field, thinking men realized that American 
civilization was in danger, and we passed laws prohibiting the 
immigration of these people into our country. 

To-day the Japanese are coming into our country, they are rush- 
ing into Hawaii, and they will doubtless migrate to this coun- 
try in large numbers. I heard an intelligent manufacturer from 
New England, the present minister to Italy, say forr years ago that 
if he were a young man and proposed to establish a manufacturing 
industry he would go to Japan forits location. The cheapness, 
intelligence, and efficiency of the labor there would make its com- 
petition most potent, if taken within our tariff walls. 


FILIPINO COMPETITION, 


Now, I have seen in a very thoughtful review of the Philippine 
Islands, in a statistical abstract presented by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the statement that the Philippine Islands, with the quick- 
ness and adjustability of that race, and with their great resources, 
will reach out and surpass Japan. 

Mr. CARMACK, ill the gentleman please state from what 
source he derives the statement to which he has just referred? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Itisin the abstract of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics regarding the Philippine Islands. I have it here. I wiil 
read a sentence. It states: 


The Philippines wi"! also play a part in the industries of the fature equal 
to, if not surpassing, Japan 


Such information as we can gather points to the conclusion that 
the natives of the Philippines possess a high degree of intelligence, 
alertness, and industrial adaptability. They are quick with their 
heads and their hands, in this respect resembling the Japanese. 

Following the annexation of the Philippines there will be a 
great influx into these islands of American capital, which will be 
employed partly in the production of sugar and tobacco, affecting 
thus our own interests in the raising of these staples and partly 
also in manufacturing industries. At first such industries will 
be intended only to supply the local demand in the archipelago, 
but as the aptitude of the natives for pursuits of this kind is de- 
veloped and the advantages of cheap labor are realized, the busi- 
ness of manufacturing for export to the United States will begin 
to grow, assuming that there is free trade. Once started, there 
will be no doubt that it will advance rapidly, trans-Pacific rates of 
transportation being so low as to offer little hindrance. 

The danger will be, under the conditions suggested, that whilst 
the sugar and tobacco of the Philippines will compete with ours 
in our own markets, we shall have no compensating opportunity 
to sell our products there. Probably, instead of buying our man- 
ufactures, the Filipinos will ship theirs to us; andif so, the balance 
of trade will turn largely against us. From our point of view to- 
day we can hardly imagine the possible extent of this industrial 
competition or prescribe its limits. 

It is probable that at first the nativesof the archipelago, if taken 
inside of our tariff wall, will turn to the production of cotton goods 
and possibly silk fabrics, but the quickness of their heads and 
hands will soon enable them to adapt themselves to almost any 
kind of manufactures. 

They may also become dangerous competitors in the growing 
of cotton, as the islands are well adapted in respect to soil and 
climate for the production of that staple. For reasons of her 
own, Spain made it a part of her policy to discourage cotton 
| te in the Philippines; otherwise it is probable that this in- 

ustry would already be flourishing in the archipelago. The ex- 
pectation of the Southern States that the Philippines will open a 
market for American cotton may never be realized. It is much 
more likely that they will become rivals in the business of cotton 
growing, and besides this, if the Constitution applies, the Filipinos 
will have access to the United States. It has been urged that 
being accustomed to a tropical climate they will not want to 
come here, but it must be considered that a large portion of this 
country has a.climate sufficiently warm for the Filipinos, who 
would not suffer from a change of residence to California, Ari- 
zona, New Mexico, and the Southern States. 

American labor has been able to maintain itself at its present 
elevation by the laws limiting and restraining the importation of 
the products of cheap foreign labor and preventing the wholesale 
migration of cheap labor into this country from abroad. Itcan be 
easily imagined what will be the effect of putting inside of our 
governmental and industrial system 9,100,000 people possessing a 
high degree of industrial aptitude and accustomed to a scale of 
wages and mode of living appropriate to Asiatics. 

Such are the evils of incorporating the Philippines into our gov- 
ernmental and industrial system; but let us assume that there are 
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no constitutional objections to the plans of the imperialists; as- 
sume that we can pass discriminating laws restricting the entry 
of their products and the migration of their peoples to this coun- 
try, but facilitating the entry of our products and the migration 
ot our people to theirs. Can such a system, founded on injustice, 
last? 

It is contended by no one that there is room for the occupation 
of these islands by an American population. The climate is un- 
suited to them, and, besides, the ground is already occupied, not 
by a barbaric people, such as the Indians, but by semicivilized 
people owning the land, cultivating the soil, and enjoying the 
rights of property. Their land can not be occupied by us; it is 
already occupied by them. All that we can acquire is the right 
to govern. Do we wish to govern simply for the sake of gov- 
erning? Our Government, it 1s clear, can get no advantage, there 
will be nothing but expense. We can never divert any portion of 
the revenue of a subject ar into our Treasury; that is a sys- 
tem which England herself has long since abandoned. Assuming 
that the islands will pay their own expenses we will then have the 
“ee without profit. 

Who, then, will profit? Perhaps the carriers of goods and of 
immigrants; perhaps those who go there to exploit the cheap 
labor of the country. How will they exploit it? Simply by rais- 
ing products in that country with cheap labor that we raise in 
this country with expensive labor. Their profit will come out of 
the consumers of this country and at the expense of our domestic 
producers. If we wish to sell wheat, corn, and agricultural im- 
plements, and manufactured goods, is it not better to sell them to 
sugar producers and tobacco producers upon our own soil rather 
than pass them by and send such products 7,000 miles away to 
sugar producers and tobacco growers there? 

It should be recollected that we can never buy anything with- 
out giving something in return. We lose as much wealth as we 
acquire. Wecertainly can not expect to sell more than we buy 
very long, for if we sell to the Philippines for any great lengvh of 
time more than we buy, the result would be that the Philippines 
would be denuded of their money and would be without purchas- 
ing power of any kind, 

Duty, interest, and constitutional obligation, therefore, all point 
to the advantage of maintaining the integrity of our governmental 
and industrial system; of adhering to the humanitarian purpose 
with which we started outin the war; of pacifying the Philippines 
as we are pacifying Cuba; of erecting there a stable government 
under a constitution and laws which will protect the welfare of 
the Filipinos; of retaining there necessary coaling and naval sta- 
tions; of cultivating the friendly feeling of the Filipinos, and thus 
building up an enduring commerce in the Orient upon the solid 
foundation of justice and peace. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
provides: 

That on and after the passage of this act the same tariffs, customs, and duties 
shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported into Puerto 


Rico from ports other than those of the United States which are as by 


law to be collected upon articles imported into the United States from for- 
eign countries. 


It does not provide for free trade between the islands and the 
United States, but fixes the rate of duty that shall be paid on all 
imports from Puerto Rico into the United States at 25 per cent of 
the duties charged on like articles from other foreign ports, and 
orovides also that all articles imported into Puerto Rico from the 

nited States shall only pay 25 per cent of the rate of duty im- 
posed there upon like articles from other foreign countries, with 
this proviso, that on all articles imported from Puerto Rico into 
the United States where internal-revenue duty is imposed in this 
country that the custom duty shall be 25 per cent of the duty im- 

osed on like articles from foreign countries plus the revenue tax 
evied and collected on the articles produced or manufactured in 
this country. It will thus be seen that under this bill the ques- 
tion is presented as to whether Puerto Rico and the Philippine 
Islands, under the treaty of peace entered into between this Gov- 
ernmentand Spain, become integral parts of the United States or 
whether they can be treated as territory, and separate and dis- 
tinct custom laws and internal-revenue laws imposed there from 
what are levied, collected, and paid in the United States. The 
issue presented in this bill, as thus briefly stated, is of paramount 
importance to the people of this country. 

The treaty of peace negotiated between the United States and 
Spain was a great triumph of American diplomacy and American 
statesmanship. It fixed the terms of settlement at the conclusion 
of a war the most brilliant of any in the history of our country. 
There is a destiny that shapes the affairs of nations as well as of 
men. The American Republic in all of its splendid career has 
had the favoring countenance of an allwise and justGod. Never 
in its history, however, has the interposition of Divine Providence 
been more manifest than in our relations with Spain in the late 
war. 

I have neither the time nor the inclination to review in any de- 
tail the circumstances which led to the declaration of war against 
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Spain. This is all familiar histo 
the floor, and a subject with which the great mass of ou» ¢..) 
countrymen are entirely familiar. The war was declared }. 
Government in obedience to an almost universal deman« 
American people. Party lines were obliterated, section | 4\¢,. 
ences forgotten, factional disturbances were laid aside, ay, 4)... 
people, almost with the voice of one man, demanded of ¢}). (;,,. 
ernment of the United States not only a declaration of way)... 
the expulsion of Spanish authority from the Western Hey is). 

In the accomplishment of this great purpose the fortunes of y 
took Admiral Dewey, in the early hours of the morning oy +) 
day of May, 1898, into the harbor of Manila. The bri! 
engagement which followed eclipsed in splendor any se. fig}; ,¢ 
ancient or modern times. Lord Nelson, the great British aduyira) 
in all of his wonderful career on the sea, never achieved so } . 
a victory as the one gained by Dewey over the Spanish flee: j, 
Manila bor. That great naval battle not only placed Dewey's 
name among the immortals, but it fixed duties and responsi})j};tijoc 
upon the Government of the United States so momentous, 0 fy. 
reaching, that the wisest and ablest in our midst are unable +p 
agree as to their proper solution. Four problems faced our eoy. 
missioners when they assembled in Paris to negotiate the treq+y 
of peace with the Spanish commissioners as to what dispositi,) 
should be made of the Philippine Islands: : : 

First, our Army and Navy could be withdrawn from the island: 
and Spain again be — the power and authority she was exer. 
cising at the time Admiral ype Page mmm sailed into Philippine 
waters. Second, the islands could be given over to the inhabitants 
themselves. Third, the islands could be taken and divided among 
European nations. Fourth, the islands could be held by the 
United States under the terms and stipulations expressed in the 
treaty of peace. The reasons that were urged by the people of this 
country for the expulsion of the Spaniards from Cuba were equally 
potent against our commissioners allowing Spain to reassert her 
sovereignty over the Philippine Islands. Our duty to humanity, to 
our own citizens, and the people of those islands demanded that 
the strong arm of this Government should be maintained there to 
provide against anarchy, bloodshed, and riot that would inevi- 
tably follow the turning of them over to the people themselyes 
under present conditions. No self-respecting American, uo lover 
of his country, ambitious for its future on land and sea, could for 
a moment think of that great archipelago, with its future possi- 
bilities, being turned over to the grasping ambition and avarice 
of the European nations, who are to-day attempting to absor) th 

eater part of the Asiatic and oriental trade from America. 

ere was but one thing left for the American commissioners to 
do, and that was to provide for tie cession of those islands to th: 
United States. : 

The consensus of opinion in this country to-day, Mr. Chairma: 
approves the wise action of these able and distinguished commis 
sioners. The people of this country unite in their approval of the 
President's course in all our relations with Spain; and history, 
am sure, will vindicate also the wisdom of hiscourse. When war 
was declared no one dreamed that the far-off Orient would wit 

ns, Ow 
thoughts, our expectations, and our hopes were all centered in th 
fleet that was to blockade Cuban ports, and in the army (iat \ 
to invade Cuban soil. 

The god of war ordained it otherwise, and placed under ou 
naval and military control the islands which are to-day inliabited 
by millions of people representing various stages of political d- 
velopment, from savagery to civilization. I approve with ™) 
whole heart the cession of these islands to the United States, an! 
I do not join with those who indulge in dark forebodings of the 
future because of the problems which have arisen on accoun' | 
their acquisition. ps 

I believe that the American Republic is destined to grow 1 &" 
the elements that make a t nation more rapidly in the future 
than in the past and that its influence will be marked and pote’ 
among all the nations of the earth. I believe that these eat 
results can be brought about without endangering our Comet’ 
institutions or without impairing those great principles 0! 8 T) 
and free government that are the heritage of every A\mericaf O" 
zen. I thank God that I was born an optimist insta b pess 
mist; that I can see something good in men rather than 
that political organizations are formed for the betterment! 0) ©” 
people of our country rather than for corrupt purposes 88" 
spoils of office, and that in our Government we can 0 0! 1 = 


ing our trade, our commerce, our population and wealth, ane" 


thant 


the elements that go to make up a great sovereignty, Wt 
impairing any of those conditions so sacred to the fathers 0" 
Republic and so important a factor in the perpetuation o* Te" 
lican institutions. : ‘ ‘2 broad 
I believe that the Constitution of the United States : Ste 
enough and elastic enough to enable us to contzol the in ane ‘. 
of those islands and give them a larger liberty and a b's Seing i 
ization than they have heretofore enjoyed without impair’ > 


» known to every mem)., 


on 
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the least the integrity of our domestic institutions or entailing 
upon our people any additional taxation. I recognize the fact 
thet it would be inopportune to engage in a long and elaborate 
argument to show what the powers are of our Government and 
the manner in which they should or can be exercised. I take it, 
Mr. Chairman, that these questions have been sufficiently dis- 
cussed to satisfy every fair-minded man that the United States 
Government has the constitutional power toacquire these islands. 
If there is any doubting Thomas among us at this late day I 
would call his attention to the remarks of Chief Justice Marshall 
in the case of American Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 
542), in which case, speaking for the court, he said: 

The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 
powers of making war and of making treaties; consequently, that Govern- 
ment possesses the powers of acquiring territory, either y conquest or 
treaty. * * * If it be ceded by the treaty, the acquisition is confirmed, 
and the ceded territory becomes a part of the nation to which it is annexed, 
either onthe terms stipulated in the treaty of cession or on such as its new 
master may impose. 

There are many other decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States which confirm the doctrine here announced. This 
is practically only asserting the sovereign power of the United 
States. When England recognized our independence, and we 
took a place among the sovereign nations of the earth, we took it 
with all the power and authority that can be exercised by any 
other independent sovereignty in all this world, The power of 
acquiring and of disposing of territory is an incident of sovereignty 
itself. 

It could be exercised by the United States Government if there 
were nothing in the Constitution relating to the subject, but, as 
this great and eminent Chief Justice said, under the Constitution 
which unites the separate States into one grand Republic the 
article which provides for the declaration of war and the making 
of treaties carries with it the power to either acquire or dispose 
of territory at the sovereign will of the United States Govern- 
ment. Therefore the President, in authorizing his commissioners 
to enter into the articles of the treaty of peace between this Gov- 
ernment and Spain, to acquire by cession from the Spanish Gov- 
ernment Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands, was simply 
exercising the sovereign rights inherent in our Government. 

Noman conversant with international law and familiar with 
the Constitution of the United States will contend for a moment 
that the acquisition of those islands was unconstitutional or be- 
yond the power of the Government. As to what our relations to 
those islands shall be under the treaty of peace is, however, quite 


a different question. I have been greatly interested in the discus- 
sion which has been carried on in this House and in the Senate on 
this subject. Men whom I believe are honest in their convictions 


differ widely; some contend that by the very acquisition of those 
islands they become an integral part of the United States and that 
the inhabitants, varying as they do from savagery to semiciviliza- 
tion and perhaps to civilization, are guaranteed under our Con- 
stitution all the rights, privileges, and immunities that form the 
sacred inheritance of ae American citizen. I have given very 
careful and anxious thought to that subject, and, speaking only for 
myself, I am entirely clear as to the status that will be held by the 
people of those islands and the relations that the islands themselves 
will bear to the Government of the United States under the Con- 
stitution. 

You will note, Mr, Chairman, that in the treaty of peace itself 
our commissioners, with a wise forethought and a display of 
statesmanship that is creditable indeed, have provided in the 
ninth article of that treaty that ‘‘ The civil rights and political 
status of the native inhabitants of the territory hereby ceded to 
the United States shall be determined by the Congress,” thus leav- 
ing the whole question open to be determined by the legislation 
that shall be enacted by this or future Congresses. I have very 
pronounced convictions on this subject. I believe that territory 
acquired by the United States as Puerto Rico and the Philippine 
Islands have been acquired, under this treaty of peace between 
our Government and Spain, becomes the property of the United 
States Government and not a part of it, and that under the Con- 
stitution Congress can make such disposition of the islands 2s the 
members of the House and Senators may deem for the best 
— of the people of this country and the inhabitants of the 

nds, 

I believe, further, that under the reservation in the treaty by 
which the civil rights and the political status of the native inhabit- 
antsare to be determined ”y Congress w? can make such legislation 
regarding them as we shall see fit, consistent with the principles of 
ourfree Republic. Iamaware, sir, that in announcing this position 
I take issue with the great mass of the gentlemen whoare opposed 
to the present Administration and who are seeking to embarrass 
the Government. But, sir, in assuming the power of the Govern- 
ment both over these islands and the people as well, Iam an- 
nouncing no new doctrine of constitutional law and am asserting 
no new principle of legislation. These principles which I main- 
tain have been asserted by abler men and maintained by more 
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cogent reasons than I can express. 
on this very subject, said: 

It would seem from these various Congressional regulations of the Terri- 
tories belonging to the United States (Territorial regulation acts) that Con- 
gress has supreme power in the government of them, depending on the ex- 
ercise of their sound discretion. That discretion has hitherto been exercised 
in wisdom and good faith and with an anxious regard for the security of the 
rights and privileges of the inhabitants as defined and deciared in the ordi- 
nance of July, 1787, and in the Constitution of the United States. “‘Alladmit,” 
said Chief Justice Marshall, “the constitutionality of a Territorial govern- 
ment.’ But neither, the District of Columbia nor a Territory is a State 
within the meaning of the Constitution or entitled to claim the privileges se- 
cured tothe members of the Union. This has been so adjudged by the Su- 
preme Court. Nor will a writ of error or appeal lie from a Territorial court 
to the Supreme Court unless there be a special statute provision for that pur- 
pose. * * * If, therefore, the Government of the United States should 
carry into execution the project of colonizing the great valley of the Colum- 
bia or Oregon River, to the west of the Rocky Mountains, it would afford a 
subject of grave consideration what would be the future civil and political 
destiny of that country. It would be along time before it would be populous 
enough to be created into one or more independent States; and in the mean- 
time, upon the doctrine taught by the acts of Congress, and even by the judi- 
cial decisions of the Supreme Court, the colonists would be in a state of the 
most complete subordination and as dependent upon the will of Congress asthe 
people of this country would have been upon the King and Parliament of 
Great Britain if they could have sustained their claim to bind us in all cases 
whatsoever.—Commentaries, Vol. I, 385. 


Judge Story, one of the ablest judges who ever sat upon the 
bench of the Supreme Court of the United States, and whose work 
on the Constitution is a recognized authority in this country and 
in England, said: 


The power of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and 
universal; and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
unlimited, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the cessions, or by 
the ordinance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled.—C 
mentaries, section 1328. 


I think, sir, that a careful analysis of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States will support my contention that 
the ceded islands become the property of, and not an integral part 
of, the United States. In support of that position I desire to 
briefly call the attention of members of the House to what Mr. 
Justice Bradley said in the case of Mormon Church vs, United 
States (136 U. 8., page 42): 


The power of Congress over the Territories of the United States is general 
and Pas ry, arising from and incidental to the right to acquire the territory 
itself and from the power given by the Constitution to make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property of the 
United States. It would be absurd to hold that the United States has power 
to acquire territory and no power to govern it when acquired. The power 
to acquire territory * * * isderived from the treaty-making power and 
the power to declare and carry on war. The incidents of these powers are 
those of national sovereignty, and belong to all independent governments 
The power to make acquisitions of territory, by treaty and by cession, is an 
incident of nationalsovereignty. The Territory of Louisiana, whenacquired 
from France, and the Territories west of the Rocky Mountains, when a 
quired from Mexico, became the absolute property and domain of the United 
States, subject to such conditions as the Government, in its diplomatic ne 
goeaeons, as seen fit to accept relating to the rights of the people then in- 

abiting those Territories. Having rightfully acquired said Territories, the 
United States Government was the only one which could impose laws upon 
them, and its sovereignty over them was complete. No State of the Union 
had any such right of sovereignty over them; no other country or govern- 
ment had any such right. These propositions are so elementary and so 
necessarily follow from the condition of things arising upon the acquisition 
of new territory that they need no argument to support them. 


Long prior to the date of this decision Mr. Justice Nelson, speak- 
ing for the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 
Brenner vs. Porter (9 How., 242), said: 

They (speaking of Territories) are not organized under the Constitution 
nor subject _to its complex distribution of the powers of government, as 


the organic law, but are the creations, exclusively, of the legislative depart 
ment and subject to its supervision and control 


Chancellor Kent, in speaking 


te 


As late as February, 1898, this question was before the circuit 
court of appeals of the United States for the ninth district, and 
the doctrine here announced by the Supreme Court in the deci- 
sions to which I have referred was reaffirmed by that court. Mr, 
Justice Morrow, who delivered the opinion of the court, evidently 
reexamined the whole question and carefully considered all the 
authorities cited on the subject by the lawyers on both sides of 
the case and came to the conclusion which | have maintained here 
to-day, and which has been so tersely and beautifully expressed 
by Mr. Justice Bradley in the decision to which I have adverted, 
Mr. Justice Morrow, in speaking for the court, used the following 
language: 


The answer to these and other like objections urged in the brief of counsel 
for defendant is found in the now well-established doctrine that the Terri 
tories of the United States are entirely subject to the legislative authority of 
Congress. They are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject to its 
complex distribution of the powers of government as the organic law, but 
are tho creation exclusively of the legislative department and subject to 
its supervision and control. (Benner vs. Porter, 9 How., 235,242.) The United 
States, having rightfully acquired the territory, and being the only Govern- 
ment that can impose laws upon them, has the entire dominion and sover- 
cignty, national and municipal, Federal and State. (Insurance Co. vs. Canter, 
1 Pet., 511, 542; Cross vs. Harrison, 16 How., 164; National Bank vs. Yankton 
Co., 101 U. 8., 129, 133; Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. S., 15, 44, 5 Sup. Ct., 747; 
Late Corporation of Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints rvs. U. S.. 
181, 11 Sup. Ct., 949; Shively vs. Bowlby, 152 U.8., 1, 48,14,8up.Ct.,548.) * * * 
It may legislate in accordance with the special needs of each locality, and 
vary its regulations to meet the conditions and circumstances of the people 
Whether the subject elsewhere would be a matter of local police regulation 
or within State control under some other power it is immaterial to consider. 
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In a Territory all the functions of government are within the legislative 
jurisdiction of Congress, and may be exercised through a local government 
or directly by such legislation as we have now under consideration. (Endle- 
man vs. United States, 86 Fed. Rep., 456.) 

This, I think, is the latest expression on this subject by the 
courts. Gentlemen will see that it is in line with the spirit of 
the law as originally announced by Mr. Chief Justice Marshall 
and later by Mr. Justice Bradley. The members who are inter- 
ested in the study of this question and who take any pleasure in 
examining the authorities will find that not only is the opinion 
rendered by Mr. Justice Morrow correct, but will also find that 
Mr. Justice Bradley, in the opinion on this subject rendered by 
him, collects and reviews all the intervening decisions from 1 
Peters to the one which was rendered by him and which is pub- 
lished in 136 U. S. Reporter; so that I hazard nothing in sayin 
that the Supreme Court of the United States has held that the 
acquisition of territory where it is held as territory is the prop- 
erty of the United States. The Supreme Court in 18 Wallace, 
page 320, said: 

During the term of their pupilage as Territories they are mere depend- 
encies of the United States. All political authority exercised therein is 
derived from the General Government. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, my examination of this subject has 
caused me to express feelings of surprise that men question the 
constitutional status of these people under the treaty of peace, or 
question the status of the islands themselves, so far as the power 
and authority of the Congress of the United States over them is 
concerned. They may rely, however, upon the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States relating to the right of trial 
by jury in the Territories, to citizenship, and the apportionment of 
taxes, etc. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwill yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I want to inquire of the gentle- 
man if he believes that had that part of the treaty for the pur- 
chase of Louisiana with France been omitted, could Congress 
have passed a law interfering with the religious liberty of the 
people of the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that if there 
had been no provision of that kind, the power of Congress would 
have been as unlimited as England in treating her colonies before 
the war of the Revolution, in the language of Judge Kent, and 
one as great as she exercises over her other provinces at the present 
time. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. One further question, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not yield further. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It will be very brief. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, when I was interrupted 
by the gentleman from Missouri I was attempting to show that 
under this constitutional provision the treaty of cession became 
the supreme law of the land, and enabled a person living within 
the limits of the Territory to invoke the powers of the Constitu- 
tion in his behalf precisely as he would if he had lived within the 
limits of a State. 

When we come to understand this, we can readily see that the 
Supreme Court of the United States in passing upon the question 
as to the right of trial by jury would use language that may be 
found in those decisions; that wheu they came to upon any of 
the questions relating to police powers they would use such lan- 
guage as they do without ever assuming the grave proposition 
that has been announced by the gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber in this debate. 

I am well aware that expressions can be found in a number of 
cases decided by that great tribunal which give color to the posi- 
tion assumed by gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, who 
contend that the Constitution ex proprio vigore extends to the 
Philippine Islands and Puerto Rico. I have carefully studied 
each of these decisions, and I think when they are properly con- 
sidered they are in harmony with the position I assume and in 
harmony with the decisions of the courts which I have cited above 
in support of the doctrine that these newly acquired possessions 
are the _— of the United States and subject to such legisla- 
tion as Congress may see fit to enact a them. ae 
erly understand those decisions it may be n to call the 
attention of the members of the House to the different treaties 
negotiated by this country with foreign countries in the acquisi- 
tion of territory. 

The first territory we acquired by treaty was curing year 1803, 
and is known as the Louisianapurchase. Article III of the treaty 
negotiated between this country and France reads as follows: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated into the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the - 

, and immunities of the citizens of the United States; and : 
time they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. 

When it is remembered that by Article VI of the Constitution 
‘all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the authority of 


Will the gentleman allow me to 
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the United States, shall be the supreme law of the lang © ;; ) 

comes apparent at once that when the treaty from which | },, = 
just quoted was approved by the President and the Sena; j; _ 
came the supreme law of the United States and extend.) +..." 
citizens living within the limits of the Louisiana pure}. the 
rights and privileges of citizens of the States. It is also appara 
that this vast territory was acquired by the Governinen: .¢ the 
United States for the purpose of being incorporated into {\\. Uy; - 
and giving the inhabitants thereof all the rights, priviji..< a 
immunities of the people of the thirteen original States. ped 

Florida was ceded to the United States by Spain in 14)9 yya, 
a treaty containing a similar provision to the one just quoted : 
lating to the Louisiana territory. And the treaty by which Ney 
Mexico, California, Utah, and the other territory acqiite| froy 
Mexico was ceded by that country to the United States, ntained 
a provision similar to that contained in the treaties co) ¢¢rpin¢ 
Florida and the province of Louisiana. You thus see that jy sh. 
treaty, which under the Constitution becomes the suprei» jaw of 
the land, certain rights under the Federal Constitution were coy. 
ferred upon the inhabitants of the ceded territory. [1 yoyo os 
these cases has the court said, independent of any treaty arranes 
ment or act of Congress, that the Constitution ex proprio vigor 
extends to newly acquired possessions. When we acinired tha 
Alaskan territory,a somewhat differentagreement was entered into 
with Russia with reference to the territory itself and to the people 
living therein, That treaty, among other things, provided ag fo). 
lows: 

But if they should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, tho, 
exception of the uncivilized tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of 4 
rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States. and shail 
be protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religio, 
The uncivilized tribes shall be subject to such regulations as : nited 
States may from time to timeadopt in regard tothe aboriginal trilies of that 
country. 

From this it is apparent that, aside from the acquisition of the 
Hawaiian Islands, all of the territory which we acquired prior to 
the cession of the Philippine Islands and Puerto Rico was under 
the treaty stipulations which extended to the inhabitants certain 
of the rights, under the Constitution, of American citizens. 

Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 317) is the |-ading case 
relied upon by those who argue that the Constitution ex proprio 
vigore extends to all of our newly acquired possessions. That case 
was decided in 1820. The opinion was delivered by Chief Justice 
Marshall. It arose out of substantially the following facts: Jan- 
uary 9, 1815, Congress passed an act laying an annual direct tax 
of $6,000,000 upon the several States that formed the United States 
Republic, naming the States, eighteen in all. The amount was 
apportioned among them as provided by the Constitution. Feb- 
ruary, 27, 1815, Congress _— another act which in effect ex- 
tended the first act to the District of Columbia. A resident of the 
District of Columbia resisted payment on the ground that the act 
extending the original act to the District of Columbia was uncon- 
stitutional. His property was seized and he broughit trespass 
against the officer making the seizure. 

The judgment of the court can be sustained fully on the grant 
of full legislative power found in Article I, section 8, subsection 
17, of the Constitution. In delivering the opinion of the court, 
however, Chief Justice Marshall used language which im))lies that 
the ** United States” means the States and Territories. This part 
of the opinion is conceded by all lawyers to be dictum, and that 
it is so regarded by the Supreme Court of the United St.i'es is ap- 

rent from the language of Mr. Justice Gray in the case of (iib- 

s vs. The District of Columbia (116 U.S. Rep., 407). In speak- 
ing of the case of Loughborough vs. Blake he said: 

The point there decided was that an act of Congress laying a direct tax 
throughout the United States in p on to the census directed to be taken 
by the Constitution might comprehend the District of Colum! ia: and the 


power of Congress, legislating as a local legislature for the Lis': to levy 


taxes for District purposes only, in like manner as the State legis'ature of 8 
State may tax the people of a State for State purposes, was express!y acm 
ted and has never since been doubted. ‘ 

Chief Justice Marshall, in his opinion, did not make the dis- 
tinction which clearly exists that the term ‘‘ United States Bas 8 
dual meaning. One, international, which means the em te ' f 
the United States, including the States that exist under the Com 
stitution and all the territory as well. This term isconventn® 
It is a term that is used the same as we speak of the Geran Em- 
pire, and has no relation to the Constitution itself, which unis 
the forty-five States into one Federal Republic. In its: ae 
tional meaning the term “ United States” relates entirely to ‘ nt 
States forming the Federal Republic, and it is in that s:use 1? 
which it is used in the different provisions in the Cons'''"" ot 
itself. As I have already shown, it was unnecessary for the CBN! 
Justice te have used the lan he did in upholding the or 
stitutionality of the act in question, and it is apparent oan 
he did not give the significance to that language whic! hn ee 
given to it by our Democratic friends, from the fact that ' te 
the judge who wrote the opinion in the Canter case, T°)'"' ’ ae 
1 Peters, The Canter case, while it does not in express © 
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overrule the dictum of Chief Justice Marshall in Loughborough 
vs. Blake, uses language which is entirely inconsistent with the 
idea that a Territory, as such, is comprehended within the limits 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

Indeed, Chief Justice Marshall himself, in the case of Hepburn 
vs. Ellzey (2 Cranch, 445), fully determined that a Territory is not 
a State and not comprehended within the limits of the Constitu- 
tion. In that case a resident of the District of Columbia brought 
suit in the United States court for the district of Virginia against 
a citizen of Virginia. The defendant contended that as a citizen 
of the District of Columbia he had no authority under the Consti- 
tution to bring such a suit. In determining that question Chief 
Justice Marshall said: 

On the part of the plaintiffs it has been u that Columbia is a distinct 
political society and is therefore a State according to the definitions of writers 
on general law. is true. But as the act of Congress obviously uses the 
word “State” in reference to that term as used in the Constitution, it 
beco:nes necessary to inquire whether Columbia is a State in the sense of 
that instrument. The result of that examination is a conviction that the 
members of the American Confederacy only are the States contemplated in 
the Constitution. 

Again, in the case of New Orleans vs. Winter (1 Wheaton, 92), 
Chief Justice Marshall uses this language: 

It has been attempted to distinguish a Territory from the District of 
Columbia; but the court is of opinion that this distinction can not be main- 
tained. They may differ in many respects, but neither of them isa State in 
the sense in which that term is used in the Constitution. 

Scott vs. Sanford (19 Howard) is another case which is much 
relied upon by those who hold that our newly acquired possessions 
must be controlled, if at all, under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion. A mere statement of the issue involved in that case, as it 
seems to me, will determine the fact that it can not be urged as 
an authority to guide 1s in the determination of our action in 
legislating for Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. Scott was 
a slave, and his master took him from Missouri, where he was then 
a resident, into the State of Illinois and resided there for two years, 
and then into the Territory of Minnesota and resided there for two 
years. He then went back into the State of Missouri with his 
slave, and after he had become again domiciled in the State of Mis- 
souri Scott sued in the State courts for his freedom. 

The supreme court of Missouri held that it did not possess juris- 
diction beyond the territorial limits of the State and that it could 
not invoke the laws of Illinois or of the Territory of Minnesota to 
establish his freedom. The case was then taken into the Federal 
courts, and the only issue presented there and the only issue de- 
cided by the Supreme Court of the United States was as to whether 
that covrt had jurisdiction of the case. The decision of the court 
was that it did not possess jurisdiction. Whatever was said out- 
side of that one issue was the dictum of the judge and not the de- 
cision of the court. We all know under what political excite- 
ment the opinions of the Chief Justice and his associates were 
delivered. ‘They were simply the expression of political opinions 
and are not entitled to any weight as judicial expressions. That 
lam correct in this is apparent from the fact that it has never 
been relied upon by the courts and rarely has it been referred to 
in judicial opinions. 

American Publishing Company vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 464), the 
Slaughter House Cases, Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707), 
Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 343), and many other cases that I 
might speak of have been referred to in this debate as supporting 
the doctrine that our newly acquired possessions have become an 
integral part of the United States and that the inhabitants 
thereon are entitled to the protection guaranteed to citizens under 
our Constitution. Those cases when peer. ealend do not 
support that contention. That issue was not before the court i 
any of these cases. The language that has been relied upon is 
simply the dictum of the justice who prepared the decision for 
the court. Every person familiar with the decisions of our courts 
can readily understand that even the judge himself prepari 
Ss — es not wish to be ——— = exact and Viteral 

terpretation of every expression used in the way of illustratin 
the issue that is determined in the opinion. . . 

All of these cases arose under such different conditions from 
those that now confront us that it is preposterous to bold that all 
or any of them are authorities to guide us in legislating for Puerto 
Rico or the Philippine Islands. I venture the assertion that none 
of these decisions would have any weight with the Supreme 
Court, or at the most very little weight, when called apon : > de- 
cide the constitutionality of the bill which we are now « “ider- 
ing. We are confronted in this _ with the acquisition 
of territory under different terms any previous acquisition 
in the history of the Republic. The location of the islands, cli- 
matic conditions, the in abitants themselves and their known in- 
capacity at the present time for self-government will all have a 


werful influence with the court i itu- 
Ye aalieteuruction. court in determining the constitu: 


It is a maxim not to be d ed that ral ressi: - 
in are to he taken in nee the case in we es 
are used. If they go beyond the case they must. be resvected. but ought not 
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to control the judgment in a subsequent suit when the very, point is pre- 
sented for decision. The reason of this maxim is obvious. The question 
actually before the court is investigated with care and considered in its 
fullest extent. Other principles which may serve to illustrate it are con- 





| sidered in their relation to the case decided, but their possible bearing on all 








other cases is seldom completely investigated. 


This is the language of Chief Justice Marshall in the case of 
Cohens vs. Virginia (6 Wheaton, 264). _ 

In re Ross (140 U. S. Rep., 453) the Supreme Court of the United 
States upheld a consular court established by Congress in Japan, 
consisting of a consul and four associates. A person charged with 
murder on an American vessel in Japanese waters was tried be- 
fore this consular court without a jury and without any of the 
safeguards provided by the Constitution. He was found guilty 
and sentenced to be executed. The sentence, however, was com- 
muted by the President to life imprisonment, and he was sent to 
the penitentiary at Albany, N. Y., to serve out his life sentence. 
While he was serving out his life sentence he sued out a writ of 
habeas corpus and raised the question as to the constitutionality 
of the court which had tried him, claiming that under the Con- 
stitution of the United States he had aright to trial by jury. The 
court held him to have been properly convicted, and upheld the 
act of Congress creating the court. This case is in harmony with 
those which I have already cited in support of the doctrine that 
Congress is supreme in the territories we have just acquired, and 
that the civil rights and the political status of the people of those 
islands can be fixed by Congress independent of any of the provi- 
sions or limitations in the Constitution. 

In the first case to which I have referred in my remarks here 
to-day—the Canter case, reported in 1 Peters—Daniel Webster 
was of counsel in the case. It was acase that arose out of the 
sale of cotton by order of a Territorial court in the Territory of 
Florida. Mr. Webster, in his argument, went into a full exposi- 
tion of the relations of the Territories to the Government of the 
United States. This, mark you, was in 1828, more than seventy 
years ago, and only a few years, comparatively speaking, after 
our Government had been organized under the Constitution. 
None of the decisions to which 1 have here referred had been ren- 
dered, but Mr. Webster, with that marvelous analytical ability 
which he possessed, with that knowledge of the Constitution and 
its proper construction which he always displayed when discuss- 
ing these questions, contended that the Constitution did not ex- 
tend over acquired territory; that territory itself was the prop- 
erty of the United States, and that Congress was the supreme 
power in legislating for such territory. 

The treaty of cession by which the United States became pos- 
sessed of the Territory of Florida was so worded that the Supreme 
Court was not required to specifically and in exact language de- 
termine the proposition as Mr. Webster presented it to the court, 
but the — of that decision was along the line of the argument 
presented by Mr. Webster. Later decisions, as I have clearly 
shown here to-day, are allin harmony with the position that that 
great constitutional lawyer maintained. How comesit, then, that 
in the closing days of the nineteenth century, and after more than 
a hundred years of constitutional government, we find men ap- 
parently learned in the law who take the opposite position, and 
who insist that the acquisition of the Philippine Islands under 
the treaty of peace with Spain makes them an integral part of the 
United States and gives to the inhabitants there all of the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of American citizens? 

I think I can explain it, Mr. Chairman, These men are regur- 
recting a doctrine that ought to have gone down forever in the 
smoke and battle of the civil war. This principle, which has been 
resurrected for the purpose of creating trouble for this Adminis- 
tration and the Republican party, is simply a doctrine, clothed in 
a new garb, that was invented by John C, Calhoun, a brilliant 
intellect, but perverted by disappointed ambition into the nar- 
rowest of a State-rights advocate, and the inventor of the nullifi- 
cation doctrine of 1832—the principle upon which the people of 
the South in 1861 sought to establish a Confederate government. 
It is one of the old cries for the extension of slavery, resurrected in 
this arena and at this time to frighten the people of this country 
in the great emergency which confronts us. 

In speaking as I do, Mr. Chairman, of Mr. Calhoun being the 
father of this doctrine, and that it was a dogma invented in sup- 
= of slavery, I am following the beaten path that was prepared 

or all who came after by the most distinguished Senator Missouri 
ever had in the Senate of the United States, namely, Thomas H. 
Benton. I crave the indulgence of the House while I read to my 
Democratic friends what he said. I read from the second volume 
of Mr. Benton’s work, page 712, entitled ‘‘Thirty Years’ View:” 

The resolutions of 1347 went no further than to attempt to deny the power 
of Congress to prohibit slavery in a Territory, and that was enough while 
Congress alone was the power to be guarded against, but it became insuf- 
ficient, and even a stumbling block, when New Mexico and California were 
acquired, and where no Congressional prohibition was necessary, because 
their soil was already free. Here the dogma of 1847 became an impediment 
to the territorial ext2nsion of slavery, for in denying power to legislate upon 


the subject the denial worked both ways, both against the admission and 


exclusion. 
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It was on seeing this consequence as resulting from the dogmas of 1847 
that Mr. Benton congratulated the country upon the approaching cessation 
of the slavery agitation; that the Wilmot proviso being rejected as unneces- 
sary, the question was at an end, as the friends of slavery extension could 
not ask Congress to passa law tocarry it intoa Territory. The tation 
seemed to be at an end and peace about to dawn upon the land. lusive 
calculation! A new dogma was invented to fit the case, that of the transmi- 
gration of the Constitution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories, over- 
riding and overruling all the anti-slavery laws which it found there, and 
planting the institution there under its own wing, and maintaining it beyond 
the power of eradication either by Congress or the people of the Territory. 
Before this dogma was proclaimed efforts were made to get the Constitution 
extended to these Territories by act of Congress. Failing in these attempts, 
the difficulty was leaped over by boldly assuming that the Constitution went 
of itself—that is to say, the slavery part of it. 

In this exigency Mr. Calhoun came out with his new and supreme dogma 
of the transmigratory function of the Constitution in the ipso facto and the 
instantaneous transportation of itself in its slavery attributes into all ac- 
quired Territories. This dogma was broached by its author in his speech 
upon the Oregon Territorial bill. History can not class higher than as a 
vagary of a diseased imagination this imputed self-acting and self-extension 
of the Constitution. The Constitution does nothing of itself, not even in the 
States for which it was made. Every _— of it —< g a law to put it into 
operation. No tof it can reach a Territory unless imparted to it by act 
of Congress. Slavery, av a local institution, can only be established by local 
legislative authority. lt can not tren-:migrate, can not carry along with it 
the law which prot. ts it; and af it could ‘hat lew woulc it carry? The 
code of the State from which the emigrant went? ‘her ~ucrc would be as 
many slavery codes in the Territory as States furnisbicy; e::igrants, and 
these codes varying more or less, and some of them in the es:eutial nature of 
the property—the slavein many States being only a chattel interest, governed 
by lews applicable to chattels; in others, asin Louisianaand Kentucky, areal 
estate interest, governed by the laws which a ply to landed oupers . Ina 
word, this'dogma of the self-extension of the slavery part of the tution 
toa Territory is impractical and preposterous, and as novel as unfounded. 


I desire to emphasize the fact that in the whole history of our 
legislative government no man before Mr. Calhoun, in either 
branch of Congress, had ever asserted that doctrine. You will 
mark this, that prior to this time we had acquired the Louisiana 
territory, Florida, New Mexico, and California; in fact, we had 
extended our territory from the circumscribed limits of the thir- 
teen original States until we had reached from ocean toocean; we 
had acquired an empire in territorial extent, and yet none of the 
leaders in either of the great political parties ever dreamed for a 
moment that the Constitution extended itself over it ex proprio 
vigore as is contended by our Democratic friends to-day. Fortu- 
nately for us in the elucidation of this = and the proper 
construction of the Constitution, Daniel Webster, the great ex- 
pounder of that instrument, was living and a member of the Sen- 
ate of the United States when Mr. Calhoun gave utterance to that 
doctrine which has been so strongly condemned by Mr. Benton. 

This was more than twenty years after Mr. Webster had pre- 
sented his views to the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Insurance Company vs. Canter (i Peters). It was after 
his life had been enriched by his experience in the courts of his 
country, in the Senate, and as Secretary of State. Mr. Webster 
refuted Mr, Calhoun’s position in language to which I desire to 
call the attention of my fellow-members. His exposition is so 
lucid and so profound that, in my judgment, it does not leave 
anything to be said by others. 

Let me say that in this general sense there is no such th 
the Constitution. The Constitution is extended over the Uni States an 
over nothing else. It can not be extended over anything except over the old 
States and the new States that shall come hereafter, when they do come in. 
There is a want of accuracy of ideas in this r ct that is quite remarkable 
among eminent gentlemen, and especially professional and judicial gentle. 
men. It seems to be taken for nted that the right of t by ary, the 
habeas corpus, and every principle designed to protect persona. wag” oe 
extended by force of the Constitution itself overevery new Territory. That 
proposition can not be maintained at all. How do you arrive at it by an 
reasoning or deduction? It can only be arrived at by the loosest of all - 
ble construction. It is said that this must be so, else the right of habeas cor- 
ve would be lost. Undoubtedly these rights must be conferred by law 

fore a can be enjoyed in a Territory. 

Sir, if the hopes of some gentlemen were realized, and Cuba were tc be- 
come a possession of the United States by cession, does anybody sup that 
the habeas corpus and the trial by jury would be esta ed in it by the 
mere act of cession? Why more than election laws andthe political tran. 
chises or popular franchise? Sir, the whole authority of Congress on this 
subject is embraced in that very short provision that Co shall have 
power to make all needful rulesand regulations respecting the territories of 
the United States. The word is territories, for it apn evident that the 
compromises of the Constitution looked to no new acquisitions to form new 
territories. Butas they have been acquired from time to time, new terri- 
tories have been regarded as coming under that general provision for mai- 
ing rules for territories. We have never had a territory governed as the 
United States is governed. The legislature and the judi ry of Territories 
have always been established by a lawof Congress. I do not say that while 
we sit here to make laws for these territories we are not bound by every one 
of those great principles which are intended as securities for pu liberty. 

But they do not exist in Territories till introduced by the weg 

Y- 
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as extendin 


Congress. These principles do not proprio vigore apply to one of the 
ritories of the United States, because that territory, while a territory, 

not become a part and is no part of the United States. * * * One idea 
further upon this branch of the subject—the Constitution of the United 
States extendingover the Territories and no other law existing there. Why, 
I beg to know how any government could proceed without any other author 
ity existing there than such as is created by the Constitution of the United 
States? Does the Constitution of the United States settle titles to land? 
Does it regulate the rights of property? Does it fix the relations of parent 
and child, guardian and ward? e Constitution of the United States estab- 
lishes what the gentleman calls a confederation for certain great purposes, 
leaving all the great mass of laws which is to govern society to derive their 
existence from State enactments. That is the just view of the state of 

under the Constitution. And a State or Territory that has no law but su 
as it derives from the Constitution of the Un States must be entirely 
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without any State or Territorial government. * * * How did wa 
ern Louisiana before it was a State? Did the writ of habeas ..- 
exist in Louisiana during its territorial existence? Or the right to ¢),.)'." 


jury? 

Wen, I suppose the revenue laws are made in pursuance of its proyjci.,.. 
but, according to the gentleman's reasoning, the Constitution exte,). . 
the Territories as the supreme law, and no legislation on that subjec: ...\” 
comer. This would be tamount to saying that the moment ter,i:,.. 
attached to the United States all the laws of the United States as we)| 1.) 
Constitution of the United S me the governing will of mo; 


i a8 the 


tates beco: 
duct and the rights of property, because they are declared to be the law ./... 
land, the laws of Congress be mg the supreme law as well as the Constitu:; 
of the United States. Sir, this is a course of reasoning that can not ba»... 

tained. The Crown of England often makes conquests of territory. Who. 
ever heard it contended that the Constitution of England, or the sy»... 


power of Parliament, because it is the law of the land, extended o: 
territory thus acquired until made to doso by a special act of Parij.m 


Until 


The whole history of colonial conquest shows entirely the reverso. 

provision is made by act of Parliament for a civil government tho ter; 
is held as a military acquisition. It is subject tothe control of Parlign.a); 
and Parliament may make all laws that they may deem proper and noon.’ 
sary to be made for its government; but until such provision is mado +)... 
territory is not under the dominion of Englishlaw. And it is exactly y»,. 
the same principle that territories coming to belong to the United Stato. ). 
acquisition or cession, as we have no jus coloniae, remain to be made en)...> 
to the operation of our supreme law by an enactment of Congress, =~ 

I have referred to the manner in which this doctrine was firs; 
suggested in this country, and I have not only shown to you the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States bearing on 
this subject, but the viewsof the most distinguished expounder o; 
our Constitutionsince the formation of the Federal Republic. Le: 
me now call your attention to an able article on this subject from 
a historical standpoint written by historian McMaster. It js jy 
the December number of the Forum, 1898. The article is wel! 
worthy the perusal of every student of American institutions and 
especially of every man desiring to obtain light on the subject 
now under consideration. It is written with all the facility of 
expression and profound research of that able historian, Tho 
conclusion he reaches is as follows: 

A review of the his of suffrage in the Territories thus makes it clear 
that foreign soil ui by Congress is the property of and not part of ¢! 
United States; that the Territories formed from it are without. ; 
der, the Constitution, and that in providing them with govern: 
gress is at liberty to establish just such kind as it pleases with litt 
gard for the principles of ot qeretamens: that in the past it has « 
ever sort was, in its opinion, suited to meet the needs of 
never stopping to ask how far the government socreated deriy 1 

wers from the consent of the governed, and that it is under no obligation 

grant even a restricted suffrage to the inhabitants of any new soil we may 
acquire unless they are fit to use it properly. 


If my contention be true, Mr. Chairman, that these islands are 
only the property of the United States and that the inhabitants 
only acquire such rights as we may give them by legislation, it 
follows that we can have separate customs and internal-revenue 
laws for the islands, and navigation laws applicable to that country 
and distinct from our own, and, in fact, any legislation that will 
be for the well-being of the people of those islands and of the peo- 

le of the States. I dissent in toto from the doctrine contended 

or by some, that our tariff laws and internal-revenue laws must 
be the same in these islands as they are in the United States. In 
addition to what 1 have already said on this subject, I desire to 
call the attention of the House to the case of Fleming vs. Page. (! 
Howard, page 603.) Mr. Webster, who was of counsel in that 
case, in his argument said: 


That there was a difference between the Territories and the other parts of 
the United States. Judges were there appointed for terms of years, which 
the Constitution forbade as to other tsof the country. Hence the part 
of the Coustitution which directs that duties must be equal in all the ports o! 
the United States does not apply to Territories. 


Mr. Chief Justice Taney, in delivering the opinion for the court 
in that case, said: 


This construction of the revenue laws has been uniformly given by the ad 
ministrative oy yng of the Government in every case that has come 
before it. And it has, indeed, been given in cases where there appears te 
have been otponger ground for the place of shipment as a domests 
port. For after Florida had been ceded to the United States and the forces 
of the United States had taken a of Pensacola, it was decided by 


the Treasury Department that — from Pensacola before an 
act of Congress was passed my into a collection district and author 
izing the appointment of a collector were liable to duty. That is, althoush 
Florida had, by cession, actually become a part of the United States, an’ . as 
in our possession, yet under our revenue laws its ports must be regarce:! 4% 
foreign until they were established as domestic by act of Congress; a0" '* 
sppeare that this decision was sanctioned by the Attorney-Cieneral of th 
nited States, the law officer of the Government. b the deci: 
And although not so directly ble to the case before us, yet Vie dec’ 
sions of the Eyenaney. t in relation to Amelia Island and cortn’ 
ports of Louisiana, after that province had been ceded to the Unite: State ~ 
were both made upon the same nds. And in the latter case, alter © 
-house had been by law at New Orleans, the collector *" 

as foreign ports Baton Rouge and Ober: 
mof Spain, whether on the Mississ!pp’, of 

ville, or the seacoast. © Department in no instance that we are ow an oe 
since the establishment of the Government has ever recognizes @ Par |, 
newly acquired country as a domestic port from which the coasting A 
might be carried on unless it had been previously made so by act of \°" 


ocuanent acted ; partment 
’ by the executive departm 
of th joverhn ent has been sanctioned 1 ¥ the decisions in this court and 


the circuit courts whenever the questioncame before them. We do 9°! | fh. 
pose to comment upon the different cases cited in the argument. | Bday 
cient to say that there is no discrepancy between them. And all of then 


far as they apply, maintain that under our revenue laws every port 8 
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custom-house from which the vessel clears 
gardenin Nt ee ee ractened by act of Congress and the officers 
granting the clearance exercise their functions under the authority and con- 
trol of the laws of the United States. 

The enemies of national expansion have created in their imagi- 
nation a bogy man and with him are trying to frighten the 
laboring people of this country; they are assuming that the people 
of that distant and tropical climate will come to the cold regions 
of the North and drive out our laboring men with their cheap 
labor. A more groundless argument was never urged. It isalmost 
fantastical when you consider it in its true light. There is not 
a Malay in this country to-day, and there will not be one an hun- 
dred yearsfromnow. Why? Because theclimatic conditions are 
such that they will prefer to stay in their own country; they will 
secure a larger liberty under the administration we shall give 
them in their own islands than they have heretofore enjoyed, and 
will remain there instead of coming here to compete with Ameri- 
can labor. 

But, as I have stated, the treaty of peace under which we have 
acquired this territory leaves it with the Congress of the United 
States to provide against any of the contingencies that have been 
conjured up by the ingenuity of these Democratic speakers who 
are seeking to throw a stumbling-block in the way of this Admin- 
istration in the discharge of the responsibilities which it has had 
thrust upon it by the fortunes of war. We can provide a system 
of government that will be adapted not only to the conditions of 
the islands from a climatic standpoint, but adapted to the state 
of political development of the people. What is important for us 
now is to demonstrate to them and to the world that America is 
united in her efforts to maintain peace and order in this territory. 
They in time will come to understand, as will all the world, that 
the form of government that we establish in these islands will 
start the people on an era of progress which has been unknown in 
their history. 

While this is being done it will be necessary for us, in the inter- 
est of humanity and the people themselves, to have a stable form 
of government there and an army sufficiently large to police the 
islands and drive out freebooters, whether under the leadership of 
Aguinaldo or any other military or political adventurer. I have 
grown tired, Mr. Chairman, in listening to the arguments of gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber when they talk about 
‘‘imperialism,” and that an increased Regular Army will stifle 
the liberty of our countrymen. But when I reflect on the history 
of my country and note the arguments of ill omen that have ever 
been addressed to the people when new territory has been ac- 
quired, I content myself in the belief that the notes of alarm 
sounded by the Democrats will fall on deaf ears, as they did on 
the deaf ears of the fathers of our country, who believed that the 
acquiring of new and additional territory, instead of weakening, 
would strengthen the Republic and aid it in its manifest destiny 
in the elevation of mankind. While these arguments of the pes- 
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the people? As in old Rome, Marius, or Sylla, or Cwsar, Pompey, Antony, 
or Lepidus will vote themselves provinces and tr‘umphs. * * * But surely 
it exceeds all my credulity and candor on that head to suppose even they can 
contemplate a reptiblican formas practicable, honest, or free. if a plied when 
so manifestly inapplicable to the Government of one-third of God's earth. 


Mr. Josiah Quincy, of New Engiand, at one time president of 
Harvard University, and at another time one of the most distin- 
guished men of this body, had this to say in opposition to the 
acquisition of the Louisiana Territory: 


Under the sanction of this rule of conduct, I am compelled to declara 
it as my deliberate opinion that if this bill passes the bonds of this Union 
are virtually ahenet vet that the States which compose it are free from their 
moral obligations, and that, as it will be the right of all, so it wiil be the 
duty of some, to prepare definitely for a separation, amicably if they can, 
violently if they must. * * * Do yousuppose the people of the Northern 
and Atlantic States will or ought to look upon with patience and see Repre- 
sentatives and Senators from the Red Riverand Missouri pouring themselves 
upon this and the other floor, managing the concerns of a seaboard 1,500 miles 
at least from their residence, and having a preponderancy in councils into 
which constitutionally they could never have been admitted? I have no 
hesitation on this point. They neither will see it nor ought to see it with 
content. * * * Graspnottooeagerlyat your purpose. In your speedafter 
uncontrolled sway, trample not down this Constitution. * * * I haveno 
concealment of my opinion. The bill, if it passes, is a deathblow to the Con- 
stitution. It may afterwards linger, but, lingering, its fate will at no very 
distant period be consummated. 


This language of Fisher Ames and Josiah Quincy is as dole- 
ful in character as the prophecies which have been expressed by 
gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber in relation to the 
Philippine Islands. Mr. Chairman, it is my deliberate opinion 
that their statements and their prophecies are as ill-timed and 
their forebodings as little likely to prove true as were those of the 
opponents of the acquisition of the territory of Louisiana at the 
period of which I have just spoken. [| believe that the United 
States Government is entering upon a new era of greatness, of 
expansion, and of glory. ‘The Constitution possesses the elasticity 
of the fabled tent of the Arab. It was framed and adopted for 
the government of the thirteen original States, yet it has expanded 
over a continent. The 75,000,000 people who now live within its 
borders have the same liberty, the same sacred rights, and the 
treasured inheritance of free government that were guaranteed 
by the framers of the Constitution to the people of the thirteen 
original States. 

Under the interpretation that has been given to it by the great 
legislators of our country and the Supreme Court, the Constitution 
will enable us to acquire this territory in the Orient, and if we are 
as wise as those who have preceded us, will enable us to give 
those people rights of free citizens without infringing in the least 
upon the privilegesand immunities of ourown people. I maintain, 
as I have already stated, that a government can be formed in the 
Philippine Islands that will be self-supporting through the cus- 
toms laws that we shall give them and the internal-revenue laws 
that will follow; and instead of having a standing army of Amer- 
ican soldiers there, we can follow the wise example of Diaz in 


simists have ever found ready expression with a certain class of | Mexico, who has taken the brigands from the mountains and 
public men from the time of the acquisition of the Louisiana ter- | made them soldier citizens, and has thereby secured the best police 


ritory to that of the Hawaiian Islands, it certainly sounds strange 
coming from the lips of Democrats. 

The patron saint of the Democratic party is Thomas Jefferson, 
and yet, Mr. Chairman, he was the greatest territorial ‘‘ expan- 
sionist” this Government hasever known. When the opportunity 
was presented to him by the first Bonaparte to acquire that mag- 
nificent empire known as the Louisiana Province, out of which 
have been carved some of the richest and most populous of our 
States. did he hesitate? Nota moment! He believed then, as we 
know now, that the acquisition of that territory would raise the 
American Republic from the condition of a fourth-rate power to 
that of a first-class power among the great nations of the world. 
In our youth and weakness, with an impoverished Treasury, with 
small means for raising revenue, he authorized his commissioners 
to pay the French Government the sum of $15,000,000 for this ter- 
ritory. Is there a man within the sound of my voice to-day who 
believes that Mr. Jefferson made a mistake in the acquisition of 
that territory? Is there a man to-day, in the light of our history, 
who believes that the principles of free government were weak- 
ened by the acquisition of this new territory, containing as it did 
a population who were strangers to our constitutional Govern- 
ment and enemies to our free institutions? And yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, some of the best minds of that day believed as fully as our 
Democratic friends profess to believe to-day that the acquisition 
of the Louisiana Territory would work the destruction of the 
American Republic. 

Let me read to you a few sentences from Fisher Ames, one of 
the most distinguished Federalists of New England, one of the 
most accomplished men of his time, and one of the most brilliant 
and fascinating orators that ever addressed an audience: 


Now, by adding an unmeasured area beyond that [the Mississippi] river we 


rush like a comet into infinite space. In our wild career, we ma qoute some 
other world out of its orbit, but we shall, in every event, mane he light of 
our own, * * * Having bought an empire, who is to 


sovereign and what people? All ly th J apes" she 
’ , or only the people o e dominan 
States, the dominant demagogues in those States, whe call themselves 


officers in the world. We can take native inhabitants for what- 
ever soldiers may be needed and officer them with men trained in 
our Regular Army and thus insure peace and tranquillity in the 
islands. By this method, Mr. Chairman, the United States Gov- 
ernment will place no new burdens upon our people. Our acqui- 
sition of those islands and our government of them will open a 
wider avenue for our trade. The surplus products of our farms 
and factories will find a market there and in the far east which 
would otherwise remain closed to us were ‘he reactionary doc- 
trine advocated by Democratic members of this House and the 
Senate to be adopted and followed. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States has stood 
forth through all of the great crises of the war and the problems 
that have followed it as one of the greatest statesmen of his time, 
He has shown qualities that have not only aroused the admiration 
of his political enemies, but that have even surprised his personal 
and political friends. From the first notes of war to this blessed 
hour every step that he has taken has been so well timed as noi 
only to represent the prevailing sentiment of the Republic, but 
has been so wisely taken that history will vindicate his every 
action. [Applause on the Republican side.} Men may stand on 
this floor and denounce him, but when the grave of oblivion shall 
have closed aver them his name will be recorded in the brightest 
pages in the history of our Republic. It falls to the lot of those 
who hold exalted positions to have detractors. He is only expe- 
riencing what was meted out to the sainted Liucoln during his 
Administration from the venomous lips of the political enemies of 
his party and policy. 

History almost repeats itself in many of the expressions that 
have been indulged in by gentlemen on this floor in their discussion 
of the questions now under consideration. For the benefit of those 
men who to-day are denouncing President McKinley and insisting 
that his attitude is indefensible, I wish to call their attention to 
some of the expressions that their Democratic predecessors used 
during the dark and stormy period of the civil war. Senator 
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Polk, on the 10th of July, 1861, in the Senate of the United States, 
said, in discussing war measures: 

That war has been brought on by the President of the United States of his 
own motion and of his own wrong; and under what circumstances? 

Mr. Vallandigham, on the same day, in the House, said: 

I will not now venture to assert what may yet some day be made to ap- 
pear, that the subsequent acts of the Administration and its enormous and 
persistent infractions of the Constitution, its high-handed usurpations of 

ower, formed any part of a deliberate oe to overthrow the present 
Soome of Federal republican government and to establish a strong central- 
ized government in its stead. 

Senator Breckinridge, in the Senate, said: 


Then, Mr. President, the Executive of the United States has assumed 
egislative powers. The Executive of the United States has assumed ju- 
dicial powers. The executive power belongs to him by the Constitution. He 
has, therefore, concentrated in his own hands executive, legislative, and ju- 
dicial powers, which in every age of the world has been the very definition of 
despotism, and exercises them to-day. 


Mr. Burnett, in the House, on July 16, 1861, said: 
I say the Republican party will be held responsible for the unhappy con- 
dition of our country to-day. I say, in my place here now, that the only dis- 


unionists per se this country has ever been cursed with are the leaders of the 
Republican party. 


Again, on July 24, 1861, he said: 

You are writes. by indorsing and ratifying the illegal acts of this Admin- 
istration, one of the saddest, blackest pages in the history of this country. 

Mr. Voorhees, of Indiana, on February 20, 1862, said: 


A stupendous fraud has been practiced on the nation, and the Army of 
the United States has been obtained by fraud. 


On May 21,1862, Mr. Voorhees said: 

Is this the age of republican simplicity, or are we transported to the days 
of fraudulent usurpers, to the unhallowed scenes of the Roman Cesars? 

Senator Davis, on February 16, 1864, said: 

But in our free and limited government of a written constitution, Presi- 
dent Lincoln and his party, in utter disregard of its limitations and restric- 
tions, are making for him the same boundless and despotic powers * * * 
— the Plantagenets and Tudors and first Stuarts contended for in Eng- 

I read these extracts from speeches made by Democrats of a 
former generation to show to the Republicans of this House that 
in pursuing the policy that has been outlined by our party and in 
sustaining the Administration we are subjecting ourselves to no 
fiercer criticisms than those hurled against the first President the 
Republican party gave to this country. We have nothing to fear 
from these base and groundless charges. Our duty, in my judg- 
ment, is clear, and that is, to fearlessly and conscientiously pro- 
vide for the great emergency that has been placed upon us by this 
war with Spain. [Applauseonthe Republican side.] Let us dis- 
charge our duty with a firmness and intrepidity that characterized 
the action of our fathers when the dark cloud of civil war over- 
hung our national horizon, and the people of to-day will as surely 
approve our conductas did the peopleof a generation ago approve 
the conduct of President Lincoln and his advisers when they were 
exercising every power of the Constitution for the maintenance of 
the at and the integrity of our Federal Republic. [Prolonged 
applause. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, the President, in his annual 
message to Congress, told us that it was ‘‘ our plain duty to abol- 
ish all customs tariff between the United States and Puerto Rico, 
and to give to her products free access to our markets.” He forci- 
bly pointed out the reasons that made this duty imperative. 

Following this, Mr. PAYNE, the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means and the leader of the Republican majority of 
this House, introduced a bill carrying out the recommendations 
of the President. At that time there was practical unanimity in 
both the Democratic and the Republican party that the reciprocal 
benefits of free trade should exist between Puerto Rico and this 
country. But in the last few weeks the entire policy of the Re- 
publican party in dealing with this matter has been reversed. 
The “ plam duty” so pointedly presented by the President has 
ceased to exist, and a different idea of justice, of right, and of wis- 
dom seems now to possess him and his on. 

Mr. POWERS. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will. 

Mr. POWERS. I understand the gentleman to intimate that 
the President had changed his attitude. 

Mr. SWANSON. | Isimply say that thosein authority havemade 
the statement that he has changed it. I hope he has not. 

Mr. POWERS. Has any authorized statement come from him? 

Mr. SWANSON. 1 have seen none emanating from him. 

There has been no change in the conditions of Puerto Rico or of 
this country to produce this change in the President's mind or in 
that of his party. The unfortunate people of that island are still 
immersed in poverty and in wretchedness and still have denied to 
them the markets of the world for the sale of their products. 
Every reason assigned in the President’s message for trade 
with Puerto Rico exists with redoubled force to-day. If at that 
time it was “our plain duty” to extend them free trade, it is 
doubly so to-day. 

Why, then, sirs, this sudden change of policy in dealing with 
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Puerto Rico? Why is our acknowledged “ plain duty ” yoy, 
doned and this oppressive bill sought to be forced upon a jy, 
people? Isit a patriotic or is it a political condition tha: },.. 
wrought this wonderful change? oe 

There is not an intelligent or a candid mind in this county, t} 
does not know that this change has been induced by the ss 
necessities of the coming Presidential election. 

Weare told by the inspired and the well informed tht ;),;. 
measure is not intended to be permanent and that in the »,; es 
distant future free trade with Puerto Rico will be establishoj 

We are told that this bill is intended as a precedent to e<{4))\y, 
the doctrine that Congress has the power to create different ey.. 
tom duties in our new possessions from those existine jn ¢),... 
country. , 

We were told by those representing the sugar and the tobace, 
interests, when they appeared before the Committee on Ways a; id 
Means, that they insisted upon the custom duties on the products 
of Puerto Rico not because any serious evils could accrue to this 
country through any a from there, but becanse they 
are afraid that unless duties are imposed upon Puerto Riv ay prod- 
ucts, it will be used as a precedent for granting free trade with 
the Philippine Islands, which they greatly fear. 

We are told by Republican politicians and newspapers that y»- 
less these custom duties are a upon Puerto Rico. it will po 
argued during the Presiden campaign with force and effect 
that the same policy will be pursued with the Philippine Islands. 
and that this might result in the loss of a great many votes to ths 
Republican party. 

hus, Mr. Chairman, it is evident that this bill has its inspira. 
tion not in justice, not in right, but in selfishness and in petty par- 
tisan politics. is 

A “plain duty” is to be abandoned for a supposed party 
advantage. One million of unfortunate people whom the fate of 
war has placed completely at our mercy are to be sacrificed and 
denied justice and right ause it is thought by some that the 
—— of the Republican party require it. 

r. Chairman, when this bill passes it will be the first chapter 
in the legislative history of our new possessions, and be it sail to 
the disgrace of the Republican party that that chapter was writ- 
ten in wrong and in injustice for the purpose of carrying a Presi- 
dential election. 

If we are to extend our possessions and inaugurate a colonial 
system, wisdom dictates that it should begin in justice, liberality, 
and equality. But if our colonial policy must be dominated by 

rtisan party politics, as this bill indicates, it can but commence 
in disgrace and terminate in disaster. 

And we are told, again, that the bill must be passed to establish 
a certain principle. 

What is that principle so dear that this bill must pass to vindi- 
cate? Is it proposed to establish the doctrine that Congress has 
unlimited power of legislation for the new possessions, unre 
strained by any of the provisions of the Federal Constitution, and 
that it can entirely disregard the provision of the Constitution re- 
quiring uniformity of custom duties throughout the United States, 
and that it can establish any rate of duty it sees fit between the 
States and the territories or possessions? 

In short, the doctrine claimed is that the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico and of the Philippine Islands are slaves of the imperial will 
of Congress, and in life, in liberty, and in property are entirely 
subject to its decrees. 

This is the pernicious doctrine proposed and sought to be estab- 
lished by the Republican party. 

Mr. Chairman, this is ne new doctrine in American history. 
This Republic owes its birch to the effort on the part of the Brit- 
ish Parliament to establirh omety the same principle. | 

The principles here maintained by the opposition are 1n every 
respect similar to those contended for at the time of the \mericin 
Reyolution by George II). The issues are the same, {)ie reasons 
given are the same. ; : 

At that time it was claimed that the British Parliament was a0 
solute sovereign in Amevica; that Parliament had a right! to 1 
_ any tax it wished in America; that it could regulate the con 

itions upon whic American goods should enter the Pritts 
markets, and also the conditions upon which British goo'!s shou! 
enter the Americzn markets. eli all a 

It was contended that the British constitution, with 1's s\'% 
guards and its inestimable privileges, did not extend to Americ’: 
that the Ayuericans were but absolute subjects of the Britis! Par 
liament. ; tt ch Pare 

To carry into effect these pernicious principles, the Bris)! 
liament passed the infamous stamp act. The speeches in ! ors 
ment in advocacy of that measure bear a striking resem)))0)"' 
those delivered by the opposition in behalf of this bill. 

Lord Grenville, in that debate, said that the pur) ~ 
stamp act was ‘‘to establish the undoubted authority of ''" 
ish legislation in all cases whatsoever.” — . tablish 

The advocates of this bill claim that its purpose is to es'0)" 
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in our possessions the undoubted authority of the American Con- 
in all cases whatsoever. 

But the similarity does not cease here. To make the iniquitous 
stamp act tolerable to the Americans, it provided that the revenue 
derived from it should not be remitted to England, but should be 
retained and expended in America. 

So this bill provides that the sum collected under it shall be ex- 
pended in Puerto Rico. Hence the Puerto Ricans are told, as 
were our forefathers, that this makes the bill eminently just and 
wise. 

The person who drew this bill must have had before him the in- 
famous stamp act and must have used it asa prototype for this 
iniquitous measure. 

The able gentlemen who have argued in favor of this measure 
and of the power of Congress must have had their minds illumined 
and their views strengthened by reading the speeches of Lord 
Grenville, of Lord North, and of Charles Townshend in speaking 
in advocacy of the stamp act and of the power of the British Par- 
liament. 

Mr. Chairman, in contradistinction to these pernicious British 
contentions, our forefathers maintained that taxation and represen- 
tation went hand in hand; that all government derived its just 

wers from the consent of the teh a and that they were 

ritish subjects, entitled to all the benefits of the British constitu- 
tion. 

The two great leadersin this contention were George IIT on the 
one side and George Washington on the other. 

It was thought that at least in America the fight was forever 
and finally settled in favor of George Washington and of his in- 
estimable principles, but it seems that those who believe in the 
principles of George III are to-day in authority and in power in 
the United States. Hisiniquitous doctrines, his pernicious princi- 
ples of parliamentary despotism, reappear in the American Congress 
to-day in this bill, whieh te sanctioned and supported by the Re- 

ublican party. When the roll is called upon this bill every 
presentative must answer whether he is a follower of George 
III or of George Washington. Se ogee 

Mr. Chairman, the injustice of this bill is equal to that sought 
to be inflicted by the British upon the Americans at the time of 
the Revolution. This bill fixes the terms upon which the goods 
and products of Puerto Rico can be offered for sale in the markets 
of this country and also the terms upon which the people of 
Puerto Rico must purchase our goods. Thus we claim the power 
of controlling their sales to us and also their purchases from us. 
This is a dangerous power which no nation should possess over 
another and one which will always be abused for the enrichment 
of the nation possessed of the power. This bill itself furnishes a 
striking instance of how such power will invariably be used. 

Now, tobacco isone of the chief products of Puerto Rico, While 
Puerto Rico was a Spanish possession the markets of Cuba and of 
Spain were open to her and consumed the entire productof Puerto 
Rican tobacco. Sinceher annexation to this country the markets 
of Cuba and of Spain have been closed to her products, and now 
Puerto Rico can look to this country alone for a market for her 
4,000,000 pounds of tobacco. This tobacco is used entirely in the 
making of a good grade of cigars. By this bill a duty of 8? cents 
will be imposed upon each pound of her tobacco that is brought 
here in a raw or unmanufactured state. Under this bill, if this 
same tobacco is manufactured into cigars, cheroots, or cigarettes 
in Puerto Rico and imported into this country, it will becompelled 
to pay in customs duties and internal-revenue taxes $3.13 per 
pound, Thus by this bill thirty-five times more is charged in cus- 
toms duties and taxes on cigars than on the raw leaf. Thus the 
bill, if it gives any ree gives scarcely any to the farmers 
and producers of tobacco in this country, but extends it all to the 
cigar manufacturers. 

‘ Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Is not that simply the internal-revenue tax? 

Mr. SWANSON. No; I wii! explain that to you. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like tc have the gentleman explain it. 

Mr. SWANSON. They charge 25 per cent under the Dingley 
bill as a customs duty, and the bili provides in addition to that 
that they shall pay the internal-revenue tax as a customs duty, 
and then it has to pay the internal-revenue tax as an internal- 
a tax when it comes into this country, making $3.13 per 


und. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not understand it in that way. 

Mr. SWANSON. The pu of this is plain and evident. 
The clear intention of the bill is to force all of the leaf tobacco 
raised in Puerto Rico to be imported into this country and to be 
here manufactured into cigars, Its purpose is to close every cigar, 
cheroot, and cigarette factory in Puexio Rico and to transfer them 
to thiscountry. The sinister motive behind this bill is to discour- 
age and to destroy any manufacturing developments in that island. 
it intends to confine the 1,000,000 people in that unhappy island 
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to raising raw materials to be imported here for the purposes of 
manufacturing. ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, this isan outrage. It is precisely the same in- 
iquitous policy that Britain songht to inflict upon the American 
colonies when we rebelled and refused to submit. 

In Puerto Rico there are about 300 people to every square mile, 
and the island will be powerless to support its vast population 
unless permitted to embark in manufacturing enterprises. The 
clear purpose Of this bill and of the Republican party is to pro- 
hibit this. 

While this bill wil? require the payment of $3.13 for every pound 
of their cigars seeking our markets, yet it opens their markets to 
our cigar makers on the payment of only $1.13 per pound. This 
is such an inequality that it should shock every person’s sense of 
justice and right. The shame becomes deeper when we reflect 
that the act is directed against a helpless people who can only pro- 
test, but must submit. 

We are told by the eloquent advocates of the new imperialistic 
policy that we hold ‘‘a trusteeship under God” to care for, de- 
velop, and direct the destiny of these people. What a splendid 
illustration is here given of the discharge of this high trust. At 
the very first opportunity the so-called ‘‘ divinely appointed trus- 
tees” despoil the dependent wards. [Applause. | 

Sir, this Government interfered in Cuba and in Puerto Rico 
because Spanish injustice and despotism had become intolerable. 
So, if I mistake not, the American people consented to shed the 
precious blood of their sons and to spend vast treasures to relieve 
an oppressed people, and not to become heirs of the vicious Span- 
ish system. 

Ww hat has been the conduct of our Government toward the in- 
habitants of Puerto Rico? We found there a peaceful community 
and comparatively a prosperous people. They possessed in Cuba 
and in Spain ample markets at which to sell, at a remunerative 
price, their three chief products—ccffee, sugar, andtobacco. They 
enjoyed a large share of local self-government and had representa- 
tives in the Spanish Cortes. 

To-day all the markets of the world are closed to them and they 
are deprived of all the opportunities by treaty or otherwise of 
securing them. Their products can find no sale. To-day discon- 
tent and depression everywhere pervades the island. Debts aggre- 
gating more than $50,000,000 burden these people. All industries 
are destroyed; all business paralyzed. Thousands of people are 
in the depths of starvation, and allare on the verge of bankruptcy. 
For nearly two years we have deprived this people of all civil gov- 
ernment and held them by the stern iron hand of military rule 
alone. 

Amid all these privations there was one hope that illumined the 
darkness and gave these people ae They felt that they were 
a part and parcel of this gicat Republic and that they would soon 
receive its blessings and benefits. They relied implicitly upon be- 
ing treated with justice and liberality. With the passage of this 
bill must come disappointment, bitter and deep. By this bill, in 
their trade and commerce, they are treated as foreign territory 
and not as a part of the Union. By it they are made not citizens 
of arepublic but creatures of a Congressional despotism. By it 
they perceive that, being deprived of uniformity in taxation and 
customs duties with the rest of the Union, all of their earnings and 
products will be subject to the depredations of any selfish interest 
that may have political pull sufficient to influence Congress. 

Behold what a contrast is presented between the proposed treats 
ment of Hawaii and that of Puerto Rico. There is scarcely any 
objection from any source to extending free trade to Hawaii. In 
other words, the 300,000 tons of sugar produced in Hawaii by 
Spreckles, the sugar king, with his contract laborers or slaves, 
shall have free and open sale in our markets yet the 66,000 tons 
of sugar produced in Puerto Rico by thousands of small farmers 
and laborers can be scld in our markets only by the payment of 
heavy duties. 

What causes this great difference? Certainly it can not be in- 
spired by any principle of protection, for there is greater danger 
to the sugar interests of this country from the 300,000 tons of 
Hawaii than from the 60,000 tons of Puerto Rico. 

No, Mr. Chairman, be it said to the shame of the Republican 
party, the difference arises from the fact that the sugar interest 
of Hawaii is owned by a few millionaires, whose voice is potential 
in the councils of the Republican party, while that of Puerto Rico 
is owned by thousands of poor, dependent persons without political 
influence. [Applause.] This favoritism must produce great dis- 
satisfaction and discontent in Puerto Rico, and justly so. But, 
say the opposition, the inhabitants of Puerto Rico should acquiesce. 
Why, say they, are we not their imperial masters? Have we not, 
in exercise of our despotic power, the right to give to some and to 
withhold from others? As divine sovereigns, say they, have we 
not the right to select favorites and to shower them with all the 
favor and benefits and at the same time make others feel the 
crushing hand of our power? 

This is imperialism. Thisis the new mission and the aspiration 
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of the Republican party. Sirs, those whoare behind this billand| In Reynolds vs, United States (98 U. 8., 162) the court saia: 

who imagine that they can induce the American people to adopt | Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories w),;.9 

this policy by the opportunities afforded to despoil the people of | shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to tic... 

our new possessions, do not read aright the American character | *titution expressly forbids such legislation. 

and are forgetful of the glorious traditions of our history. _In Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. 8., 707), a case from the Tor. 
Mr, Chairman, the people of this great Republic are a broad- | ritory of Utah, the court said: 

minded, arg Menge people, = an acute — of justice a In our opinion the covert enemies secured unanimity in finding a y. 

and of right. They will visit with severe condemnation any | @i*t 46 an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases. Tho act 

party or set of men who wantonly oppress a helpless people. or cinsdaiieaeion 0 change the constitutional rule and 
They embarked in the Spanish war to become the liberators of In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 346) Justice Harlan says: 

an oppressed people and not the despoilers of a dependent people. That the provish € the Censtibation of the Uni : 

They cling with filial affection to their Federal Constitution, ee ee rn eeates relating to 


; sak é ae : : the right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territvy;, 
which with its broad justice insures to all parts of this great Re- | the United States % no longer an open question. ’ — 


public uniformity ana 31 "a of burdens, uniformity and equal-| In Murphy vs, Ramsey (114 U. S., 15) the court says: 

ity of benefits. [App aus] | The le of the United States as sovere’ owners of the National ' 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is said that this bill is intended more to ritorles have supreme power over them ana thet inhabitants. ana = 

establish a precedent to control us in our future dealings with the | cise of this sovereign dominion they are represented by the Government of 


al ‘ ‘ +hi States, to whom all the powers of government over that snhin.+ 
Philippine Islands than anything else. See Ape ee ver that subje 
This being true, it is eminently wise that this bill should be pro- | Constitution or are iioneeaie implied initsterms. PT °SS*4in the 


mulgated there among the insurgents asa measure of pacification. | J¢ there were further doubt that the Constitution of the Uni: 
I have no doubt that the sweet justice of this bill would make a | states extends te all territory subject to the atthe? » a 
profound impression upon Aguinaldo and his followers, and that | [pited States, it would be removed by the case of Callan 1s, Wil. 
it would give them a higher conception of the noble purposes of | son, (127U.S.,550.) Congress had passed an act permitting jn: 
the American people toward them. Nodoubt all resistance there | tices in the District of Columbia to inflict punishment in a 
would cease when they are told that they are chattels of the Amer- ithout idine for jury trial tin th. toe 
ican Congress, subject in if, im bert. and. properey tot | coats hacnams proving for Jory a), ag Grarantced nth at 
imperial will; that they are possessed with none of the safeguards | yoiq being repugnant to the Federal Constitution a om — 
of the Constitution with which all other citizens are endowed. sisted by the Attorney-General that Congress had unlimit, d mee 
No doubt the few friends we now have in the Philippine Islands | over the District, and that the provisions of the Federal Comat. 
will have their affections further cemented when they are in- | tation could not restrain it, since section 8, Article I of the Con. 
formed that the American Congress will fix the terms upon which | stitution, in enumerating the powers of Congress, provided— 
—= eee pach — Te ee ne ee To —— aaa penne: —_. parent < _ ot exceeding 10 miles 
8 , 8. y 7 uare) as may, cession 0 rticular es an @ acceptance of Cor 
mense acclaim in those islands for America when it is understood gress, become the seat of the Governinent of the United States. - 
that the justice and equality administered under this billtoPuerto; Yet the court held that Congress did not have power to legis. 
Rico is mild in comparison with what they may expect for them- | late for the District, unrestrained by the Federal Constitution, 
selves. but that the Constitution extended over the District, and that the 
Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness, to at = time push a bill of | act of anapes in permitting = = of pees With- 
this kind and character is the supreme of folly. out jury trial was contrary to the sixth amendment, hence void, 
We are endeavoring to overthrow an insurrection in the Philip- | _ The doctrine that the Constitution extends to the Territories is 
pine Islands. We are seeking to make friends there to our cause | further settled by decisions upon section 8, Article I of the Con- 
by profuse promises of justice and of fair dealing. With these | stitution, which provides: 
promises on our lips, we deal with our strong arma grievous | _ But all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
wrong to a helpless and an unoffending people in Puerto Rico, a | United States. . : 
people who during the late Spanish war received us with open | The meaning of this provision and the extent of its application 
arms and to whom we promised all the benefits and blessings of ers er soe ned a o Sa ett - ™ United 
our institutions. ates. 1e ustice Marsha ; in u orough vs. Blake (5 
This bill, Mr. Chairman, will do more to fire anew the smoul- | Wheat.,317),in rendering the opinion of the court upon the ques- 
dering flames of insurrection in the Philippine Islands than any- | tion, says: 
= 7 g else that has happened ae we _ om a upon her soil. ihe eighth geetion of the 2 Set erticie gives Qenarens the power to lay and 
ow can we expect a people to yield when they are told that | covlec es, duties, Imposts, And ex: lg rem 
they will be possessed of nono of the privileges oF our Oonstitn: | uted, Hmgsrantiegenoral without limitationsetopiace. [tno 
tion, none of the guaranties of our Bill of Rights, none of the bene- | doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words, which modify the 
fits of our institutions, but that they are slaves of our imperial nt. These words are, “but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uui- 


will and must bear such burdens as our selfishness or caprices may | TP throughqut the United States en oe tne poor extends t 


a ne he R bl ‘oa plnoea to wast) the power Seek Sops ahentane. 7) power, then, ylay and 
P i i Spo’ co! u and ex ma exe , and must be exercised. 
aan oo eit hemelen th cae ee ected oe oe throughout the nited States. Does the term designate the whole or any 

any ; 2 pror y pernic particular portion of the American empire? Certainly this question can ac- 
principles; but er in its _ history can transcend in dan- | mit of but one answer. A s the name ven to our great Republic which is 
rerous import its n i “ i . | composed o: es an tories. © District of Columbia or the tert 
stitution.” vainendania hanamennejtae len timeespsinatii tists =: ae west of the Missouri is not less within the United States than Maryland 


ah : : . } t, ipl of our Const 
The Republican party is tired of the Federal Constitution, and | fition that uniformity im the imposition of imposts: duties, ant ¢x-ises 


desires to exploit our new possessions without its restraints. | should be observed in the one than in the other. 

Hence this party stands to-day committed to the doctrine thatthe | The case of Cross, etc., vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 164) is equally 
Federal Constitution applies only to the States of the Union, and | as decisive in determining that in our new possessions the im- 
not to its Territories or other possessions. posts, duties, and excises collected there must be uniform with 
It contends that section 8, Article IV of the Constitution, pro- | those in the States. The facts in that case are as follows: The 
viding that ‘‘Congress shall have power to dispose of and make | treaty of peace was made between the United States and Mex.co 
all needful regulations respecting the territory and other property | on the 3d of February, 1848, By that treaty California was ceded 
belonging to the United States,” gives Congress unrestricted power | to the United States. As soon as this was done the Government 
of legislation for the Territories. But this contention can not be | authorities at Wash’ n directed their subordinates in Ca:ilor 
maintained. The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that while | nia to at once collect the customs duties there on goods from lor 
the power of Congress to legislate for the Territories is full and | eign countries, as provided by the laws of the United States. 
plenary, it must be subject te the guaranties, restraints, and Congress did not the act extending the custom laws o! the 
provisions of the Federal Constivution. United States to California and designating therein a porto! ©! 
Chief Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott case, says: try until the 3d of March, 1849. Between the 3d of !* bruary, 
The Territory being a part of the United States, the Governmentand the 1968, and the 34 of March, 16a Crome brouget to - PS sub vai. 
citizen both enter it under the authority of the Constitution with their re- | FTancisco goods upon which Harrison, the Governmen® svi 
spective rights defined and marked out; and the Federal Government can | nate, demanded payment of duties under the laws of the nit 
exercise no power over his person or property beyond what that instrument | States. Cross paid under protest and afterwards brought st to 
confers nor lawfully deny any right which it has reserved. recover the amount d. His contention was that the — 
Chief Justice Waite, in National Bank vs. Yankton (101 U. 8., | laws of the United States did not extend to California unt!’ tl 

2), in discussing ) i - | act of Co extending them was passed; hence the amoun 

132), in discussing the power of Congress over territory, says: reset 9 sity eotiacie’., cae been paid before the act was passed. 
But Congress is supreme, and for the ppipene of this department of its | The courts held that the custom laws extended to California - 
governmental authority hasall the power of t oe of an ate soon as it was ceded, and therefore the amount was properly col- 











except such as has been expressly or by implica’ 
tions of the Constitution. 











In delivering the opinion in this case Justice Wayne says: 


To permit these goods to be landed in the port at San Francisco would be 
aviolation of that provision of the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, 
imports, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. Indeed, 
it must be clear that no such right exists, and that there was nothing in the 


oods into it from the 


i of California to exempt importers of foreign 
a oh ware chargeable in the other parts of the 


Br tee + op that ‘the ratification of the treaty made California 
Noe ae eit atc cwhick were in force to reguiste foreign commence 
aero United Beates a a those had ceased which had been instituted for 
its regulation as a belligerent right. 

Mr. Chairman, the overwhelming weight of authorities and of 
decisions of our Supreme Court maintain the pee that all 
territory belonging to the United States is held under and subject 
to the Constitution; that Congress has not despotic power in leg- 
islating there, but that it must be controlled by the constitutional 
limitations and restraints. 

Besides being the legal interpretation, it is decidedly the wisest 
interpretation. If the doctrine of the opposition prevails, there 
can be no enlargement of our territory except by force of arms. 
No nation will willingly consent to unite her destiny with ours 
when they clearly understand that they are possessed of none of 
the privileges and immunities of our Constitution, but are mere 
chattels, subject to the despotic will of Congress. Hence, if this 
doctrine prevuils, there can be no expansion of this country except 
by conquest. All additions to it will consist of unwilling subjects, 
held by military power, which will be a source of loss and of 
weakness, and not of profit or strength. 

If our contentions prevail, it will be understood that wherever 
the American flag waves, wherever American power or jurisdic- 
tion prevails, there goes with it the Federal Constitution, with its 
justice, equality, and protection of life, liberty, and property. 
Then many nations will be anxious and willing to unite their des- 
tiny with ours. Thus our doctrine will mean expansion like that 
of Texas, like that of Louisiana and of others, where brave and 
high-spirited people would be glad to share with us the blessings 
of our institutions. 

Besides, I for one am unwilling to make a part and parcel of 
this country of any people to whom the Federal Constitution 
would be a curse instead of a blessing. I am unwilling to clothe 
the executive power of this country with all the vast powers with 
which it would have to be vested in order to govern our new pos- 
sessions without having that power restrained by the just restric- 
tions of the Federal Constitution. That Constitution can work 
no evil anywhere to those whose intentions are good and whose 
purposes are right. 

Whetker in Puerto Rico or in the Philippine Islands, with that 
Constitution overshadowing and protecting the people, we have 
assurances that there will be no abuse of power and that the in- 
habitants of these islands will have guaranteed to them the bless- 
ings of free and liberal institutions. 

The Constitution is a hindrance only to those who seek to despoil 
their people and who would make slaves of them for their selfish 
purposes, 

Mr. Chairman, no empire can endure long which is composed 
of subdivisions of which some are rulers and the others ruled. 
In such an empire there is ceaseless discontent, ceaseless turmoil, 
ceaseless jealousies, which in the couse of time produce civil war, 
insurrection, and finally disintegration. This condition has been 
the =~ cause of the downfall of all of the great empires of the 
world. 

If we are a wise people we will have no expansion except that 
which is solid and natural, that which is composed of a homo- 
geneous people, or at least of a people who can ultimately be 
made so. 

If we will take the broad and sensible ground that our Consti- 
tution covers all the territory belonging to us and that Congress 
in legislating for our territory has full and plenary powers, but 
that these powers must be exercised under the Constitution, then 
we will adopt a system which in the long run will and must pro- 
dtce a united, solid, and homogeneous nation without bickering, 
without jealousy, and without discontent. 

I view with profound apprehension this new doctrine which 
proposes to make a vast distinction in the rights, in the privileges, 
and in the immunities between the citizens of the States and of 
the Territories. 

It makes the States that constitute the Republic the head of an 
empire, which empire is subject entirely to the despotic will of 
the States. Special interests in these States will be desirous of 
enriching themselves at the expense of the empire, and political 
— will bid for the support of these special interests in the 

tates by offering greater opportunities to despoil the people of 
the Territories. 

The bill before us shows how the cigar-manufacturing 
interest of this country has been sufficiently potential with the 
Republican party to induce it to force this iniquitous bill upon 
Puerto Rico. 


In the course of time there will happen in this country the same 
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that happened to Rome, where the votes of citizens were obtained 
by allowing depredations upon the unhappy people of the outlying 
provinces. 

When we adopt this system~—this new proposed system—we are 
simply returning to the old colonial system of Rome, of Spain, of 
Portugal, and of other nations, that has been discarded and proved 
to be fertile in disaster only. 

I am opposed to any permanent retention of the Philippine Is- 
lands. I believethat our wisest policy is to leave them as quickly 
as we can with honor and with safety. But if we are to remain 
there permanently, I believe the wisest course to pursue is to let 
the people of those islands understand that they are American 
citizens, and as such are entitled to all of our privileges, im- 
munities, and blessings. Let them understand that they have 
in the Federal Constitution a safe guaranty of justice, of equality, 
and of protection of life, liberty, and property, which no power 
of Congress and no power of the Executive can alienate or destroy. 

It is only by such a course and by a liberal, just, and equitable 
government that we can ever expect them to be reconciled or to 
transform them into friends instead of our enemies. 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind this is one of the most dangerous 
bills that have ever been offered in Congress since the formation of 
our Government. 

It will end the history of the Republic and open the history of 
the empire. 

It dethrones the Goddess of Liberty and elevates the demon of 
power. 

It destroys constitutional government and creates a Congres- 
sional despotism. 

It is but the forerunner of countless other bills to follow in or- 
der to inaugurate the new imperialistic régime. 

It is antagonistic to all the traditions of our country, to all the 
principles of our Government, and will, I believe, be the com- 
mencement of much disgrace and of much disaster. | ees 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE, the committee rcse; an 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5493. An act for the relief of claimants having suits 
against the United States pending in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, amend- 
ing the act of March 3, 1887, 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Lacry, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, withont leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Mahala A, Dahliman, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Pearce of Mis- 
souri, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of John Dinsbeer, 
Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PARKER, for one day, on account of necessary absence 
from the city. 

To Mr. BALL, for three days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. ForpDNEY, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Atwater, for three days, on account of sickness. 


CONSIDERATION OF NICARAGUA CANAL BILL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the 6th day of next month be set apart for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 2538. 

Mr. BROSIUS. What is that bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] 
asks unanimous consent that March 6 be set apart for the consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 2538, being the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to object to that, 
but I want to make this suggestion. I am for the Nicaragua 
bill, but my colleagues seem to have some views on that, and ow- 
ing to the absence of many members from the House I wish to 
suggest that it seems to me the request ought to be submitted 
when there is a full attendance. I make that not in the way of 
an objection, but an appeal to my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, unless there is an understanding 
between the gentleman from Iowa {Mr. Herrurn] and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr, Cannon], chairman of the Committee 
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on Appropriations, in regard to this bill, I shall have to object 
to it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Take your own responsibility. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. e should like to hear what gentlemen 
are saying. It is impossible to hear over here. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 58 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 190i—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution submitting a request for transfer of an appropriation 
for certain expenses for the year 1899—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for construction of barracks at prov- 
ing ground, Sandy Hook—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: - 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7725) to establish 
mining experiment stations to aid in the development of the min- 
eral resources of the United States, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 381); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANSDELL, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6767) to grant an American register to the steamer Windward, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 882); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4795) granting 
an increase of pension to John O'Connor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 377); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1284) for the relief of W. H. L. 
Pepperell, of Concordia, Kans., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 378); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2824) to pay certain judg- 
ments against John C. Bates and Jonathan A. Yeckley, captain 
and first lieutenant in the United States Army, for acts done by 
them under orders of their superior officers, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 379); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6749) for the relief of 
Mary A. Swift, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by areport (No. 380); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 2232) for the relief of 
Louis Weber, reported the same without amendment, accumpa- 
nied by a report (No. 383); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged fro) 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; wer 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3767) granting a pension to John W. Haptioy_ 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the (>.,..:.. 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of William Wheeler 1H 1)})}).))_ 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Cot); 
on War Claims. : 

A bill (H. R. 4538) to pay just compensation to Willian W)..), r 
Hubbell for his invention of high-power steel guns, and inyproyo. 
ments in other guns made and adopted by the United States for 
its military service and Navy at the present time—Cominities on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War (\ai:¢ 

A bill (H. R. 5840) granting an increase of pension to Joh), 
Brown—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred {), ¢),. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. oe 


n 
which Were 


iim ite 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and menor; 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referro, 
follows: 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8751) to amend section 13 of 4) 
act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States, approve! March 
8, 1899—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 8752) to prevent the sel]. 
ing of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating drinks jy) any 
post exchange, or canteen, or transport, or upon any premises ysed 
for military purposes by the United States—to the Comittee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8753) authorizing the Santa Fe 
Pacific Railroad Company to sell or lease its railroad, property, and 
franchises, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8751) to define 
renovated butter, and to impose a tax upon and to regulate tho 
sale of the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8755) for the erection of a public 
building at Ellicott City, Md.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8756) to place the civil clerical 
force at headquarters of the United States Marine Corps on an 
equal footing with the clerical force of the Navy Department—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8757) for the erection of a public 
building at Laurel, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8758) toincrease limit 0! 

t-office building at Carrollton, Ky.—to the Committee 

ic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DERWOOD: A.-bill (H. R. 8774) to equalize and 
regulate the duties of the prdses of the district courts of the 
United States in the State of Alabama—to the Committ<e on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) pro- 
hibiting the transportation of wood pulp, printing paper, an’ so 
forth, from one’State to another—to the Committee on (le Judi- 


ciary. 
7 Mr. JOY: A resolution (H, Res, 155) relative to the: 


n Pub- 


I 


ne hun- 





th anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana Territory by 
the United States—to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 156) relatiny to 15@ 
consideration of H. R. 2538 on March 6, 1900—to the Committee 
on Rules. aires 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 157) relating to the amen ment 0! 
clause 6, Rule XXIV, of the rules of the House—to the Comittee 
on Rules. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTROD! ' ED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resol ns of 
following titles were introduced and severally re‘erme’ & 
follows: 
By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 8759) granting « penso? 


to Adda Tubbs—to the Cozamittee on Pensions. — 
By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8760) granting a pension | 
Hayten, of Idaho Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on 'nva" 
Pensions. , 
By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R, 8761) to remove ti" 
of desertion from the military record of William H. Movre, 
William Moorey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ite 
By .Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 8762) granting 4 pou" 
Joseph W. Baker—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 


*harge 
alias 





Re ae 


1900. 
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* also, a bill (H. R. 8763) granting a pension to Abraham Levi- | Bank, Texas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 8764) granting an increase | 


of pension to Robert C. Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8765) for the relief 
of John C. Smith—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8766) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Newcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. c 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H,. R. 8767) granting an increase in 
pension to H. P. Mann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8768) granting increase in pension to B. F. 
Shirt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R, 6769) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Frances King—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8770) granting a 
pension to Hannah Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman A. Sayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8772) to 
carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Arring- 
ton Purify, administrator of Thomas Purify, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8773) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Penelope 
Auzburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of Anna M, Ross Camp, No. 1, Sons 
of Veterans, Division of Pennsylvania, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill prohibiting the use of uniforms or semblance 
of uniforms worn by United States soldiers or State militia—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, with ref- 
erence to the bill for the encouragement of the American mer- 
chant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of late members of Missouri 
militia regiments of St. Clair, Mo., asking that the names of sol- 
diers who served in the Missouri State Militia be placed on the pen- 
sion rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the National Building Trades Council, pro- 
testing against the pavsageof a bill prohibiting ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Central District Medical Society of Mis- 
souri, against the passage of Senate bill No. 34, prohibiting vivi- 
section—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Latin-American Club of St. Louis, Mo., in 
favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Letter Carriers’ Fraternal and 
Benevolent Association, relative to the retirement and pay of civil 
employees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Medical Association of Georgia, asking 
that the Surgeon-General of the United States have the rank and 
pay of major-general—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Leadville, 
Colo., against leasing of public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the Topeka (Kans.) Academy 
of Medicine and Surgery, against the passage of House bill No. 
1144, relating to the prevention of further cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. : 

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, in favor of free trade with Puerto Rico—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
143, of Lincoln, Nebr., against the admission free of duty or the 


lowering of the duty on — imported from Puerto Rico—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Statement of John W. Cass, in support of 
the bill for the erection of a public building at Woonsocket, R. L.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

_ Also, resolution of the New England Shoe and Leather Associa- 
tion, in favor of free trade with rto Rico—to the Committee 
on Ways on Mears. 
aan a Sa hee mer ery = J. agree & Co, 

others, of Pana, Lil., against the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. er 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petitions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, bar pilots, and citizens, all of Sabine Pass, Tex., for an ap- 
propriation to establish light and fog-signal station on Sabine 





merce. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: Petition of G. E. Swan, of Beaver 
Dam, Wis., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chemung Valley Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, relative to Puerto Rican tariff—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of members of the select and common councils 
of Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4351, for the reclassification of postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pension 
of Joseph L. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Cotton Exchange of 
Charleston, S. C., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 728 and 
House bill No. 5499, to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions adopted by Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 61, of La Crosse, Wis. ,in relation to the reclamation and 
settlement of public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
at their thirteenth annual meeting, held in Washington, D. C., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of 
exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the Stute of 
New York, favoring the appointment of a commission for extend- 
ing trade with China and Japan—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of N. O. Murphy, governor of Arizona, with 
reference to arid-land reclamation and water storage—to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

Also, resolution of the New York Mercantile Exchange, indors- 
ing House bill No. 7667, relative to the branding of cheese—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of Alonzo O. Bliss, Washington, D. C., for the re- 
peal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumery, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Grand Lodge of Vermont, In- 
dependent Order of Good Templars, E. M. Campbell, secretary, 
praying for more stringent legislation against the sale of liquors 
in the Army canteens—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traftic. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, for the better government of the Territory of Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, resolutions of the National Building Trades Council of 
America, H. W. Steinbiss, St. Louis, Mo., secretary, protesting 
against the passage of bill si ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring the establishment of an uptown branch of 
the New York City post-office—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. Lena P, Cowdin, of Now York City, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 687), relatic-* the em- 

loyment of graduate women nurses in the hospital se: vice of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military 4 ffairs, 

By Mr. HALL: Petitions of George T. Henry, A. W. Nieder- 
riter, and other citizens of Clarion County, Pa., favoring the pas- 
sage of a bill imposing a tax upon oleomarg“rine, butterine, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5134, grant- 
ing increase of pension to J; F. Alliscn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No. 152, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Ottumwa, Iowa, in rcixtion to eight-hour 
law and prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Nebraska Beet Sugar As- 
sociation, with reference to duties on sugar—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3871, grant- 
ing a pension to W.J. Worthington, of Greenup County, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the claim of James 
M. Catlett, of Fauquier Station, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of C. W. Porter and other citizens 
of Rome, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of C. P. Metcalf and 42 others, of Carl- 
ton and vicinity,and F, H. Porter and 31 others, of Ware, all in the 
Fourth Congressional district of Nebraska, urging a clause in the 
Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of 
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intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium 
trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Michigan Dairymen’s Association, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, relative to oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of George A. Howe and 41 other 
members of Post No, 29, Department of Massachusetts, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and citizens of the Fourth Congressional 
district of Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 4742, for mili- 
tary instruction in the public schools—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1900. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. SEWELL, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 

tion, will stand approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 55) authorizing the President toappoint 
one woman commissioner to represent the United States and the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in 
Paris, France, in 1900. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of claimants 
having suits against the United States pending in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 
1898, mpenang the act of March 3, 1887; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 
MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By authority of joint resolution 
relating to the Memorial Association of the District of Columbia, 
approved June 14, 1892, I appoint as members of said association, 
each for the full term of three years, Hon. John Hay and Judge 
Walter S. Cox; Gen. Nelson A. Miles, vice J. C. Bancroft Davis, 
resigned, for the unexpired term of two years. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of sundry druggists of Bur- 
lington County, N. J., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Daughters of the Society of 
the Revolution of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation fixing the pay of letter carriers in all cities; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of Local Union 
No. 246, Cigarmakers’ International Union, of Salamanca, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation admitting 
— free of duty from Puerto Rico or the Philippine Islands; 
which was referred to the Cezimittee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Commission Mer- 
chants and Game Dealers’ Association of Missouri, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to regulate the shipment of 
wild gamo from one State to another; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Industrial Council of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., praying that all the remaining public lands be held 
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of title to 
any of the lands be made to any but actual settlers and home 
builders on the lands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, Mo., and a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorials of John B, Bowers, of 
Catletts, Va.; of Craig & Doyle, of Craigville, Va., and of J.T. 
Oliver, of Ivy Depot, Va., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to provide for the regulation of shipments of game 
from one State to another; which were referred to the Committee 
on. Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Manchester, Va., pra for the enactment of 1 tion to 
promote the commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United 
States, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions of the legislature of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to an appropriation by 
Congress for the improvement of Boston Harbor. I ask that the 
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resolutions may be read in full and referred to the Committes ,, 

Commerce. = 
There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and ref rred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: = 

COMMONWEALTH or MAssacuvserrs 

In the y ) 

Resolutions relative to an appropriation by the Congress of the United c+.. 
for the improvement of Boston Harbor. oo 


Whereas large sums of money have been expended by the Comm.) w., It} 
in the development of a system of docks in Boston Harbor; and ye 

Whereas to obtain the full benefit of the said system it is necescayy +). 
the channel of Boston Harbor shall be widened and deepened: and — 

Whereas this improvement would be of advantage not only to Bos: on a, i 
Massachusetts, but also to all New England: Be it a 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby revues: it 
appropriate a sum sufficient for this purpose; and that the Senators ani Pe. 
resentatives in Congress from this State are requested to use all reacoy.).. 
endeavors toward this end. . 

Resolved, That propesty attested copies of these resolutions be sent to tha 
presiding officers of both branches of Congress and to the Senators and Ro. 
resentatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. — 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, Februc), 
Adopted: Sent up for concurrence. 
\ JAMES W. KIMBALL. 


SENATE, February 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE. « 


JAMES W. KIMBALL 
Clerk of House of Representatives 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William S. Flint and 99 
other druggists of Worcester, Mass., praying for the repeal of the 
——— upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetic 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Ramsey County Med. 
ical Society of Minnesota, praying for the establishment of hones 
or colonies where lepers can be segregated: which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a memorial of Stone Masons’ Union No. 4, of 
Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the cession of public lands 
to the States and Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I 


Adopted in concurrence. 


A true copy. 
Attest: 


resent a protest from about 30 farm- 


ers in Cheshire County, N. H., most of whom, I think, if not all, 
are producers of tobacco. Their protest is against the free im- 
portation of tobacco and agricultural products from any part of 


the world. I ask that the memorial go to the Committee on 
Finance. The Puerto Rican bill having been reported, the memo- 
rial would ordinarily lie on the table, but I should like to have it 
go to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Sacramento County Humane 
Society of California, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. : 

He also presented —- of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fresno, ., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Diego, Cal., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce ot 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of theinner harbor at San Pedro, inthat State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

He also presented a memorial of the Iroquois Club of San Pran- 
cisco, Cal., remonstrating t the ratification of the proposed 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition signed by the senators and ass-m- 
blymen of the Califo: State legislature, praying that an appr 
priation be made to continue the Mission Tule River Indian 
Agency at San Jacinto, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ; ai 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Union of \aici, 
Cal., pra for the enactment of legislation to enable the wor 
ingmen employed in the navy-yards, naval stations, etc., to secur’ 
an annual leave of absence with pay; which was referred to “4 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ey 

He also ted a petition of the Board of Trade o! 4° 
Angeles, Cal., prayin< for the enactment of legislation to nor" 
the merchant marix. of the country; which was referred to '"" 
Committee on Commerce. "oe _ 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 36, Carpen'e™ 
and Joiners, of Oakland, Cal., remonstrating against the : ete 
of the public lands to any other than actual settlers anc» . 
builders; which was referred to the Goummittce on pee ee 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of >: ; 
cisco, Cal., eee of the so-called ship-subsidy 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. KYLE 
Sturgis, S. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion authorizing the leasing of public lands to individuals; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lantis. 

He also presented the memorial of John P, Tenold and 21 other 
citizens of Flandreau, S. Dak., remonstrating against the enact- 


ment of legislation to provide for the consolidation of third and | 


fourth class mail matter and for the establishment of a parcels- 
post system; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. : 
He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Sturgis, 
S. Dak., praying that all the remaining public lands be held for 
actual settlers, that grazing lands should be leased only to actual 


settlers on adjoining lands, and that reservoirs be built for flood | 
waters and irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FOSTER. I present resolutions adopted by the Trades 
Council of Tacoma, 
pill, and also to the proposed abolishment of the Money-Order 
Department of the postal service. 1 ask that the resolutions be 


printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com- | 


merce. 


There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, 
as follows: 
TacoMA, WAsH., February 16, 1900. 

Be it resolved by the Tacoma Trades Council, of the city of Tacoma, That it 
is the sense of this council— 

First. That the benefits that would accrue to the public through the enact- 
ment and ye of the Hanna-Payne ship-eubelay bill now before Con- 
gress would be insignificant in ae with the expenditure involved, 
and that the direct result of such legislation would be the diversion of a 
large amount of public money into the hands of a few private corporations 
or individuals without any adequate return therefor. 

Second. That the Money-Order Department is the most useful and impor- 
tant adjunct to the postal service, affording a cheap, convenient, expeditious, 
and safe method of transferring money; that the interests of the public at 
large are vastly superior to the interest of the banking class, and that the 
abolishment of the oer rene Department, as recommended by the Audi- 
tor, upon the ground that this department is encroaching upon the business of 
the banks, or upon ~~ other similar ground, would be a gross violation of 
the rights of the people and an intolerable discrimination against the many 
in favor of the few. 

Third. That the establishment of a system of savings banks in connection 
with the postal service would be of incalculable benefit to the wage-earners 
of the country by affording them a convenient and absolutely safe repository 
for their surplus earnings; that the experience of other nations has proved 
the practicability of a sere savings banks, and that the interest of a vast 
majority of the citizens demands the establishment of postal savings banks 
in the United States. 

Resolved. therefore, That the sentiment is hereb 


to the enactment of the Hanna-Payne ship-subsidy bill and to the suggested 


abolishment of the Money-Order Department of the postal service, and in | 


favor of the establishment of a system ot pomal savings banks. 
Resolved further, That the Senators an 


Congress in accordance with these resolutions, and that a copy of the same 
be sent to each of said Senators and Representatives. 
TACOMA TRADES COUNCIL, 

[seAt.] By GEORGE V. HILL, Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER 
John Templeton, J. T. Perry, and 102 other citizens of Exeter, 
N.H., praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Tebbetts & Soule, Z. T, Camp- 
bell, A. 8. Prescott, The William Eames Drug Company, and 28 
other druggists of Manchester, N. H., praying for the repeal of 


the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cos- | 


metics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of George G. Towle and sundry 
other railway mail clerks of Dover, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in 
first and second class post-offices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No 652, 


Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Elwood, Ind., and a peti- | 


tion of the Trades Council of Muncie, Ind., praying that the re- 
oe ublic lands be held for the benefit of the whole people 
or ac 
lands except to actual settlers and home builders; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 742) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen, of Bath, 
on reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2345) to restore the pensions of widows in 
certain cases, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
npoet thereon. 

t. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 393) to construe an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize a retired list for private and noncommissioned officers 
of the United States Army,” etc., submitted an adverse report 
nitely.” which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
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ash., relative to the so-called ship-subsidy | 


declared to be opposed | 


Representatives from the State of 
Washington are hereby urged to wield their influence and cast their votes in | 


resented the petition of Charles Marseilles, 


settlement, and that no title be granted to any of these | 


| States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall procee 
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resented a memorial of the Commercial Club of | Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 


was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 
15th instant, proposing to increase the allowance for salary of 
minister resident and consul-genera’ to Siam from $5,000 to $7,500 
per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 20th instant, proposing to 
place under Class V the consulate at Chihuahua, Mexico, intended 
to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropris- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
| to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| amendment submitted by Mr. Proc: 


was 


R On the 20th instant, pro- 
posing to place under Class V the consulate at Milan, Italy, in 
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 
| Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
| referred the bill (H. R. 2666) granting a pension to John M 
Laughlin, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (5. 1094) for the relief of Greenwood Rushing, of Shelby 
| County, Tenn.; 
Ss ae bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the estate of Ann Lum, deceased, 





| A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Margaret Champion, of Scott 
County, Miss.; 
} A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Mary Ann Nagle, of Vicksburg, 
Miss. ; 
A bill (S. 1114) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Stowers, 
| deceased, late of Warren County, Miss. : 
A bill (S. 1180) for the relief of Mrs. C. L. Robinson, of Madison 
| County, Ala. 
| A bill (S. 1149) for the relief of Thomas V 
County, Tenn.; 
| <A bill (S. 1149) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Burke. 
| late of Memphis, Tenn.; 
| A bill (S. 1156) for the relief of estate of B. B. Neville, deceased. 
| of Shelby County, Tenn.; 
A bill (5. 1158) for the relief of 8S. L. Carpenter, of Fayette 
County, Tenn.; and 
A bill (S. 1660) for the relief of the board of education of Boli- 
var district of Jefferson County, W. Va., 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


. Brady, of Shelby 


Resolved, That the bills (S. 1004) entitled ‘‘Greenwood Rushing,” (S. 1009) 

| entitled “Ann Lum,” (S. 1105) entitled ** Margaret Champion, S. 1106) enti 

tled “* Mary Ann Nagle.”’ (S. 1114) entitled ** Samuel Stowers,” (S. 1180) entitled 

| “Mrs. C. L. Robinson,” (8S. 1140) entitled ‘“‘Thomas V. Brady,"’ (S. 1149) entt- 

| tled “Charles C. Burk, administrator Elizabeth Burk, deceased,”’ (8.1156) en- 

titled ** Estate of B. B. Neville,’’ (S. 1158) entitled ‘*S. L. Carpenter,” (S. 1660) 

entitled ** Board of education, Bolivar district,” now pending in the Senate 

| together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, re 

| ferred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act en 

titled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of 

| the United States,” approved March 3, 1887 And the said court shall proceed 

| with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act and report te 
the Senate in accordance therewith 

| Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 2835) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine the claim of Bvt. Capt. 
Second Lieut. James Davison, United States Army, retired, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1167) for the relief of the legal personal représentatives of 
Henry H. Sibley, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3210) authorizing the appointment and retir 
ment of David McMurtrie Gregg as a captain in the United States 
Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (8. 576) for the relief of the State National Bank 
of New Orleans, La., submitted a report thereon, accompanied by 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 576) entitled “A bill for the relief of the St 
National Bank of New Orleans, La.,.” now pending in the Senate, toget! 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the | — 
i with the 
samein accordance with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate 
in accordance therewith. 
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Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2017) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1634) for the relief of the owners of the steamer 
Leesburg, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1634) entitled “A bill for the relief of the owners 
of the steamer Leesburg,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the 
accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “‘An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in accord- 
ance therewith. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment proposing to increase the allowance for clerk hire 
at the consulate at Naples, Italy, $520, intended to be proposed to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
posing to place under Class V the consulates at Port Hope and 
Orillia, Ontario, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2922) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2680) for the relief of the widow and children of John 
Hamilton, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

REPORT ON THE ISLAND OF LUZON. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing to move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
resolution was passed yesterday directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to furnish the Senate with copies of the report of Willis B. 
Wilcox on the island of Luzon, and to substitute the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that the resolution reported 
yesterday be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, PLATT of New York. I ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution now reported, in the place of the one indefinitely 
postponed, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a copy of the report of Paymaster Willis B. Wilcox, United 
States Navy, on the island of Luzon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3261) granting an increase of 
pension to Emery Stone; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S, 83262) to remove 
the charge of desertion against George Adams; which was read 
: wice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3268) to remove the 
charge of desertion against George W. Posey; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3264) granting an increase of 
pension to William J, Cannon, alias James Cannon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3265) to correct the military record 
of Joseph G. Best, alias Albert E. Anderson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred tc the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3266) authorizing the health 
officer of the District of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal 
of the remains of the late Brig. Gen. E. O, C, Ord from Oak Hill 
Cemetery, District of Columbia, to the United States National 
Cemetery at Arlington, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8267) for the benefit of indus- 
trial institutes and schools with State charters for the education 
of women; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 83268) granting an increase 
of rn to Elisha F, Barton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3269) to fix the 
compensation of certain officers of the customs of the port of New 
York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8270) for the relief of Nathan S. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


FEBRUARY 21, 


Jarvis; which was read twice by its title, and referred {, th 
Committee on Military Affairs, _ 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3271) appropriating the sui , f 
$250,000 for the reconstruction, repair, and improvement o; the 
Government building in Boston; which was read twice by its ¢i¢J. 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounde’ 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3272) for the preparation of 
a site and erection of a pedestal for statue of late M.j. Gen 
George B. McClellan; which wasread twice by its title, and re. 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8273) granting a pension to Mol. 
vina Bottles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3274) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel S. Beaver; which was read twice by its ttle, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S, 3275) for the relieg 
of M. J. Edwards; which was read twice by its title, and referreq 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3276) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph 8S. Maxwell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3277) granting an ip. 
crease of pension to Solon Cooper; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8278) to authorize the laving and 
maintaining of a pneumatic-tube system between the Capito! and 
the Government Printing Office, in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3279) for removal of 
charge of desertion standing against Peter Netz; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3280) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Keene; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3281) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Juliet E. Nichols; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8282) granting a pension to Sara 
Hayes Miley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (8. 3283) for the relief of Isaac 
R. Dunkelberger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 3284) for the relief of Eugenie 
Baptiste, sole surviving heir of Francisco Krebs; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3285) to © in permanent 
buildings for the mili post at Fort Meade, near Sturgis, 8. 
Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3286) to diminish the number 
of appraisers at the ports of Philadelphia and Boston; which wes 
read twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 8287) making an appropriation for 
the purchase of a bust of Lafayette, by David; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3288) tocorrect the military record 
of Daniel J. Coonan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 92) providing 
for the appointment of a committee toconsider and report the pro- 
priety of establishing a homeforall honorably discharge’ soldiers 
and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion and wth Spain 
who may be disabled in any way or dependent, resulting from said 
service; which was read twice by its title, and referre! to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. %) f a 
relief of the heirs of Capt. W. W. Withenbury, deceased: which 
— read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitice om 

ims. 


GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted two amendments intended a 
proposed by him to the bill (8. 2264) to provide a government e 
the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; whic! wereo 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the officer in charge of the Bureau of Statistics ‘a 
$3,000 to $4,000 per annum, intended to be proposed by him bn on 
l tive, executive, and judicial appropriation Dill; pager 

ered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, '°'* 
to the Committee on Appropriations. - 
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